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THE ACCENTUAL PROFILE OF VEDIC NOMINAL
PARADIGMS

The contribution attempts to systematise the paradigmatic accentual
behaviour of Vedic nominal stems (§1) and seeks to provide diachronic
reasoning behind the synchronic state of affairs, especially as regards any
secondary contours in stably mobile paradlgms (§3) and the rise of
immobility (§2).
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JI. Penanmex
(JIroOnsiHckuit yHuBepcuteT, Cl1oBeHMs)

AKI€eHTHbIE TUIBI BEAUUCKUX UMEHHBIX mapaagurm

B crarbe npennpuHsTa NONbITKa BBIIBUTH 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH B aKLEH-
Tyallu¥ BEJUKWCKUX UMEHHBIX OCHOB. PaccmaTpuBarOTCsl Ciaydyaud COXpaHe-
HUS CTaTMYECKUX TMapaJurM M paclIMpeHHe MX YHCIa, a TAKKE SBOJIONHS
KOKJIOTO M3 JUHAMUYECKHUX THUMOB. ABTOp (opMyJupyeT MpaBujo, CO-
IJIACHO KOTOPOMY «Jt00as MHOTOCJOXKHAasi OCHOBA, MO CBOEMY IpPOUC-
XOXKJEHUIO OTHOCSIIAsICS K JAMHAMUYECKUM TMapajurMamM, €clid OHa B
CWJIbHBIX MaJexkax MUMEET yJapeHHe Ha KOpHE, yTpaTuBileM abiayTHbIE
4yepel0BaHusl, IEPEXOIUT B CTATUUECKUE NAPAAUTMBbI».

ABTOp MOCIEA0BATELHO COOTHOCUT MECTO YJapeHUs C CI0BOOOpa3o-
BaTeNbHBIMU OcoOeHHOCTsIMU. Hanpumep, Beauiickue GopMbl KOMIIO3UTOB
THTA TaTMypylla COMOCTABJSIOTCS C aBECTHUHUCKMMH, B TOM YHCIE KOM-
MO3UThI CO BTOPBIM 3JIEMEHTOM -a(N)c-.

3aBepllaeT cTaTblo AKCKYPC, MOCBALIEHHBIN CIOBY kanyan- ‘eBylIKa,
aesouka’ (Nom. sg. kamya, Acc. sg. kanydnam < *kanyc‘znam <
*kanijanam; B cnaObIx manexax kanin-) B (paHHeM) BeauickoM. Oxu-
Janach Obl THCTEPOJMHAMUYECKAs napajurma: Nom. sg. *knni-H;én >
*kanij-a, Acc. sg. *knni-H;én -m > kanii-dn-am, nepej rinacHeIM B OKOH-
YaHWW KOCBEHHBIX Mmaaexeun * knni-Hin- > *kanz‘n- , HO B XO/I€ pa3BUTHSI
yKe B BEIUHCKOM $I3bIKE CJIOBO MEPEIIJIO B CTATUBHYIO aKIEHTHYIO Mapa-
JIUTMY CKIIOHEHHUSI.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Beaguiickuii s13bIK, UMEHHasi MOPQOJIOTHSI, YIapeHHe,
aKIIEHTHO-a0JayTHBIE MapaJurMbl, BEUNUCK. kanyan- ‘eByIlKa, IeBOYKa .

§ 1. Synchronically speaking, paradigm-bound accentual
contour (AC) of any Vedic nominal declensional pattern can be said
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to belong to one of the following six patterns, two of which are
immobile (columnar), and the rest (mostly marginally) mobile: "

acrocolumnar mesocolumnar amphidynamic
I 11 111
the strong stem (S) [Rx [(Sx)|T Rx [Sx |T Rx T
the weak stem (W) [Rx |(Sx)|TV | Rx [Sx TV | Rx |V
the middle stem (M) [Rx_|(Sx)|T® | Rx |Sx |T° | Rx |T€
proterodynamic| | hysterodynamic holodynamic
IV \% VI

the strong stem (S) |Rx [Sx |T Rx [Sx |T Sx T

Rx
the weak stem (W) [Rx [Sx [TV | [Rx |Sx [T® | [Rx [Sx [T
the middle stem (M) |[Rx [Sx [T® | [Rx [Sx [T | [Rx [Sx |T©

§ 1.1.Membership
§ 1.1.1. Immobile / columnar patterns

1. The acrocolumnar AC

Inherited members:

a) Proto-Indo-European (PIE) barytone thematic (*CVC-o-)
stems (including *-e-H,- feminatives);

b) The primarily acrostatic root-noun S gav-, W gdv-, M gé-
‘bull/cow’ < *g“6u-/*g"éu-; note, however, that if gav- is categorised
as a root noun, its immobility is in fact unexpected. There is no

'NB As will be noticed, the terminology for the mobile patterns is simply
borrowed from the customary system used in Indo-European linguistics to
describe the types of accentual curves relevant for the parent language. For
the immobile patterns I have for the purposes of at least minimal
terminological differentiation replaced the term static with columnar,
which, however, amounts to the same thing as far as the curve itself (and
only the curve) is concerned. Note that in Indo-European comparative
linguistics these terms also imply the type of ablaut (e-, o- or zero-grade)
that is automatically patterned with the respective accentual profile, which
of course plays no such role in the case of the Vedic system, so that the
terminology applied here (in as much as it overlaps with its concurrent use
to describe IE paradigmatic classes, that is to say accent and ablaut
paradigms) should be understood literally, i.e., referring to the type of
accent movement only.

® First systematised in purely synchronic terms and for essentially
pedagogical purposes in Repansek 2017: 33.
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apparent reason why any root noun, regardless of whether it reflects
an acrostatic or an amphidynamic PIE non-affixal deradical
derivative, would fail to surface as mobile (if mobile in PIE) or
secondarily mobilised (if acrostatic in PIE) in Vedic. The acro-
columnar curve of gav- cannot therefore be the direct result of its
PIE heritage but rather it is its inherited immobility that helped to
create the crucial link between the G/Abl. sg. form gods and the
mesocolumnar paradigm of u-stems’, which — as far as the accentual
pattern is concerned — this monosyllabic stem in all reality follows
and as such effectively evades accentual mobilisation that affected
the category of originally immobile monosyllabic root nouns
(meaning those that were indeed interpretable as such on the
synchronic level), cf. infra;

c) CaC-an- neuters from PIE acrostatic neuter nasal stems
*CoC-n-/*CéC-p-*;

d) The only two neuter heteroclites to escape the inner-Vedic
restructuring via velar (and whenever dissimilated, virtually dental)
excrescence in the NAsg, viz. dhar-/ahn- ‘day’ < *(H)ad%”ar/
*(H)acgﬁn- — *(H)6g"-r/*(H)ég"-n- (or rather *(H)°¢"-n-") and
udhar—/udhn ‘udder’ « *(H)quh r/*(H)uHdh-n-" «— *(H)ouHd"-y/
*(H)uHd"-n-" (— *(H)éuHd"-n-);

e) PIE sigmatic neuters *CéC-os- ~ *CeéC-es- (including their
compositional forms in exocentric compounds °CdC-as-)> and
*CeC-u-s- simplexes, as well as jyotis- ‘radiance’ as the only
neuter -is-stem to escape secondary oxytonisation (see below) due to
its being synchronically reinterpreted as a stem in -#i-;

f) The active present/aorist participle of immobile derivational
bases (Narten-presents, sigmatic aorists, a-(< *e-)reduplicated
presents, the intensive) and dethematic participles of any barytone
thematics;

