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ANAPTYXIS AND THE HISTORICAL GRAMMAR OF INDO-EUROPEAN

FRANCISCO R. ADRADOS
Conse jo Supericr de Investigacicnes Clentificas

0.0 Introductory remarks

0.1 Anaptaxis, which the ancient Indian grammarians had al-
ready known as svarabhskti, 1s a common feature in al.l types
cf languages, a universale phoneticum, if one may pul it this
way., At the same time, iL is alsoc 2 universale phonologi-
cum: it provides all kinds of consonants with realizatien
variants or allophones, particularly those known as conson-
antal sconants {liguids and nasals}. As well it is a univer-
sal as far as language evolution is concerned: anaptyxis is
eilher sporadically =stabilized, thus producing a full wvowel
{in somc words anhd within a certain dialect), cr 1L resulis
in 2 certain or comgplele regularity, a weritable 'phonetic
law', or it does not hecowe stazbilized at all, hut appears
occasionally in sporadic realizatiors and spellings,

0.2 The general features of anapiyxis (Garman Sprefvokal)
are quits ¢lear: within certain consonanrt groups or in in-
itial position befnre a consorarnt, there may be, before a
sikilant or a glide or ain implosively articulzted} =stop, a
clight relawxation of the speech organs which zllows for a
rinimum passage of air with wery bricf duration and a timbre
that is at first indefinite. This phenomenon which creates
something Jike a 'supporiing vowel' is called 'anaplyzis® or
'svarabnakti'. At times it produces a syllable with a marked
differance of aperture betweer the centre and the boundaries,
for exemple C*RO instead of CRC % It is moreover generalized
al certain stages of a number of languaces, with free vari-
ance occurring betwecen forms with and forms without anaptyxis
(i.e., Q°RC/CRC, C*RV/CRV); on other neccasions, sometimes
simultanecusly, there is variance hetween forms with anap-
tyxis and those carrying a regular vowel, for example, C°RC/
CaRC; C*RV/CalV. (Nole that it is irretevant fnr synchronic
purposes to know whether the vowel derives [from anaptyxis or
whether or not it oegurred later than a syncope, To ke sure,

* Threughout the paper C stands for consonanc, R for (re)sonant, H fer
Larynpeal, and ¥ for vowel,
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they may occlur in inverse order.)

However, as I have =2aid above, the universal nature of
anaptyxis, throughout the historical development o the dif-
renl languayges and dialecls, ofiers differing resulls. Sore
display a regular distribution, others less so, and still
others not a2t all. 2As a result, works on Histeorical Gram—
ray have tended to present the regular cases only on a par
with other regular thenomera of phonetic change, without
mention of their anaptyetie rature. For instance, Lhey in-
dicaie thal TR r gives np in Greek, or in Lalin, ur In Gar-
manie, and s on. By contrast, they eifthar do not deal at
all with isclated or sporadic results or, if they do so,
they treat them in brief independent paragraphs that bear
no relation to the general treatment. Specialized discus-—
siens of the speradic oceourrence ol anaptyxis wake no refer-
erce to bthe =ubiject in general {(aof. de Grooi. 1921; Reuter-
kreona 1920; Schmid 19543 .

Until now, few scholars — and 2nna Giacalone Ramat's
(1967) study is a fine exception to the xule — have real-
ired Lthe significarce of a proper understanding of anapty-
xis for the phonetin evalution of langunaces. This is the
mare surprising if we note that the phonetiec facts have been
available for many decades; compare Maurice Grammont's (1333}
Traité de phonédtigue (esp, pp. 98ff.) or Eugen Dieth's (1550}
Vademecum der Phonetdik (pp. 383 ff.), not *c mention the many
phonetic and phonological desecriotions of languages such as
English, in which weak forms containing uvltra-short vowels
are Comoon .,

T.0 The Probliem of Anaptyxis Discussed

When, frem 1958 onwards, I applied the thecry of anap-
tyxis teo Lthe sludy of IF scnanis and, from 1961 onwards, to
~he analysis af the laryngeals, I soon had to realize that
the supposed 'arbitrariness' of the presence or absence of
the same phenomencn cave rise to incomprehending criticism,
lareely, it weoulé seem, in tributs to the sacred principle

of 'phonetic law': should the rule faill at any time, it
would do so precisely here, and i, at times, something sim-
ilar is produced, it must have occurrved due to secondary re-
gularizations.

In what follows, I am L]‘.JO‘l:'i_T'lg from Lhe atherwise excel-
lent work by Michel Lejeune, Fhondtigne MNistorigue du Mucé-
nicrn of du Greec Anecien {1972y, in order to illustrate what T
wonid regard as a harmful procedure in Ristorical Linguis-
tics, for it separates phenomena which are essentially sim-
ilar, refuses to offer an explanation where this would be
possible, and calls those treatments regular which in fact
are not or only partiaily so, while including regular cascs
among the irreqular ones. (I could supply many examples
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[rom othar saurces; if 1 refer here Lo Lejeune’s book only,
it is because of its general clarity and attertion to the
explaration of linguistic faets.)

Lejeune's woerk quite rightly discusses the supporting
vowel, which he symbolizes as * and which, he says, 'should
be considered not as an Indo~European phonetic symbol, but
as a general phonetic symbol® (p. 205): no doubt this is a
remarkable advance if compared Lo authors who hardly mention
these vowels unless for the citing of a few cases of anap-
tyxis. 1 am here nol at all talking about the old school
of Hermann GHintert which brought a 'schwa secundum' into
play that was suppesed <o be an IE phoneme (of, Gil's 970
morograph on the history of the subject).

1.1 Lejeuns, however, presents bthe [nllowing instances un-
der Lhe heading of anapty¥is, something with wiaich I carnot
wholly agree:

1.1.1 Civ and CuV groups wilh occasional restlls @ijv, Cupv
(Gr. Pvdiddvar, §0{uln) are deduced from C*iV and C°uV, res-
pectively. I believe that the more generally accepted in-

terpretation is preferable, namely, that ii and wyp come fLrom

a dissyllabic development of { and u. There is reliabie ev-
idence for this to be found in diverse languages.

1.1.2 Types of the form -&-vxa-uev, 1838ci-¢rwv, which he
dorives from tis, £°1s, are followed up in one and the sams
paraaraph with others of the CEV tyne without a laryngeal,
e.g., wdpag from p'es, ydie from gflskxt. Lejenne rTightly
addﬁ that this formation is regular in aorists such as
fxdpnv, fxauwov, and in present forms with 2 (Bdiiw, etc.).
He also cite= as an 'cxeedtion' initial a- before o~ (dudo-
teog, eka.}.

All this is wvery well as far as it goes, but several
things shouid be observed. Firstiy, the 1id,74%4 type is
different “rom the following onhes in which the sonant was
foliowed by #, and it is the supporting veowel before ¥ theat
gives rise to the existing dual possibility, as likewise to
two other possibilities not menticned by Lejeuns, namely,
1d&h- and thiz fon which see below). 211 this iIs lacking in
the follawing typcd, with only crne vocalization point and
twe solutions Tp[:g/ndrng, wlith semantlic-grammatical differ-
entiatier). It is worth noting that in Lhis Lype a regular—
ity is only created in certain small morphological systems
Finally, it iz guite right to inclutde 'aw- E£rom °n- here;
yet there is nothing exceptional about it as it is a case
which, except f{or this cxample, Lejeure deals with separate-
1y wlth the name of vacalic prothe51s, without mentioning
the supporting vowel. There is no indication {here at least)
that this development of a supporting vowel is an ocrcasional
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occurrence only (cf. wanueptiz, ete).

1.1.3 Lejeune finally deals with types consisting of initial
syllables ending in a dental or in -s and the develcopment of
I or & [Hom. vwigsapar, A=ol. 1igvpgec, etec.) as well as others
"au veisinage &'une labiovElaire" and develcopment of i {yuvi,
adulog, ete.). In beth inslances ik is useful Lhal. he poinris
sut their sporadic nature and explains their timbre through
thal ¢f neighbouring consonants {which is neot done 2t cther
times). I would peoint out that the treatment of o next to

a labiovelar is far better explaired herc than on pp.43[t.,
where Lejeune hesitates and spezks of the vowel's 'darkne=ss‘',
cxplaining é£hraydc through %k before §, ete. In any case,

it is net sufficienlly clear that the addition of the labio-
velar can, before a consonant, either vocalize (as in the
ahove-menticored examples and in Hitt. n2kwuz, etc.}, or be
lost {in the second syllable of xdxxog, in O.I. ecakrdh, in
Ludaian alongside vuvn, etc.): nor is it clear that this op-
ticn is identical with that o other types. {""he yuwr /Reol.
féve duality for instance is guoted with an explanation of
Lhe diflerense in timbre.)

bs may be seen, Lejeune introduces valuable material
inte this paragraph (save notable exceptions), albeit some-—
what confusedly. Iz above all leaves out the following
things which are similar:

1.2.1 “he occasional prothesis before a consonant (p.210}:
the recular one hefore r-, the oeccasional one bhefore the
other liguides (pw.l48ff., and 210ff.}, ard the cgcasional
cne before y- (p.174). He does not make use of Lhe rconcepl
of the supporting vowel and scems {rustrated that no regular
rules appear Lo be available for the presence or otherwise
of the vowels or for their tirbres (although he points out

that there is a regular prothesis before r-}. He wrongly
separates a.l these cases from that of "a2uv- (see 1.1.2 abovel
and that ol the others with initcial sonant that are treated
with vocalizalion of the latter (i putog, p.196). Finally,

his treatment of nrotheses, detached from their recular con-
texts and not at all clear, is quite incomplete: nothing iz
sald about the prothetic vowel before H-, in recenl Limes
the cbject of nunerous studies {sce below).

