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INTRODUCTION: U-STEMS IN THE OTHER INDO-
EUROPEAN LANGUAGES

The evidence of the Indo-European languages points to the
existence in the parent speech of two distinct types of u-stems:

I. Stems in which u interchanges with eu, ou, as in i-stems ¢
interchanges with e, ov. Thus nom. sg. -us, Skt. sunds, L. manus,
Goth. sunus, Lith. sunts, O.B. synii—gen. sg. -eus, -ous, Skt.
sunds, L. maniis (Osc. castrous), Goth. sunaus, Lith. sanaus,
O.B. synu. These may be called simply u-stems.

II. Stems in which @ interchanges with uy, as in 7-stems 7
interchanges with 7s. Thus nom. sg. -us, Skt. bhris, gvagriis,
taniis, Grk. oppis, L. sus, O.B. svekry—gen. sg. -uuos, -uues,
Skt. bhruvds, (Vedic) tandas (tanvas), Grk. oppves, O.B.
svekriive. These may be called #-stems.

It has been held by some (e. g., Bezzenberger, B.B. 7 [1883], 73; Joh.
Schmidt, Plur. 54 ff.; Johansson, K.Z. 30 [1890], 403 ff., Gott. gel. Anz.,
1890, 741 ff.; Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 [1891], 382, 449; Reichelt, B.B. 25 [1899],
240) that there is another I.E. type of u-stems in which there is inter-
change of % with ua, parallel to the interchange of 7 (¢2) with Za (z¢) in
the type represented by Skt. devi, bhdranti, Grk. ¢pépovoa, ete. In con-
sidering the Sanskrit evidence, we may, with Lanman (Noun Inflection
in the Veda), let A = the short ¢ (or u) type, B the - za- (dev?) type, C the
- 41~ (or %- uy-, nadis) type. In the Veda the types B and C of i-stems
are distinct in eleven case-forms, while they agree in three. In classical
Sanskrit both types have been merged, and their common declension
follows Vedic B in eight out of the eleven cases where differences existed
between B and C in Vedic. There are some few examples of this transfer
in the Veda (Lanman, p. 373), and numerous examples of the transfer of
A to B (67 forms from 27 stems). In seven of these eight cases the clas-
sical declension of u-stems differs in precisely the same manner from the
Vedic type C, and a very few forms of this kind are also found in Vedic
(Lanman, p. 404). It is on this ground that J. Schmidt assumes the
existence of a type B of #-stems, parallel to the type devi. But whereas
in the case of 7-stems, there is in Vedie, aside from all examples of trans-
fer from A or C, a full declensional type B followed by a large class of
words, there is no such independent type of #@-stems. The classical
declension of #-stems and the scattering forms of this type in the Veda
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6 HISTORY OF %-STEMS IN GREEK

may perfectly well be attributed to the direct analogy of type B of
i-stems, as already explained by Lanman, p. 401. Add to this that at
no period is there a nom. sg. in -% parallel to that in -z, and there is
every reason for abiding by the judgment of Lanman, Whitney, and
others that there is no evidence in Sanskrit for a type of %-stems parallel
to that of devi. In fact the conditions in the Veda are so difficult to
reconcile with the existence of such a type in the parent speech, that
this can be admitted only on the most cogent evidence from the other
languages.

But while the devi-type of i-stems is represented by important cate-
gories in other languages, especially the feminines of the present parti-
ciple and other consonant stems in Greek, Germanic, and Balto-Slavic,
the advocates of a corresponding type of #%-stems have brought forward
only a few scattered forms, none of which is at all decisive. Most of
these are from the Greek,! where, since we have nom. sg. in -ta = Skt. -7,
we should expect nom. sg. -ca for the corresponding -stems.

The principal example is 7 péoBa, derived from *mpeaBrd (or *mpeoyra)
by Bezzenberger, B.B. 7 (1883), 73; Johansson, K.Z. 30 (1890, article
written 1888), 403; J. Schmidt, Plur. 57 (1889, written about 1883);
Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1891), 382, 449; Schulze, Q.E. 448 (1891); Reichelt,
B.B. 25 (1899), 240, following Johansson. Neisser, B.B. 20 (1894), 52,
gets mpéoPa from *mpesBéra. Grassmann, K.Z. 11 (1862), 24, took mpéofa
from *mpéoBia. Misteli, K.Z. 17 (1868), 171, gave mpéoBa as equal to *mrpeo-
Bépa. Misteli’s view, also held by some of the ancient grammarians
(Etym. Mag. 687, 3; Bekker, A.G. 2, 391, 519), is out of the question.
There is no phonetic difficulty in Grassmann’s suggestion, but mpésBa
could come equally well from *mrpesfrid, and be thus counted a fem. to
wpéaBus of the type of Skt. agvi. J. Schmidt objects to this on the ground
that Skt. adjectives with more than one consonant before the v have
their fem. in -@& and not in -vz. But this is not universal in Sanskrit,
where, e. g., phalgi- has both phalgit and phalgvi as fem. (Whit. 344, b).
And even if mainly true, it is obvious that the type -vi was of unrestricted
application in Greek, since its representative -esia is the only type of fem.
adj. known. He objects further that the form *mpeofria ought to have
been displaced by *mpeoBew as *aS,:uz = Skt. svadvi was displaced by
10¢la, etc. But mpéoBa is found only in Homer, and there in a sense
(“august” not “old”) which shows that it was isolated from mpésBus,
which is itself used only as a substantive and is indeed not used at all in
Homer. There was no such feeling of relation as between ordinary adj.
forms such as %36 and #deta. Moreover, for an undoubted example of

1For example, one of the chief advocates of the type (Johansson, K.Z. 30 [1890], 428)
says: ‘‘Ausser i- id-stimmen sind von der klasse B nur sparlich reste und eigentlich nur im
gr. bewahrt.” And J. Schmidt, Plur. 75, says: ‘... . ausserhalb des indischen und griechi-
schen lassen sich die in letzterem am schdrfsten auseinander gehalteten stimme . . . ,” .



INTRODUCTION 7

-ru. not replaced by -efia, even where there was no isolation in meaning,
cf. woA\y} from *wofia according to the explanation of Schulze, Q.E. 82,
now universally accepted. Another example is wéAla derived by Johans-
son from *ne\ra, but this must rather come from *ré\zia as suggested by
J. Schmidt, Plur. 48, footnote. So also from *né\sia, Schulze, Q.E. 82 ff.;
Brug., Gr.Gr.*45. Under no circumstances does A¢ give AA. An example
on which Johansson, 406, lays much stress is {yvva, Hom. {y»iy beside
iyvis. He supposes that {yvva is the original form and that iyviy got its 5
from the oblique cases. Yet here the short final rests on the testimony
of grammarians (e. g., Bekker, A.G.. 1382), while iywiy is in good use.
Johansson, 404, gives the Hom. fem. adjs. éxéa, BaBéa and the regular
Tonic Bpaxéa, Taxéa, as from -eud (-i#), Grk. -eca, and not from -ecra. He
has the same explanation for ‘Péa beside ‘Peta. But -ea for -ea, though
not so common as in Attic (Meisterhans?, 40, 12), is well known in Ionic,
both from inscriptional and manuscript evidence (Hoffmann, G.D. 3,
528 ff.; Smyth, Ionic 197 ff.), and it is altogether unlikely that ««éa, ete.,
in spite of their antiquity, are anything different. (See below, p.59.) J.
Schmidt, Plur. 58, takes the Hom. acc. sg. fem. aimijv as the fem. to ainxds,
for *atwav from *aimpav, with 5 from the gen., dat. sg. Soalso, p. 47, he
takes Hom. aird from *aimga a neuter pl. to aimds. Schulze, Q.E. 442,
agrees with Schmidt on aird, but would read with Nauck #é\w aimwiv for
mo\w almjv. A neuter pl. aird from *aimpa, which does not prove the
existence of a corresponding fem. form (see below, p. 8), may as an
apparent o-stem form have given rise to aimijv, if we retain this reading,
but there is also the possibility that both are simply isolated forms of an
inherited aimds beside aimds. dravfa is said by J. Schmidt, p. 58, to be
from *dkavfpa. So also Johansson, Gott. gel. Anz., 1890, 751. It may be
an instance of the neuter pl. used as a fem. with Grk. -a from original -a;
cf. dkavbfos, 6. Johansson, K.Z. 30 (1890), 424, did not put it under
instances of -ga, though he was in doubt as to its explanation. The his-
tory of #-suffixes in general is too obscure (cf. Brug., Gr. Gr.*? 204) to
allow the use of dkavfa as evidence for the suffix. édwv is given by
Schmidt, p. 58, as a gen. pl. of é&js with the same suffix that he assumes
for mpéoBa. The form is isolated as a fem., no other cases than the gen.
pl. being found. It occurs a few times in Epic poetry, always in a sub-
stantive use, in the sense of “good things.” The word éis é&jos is
anomalous and the history of the form édwv édwv is involved in doubt.
Cf. K.B. §108,9. Johansson, G6tt. gel. Anz., 1890, 744, pronounces the
example entirely uncertain. Schmidt gives éépoa (Hdn. 2. 87, 33) and
dépoav- Ty dpdaov Kpiires (Hesych.) as probably from *dreporav, saying
that éépoyv cannot be taken as equivalent. The short final rests on the
testimony of Herodian and Hesychius, except that Pindar, Nem. 3, 78,
has éépo’ dudpémer. The Thesaurus prints dépoav without comment, citing
only Hesychius. Johansson, K.Z. 30 (1890), 418, takes this word with



8 HISTORY OF %u-STEMS IN GREEK

short final as an s-stem with the suffix -&, which he sets up as the fem.
formation for various stems. In Gott. gel. Anz., 1890, 744, he calls it an
entirely uncertain example of the -co suffix. Both Schmidt and Johans-
son assume the identity of the neuter pl. with the fem. sg. in the nomina-
tive, and bring into account forms like yodva, 8otpa, 8dkpva. The last
may well be simply the regular plural of 8dkpvov. In the case of yoiva
and dodpa the -a is undoubtedly the same as the -a (Skt. -, orig. -2) of
consonant stems, no matter whether *yovga, etc., arose in Greek after the
analogy of consonant stems, as assumed by Brugmann, Gr. Gr.? 235, or
whether they have simply retained an ending -2 or -2 in an uncontracted
form in contrast to Sanskrit -#. (Cf. Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 [1892], 382.)
But of all the neuter plural endings, -2 is the one for which there is least
proof of identity with a nom. sg. fem. And forms in -¢a, even if inherited,
no more prove the existence of a nom. sg. fem. in -ga, than do forms of
n-stems in -va (Skt. -ni) prove the existence of a fem. type in -va, Skt.
-ni, ete.

J. Schmidt, Plur. 46, 47, also considers adverbs like rdya, dka, Alya,
kdpro as evidence for the suffix -ra. These adverbs clearly must stand
or fall together, and, as Schulze, Q.E. 82, points out, the form xdpra
cannot come from *«kdprra, as shown by forms like réoaapes, dAewoov, oelw,
gopds with oo, o from rz. He takes such adverbs rather as closely con-
nected with neuters like rdxos, kdpros, *dkos (in 7oddkys), etc. Johansson,
K.Z. 30 (1890), 407409, attempts to show that éxvpd, ddehdy), olova, firéd,
nreléa originally had the suffix -ca. It should be evident that such words
as these do not constitute evidence in favor of a suffix -gd. In Johans-
son’s review of Schmidt’s Pluralbildungen, Gott. gel. Anz., 1890, 741 ff.,
the few additional examples cited are too uncertain to affect the result.
He gives, for example, ol as a fem. to Skt. dyu-, p. 751, and L. silva as a
fem. to a u-stem *sulu-, p. 752.

Schmidt, Plur. 61-75, seeks to trace the type also in other languages
than Greek and Sanskrit, but has no convincing examples. For instance,
in Latin he gives anguilla to éyxelvs, lingua to O.B. jezy-kii as examples
of this suffix. These are also given independently by Johansson, K.Z.
30 (1890), 425. There is nothing to prevent taking these words, however,
as original a-stems. Here, as in the Greek, the possibility of deriving
at least some of the examples given from a suffix -¢a, if such a suffix were
otherwise proved, is admitted, but in the absence of outside proof, the
necessity of such derivation is denied.

With regard to the Proto-Indo-European conditions out of
which the L.LE. types I and II arose, see especially Hirt, Akzent,
§§ 229 ff., 233 ft.; Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892), 325 ff., especially
331 ff. Whatever their origin, it is obvious that the types as
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given were fully established in the I.E. period, and form the only
safe starting point for a historical study.

It is not intended to include in the scope of this dissertation the
history of Greek diphthongal u-stems, like Zevs, Bois, fjpws, and the
large class in -evs. It is true that among the numerous explana-
tions of nouns in -evs there are some which treat them as histor-
ically connected with the simple wu-stems of Type I. Thus
Kretschmer in his earlier explanation, K.Z. 31 (1892), 330 f.
and 466, regarded the diphthongal stems as a second class of
u-stems with the nom. and acc. sg. also in the strong grade, com-
paring Greek nouns in -evs with the O. Pers. dahyaus, etc. This
is also the view of Bartholomae, Ar. Forsch. I, 34; Iran. Grd. I,
190, 1. In his later explanation, Zeitschrift f. ost. Gym. 53
(1902), 711 ff., Kretschmer suggests that the substantives in -evs
are partly derivatives from verbs in -evw, partly (names of persons)
original u-stems with vocative in -ev and nominative in -evs after
the vocative. Reichelt, B.B. 25 (1899), 238 ff., thinks there was
originally one type of u-stem with strong grade of suffix in nom.
and loc. sg. as in n- and r-stems, and that in the parent speech,
through differences in accent, there arose by leveling the two
classes of diphthongal and simple u-stems. Other explanations do
not connect so closely with simple u-stems. Brugmann, LF. 9
(1898), 365 ff., holds that nouns like ¢opeds arose from participles
(verbal adjs.) in -n-£(0)- which belonged to verbs in -ew. Ehr-
lich, K.Z. 38 (1902), 53 ff., considers the suffix -n¢- a combination
of two elements: the lengthened final of a nominal o-stem (immy-:
¢mmo-) and the secondary suffix -ues- -wos- in its weakest form.
But, whatever their true origin, they form a distinct class in
Greek, the history of which is a subject by itself and need not
necessarily be combined with the history of u-stems in the more
limited sense.

I. U-STEMS
A. NOUNS
I. AS A DECLENSIONAL TYPE

The u-declension of nouns is preserved in Sanskrit, Avestan
(in O. Pers. some forms of the plural are wanting), Greek, Latin
(in Osc.-Umbr. some forms are wanting), Gothic, Lithuanian, and
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01d Bulgarian, and to a certain extent in a more or less disguised
form in Armenian and Celtic. It is largely preserved in Old
Norse, and more limitedly, in words with short stem-syllable, in
West Germanic. (Cf. Braune, Althochdeutsche Gram., § 228.)

II. TRANSFER OF U-STEMS TO OTHER DECLENSIONS

In Latin the identity of the nom. sg. of u- and o-stems led to
the gradual transfer of u-stems to o-stems in Late Latin, and in the
Romance languages this change has become complete. (Meyer-
Liabke, 2, 4; Grober, Grd. 1, 369.) An early example of this
change in classical Latin is seen in domus.

So in O. Bulg. the identity of the nom., ace. sg., and acc. pl. of
o- and u-stems led to the frequent transfer to o-stem forms in
other case-endings (see Scholvin, Archiv f. slav. Phil. 2 [1877],
506 ff., for statistics), and in the modern Slavic languages the
o0- and u-stems are completely merged. See below, IV. (Oblak,
Arch. f. sl. Phil. 13 [1891], 25; 11 [1888], 408.)

For Germanic no general statement can be made. In West
Germanic u-stems with long stem-syllable lost their identity as
u-stems and went over to other declensions, e. g., in O.H.G.
mostly to the i-stems, but in part also to the o-stems, in O.E.
mostly to the o-stems. Isolated instances of transfer to consonant
stems perhaps occur. (Cf. Kluge, Paul’'s Grd. 1, 458.)

A partial transfer is that of ju-stems in Lithuanian, which have
only jo-stem forms in the dual and plural, except that in the instr.
pl. the ju-stem form sometimes occurs; jo-stem forms also appear
in the nom. sg. dialectically, and in the acc. sg. in Old Lithuanian.
Leskien (Nomina 327) gives as the reason the identity of form in
several case-endings of the dual and plural of the jo- and ju-stems,
and the parallelism of function between the suffixes -jo- and -ju-.

III. TRANSFER IN WHOLE OR IN PART TO %-STEMS OF WORDS BELONGING
ORIGINALLY TO OTHER STEMS

Kluge (Paul’s Grd. 1, 458) gives Goth. fotus, handus, tunpus,
wintrus, O.N. orn, bjorn, O.E. duru, nosu as original consonant
stems. The starting point for the transfer was given by the iden-
tity of the acc. sg., acc. pl., and dat. pl. of cons. stems and u-stems.
But the special occasion was, in some at least, semasiological kin-
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ship with inherited u-stems. (See Bloomfield, A.J.P. 12 [1891],
13.) Gothic bropar, dauhtar, swistar, fadar have the u-decl. in
all cases of the plural except the genitive. Here sunus was no
doubt a factor. (Greek masculines in -os are declined as u-stems
in the singular in Gothic, but in the plural mainly as 7-stems.