Newcomers:

a) The root noun ndr- ‘man’ < PIE *H,ner-, due to a
combination of two innovations, viz. the introduction of a neo-
prevocalic stem nar- for expected *nr- < *H,nr- and subsequent
levelling of the accent (with the exception of the Gpl. nar-am and its
restructuring nj/fnam), and the fact that the noun was not

3 Cf. Wackernagel/Debrunner 1954: §6bp for the same proposal

* The only potential candidate in this group being naman- ‘name’ (if from
*H nom-n), which, however, is ultimately ambiguous.
> For PIE °C(e)C-és- with the accent position secondarily levelled in from
the simplex.
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synchronically treated as a root noun but as a stem in -r- and
therefore expectedly kept the accent on what in this case happened
to be also the first syllable even in the middle cases (n7- as in, e.g.,
pi-tr- etc., for which see below);

b) The otherwise mobile monosyllabic root nouns (if looked at
as separate entities, but otherwise, i.e., from the point of view of the
entire nexus, mesocolumnar) as second members of compounds and,
by association, any synchronically polysyllabic root nouns (such as
reduplicated formations and opaque compounds)’;

c) The present participle active of i/u-reduplicated presents by
levelling the pattern with the inherited state of affairs in the in-
herently immobile a-(< *e-)reduplicated presents (since the latter
group were accented on the reduplication syllable);

d) Deadverbial (and marginally desubstantival or deadjectival)
adjectives in -a(N)c- if the derivational base was structurally either
(C)VCa(-) or, alternatively, ended in -i- or -ii- within a monosyllabic
structure (with the notable but expected exception of su-, for which
see below);

e) The inherently immobile (!) possessive (relational) adjectives
in -v/mant-, except when the derivational base was a disyllabic
oxytone -i-, -u-, -(a)r- or -an- stem (see §3 for particulars);

f) All polysyllabic derived mobile stems with inherited original
root-accentuation in the strong forms and concomitant stabilisation
of root ablaut. Here belong:

a) CaC-van- ~ CaC-us- neuters, continuing (through an early
paradigm split) the group of PIE proterodynamic neuter
heteroclites *CéC-uy-/*CC-yén-;

B) The proterodynamic/acrostatic neuter s;var ‘(sun)light; sun’,
W analogically sir-' but Gsg., Lsg. syvar <*siH,]-/

% An exception to this is the numeral (an old dual) asta ‘eight’ < * H,0k-t6-
H;, which behaves exactly like sds ‘six’, being synchronically an entirely
opaque formation and therefore in its oblique cases, which are in any case
completely secondary creations, adapted to the pattern of root nouns. The
curve may originally have been mesocolumnar, i.e., synchronised with the
pattern of feminine @-stems, and would have probably stayed as such if it
were not for the peculiar end-accented genitive plural form (astanam),
which, as is plainly obvious, had been levelled in from the rest of the
numerals in the 5-10 group. As such, astd, having no analysable suffix, was
in fact closer to sas than to an d&-stem and would have changed its
allegiance accordingly.

7 The hapax legomenon siiré in RVS 1V.3.8b displays peripheral transition
into the pattern typical of root nouns, since eventually at least the
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*suH, én- (< PIE *séH,-ul- ~ *soH,-ul-/*suuén- < *s-uén- <
*sH,-uén- < *sH,-uén- ~ *séH,-un-);

v) CaC-m/van- neuters from PIE proterodynamic neuter nasal
stems *CeC-mn-/*CC-mén-;

0) Probably svd-sar-, W sva-sr- < *sué-sor- ~ *sué-sr- ‘sister’
(if it 1s assumed that the first member of such a compound
would not have exhibited an active ablaut pattern in PIE
(*sue- : **su-) and hence had a fixed accent on *sue- while
regularly ablauting the second member; otherwise to be
treated under €. below);

€) vys-an- ‘bull (of a man); virile, vigorous’ < PIE *(H,)ufs-en-
(either by an old, purely oppositional accent®, for which cf.
also Plr. *warsan- < *wadrsan- and Gr. éponv, with Lat.
verrés being ultimately ambiguous, or for original *H,uérs-
on-/* Houps-n-");

€) All PIE holodynamic stems with levelled-out suffix-accen-
tuation in originally trisyllabic strong cases and concomitant
stabilisation of root ablaut: *C¢&C-oC- vs. *CeC-0C-(C)V°
(by the K*etuores-rule) = *CéC-oC- vs. *CeC-oC-(C)V®°,
including the derived (originally mesodynamic) femina-
tives. Here belong:

o) Comparatives in CaC-(i)ya(i)s-, W/M CdaC-(7)yas-'" —
PIE holodynamic *CéC-ios-/CéC-is-;

B") All CaC-tar-, i.e., habitual, agent nouns (including the
synchronically associated bhrd-tar- ‘brother’ and ndp-

secondary weak stem could have been interpreted as belonging to that
category, but note that in this particular case such a nonce accentual
transgression was probably (additionally?) prompted by the following
adjective brhatée. The neo-prevocalic stem itself is of course entirely
analogical (paralelly also in Young Avestan) and easily imitates the ratio in
the only other structurally comparable stem available, which was yuvan- :
yiin- < *juHan-, *ijuHn-.
® A parallel case may also be ur-an- ‘lamb’ < *uprH;-én-, whose secondary
barytonisation must be at least Indo-Iranian (vs. Gr. apnv), judging from
YAv. *varan- < *waran-, implied by varan-jan-a-/vara-yn-a- ‘lamb-killing’
(see Hintze 1994: 189 for the attestation and its interpretation), a varadra-
pn-a- type of deadjectival vrddhi.

Cf. Peters 1993: 397.
""The oblique stem of Vedic comparatives is adapted to the pattern
of -v/imant-stems, from which it also (just like the perfect participle) draws
its secondary nasal in the strong stem: *-want- (the length analogical to the
pf. ptcp.) vs. *-iaNs- = *-wat- : x => *-jas-.
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tar- ‘descendant, (grand)son’', but excluding ma-tdr-
‘mother’, which takes on the accentual profile of its
antonym pi-tar- ‘father’), going back to PIE secondarily
barytonised originally holodynamic derivatives in *-ter-;

v') The very few survivors of PIE holodynamic nasal stems
in *-(m/v)en- with preserved root accentuation (such as
as-man- ‘stone’ < *H,ék-mon-, tdks-an- ‘carpenter’ <
*té=tk- on-, and rdj-an- ‘ruler’ < *Hsrég-on-)'%;

d') The only inherited holodynamic i-stem to survive in
Indo-Iranian, viz. sdkh-ay- /sakh-i- ‘companion’ < *sok*-
H-0i-/*sok*-H,-i-;