1.2.2 The vocaliration of the intervocalic sonanrnts {as well
as the initial and final chnes), is studied by Leijsune on
p-1955f, It is artificial to detach this from the CRV
groups (see 1,1.3 above] and from the protheses; there is no
mention of the supporting vowel, however. Now, we have at
least come to ore 'shoneitic law' at this poirnt: the vocalic
sonant always vocalizes in Creek, the CRC type not surviving
as in 0.I. But ikis is goviously a serondary phenomenon and
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the CRV/C®RV etno, variation is preserved., There is also
variation regarding the place ol wvacalization feaponc/Bodoog)
ard with regard to timbre, The tradiLlonal thesis that
vocalization is in 4 except in Aeclian, AZrcadio-Cyprian anrd
Mycenacan [in ) is without foundation (see below), and this
evern without mentioning the more trcublesome daia contalining
i and w. The influence of the timbres of neighbouring
consounants and vowels is not used here as it 1s elsewhere
fas it is not uvsed elther as far as the protheses are con-
cerred). This inconsistency once move shows one thing:

that there iz a need for a treatvent from more general points
of view.

1.2.3 The vecalization of s is studied by Lejeune separate-
ly within the theory of alternarces (pp.l99ff.}) as if it
were the vocalization of any phoneme., Buil Lhe Greek resulit
4 {for I melieve Lhat the thesis that =, o are analogical
timbres is still valid} is no more than the vocalization of
the consonantal laryngeal #, as is well-~known, that is, =2
derives from *#°. I should add that if there has been a
regularicy in the regulting 4 {and I personally helieve that
there are other results, see below) and if, as is true, a
regularity has been established ai leasli by the faci that
any CEC group vocalizes, omce more we arve faced with a
secendary phenomenon. We find & withouk vacalization in
Hittite, whereas in cther languages its gimple loss spread
and again in others there is still wvacillation hbetween the
voralized form and the non-vocalized one, as i shall indi -
cate below.

1.2.4 Undexy the heading 'Tendency to aperture In the syl-
lables' (which could guite well serve [ox other matuers
among the foraer naragraphs), ledeunse (p.287} introduces
dialectal forms and isolaled spetlings of the type of Dor.
"hovwaranide, ALE. ' Epeuc, etc. These examples, which could
quite well be extended, only differ f{rom others given akove
by their recent chranalogy and in their lack of wide or
literary diffusion. {They allow us to see the influence of
neighbouring timbres, although this is nol stated by Lejeune.)

I believe that the foreqoing supports ry initial ap-
proach. It would be even further supported if one could at
present supply the fullest possible data from the diverse
IE languages (notT to mentlon athexs) at their diverse stages,
dialects and free realizations, which the speliing sometimes
recoxds. Ceriain information on relatively recent evolu-—
tionns is to be found in Arna Ramat's (1267/68) article and
in several boocks I have also quoted (plus other references
in her article}. As far as Greeck iz concerncd, the data
can be widely extended: those of mosk recent dzte are to he
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found, for examplc, in Schwyzer (1939:267, 278}, and there
is also a gaod deal in Szemerényi (1964), which sometimes
calls syncopated forms original ones and anaptyctic nnes
original.*

1.3 As Far as the cldest develapments are cancerned, it
would he wvery difficult to expound the state ol the matter
here: with regard to the protheses and the evolution ol the
sonants and laryngeals in general, I refer to my ahove-
mentioned works {(cf. note 1}. As for more complex treat-
ments of the larynagealis, I refer to what I shall say later
in this article {see 2.0 below). However, disregarding all
this for the mement, I should iike 10 say a lew things abhout
the remaining preblems, drawing upon certain works of mine
menlioned carlier and on other diverse ones, wiihout at all
attempting to give a complete account. I merely wish to
make a few points:

1.3.1 There is abundani bibliccraphy on the CRC agroup. It
suffices to compare the diverse IE languages, to see Lhat

(a} wocaliwation occurs either before or alter or on either
side of a sonant {in Av. there is svya, in Ved. a dissyllab-
ic pronunciation of r}; (b) the timbres vary within languages.
It is true that there is a tendency to regularity, but this
is never compleled, tL is useless, for example, itoeliminate
any 6 in Greek from the non-Acolic édialects or any 4 from
these on the strength of the traditional resorts to borrow-
ing, analogy, etc. There is much scholarship en ail this
(cf. Adrados 1973:9ff.; Moralejc 1973; Bernah& 1977}, The
mast important thing is to note that (1) together with a
vowel &, which iz the result of Lhe phonological ftendency Lo
maxirum apertura of the syllable, the remainder, 1f these
phenomena are iryegqulay in a dialect, is usually explained
by the timbre ¢f neighbouring phonemes; and (2) that these
irrequiarities usually appear in werds that are nc longer
semantically connecled Lo the root or else in isolated words
{Gr, wdluf and xdivf, dyup.g and dvyapes, alongside dvyedpa;
Lat, mureus and marceo, Gr. yivuwdg, etc,.:

1.3.2 The CRV croup is n=sually dealt with at the same time
as the former group. Now, allhongh vocalization iz older
here (it is in 0.I., in which r., {, arc preserved), it so
happens Lhat original forms without a vowel are preserved;
and that, when there is irregularity, this depends on the
same principles. But there are also lexical fixations of
the CRV ané CVRV type; I have already guoted alternations
such as Gr. wpdg/#wdpec, vedopal/yuvd,

}1.3.3 The protheses allow one to advance along the course
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of justifying timbres through the phoneilic context (cFf.
Adradoz 1%73:74ff.). There is important bikliocgraphy on
that which comes befere a laryngeal.® These protheseswith
a= frequently occur alongside Hittite forrs with h- or else
with a- (with loss of the #-): the type of Gr. &nuw. along-
side Hitt. humanted "winds", Lat., avus alongside Hitt.
hubhhas, Gr. Gtw<dPlow and Lat., andie, cf. Hit:. au¢dj-.
Worth noting is Lhat this treatment 1s identical to that of
the medial syllable in which *# vocalizes ina [(Hitt. ah or,
with loss ol b, 2).

1.4 The foregoing brings us to the subject of the vocaliza-—
tiens of #. As I stated above, the regularities found here

and there are secondary regularizations. Thus, those of the
languages which {(habitually) derive & and those which (like
Germ. Slav. and Balt.] lose interconsonantal # (Goth. dabhtar,

Lith. dukee, etec.); in fact, in 0.1., alongside forms with

i {and &), there are others with loss of the laryngeal
fdadhmas, ~-tta-, etc., cf. Av. pta,s0. Pers. pita, eto.).
Under these circumstances the (non-tetal) generalization of

{ in 0.I. should alsc be a secendary generalization, as 1
have suqggested (Adrados 1%73:258). Hittite, with its par-
tial preservation of 4§ (h, sometimes geminated in &h), gives
us a clear image of these vacillations. However, we donot
at times know accurately whether an a is phonetic or graphilce;
vamal-sh-z:{ is probably waljzi, for example; ef-ha-na-af
alongsice efpnad, is nore certainly a phonetic representation.
The wocalization is zometimes clearer, thus, when only 2 re-
mains.

2.0 The guestion of the laryngeals

Jespite the fact that I have given a minimam of data
and a maximum of references to publishaed cesearch, what is
stated here will undoubtedly lead us to bridge the gap be-
wween the treatment of the sonants and laryngeals in diverse
positions and also between all these data and those of
diverse protheses and anaptyxes, even when there is no
senant or laryngeal., We could also draw parallels betwesen
recent data and older ones of diverse chronological stages
and between sporadic data and others more or less or totally
regularized ones.

At the same time there remain a series cof problems.
Some of these are theoretical in nature, i.e., how to tie
up this wholae series oI facts with the general theory of
phonetic evolution and with a series of constants such as
syllahic fluctuation, infiuences of neighbouring timbres,
anaziogical formations; theilr relationship %o vowel metathesis
and vowel lengthening. Other problems concern the chronology



168 FRANCISCO K. ADRADCS

of the diverse changes in the differcnt languages and the
astablishment of more or less regular laws, the retention

aZ doublets, and the consolidation of excepiional forms for
the sake of grammar or of lexical facts. To approach the
data from these viewpoints will, I believe, allow us to offer
a richer, more real picture ¢f the development of the IE
languages, picture which is at the same time more cohevenl.
It will moreover pe particularxly significant far the general
thesry of phonetic cvelution.

2.1 Two types of guestions, however, constantly interfere
with one another and cannct possibly be treated separately.
It is precisely the basic fact that has been met with the
greatest ilncomprehensicon: the existence of variants in ar-
ticulotion whiech we couid term general, for they deperd on
saeries of fackts which are alsc general: alternatives in the
tempo of articulation and in syllabic boundary. The conflict
between traditional pronunciations and others derived from
chonological tendencies {the tendency to maximuor syllabic
aperture or to the filling in of hlanks wikh the aid of
allophones, for cxample) or else their conflict with aralog-
ical phenomena which are sometimes at variznce with dissim-
ilatory or metathetic phenomena, ctc. Diflfcrences of these
types are well-known to phoneticians and are recorded with
the aid of sophisiicated instruments; scholars in socio-
linguistics likewise are famiiiar with them. Yet they clash
with the nec—grammarian steoreclype of 'phonelic law', which
is indeed not wery often invoked today, but which is atil)
alive in Lhe cansciousness of all those linguists who attempt
to separate a regtlar phonetic change from 'sporadic' data,

In two above-mentioned artieles I expounded idcas which
arz otherwise well-known Loday and accordiag to which regu-
larity in pheonetic evoluzion is ihe descriplion of a stale
allaired at +imes and at other times not, for there are even
ragressive changas in language. Bout I have also stressed
the fact (hat when this state of affairs is not attained,
the at times counter—-posed tensions thus oroduced are no
less ‘regular': it is merely that they sometimes lead te a
unification and sgmetimes not.. On che other hand, the
regularity at cimes aspired is carried out to a greater or
lesser extent at the dialectal level and when certain mor-
phological conditionings occur, or as a sociolinzulstic
feature. Those phenomena which in a certain languzge or
dialect or period or level do not attain this regularity,
ray attain it ir ochers. I shall give examples of the data
in which I am parlicularly interesled in Lhe present paper.

llowevey, I wish to rmention all this in order te point
cut that the 'free wvariants' which might exist with regard
to anaptyxis znd related phencmena (syncope, change in syl-
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labic boundary, gemination), variants which sometimes lead
to regular changes and to a new phonological. system, and at
other times not, are guite comparable to phencmena occurring
in other areas, e.g., the voicing of consonants, consonant
clusters and sonants. There are always variants conditioned
in diverse ways which will at later times produce a regular
rasult: for example, by the total disappearance of an old
phoeneme or group of phonemes.