IV. INSTANCES OF %-STEM FORMS WITHIN OTHER DECLENSIONS

The most striking example is in the Slavic. Even in O. Bulg.
within the o-decl. u-stem forms were common, being found, beside
the true o-stem forms, in all the cases where u- and o-stems dif-
fered, except the voc. sg., nom.-acc., and gen.-loc. dual. The
most frequent (in their order) are: dat. sg. -ovi, gen. pl. -ovii,
instr. sg. -timi, and nom. pl. -ove. (See Scholvin, Arch. f. sl.
Phil. 2 [1877], 491 ff,, for statistics.) In modern Slavic the
o- and u-declensions are completely merged in a single type with
various proportions of o-stem and u-stem forms in the several
languages, but always with a strong admixture of the latter. Thus
the u-stem form is well-nigh universal in the gen. pl. (Arch. 8
[1885], 239; 12 [1890], 33, 35 ft.), and is widespread in the dat.
sg. (except in Slovenian, where it is rare, Oblak, Arch. 11 [1888],
524), and nom. pl. (Arch. 12 [1890], 14£.; 8 [1885], 235). In
the gen. and loc. sg. the u- and o-stem forms appear side by side
in most Slavic languages, sometimes with a distinction in use
between animate and inanimate objects. In Slovenian especially
there has been an extension of the -ov- to the dat. and loc. pl.
(Arch. 12 [1890], 368, 397; 8 [1885], 244). wu-stem forms are
also found to a much more limited extent in other stems than
o-stems. The reason for the extension is to be sought in the
clear and distinctive character of those u-stem endings which
most prevailed. For example, the gen. pl. of o-stems was like the
nom. sg. and it was natural that it should be displaced by the far
more distinctive -ovil.

Lithuanian agent-nouns in -fojis (jo-stems) have u-stem voc.
sg. in -au, and occasionally gen. sg. in -aus. Brolis, a jo-stem,
has voc. brolau, probably after the analogy of sunau (Briickner,
Arch. f. Sl. Phil. 3 [1879], 255). So in O. Bulg. the voc. sg. of
Jo-stems is a u-stem form. Umbrian cons. stems have the u-stem
endings in the dat.-abl. pl. (Buck, Osc.-Umbr. Gr. 126). Umbrian
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Trebo, Fiso show a transfer from the o-stem to the u-stem form
(Buck, loc. cit., 117). The loc. sg. of Skt. i-stems has the
ending -Gu apparently from the u-stems. (Cf. Meringer, B.B. 16
[1890], 224; Hirt, IL.F. 1 [1892], 226; Bartholomae, LF. 10
[1899], 12; Reichelt, B.B. 25 [1899], 244.) Compare Latin
nocti after diw (Bartholomae, I.F. 10 [1899], 13).

V. SUFFIXES

Suffix' -u- substantives.—This suffix forms nouns in all the
eight I.E. branches, except, perhaps, Albanian. Its formations
are not numerous in any language except Sanskrit, where there
is a fairly large number. Less than twenty are cited for Lithua-
nian (Leskien, Nomina 239), still fewer for O. Bulg. (Scholvin,
Arch. f. sl. Phil. 2 [1877], 508 f.; Leskien, Hdbch. 67), very
few for Celtic (Stokes, B.B. 11 [1886], 76 f.), and in Latin and
Gothic there is no considerable number. In Sanskrit the accent
of neuters is regularly on the root-syllable, and the evidence of
the Greek (vydwv, 8dpv, etc.) shows that this was the L.E. accent
for neuter u-stems. Masculines and feminines in Sanskrit are
accented either on the root-syllable or suffix. The Lithuanian
examples have prevailingly suffix accent. Gothic haidus (Skt.
keti-), sidus point to suffix accent. All grades of the root are
found. The formations are of all genders in Sanskrit, Avestan,
and Latin, masculine in Germanic, Lithuanian, and Slavic. (In
the last two all u-stem nouns of whatever suffix are masculine.)
No specific meaning attaches to the suffix -u-, but its formations
rarely, if ever, have the force of nomina action:s.

The only case where there seems to be any possibility of connecting
the suffix with a distinct semasiological category is that of words for
parts of the body. There is a considerable number of such, and possibly
a partial “adaptation,” such as noted in Gothic (see p. 10) is also to be
recognized for the I.E. period. Examples are: Skt. j@nu- n. “knee,” etc.;
Skt. bahi- m. f. “arm,” ete.; Skt. hdnu- f. “chin,” ete. (see below); Skt.

sdnu- m. n. “back.” Cf. also L. manus {f.

1 Here and elsewhere the term suffix is used without any implication that the formative
elements so designated are in all cases really additions to the root. In some cases the same
element appears in verb-forms, and may be regarded as a part of the root or base. But
when such an element has once become productive it is impossible to draw any sharp line
between forms in which it belongs to the root and those in which it does not. As a matter
of fact in the great majority of words these elements, whatever their origin, are actually
suffixes in the older sense of the term. But certain obvious cases like Skt. bhu-s are com-
monly designated as root-nouns.
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Examples:' Skt. dyu- n. ““life,” ayu- m. “living being,” Av.
ayu- n. “duration,” Grk. aidv, L. aevum, Goth. aiws ‘“time;”
Skt. janu- n. “knee,” Av. zanva,’ pl. “knees,” Grk. ydvv, L. geni
n., Goth. kniu n. “knee,” Eng. knee; Skt. ddru- n. “piece of
wood,” drid- n. “wood,” Av. da*ru- n. ‘“piece of wood,” dru- n.
“wood,” Grk. 8dpv n., O. Ir. daur n. “oak,” Goth. triu n. “tree,”
Lith. derva f. “resinous wood,” O.B. drévo n. “tree;” Skt. pdgu-
n. pagd- m. “cattle,” Av. pasu- m. “cattle,” L. pecus pecu, Umbr.
pequo ‘“pecua,”’ Goth. fathu n. “money,” Eng. fee, O. Lith. pekus
m. “cattle” (with k); Skt. bahd- m. f. “arm,” Av. bazu- m. “arm”
(nom. bazaus), Grk. mijxvs, O.H.G. buog “bend,” O.N. bogr
“bend;” Skt. mddhu- n. (Ved.) ‘“mead,” (class.) “honey,” Av.
madu- n. “honey,” Grk. uéfv n., O. Ir. mid n. “mead,” O.H.G.
meto “mead,” Eng. mead, Lith. mediis m. “honey,” O.B. medsi m.
“honey;” Skt. hdnu- f. “chin,” Grk. yévus f., L. genu-inus, O. Ir.
giun m. “mouth,” Goth, kinnus f. “chin,” Eng. chin.

Suffix -tu- substantives.—This suffix, like -u-, appears in all
the eight I.E. branches, except, perhaps, Albanian. It forms
chiefly or perhaps entirely nomina actionis. The few words with
the force of nomina agentis like Skt. mdntu- “counsellor,” Goth.
hliftus ‘‘thief,” no doubt originally had the force of nomina
actionis. Compare Skt. mdnfu- ‘counsel” with the developed
meaning seen in mdnfu- *counsellor.” An important division of
the nomina actionis in -tu- is that of the verbal abstracts (infini-
tives and supines). In Sanskrit the infinitives of this formation
constitute the great mass of words with the suffix -fu-, being
formed at will from any root. This is true of the supines in
Latin, Lithuanian, and Slavic, and, in Celtic, infinitives formed
with original suffix -fu- are not infrequent. In this use in verbal
abstracts the suffix -fu- is not found in Iranian or Germanic. In
the formation of substantives other than infinitives or supines,

1In the citation of examples no attempt is made to show the relative number of existing
forms in the different languages. Preference is given to words with cognate u-stems in
other languages, and to those whose derivation seems clear. Sanskrit and Avestan words
are given in the stem form. The precise phonetic equivalence of words cited as cognates is
not assumed.

2Brugmann, Grd. 12, 555, and others cite an Av. zanu-, but the only form extant is the
acc. pl. zanva, Yt. 1, 27, which as a u-stem form would be isolated in Avestan (cf. Jackson,
Av. Gr. §268), but would be regular if from a wo-stem. Hence it is hardly safe to assign to
Avestan the u-stem form zanu-. Mod. Pers., however, has zana * knee.”



14 HISTORY OF %u-STEMS IN GREEK

-tu- is used to form a fair number of words in Sanskrit, several in
Avestan, a few in Celtic, less than half a dozen in Lithuanian
(Leskien, Nomina 564), perhaps but one in O. Bulgarian, many
in Latin, and many in Germanic, especially in extensions of the
suffix -fu-. (See below.)

In Sanskrit the accent of infinitives, when simple, is on the
root-syllable, and this holds good also for most of the other San-
skrit stems in -fu-. In Lithuanian the accent varies, but the
material is too scanty to permit generalization. Lithuanian
supines have the accent on the root-syllable. In Germanic,
Gothic daupus, fripus, wulpus with others point to root accent,
and the words in -opu- to accent not on the suffix, while Goth.
JSlodus with others, and the words in -odu- point to suffix accent.
Greek nouns in -Tus are mainly oxytone. In Sanskrit the strong
(guna) grade of root is regular, but the weak and strengthened
grades appear (Whit., § 1161). Latin has both strong and weak
grades (Stolz, Hist. Gr. 548). In Germanic, Goth. puhfus m.
‘“conscience” to pugkjan, kustus m. “proof” to kiusan among
others show a weak grade of root. The strong grade appears in
leipu n. “cider,” I.E. root ler. In Lithuanian supines the strong
grade was original, but the weak has often entered through the
influence of the infinitives (Wiedemann, Hdbch. 123). O. Bul-
garian supines have the infinitive stem, and this varies, being
both strong and weak. In Sanskrit the words are of all genders,
but chiefly masculine, masculine in Latin, masculine in Gothic
with perhaps a few exceptions, while in West Grermanic there has
been a movement to the feminine of other abstracts. Greek
nouns in -7vs are fem. with one exception.

Examples: Skt. piti- m. ““food, drink,” Av. pitu- m. “food,”
Grk. wirus £, “pine,” O. Ir. ith m. “grain,” Lith. pétis pl. “noon,
midday meal;” Skt. sufu- f. “birth, pregnancy,” O.Ir. suth n.
“fetus;” Av. posu- m. “ford,” L. portus m., O.H.G. furt, “ford,”
Eng. ford; L. gustus m., Skt. }/jus “enjoy,” Goth. kustus m.
“test, proof;” L. vultus m., Goth. wulpus m. “glory;” O. Ir.
recht n. “‘right,” O.N. réftr m. “right;”” Goth. lespu n. “cider,”
Lith. lytas m. “rain,” 1/ lei “pour.”

In Latin the suffix is very productive, there being 99 sub-
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stantives in -fus or -sus in Plautus, and nearly 700 in all
writers up to the time of Hadrian. In the form -afu- the suffix
becomes productive in words denoting offices and official bodies,
as consulatus, magistratus, senatus, ete. (see Stolz, Hist. Gr. 548,
and for -afu- also Bloomfield, A.J.P. 12 [1891], 26). In Ger-
manic the widest influence of the fu-suffix is seen in the form
(Goth.) -assus, -inassus, (Eng.) -ness, starting from verbs in
(Goth.) -atjan. (Cf. Grk. -dfw.) This suffix is very frequent
in Geermanic, Old Norse alone being without it. Possibly in its
later forms outside of Gothic other suffixes than -fu- played a
part (Wilmanns, Deutsche Gr. 2, 355), but the Gothic forms
show that at least in the beginning the suffix was a fu-suffix.
{For the suffix as a whole see von Bahder, Verbalabstrakta 109 ff.)

Suffix -itu- substantives.— This forms nouns in Sanskrit,
Iranian, Greek, Germanic, and Lithuanian. It is rare except in
Lithuanian, where its numerous formations include primary
nomina actionss and both primary and secondary nomina agentis.
In Sanskrit and Avestan there are both nomina actionis and
nomina agentis. In Sanskrit the accent varies, in Lithuanian it
is never on the suffix. The gender is masculine in Sanskrit and
Lithuanian, masc. and fem. in Avestan and Germanic. The suffix
is clearly Indo-Iranian, and probably Indo-European, though
there is no conclusive evidence for the latter.

Examples: Skt. ddsyu- m. a demon, Av. dahyu- f. “country,
nation,” O.P. dahyu- f. (nom. dahyaws) ¢province, district;”
Skt. manyu- m. “mind,” Av. ma'nyu- m. “spirit;” Skt. mriyu-
m. ‘“death,” Av. mor°yu- m. “death,” perhaps Armen. marh
mah ‘“death,” Hitibschmann, Armen. Gr. 472; Lith. gyrius m.
“renown,”’ girti “celebrate;” Lith. stégius m. “roofer,” stégti
“cover;” Lith. b@sius m. “barefooted one,” basas ‘barefooted.”
For the numerous Lithuanian examples see Leskien, Nomina.

Suffix -nu- substantives.—This is rare in any language. It
forms nouns in Sanskrit, Avestan, Greek, Latin, Celtic, Germanic,
Lithuanian (one example), and Old Bulgarian. The gender
varies. In Sanskrit the accent is usually on the ending (except
neuters, which have root-accent), and the root has the weak
grade as a rule. The Avestan suffix -snu- (Jackson, Av. Gr,,



16 HISTORY OF u-STEMS IN GREEK

§ 807) is simply an extension of -nu-, originating without doubt
in words where s was part of the original stem.

Examples: Skt. ddnu- n. “drop, dew,” Av. danu- n. “ river;”
Skt. dheni- f. “cow,” Av. daénu- f. “‘cow,” Skt. 1/dha ‘“suck;”
Skt. bhani- m. ““light,” Av. banu- m. “light, ray;” Skt. suni- m.
“son,” Av. hunu- m, “son,” Goth. sunus m. “son,” Lith. sunits m.
“son,” O.B. syni m. “son;”’ Goth. padrnus m. “thorn,” O.B.
tringt m. “thorn,” Skt. {rna- m. “blade of grass.” Latin examples
are: sinus m., ptnus f. (also o-stem), cornét n., and perhaps
manus f.

Suffix -ru- substantives.—This is very rare in any language.
It forms nouns in Sanskrit, Avestan, Greek, Germanic, and
Lithuanian. It is doubtful in Latin (except in lacruma) and
Old Bulgarian. Its forms are neuter in Sanskrit (except ¢dtru-
“enemy”) and Avestan, masculine in Germanic and Lithuanian.

Examples: Skt. dgru- n. ‘““tear,” Av. asru- “tear”: Grk. ddcpv
n., L. lacruma dacruma; Skt. ¢déru- m. “enemy”: Grk. kdros,
but the suffix may be -fru- not -ru-.

In Latin the suffix is possibly seen in fonitrus, and is certain
only in the extended lacru-ma. In Lithuanian (Leskien, Nomina
440) the suffix is perhaps only a variant beside -ra-. In Old
Bulgarian Miklosich, 2, 53, gives dar *‘gift,”” and mard ¢ peace,
world,” but neither is given by Leskien, Hdbch. 67, or Scholvin,
Arch. f. slav. Phil. 2 (1877), 508 f.

Suffix -gu- substantives.—This is apparently the suffix of
Lithuanian Zmogus “man” (Leskien, Nomina 524), and with it
has been compared the -yv- in Cretan, mpeiyus, etc. (cf. Brug.,
Grd. 2, 261). Another possible example is Av. driyu- ‘“poor,”
perhaps related to Skt. ddridra- m. ‘“beggar, stroller,” y/drda
“run.” Giles, Proc. Cambridge Phil. Soc. 25-27 (1891), 14 £,
takes L. augur from au- (= avi-) and the same suffix as in
mpéa-Bu-s, Skt. vanargu- “wandering in the forest,” Lith. Zmogus;
so also Stolz, Hist. Gr. 156. Otherwise Zimmermann, Rh.M. 55
(1900), 486.

Other, rare, suffixes containing u are: -aku- (Skt., Whit.,
§1181, d); -mu- (Av. gar’mu- m. “heat”); -su- (Skt., Lindner,
Nominalbildung, § 97); -thu- (Skt. and Av., Whit. § 1164;
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Jackson, Av. Gr., § 794); -tru- (Skt., Whit., § 1185, g); -vanu-
(Skt., Whit., § 1170, ¢); Lith. -iszius-, -orius- borrowed from
Slavic (Leskien, Nomina 599, 447); -szu- variant of -sza- in
Lithuanian (Leskien, 598); -lu- only in Lithuanian (Leskien,
470).

B. ADJECTIVES

I. AS A DECLENSIONAL TYPE

The u-declension of adjectives is preserved in Sanskrit, Aves-
tan, and Greek. Old Persian has one u-stem adjective with a
few forms. Gothic has the nom. sg. masc. and fem. and the
nom.-acc. neuter. The genitive is represented by filaus. Lith-
uanian w-stem adjectives have the wu-stem forms always in the
nom.-acc. sg., and nom. pl.,, but in the definite adjectives only
in the nom.-ace. sg.