") The nasal stems yuvan-, W yiin-, M yiva- ‘a youth;
young' < *jii-Han-/*jiin-/*ii-Ha- < *H,iti-Hs;on-/*H ju-
H;sn-"1*H,ju-Hn-" «— *H,iéu-H;on-/*H,iu-H;n-"/*H ju-
Hip-"and $vin- ~ $iin- ~ sva- ‘dog’ «— *ku-on-/*ku-n-"/
*ky-n-" by virtue of the strong stem Svan- having been
interpreted as equivalent to the root morpheme;

n) All proterodynamic vocalic stems with retained root-
accentuation in the strong stem, thus, in effect, CaC-i- and

CaC-u- derivatives;

II. The mesocolumnar AC

Inherited members:

a) Oxytone thematic stems (including their feminatives in
*-é-H.,-);

b) Mesostatic vocalic stems involving the accent-attracting
suffixal conglomerate *-i-H,- (originally probably so at least when
dethematic);

c) Individualised relational derivatives in -in-, which, since
bound to o-stems (*-0- — *-i- + *-n-) could display no ablaut in the
suffix and hence were immune to any kind of accent movement;

" Though originally and in the strong cases (as well as in the relic middle
stem ndd- < *nabd- < *n°pt-) still a dental stem (PIE *nép-ot- if not indeed
*né-pot-), naptar- is synchronically essentially suppletive, behaving as any
root-accented -tfar-stem in the weak (and the middle) cases (back formed
from the neo-genitival form *ndptars > naptur, which arose by semantic
association, as was also the case with sdkhyur ‘companion’, pdtyur
‘husband’ and janyur ‘wife’).

"2 Note that éman- in RVS V.43.13b is a neuter action noun ‘aid, support’
and not an agent noun (pace RiVeLex II s.v.), as also correctly recognised
in Schneider 2010: 124-125.
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d) (-is-), -is-, and -ds- animates, since these were simply
matrix oxytone internal derivatives to their already non-ablauting
inanimate pairs, replicating (and in the case of sigmatic es-stems
probably indirectly continuing) the inherited derivational ratio
*CeC-C- — *CC-€C-;

Newcomers:

a) All -is- neuters (with the exception of jydtis-, for which see
above) by analogy with the kravis-type, where accent progression
was regular by Lubotsky’s Law'* (this also explains why only those
stems whose suffixal vowel could synchronically be identified with
*1 < *H were affected by this apparently across-the-board
oxytonisation process);

b) Derivative ii-stems (S -ii-, W -tiv-, M -ii-) with stable *-1-H -
(under the pressure of their structural and functional counterparts,
viz. the immobile *-i-H,- stems) for PIE, strictly speaking, hystero-
dynamic *-y-éH,-/*-u-H,-", but in terms of what synchronically
would have appeared to be the suffix in fact already inherited as
superficially mesocolumnar;

c) Polysyllabic derived mobiles with generalised suffix-
accentuation if and only if originally uncapable of desinential
accentuation in the weak cases — a group which naturally comprises
all proterodynamic -i- and -u- stems with unretained root-
accentuation in the strong stem. The only exception to the otherwise
steadily columnar curve is the genitive plural, which beyond any
doubt reflects the relic accent position (cf. Nielsen 2009: 386 for the
same view), as is proved by the steadily suffix-accented genitive
plural in the immobile purusi- ~ tanii-type (which would even under
different circumstances, i.e., had the case form in question not been
subjected to a remodelling under the influence of the properly
vocalic stems, simply have been **-ij-aHam). This view basically
amounts to claiming that in structural terms the renewed Gpl. of

B Here with a few secondary exceptions such as tapus- ‘hot’, cdksus-
‘seeing’ and vapus- ‘wonderous’ due to their synchronic root-ablaut restric-
tions (**tp-, *ks-, **up-) and subsequent accent relegation (as in, say,
unreduplicated thematic aorist, where *CaC-d- < *C°C-a- basically
regularly — CdC-a-).

' For the formulation of which see Lubotsky 1992.
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vocalic stems (-Vna-am ~ -Vnam) still functioned as a fundamentally
vocalic desinence'”;

d) The only surviving holodynamic sigmatic stem us-ds- ‘dawn’
< *H,us-0s- «— *Heus-os- < *H,éus-os- by virtue of its having been
drawn into the group of animate immobile (mesocolumnar) sigmatic
stems in -as- (but with a residue of a synchronically defective —
since morphologically opaque —, though essentially mobile Gsg. us-
as and Apl. us-ds), although typologically comparable to the above
cases of holodynamic stems with levelled-out suffix-accentuation in
originally trisyllabic strong cases;

e) The inherently immobile possessive (relational) adjectives
in -v/mant- whenever the derivational base was a disyllabic oxytone
-i-, -u-, -(@)r- or -dn- stem (cf. the above mentioned acrocolumnar
counterparts and v. inf. for a full discussion);

f) The perfect participle active CV-CC-va(N)s-, W CV-CC-us-,
M CV-CC-vat-, heavily remodelled from PIE holodynamic *Ce-

' This is in effect also the AC category to which the monosyllabic i-stem
velis and, via its G/Abl. sg. gos (see above), the root noun gafv- belong,
behaving, as they do, exactly like disyllabic i-/u-stems with suffix
accentuation in the strong cases (i.e., synchronically, a mesocolumnar type
with residual end-accentuation in the genitive plural). Note, however, that
in the case of vé-/vi- no prevocalic weak stem is actually attested, but a
form like *vdye for the Dsg. is actually more than certain on the evidence
of the Gsg. vés. As far as | am concerned, the Indo-Iranian paradigm is
most elegantly explained as reflecting an old acrostatic stem
*(s)Hudis/*(s)Huéis (concerning the s-mobile consider pre-Anatolian
*sudis by regular deletion of the laryngeal in a tautosyllabic *sHR.
sequence, but note Nikolaev 2009: 477, who would rather see here the
result of de Saussure’s Law, which, of course, depends on the relative
ordering of the two phenomena), which, after yielding the attested Nsg.
*wais and Gsg. *wdis (the Dsg. being simply *wdi-ai and the Gpl.
*wai-aHam) was subjected to a regularisation on the model of the
proterodynamic i-stems (the only other category to have had an *-gi-§
sequence in the Gsg.) by the proportion *-ai-§ : *-i-§ = *wdis : x => *wis,
whence the middle cases in *wi- alongside the Vedic end-accented genitive
plural form (against the old, basically static Av. vaiigm), which in its
mobility cannot but copy the pattern of mesocolumnar i-stems (see,
however, Zair 2011 for a radically different view of things). This is also the
reason why the genitive plurals of gdv- and vé/i- differ, the former
preserving the old root-accented form (gav-am, with a secondary go-n-am
by treating the oblique go- as a basically vocalic stem), while the latter
inevitably copies the end-accented Gpl. from the stem-type which it also
follows morphologically.
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CeC-uos-/*Ce-CC-us-«— *Ce-CeC-uos-/*Ce-CC-us-" under the
influence of (suffix-accented) adjectives in -v/mant- (see below);

g) The muddied compound anad-vah- (Nsg. *anad-wans «
*anad-wdas < *anad-wdas < *anad-wats < *anad-wat(), W anad-iih-
(*anaz-uz"- < *anaz-udsz’-), M anad-id- ‘ox’ (< *anad-ud- < *anaz-
uz-), whose second member was remodelled under the influence of
the perfect participle active for PIE *H,en=os-udg"-/°ug”"-"and
therefore either copies the latter’s accentual profile or, which is more
likely, has simply acquired a secondary immobile character since it
appears in composition (a fate that would arguably have also
affected °hdn- if it were not for the non-nucleic structure of the root
in prevocalic position: °ghn-, so that the accent had to be relegated
to the next possible vowel, which, under this view of things, simply
happened to be the ending);

h) Nasal -m/van- stems with roots terminating in synchronically
segmental consonants, for the very banal reason that these (with a
few very archaic exceptions that rather display the application of the
dsnas-rule, namely Isg. dsna, Gsg. dsnas < *H,’k-n-V < *Hk-mn-V-
and the practically adverbialised mahina-type < *m‘é=H,-n-éH; <
*m‘g=H,-mn-é¢H;) systematically ousted the prevocalic zero-grade
allomorph of the suffix and hence equalised it with the strong form —
a procedure that naturally induced accent relegation: -C-m/vin-
— -C-m/van-V (< *-C-m/unn-V-);