As for the constante concerning awaptyxis, some of
them already acknowledged by Michel Lejeune and Anna Ramat;
we could mention several further occurrences among cthers.

2,.1.1 To pegin,with the presence of anaptyxiz, above zll in
consonant clusters which are difficult to pronouns, and in
consonant and sorant clusters (groups wikh a laryngeal and
the case of the ilnitial consonant should zlse be added) is
particularly worth noting. Its recurreace in all Rinds of
language stages and dialects; compare the varlants between
strong and weak forms as in Modern Bnglish for and as [=nal,
[end], [anl, [r], and other forms connected wiih contrastive
contexts,

2.1.2 In the ease of an intervening sonant, the criss-cross-—
ing of these phonemes with vowels and the fact that they are
practically wrapped in a vowel that can come eithar before
or after or before and after (cf. alteady Grammonk 1933:244),
I have mentioned earlier the synchronic equivsalence cf syn-
copes and anaptyxes and spoken of solutions either on the
strength of *r, R® or “R® of IE y and the other sonanis.
These double znd even triple solutions ¢an alternace in the
sare language, but there are secondary distributions at
othar times, such as when 0O, Slav. generalizes rY¥, rg, and
Lith. i¥, u¥. Later on we shall examine examples of groups
of sonant and laryngeal. Yet this iz not merely an old
phenomenon., See, for example, vaecillations among the
Germanice dialects of the type of 0.H.G. derh, durug, O.Fris.
thrusk "through"; 0.E. burpz, Q.H.G. brunne “"apring”, etc
{cf. Rama: 1967/68:312ff.) In cases like these in which r
is the basis, it is nat possible to distinguish which are
alternative realizations and which are metatheses.

2,..3 Aassimilatory contamination of neighbouring timbres

ig a phenomeron which sometimes leads to contradictory re-
sults. This has at times been acknowledged. Leaving aside
the timbres § and I of the vocalizations before RV in Greek,
fully discussed in the above-menticned publications, L
should like to mention the fact that Kurylowicz pointed out
sone time age [1956:24353ff.) that there is z connection be-
tween Balto-Elav and Indian vocalizations with I amné & or &,
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1 before a vowel (and even before a consorant in Indian) and
the timbre of the preceding consonant. The & wvoralization
of k*" which is fregent in several languages, is likewlse
attributed to the fact that it is 2 lahiovelar. As for
recent anaptyxes of the type of Gr. 'Baooayyag, 'Tnudducs,
"Eoeunc, the influence of the following wowel timbre is
guite obvicus: among thousands of examples frowm other lan-
cuages, I will just quote O.Cast. Ingalaterra, cordnica.

0f course the decisive influence is sometimes that of the
consonant, thus Iin Lat. peclum, stablum from pocuvium,
stabulom through the influence of a velar I, just as Gr,
ILughtol gives Lat. sicull. s an example of contradictory
intluences, cf. Gr. ERéorag, but also in f8beuar (cf. O.81lav.
s=dmii): either the timbre of the following wvowsl pravails
or that of the preceding consonant. For the iniluence of
both vowels and consonants on the timbre of the prothesis,
¢ f. Adrados 1973:74f5f.).

2.1.4 The connectlor between these data with differences

in syllabic boundary is also widely acknowledged (compare
Lejeure 1972:237). Note, for example, the double possibil-
icy in IE of CiV/Ciiv, CuV/CuyV or the generally accepted
idea +hat in Common Slavonic there was a2 VRC * VR°C devel-
opmant related to its tendency to ppen syllables. On the
othey hand, certaiv Zluctvations in syllabhic cuts in the IE
langonages are well-known, for example in the mutas cum liguida
group [(cf. Hermann 1923).

I should like teo add ather points to the foregoing,
zlthough both are well-krown and widely acknowledged.

2.2.4 Alongside timbres dependent on assimilatory cantame
ination (inertia or anticipatior) of neighbouring phonemes,
tirbres which generally tend to a unitary solution (2lthough
there may be remains of less favoured solutions in isolated
words) there is a general terdency to a neutral timbre a:
it not only nentralizaes the oppositions or clashes hetween
other timbtres but also, a5 1 have sald, affers a very clear
solutier to the prohlem of syllabaticn. Languages in which
the o vocalization of the sonants prevails, such as Latin
and heglic, have forms with & (Lat. carpe, gradior, facus,
marces, etc.; Myc. and Asal.: Myc. ka-po unpads; a-re-po/
a~re-pa, Hrevvopn/Adke.capn) AXe. TéTestos; sTepatlevyol, etc.):
likewise in Germanic, in which-u prevails (0.Ice, ganga

"to go", alongside C. Fris. gunga; QO.H.G. graban "to dig”
alorgside grubilop, etc.).

It should also be recailed that %% at times wocal-

ize inm a and not averywhere in H.
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2.2.2 Under the same circumstances, one or another timbre
is chosen according Lo Lhe date of the dialect. Thus, in
recent Latin anaptyxes coming from syncope, Lhe timbre be-
forec r is & nol & {ager, piger); likewise in RAeoclic (flezpapor
from *P°riames< Tplauog)., Initial st in Gresk takes anold
prothesis 3- (e.qg., astdp) or lack of sawme (e.g., ooninl,
this latter solution pertaining to Classical Latin (stella,
stére) wherezs Vulgar lalin takes i-, e- (cf. Sp. &- ir
estrella, sstar). Cortain differences between hreconsonan=
tal and prevocalic Lreatments of sonants can Lhus be explain-
ed: whilst 4 is common in many languages in prevocalic treat-
ments (Hittite, Greek, Latin, Armenian, Celtic, above alll,
in severzl of them the praconsonantal one is dilferent.
Thus, in Latin, before preconsoanantal r, I, there is o

{cor <*kpd, mollis <*mlduis) but there®is®a before the pre-

vocalic one {(haruspex,®palea)l. These ditferent tendencies
have been given different solutions in the dificrent devel-
opmantal atages (and languages). HNote Lhat in 0.I. ¢, !

are pressrved before 4 consonant. and vocalize in I, 4
haelore a vowel; and that, as T already pointed cut, vocal-
ization was generalized in the former case (except, 1L ap-
pears, in Lyciar #£), whereas in the latter there is the
doublet CRV/CVEV. To ba sure, there was a two—-stage evelu-
tian everywherc, with different results as far as timbre
and regularity are concerned,

2.2.3 Naturally, however, timbre does not depend exclusive~
ly on the consonants and vowels which surround the support—
ing wvowel: reither on the =zonant, when there is one. That
is to say that in the groups °C, C°C, C°RC, CR°C, and C°REV

there is a clear influence of the nearby C. (rhey conflict
in C®C, for there are two; in the last group C°RV, there is
tension between the influence of Lhe ¢ and the V.} But I

would like to point cut that at times in the same language
the result of C RC and CR C may differ according to the so-
nant R; it is, for example, well-known that in Lat. the
regular treztments of the four sonants are 3r, 31 and ér, dm.
Im Cellic, even traditional reconstricticon acknowlcodges dif-
ferent treatmants or r, I and n, m, trealments which for the
rest are non—unitarian, Put cendifioned by the folleowing
phonemes {cZ., e.g., 'Thurneysen 1909:126ff.). This iz par-
ticularly lmportant as regards KJ for which only the u and
a vooalizat.inns seem possible; and above all, wilh regard
to the laryngeals, a matter I will discuss in Lhe next sec-
tion.

2.2.4 The timbre ot ihe supporting vowels, which are a:z
first indefinite, is also subject to analegical influences
wihich al Limes crez*e small irregular systems within the
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general one, In contrast to the genserally-neld view that

the laryngeal gives & in Greek, which only secondarily be-
comes e, o Lhrough the influence of the full degrees , o,
I believe it is more realistic to suggest that wherever

“/g /% {from °H, fely , “Ry/ed,) are opposed, the supporting
vowel wag aliracted to e and o respectively, and the general
tendency to transform 1t into 2 was halted., To my mind, the

same should be sugcested for occasional zg and ro forms
{and &z¢, &ré)} in diverse languages, as against the common
rezult ra, all these forms coming from °“R°H, (sSee bslow).
Yel nol only the data of phonekic analogy are influcntial,
for so are the morphalegical ones which tend to create small
regular syslLems, for ilnslance that of the Greek aorists with
vocalization {éddpnv, Eg9%denv, Erduny, etc.}, altnocugh thare
are still isclated forms without it (dnésKinv From dusondhiul.
This system is the reverse to that of olher languages: Lat.
pleui, f£lEni, etc., 0.I. jaifad, papriv, etc., and to that
of Greek itself: téduqpn,féfinan, ete, On Lhe ncher hand,
it coincides with what i3 most common in the present forms
with + {Gr. &diiw, Aalvw, upalvenwir; O.I. manyate, haryatd;
Lith. guli®, girili, etc.). The problem lies in the extent
lL.o which these more or less regular systems (they sometimes
fail, cf., for example, Gr. uvdopac) aras Senperal IE oy dia-
lactal variations.