II. TRANSFER TO OTHER DECLENSIONS

In Latin the u-stem adjectives have gone over to the i-stems,
Skt. tami-, L. tenuis. A very few may have become o-stems,
Skt. cdru-, L. carus (cf. Stolz, Hist. Gr. 456). The only relics
of u-stem adjectives seem to be acu-, in acu-pedius (Festus), and
idus. There are no u-stem adjectives in Oscan-Umbrian.

In Gothic all cases except those named above have gone over
to the jo-stems. The transfer in Germanic outside of Gothic
has also been in the main to the o-, jo-stems.

In Lithuanian, except in the cases named above, the jo-stem
forms are used, save that in the instr. sg. (dialectically and in
Old Lithuanian), gen. sg., and instr. pl., u-stem forms are also
found. In the definite adjectives all cases except the nom.-acc.
sg. are of the jo-stem form.

In Slavic u-stem adjectives have been transferred to the o-stems
or have been extended by added suffixes.

III. TRANSFER IN WHOLE OR IN PART TO %U-STEMS OF WORDS BELONGING
ORIGINALLY TO OTHER STEMS

Brugmann, Grd. 2, 724, gives Skt. perd-m to peris “passing
through,” jigyubhis to jigyds ‘‘victorious,” Av. jagauram to
Jagauris “watchful” as instances of transfer from the perfect
active participle (weak stem -us) to u-stems.
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In Lithuanian there is frequent transfer of o-stem adjectives to
u-stems, the forms in -as and -us often appearing side by side in
the same word.

IV. FORMATION OF THE FEMININE

The fem. of wu-stem adjectives is formed in Sanskrit, Avestan,
Greek, Germanic, and Lithuanian by the addition of the suffix -7
-3G. In Sanskrit, however, it could also be formed with @ by
transfer to the #-declension, and, less often, the same form was
used for the fem. as for the masc. In Gothic also the nom. sg. fem.
was always the same as the nom. sg. masc., while the other cases
were formed with the 7-suffix. The use of -7 is Indo-European,
and it exerted great influence on the u-stems as a whole, being a
chief factor in the complete transfer to ¢-stems in Latin, and in
the partial transfer to jo-stem forms in the masc. and neuter in
Lithuanian and Gothie.

V. SUFFTXES

Suffix -u- adjectives.— This forms adjectives in Sanskrit,
Avestan, Old Persian (one example), Greek, Celtic, Germanic,
and Lithuanian. They are numerous in Sanskrit, far outnumber-
ing the substantives with «-suffix, much less common in Avestan,
far more numerous in Greek than the substantives in -us or -v not
belonging to the -us -vos type, infrequent in Celtic or Geermanic,
but very numerous in Lithuanian, here again far outnumbering
the substantives with suffix -u-. The accent of adjectives in -u
(of whatever u-suffix) was shown by Bezzenberger, B.B. 2 (1878),
123 ff., to have been originally on the suffix. His list of Vedic
examples is about in the proportion of five to one in favor of this
rule. He also cites a long list of Lithuanian adjectives that follow
the rule and only a few that do not. Greek adjectives in -vs are
regularly oxytone, there being less than half a dozen exceptions.
Goth. hardus to Grk. kpatis and O.H.G. durri, O.N. purr also point
to accent on the suffix. Goth. pasrsus as an exception is weak-
ened by O.H.G. durri, ete. (cf. Kluge, Nom. Stammbildungslehre,
§182). The root appears in different grades, and there seems to
be no special significance attaching to -u- as an adjective suffix.
For the suffix in Sanskrit see especially Whitney, Skt. Gr., § 1178.
In Lithuanian the suffix is primary and secondary. In the first use
it has a general adjectival force, in the second it forms derivatives
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from substantives and has the force of L. -osus, Grk. -es, being
especially frequent in this use (Leskien, Nomina 244 and 259).

Examples: Skt. agu- “swift,” Av. asu- “swift,” Grk. oxis, L.
ocior, acu-pedium (Festus), perhaps accipiter for *acu-peter
(Lindsay, L.L. 259; J. Schmidt, Plur. 174); Skt. urd- “wide,”
Av. vo*ru- “broad,” Grk. edpis; Skt. gurd- “heavy,” Av. go*ru-
(in a compound) “opposing,” Grk. Bapis, Goth. kasrus “heavy”
(cf. Skt. dgru- “unmarried,” Av. ayru- “non gravida”); Skt.
tani- “thin,” Grk. Tavi-yAwoaos, L. tenuis, O. Ir. tana, O.H.G.
dunni, O.B. timi-kii “thin;” Skt. frsi- “eager, desirous,” Goth.
bairsus “dry,” O.H.G. durre “dry;” Skt. purd- “much,” Av.
po¥ru- “full,”” O.P. paru- “much,” Grk. mords, O. Ir. ¢ “much,”
Gooth. filu n. “much;” Skt. prthd- “broad,” Av. por°0u- ““broad,”
Grk. mAatis, Lith. platis “broad;” Skt. raghd- ‘“fleet, Grk.
é\ayis, Av. rovi- f. “the swift one;” Skt. svadid- “sweet,” Grk.
78vs, L. sudvis, Eng. sweet; Skt.vdsu- “good,” Av. vohu- “good,”
O.P. vahu- (in nomen propr. compound), O. Ir. fiu “worthy.”

Suffix -tu- adjectives.—This forms a very few adjectives in
Sanskrit, as dhatu- “drinkable,” tapyati- “glowing, hot” (Whit.,
§1161). It is probable that these are transfers to u-stems of
-ata forms (pacata, etc., Whit.,, § 1176, ¢). So in Lithuanian
the suffixes -fu-, -stu-, -sztu- appear along with -ta-, -sta-, -szta-
in the formation of a few adjectives (Leskien, Nomina 556-59).
The suffix in Lithuanian is no doubt simply a by-form of -ta-, and
in no sense an inherited suffix.

Suffix -wu- adjectives.— This forms a few adjectives in Sanskrit
(see Whitney, § 1165, ). For “secondary yu” in forming adjec-
tives from nominal and pronominal stems see Whitney, § 1178,
h, 7. In this use it generally has the force of ‘desiring or seek-
ing after,” and is fairly common.

In Lithuanian, adjectives in -7u- are very doubtful (Leskien,
Nomina 3826). It may be said that outside of Sanskrit the suffix
-1u- does not form adjectives.

Suffix -nu- adjectives.—This forms a very few adjectives in
Sanskrit, in the forms -nu- and -anu- (Whit., § 1162, b, ¢), a very
few in Avestan, and a few in Lithuanian, which, however, are
closely associated with those in -na- (Leskien, 355ff.). The
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suffix -snu- found in Sanskrit is an extension of the suffix -nu-,
originating no doubt in words where s was part of the stem. Cf.
Whitney, §1194.  So also Skt. -tnu-, Whit., § 1196.

Examples: Skt. grdhni- “hasty,” 1/grdh “be eager;” Skt.
tapni- “burning,” 1/tap “warm;” Av. z6isnu- ‘“‘unclean,” Bar-
tholomae, Z.D.M.G. 50 (1896), 689; Jackson, A.J.P. 12 (1891), 68.

Suffix -ru- adjectives.— This apparently forms a few adjectives
in Sanskrit, and one or two in Avestan, but in the absence of
cognates from other languages it cannot be determined whether
the suffix is -ru- or -lu-. No certain examples of ru-adjectives
are found in Geermanic (Kluge, Nominalstammbildungslehre® 94,
197). In Lithuanian the suffix forms a fair number of adjectives.
These outnumber those in -ra-, with which they are closely
associated (Leskien, Nomina 440 ff.).

Examples: Skt. patdru- “flying,” 1/pat “fly;” Skt. vanddru-
“praising,” Av. vandru- “desiring,” Skt. 1/vand “greet;” Lith.
gaidrus, gédrus, and gédras *“bright, clear” (of weather): ¢paidpds.

Suffix -lu- adjectives.—This forms a few adjectives in Sanskrit
and Greek, one or two in Germanic, and a small number in Lith-
uanian, where they outnumber those in -la-.

Examples: Skt. dhari- “sucking,” Grk. 0jivs, Skt. /dha
“suck;” Skt. bhird- ‘“timid,” Lith. bailas “fearful;” Kluge
(Nom. 193) cites only Goth. aglus “heavy” as certain. For
Lithuanian see Leskien, Nomina 468. For Skt. -alu- see Whit-
ney, § 1227, b.

Other, rare, suffixes containing « are: -aku- (Skt., Whit.,
§1181, d); -ku- in Lith. (Leskien, 507); -mu- in Skt. stamai-
“thundering” to 1/stan “thunder” (Lindner, Altindische Stamm-
bildung, § 75; Wackernagel, Ai. Gr. 14); -su- in Skt. according
to Lindner, § 97, but doubtful. In Lith. -su- forms a few adjec-
tives, but is merely a by-form of -sa-. (Cf. Leskien, 597.)

II. U-STEMS
A. NOUNS
L AS A DECLENSIONAL TYPE

The w-declension is preserved in Sanskrit, Avestan, Greek, and
Old Bulgarian. Latin has it only in the root-nouns sis and gris.
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These have the acc. sg. suem, gruem like Grk. 6ppia, etc., and in
the nom. pl. the 7-stem ending -és, not differing in this respect
from other stems in Latin which follow the cons. declension. The
dat.-abl. pl. siubus is the #-stem form, while suibus, gruibus are
after the i-stems. Leskien, Nomina 241 ff., sees the type also in
four Lettic feminines, pluralia tantum.

Some of the forms are clearly root-stems in which the u is a
part of the root, e. g., L. sis, etc., but the type is not limited to
such, as shown by Skt. ¢gvagri-, O.B. svekry, etc. Nouns in @
are all feminine except a very few somewhat doubtful masculines
in Sanskrit, and a masculine or two in Greek. In Sanskrit they
are all oxytone (Whitney, 355, ¢), and in Greek the accent is
on the ultima almost without exception.

II. TRANSFER TO OTHER STEMS

In Latin it would seem from socrus that #-stems (other than
root-stems) became u-stems. The shortening before the m in the
acc. sg. socrtim would make that form identical with the acc. sg.
of short u-stems, and leveling probably caused the transfer of the
remaining cases. In the modern Slavic languages #-stems have
been lost, going over mainly to the a-stems. Isolated instances
of transfer elsewhere are: Goth. swathro (om-stem), O.B. *kry
kriivi (d-stem), Lith. zuvis (¢-stem).

Examples: Skt. gvagri- “mother-in-law,” O.B. svekry, L.
socrus (ti-stem), Goth. swathrs, with same meaning; Skt. tanu- £.
“body,” Av. tanu- f. “body;” Skt. nrté- m. “dancer,” nriyat
“dance;” O.B. Liuby £. ““love,” L. lubet, etc.; O.B. dély f. “heal-
ing, cure,” Goth. hails “well,” Eng. hale, whole; Skt. bhu- f.
“earth,” Skt. 1/bhit “become;” Skt. bhru- “brow,” Grk. oppis,
Lith. bruvis “brow,” Eng. brow; Skt. vadha-' f. “bride,” Lith.
vedn, O.B. vedg “I lead.” For further examples see Whitney,
Skt. Gr. 355, c.

B. ADJECTIVES

Sanskrit alone has the #-declension of adjectives. Here the
suffix -- is used in forming feminines to masculine adjectives in
-ii. They constitute the bulk of Sanskrit #-stems.

1Uhlenbeck, ai. etym., Worterbuch, s.‘ v. vadhus, cites Av. vadu-, wnich I have not been
able to find.
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No other form of #-suffix than the simple -i#- seems to appear. (For
Grk. -r5- see p. 46). Evidence for @-stems from other derivative suffixes
is scanty. The suffix -2tko-, which forms a few adjectives in Sanskrit
and Latin and a noun or two in Greek and Old Bulgarian (Brug., Gxd. 2,
256; Whit., § 1180 f.), probably arose by the addition of the suffix -ko-
to a #-stem. So the suffix -t@ti-, which forms a few nouns in Latin,
Celtic, and Gothic, as well as the Latin -t#do-, may point to a suffix -ta-
(Cf. Pokrowskij, KZ. 35 [1899], 247; Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 [1892], 333).



U-STEMS IN GREEK

A. NOUNS

I, NOUNS IN -Us -V, GEN, -€os (ATTIC -€ws), REPRESENTING THE ORIGINAL TYPE I
(SHORT u-STEMS)

The stem-suffix appears in the three forms -v-, -¢¢-, and -f-. The
last two are followed by the case-endings of the consonant stems.
In its declension of this type, Greek differs from the related lan-
guages chiefly in its extension of the strong form -ef- to cases
which have the weak form in other languages. The form -¢-, that
is, -u-, is confined to certain cases of vils, ydvv, and 8dpv. As
normal representatives of the declension of this type may be
taken ¢ miixvs and 7o doTv.

The nom. sg. in -vs and -v is parallel to the forms in related
languages and calls for no remark.

In all dialects except Attic, so far as there is any evidence, the
gen. sg. has -eos from -ef-o5. Greek stands alone in this form,
Skt. -0s, Goth. -aus, Lith. -Gus pointing to an L.E. gen. -eus or
-ous for u-stems. The Attic -ews is explained as due to the influ-
ence of molews from Homeric mdinos by change of quantity, this
with 7 after the loc. (dat.) sg. moAni. (So, for example, Brug.,
Gr. Gr.’ 224). Tt is possible that the -éws of nouns in -evs had a
share in making -ews the regular Attic gen. for u-stems. The
form doTews occurs without exception on Attic inscriptions, e. g.,
CIA. 2, 584 (318-307 B. C.), C.L.A. 2, 379 (229 B. C.), ete,,
(d]aTeos, Ditt.* 541, 5, of 421 B. C. in Attic alphabet = doTews).
Phrynichus (Lobeck, 245; Rutherford, 318) wrongly gives the
gen. sg. as mijyeos (cf. K.B., § 126, anm. 7), but Photius, 429, 7,
p. 316, bids us say mixews not wiyovs. Etym. Mag. 687, 11, gives
mpéaPews, mixews, mehécews as Attic, citing mpéoBuos apparently
as non-Attic. The usage of later Atticists was not always in
accordance with the evidence of the inscriptions, Philostratus and
Strabo, for example, having forms in -eos (Schmid, Atticismus IV,
20, 586, III, 25). In Aesch. Suppl. 490 at the close of an iambic
line, most MSS. read doreos. In Soph. O.R. 762, also at the end

23
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of a line, dorews is read. But Euripides has undoubted instances
where the long vowel is demanded, e. g., EL 246, Ph. 842. (K.B,
§126, anm. 2). The non-Attic literary dialects, Epic, Ionic,
Doric, show the gen. sg. -cos. Zolic happens not to have the
gen. sg., but has other forms of the same declension. The evi-
dence from inscriptions is scanty but decisive for the -eos form,
e. g., Beeotian [f]domos S.G.D.I. 491, 3 = C.L.G.S. 3170, 3,
with ¢ for € before a vowel; cf. Beeotian 6iuds; Cretan viéos,
L.G. VI, 3.

The dat. sg. is a loc. sg. in origin and has -ei (-e) from -e-,
parallel to Vedic -av? in sundvs.

The acc. sg. has -vv -v, parallel to the forms in related lan-
guages, LE. -um -u. For vica, etc., see below under vivs.

The voe. sg. in -v has a parallel in Goth. -u, Av. -u, but Skt.
-0, Lith. a#, O.B. -u show forms going back to L.E. -ex or -ou.

The nom. pl. in -ees (-ets) from -e-es shows the normal form
parallel to Skt. -avas, etc. The uncontracted form -ees' seems to
have prevailed everywhere except in Attic. For the literary evi-
dence see K.B., § 127. The only inscriptional forms are: Alolic
mpéoBees, S.G.D.I. 281, A33 (333 B. C.); Acragas mpéoPecs,
S.G.D.I1. 4254, 11; Cretan viées, L.G. VII, 25, 22; Delphian
wpés | Bes, S.G.D.I. 2506, 87 (277 B. C.), probably the xows
form. There is no inscriptional evidence for adjectives, so far as
I have noted.

The gen. pl. in -ewv from -er-wv is, like the gen. sg., an example
of the extension of the strong form of the suffix to weak cases.
Herodian I, 428, gives mijyewv and mehérewr as Attic. Photius
816 says mriyewv not myxdv, as also miyxews not miyovs. C.LA.
IT add. 834, C. 15 (324 B. C.) has mijyewr bis. The contracted
form myydv is late (cf. K.B., § 126, anm. 7). A Pergamene
inscription of the time of Trajan shows mnydv.

The dat. pl. in -eot is a loc. pl. in origin, but with -es: instead
of -voe after the analogy of the nom.-gen. pl. (so Brugmann, Gr.
Gr.* 237). Homer has me\ékegor (also Corinna) with the ending
which is so widespread in the third declension, especially in the
Aolic dialects, and is usually explained as an extension from
s-stems (Brug., Gr. Gr.*, §§ 271 and 273, 1; G. Meyer, Gr. Gr.,
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§ 376; Smyth, Tonic 378; otherwise, K.B., § 118, 10, anm. 9, and
Wackernagel, I.F. 14 [1903], 373-375).