1) Adjectival “derivatives” in -d(N)c- from adverbs (and
secondarily but only marginally also nouns) ending in °a- whenever
the adverb/the derivational base itself was oxytone;'®

J) The fragmentarily attested nasal stem kanyan- ‘a (young) girl’
(see excursus for an explanation).

'“Note that this also includes visva- ‘all, every’ by virtue of its being
systematically oxytone when compounded, so that visva- : visva® —
*wifwa-Ha(N)y- > visvaric- ~ visvac/k- ‘facing every (single) direction’.
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§ 1.1.2. Mobile patterns
§ 1.1.2.1. Marginally mobile patterns

II1. The amphidynamic AC"

a) All simplex root nouns (be it mobile or immobile from the
point of view of their PIE accent and ablaut pattern, in the latter case
on analogy with the e/0-ablauting mobile class), but excluding the
originally immobile ggv- (which due to its G/Abl.sg. gds, syn-
chronically equatable and indeed equalised with -0-s of sinds & c.,
was accentually clinched and thus petrified under the pressure of the
immobile contour of polysyllabic u-stems; cf. the case of vé-/vi-,
which, through G/Abl.sg. vés essentially does the exact same and
takes on the structure-catered equivalent of the mesocolumnar
pattern), including the secondarily immobilised ndr- (for which see
above), and the reinterpreted aorist participle active dant- ~ dat-" <
*H, d-ént-/*H,d-nt-" by virtue of an early escape (via lexicalisation)
from the remodelling that generally affected all mobile present and
aorist active participles, as well as the synchronically ablaut-less
naus, W nav-", M nau-" ‘boat’, which after contraction (*ndHu-,
*naHy-) takes on synchronic opacity and starts to behave in all
respects as a root noun and as such simply follows the pattern of the
likes of vac- ~ vac/k-"°. This category naturally also involves all
monosyllabic i- and d-stems (= *CeiH-/*CiH- and *CeyH-/*CuH-
root nouns with generalised zero-grade roots), with stri- ‘woman’
being a secondary addition' on purely structural principles (S str-i-,

' Note that this is the only category in Vedic that regularly accents the
consonantally anlauting desinences. In other words: does not differentiate
between the weak and the middle cases. This is immediately under-
standable from the fact that no member of this accentual class actually
possesses a synchronically analysable (cf. in this respect particularly the
case of pums-"~ pum-") suffix.

'8 As far as the Apl. forms are concerned (which in Indo-Iranian count as
weak), it is well known that these show an increasing tendency to copy the
strong (i.e., root) accentuation of the Npl., regardless of whether they
display diverging ablaut grades (in which case the unification process may
also affect the latter aspect). In the case of monosyllabic i- (including stri-)
and #-stems, the result of this process has been virtually regularised, since
here the forms were synchronically identical and were equalised under the
pressure of *-ijas : *-ijas, *-uwas : *-uwas in the mesocolumnar i-/ii-stems.
? Since, etymologically speaking, this is a (haplologised; see Dunkel 2016)
derived noun, it should be seen as primarily hysterodynamic, just as any
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secondarily then also str-fy- on analogy with the dhi-type, W striya®
< *str-yd° by Sieverisation, M str-i-C®);

b) The animate sigmatic noun pum-a(N)s->°, W puri-s-V°, M
pum-bh® (< *pumz-) ~ pum-s° ‘male’ < *piim-os-/*pum-s-" «— PIE
*péum-os-/*pum-s-’, since in the weak stem the suffix lost its
vocalic nucleus that should have otherwise attracted the accent. Note
that although these circumstances could also be viewed from an
opposite angle, that is assigning pum-a(N)s- ~ pum-s-" to the
underlyingly holodynamic type with the ,,middle form then simply
failing to attract the accent, we would in such an event undoubtedly
expect the accent to have been immobilised to **pum-a(N)s- ~
**pum-s- ~ **pum- as in any other originally mobile derived stem
with root-accentuation in the strong cases and stabilised root ablaut,
so that it is obvious that pum-a(N)s- behaves accentually as a
monosyllabic root-noun and does so precisely due to the fact that it
lacks a synchronically analysable suffix in the oblique.

IV. The proterodynamic AC

This small group consist of only three relics, all involving the
descendants of originally acrostatic PIE neuters with secondarily
developed marginal mobility: *dér-u-/*dér-u- — *dr-éu- > dar-u- ~
dr-av- ~ dr-u- ‘(a piece of) wood’, *som-u-/*sén-u- — *sn-éu- >
san-u- ~ sn-av- ~ sn-u- ‘ridge’ and *$on-u-/*$én-u- — *$n-éy- >
jan-u- ~ *ii-dv- ~ ji-i- ‘knee’.

V. The hysterodynamic AC*'

Inherited members:

a) Originally hysterodynamic (-i- and) -u- stems with retained
suffix-accentuation in the strong stem (alongside their expected
standard residual genitive plural forms in -i/ii-n-am), including the
PIE hysterodynamic u-stem dydus, W di-v-V°, M dy-i-C° ‘sky’ <
*di-eu-/*di-u-"1*di-u-";

mobile i-stem. Its actual amphidynamic pattern, then, cannot reflect the
g)rimitive state of affairs.

* The nasal is secondary (and ultimately borrowed from -v/mant-stems), as
in all masculine sigmatic stems.
*! The locative singular of all nasal, u-, and r-stems regularly appears in the
full grade (+ the increasingly obligatory -i as the ending proper to this case)
and is as such expectedly suffix-accented (reflecting the inherited shape of
the PIE endingless locative).
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b) The active present/aorist participle of oxytone thematics (-d-
nt-, W -at-V°, M -at-C°);