2.2.5 I would also like to draw actention to the fsollowing
very important fact: I have interpreted the treatments of
the *RH > rZ type as the result of °"R*H, that is, of a dou-
ble wvocalization witnessed at least in resulis of the 4arsd
type, although followed in this case by a compensatory
lengthening. °R°H ‘'filters', so to spesk, Lhe whole of iks
vocalic element and places it behind the sonant, albeit
iengthened. TL is the reverse in the or result of 0.1.;
there, it is the preceding supporting vewel that is length-
ened,

As the etymology in favour of RH is cuite cleay and
cbvicus, I do not thinkx there could be any cther explanation
for these data; one need only admit that certain &ré, sra,
and re, ro treatments are analogical to the full degree
*ReH; > re and *rRaM;>re¢, which in these cases probaply im-
plies that the supperting vowel had been contaminated at a
very sarly age by & and 5 respectively., [ also belipove bhat
lengthening 1= optional hera: it derives from a preference
for the RV type of syllakation, though this is a secondary
prefarence of a more recent date, for at first there was
gscillation hetween VR/RV/VREV, the syllable RV koing short.
In faci, vacillations &R, R3, #R3 and Rz have been preoscrved.
And in O.I., as I said, there is wr.
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of course, the lengthaning of a vowel when cerzain
nei¢ghbouring phonemes disappear has nothing strange about
it, bul the most remarkable parallel phenomenon is, as 7T
have said elasewhere {hdrados 1972:213ff£.), Lhe evotution in
Slavic of the CVRC group of the CorC > CraC type, uponwhich
there is ceonsensus that ib resulls from a lengthening of
this type. What is also remarkable here is that there is
alsa the dvality Jra/r5, except that in this case a regu-
larization was carried out by choices of the dialects:
Russian has orec, almast all the other languages prefer 7
(*r5). It is also worth noting that wo are once more faced
with a prhenomeron of General Linguistiecs: it is not only
repeated within Slavie (in ¢lose, although not identieal,
ciroumstances to those of the primitive IE lancuages), but
also that ii has different chronolecgical levels within
Slaviec, the development being clder in Scuihern Slavie than
in Polish.

2,2,6 But, above all, the most intevesting point for us is
how a regularity or at least a semi-regularizy was created
on the strength of anaptyxes tihrouch the stabilization of
the result with or without wocalization, as the czse may
be; though the nlacing of said vocalization (wher it i=
opticnall; and through the sffects of timbre.

T have said ithar there iz no essential difference
between the diverse data on apaptyxis and I would like to
stress the error in the traditional division between regu-—
lar phenetic phenomena {which, in the present case and in
many others, somctimes display vestiges of irrcgularity)
and sporadic ones. To this end, I refer to a [ormer papar
of mine {adrados 19&7, cited in 1974:184ff.). The result
af regularity of change 1s sometimes attained and sometimes
not; in the present instance it is attairned or not for the
same groups of phonemes according to pericd, dialects, and
even analcgical and mozpholegical inlluences. Ry comparing
certain cases with others we can find thisz regularity 'in
fieri', and see the great complexity of factors operating
towards it and either successiully or unsuccessfully at-
taining this state.

In order to attempt to fix the datas, an essential
distipnction should be drawn between the existence of a
supporting vowel (alternating with another form, withourt it,
or already generzlized) and its vocalizatieon with clearly
defined timbre and guantity. Thase are quite different
things., Thus, the fact that certain anaptyxes should per-
tain, in their vecalized form, teo relatively recent stages
of development deoes not mean that: they did not formely ex-
ist in their functior as supporting voweis, I think, for
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exsrple, that the vocalization of the CRC group already be-
longed to specific IE lancuages and even dialects (and not
to all of them):; but undcubtedly, right from EFIE, this
groap could have been articulated with a supporting vowel
or vowels. These laktter would then have re-appeared at
nther times when similar phonetic conditions were given,
althocugh we only learn of it when new vecalizatiens were
ocbtained, whether regular or otherwise.

To be sure, the division bhetween regular and irregu-
lar developments is far too sharply drawn. Traditional
accounts of IE, for example, place the evalution of the
syllabic sonants among the reguelar treatments studied. Yet
the truth is that there is regularity in only one thing:
in the generalization (in the languages in which it is
generalized) of wvocalization, and not in its distributiorn,
which is regularized in some languages and not in others.
This is even more true of timbre. Regardless of anamalous
forms which thase accounts tend to leave to one side (F ard
i in Gr., & in LalL., ete¢.), as likewise certain erroneous
generalizations (Gr. would have & but aesol. 3, Hitt. J for
some words and a for others, eto.), traditional accounts
admit a great deal of irregularity: in Celtic (see above
2.2.1%, in Slavonic {0, Slav. ri, ru), Baltic (Lith. iF¥,
url, and sc forth; and also in the CRV group.

2.3 In the light of the foregoineg, it would be wise to
give a few examples of the changing regularities. 2Rbove
all, it is veally a matter of recalling things that have
already been said and which may, of course, be enlarged
upon. Regcent data come to mind within the different lan-
guages, such az the tyne of Lat. ager and Aeol. r€pgovosg,
the est- or ist- of vulgar Latin, Vocalizations of the CRC
type (with differences, for example, within Greek) should
bhe attributed to the beginnings of the variocus branches of
IE; for the rest, I have already said that these vocaliza-
tions were cnly partly regular., C{ompensatory lengthening,
which in other languages is Jjust one possibility amang
several, as we have just seen, was the solution chosen in
certain Slavonic languages, but by po means the only ane.

I have alsc discussed the generalization of 7 as the solu-
tion teo the vocalization of # [(with excepticns of the type
of 0.1. fakndti) in Indo-Iranian, as likewise the general-
ization of the logs of medial consonantal ¥ in certainm lan-
suadges. Also, there are cercain Latin regularities of the
type of poculum, stabulum, tagula, etc. (although in archaic
f.at. there is pericium, pcclum). 1 would also like ko
point to small morpholegically defired groups which unify
evalutions of the CRV group. However, I would insist no
less on the fact that not only are certain isolated cases
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remaining (e.g., nen-vocalization, anomalous timbre), but
that occasionaily, certain double, triple or-even guadruple
forms are normal Lha' are only secnndsrily stabilized ftoi-
lowing lexical sriteria {&dueitog but 3uraru) or rmorohologi-
cel cnes [(1divdnLey, £8&wavw). There are, at times, non-sto-
bilized ones (taxpdocow/dpdosw, ete.l. The irreqularities
are even qreaiter, as woe may sec below.  However, precisely
because af tkte general character of nany data and theilr
regpetiticon in fiverse langquaces and at diffcrent chrosclocg-
‘eal stages, it is a2t times hard to estabiish any sor< of
dating in the strict sense. In the next roriiaon nf this
paper 1 Skall attenpt to go as lar a5 possible inte this
Fietd, which caoncerrs the anaplywes of sonants and laryn—
geals. (In my above-mentico-esd works there are certain ad-
vances in this Zield, but they still disrlay an excessively

flat, panchronic vision.|!

3.0 Araxtyxis of sonants and larungeals

Tn thiz section T air going to give an overvicw of the
different Lreatmerts of wvoarlic aomants and laryngeals wiih-
in the different branches af Indo-Turopean, thereby at-
temotling to distinguish between two types: orne pertaining
to the difterent pranches arnd, at times, the diaiectswith-
in these latter and cven with lexlcal or morphological vari-
ations within them; and anoiher consisting of realirations
or tendencies that were already gereral in PIE. I shall
devonte this =mectiien o the firsi lype only, howewver.

3.1 To begin with, it is cbvious that vecalizations of
the interconsgonantzl sonant belong here; by this I mean the
conversion of Lhe anapiyciic vowels into tull (supporting)
vowels in contact with this distribution of the sonants.

rt is gui+e eclear that this voralization ifakes place a2l Lhe
level of the individual langnages and dialects only: it is
sufficicnt to recall the non-existence of some in the
oldest type of L,-1., (it only appears at & loler date, thus
in Prakriil and even, as far as Lhe nasal is concerned, in
lwycian; the internal 4differences among the dialects, for
exarple, *he peculiarities o Mycenacan and Aesclic in GreeiX:
as well as the presence of the phencomencn in all instances
whore it i3 Lied up with phonemes in contact and which
varies from one language to cnother, as likewise the difr-
ferences relaied to Lhe place of vocalizabion.

Newverthaless, Lhiz does nol exclude the facst that
certair languages we knnw from cocther data to have besn in
close contact with another at a certain moment of the evo-
lution ¢f ZE, should have resulte that roughly coincide,
too, as far as the vocalizatlon of the sonants is concerned,
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"nis must be attributed 4o the fact that at least Lhe be-
girring of vocalivation took place at tha*t dete of the
communily, 1.c., al some point of the evolutlorn of a late
stage of Indo-Europear (1B TIT). | helieve this ta be +he
casc ol the dark timhras of Geormanic {d), Latin (&), and
Acol. (f) — this dialect shares certain inneovations with
western languages; thacse are in fact predominant in Lhese
_anguages and dialects and are a product of genecrasizations.