In the acc. pl. Cretan alone shows the original ending -us,
L.G. IV, 40, vidvs (cf. Goth. sununs). Schulze, Com. Phil.
Gryph. (1887) 17, holds that Homer had an acc. pl. in -Us from
-vrs. In Homer mo)éos, molées, moléwy are found forty-two times,
never suffering contraction or synizesis except in two instances,
in one of which emendation is easy, while in the other the line is
considered spurious. This being true of the gen. sg. and nom.-
gen. pl,, it is surprising that in eighteen occurrences of the acc.
pl. of moAds no less than eight must be read as dissyllables. This
dissyllabic form appears in the MSS. sometimes as mo\éas (II. 1,
559; Il 2, 4; Od. 3, 262), sometimes as moheis (IL 15, 66, etc.),
and sometimes with variation between the two. It is unlikely
that ea would contract more readily than eo or ee. Homer does
not have the nom. pl. 7oXeis, and Schulze first pointed out that it
is unlikely that a nom. form -es would be employed as an ace.
before it was in use as a nom. We are not justified in assuming
that moAéas contracted while mo\ées did not, nor that moheis is to
be taken as the correct form of the dissyllabic accusatives, and as
a nom. pl. form used in the accusative.

Schulze therefore concluded that Homer used a form in -us
from -urss. This view is borne out by the evidence of the related
languages and by Cretan widws, as well as by the reading moAds
ascribed to Zenodotus by the scholiast on Il. 2, 4, and now
accepted by Fick and Christ. Against this view may be urged
the direct statement of the scholiast (loc. cif.) that the acc. pl. in
-3s is confined to nouns in -vs -vos, and the fact that the sole tradi-
tional support for -Us is this reading of Zenodotus.

Wackernagel, I.F. 14 (1903), 369 £., seeks to show -that the
acc. pl. forms in -eis are from -evs, which has displaced the original
-uvs under the influence of other cases with e, just as -eo¢ arose
for -vov in the dat. pl. (Brugmann, Kurze Gr. 392, accepts Wacker-
nagel’s view as probable.) His theory has the advantage of retain-
ing the form -ets, which has traditional support, but the weight of
this is lessened by the fact that -eis can perfectly well be due to
the Attic form familiar to the editor, while -Us in short v-stems
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would get no such support. On the other hand it is reasonably
certain that the gen. sg. -efos for -evs or -ros and the gen. pl. -erov
for -fwv arose in proethnic Greek, probably also the dat. pl. -ede
(unfortunately here the Cretan has only the analogical vidat), yet
these left the accusative forms unaffected, as the -vv of all dialects
and the Cretan vitrs show. The -exs could not therefore belong
to this stratum, and the later dialectic encroachment of € in the
accusative forms was accompanied by the consonantal endings,
i. e, <(F)a, -€(F)as. A dialectic substitution of -evs for -uvis is
only a degree more plausible than would be an acc. sg. -ev for -v».

So far as the Attic accusative in -es is concerned, there is no
question of priority to forbid its being a nominative form used as
an accusative, for, as far as we know, Attic had nom. pl. -es from
the earliest historical period. There are parallels to this usage
elsewhere, e. g., the nom. pl. of the Latin fourth declension in -us
is best taken as an accusative form (so Lindsay, L.L. 398; Brug.,
Kurze Gr. 391), and the “contracted” nom. pl. of the --vs, -vos
declension is an accusative form (Brug., Gr. Gr.® 266), and the
fact that Attic does not have -es for -as (see Wackernagel) is not
a serious objection.

The forms in -eas in use in Homer and Herodotus are further
examples of the extension of the strong form of the suffix -ec- and
the consequent adding of the consonant ending -as.

The nom.-acc. pl. neuter in -ea, from -ef-a, has the a of the
cons. stems (see above, p. 8). The Attic -y is after the analogy
of the s-stems, Wackernagel, K.Z. 25 (1881), 272. Pindar,
Nem. 10, 5, has dory, Bacchylides 13, 155, dorea. C.I.G. Ins.
I, 3, 202 (metrical, third or fourth century B. C.) has dorea.
The peculiar form aisrea occurs B.C.H. 24 (1900), 71, in a
metrical inscription from Beeotia of the third century B. C. For
the ¢ see Solmsen, Rh.M. 58 (1903), 614.

The dual nom.-acc. in -ee (Attic -e.) from -ec-¢, has the usual
-€ of the Greek nom.-acc. dual. On this - see Brug., Gr. Gr.?
231; Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892), 381; J. Schmidt, K.Z. 27
(1885), 292. Herodian II, 324, says that the nominative of the
dual in the orators is 7@ mpéoBy, from mpéoBus, mpéaBeos, but
that the form wpesB# in Aristophanes (Fr. 495, Dd.) is from
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mpea Bevs, Tod mpeaBéos. The dual Td mpéoBer occurs on an inscrip-
tion of Carpathus, Ditt.” 69, 45 and 56 = C.1.G. Ins. I, 977 (fourth
century B.C.), » and 75 are on the stone, but € is used for e. So
the Attic viel (written huie) occurs on an inscription, C.LA. iv,
418, 9 (before 418 B. C.). Kirchhoff transcribes vi#j, but cf.
Meisterhans®, footnote, 1205.

The dual gen.-dat. -€ow from -ef-or has the usual ending
added to the strong form of the suffix. For the -ow see Brug.,
Gr. Gr.? 232, with the literature cited.

So far as there is any evidence, it has been shown that the
type -us -v, -eos extends throughout the dialects. This is in strik-
ing contrast to the ¢-stems, which, outside of Attic-Ionic, and in
Ionic also in large measure, have the declension of the z- 4-stems,
gen. -tos, nom. pl. -tes. Most short u-stems have gone over to the
declension of the long #-stems in Greek, but in the few substan-
tives where the short u-declension has been preserved it is found
not merely in Attic or Attic-Ionic, but also in other dialects.

The only nouns in Greek declined according to this type are:
7 éyxeAvs, 0 mENekys, 6 whHYYS, 6 wpéoPus, o vivs, and the neuters
doTv, @Y, c@pv, and perhaps wlov. Like these are declined the
adjective compounds with mé\exvs, mijyvs, or mpéoBus as final .
member. See below, p. 62. Wackernagel, K.Z. 25 (1881), 272,
assumes a form *8evdpuv- to account for 8évdpn, etc., but there
seems to be no reason why these should not be from &évdpos as
usually taken. For nydww and 8dpv, which belong more closely
with this type than with any other, but which do not conform to
it as a whole, see below, pp. 35f. Homer has a pl. xdea, koeae
from which Schmidt, editor of Hesychius, s. v. kvvimopa, infers
a sg. «@v like w@v to pl. wwea, but the sg. kwas is found in Homer,
and from this the «oea is usually taken.

éyxelvs varies in declension, having forms of the -vs -vos type,
especially in the plural. Homer has only the pl. éyxéives.
Archilochus has éyyxéivas. According to Tryphon in Athenzeus
7, 299, chap. 54, Attic declined the singular like 7ijyvs -ews, but
the plural like nouns in -vs -vos. So also Zlius Dionys. ap.
Eustath. 1231, 35 =ed. Schwabe 72 and 150, 15. Aristophanes
has éyxéews, éyxérewv, and éyyéreow. According to Bonitz’
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Index, Aristotle uses the nom. sg. éyxelvs, the gen. sg. dyxérews
and éyyéAvos, nom. pl. éyxérvs, éyyxérves, éyxéres (once v. 1. -18es),
gen. pl. -Ywv, -lwv, -éwv, dat. pl. -vai, -eor. The grammarians are
inclined to take the forms éyyéiews éyyéiewv from a nom. sg.
éyxenss.  So Bekker, A.G. 1366. For the usage in other writers
see especially Thesaurus, s. v., and also K.B., § 126, anm. 3, 441.

méhexvs has the dat. pl. meréevor in Alian H.A. xvii, 44, but
in xiv, 29 the regular mehécesi. Hesychius, s. v. Zreén has
mwenékvos (cf. Lobeck, Phryn. 246).

The grammarians mention forms in -vos from mpésBus and take

the gen. mpéoBews from mpéosBis. So Etym. Mag. 687, 11, mpéo-
Bis . ... amo Tob mwpéoPBis mpéaPuios, mpéoPees mwpéoPers .
K vetar 10 mpéoPBus mpéaPBuos kai mwpéoPews ‘ATTikds Kai EoTt
TpiTov peta TV THXews kal Teékews oeonuewpévov. Choero-
boscus 234, 23 = Bekker, A.G. 1413 = Gram. Greci, iv, 1, 233, 6,
says the feminine is 7 mpéoBus Tijs mpésBuos and the masculine in
Doric is mpéoyvs mpéoyvos, and that mpéoBis mpéoBews means
“ambassador,” while mpéoBvs means yépwr. Of. also schol. Arist.
Ach. 93. Cheroboscus ap. Hdn. ii, 707, cites a voc. mpéosBis and
an ace. mpéoBw.

The gen. sg. of vids is given as vios not viéws. See below,
p. 32.

Of the neuters, d@oTv is the only one in frequent use.

7@v is found only in Homer and Hesiod, in Homer only in the
forms wdv, Twea, waoest, in Hesiod only 7@ea. The grammarian
in Cramer, Anecd. Ox. 3, 255, says 70 7w&v is declined like wéfv,
wdy woves wow, and that the poet (Homer) made the pl. woea
from another sg. mwas just as he had x@as and pl. kwea.

The word odpv has the gen. cwpews in Diosc. 5, 119, and in
the Hippiatrica (an anonymous work of the Middle Ages on
medicine), but Pliny 34, 29, has soryos. The Thesaurus says
the genitive should be corrected to cwpvos (which Pliny has), or
the nominative should be taken as odpi. The gen. soreos is
found in Celsus 6, 9. o@p: is found in Democritus. (Galen has
the word frequently, but always in the form odpv.

L. and 8. 5. v., and K.B., § 126, give piov as belonging to the
same declension as doTv, though also with the gen. -vos. The



U-STEMS IN GREEK 29

Thesaurus does not give the genitive in -ews at all, but thinks on
the basis of the Latin use of the word that it may have been used
as an indeclinable, when not declined in -v -vos. None of the
references in L. and S. or in the Thesaurus, so far as I know, has
the genitive in -ews, and K.B. give no references. Lobeck, Phryn.
288, in commenting on oiwnm cwimews and olvary Gwdmrvos says:
“sic Tod BpdBuos Jul. Afric. Cest. 16, 294. 70D ulovos et Tod piloews
apud materiae medicae scriptores, itemque oépews et cwpews.” In
his index Lobeck gives the reference to uioews under wiot not piov.
Certain it is that such words (mostly of foreign origin) for plants,
metals, and medicines were greatly confused among the late writers.
So Phrynichus, loc. cit. supra, tells us not to say aivam:, but vdamv,
and the declension varied as given above. At any rate, the gen.
plovos is by far the most frequent, if that in -ews occurs at all. I
have found the form in -vos in the following: Diosc. 5, 117; Celsus
5,19,§8; Galen (ed. Kithn), Vol. XIX, p. 736 bis; Hippocrates
(ed. Littré) vi, 422, in two MSS., others having wiouos, vii, 354,
with no v. L, vii, 414, § 98, one MS. having ulov, viii, 170, § 76,
with no v. L.

In modern Greek no distinction exists between the declensions of
original short u-stems and original long d-stems, both having been
merged with stems the vowel of whose final syllable, 5 or ¢, had become
identical in pronunciation with v. See Hatzidakis, Neugr. Gram. 380;
Jannaris, Hist. Grk. Gr., §§ 389, 390, 398, 399; Thumb, Neugr. Volks-
sprache 36, § 70, 2.

vits.! Exclusive of the o-stem forms, vids presents the follow-
ing: Nom. sg.: vids Lac. S.G.D.I. 4402 = Cauer 4=1.G.A. 54,
the only example of the stem vid- in Laconian (Boisacq, Dial.
Dor. 145), Cretan L.G. ix, 40, vidis mistake for vivs L.G. xii, 17;
vihis Attic vase, Klein, Gr. Vasen 72 = C.I.G. 8202, and vihs
Klein, 72=C.1.G. 8203, mistake for wvihds; vvs, Attic, C.I.A. iv,

1 Miller, Mélanges (1868) 291; Baunack, Curt. Stud. 10 (1878), 88 f.; Nauck, Mélanges
(1875-1880) iv, 102; Hartel, Zeitsch. f. dst. G. 27 (1876), 628; Wackernagel, K.Z. 25 (1881), 291;
Osthoff, M.U. iv (1881), 185 adn. 2; Bergk, Poetae Melici (1882) 534; Baunack, Inschr. v. Gort.
71 (1885) ; Schulze, Com. Phil. Gryph. 20 ff. (1887) ; Kretschmer, K.Z. 29 (1888), 470f., Vasen
Inschr. 187 (1894) ; Allen, Papers of Am. School at Athens iv (1888), 71 f.; Delbriick, Die Indo-
germ. Verwandtschaftsnamen 455 (1889) ; Kithner-Blass, Gr. Gr. (1890) 138; La Roche, Beitrage
zur gr. Gram. 1 (1893), 222 ff., especially valuable for review of forms, Homerische Unters.
46; Brugmann, Grd. 2, 299 f., I2 182, 270 f., Gr. Gr.3, §§ 14, 29, 183; Meisterhans, Att. Inschr.3 144
(1900) ; Herwerden, Lexicon suppl. et dial. s. v. (1902); Ehrlich, K.Z. 38 (1902), 89. In the
following pages on vivs the abbreviation loc. cit. will refer to the works here cited.
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1, b, 873, 107, metrical sixth century B. C. (C.L.A. i, 398, is
usually taken as metrical, and if so seems to have the first syllable
short, Usener, altgr. Versbau 30. But cf. Baunack, Inschr. v.
Gort. 71; Allen, loc. cit., 55, 71; Ehrlich, loc. cif., who read it
Uis as one long syllable. Meisterhans, loc. cif., suggests that it
may be a prose inscription); Js Attic, C.LA. iv, 1, b, 873, 94,
metrical sixth century B. C.; #is hypothetical form, a figment
of the grammarian, Etym. Mag. 553, 15; cf. 775, 20; vis or vis
attributed to Simonides, see Bergk, loc. cit., Miller, loc. cit.

Gen. sg.: vies Homer. Whether Thessalian HYIOZ of the
Sotairos inscription belongs here (hvios) or is to be understood
as hiios, gen. sg. of #is, is still uncertain. See Solmsen, Inscr.
Graecae ad inlustr. Dialectos sel. 21, footnote 10, with literature
cited; viéos Homer, Cretan, L.G. vi, 3, Attic MSS., see La Roche,
loc. cit., 223; véos Attic, C.LA. ii, 1513 (400-350 B. C.); viéws
called pseudattic by Phrynichus (Lobeck, 68; Ruth. 141), see
La Roche, loc. cit., 223; vifjos Attic metrical, time of Empire,
C.I.A. iii, 914, 1.

Dat. sg.: vit Homer, Hesiod ; viéi Homer, Hesiod ; viet Homeric
doubtful (see K.B., § 435), Argive, S.G.D.I. 3297, 2, prose, time
of Empire, Attic, S.G.D.I. 1597, 4, from Dodona, but in Attic
dialect, stone has NIEI, Attic MSS., La Roche, loc. cit., 224,
Elatea, metrical, third or fourth century B. C.in B.C.H. 10 (1886),
367; vine late Epic.

Acc. sg.: vigr Arcad. S.G.D.I. 1183, Cretan, L.G. vi, 12, x, 15;
via Homer, Anianian, S.G.D.I. 1438, 6, metrical, Locrian, S.G.D.I.
1500, time of Ztolian League, Bithynian, B.C.H. 24 (1900), 381,
8, metrical, third century B. C., Thasos, Chios, etc., metrical
inscriptions; viéa Homer, only Il 13, 350, various later poets, see
La Roche, loc. cit., 223, C.I1.G. Ins. i, 3, 819, metrical, second
century B. C., Inschr. v. Olymp., footnote 184, third century B. C.,
Rev. Et. Grecq. 15 (1902), 831, metrical from Pontus, B.C.H. 24
(1900), 381, 16, metrical from Bithynia, third century B. C.,
same inscription has via, Phrynichus (Lobeck 68) and Thomas
Magister, 867, disapprove the form, though Dio Chrys. uses it,
i, 261, 28 (Schmid, Attic. i, 86); vifa late Epic (Nicander
Frag. 110).
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Nom. pl.: vies Homer; viées Homer, Hesiod, Pindar Is. 7, 25,
Cretan, L.G. vii, 25, 22; viets Homer, Od. 15, 248, 24, 497 (here
viées Nauck), Hesiod Frag. 70, 3 (130 K), 136 (68 K) (viées
Nauck), Attic MSS., La Roche, loc. cit., 224; veis Attic, C.LA.
i, 61, 14 (409 B. C.), Corpus (Kohler) transcribes vis, Meister-
hans, loc. cit., veis ; vifies late Epic.

Voc. pl.: viets Homer, Il. 5, 464 (vies Nauck).