¢) Stems in plain and complex nasal suffixes -(mAv)an->,
continuing both holo- and hysterodynamic PIE nasal stems alike (in
the case of the latter completely naturally and as far as the
holodynamic PIE starting point is concerned, involving all those
instances that generally avoided a generalisation of root-accentua-
tion in the strong cases). This category also includes the verbal noun
°hdn- ~ °ghn-" ~ °hd- < *°g“"én-, *°g“"n-, *°g""n_ as a second
member of verbal governing compounds, which was, in terms of its
superficial structure, interpretable as effectively a nasal suffix (cf.
supra), as well as the plural oblique stem of secondarily n-stemmed
heteroclite neuters (for which see below);

d) The only reconstructible PIE holodynamic nasal stem in
*_em-, viz. ks-am-, W j-m-V°, M ks-d-C° ‘earth’ < *dhgh—ém —
*d"és"-om/*8"-m-"1*d"$"-m-";

e) The mobile present/aorist active participles in -dnt-, W -at-V°,
M -at-C° < *-ént-/-pt-’, including the functionally adjectivised byh-
ant- ‘elevated” < *b'rg"-ént- and its early contamination victim
mahant-, W mah-at-, M mah-at- ‘great, big® < *m‘g-éH,-ont-/
*mg-H,-pt-;

f) The survivors of PIE hysterodynamic, i.e., non-habitual agent
nouns in S -tdr-, W -tr-V°, M -tf-C® < PIE *CC-tér-/*-tr-"/*-tp-";

g) The suffix-accented counterpart of pdnth-a-/path-'Ipathi-
‘path, road’ (for which see below), viz. *még-oH,- — *m°g-oH,- >
S mahd-, *m°$-H,-V° > W mah-V°, *m‘s-H,-C° > *madsH’-C° >
*madg'i-C° — mah-i-C° ‘great, big’> with a secondarily developed
nucleus in the preconsonantal weak stem, which, as far as its role in
a mobile trimorphemic sequence was concerned, was synchronically
identified with and began to function as the suffixal morpheme.

> As far as masculine man-stems are concerned, their hysterodynamic AC
is mostly due to a synchronically productive polarisation between neuter
action nouns (*CeC-mpn) and their animate (masculine) internal holo-
dynamic possessive derivatives (*CéC-mon- — *CeC-mon-).

> With the notable exception of the archaic, root-accented NAsg. ntr. mdhi
<*még-H,-0.
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Newcomers:

a) All oxytone ablauting -i- ~ -yd- stems, continuing PIE
proterodynamic and mesodynamic *-iH,-/-jéH,- derivatives";

b) The originally probably acrostatic i-stem *réH;-i-/*réH,-i- (as
in *rék-i-/*rék-i- ‘the said thing’) or, alternatively, *r6H;-i-/*réH-i-
> Ved. rayi-, W ra-y-V°, M ray-i-C° ‘goods’™ by reason of a
secondary, laryngeal-induced accent shift by Lubotsky’s law;

c) Mobilised deadverbial (and, marginally, deadjectival)
adjectives in -d(N)c-, comprising all cases that start from a disyllabic
-i-, -u- derivational base, regardless of the accent position in the
simplex”®.

§ 1. 1.2.2. Non-marginally/Fully mobile patterns
VL. The holodynamic AC*’

a) The non-plural paradigm of secondarily mobilised acrostatic
neuter heteroclites in *-'/,- with preserved suffix-accented ending-

* Although, diachronically speaking, such stems are intrinsically
columnar, given that the ablaut is limited to the suffixal part only, the
synchronic system most likely recognised and treated them as inherently
mobile (quasi *-i- : *-y-"), which finds some support in what to all
appearances must be the old accentuation of the genitive plural (-i-n-am)
found in a few residual forms (see Wackernagel/Debrunner 1930: § 89d, cf.
Wackernagel/Debrunner 1954: § 6¢0). These can hardly be imitations
based on the Gpl. of oxytone i-stems (-i-n-am), since otherwise the same
oscillation would be expected in the other mesocolumnar i-class (and its
ii-stem counterpart). Such genitives, however, must have early on relocated
the accent to the suffixal part on analogy with the accentual profile of the
preconsonantal stem (for this phenomenon as a precondition for the rise of
the contact form kaninam see the excursus).

> The only exception is the root-accented Npl. rdyas, which in all reality
represents a back formation, based on the Apl. rayds, following the model
of root nouns.

® The sole exceptions to this rule being visv-a(N)c- ‘facing different
directions’ (surely under the influence of the regularly barytone com-
positional form visu® and in opposition to its near-homophone and near-
synonym visva®) and sv-a(N)c- ‘turning easily’ to the secondarily adjecti-
vised/adverbialised, synchronically properly prefixal su < *H;s-u- ‘a good
thing’, again expectedly (and as opposed to, say, ni — nya(N)c-) suffix-
accented, given the synchronic fact that in compounds which inherently
accent the first member su- regularly throws the ictus to the following
member (and has effectively behaved so in *su-Hda(N)y- as well).

*7 Since this is a relic category, all its members are inherited.
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less locatives (with the exception of iidh-ar/iidh-n- and dh-ar/dh-n-,

for which see above):

— asr-k, W as-n-V°, Lsg. as-an(-i) ‘blood’ < *ds-p-K-/*as-n-"/*as-dn
< *HésHy r-/*H/,s-n-6s ... /*H,’sH,-én <« PIE *H,esH,r-/
*H]éSHg-I’l- (—> *HleSHg-él’l- — *HleSHg-n-)zg/*H]eSHg-él’l

— yakr-t, W yak-n-V°, Lsg. yak-an(-i) ‘liver < *jdk-p-T- (< *idk-y-K-)/
*jak-n-"/*iak-dn < *iék*-r-/ *i‘’k*-n-"/*i’k*-én <« PIE *Hjek"-y-/
*Hiék"-n- (— *Hi’k"-én- — *Hi°k*-n-")/*Hi’k*-én

— Sdkr-t, W Sak-n-V°, Lsg. Sak-an(-i) ‘excrement’ < *fak-p-T-
(< *[dk-r-K-)/*fak-n-"/*fak-an < *kék-r-/*k‘k-n-"/*k’k-én «— PIE
*kok-p-I*kék-n- (— *Kk-én- — *Kk-n-")/*kk-én*’

— (vaar, udaka-y°, W ud-n-V°, Lsg. ud-dn(-i) ‘water’ < *ud-n-", *ud-
én < PIE *uod-r-/*uéd-n- (— *u‘d-én- ~ *ud-én- — *ud-n-");

b) The non-plural paradigm of the group of four relic PIE
ablauting (proterodynamic?) sigmatic stems with the oblique stem
secondarily characterised by an *-en- suffix, back-derived from the
*en-locative:

— yits, W yiis-n-ds, Lsg. yis-dn(-i) ‘broth’ < *juH-s-, W *juH-s-n-’

(«— Lsg. *YiuH=s-én) « *jéuH-s-/*juH-s-’

— dos, W dos-n-as, Lsg. dos-an(-i) ‘(upper) arm’ < *deéu-s-/*d‘u-s-n-’

(« Lsg. *dus-én) « *deéu-s-/*du-s-’

— *qs°' — asyam, W as-n-ds, Lsg. as-an(-i) ‘mouth’ < *H,6Hs-s, W

*H]eHg-S-Q-’ (<— LSg *H]eHg-S-él’l) «— *H]éHg-S-/*HIHg-S-’

*® Such acrostatic weak stems were not stable in Proto-Indo-European and
began early on to acquire secondary mobility (cf. Schindler 1975), first
becoming descriptively proterodynamic on analogy with the endingless
locative and thence, via this same case form, which structurally matched its
counterpart within the corresponding holodynamic collective, end-
accented.