To he sure, vecallzatleons cannot have been so recent
Ag Lec have come afier the oldest Eorms nf the different
linguistic groups. It 15 Lrue thal certain dialects were
able te choose {ef. Gr. dvueprg /7 dyupric, Boftaxcco/Rpdiaxcsy,
for example); bu* the double forms zlse show that vocaliza-—
“ion had already been carried ocut {rom an carly date.
4]livad Heubeck's thesis that Zoneric poetry preservas franes
of ¢ zannot, T helicve, be supperted (cf, Moraledjo 1973):
among clher rezsons hecause the lomeric state of vacilla-
tion between &4/ coincides with Mycenaean {of. Adrados 1976:
afff,, 1981:18}. On the clher ward, when vocalization aZ-
foets a nasal, T believe that sclutions such as that of Gr.
and O.1. {&] werae preszcnted by development of *m > 3n > g7
% {to exerplify with m); that is, by a nasalization of the
vowel followod by o later denasalization, It is itikewise
2 matter of an evolulion in the individual langanges, a=s
far as it iz connected to timbre fixations {in Cr. there
iz ¢ as well as 2), and in other languages {races arc pre-
served of cither nasgalization (0.8lav. ¢} or of the nasal
itsclfl.

It gccems to me that greater antiiguity should be at-—
tributed to Lhe evoluZlon ef the CRV group, not as lar as
~he CRV/C°RV allerrance is concerncd, for this ococcurs In
21l antigui<y, bt with regard rhe the vocalization ol Lhe
second solution. Hor this is what oamurs in O.0., a lan-
guage in whicn the CRC group does not wocalize; besides,
il aecurs inm a sirilar way to that of Balio-S8lavonic (0.
Slawv. ir, tUr; Lith. iF, u®l, and it is well-kaown that
Lhese werc languaqes which were relaled ta cach other.®
Tais wide spread of =snltticons with JF mway be accounted for
by concacis within the IE IIT period.

3.2 et uUs now examine compensatory _enathenings in the
CBHC groups of the type of Gr. ¢unrdg, Dor. nedvag, Lat.

- — . — ’ : . -
gratus, gnatus, O,1. pursnz-, Lith. p}lna.':, elo. Naturally,

the dispersion of the results as [ar as Limbre and iccation
ot the vowe. are concerned, points ‘o hy now developmernits in
individua! languages, althaouqgh ecne should accept that wilh-
in cach lancuage the supporling vowels could siill be ara-
logically irnfluenrced hofore the generalizalicn of the 'nor-
mal' result (Gr. ortpwide, neivog, -yvries, Lat. plenus,
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alongside forms with 3 which are today acknowledged to be
the phonctic ones). lowever, I woulc like %o point out that
a double supportiing wowel must be assumed to have been pres-
ent in these groups (a simple possihility, and a rare onpe
in the CRC group) as well as a vecalicatlon at an earlier
date to CRC, at least in Ind., in which this latter possi-
pility was not realized. Thus, in 0.I. therc is dTirgha-
alongside Av. dar ga-: within the history of Ind. itself
there was vacalizalion (and then lengthening). Similarly,
there is lengthening, although not vocalization, in
dialectzal Liithuanian: there are forms dervived from the
lenghtencd ones {plinas, girti) and others without length-
ening, e&.g., sirvas, kirti {cf. Adrades 1973:223}), that is,
the phenomenon comes after the regularization of the lass
of interconsonantal H.

Each language proceeded in its own way on Lhe strencgth
of a prior basis (the double supporting vowel); there were
twe stages to this, however: vocsalizabion {in 1nd. earlier
then in the CRC group) ard lengthening. It is guite impos-
siple to establish the chronology with respect to the vocal-~
ization ot the CRV groups, which was also earlier. In any
case, evolutions of the type of G.I. purva- < pry-o- show,
first, that lengthening came ltater Lhen the v vocalizalion
before RV (a phrase p°r°#lo- should be assumed); secondiy,
that the evglution of purna~ is in fact guite comparable to
this (p°z°¥¥no- » pur®no- »pbrrma—}. It is in fact guite
probable that the vocaliczations of the CRV and CRHC groups
ware contemporary Lo each obher, either in time or dialec!.,
and thal the lencthenings were later,

Ag may be seen, In this case and In the others, it
is the phonetically general nature of a series of phonemes
~hat causes difficulty in establishing their chronology.

3.3 1 would like to add a few things concerning the phe—
nomena discussed so far. As may have been obserwved, vocal-
izations of the C°R°H results are already dialectal, insofar
as they give different timbres, and the lengthenings are
rore recent, Howecver, 1t should he added that even the CRC
results admit exceplions wilhin individual languages, and
moreover, for similar reasens: phonetic or analogical con-
tamination. Alongside the hormal result sR4 in Greek, we
have others such as oucietde, éfseruds, Aecl. fotdpnTon,

and chere are parallels in other languages.

hear said, there are alsoc forms with a long vowel =, o0.}
Therefore, the supporting vowel arose with an a8 yet impre-—
cise timbre or, at least a modifiable one. This is also
shown in forms such as fuoiov, €10povw, etc. {from +&m®lHom,
*&n®riom), Lhe timbre of the vacalizatiorn of which is usu-
ally rightly attributed to the influence of Lhe preceding
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labial.

The same can be said of the wvariant *rn, hahiivally
transcrihed as a, from the intcreonsonental ¥, If Greek
also teok in the analogicat ildmbres &, 5 as well as habitual
4, 1 have already said that this was due Lo the fact that
thiz timbre had not yet been fixed. And if in 0.I. an Y
timbre was generalized (with a few exceptions), this may be
explained through a secondary cholce of the v soluticns
{from F=n) over the & ones {(from "} and others. Yet T would
like to add thal at a time when the laryngeal had habitually
been dropped, the result it lefi (* from °F) was a vowsl of
undetermined timbre that could be absgrbed by the now precise
timbre of an older i that came from #-°. With this,,] wish
to put forward the argument that these #%9 > 5 ana #3°% > 5
deveiopments are in general terms older.

Thus there came o the diverse branches of Inde-
Buropean and avan ta ils dialocts anaptyctic forms which
varied as to their lecation of the supporting vowel ang which
aiternated with non-anaptyctic f{orms. Supporting vowels bhe-
fore H tended to 4, but they could 54111 be influenced by =2
former vowel {c.g., of the &Ré type} or by a free variant
{cf. ihe example of the I I have just given). Iin oiher
instances, the timbre was [reer next to a sonant not in
contact with ¥, according to Lhe criteria aiready stated:
phonclogical tendency &5 4 and ‘contaminaled' timbres that
ware far more fregquent here,

There is, at least omne chronology that can fairly
safely be establisbed. The oldest vocalizations, t.e.,
conversions of Lhe supporbing vowels inte full opes, seem
to gccur in the CRV group and in those assimilated to this
latler in some way, CRIV and CRHC; ther Ltherec was, at times,
a lengthening. The vocalization of CRC is also later, but
in this case there is no lengthening, due to the fact that
the solution C€°8°C hacd early been eliminated, save in very
rare instances.

It is net esasy to place the development of OO
within the same framework. For the time being, it is quite
aclecar that just as there was a choice in cach language be-
tween a C°3C and & C°S8°HC salutien {Lhere is also CS°HC and
corresponding forms ending in V!, both forms sometimes being
dropped, the choloe betwaen CIIC and C°IIC {net to mention
ather possibilities) is also found in dialectal data. In
other words, all these Lorms arrive at the dialsctal stage
with Il already lost. (1 have alrcady said that a certain
language can offer the wvocalized and non-vocalized form in
the CHC group, whilst anotner may offer only the vocalized,
and stili others only the non-vocalized solution,:

I



ARAPTYXIS IN INDO-EUROPEAN 179

3.4 When there is °» (and not merely #) and when it is
not re-absorbed to lengthen the preceding wowel or its tim-
bre altered through some phencomencn of contamination or mor-
phological analogy, its habitual result i1s £, The sane goes
for both CSEC and CHC groups. This was only toc be expected.
But I have saig that this result was already dialectal, al-
though homogenccus with Lhese exceptions. This homcgeneity
dorives from a fact of general phopetics: it is guite natural
that H should tend to open up a previous supporting vowel.
However, this general phonetic fact may quite logically be
axpected toc have exerted its influence in & prior stage al-
ready. That the IE languages in general should display this
strong tendency to 4 {written still as al in Hittite), but
derived from an eariier phase can only be represented graph-
ically as ®#; the supporting vewel before ¥ had an opes qual-
ity, susceptible to influence which altered it, although in
itself tending to become 4 in each of the diverse languagas.

This tendency was so strong that the 2 from °H im-
posed its timbre on that of another previous supporting
vowel; nohe that the solutions 4RE (and those derived from
these latter, namely, R3) are cven to be found in languages
which generalized arother timbre before R. ‘Thus, is Latin,
which generalized & ip cor, ete., in which there is granum,
gratus, etc.:; and in Germ. which tends to i, there is a form

suck as C.H.G. halam “cane" (cf. Lat. calamus}. This ap-
crture to 4 cven occurs when the nermal spelling in Avestan
is of the arama- (*shouldar"} kype; and ecven when the form

with vocalization has in fact prevailed only befoare a sonant
{ef. Lat. armus, N.0.G. Arm). There is a solidarity that
tends Lo generalise the a: Sr. &dvatoe, £%avov, T£dunna,
1€9vaucw, cte. This, ol course, docs net always happen;
remember what was said on the resulls of 0.I1., Bait. and
Slav. with I or v kefore a sonant: the gensaralization of
treatments after a labial or guttural; and also note what
was gaid on Lhe treatmenl of Greek in the case of other cim-

bres.