Gen. pl.: vidv Homer (Plato, Demosthenes, Pindar, Quintus
of Smyrna; see La Roche, loc. cit., 225). This form could, of
course, belong either with vies or wiol, but is preferably taken
with vies. Cf. Wackernagel, loc. cit., 290, who makes virdv
parallel to Av. pasvam; viéov Pindar, Attic MSS., La Roche,
loc. cit., 225, Protagoras, Smyth, Ionic 398; visjwv, Anth. Pal.
viii, 118, 5.

Dat. pl.: videe Homer, Cretan, L.G. iv, 37, Soph. Antig. 571,
v. L. viéoe; viéoe Attic MSS., La Roche, loc. cit., 225; Uéeaor prose
inscription from Syracuse, Inscr. Sic. et It. 10=8.G.D.I. 3235,
where Blass reads (7)e(\e)ov; vijesow late Epic, La Roche,
loc. cit., 226.

Acc. pL.: vivss Cretan, L.G. iv, 40, Argive, J.H.S. 13 (1892
93), 128, n. 61, on a fragment from the Acropolis (Meyer, Gr.
Gr.? 461); vias Homer; wvieis Attic C.I.A. iii, 167, 5 (143 A. D.),
archaizing incription, Attic MSS., La Roche, loc. cit., 225; veis
Attie, C.L A, ii, 51, 11, 19, 27, 30 (369 B. C.)=Ditt.’ 89, C.LA.
i, add. i, b, 37, 393 =Ditt.? 57, YES (403 B. C.); viéas Homer,
Hesiod, Herodotus, C.I.G. Ins. i, 3, 1189, 4, metrical; vijas
late Epic.

Nom.-ace. dual: vie Homer, Hesiod; viée Attic MSS., La Roche,
loc. cit., 224 ; viet Attic, C.L.A. iv, 418, 9 (before 418 B. C.), stone
HYIE. Kirchhoff transcribes vif}, but cf. Meisterhans®, footnote
1205.

Of the nom. sg. forms given, ¥is is a fiction of the grammarian,
and vis attributed to Simonides by the Florentine Etym. Mag. is
rejected by Herodian. The other forms are from the u-stem
proper.

In the gen. sg. vios' is without doubt from *viros parallel to

1The analogy of other words and other languages points to the accent viés vii in the
gen,-dat. sg. as suggested by Wackernagel, loc. cit., 290. Schulze adopts Wackernagel’s
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youvds Sovpds, from *yovrds *8oprds. The forms viéos, véos are
like 7rjxeos. The form viéws is branded as pseudattic by Phryni-
chus, and Thomas Magister, 367 (ed. Ritschl), bids us write viéos
with an omicron. Further Etym. Mag. 775, 20 says the Athen-
ians wrote vidos with o not @. The evidence of Attic inscriptions
is confined to one example, C.L.A. ii, 1513, with vidos. The date
is fixed between 400 and 350 B. C., so that it would have had
viéws, had this been the Attic form. The spelling viéws is, how-
ever, fairly frequent in the MSS. of Attic writers (cf. Lobeck,
Phryn. 68 f£.). wvifjos is a late metrical form developed no doubt
through confusion with nouns in -evs.

Of the other forms cited all agree with the corresponding forms
of the regular declension as given above except the following:

(1) Forms with the suffix grade -¢- and the consonantal endings,
like the gen. vios, discussed above; dat. sg. vk, acc. sg. via, nom.
pl. vies, gen. pl. vidv (see above under forms), acc. pl. vias, nom.-
acc. dual vie.

Kiihner-Blass, § 1388, 507, give the dat. pl. vido: as parallel to the
gen. sg. vios, nom. pl. vies, etc. (so also La Roche, loc. cit., 223), but in
that case the dat. pl. m7jxes. should be explained in the same way. The
form vidow has been explained from the time of Eustathius (1348, 27) to
the present (Wackernagel, K.Z. 25 [1881], 289; Bloomfield, A.J.P. 12
[1891], 24; Kretschmer, K.Z. 29 [1888], 470) as having its a from the
analogy of other nouns of relationship warpdot, ete. wvidoe is for viéo,
and this for *vive. as explained above under the dat. pl. Kithner-Blass,
§ 118, 417, miss the point of the syllabic liquid in 7arpdo, ete.

(2) A series of late epic forms made mainly after the analogy
of nouns in -evs, like the gen. sg. vijjos cited above; dat. sg. vifji,
acc. sg. vifja, nom. pl. vifjes, dat. pl. vijesow, acc. pl. vifas (cf.
La Roche, loc. cit., 225 f.).

(8) The acc. sg. viéa, an extension of the strong grade -ef-
with the consequent use of consonantal -a. Homer has such a
form also in the acc. sg. of the adjective, e. g., evpéa movrov. The
ace. pl. vivws has been sufficiently discussed above under the
acc. pl.

suggestion and writes viés, vii. Cf. Danielsson, Eranos 1 (1896), 139, footnote. But it is hard
to get around the direct statement of Herodian ii, 614, 36, that the gen. vios is properispom-
enon, though he is, to be sure, in error in regarding it as from a nom. vits (not extant).
Cf. Etym. Mag. 775, 20. It would seem that the coexistence of a nom. viés and gen. viés would
prove so confusing as to lead to a difference in accent for the sake of distinctness.
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In Homer the o-stem forms, nom. sg. vids, acc. sg. vidv, voc.
sg. vié, are frequent. The gen. sg. viod occurs once, Od. 22, 238,
the dat. pl. vioiov once, Od. 19, 418, while viods, IL 5, 159, is
universally rejected as a false reading. K.-B. give vidv as from
the stem vio-, but this is an unnecessary assumption; see above
under forms. The passages with viod and vioio: are suspected of
being late additions, cf. Schulze, loc. cit., 25. If these are set
aside we have left in Homer only the nom., acc., and voc. sg. of
the o-stem, these having in distinction from other forms of wids
the initial syllable as syllaba anceps. Even these are rejected
by Nauck, loc. cit. Cf. also Hartel, loc. cit. Judging from
Homeric conditions just expressed, o-stem forms were substituted
for u-stem forms in just those cases which have viv-. This can
hardly be accidental, though a purely phonetic dissimilation
(Osthoft, loc. cit.) is altogether wunlikely. The evidence of
inscriptions, especially Cretan and Attic, makes it plain that the
u-stem form of the word was earlier than the o-stem. (Cf.
Meisterhans® 144; Schulze, loc. cit., 25; Kretschmer, K.Z. 29
[1888], 471; Baunack, Inschr. v. Gort. 71; otherwise Ehrlich,
loc. cit., 90.) Just how the o-stem form arose is not determined.
Schulze, loc. cit., takes the gen. pl. vidv as the starting-point
since this form has the appearance of a gen. pl. to vids. (For an
ancient view see Etym. Mag. 775, 20 and 553, 15.) In Attic the
o-stem form completely displaced the u-stem form by about
350 B. C.

The suffix is clearly -ju-, and the root the same as in Skt.
sunu-, ete., p. 18. The only question is as to the precise form of
the root. Kretschmer, Vaseninschriften 187, suggested that vids
was from *evg-td-s, and Ehrlich, loc. cit., gives an elaborate explana-
tion of all the case-forms on the basis of nom. *suwius, gen.
*suyiyos. But such a formation as *suy-g-u- is in itself improb-
able, and it is safe to assert that no one will accept it, unless it is
impossible to derive the Greek form from a *siw-ju- or *su-ju-.
But this is not the case. How the forms can be derived from
*sugu- has been shown, in the main convincingly, by Schulze, loc.
cit., 20 ff. He rightly assumes (since ¢ between v and a following
vowel was lost in all dialects but Lesbian) that, e. g., nom. sg.
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*su-ju-s became UUs, while gen. sg. *su-iu-os became vifos vids
(for accent see above, p. 31, footnote), nom. pl. *su-jeyes became
Uéres, Uées, while gen. pl. *su-iy-om became vifdv, vidv. He
accounts for the extant forms of the developed paradigm by
assuming leveling, strong forms passing, e. g., from the nom. plL.
to the gen. sg. and, vice versa, weak forms entering strong cases
as vies in nom. pl., while the v strictly belonging by phonetic
development to the gen.-dat. sg., etc., displaced the v- of the
nom.-ace. sg., etc., so that vivs, vidv, arose beside gen. sg. vios,
etc. For such forms as gen. sg. vios we must assume not only
the influence of strong forms like nom. pl. viées as given by
Schulze, but also, as I think, that of the regular endings -eos -e
of the ordinary u-stems.

Brugmann still holds (Gr. Gr.?, §14; Kurze Gr. 92) that .
after v and before a vowel is regularly preserved. But vids would
be the only example of the retention of an original intervocalic ¢,
except in Lesbian, and Schulze’s explanation of the vi- in vids as
due to leveling from cases where w- came before -£- is much to
be preferred.

On the assumption that vids owes its ¢ to restoration, Schulze
explains the short initial syllable of Homeric nom. sg. vids, acc.
sg. vidy, voc. sg. vié by supposing that these forms stand in the
place of original Homeric vivs, vidw, vid, and that the latter have
retained the quantity of the still earlier vvs‘, vvv, ¥ from su- 14-s,
etc. At any rate, it is clear that the situation is different in wids,
with no consonant after the vi-, from that in vios, ULFOS‘ (cf. Brug.,
Gr. Gr’, §14). On the other hand, Attic has v(n)os, nom. sg.
(Allen, loc. cit., 71) from a form with restored ¢ and secondary
loss, like -va from -via in the participle (Meisterhans’, 59).
Leaving out of account the question of quantity, the belief that
such forms as wvivs owe their ¢ to the analogy of other cases
receives confirmation from the situation in Attic, where, when
the forms of the cons. decl. vios, etc., were no longer in use, the ¢
did drop out just as we should have expected it to do earlier, had
it not been for the “Systemzwang” of the other forms.

Inasmuch as -gu- is not found as the suffix for this word in any other
language, and is rare anywhere, the view of Bezzenberger cited with
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approval by Delbriick, loc. cit., is not without attractiveness. It is that
vivs vids was a “Koseform” to *ivis like poia to uijrype and Lith. sgja
to sesti “sister.” There are no parallels, so far as I know, for such short-
forms with suffix -gu-, but the suffix -fo- is fairly frequent in Greek in
“Kosenamen.” Cf. Fick-Bechtel?, 24 f.

In what precedes there has been no attempt to explain why
vivs should have forms in -¢- with consonant endings, while other
u-stems (except ydvv and 8dpv) should not. Wackernagel, loc. cit.,
290, suggests that gen. pl. vicdv (cf. Av. pasvam, etc.) kept its
form against the encroachment of -ecwv through its similarity to
maTp®dv, and that after Guyatpds, etc., were formed virds, vigl, etc.
Weight is added to this view by the fact that videt is plainly
after matpdo:, ete.

vow and 8dpv.' Homer has the gen. sg. youvds, dovpds from
*yovpds *Soprds like the gen. sg. vios. That this gen. sg. in -yos
is an LE. type (beside -eus) is apparent from Vedic pagvds, Av.
xrabwo, and the Greek forms. It is entirely distinct from the
gen. in -uyos as in yévvos, which is properly the ending of i-stems.
Cf. Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892), 465; Brugmann, Grd. 2, 577.
The form opds of Attic tragedy represents the Attic development
of *8oprds. Beside *Soprds arose *ddprartos under the influence
of the extensive neuter type in -a, -atos (originally n-stem; see
Brug., Gr. Gr.%, § 212, 3, 4), whence 8ovparos and &dpatos accord-
ing to the dialectic treatment of -pf-, -vf-.  In the same way arose
«yovvatos and rydvaros. Herodian, ii, 940, 15, cites also a gen. sg.
ddpeos.

Other forms which show the suffix grade -¢- are: nom.-acc. pl.
Holic vydvva, ydva, Hom. yoiva, Hom. Sodpa ; Hom. dual nom.-
acc. Solpe; gen. pl. yovwr for ydwwr Aolic (Sappho 44), Hom.
Sovpwy ; dat. sg. Hom., Pindar Sovpi, Pindar, Tragedy &op{; the
last form is also used in prose in military expressions.

The dat. sg. 8dpe: in the Tragedians, and the nom.-acc. pl. 8dpn
in Eurip. Rhes. 274 are forms of the dorv declension. Cf. the
gen. ddpeos given by Herodian.

Inscriptional forms are: gen. sg. 8dpatos Argive (Epidaurus),
S.G.D.I. 3340 (third century B. C.) = Ditt.* 803, 64, 8dpat|os]
Delphian, 8.G.D.I. 2501, 30 (380 B. C.) = Cauer 204, 30, dopds

1 For a citation of forms see K.B., §130, 457 f.
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Thebes, metrical, C.1.G.S. 4247; dat. sg. 8dparc Kern, Inschr. v.
Magn. 105, 106, 8dpate Late Cretan, Ditt.” 929, 134 = Mus. Ital.
iii, 570, n. 3, 8dpare Ditt.? 368, 10 = Inscr. Cos 223, n. 345, ddpae
Atolian, Ditt.? 333, 3 = S.G.D.I. 1418, dop{ Locrian, metrical,
S.G.D.I. 1501; gen. pl. yovdtrwr Epidaurus, S.G.D.I. 3340, 111
= Ditt.? 803, 111 (third century B. C.?); dat. pl. yovdresa: Kaibel
Ep. Gr. 782, dopdreaow Beeotian, metrical, B.C.H. 24 (1900), 70.

For a list of cognates see above, p. 13. For further etymo-
logical connections with 8dpv see H. L. Ahrens, “pds und seine
Sippe” (1866), and especially Osthoff, Etymologische Parerga
(1901) 100 ff., who embodies Ahrens’ suggestions with many
additions. He arranges the material under eight stem-forms:
(1) *deru- *deru-, (2) *doru- *doru-, (38) *drey-, (4) *drou-,
(5) *druy-, (6) *dru-, (7) *dru-, (8) *dra- or *dri-.

For the Ablaut relation between Skt. daru- janu- and Grk. 8dpv ydvv,
etc., see Brug., Grd. i, 70 £., ii, 1205, note, i, 139, and xliii, Kurze Gr
74, 75, with literature cited in last two. Cf. also Meringer, Sitzungsber
d. kais. Akad. d. Wiss. (Wien, 1892), bd. 125, 2, 21 ff.; J. Schmidt, K.Z
32 (1893), 338; Hirt, Akz. 220, Ablaut 522, 772.

II. NOUNS IN -Us -v, GEN. -vos

This class includes (1) nouns belonging to Type II (long
@-stems), (2) nouns in -Us, -U, belonging originally to Type 1
(short u-stems).

Exclusive of the small number of hypocoristics (see below
p- 64), and the nouns given under I above, all u-stem nouns ir
Greek, so far as their declension can be determined, belong tc
Class II.

There are about two hundred and forty Greek nouns with
nom. in -vs or -v, which belong, so far as there is any evidence, tc
this declension. As a matter of fact only about seventy or eighty
of the two hundred and forty present enough forms to determine
the declension. For the remainder the evidence is simply nega-
tive. About one hundred of the two hundred and forty have the
suffix -fu- and are mostly feminine oxytones with long final. See
the suffix -fu- below. Of the remaining one hundred and forty
about half are known only from glosses, mainly in Hesychius.
and hence as a rule these furnish no evidence for declension.
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gender, or quantity of the final syllable. In the matter of accent
the ratio of barytones to oxytones is about two to one, for these
glosses. The figures given do not include proper names, for
which no complete list was attempted, but of which about fifty
examples were noted. So far as the proper nouns show any
declension at all, it is that of Class II.

The remaining seventy,' i. e., excluding those known only from
glosses, and those with suffix -fu-, furnish evidence for declension
in about forty instances, about half determine the quantity of the
final syllable, and all but half a dozen determine the gender.
About forty-five of the seventy are barytones, almost equally
divided into masculines, feminines, and neuters. The remaining
twenty-five are oxytones and perispomena, and are all feminine
except ¢ tx0is, o uis (an original s-stem), o (but also 75) ads.
The perispomenon 70 ypd has the gen. sg. 7o 4pd in Lucian,
Lexiphanes c. 19, and hence may be classed as an indeclinable.

Of the twenty-five oxytones and perispomena about fifteen
furnish evidence for quantity, either from the usage of the poets
or the statements of grammarians. In no instance is the quantity
shown to be short only, most have the long final, while a few
show the syllable as both short and long. These are: ixfiv Hdn.
i, 416; Zaxz‘fu Pindar Nem. 11, 31; »ndiv Hdn. i, 527, Callim.,
Dian. 160, Boeotian metrical inscription C.I.G.S. 2544 and 2545.
vndls has long final in Anth. Pal. 9, 519, 2 and elsewhere.
Homer has it in nom.-acc. sg., but only at end of line.