* Probably as a transposed form only (but cf. EWAia. II s.v.), $dk-r-/n-
almost certainly being originally identical to Hitt. §/zakkar ‘excrement’ &c.
The diverging constitution of the root itself as reflected in Indo-Iranian
seems to be due to either onomatopoeic or tabooistic distortion.

" The NAsg. is suppletive in Vedic (as in the case of dsya- to ds-(a)n-
‘mouth’ and Ajdaya-, beside archaic hdrdi, to hrd- ‘heart) < *uéH-r,
*ued=np-ko- (but see Lubotsky for a different proposal).

3 Forms like ds-d (Isg.) and ds-as (Abl.sg.) are, given the Iranian data,
most straightforwardly to be seen as archaisms (< *H,°H;-s-"), although in
theory they could also reflect what synchronically must have appeared as a
root noun (the category which it also follows accentually) after an early
(read: internally Indo-Aryan) paradigm split of as-, as-(a)n- — 1. as-, — 2.
asya-, as-(a)n-.



The accentual profile of Vedic nominal paradigms 55

— siras, W sirs-n-as, Lsg. sirs-an(-i) ‘head’ < *kp=H,-es-,
W *kpr=H,=s-n-" (*ky=H,=s-én) < *kér=H,-s-/*ky=H-és-;

¢) The non-plural paradigm of four nouns in a group of

secondary -'/,-heteroclites (the n-stem obliques again back-derived

from the *en-locatives, reinterpreted as endingless locatives to nasal

stems):

— aks-i-, W aks-n-as, Lsg. aks-an(i) ‘eye’ (by back formation from
the NAdu. *ak/i < *H;°k*=s-iH,”, reinterpreted as the NAdu. of
a short i-stem)

— asth-i-, W asth-n-as, Lsg. asth-an(i) ‘bone’ < *H,ést-H,- (old
collective)

— sakth-i-, W sakth-n-ds, Lsg. sakth-an(i) ‘thigh(-bone)’ < *sek*t-H -
(perhaps an old collective)

— dadh-i-, W dadh-n-ds, Lsg. dadh-an(i) ‘sour milk’ < *dd-d"Hi- <
*d"6-d"H - ‘the thing that is repeatedly suckled out’ < *repeated
suckling’;

d) Any inherited holodynamic stems with root-acentuation in the
strong stem and retained root ablaut, of which there are only two
SUrvivors:

o) panthd- ‘path, road’, W path-V°, M pathi-C° < *pént-oH.-
/*pnt-H,-", with the suffix in the middle stem attracting the
accent because it developed a secondary nucleus (*ppt-H,-C*’
> *patl’ H*-C® > *pat"i-C°" — path-i-C°) by exactly the same
principles that govern second-syllable accentuation in mah-i-
C° (see above);

B) jarant-/jurat-V°/*jurat-C° ‘aged, old’ < *gérHy-ont-/*gyH-nt-'.

§ 2. The rise of immobility

As can be observed from the disproportionately large member-
ship within the acrocolumnar type (AC I), of which only the
minority is in fact inherited as such (three old acrostatic stems and
all PIE barytone immobiles), the greater majority of accentually
inherently mobile stems inherited from Proto-Indo-European were
obviously transformed in the prehistory of Vedic into synchronically
static types of paradigmatic accent. This situation obtained by the
following rule:

Any polysyllabic derived mobile stem with preserved (either
original or levelled-in) root-accentuation in the strong forms

32 The *-s- is of course secondary on analogy with *ui ‘ears’ < *Hous=s-iH,.
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and concomitant stabilisation of root ablaut™ is automatically
immobilised.

This accounts successfully for all the cases enumerated under
the acrocolumnar type a through fand is expectedly inapplicable to
any inner-paradigmatic situation in which the accent of the strong
form was either not originally on the root or was relegated to the
suffix in what was either a primarily proterodynamic pattern or a
choice between the two possible accentuations (as in the case of
holodynamic trisyllables)**.

§ 3. Mobility patterns in trimorphemic stems

Seen from the vantage point of the circumstances that must have
obtained in the proto-language (as still reflected in the case of
synchronic amphidynamics), the only really problematic feature of
both hysterodynamic and holodynamic accentual contours is their
looping curve, and that for the reason that such a pattern is simply
atypical in a system that generally inherited the correlation between
obliqueness and accent progression (basically amounting to the PIE
synchronic rule that, intraparadigmatically, no weak form may be
accented on a morpheme that lies to the left of the morpheme that
receives the accent in the direct/strong cases — a principle, by the
way, that is also observed in the case of the endingless locative).
The standardised rule to accent the suffix (or at least what under
structural principles functioned as a suffix) before “consonantal”
terminations (-0"° and -su) in the case of derived nouns that
otherwise accented the vocalic endings is typical of mobile r-stems,

3 Thus automatically inapplicable to cases such as jdrant- and pantha-.

** Note, however, that the rule does not apply to numerals, which show
what Nielsen (2009: 391 and 395) rightly calls the “mixed” accent pattern
(though note that, contrary to her view of things, none of the nominal stems
actually belongs there), as is the case with cdta-sr- ‘four’ (fem.) vs. cata-sy-
C°, nava ‘nine’ vs. navd-C° etc. This behaviour is purely analogical,
however: parica ‘five’, nava and dasa ‘ten’ simply follow sapta ‘seven’ and
astd ‘eight’ and thus, ultimatively, astd, on which both the former and the
latter are based (saptad as a rhyme-induced contamination and asta as a
crossbreed between the old form and the shape of the rest of this closely-
knit group of numerals). The preconsonantal oblique cata-s;-C°, on the
other hand, is an accentual imitation of #i-s;-C°, the difference between the
accentuation in the NApl. itself being inherited from Proto-Indo-European
(*tri-sor-es with an old accent shift by the *k*etudres rule — *tri-sr-és as
against the quadrisyllabic *k“éte-sor-es with inherent immunity to any such
shift).
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nasal stems (including all cases of secondary n-stems, alongside the
reinterpreted °han-), non-columnar u-stems, nt-participles, the laryn-
geal stems mahd- and pdntha-, (on prediction) jdrant-, and suffix-
accented adjectives in -d(N)c-. Given the totality of members of this
group, it appears that the rule would have applied to any mobile
derived (i.e., possessing a suffix(oid)) stem that accented the ending
in the weak stem; in other words those stems that retained their
amphi- or hysterodynamicity in the domain of Rx-...-T[V°] and Sx-
T[V°] respectively. What seems peculiar at first sight then is the flat
curve of a) suffix-accented -v/mdnt- stems, which do not accent the
vocalic ending (there is no **-vat-as etc.), and, to an extent even
more surprisingly, b) perfect participle active, which was surely
inherited as a holodynamic stem and should by any standard exhibit
a hysterodynamic AC (with a Gsg. such as **-us-ds etc.).