3.5 Thers =seem ik fact to be two age ltevels in the wo-
calizations discuszed above: one, a more recenl one, for
those of the CRC group and for lengthening (although its
relative antiguity is not obvious):; and another, older one
far the CRV group and those wibth a laryngeal in their di-
verse resuits: CHEHC, C"R°H, arnd C®HC. The wvocalizations
of the prothcses before sonants and even the others probably
belong to the more recent stage. 1t is weli-known that this
phenomenon of the prothesis before & sonant and laryngeal is
particularly important in Greek and Armenlan, languages
which are ackrnowledged to br related (although each differs
in matters of detail).
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4.0 Vocalization of a@naptyxes and laryngeslas in
TR TIT and JIE 111

S¢ far, I have worked with more or less ancient or
recent results of anaply®es in the different IE lanquages
ane dialects which had long existed in contact with a sonant
or a laryngcal {or with both phonemes at once). I have ab-
tempted to fix their chronology, albeit offering a rather
superficial picture of the IE dialects. HNevertheless, I
Fave put forward cextain points on what the IE pancorama
may have been like prior to the branching-off of individual
%anguages: for example, °F would have had in it a realization

H.

Howewver, I shall try to say a few more things re-
garding this previous stage of IE, although from this point
onwards I shall have to build upon two theories that I have
attemsted to justily eclsewhere and which, of course, I can
discuss heres only briefly. Yet I would like to point ocut
that non-acceptance of these two theories and, consequently,
of what follows belaow, by no means invalidates what I have
said so far, except perhaps for the extent to which certain
aspacts of either may have ko be nodified.

4.1 The first of thece theories is tha:t which establishes
a chronolegy for IE in three phases: IE I {(or PIE}, which
was pre—-flexional; IL II, which was monothematic (essential-
ly nreserved in Anatolian and in vesiiges or fossils outside
same), and TE III, which was polythematic (classical IE in
tradilional reconstructions). As far as phonetics and
rhonology {(the least characteriscic part) are concarned, IE
1I s+%ill preserves Lhe laryngeals, which altered the timbres
of the wowels in contact and which are in the process of
beirg dropped; therec is doubt as to the extent to which they
lengthened the preoceding vowels. Wow, an allempt should

be made to introduce all the ioregoing 28 regards the vocal-
izations of the supporting wvowecls within this chronological
schema, which is continued in the division between 1E Ilfa
{or Indo-Greek} and IZI b {or Northern IE}, as likewise in
the splits betwean these branches and their reciprocal con-
tacts and influences. i

4.2 The second theory is the one which I already mention-
ed briefly in my study of the laryngezls with appendix. At
least from my sstudics sobre las laringales fndoevropeas
{(first published in 1961) onwards, I have tpheld the theorv
<kat there were formely six laryngeals in IE which combine
three timbres (e, a, o) and two appendices (labial and pal-
atal): H¥,, H4,, HVYs; BIy, #i;, #i;. T have alrveady said
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that spellirgs such as #% and # mean "labial" and "palatal
laryngeal”, not to mention the Limbre, for it is cither un-
inownh or, if known, of no interest in the cited conlext. ¥,
i, , Hy mean respectively "laryngeal with timbre =, =2, o",
whatever its appendiz may be. It is not a guestion of new
laryngeals; 1'm only referring to my long-standing hypoth-
asis.

The theory of Lhe laryngeais with appendix was ex-
pounded in my abecve-mentioned bock (see Adrados 1973) and
elsewhere ir other recent ariticles (Adrados 1981, 1982b).

To a certair ex.ient, the treatments of these laryngeals are
thase hakbitually acknowledged for the laryngrals in generad:
they are, among others, those indicated above. Other treai-
wents, however, are different. {I canncol, of course, discuss
them in detail or even justify them nere. I refer to Lhis
end to Lhe works already mentioned.)

Nevertheless, I am okliged to state here what is in-
dispensable from Lhe point of view of the subhject we are
concerned with. The appendices may be dropped, above all
in initial position before a vowel and in medial positiom
before a consonant when there is no vocalization. Yet in
other instances there are vocalizations. Furthermore, a
laryngeal may take Chese, just like a sonant, on both sides:
befoare or after or before and“aftcr. Hence, we obtzin re-
SHéLS whicg in the case of &7, and‘é, ﬁ and au {(from °&:

#+% and g~ , respectively), and which in Hittite have the
cxpected counterparts ak, he aznd aho (sometimes with gemi-
nation of b). Likewise, for H*, there is &, T, ai (Hitt.
af, hi, ahi). Tn certain languages, there are instances of
compensatory lengthening I, 4.

A11 this occurs, toa, in the groups of sonani. plus
laryngeals; in these cases there may pbe CRYHC {normally
giving as final vocalization v or i according to whether it
is a case of #% or §°) the vocalizations already discuassed.
There dces not seem Lo be a triple vocalization. However,
in this case the CRH group may be followed by a ¥V instead
of by a C: the laryngeal leaves 2 o (if it Is #>) before the
vawel or an j (if it is #%). Apart from this, there may be
the unsual vocalizations which we already know and alsc com—
pensatory lengthening: 1 have mentioncd O.1. pl¥rva- and
Lithuanian forms (and there zre aiso Slav.‘and Greck anes}
without it: cf£. also Lal.. gnduns from gepd- (below).

All this is strictly correlative to the general prin-
ciples arnd daita (widely accepted) given thus far; it isalso
ir acrecment with the facts. I shall now give a few cxarples.

4.3 These examples prove that vecalizations with a before
HY and with d (from 8] and ¥ (from #-) after Iit, werc already
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habitual in Anatelian, as iPikewise later in more recent IE
languages. Bearing in mind that kh was in the process of
being lost in Anatolian {but is alsoc scmetimes to be found
geminated), we find in the languages of Lhis branch not only
the above-menticned forms bka/hu/ahv (and the geminated ones}),
but also a/usav, the sawe as in iater languages: and the
same goes {or the scries a/i/ai alongside ah/hi/abi.

In fact the forms in guestion are to be found alter-
nating in one and the same roolk and precisely in roots for
which comparison within the wheole of IF shows that they had
a taryngeal. The torms with ab ard a2 are certainly theé eas-
iest to exemplify and I need only point cut that alongside
forms such as HNitt. tar-ah-zi, S=zn-ah-zi and so Mmany more
of this type, forms such as es-ha-na-27 are to be found
which as I saiad represents/eggnagj and fef-ra-ad; sednads;
that is, non-vocalized forms with preservation ar loss of hn
according to each case. However, there is al alongside hu:
tar-ak-2zi / tar-hu-wvz-2i, tar-num-me-ni, ga-al-ah-zi/

va-al-hu-un, ha:ndus {from -eH” 5 . On the other hand,
there may be a vocalization C°RY® e in the CREC group, thus
in a-ru-na, ka-lu-ti. And when #° follows a sonant, we also

tind the vocalization arhihu: of the type cf pahhur, (from
the root of Gr. 1%p; see belaw), Hiex. Luv. dajhufiia- {from
the root of Gr. #&dvg, ete.), lafhiha- from "to wash", eto.,

what we do not seem o f£ind in HitiLite is the vocal-
ization of the &RE type; neither do we find compensatory
lengihenings., Yet all thesme vocalirzations exactly respond
to others which, despite later regularizations, can still
be glimpsed in the different IE languages. T have given
wore than sufficient examples of this, I believe, in my
ahove—-mentioned publications: examples of the type ©f Lat.
s3tus as against 0, lce, ssurr “"seed"™ (roob ®*semt; "to sow"
cf. Lat. s&men, s@el); Gr. yuitdg, ¢ degree of the root of
£yuaa and yedw; Lat. ndte alonGSlde 0.I. snutd- {and fnll
dagrees of O.1. nFus from nhed-H "=, Ac. Dor. vhv Lrom *nepis,
Gr. tuepudorw alongside pavepdy {(and full degree gnudl; §/Full
alternances such as Gr. alc / dc, and also 1pbua / TpBuo,
and sc forth. ©f course, the result of the appendix hefore
a vowel will be y: we get it in the above- mentianed aexamples
in Gr. EAdPu, uiFw, viFPdg, &yA@Fs from ng»l(cf vehfoaLl,
lLat. lauwo, and their corresponding forms irn other languages.
This alsc goes back +to 1 TII; cof. Hitt., tarhuili-, e-3u-2-n1,
pa@—bncnag, cto.

Of coursec, wher it is a case of Lhe laryngeal ws, we
encounter totally parallel results. In Hittite we find
forms such as ifhimama- "string", in Luv. abstracts in
-akift), in Lyc. datives in -akh! {cf. Adrados, forthcoming)
which corresponds to athers in -af from diverse Hittite
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stems., The declension in ~21% of this language (e.q., zah-
hai¥) iz to be explaired along similar lines, on the -
svrength of a full degree; likewise, different verbal forms
of the type memahhi s memista, though hera the timbre i may
come from assimilation. Naturally, there is i before &
vowel: types such as zabhaif / zehhiias, tahhi/ tijanzi etc.
The non-Anatclian IE languages preserve both vocalizations
with 1 and forms with {, both types being widely used mor-
phalogizally {(as likewise those in v and u, for the rest):
cf,, for exemple, verbal stems with 1, which were originally
radical, such as *ggneﬂﬁ produces yuvd in Gr. and a derived
verp wva{clopan "to look for a wife". Compare alongside
thizs a Voo. ylvair and an adj. yuvelog, to give just one
example anong a great many. The datives/locatives of the
first declension in -%i, others from stems in -: in -=i,
and the pure stem forms in -i of these same stems are fur-
ther axamples,.

4.4 T have already stated that I shall give here no more
<han a summary acecount of my theory, which should be “udged
on the strength of the fuller discussions to be found in the
above-mentioned works; what I wish to show here is that, to
tne extent that — as | balieve — it responds to the data,
it is wvalid for both Anatolian {a vestige of 1E LI} and for
IE II, although in this latter stage there are certain losses
{lnss of the laryngeal) and certain gains (the establishment
af the lengthened Lype). The lack of the aRal type in Ana-~
tolian is perhaps a choice of this branch, which preferred
arfu {and aR#di), which For the res: are to be found outside
this language group, as we shall see.