On the other hand of the forty-five barytones, only about
fifteen furnish evidence for quantity. Here the final is usually
short, but there are some cases of variation. In no instance is it
long only. (The cry Kdkev, being indeclinable, does not consti-
tute an exception.) Examples of variation are: yéviv Eurip. EL
1215, but yévis Phoen. 63, yévv Andr. 1181; vékuvs I1. 4, 492, 18,
180, etc., but vékvs Eurip. Suppl. 70, etc., metrical inscription
from Mysia B.C.H. 25 (1901), 327, vékiv Boeotian, C.I.G.S.
2544; xéavs Hom. Hymn Merc. 33, 153, 242, xéivs Callim.
Hymn Apoll. 16, Oppian 5, 404, Aratus 268; ordyvs Eurip. H.
Fur. 5, elsewhere ordyis; Bdrpis, paxpds Arrkol, Bpayéws

11t must be understood that all numbers are approximate.
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“EM\qves, Moiris, 193, 10, quoted by Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892),
336, BoTpiv metrical inscription C.I.G. Ins. i, 1, 781.

Exclusive of glosses and proper names, there are about one
hundred and fifteen oxytones (minety of these being nouns in
-7vs), mainly feminine, and with long final, presumably belonging
to Class II, and about fifty-five barytones, of all genders, and with
short final, also belonging, so far as there is any evidence, to this
class. It seems, therefore, safe to assert that the connection
between accent and vowel-quantity is too marked to be accidental,
and must reflect in some measure I.E. conditions. As noticed
above, p. 21, d-stems were prevailingly oxytone, while the u-type
was probably originally barytone in the nom.-acc. sg. The
relation in Greek, to be sure, may have become more uniform
than it actually was in Indo-European. In general oxytones in
-Us are based on L.E. Type II, and barytones in -vs on L.E. Type I,
with a transfer to Type II in the cases other than the nom.-ace.
8g., yet the forms in -Us are disproportionately frequent, as com-
pared with 4-stems elsewhere, and must be due in part also to
transfer from Type I. The reason why the transfer in Greek of
Type I to Type II arose, or why, since it did become so general,
the few examples of Type I were retained at all, is yet to be found.
It is worthy of remark that of the small number given under I only
vids, doTv, and yovv do not have byforms of the -us -vos declension
either in actual use or in the statements of the grammarians.
For the general problem of the ultimate origin of the two types
and the relation of accent to quantity see the references on p. 8.

The nom. sg. ends in -is, -Us, mase. or fem., -U, neuter. The
acc. sg. has correspondingly -vv, -Uv, -v. (The forms with short
vowel properly belong to Class I.)

Besides the more usual acc. sg. in -vv is found that in -va from
-uy-m, as in Skt. bhriévam, L. suem, or -va may simply be a new
formation after the acc. pl. in -vas (Brug., Grd. 2, 550, Gr. Gr.%,
§254; Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 [1892], 466). Such are: iyfva,
Theocr. 21, 45 and 26, 17, 7pweria- Tpudda (Heysch.), ol&la,
Quint. Smyrna, »n8da, éppia, dpva cited by Hdn. ii, 763 as rare
forms, Bdtpva ascribed to Euphorion by Cheeroboscus 235, 20 ff.
= Gram. Graeci iv, 1, 234, 1= Hdn. ii, 711, 6.
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The gen. sg. ends in -vos from -uuos, alike from nominatives
in -Us, Us, and v, and for all dialects so far as there is evidence.
So dpuds Ditt.* 588, 7, 100, Delos (180 B. C.); Kdpfvos nomen
propr., Late Cretan, Mus. Ital. iii, 648, n. 61 = B.C.H. 13 (1889),
57; Kdrvos nomen propr., J.H.S. 22 (1902), 128, Cyzicus; s
vos Ditt.? 615, 14, Myconos (third century B. C.); IId\vos nomen
propr., S.G.D.I. 2580, Fg. D. 174, Delphian; B{fvos nomen propr.,
Thess., Hoffmann G.D. ii, 543, n. 18, 6; I'épuros nomen propr.,
Cyprian, Meister G.D. ii, 269, Hoff. i, 246. The ending -vos
properly has the v short as in other cases before a vowel, but rare
instances of -vos occur, as Spuds Hes. Op. 436, iAdos Il. 21, 318.

The dat. sg., a loc. sg. in origin, ends in -w from -wus, as in
Skt. bhruvi. Kopf]ve nomen propr., S.G.D.I. 5032, Cretan;
Apv{ nomen propr., S.G.D.I. 3758, 106, Rhodes; Aépuve nomen
propr., dissyllabic, end of hexameter, C.I.G.S. 579 =S8.G.D.I. 875,
Beeotian (Tanagra); vdmve Ditt.? 804, 17, 21, Epidaurus (late);
oodpie Ditt.? 602, 2 (third or fourth century B. C.), of Iasus, cf.
Schweizer, Pergam. Inschr. 146, 147. For Homeric diphthong,
Attic -vi, see K.B., §125, anm. 4. Herodian ii, 347 asserts that
the v diphthong is never found at the end of a word, and explains
I1. 16, 565 véxve (dissyllabic) as a case of synizesis like that in I1.
1, 15 xpvaép ava oxngmrpe. Arcadian mAn6i, S.G.D.I. 1222, 20, is
not mAnfvi as Hoffman, G.D. 246, Herwerden, and G. Meyer, Gr.
Gr?, § 348, take it, but is rather the dat. sg. of mA#jfos, perhaps
with - by mistake for -e.

The nom. pl. regularly ends in -ves, from -uyes. There are
some examples of a so-called contracted nom. pl. in -Us, properly
an accusative form used as a nominative (Brug., Gr. Gr.?, § 266;
G. Meyer, Gr. Gr.%, § 355). According to Zlius Dionysius 182
(Schwabe) = Eustath. 1835, 43, a: kdxpis was Attic. See K.B.,
§ 125, anm. 3, for further examples.

In good Attic the ace. pl. ends in -Us. This is also the usual
form in New Ionic, and it is found in Homer along with the other
ending -vas. The ending -vas is found in late Attic, in New Ionic
beside -Us, and frequently in Homer. Inscriptions present: ¢]x8is
Ditt.? 584, 1, Smyrna; orayvas C.I.G. Ins. i, 3, 1188, metrical,
Melos; s Ditt.? 615, 13, Myconos, third century B. C.
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The form in -vas is the one to be expected in original #-stems
from comparison with Skt. bhrdvas, etc., from uyns. That in -Us
presents more difficulty. Brugmann formerly (Grd. 2, 678)
explained -is as an extension of the ending which was regular in
the case of words which were originally #-stems (cf. Cretan vivws),
but now (Kurze Gr. 391, 392) assumes that while this ending
was retained in case of original u-stems (yévis), forms like apis
are due to the influence of the acc. sg. o¢piy, ete. (Cf. also Gr.
Gr.t, § 267, 2). But it is altogether unlikely that the history of
yevis and d¢pts is to be separated in this way. According to all
evidence the type -us, -vos was, except for quantity in nom.-acc.
sg., a unit in all dialects, and we may safely assume that any
dialect that preserved *yévvrs would also, have *oppivs, making
the supposition that é¢pis was due to an acc. sg. 6¢piv super-
fluous. That the -vrs, -Us was preserved in this class, while it was
largely given up in the original ¢-stems which remained in Class I,
is of course not strange, since only in the latter were there forms
in -ef- to influence the ending.

The gen. pl. ends in -vwy, from -uy-6m, Skt. bhruvdm. Borpiwy
C.1.G.Ins. 476,4=S.G.D.I. 297, metrical, Mytilene; ¢x8Ywr Mon.
Ant. vi, 302, 6 = Ditt.* 427, 6, Late Cretan, Ditt.” 584, 9, Smyrna,
Ditt.? 615, 10, Myconos; vav Ditt.” 566, 14 = Michel 730,
Pergamum.

To judge from the Skt. bhrisi-, etc., the Greek dat. pl. (a loc.
pl. in origin) should end in -vow. This seems to be retained in
Homeric forms like yéwoor witvoor, which can stand for yévio:
witio, but aside from forms like this there is no trace of an
original -vgw. It has been replaced instead by -Uot, usually
explained as having the short vowel after the other cases where
the v is rightly short before a vowel ending as in the gen. sg. and
pl. It is possible, however, that here again, as in the ace. pl., we
may recognize the influence of the dat. pl. of the original short
u-stems, this being retained in declension II, though lost in
declension I, where it strictly belonged. Forms like wexdeoar,
ovecat, aTayvedot, ete., are due to the extension of the generalized
dat. pl. ending -eca:, for which see above under Class I.

The nom.-acc. dual has -ve, from -ve-e. For this e see above
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under Class I. For the dual ixf0 see G. Meyer, Gr. Gr.?, § 381;
K.B., §125, anm. 3. The gen.-dat. dual in -vow calls for no
remark.

The nom.-ace. pl. neuter in -va from -ve-a has the usual con-
sonant ending -a.

In all the forms of this declension where the suffix has the
form -uy- the case-endings are those of the cons. stems, and this
is true also of the dat. pl.'

Like the nouns of Class IT are declined the adjectives Tépvs and
¢orvs, and the adjective compounds with words belonging under
IT as final member. For the latter see below under Compounds.
Tépus is known only from Hesychius, who has the following glosses:
7épv- aolevés, NemwTdv, and Tépvas (mmovs: olTw Aéyovrar Goor addy-
ddyou elal. éwor Tods acbeveis. Of PpoAvs we have only the follow-
ing statements: ¢olves «ives: oi muppoi Gvres pélava oTdpata,
elyov' ot 8¢ ¢pihaxas, Hesychius, and ¢orvs: Ppolves wives mapa
79 ’Avripdye, Hdn. ii, 938, 14, and i, 236, 26. It is probable
that these two words Tépus and ¢oAvs are substantives in origin.

Suffix -u-* substantives.—The suffix -u- is shown to be inherited
in several words and is to be assumed for many more in which
there is the short final -vs or -u. Its formations are regularly
barytone, and have usually the strong grade of root. In declen-
sion they would belong historically under Class I, but most of
them have been transferred to the declensional type of long
u-stems.

Examples of words with this suffix which follow the declen-
sion of Class I are: ydwv: Skt. jdnu-n.; 8dpv: Skt. ddru- n. (for
both see p. 18); wixvs: Skt. bahd- m. f. (see p. 18); mdv:
Skt. payu- m. “herdsman,” Skt. /pa “protect;” mélexvs: Skt.
paragi- m. pdrgu- m. “axe.”’

Wheeler, Gr. Nom. Accent 110, considers the accent of wé\ekvs second-
ary in comparison with paragi-. Cf. Kretschmer, Einleitung 106, on
etymology. Hesychius, s. v. fjuurélexov has the gloss o yap Sexdpvouy

wé\exv (méhexkvs Musurus) kaetras wapd Hadios. On the Cyprian inscrip-
tion from Idalium, S.G.D.I. 60, 15, we have e as an abbreviation of

1For #i-stems in modern Greek, see above, p. 29.

2But including some words in which the % obviously belongs to the root. See foot-
note, p. 12.
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a word used as a measure of value. There is nothing to show declen-
sion in either case, and from Hesychius we should take the form to be
neuter. It is usual, however, to supply the word in the Idalian inserip-
tion as we[Aéxefas, so, e. g., Deecke, S.G.D.I. 60, Hoffmann, G.D. i, 72,
and this is without doubt correct, as shown by Ahrens, Philologus 35
(1876), 67, citing Hesychius, s. v. wé\exvs, and Eustathius, 1878, 56, under
the form me\ékewv, though of course wedékewv might equally well be
neuter. Hesychius has wé\exvs . . . . orabplov éapvialov dpxaiov: of 8¢
Sexapviator (MSS. dwdex-).

Instances of transfer to Class II are: yévus precisely equivalent
to Skt. hdnu- (p. 13); wébv precisely equivalent to Skt. mddhu-
(p- 13). Another instance of such transfer is, I believe (with
Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 [1892], 336), vékvs, which has the long final
in Homer, but the short in Euripides and later Epic (see above,
p- 37). To vékvs the Av. nasu- f. “corpse” is exactly equivalent,
and there seems little doubt that this has the short -u. The Av.
acc. sg. nasim is of no weight because of the frequent presence
of @ for u before final m, a graphic matter merely (Jackson, Av.
Gr., § 23; Bartholomae, Ir. Grd. i, § 268, 1). Brugmann, Gr. Gr.?,
§ 180, places vékus tentatively under the suffix -%- -uy-. For an
absurd etymology of the ancients (derivation from «ikvs) see
Cramer, Anecd. Ox. i, 296, 27.

Further examples of words with this suffix belonging to Class
II are: dAvs: aAdw, etc.; cf. Hirt, Ablaut 510; dpxvs, connected
by Curtius, Grdz.’ 341 with apdyvy, etc., from a /ark “weave;”
apmus, attributed by Etym. Mag. 148, 33, to Parthenius, and
given as Alolic for épws by Hesychius, is thought by Hoffmann,
G.D. ii, 231, possibly to be connected with L. arcus, O.E. earh,
“arrow;” gfpvs: O. Ir. ga’r “cry,” L. garrid, etc., Brug., Grd.
i*, 575; yAdgpv: yAddw, connected by Bezzenberger, B.B. 27
(1902), 153, with Bulg. glob “hollow;” koiv: Goth. haals,
0O.H.G. heil “whole, sound,” O.E. hael, O.N. heill “omen,” O.B.
celii “sound,” Hoffmann, B.B. 16 (1890), 240, Brug., Grd. i,
576; xdpbus : kopfiw, kdpn, kdpos ; pdmvs: L. rapa, O.H.G. ruoba,
Germ. Riibe “rape;” orayvs: O.H.G. stanga = Germ. Stange,
cf. Eng. sting; «icvs seems to be a reduplicated form from the
root kua kit “swell,” Grk. kvéw, etc., with v as part of the root,
not as suffix. See Brug., Gr. Gr.%, § 166, and Hirt, Ablaut 386.
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Suffix -tu-' substantives.—The formations in Greek with this
suffix fall into two groups, one a so-called primary, with nouns
like dayopntis, Bpwris, etc., and a so-called secondary, with
numerals like éxatootds, xihioords, etc. All the latter and a
great majority of the former are nomina actionis. See the list
for Homer below, all of which are of this kind. Exceptions, real
or apparent, are: dotv, B\étus, Slktv, SikTus, iTUS, KaTTUs, KAiTDs,
uapTTUS, WiTUS, MOTTUS, TiTUS, PiTy, PiTus. Without doubt the
suffix -fu- was not consciously felt in any of these, and kv,
Sikrus, katris, pirvs do not in all probability contain the suffix -fu-
at all. dlerv is given only by Etym. Mag. 275, 25, as from 8{krvor
“net,” but is probably only a figment of the grammarian. &ikTus
is some sort of animal mentioned only in Hdt. 4, 192, and by
Hesychius. With «arrds ““a piece of leather” (Aristophanes) cf.
katTiw kacovw from *xat-opw. pitus “bees-wax” is found (fer)
in one passage in Aristotle, H.A. 9, 40, 10. Its etymology is
uncertain. wdTTUs is known only from Hesychius, who has udrTves-
oi &[ vy ]elvTo kal Tapeipévor.

Of the others, BArérus “leech,” known only from the Hesychian
gloss BM\érves: ai B3éAray, is taken by Lobeck, Rhematicon 14,
from a verb BAéw (cf. Bret: BAhisae, auéryer, Hesych.), with mis-
taken accent for SAerds. It may have had the same development
of meaning from ‘a sucking” to “sucker” seen in Skt. mdnfu-
“counsel” and ‘‘counsellor.” So also wdpmrus, known only from
the Hesychian gloss pdpmrus: 9Bpiais, probably with mistaken
accent for papmris, from meaning “insolence” could come to
mean ‘““an insolent person.” This word has been read in sch.
Suppl. 826, where, however, the MSS. readings are corrupt and
pdp7rTis is now commonly given.

Connected with the root bheu ‘“be, become,” are ¢itv, found
for ¢pirupa in Aristophanes and Eupolis, and ¢iTus, used by Lyco-
phron and frequently mentioned by grammarians. Brugmann,
Ber. sachs. G. d. W., 1901, 96, suggests that ¢irvs ‘‘begetter,”
and ¢itv “the thing begotten,” both rest on an abstract *¢irvs
‘““the begetting.”

1For the suffix cf. Lobeck, Paralipomena 439 ff.; Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892), 333 ff. ; K.B.,
§ 329, 28, 272; Brugmann, Grd. 2, 304, 308, Gr. Gr.3, § 220, Ber. sachs. G. d. W., 1901, 95.
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dorv, lTus, witus are almost the only words with this suffix for
which direct cognates are found in other languages (see below,
p- 50), and these with #\7ds are the only words, except numerals,
in use through a wide range of authors, yet these are just the
words for which there was in Greek no consciousness of suffixal
-rv-. doTv from the root yes, “dwell,” no doubt originally meant
“dwelling” in the abstract. (See below, p. 50.) So itvs (p. 50)
“circle” can easily have developed from ‘“a rounding.” sM\utis
from the root kles, “lean,” can have developed the meaning ¢ hill”’
from “a sloping, leaning.” mirvs “pine” (p. 50) is not so easy
and constitutes, perhaps, the sole exception to the rule.

There are not quite one hundred Greek nouns in -ros and
only doTv, $pitv, and 8ikTv in -7v. Of the latter, doTv is neuter,
and so presumably are ¢itv and ikTv, though there is no specific |
evidence to that effect.