The rise of the specifically Vedic hysterodynamic/holodynamic
accentual contours is certainly to be sought, as was recently
recognised by Keydana (fthc.), in the domain of those derived stems
that regularly lost their nucleic substance in the suffixal part before
terminations beginning with a vowel, which is, effectively, -r-, -n-
and vocalic (theoretically, but factually only u-) stems. Since under
these circumstances the last two morphemes were monosyllabic
entities *-Cr-V°, *-(C)n-V°, *-w-V° and could be effectively
perceived as “endings”, so that in synchronic terms such forms
appeared to be essentially and to all purposes bimorphemic, the rule
[IN WEAK CASES, ACCENT THE FIRST VOWEL OF THE ENDING]| was
extended to preconsonantal position, so that *-Cpr-C°, (*-(C)p-C*
>) *-(C)a-C°" and *-u-C°” were automatically adjusted to *-Cp-C°,
*-(C)a-C°, *-u-C°, thus creating a sort of defective columnarity, in
which, prevocalically, the suffix simply failed to attract the accent™,
much to the same effect as in the case of °hdn-/°gn-V°/°hd-. Note
that this will also account for the otherwise rather peculiar behaviour
of accented root nouns in polysyllabic structures (most commonly in
compounds). If these were synchronically perceived as basically
suffixal, their columnarity is immediately explicable as analogically
based on the model obtained in derived mobiles (°CaC- vs. °CaC-’
— °CdC- vs. °CdC- just like and, indirectly, exactly because under
different structural circumstances °Cdr/N- vs. °Cr/N-"vs. °Crla-" —
°Car/N- vs. °Cy/N-"vs. °Cr/d-). This innovation then automatically

33 Cf. Keydana, op. cit., for a slightly different scenario and Nielsen 2009:
380-381, who essentially seems to have a similar reasoning in mind;
Wackernagel/Debrunner 1954: §6a, however, is on the wrong track.
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spread to all derived stems that synchronically accented the vocalic
ending in the weak stem, thus encompassing the nt-participles, the
laryngeal stems mahd- and pdntha-, jarant-, and deadverbial
adjectives in -d(N)c- (which conveniently possessed a nucleic
*-Hak- < *-H;°k*- by vocalic restitution in the heavy cluster that
arose in preconsonantal position).

The puzzling case of the perfect participle, then, which, contrary
to theoretically predictable circumstances, exhibits a fully
mesocolumnar AC, is effortlessly solved. Taken with the equally
problematic pattern of the -v/mant- adjectives, the former category is
in fact a forma facilior (as already hinted at above): since active
present participles had borrowed the pattern of -vant-stems in their
middle case-forms [stage 1] (see RepanSek 2019: 930-933 for the
exact mechanism under which the two paradigms were synchro-
nised), they expectedly also harmonised their originally hystero-
dynamic contour (the latter having been already achieved by the just
discussed rule of accent retraction in the middle cases [stage 2]) with
the immobile pattern (-v/imant- : -v/imat-V° : -vimat-C°) of their
second-hand model [stage 3]:

PIlr. *-CC-was- : *-CC-us-V° : *-CC-uz-C® (< PIE *-CéC-yos- : *-CC-us-")
— Sl CCLwiNs- : *-CC-us-V° : *-CC-wat-C°’
— S8 2% CC-wiNs- 1 ¥-CC-us-V° : *-CC-wdt-C°
— S8 3 % CCLwdNs- @ *-CC-is-V° : *-CC-wdt-C°.

Our formae difficiliores, then, are really the “oxytone” -v/mdnt-
stems, since at first sight it is rather unclear why there should exist
no difference between the attested behaviour of the latter group of
adjectives and the nt-participle. In other words, why -v/mant- stems
fail to display a hysterodynamic accentual curve. This finds an easy
enough answer, however. The aberrancy, as it turns out, has nothing
to do in fact with the innovation seen in derived mobiles in resonant-
final stems and its spread to the n¢-participle. The crucial difference
between the two categories is, namely, that the former — when
mobile at all (i.e., derived from mobile presents and aorists) — are
inherently suffix-accented, while -v/mant-stems are fundamentally
root-accented formations™, suffixal accentuation in that category
being bound to very specific phonological circumstances, so that it
only ever occurs if the derivational base itself was a disyllabic
oxytone -i-, -u-, -(a)r-, or -dn- stem (e.g., pasu-: pasu-mant- ‘rich in

3% This has very tentatively been suggested already by Nielsen 2009: 388,
ft. 15.
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cattle; connected to cattle’, agni-: agni-vant- ‘having fire in its
vicinity’, *raHi- — re-vant- ~ rayi-vant- ‘rich (in goods)’, piisan-:
pusan-vant- ‘accompanied by Pusan’, matdr-: maty-mdnt- ‘having a
mother’, see Wackernagel/Debrunner 1954: §709). That is to say:
the accent rests under normal circumstances on the derivational
base, but is automatically relegated to the following syllable if the
accented part of the derivational base was an accented resonant or an
approximant — a category of segmental phonemes that would regu-
larly lose their nucleic accent-bearing core whenever pre-vocalic
(*_i_[+accented]_v_ > _y_V[+ accented]_’ %_ g_[-%accented]_v_ > _ r_\/[+accented]_ et C.),
and by rule-transference behaved so in preconsonantal position as
well whenever they were part of derivational bases or compounds.
This rule is plainly observable in several other contexts, most
prominently in Bahuvrihis, which tend to accent the B-member of a
compound whenever the first member is a disyllabic -i- or -u-stem
adjective (but there are many exceptions to this, the rule only being
fully systematic in the case of puru® and bahu®), in comparatives
and superlatives in the case of adjectival u-stems as derivational
bases, and in Tatpurusas with a second member in -fa-, which under
normal circumstances regularly accent the A-member but fail to do
so whenever the latter is an -i-, -u-, -(a)r-, or -an-stem (which
basically amounts to saying that they do accent the A-member yet
the accent is immediately thrown back to B)*’. From this it follows
that the accentual contour of -v/imdnt- ~ -v/imat-V° ~ -vimat-C° 1is
nothing but the result of accent-transference by one syllable, which
then happens to be the suffix, resulting in the accentual paradigm’s
mesocolumnarity.

The only category that still requires its share of attention, then, is
the group of originally deadverbial adjectives in -a(N)c-, purely for
the reason that the category is, just like the -v/mant- possessives,
accentually non-uniform (pace Matzinger apud Liithr 2008: 243,
deficiently quoting Wackernagel/Debrunner 1954: §60). As it
emerges from the classification in §1., these are mostly immobile, be
it acro- or mesocolumnar, which will logically depend on the
structure and the accent-placement in the derivational base
(acrocolumnars: ud ~ ud-a(N)c- ‘facing upwards’, apa ~ apa(N)c-
‘facing backwards’, pdrd ~ para(N)c- ‘facing away’, prd ~ pra(N)c-
‘facing forward’, ni ~ nya(N)c- ‘facing downwards’, visu- ~