Ir my opinion, there is from IE 1Y onwards a tendency
toward the vocalization of # and 7 from EY and H* respec-—
tively; these vocalizations alternate, as has been said,
with & {which comes from a previous anaptyxis) and au, ai
{from a double anaptyxis). But, just as I stated that the
tandency to timbre & in these anaptyxes comes from an ear—.
lier stage, albkeit only the tendency for we cannot postulate
anything else but *# for both the beginnings of IE 1T and
those of IE III, this vowel being as yet act a full cne and
susceptible to changes in timbre, I must also say that IE I1
and even IE I1I1 begin at a stage in which only a tendency
to the vocalizations # and Y after a laryngeal, and nomore,
can be admitted. That is to say that #-° gave %" and #E°
gave ¥ which later habitually produced w¥ and &, HY and ¥,
butr which were susceptible to influences of timbre (through
assimilation or analogy) and thus accasionally produced oth-
er timbres.

To begin with Anatolian, it should first of all be
stated that alongside ahu aji there appear uwhu, ihi, with
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assimilation of timbres, Thus, from the root we gave before
in the form dahhps-, we find in Hitl tuhp- mest frequently;
of. alsc muhur "at the moment” from *m”8#%%r.  Conversely,
s¥ gives i, e before -t, —-%rcl. da-ma-as-zi and da-me—-8ha-%
{cf. the root of Lat. damavi) - pailfjetar and pallis, palhe-
%z {cf. 0.I. papraas, Lal,., pilevi), verbal forms of thc typc
of the above-mentioned memists, which are very numcrous.
A1l this has nothing to do with the fact that there are o/u
alternances among others which accept one or other placing
of Lhe anaptyxis: cf. Pal. efur s/ Hitt. efar and zlternances
of this typ=s. ©n the other hanc, a root with ¥- may vocal-
ize in o through asasimilatlion; thusz in daluki-, dalugaes
alongside Gr. &siuyde, D.7. dirghd-.

4.5 Az I have said, these phenomena are not exclusive to
Anatelian. It is the only way to explain, for example, di-
verse forms with -is in roots with,a laryngeal of any timbre
and appendix of the type of Gr. Svhoww, O.3. fut. in -isyati,
etc., {uite different are, here toc, alternances of the type
&sd4 (Gr. wdha®oc / Myc. ka-ru-ti-: Gr. gdouvyi/odpayE, etc.}
and i/ {Gr. hgodydc/ Lat. ratwvs, cf. O0.I. Irma~-), tor
exampie, which are to be explained in the matter already
stated.

Thus, the supporting vowel after a laryngeal may
change its timre, tending to evolve toward 4 or { according
+o the laryngeal, in several directions, There iz nothing
sirange ahoul this, for the same thing accurs with Lhe timbre
of the wvocalization of ¥+, which also tended to 4, as I
have said. This phenomenon is guibte parallel: we have non-—
vocalizaed forms before a consonant (Lat. secta from *sek?,
Gr., wvdouwnt. from *ggneﬁé, xduhog —from*ch-k‘l—os), torms
with v eentioned above {even in WMittlte, e.g., nakuz, kunan-
zi);and ferms with ancther vowel, (I guoted theo Boct. forn
fduva "woman" abnove.}

In this way, what is common to both Anatolian, the
representative of IE II, and the languages of 1% IIT has
been specifisd: basically, the tendency toward the a vocal-
ization betcre the larynaeal and o it and ¥ vocalizations
after same; and the fact thal. the Ril croup can take double
anantyxis. I have pointed out the differences ahove. To
these latter combinations 1 would like te add one more, or,
rather, complete what I have already said: there is no trace
in Anatolian of compensatory lengthenings.

To those already studied two mare should be added fo
IE III:

4.5.1 Anaptyciie forms of the type of Tu¥, *r% are estab-
lished on the results of &, i; cf. alongside HitL. pakbur,
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— . - ) — 1
ar. 4de; 0.1. dund  “"burnt" from *deR”; lat. grus from gerA™
{cf. Gr. vyeépavog; Br. Egtura, 0.1, ntuhrd- from *stel;: of.
Gr. atavgdg, O.I. datkur). The same gocs for *gheg’y ( ci.

Gr. ydrwu).®

4.5.2 Pre-vyocalic anaptyctic forms of the type of Rac in
diverse Janguzges and of the type of vRuV in 0.I. (and par-
aileis with -i) correspond to Lhe treaiments ®a, 0GR bafore
C already discussed; cf., for examwmple, Lat. pravus, 0.1,
pUrva , ©.8lav. pravd, f(rom Lhe same root which gives Dor.
zpdtogz. It should be noted that, just as it Lappens in the
treatments before ¢, in these, too, +there is a Lrace of non-
lengthened fZorms, due bEo a lack of anaptyxis between R and
H {a.g. Lith. 2ifvas, ©. Slav. privi). That is, C°R°J was
inheriled, which gives ¢rRz {hefore -C) and crzu (befora -V),
bul it may also give Cuk, TRy- according to the timbre of

the prevailing vowel and its placement, Just C°S5KH° was

also possible. And, of course, Lhe corresponding forms wich
4 - . .

H~., There are no traccs of any of these lengthenings in

Apnatolian, whilst there are of forms with wvocalizations of
the different placenents.

5.0 Summary remarks

It is possible to establish a chronological takle of
the various anaptyxes in Indo-European and thelir vocaliza-
sions. It would be more or Tess as follows (limited to
instances where anaphtyxis occurs next to a sorani ané a
laryngeal):

5.1 Tc begin with, the diverse development npossibillities

of the supporting vowels, as likewise of their non-develion-
ment, should be attribuled tec I I or pre-flexional or Evoto-
Indo=Eurcpean. It is to be assurad that this double possi-
bility occurred at the beginring of a word and in the medial
grous CRV and CRHC (and CRHV). This, however, needs greater
precision. Omne gets the imoression that only C°RC and CR°C
were gencrally aceepted; there are very scant traces of
C°R°C in 1lndo-Iranian., Neither in the case ¢ the futture
wrothesis “or in this other possihility counld there have
been voralizations in Lha strict sense of the woréd: theres
were nerely tondencics to assimilatory or anaiogical Limbres
of Lhe supporling vowels, which changed according to the
ciToumstances. A3 regards Lhe CRHC groups {and als=sa S8V,
there are several points to be made.

The first of these is that there does nst seem to he
any possibility for the three supporting vowels that were
Lheoretically possible. Secondly, the majority of Lne doublie
developments are possible in both TE II and III, but only
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some of them in ITI. We shall discuss their interpretation
later. As an cxample, I shall! give the laryngeal H in com-
bination wilh groups ending in C.

5.1.1 In the first place Lhere iz a series of possibilities
which occur from IE II and then centinue in III. These are
the qroups CR*HYC (whence CRaC), C°RHY¥C (> C&RC, also CARFC),
CRHE®(: { » CRu4C), and CPRNYOC [ » C3R4C, here, too, length-
cned torms CRZCY. These are forms of simple wvocalization
belween ¢ and H, R and H-, 1% and © cr else of double vocal-
ization in first and third position. I would like to stress
the fact that there is not only &R, but that there were oth-
ar solutions zs well, and that the & of CARGC must have been
a simple supporting vowel when the lengthening occurred.

5.1.2 0On the other hand, anaptyxis of the C*R°E™ type
{whence mainly C4R3A, as likewise forms with compensatory
lengthening) do not appear to be Anatolian, as I have said
earlier. I bhelieve that this duality arose, if nol because
of our lagk of data, through a selecticn process within
Anatolian: that is, that all these possibilities go back to
IE I. &s for the timbre of the wveocalizaticons, it is doubtful
that we could make the ones we already knew ge back to IE I
neither can we do this with the conversicn of #°, B* hefore
a vowel to v, 1.

5.2 e far as IE II is concerned, one should beware of
ldentifying it with Anatoclian gr the Anatelian languages we
more or less fully know. It is the starting-point for these
languages, known Lo us as certainly being o a much later
date. At the same time, it is also the starting-point for
IE III and itse warious bkranches. Thercicore, not only IE II1,
but also [E LLI, should he used to reconsiruct IE I. ‘This
is what I have Just done by attributing o it a development
of suppcrting vowcls of the CRPC group (in positions 1 and
2} which seems to be missing from IE II. By frllowinc this
course, I have suggested above cortain ecolourings of the
sugpcrting vowals in contact wiih a laryngeal in IE II: “u,
#9511 Tas likewise with a labin-velar (x%"). It is of
course not possible to determine the extent to which these
colourings come from IE I. But it is guite clear that the
status of supporting vowels fand not full ones) gtill sur-
vived in 1E II for these anaptyxes, whnich came down to both
IE II and I¥ 111, for the same thing happened in both: on
the one hand, there was vocalization with the timbres men-
tioned: on the other, voecalizatior at times occeourred with
differert timbres due to the effect of diverse factors.

1t should be borne in mind that the svpporiing vowels
of IE Il either next to a sonant or a a prothesis were still
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merely this: supporting vowels. They did not even prevail
as such for alongside with them there were forms without a
supporting vowel, which explains the date of IE II mentioned
above (the persistence of 1 in Q.I., ete.) as likewise of
I [T (therc is no prothesis at times, in contexts in which
iE III develops one). It is, however, guite certain that
Lthe development of i, v alvready came from the 1E IT period.

5.3 Finally, almost everything concerninc IE III has
already been said. This latter, te & certain extent, behaves
in a paratlel way to Anatolian on the strength of a common
phonetic basis, inherited from IE II; essentially, from
langnages to languages, although the beginnings of the
process are at times polydialectal. In any case, there 1s
a big difference hetween widespread data such as the wecal-
izaticons &, 4, i of the laryngeal and 4RI of the RH grour.
and other more restricted ones such as the fixation of the
vacalization timbres of ths sonants, the protheses, the
generalization of the wvocalization or otherwisc of inter-
consconantal H, and =o forth.