For the nouns in -ros I have found evidence for feminine
gender in twenty and for masculine in only one, ¢ ¢irvs (Eusta-
thius). For the remainder there is no evidence, but except dikTvs
(doubtful at the best, see above) in all of them the -Tvs has the
same function that it has in those undoubtedly feminine, and
hence there is every reason to assign to these also the feminine
gender. Liddell and Scott give dikTvs, Hdt. 4, 192, and «Tioris,
Hdt. 9, 97, as masculine, but there is nothing in Herodotus to
show the gender, and the meaning and formation of «7ioTis
justify Schweighéiuser (Lex. Hdt.) in taking it as feminine.
Some, like udpmrrus, for which there is no evidence, may, however,
have been masculine because of special use with reference to a
person (cf. ¢itvs). So Pape, Etym. Worterbuch, without evi-
dence gives udpmTus as masculine.

The accent of the neuters dov, pitv, SikTu(?) is barytone, in
agreement with what appears to be the LE. rule for wu-stem
_ neuters (above, p. 12).

The accent of the nouns in -rvs is oxytone except in the fol-
lowing instances: BA\érvs, &lktus, iTvs, pdpmrus, pitus, udrTus,
wiTvs, mAdTus, $irvs, Holic xéApoTus not constituting a real
exception.

mAdrus is found only in Hesychius and is probably a mistake
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for mAamis. For the others see above, p. 43. &ikTvs and wiTus
do not count, since they hardly contain the suffix -fu-.

In declension, so far as known, nouns in -5 -tv follow Class
IT except doTv, which belongs to Class I. As a matter of fact,
over thirty of the total are known only from glosses and hence
declension, etc., cannot as a rule be determined, and of the
remainder only about thirty have any evidence for declension.
On the other hand, there is no evidence that any substantive in
-TUS -TU, except doTv, belongs to Class I.

For the quantity of the final syllable in the nom. and acc. sg.
we have the statements of the grammarians and the usage of the
poets. There is evidence from the latter source for the quantity
in only a few words. Homer has the long vowel in axovrioris I1.
23, 622; Bpwris I1. 19, 205, Od. 18, 407; k\urds Od. 5, 470, but
in Attic this word has a short final (cf. K.B., §125, anm. 2);
prporés Od. 16, 294, Od. 19, 13; dpynoris I 13, 731, a line
bracketed by Dindorf. Callimachus has the long vowel in éioTev-
i, read by Scaliger in Hymn to Apollo 42, where Schneider
retains the MSS. -7yv. Homer has a short vowel in {7vs I1. 5, 724,
Lycophron shows a short vowel in ¢irvs 462, 486, and Apollonius
Rhodius has fehcrdr with short vowel, i, 515, but Lobeck, Paral.
440, would read 6érxTiv because the final is short and the MSS.
vary in accent. Liddell and Scott give émnris with short v, and
otpurtis with long o, but there is no evidence for either. There
is nothing in Homer to show that any oxytone in -t¥s has a short
final. The testimony of the grammarians is to the effect that
feminine oxytones have the long # in the final syllable. Cf.
Lentz’ edition of Herodian i, 527 and footnote. The short final
in k\ertds in Sophocles and Euripides is explained as an extension
of the short vowel from the oblique cases. So Kretschmer, K.Z.
31 (1892), 333, and Brugmann, LF. 11 (1900), 273, Gr. Gr.*
178. Such instances of shortening by analogy are not confined
to nouns in -tvs ; cf. K.B., §125, anm. 2. With the exception of-
khetis in Attic, and the isolated and doubtful fehetds, it may be
said that, so far as we have evidence, oxytones in -tus had long v,
while barytones in -rvs had short v.

Nouns with the suffix -fu- in the related languages (pp. 13 f.)
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are mainly masculine barytones with short final. The Greek
presents a striking contrast with its preponderance of feminine
oxytones with long final.

So far as I know, Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892), 333, is the
only one who definitely sets up the suffix -f@- for these Greek
oxytones, in contrast to the -#ii- seen in iTvs, $itvs, etc., and in
the formations (chiefly masculine barytones) of other languages.
By his view the suffix -fi- does not appear outside of Greek
except in extensions such as Lettic -fuv-a-, L. -tut-, -tuti-, and
-tudon-. Others who have spoken of the suffix in Greek have
given it as parallel to that found in Sanskrit, Latin, Germanic,
etc. So for example, Von Bahder, Verbalabstrakta 94; Hirt,
Akzent 221 ; and especially Brugmann, Grd. 2, 308, Gr. Gr.’, §220.

Of course no one will deny that the suffix of the Greek
oxytones has a long vowel. The question is whether Greek
inherited from the parent speech two different suffixes -tii- and
-tii-, or the quantity of the Greek -ro- is secondary. I am
inclined to the latter opinion. In formation these nouns in -Tvs
bore an at least apparently close relation to verbals in -7ds,
accented on the final; cf. Boptis : Bodw, dyopntls : ayopdouar
with ayamntds : ayamdw, koounTds : koouéw. Hence the oxytone
accent, even if itself secondary, must have been of early origin.
Then their gender is feminine either from the influence of other
abstracts, like those in -ous, -7is, which were feminine (so Brug-
mann, Grd. 2, 304; cf. Von Bahder, loc. cit. supra, on orig.
gender), cf. the case in West Germanic, above, p. 14, or were
themselves originally feminine (Delbruck, Grd. 3, 118; cf. Brug.,
Gr. Gr.?, §220). In either case the feminine gender must have
been of early origin. With this agreement in accent and gender
it was most natural that there should be agreement also in the
quantity of the final with those nouns which formed the basis of I.E.
Type II as represented in the Greek Class IT (above, pp. 20 f., 36).
-Futhermore the suffix performs the same function as is performed
by -tu- in related languages. Hence I do not consider it neces-
sary to assume an L. E. suffix -fu-.

It is frequently stated that the suffix belongs particularly to
the Tonic dialect. Eustathius 1180, 6 gives it as Ionmic, but
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Didymus on Il. 2, 600 calls it Zolic. The statement that it is
Attic, made by the scholiast on Il. 19, 233, is clearly an error,
and there is a v. 1., Avriudyeios for ’AtTics. Pape, Etym. Wor-
terbuch 291, and L. and S. (passim) give it as an Ionic suffix.
Brugmann, Gr. Gr.’, § 220, says it is especially productive in
Ionic; cf. his Grd. 2, 308. In K.B., § 329, it is said to be
“poetic and dialectic,” while Herwerden. Lex. Graecum suppl. et
dial., s. v. émwopvkrdv, BarAnTls, dmactis, asserts that it is a
favorite suffix in Ionic and Cretan. An analysis of the material
gives the following results.'

There are thirteen found in Homer only, or in Homer and
glosses in Hesychius, Eustathius, etc., viz., ayopntds (1), axor-
miords (1), @lawtds (1), Bontis (1), dawris (1), édntis passim,
é\entis (2), émnris (1), wwvpards (3, also in Anacreon?), éapioTis
(8), érpurrds (bis, same passage), pvaraxtis (1), Tawaris (1).

There are seven in Homer that are also found in other authors,
viz., Bporis Homer (2), Anth, Pal., and Philoxenus ap. Athenzus,
qpamtés Homer (1), Apoll. Rh., and grammarians, «fapioris
Homer (1), Phanocles ap. Stobwus, épynoris Homer, Eurip. (1),
Lucian (1), irvs (p. 44) Hom., Hdt., Eurip., Xen., Galen, etc.,
k\e(e)Tvs (p. 44) Hom., Eurip.,, Soph., Lycophron, Nicander,
mitvs (p. 44) Hom., Hdt., Plutarch.

Callimachus has the following: dpmartis (1), acmactis ap.
Suidas (1), yeaoris (1), Swwktis (1), wastis ap. schol. (1),
| diorevris] (1). Callimachus and Manetho have ainTis.

Homeric Hymn to Apollo 162 has [ kpeuSBariactis].

Herodotus has: |caTtamhaotis] (1), emarus (1), Ajioris (1),
Sikrvs (p. 43), iTvs (p. 44), wirus (p. 44).

Hippocrates has ¢Aeypavris as a v. 1, viii, 96, and no others.

The usage of other writers is as follows: Soph. xheris (p. 44);
Eurip. épynoris, itvs (p. 44), xherds; Aristophanes xattds (p.
43), ¢irv ap. Eustath. (p. 43); Thuc. mevryrootis; Philoxenes
ap. Athensus Bpwtis ; Plato copporaris ; Aristotle wirus (p. 43);
Xen. itvs (p. 43), ékatootis, puplooTis, TevTNKOTTUS, XIALOTTYS
Antimachus ap. schol. mwpnris; Aschines and Demosthenes

1 Figures in parentheses after a word refer to the number of occurrences. Reference is
made to pp. 43 f. for words listed there as not consciously having the suffix -fu-. Words due
+to emendation are bracketed.
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TperTvs ; Liycophron ¢itus (p. 43), xherris (p. 44); Eratosthenes
ap. schol. avripaynarvs; Apoll. Rh. feerds (a doubtful word),
ypamTés ; Phanocles ap. Stobsus xtbapioris; Anth. Pal. Bpwtis,
[@xarnTis]; Manetho a\ytis; Nicander xhewrds; Plutarch mitus
(p- 44), éxatootls; Lucian opynotis, Terpaxtis; Galen iTuvs;
Oppian mofnTis.

Cretan inscriptions have audavris (written aumavris), omvaris,
Lex Gort. sixth century B. C. (see Searles, Lex. Stud.), and the
possible éperds, Mon. Ant., iii, 67, n. 127.

The following are found in Hesychius only: [aeearis], ameo-
05, [amodastis], apris, BAérvs (p. 43), demvnoris, Swuntis,
[énTis], énevrds a mistake for énentds, [émeweris], fatis, [latis],
papmrvs (p. 43), Eupioris, [dpynTis], opextis, mhdTus (p. 44),
woTnTUS, [TPUKTlS |, ppaaTis, xaewtls, xpapBahiacTis, dpyTUS.
Hesychius has {wels- 3 {wris: Bwpaf. This has been corrected
to Lwyds 4 fwrds from Cyrillus, who has {wyiv fwpaxa. Perhaps
SoTis is a mistake for *Cworis.

To be found in the Etym. Mag. only are: amactis, Siktv
(p. 43), mpaxris. Suidas alone has adppactis and Swris. Bekker
A.G. has @BornTis and this is restored in Hesychius. Hesychius
and Athenzus have BaiinTis. Theognostus in Anecd. Cram. ii,
16, 1 has ck7ds.

Brugmann, Gr. Gr.°, § 220, cites a form &moxovTioTés not
known to me from other sources, and probably a mistake for
akovrioris. He also has a form raxtés in Ber. sachs. G. d. W.,
1901, 95 not known to me from other sources. Pape, Etym.
Worterbuch, cites axesris, which I do not find elsewhere. Her-
werden, Lex. suppl., etc., emends Hesychius and reads émopuveriv.

A complete list of the numerals in -7vs’ is as follows: ékaTooTis
Xen., Plutarch, Inscriptions; wvpiooris Xen. (1); wevrakovris
doubtful word, schol. on Od. 8, 7; mevrakosiosris Etym. Mag.;
mevtkooTss Thuc., Xen.; terpaxtis Pythagoreans and Lucian;
xtMaoTis Bechtel, Ton. Inschr. 221 and 147, 20; xthooTis Xen.;
XéMnaTvs Aol. inser. S.G.D.I. 276; mevrexihoaris Ecel., and
finally the various forms rpiris, TpurTis, Tpuctis, TpumrTis.

The form 7pirris on an inscription from Ceos of the second

1For the numerals in -rvs see K.-B., §330, 12, h, 285, Brug., Gr. Gr.3, § 248, 2 with the-
literature cited.
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century B. C., Ditt.” 934, 6, is an error for TpirTis or TpueTls.
This 7puetds is an emendation for Tpuerijs in Hesychius demanded
by the alphabetical order and borne out by Delphian Tpiucredav,
Cauer’, 204, 34, and by Delian rpwtvapyodvros of the second cen-
tury B. C., Ditt. 588, 19. Hence Dittenberger, loc. cit., for
Tpuemrtys is inclined to read Tpuctds. Hesychius has Tpirds. 7plas,
and 7purris is found in Aschines, Demosthenes, C.I.A. ii, 871,
1053, 500, 502, 517, 518, C.I.G. Sic. et It. 1363, 10, and perhaps
elsewhere. Tputis from 7piya is probably the original form and
TpurTUs arose under the influence of TpirTds = *7pryros, TpuTvs under
that of 7pirds. (So Brug., Gr. Gr.’, § 248, 2; cf. Schulze, K.Z.
33 [1895], 395.)

It is clear from the above that numerals form a class by them-
selves and appear to have been made as freely in Attic and other
dialects as in Jonic. Excluding, therefore, the numerals and the
words listed on p. 43, since in the latter there was no conscious-
ness of the presence of a suffix -fu-, the situation for the remainder
may be summarized as follows:

The suffix is found (1) in poetry: Homer twenty examples,
Callimachus six or seven, and scatteringly in others; (2) in prose:
(a) Ionic, Herodotus three, and one of these an emendation, Hip-
pocrates one; (b) Non-Ionic, Lucian dpxnoris (Timon c. 55) also
found in Homer and Euripides; Plato cwdpovioris; Athenzeus
(Ulpian) BaiAntis (406, d, 407, ¢); (3) in Cretan inscription of
the sixth century B. C. two words, and the Hesychian gloss
Batis - fewpla, which may be Cretan as Herwerden suggests, and
is at any rate not Ionic.

There is no indication of dialect in the numerous glosses,
except in Eustathius as given above, p. 46. Considering the
relative infrequency of the suffix in Tonic prose,' or indeed in any
prose, one is led to wonder whether the use of it is not after all
an indication not of dialect but of antiquity. The Cretan examples
belong to the sixth century B. C., and among the poets Homer

1T cannot understand the statement made by Smyth, Ionic Dialect 396: ‘ Noteworthy
is the considerable number of nouns in -rvs in Ionic prose, which in Attic are poetical. Cf.
BpwTis, kTLaTYS, éd0TVs, dTpurTvs . . . )7 In his list of eight examples one (¥n8vs) does not con-
tain the suffix at all, éprvs is known only from Hesychius, Bpwtis, édnris, drpvrris are Homeric,
not Attic, while «7woris, Aparis, and pAeyuavris constitute the only examples of this suffix in
Ionic prose, except the emendation xarawAasrvs in Herodotus.
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uses the suffix most freely. The few instances of its use among
prose writers might be due to poetical reminiscence. If, however,
its use in Homer be taken as Ionic, it must be said that the suffix
was not confined to that dialect, but belonged to Cretan as well,
and possibly to Doric in general.

Very few Greek nouns with this suffix have cognates in the
related languages, and those which do are the very ones in which
the presence of the suffix was no longer felt in the Greek word,
e. g., itvs: L. vitus m., /uer “wind;” mitvs: Skt. pitii- m. “juice,
food, drink,” above, p. 14; dorv: Skt. vastu- n. “abode,” 1/ ues
“dwell.” The vowel relation is obscure (Hiibschmann, Vocal-
system 166), perhaps was, ués, strengthened grade, by influence
of the heavy series. Cf. Buck, A.J.P. 17 (1896), 285, and
Reichelt, K.Z. 39 (1903), 47, séd original strengthened 'grade of
sed, but from it sad(?).

Aside from the numerals, words of this formation are mostly
directly related to Greek verbs. For example, Homer has: asyopy-
TUs to ayopdopat, akovtioTis to akovtilw, alawTis to aladw, BonTis
to Bodw, etc.; cf. the list for Homer above.

Change of Tv to ov (fmovs).—The question of the change of
Tv to ov has been treated most recently by Lagerkrantz, Zur gr.
Lautgeschichte (Upsala, 1898) 121 ff., and, more fully, by Brug-
mann, Ber. sichs. G.d. W., 1901, 89 ff. Brugmann had formerly
(Gr. Gr.*42) rejected the change of 7v to v as a phonetic devel-
opment, but now accepts it as phonetic except initially and after
consonants. He ascribes the frequent presence of Tv after vowels
in words in -Tvs to the influence of words like uvnoris, ete., where
Tv coming after a consonant did not change. He does not, like
Lagerkrantz, limit the phenomenon to 70, but admits it for both
Tv and 7v. His general conclusions are accepted by Kretschmer,
Berlin. Phil. Woch., 1902, 1492-95.

The most certain example of ov in the suffix is Huovs. In
view of Cretan Hucrv-éetw and Epidaurian juireav, few will ques-
tion the accuracy of Brugmann’s statement (loc. cit., 91) that the
suffix in #uovs is identical with that in 7pwerds, TerparTis, mevry-
koatus, etc., that the word was originally a substantive, early
became neuter after 7o 6\ov, and thereupon became an adjective,
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fuovs and Huov being already in use. That the suffix was -Tv-
had been suggested as early as 1886 by Bechtel in his review of
the first edition of Brugmann’s grammar, Philologischer Anzeiger
xvi, 16. That the feeling for the suffix should be soon lost, and
hence that the treatment should be different from that of other
numerals in -Tvs is not surprising in view of the special meaning
of fuovs.