37 Pace Nielsen 2009: 388, these shared morphophonemic peculiarities do
not in any way point to the fact that -a(n)c- formations were necessarily
possessive compounds.
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visva(N)c- ‘facing in all directions’; mesocolumnars: *arvd ~
arvi(N)c- ‘turned hither’, adhara ~ adhard(N)c- ‘facing downwards’,
satrd ~ satrd(N)c- ‘turned towards the same goal’, visva- — visva® ~
visva(N)c- ‘facing every direction’, devd- ~ deva(N)c- ‘turned
towards the gods’, asmatra ~ asmatra(N)c- ‘turned towards us’, cf.
Scarlata 1999: 17-33 for further attestations), while disyllabic -i-
and -u- stems, regardless of their accent, behave exactly like °han-
compounds. Given that it was obviously the structural conditions
that were relevant for the selection of one or the other pattern and
that these again superficially match the formal prerequisites for a
shift in the accentual contour that turned out to be relevant in the
case of -v/mant-stems™, it is to be concluded as given that -a(N)c-
stems were either a) inherently immobile derivatives and that the
hysterodynamic AC in the few cases that fulfil the requirements for
suffix/ending accentuation is secondary, or b) primarily mobile
formations and that cases such as prati ~ praty-a(N)c- ‘turned
towards’, dnu ~ anv-a(N)c- ‘coming up from behind, following’,
puru- ~ purv-a(N)c- ‘seeming to be plentiful’, pju- ~ rjv-a(N)c-
‘moving straightforward’, sviti® ~ svity-d(N)c- ‘seeming to be bright’,
dadhi ~ dadhy-a(N)c- ‘turned (in attention) towards sour milk’, *¢iri°
~ tiry-d(N)c- ‘transverse’, sam-y-d(N)c- ‘facing the same direction’,
su ~ sv-d(N)c- ‘turning easily’ (see above for the explanation of this
seeming exception) etc. are in fact the only survivors of the original
situation.

Given that all the above instances (including the very marginally
attested passively interpretable cases) are, seen etymologically,
verbal governing compounds in *-Hsek"- ‘looking’ — ‘facing/being
turned towards’ (the -n- of the strong cases being clearly secondary)
and that these without exception stress their second members in
Vedic, it seems that the right view of things must be the one that
matches the scenario implied under b) and that in the case of -a(N)c-
“derivatives” the accent was regularly relegated to the derivational
base unless the base itself was an -i-, -u- (-(a)r-, -an-) disyllable or
an element that would in a compound have automatically thrown the

¥ The reason that it is only in the latter category that also -(a)r- and -an-
will normally feature as stem-suffixes of a derivational base with these
same inclinations lies in the banal fact that we simply do not have any
structurally corresponding adverbs and neither does any of the
adjectives/nouns attested in this category belong to 7- or the nasal stems, so
that the seemingly narrower conditioning is coincidental and therefore
entirely superficial.
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accent back to the second member (as in the case of su°), a situation
reminiscent of, say, Tatpurusas of the [...-i-/-u-]-...-ta-]*“ type.
This can actually be proved on the basis of Avestan, which clearly
attests to originally second-member accentuation in such adjectives,
even in the case of monosyllabic -i-stems, where Vedic decidedly
exhibits the immobilised type. There are very few deadverbial
adjectives in -a(n)c- attested in Avestan and as far as the pre-vocalic
strong stem is concerned, it is exactly niianc-, the equivalent of Ved.
njyanc-, that appears to be the sole survivor of the original category.
The equation, however, is not perfect, since niianc- (cf. Npl. niianc-
0 < *niiany-ah) displays the reflex of what seems to be the
“lengthened” grade, which looks as if the derivative simply
generalised the suffixal form from the contexts which underwent
regular contraction (*°a-Hank/c- > *°ank/c-). There i1s a better
solution to this apparent aberrancy, however. Given that Young
Avestan systematically syncopates all unaccented inherited *ij
sequences with concomitant compensatory lengthening, realised on
a following, accented short a (*a >a/i>0 , as in, e.g., viiadar’som
< *wij-d-darsam ‘I saw clearly’ etc.), what we have in niianc- is in
fact a perfectly regular development *ni-Hdny- > *niiany- >
*niany- > *nijany- (by late-Avestan *Ci > Cij) = niidnc-, assuring
for the Proto-Indo-Iranian stage a *ni-Hdng- rather than pointing to
**ni-Hany-, which must then, one way or another, be an innovation
of Vedic alone. This would also explain why it is both oxytone and
barytone (!) -i- and -u- stems that shift the accent: if the accent was
not in fact shifted but only remained on the suffixal part in such
cases by associating the inherited structure with the likes of agni-
vant- or puru-rijpa- & c., CaCi/u- and CaCi/u- first members would
be equally treated, since here the nucleic ending was analogically
eliminated by regularising the Sievers-type sequences to reflect the
desyllabified vocalic ending of the derivational base, followed by
what was synchronically an -a(n)c/k- suffix: *prati-Ha(n)f/k- >
*pratiia(n)f/k- # **prati-ia(n)y/k-, therefore — prati-a(n)yf/k-. If so,
the mobile pattern displayed by Ved. -diic- ~ -"¢-V° ~ -dk-C° «
*_Hay- ~ *-HYf-V° ~ *-Hak-C° — *_H 36K ~ *-H3k'-V° ~ *-Hk*-C°
is then exactly that of *-dgdn- ~ *-g/n-V° ~ *-ghg-C° illing,
destroying’ « *-g""én- ~ *-g“"n-V° ~ *_-g""y-C* both with consis-
tent adaptation to the new, defectively columnar AC”. The reason
for the secondary relegation of the accent to the derivational base in
the case of immobile -a(N)c- formations was the inevitable conse-

 But see Keydana, fihc., for a drastically different view.
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quence of morphological and semantic/functional obscuration of the
governing compound and its synchronic reinterpretation as a
derivative — a process that might have started off in ambiguous cases
such as pra(i)clk- = *pra-a(i)clk- /| = pra-a(i)clk- < *pra-
Ha(m)y/k-.

Excursus: The case of kanyan-

The noun kanyyan- ‘a (young) girl’ can on the evidence of the
few residual forms such as Nsg. kanya, Asg. kanyinam <«
*kanyanam < *kaniianam and the weak stem kanin- be securely said
to have been mesocolumnar in (Early) Vedic. Given its etymological
profile®, however, the expected AC should actually have surfaced
as hysterodynamic: Nsg. *kpni-Hzén > *kanij-a, Asg. *knni-Hszén-m
> *kanii-an-am, prevocalic oblique *knni-H;n-" > *kanin-" (the
middle stem 1s unattested but would surely have been *knni-H;n-C°
> *kanij-a-C°). But the source of the noun’s obviously secondary
accentual pattern 1s not difficult to find: the only actually attested
pre-vocalic oblique in the extant corpus is the genitive plural
kaninam, and it is exactly here (where due to the remodelling in the
domain of the synchronically vocalic stems the synchronic rules of
accent positioning were most fragile) that this unique and solitary
representative of its inherited hysterodynamic paradigm with
laryngeal-induced allomorphy must have first coalesced with the
only other synchronic type available that exhibited the same
peculiarity in exchanging prevocalic *-ij- for preconsonantal *-i-, so
that it was the mesocolumnar feminine i-stems that upon the
coalescence of the genitival forms (*kaninam — regularised to
*kaninam, since both synchronically existing stems that at the same
time also exhibited a preconsonantal -i-, i.e., the mesocolumnar =
purusi-type and the mobile i-stems, must at this stage have had a
steady -indm in the Gpl.) will have exerted the pressure towards
regularising *kanii-dn- to *kanij-an- = kanyan- (purusinam
kaninam = purusij-V° : x => kanij-V°) and then induce subsequent
immobilisation of the weak stem also outside of the genitive plural,
so that *kanin- V° — kanin-V° (purusiiV® : kaniiV°® = purusiC® : x
=> kaniC°).

* See, e.g., Pinault 2000: 96ff. (with a different reconstruction as regards
the first member).
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