I have already said that ali this is tied up wilh
different chronological stages and also with dialectal
developnents., I have also pointaé out that, apart from the
almost general data parallel to those of Anatollan, there
seem to be two chronalogical =stages for the remaining IE
languages. Conpensatary lengthenings helong to the sccond
of thesa., But one Rhould bear in mind that the whole pro-
coge operated on a commont legacy and on certain gencral
rhoretic tendencies. Moreover, it is therefore often re-
curxent or may have given different results in individual
scourrences at different periods and in different areas.
This alliance of general principles and concrete processes
connected to speocific periods and dialests is what maxes
this Lype cof research difficulit. Yet it remains necessary
ta inkegrate detailed ohservalions into a systematic whole,
1f we are to get a deesper understanding of the data and
surpass atumizing views that lack ary generai, hislorical
perspective,
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NOTES

1} My earliest writings on the subject ave collected in the 2nd ed,
ol my Fatudies {Adrados 1973}, which also includes lzter papers, For
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wore recent treatments ol the subject and reclated questions, see Adra--
dos {1%H1b} and (2982%). 1 replied to earlier criticism and discussed
the proklem nf angptyetic vowels within Lhe genetal sroblem of phonetie
change in Adrados (1963} and {1767); both have heen reprinted in Adrados
(1974:137=-206) .

2} For a view contrary to Lejeune's, eof, Kurytowice (1577).

3} The use of ¥ in the present context docs not prejudge anything
concerning the laryngeal theory adopiod; il wmeans that the resalt is
the zame, whalever the timbkre may be, Ky, Kz, ¥y or the anpendix forms
w or H%.

&y Cf. Adrados (1966:170). As T state above, from a synchranie
point of view z doublet such as "AowadwuLdy / TAgwinnidc {(with anapty-
xig} i¢ identical with onc 1ike BeptwunT / Bipuiwxn (with syncope}. The
feeling that doublets of this kind were nossible is what favoured both
apocope and syncopre. AL times It {8 nor easy for the oodero linguiszt to
decide on the origin of such phenomena.

5) See, abave all, Austin (1541), Beekes (1369), My argument that
there iz a prothesis before a laryogeal, but that thiz 1= not abligato-
ry, can be found in Adrades {1973:103£€,3; ecf. also my review of Beekes
in Adrades (1969[13721]).

6) At a relatively recent date; ¢f. Adrados (1979) and {198G).
Still more recent are, without doubt, the western contactz neted with
regard to the CRD group.

7: Cf., among other papers, Adrados (1979), which has zlso appeared
ir a2 Gevman version, Die riumliche vund zeitiiches Differenzierung des In-
dosurnpiischan im Lichte der Vor- wnd Frithgeschichte in the series of
"Wortrdge und kleinere Schriften’ of the "Innsbrucker Beitrige zur
Sprachwissenschaft" {Innsbrurk, 1982) as itz No.27, and also Adrades
(1982a}, which contains a fairly rich bibliography.

8) Forms with diverse vacalic degrees ol these roots may be secn in
the sppendix to Adradas {1973).
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SUMMARY

'Anaptyxis', 'svarabhakti', or the feature of ‘supporting vowel' is
a universale phoneticum os well as g universale phonplogicum.  On 2 syn-
chronic level, there exwist wariaunts with differinpg syllabic structure,
c.g., C'RC/ CRC, C°RV [ CRV, antg nthers, showing the same syllabificatien
as the type C°RV/ CarV, etc. This is quite independent of the diachronie
explicaticn of the phenomenon, The phenetic eveolutbion of proups that cuan
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take an anaptyxis may differ noticeszbly: depending on the language in
questinn and the circumstances the araptyxis is or is oot repularvized;
alherwige, it is its loss that bocomes meneralized, Tt a 1ull and
stable vowel results, fts timbre may differ: thig depends either on the
languwages and dialrcts concerned or, within these, on the phonetic en-
vironment.

The present paper makes use of the concept of 'anaptyxis' as a uni-
fying principle in the explanation of a series of diachronic facts that
arc traditionally explained In a plecemezl fashion, for instance, some-
times ms 'regular' phenmetic changes, at other times as ‘sporadic’ ones.
411 things ronsidered, this romes to the sazme thing: the regular chan-
ges retain the trace of the general facte which are in relation to the
"anaptyxis', and rthe evalutions called 'sporadic’ attest to the fact
that the loss of 'anaptywxis' is mot complete either. It is argued that
the line between these two kinde of change are not very clear and that
Loth, basically, depend on Lhe same facrors, even if there 1s varlacion
in the details of change, depending an the langvage in question. What
is regular in one is sporadic in another, or the regularisation is of &
different nature, and so on, The study of 'anaptyxis' not only can clar-
ify a particularly interesting phonelogical fact, but also the details
#and the c¢haracterisiics involved In phonetic evolntion.

RESUME

L'anaptuxis ou svarabhekti ou la 'voyelle d'appui’ est une gniver-
sale phkoneticnom et £galement un universale phonelogicum, Au nivean syn—
chranique, i1 existe des wariantes, avec une syllabation différente, du
type C'RC/CRC, C®RV /CRV ec d'autres, avec la méme syllabation, du type
CPRV / CarV, ete. Et cecl inddpendamnent de I'explication diachronique
du phénemEne. L'Ewvolution phonéEticue des groupes pouvant présenter une
'apaplyxis' peut différer sensiblement: selon les langucs en fuestion et
las circenstances l'anaptyxis se régularise on nan: autrement, «'esr sa
chute cui se répularise. Lorsqu'une voyelle pleinc et stable apparaft,
son timbre peut diffiérer: ceel dépend scit des langues ou dialectes,
soir, & l'intérieur de ceux-ci, de 1lenvivonnement phondtique,

T.a présente étude utilisc le concept d'anaptyxis poor vnifler L'ex—
plication d'une série de fzits diachronigues qui s'expliquent d'habitude
d'une fagon isclée; par cxemple, tantSt comme Ars Evoluticns phemétiques
'régulidres', tantdt comme dee changements 'sporadiques'. Tout compte
fair, cela revient au méme: les changements réguliers conserveni Ia
trace des faits généraux qui sont en rapuort avec l'anaptyxis, ek les
évolutions au"un appelle sporadiques témedgnent du fait gque la chute de
L'anaptyxis n'ent pas compléte non plus. La frontigre entre ces deux
genres de changement n'esl pas nette, ot les vns lTos avtres CcEpendent an
fond des mfimes facteurs, quoique les détails de 1'3voletion varient d'une
language & 1'autre. GCe qui est rEgulier dans 1'une est sporadique dans
I'zutre ou la régularisation y est JiffBrente, etc. L'&tude de 1'anap-
tyxis peut Eclairer nom seulement un fait phohologique général particu-
li&remant intéressant, mais encore certaing détaile et caractérlstigues
de l'&volution phonétique.
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ZUSAMMENFRSEUNG

TAnaplyxis', ‘svarabhakri' oder 'Sprofvokal ¥ bezeichnet ein wriver-
sale phenaticun wie auch cin mniversale phonclegicum, Auf der synchro-—
nen Ebene gibt es Varlanten mit verschiederner Silbenstruktur, stwe des
Typas C'RC/CRC, C°RV/ CRV w.z., oder wit solcher des Typs C°RV/ CarV,
usli, — und dies unabhingia von einer historischen Erkdrung des Phino-
mens, Die phonetische Wandlung der Gruppen, die eine Anaptywis enthal-
ten, kann verschiedener Art sein. Abbiimgig von den einzelnen Sprachen
und den Umstinden wird sie entweder regelhaft oder nicht; dann aber wird
sein Verlust regelliaft. Entsteht ein voller und stabiler Vokal, so kann
seine Tonfarbe variieven; dies hinget s3b entweder won den Sprachen oder
Rialekten ader, innerhalk dieser, won der phonetischen Umgebung.

Der pegenwidrtige Aufsatz verwendet den Zegrif? der Anaptywe ur die
Erklirung einer Reihe von Tatsachen historischer Natur zu verzircigen,
die iiblicherweise isoliert hehandelt werden, z.B. eimnmal als phoneti-
schen Verdmderungen 'regelhafter” ArL, ein anderes Mal als 'speradische!
Wandlunpen. Insgasamt betrachtet, kommt dies auf dassgelbe hinaus: die
regelhaften Verinderungen bewahren Spuren allgemeiner Fakten, die im
Zuesammenhang stehen mit der Anaptyxis, und die Verinderungen, die wir
als sporadisch bezeichnen, geben Zeugnig von der Tatsache ab, daf der
Verlust der Anaptyxis such keir kompletter ist.. TNie Grenze awischen
dieser beiden Arten von Verinderungen ist nicht. scharf, und beide hin-
gen im Grunde von den gleichen Faktoren ab, auch wenn im Detail die Ver—
dndarungen verschiedaner Art sein kdnnen, jeweils won dar Rinzelsprache
ahh¥ngig., Was in der einen regelhaft und durchgreifend isc, ist in der
anderer entweder sporadisch oder welst eine Regelmifiphkeit anderer Are
auf, usw., Das Studinm der Anaptymis kanr nichi bloR ein allgemeines
phonelogisches Faktum aufhellen, das ven besonderem Interesse ist, sou-—
dern dariiber hinaus Einzelheiren und hesondere Eigenheiren des phoreki-
sunen Wandelsz.

* & & K %

Wota addad in procf:

The Editor regrets thal this paper has not benefilted [rom the
enthor's ewn proos reading.

* Tt appears that the more adequate rendering of araptyxic in German is
"Brleichterungsvokal' {ef. Reuterkrona 1920). EA.