The forms of the different dialects present two types: (a) those
in -tv- or -ov-, (b) those in -6go- or -go-. In Brugmann’s list the
most important citations for the former are: Cretan [7|mrv-écro,
Mus. Ital. ii, 166, n. 8, 1. 8, in the sense of nulexTor; Epidaurian
olvov fuireav, Ep. Apy., 1899, 1, n. 1 = Ditt.? Y38, 9, 27; Phocian
70 Hmov, S.G.D.I. 1647, 7, called “vorromisch” in the Sammlung,
loc. cit.; and for the latter: Cretan 7a Huiocoa, Mus. Ital. iii,
601 ft., 7; Epid. 70 fjmooor, S.G.D.I. 3325, 15. In addition to
the forms cited by Brugmann I may add for a: Paros #uov,
Ditt* 569, 6 (300-250? B. C.); Magnesia juice, Ditt.? 552,
84 = Kern, Magn. n. 100 (second century B. C.), Ditt.? 554, 15
= Kern, n. 99 (second century B. C.); Lebadea 7uioéwr, Ditt.?
540, 44 = I.G. Sept. i, 3073 (175-171 B. C.); Teos juseias 7as,
Ditt.” 177, 8 (306-301 B. C.); Megara #juvov, C.I.G. Sept. i, 43
(third century B. C.); Oropus fuvov, C.I.G. Sept. i, 3498 (200
B. C.); Halicarnassus #uvav, Bechtel, Ton. 241, yuiov, C.I.G. Ins.
i, 8, 1119, 7 (Roman period); Thera 7a juion, C.I1.G. Ins. i, 3,
330, 197 (210-195 B. C.); and for b: Cretan 7o juisoov, Mon.
Ant. vi, 302, 7 = Michel 440, 7 (fourth century B. C., Michel);
Cos nuicaw, Ditt.? 598, 58 = S.G.D.I. 3627 (late); #uoos, C.I.G.
Sic. et It. 2030 (Roman period); Astypalea juice, Ditt.* 493, 11
= C.L.G. Ins. i, 3, 168, 12 (first century B. C.); Megara #juaov,
S.G.D.I. 3052, a (late).

The two forms with 7, Cretan [7]|wm7Tv-€ékT0 and Epidaurian
nuiteiav are both early, before the close of the fifth century B. C.
The earliest examples of #futsgo- are Delphian, Epidaurian, and
Cretan, all of the fourth century B. C., one occurrence of each.
The examples of #uigo- are all later than the second century B. C.

Because of the forms in 7, Brugmann rightly rejects the view
of G. Meyer and Meillet that #usoo- arose from I.E. *seme-syo-,
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andfalso the view of J. A. Smith, LF. 12 (1901), 4, that fjuovs
is formed from the old loc. pl of the stem sémi- (*sémissu “‘in
halves’’). But Brugmann continues:

Aber, wie bei *sémi-syo-, gerit man auch bei der Zurfickfithrung von
-ogo- auf uridg. -tuo- (C. A. Miller, De litera =, pp. 62, 68) mit den
Lautgesetzen in Konflict wegen kret. jjuooa, fir das *jucrra zu erwarten
wére (G. Meyer, Gr. Gr.2 350, K.B. i, 640). Nur mit der Annahme ist
durchzukommen, dass *jucrv- in urgriechischer Zeit zu juwov- geworden
war. Dieses wurde in die o-Deklination tbergefiihrt. Dabei oder
darauf wurde v (%) konsonantisch, und solches *juioro-v (*juiovo-v) ergab
weiterhin Juwaov (cf. lesb. looos=kret. ciofos). In analoger Weise
entstand yAvkkdv, dlter *ylvkrov, aus yAvkd. Hiernach hat epid. juirear
sein altes lautgesetzliches = bewahrt, wahrend die Formen homer.
jmioees w.s.w. ihr ¢ von »jumovs -ov bezogen haben; umgekehrt kret.
[#]merv- fr fmov- nach den auf der Stammgestalt *juires- beruhenden
Formen.

The Cretan inscription cited by Brugmann (Mus. Ital. iii, 610)
for the form fjuooa is datable by the name of the king somewhere
between 277 and 239 B. C. It contains the non-Cretan gen. sg.
mokews, and the more significant form mpdoaéy, 1. 14. The still
earlier Cretan inscription, not cited by Brugmann (Mon. Ant. vi,
302), is dated by Michel in the fourth century B. C. But this
has mdAews, the acc. pl. in -ous not -ovs, and the form rav fdracoa[v
1. 18. So far as evidence is at hand it is known that those dialects
which have 77 from -kg-, etc., have also 77 from -fu-, and that the
treatment is exactly parallel. In other words we should expect
71 from -fy- wherever we find mpdrrew, etc. In accordance with
this, Meyer, Blass, and Brugmann are manifestly correct in
assuming that in Cretan we should expect *juirra. The fact
that in the Cretan inscriptions that do have 7utoao- we also find
og in mpdoow and falacoa is conclusive proof that the Cretan
forms fjuocaor and futooa show nothing as to the actual condition
in early Cretan, and hence cannot be taken as evidence for a
proethnic Greek change of futv- to fueov-.

So far, therefore, as the forms of fjutovs are concerned, the
change may or may not have taken place in prehistorical Greek.
It is entirely possible that the change of Tv to ov took place in
historical Greek times and that forms like fjuigaor (Cretan and
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Beeotian *puetrov) arose from *juircov before the change. In
that case the most natural supposition is that the relation of v to
ov is dialectic, and on this assumption we should expect Tv in
those dialects which have 8{6wTt, etc., and ov in those which have
8{dwar, etc. Against this assumption are the forms: Phocian
Auov (S.G.D.I. 15647, 7), with a 3d sg. in -1¢, Theran juioy
(C.I.G. Ins. i, 3, 330, 197), with 3d pl. A@Borri, and Megarian
fuvev (C.L.G. Sept. i, 43). The Tean inscription (Ditt.? 177, 8)
with fuiceias has also éyovei. Other forms with ov in Doric
dialects are so late as hardly to count. And the two most impor-
tant forms (Phocian #fuwv and Theran sjuion) are also so late
that in spite of the presence of true Doric characteristics in the
inscriptions the forms in ov may be due to the xouwnj.

Suffix -ju- substantives.—This is seen only in vids, and per-
haps also in ocfds (with change to long © under influence of
feminine gender and oxytone accent), if Bezzenberger’s etymol-
ogy, B.B. 26 (1902), 168, is correct. He takes 6ifis from *6idev-s,
*6-F1dw-s, in Ablaut with Lett. waidét *complain, lament,” waidy
“complaint, lament,” and hence belonging to Lett. wa: ‘ah, woe,”
Goth. vaz, O.H.G. we, L. vae.

Suffix -nu- substantives.—This is found in Opijrus: 6Opa-vos,
Skt. /dhr “hold.” Muyvis (¢ Tryphiodorus), hence with transfer
to ¥ under influence of gender and accent, is uncertain etymo-
logically and can be placed here only with reservation.

Suffix -ru- substantives.—The most certain example is Sdrpv:
L. dacruma, lacruma, O. Welsh dacr, Corn. dagr, Goth. tagr,
0.H.G. zahar, Eng. tear, all in sense of “tear;” cf. above, p. 16.
Another, less certain, is pdoTpus: pdoTpomos, uactebw, etc. The
words BdTpus, kdypvs, and daTpis, a sort of tree, are too uncertain
etymologically to admit decision as to suffix.

Suffix -lu- substantives.—This suffix is probable in ayAds.
Berneker, Die Preussische Sprache 278, connects O. Prussian
aglo “rain” (for aglu), and suggests on the basis of akh: ak the
possible connection also of Lith. aklas “blind,” L. aquilé “north-
wind.” Cf. Fick i*, 474. On the other hand Fick i, 348 separates
ax- s from Lith. aklas, L. aquilus “dark,” and says it probably
belongs with wwy-. Even in that case the suffix would be -lu-.
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See also G. Meyer, Alban. Worterbuch s. v. akul “ice.” The
suffix is also probable in éyyervs. Cf. é&s, L. anguss, etc.,
though the vowel relation is not clear, and.direct connection is
improbable.

Suffix -gu- substantives.—Cf. above, p. 16. This suffix is
frequently assigned to mpéoBvs. Brugmann, Ber. sichs. G.d. W.
1889, 53, compared the suffix in éyyds, ueoconyds, Lith. zmogis
“man,” Skt. vanargi- “roaming in the forest,” puro-gavd-
“leader.” Cf. his article in K.Z. 24 (1879), 62. Bezzenberger,
B.B. 4 (1878), 345, compared Skt. adhrigu- irresistibly
advancing” and wvanargui-, and gave to the gu the meaning
“going.” For a less plausible meaning see Curtius, Grdz." 479.
Though Brugmann, Grd. i*, 595, says that only uncertain guesses
have been made about the latter part of the word, he tacitly
accepts in his Kurze Gr. 473 the meaning “going” by translating
mpésBus “im Alter vorausgehend.” Cf. also his Gr. Gr.® 127,
and Grd. i, 754.

As regards the distribution of the forms Bv- and quv- the latter
is seen in, or to be inferred from, most of the forms outside of
Attic-Tonic. Thus Cretan: mpelyvs S.G.D.I. 4992, mprjyioTos,
etc., S.G.D.I. 5034; mpewocyevrav gen. pl. S.G.D.I. 5167, 11,
from which the frequently cited mpeicyvs is inferred. Beeotian:
mpwayetes S.G.D.I. 705, 6 (mpioyees, on stone) = C.I.G. Sept.
2418; mpoyei[es B.C.H. 25 (1901), 137; mpioyei[as C.LG.S.
1720. Cheeroboscus 234, 23 = Bekker, A.G. 1413, = Gram. Graeci
iv, 1, p. 233, 7 gives mpéayvs mpéoyvos as Doric. Hesychius and
Etym. Mag. 723, 17, have omépyvs: mpéofBus.

The Attic-Ionic regularly has the forms with Bv, and so far as
I know this appears elsewhere only in Thessalian S.G.D.I. 345,
12, and Lesbian; cf. Hoffmann, G.D. ii, 500.

The forms with v would be phonetic in those cases where g% came
before u, those with 8 in cases where g% was not followed by u.
Then we must assume leveling in one direction in some dialects
and in the opposite direction in others. Cf. Brugmann, Ber.
sachs. G. d. W., 1889, 53. Schulze’s assumption of dissimilation
(Gott. gel. Anz., 1896, 249), Doric mpéaye[f|es from *mpearyreres,
is less plausible.
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For the first part of the word see Brugmann, Kurze Gr. 473, LF. 13
(1902), 164, Grd. 2, 402, 406, Ber. sichs. G. d. W., 1889, 53, K.Z. 24 (1879),
62; Per Persson, Studia Etym. 95; Baunack, Inschr. v. Gort. 30; G.
Meyer, Gr. Gr.® 184; J. Schmidt, K.Z. 26 (1883), 381. Cf. also on the
word Etym. Mag. 687, 11; Herodian ii, 324.

The word oTAeyyvs, name of a plant, found only in Theophras-
tus, H. Pl 8, 4, 3, may contain this suffix, but the etymology is
uncertain.

Suffix -u- substantives.—Words with this suffix in Greek are
prevailingly feminine and with the accent on the final syllable.
It is probable that Greek inherited the use of @ under the accent
to represent feminines, as the same use is found in Sanskrit, but
there is no Greek word with this suffix which has been shown
to have cognates with long # in other languages, unless it be
XéM\vs, see below. The root-nouns in long % may have been the -
starting-point for the use of the # as a suffix in both Sanskrit and
Greek. Of these root-nouns Greek has some which show the
inherited @. These are given here, although it is understood,
of course, that in them the # is not a suffix.

Examples of such root-nouns' are: ¥s ais: L. sits, Umbr. sim;
i-x0s m.: Lith. gen. pl. Zuv-u “fish,” Arm. jukn “fish;” o¢pis :
Skt. bhri-, ete., above, p. 21, is usually classed as a root-noun (e. g.,
by Brugmann, Grd. 2, 455), but Osthoff, M.U. iv, 217, and
Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892), 336, take it as a dissyllabic stem,
which in Sanskrit, etc., lost its root-vowel through suffixal accent.
Kretschmer, loc. cit., 332, also gives as a root-noun irbs from
l-o\ds with prothetic ¢ as in ix09s, comparing L. lutum, polluo,
Grk. AMpa, Ay from *oAd-ua. Otherwise Thurneysen, K.Z. 32
(1893), 352.

Brugmann, LF. 11 (1900), 271ff., connects »ndls with L.
abdémen, taking it as a compound of »n- “down, below,” and v
a root-noun belonging with Stouar “I enter.” Tt has a short final
in Callimachus, and on two Beeotian metrical inscriptions, C.I.G.
Sept. 2544 and 2545.

3pds bears the same relation to 8dpv, Spu- as Skt. asita-jnii- f.,
“with dark knees,” does to Skt. jdnu- jfiu-. See Osthoff, Parerga

1uds is an original s-stem, but has in Greek some forms like the #@-stems, e. g., acc. sg.
wiv, gen. sg. uios after the analogy of oppiv odpvos, ete. Cf. Schulze, Q.E. 133 f.
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148 f£. Otherwise J. Schmidt, K.Z. 25 (1881), 52. The feminine
gender may be secondary, Osthoff, loc. cit., 152. The masculine
is found on an inscription from Acarnania in E¢. Apy., 1893, 32.
For the word in general cf. Hirt, Ablaut, § 772, 151.

The word Zyvis £ “poples” presumably has the long final,
although no metrical proof is at hand. It is evidently to be con-
nected with ydvv (J. Schmidt, loc. cit. supra 53) and is exactly
parallel to Skt. asita-jfid-. The ¢ is prothetic, and the -yvus bears
the same relation to ydvv as 8pis to Sdpv.

The feminine oxytone 8eA¢ds has presumably the long v, and
the cognates make it clear that we have here the suffix -u-,
although no other language shows the word with this suffix.
Sergpvs : Skt. gdrbha- “fetus,” Goth. kalbs, O.H.G. kalba “female
calf,” O.E. cealf, Eng. calf.

i0%s with long final in Homer is an example of the long @ in
an oxytone feminine beside the oxytone masculine and neuter
adjective with short .

mAn8is . mAjbos, mAjfw, has long ¥ in Homer, and examples
of short final among later writers are doubtful. It is found
S.G.D.I. 1479, 18, mAnfdv Locrian, Lex Gort. vi, 52, mAéfvw
Cretan.

Xx€éA\vs presents difficulty. It has a long final in Homeric Hymn
to Mere. 33, 153, 242, but a short final in Callim. Hymn to
Apollo 16, Oppian H. 5, 404, Aratus 268. It is given as a bary-
tone feminine in short v by Hdn. i, 237, 20. There would be no
difficulty in Greek in explaining the long final in the Homeric
hymn as due to the same sort of metrical lengthening as seen in
a few examples in Homer of a long final in masculine oxytone
adjectives in -Us. But it has been plausibly connected (e. g., by
Hirt, Ablaut 473; Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 [1892], 335; Wiedemann,
B.B. 27 [1902], 249 ff.) with O.B. Zely or zily with the same
meaning. Kretschmer, loc. cit., 386, attempts to explain the v as
due to contraction of a long root-vowel (@, é, or 0) with u, com-
paring xeA@vy. If this connection with zily is accepted, the word
constitutes the sole exception to the statement made above that
no Greek noun except the root-nouns can be shown to have an
inherited o.
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B. ADJECTIVES

The adjectives in -vs -eca -v represent the same type (I) that
is seen in other languages, but with change in some case-forms,
as in the substantives of Class I. While most substantive u-stems
have been transferred to the long 4-declension in Greek, and the
declensional Type I of the short u-stems is found in only a few
substantives, the u-stem adjectives retain in Greek this type of
declension. The only v-stem adjectives (not compounds) not
declined after this type are Tépus and ¢divs, and these are known
only from glosses and might well be substantives used appositively.
(See p. 41.) Liddell and Scott give w@dA\vs gen. -vos, but this is
simply a mistake. There is nothing to show its declension.
Adjective compounds with substantives in -vs -v as final member
are declined like the simplex. Those with adjectives as final
member are declined like the simplex, and consequently belong
to the type here under discussion. (See under Compounds,
pp. 611£.) ,

The masculine and neuter of these adjectives in -vs are declined
exactly like the substantives of Class I except in the following
particulars: (1) The gen. sg. in good Attic ends in -eos not -ews,
though -ews is found in late writers. (2) The nom.-acc. pl. neuter
has the open form -ea in Attic, and not the close form -5 of the
substantives. Attic inscriptions show the gen. juioeos, C.L.A. ii,
794, d, 6 (356 B. C.), and the nom.-acc. pl. neuter in -ea or -ewa.
Contracted forms in -1 appear in the second half of the fourth
century B. C. beside the forms in -ea -ea (Meisterhans’, 150).
For the late gen. sg. in -ews see Lobeck, Phrynichus 247. The
correct reason why the Attic adjective had -eos while the substan-
tive had -ews is given by Choeroboscus, Gram. Greci iv, 1, 222
(221, g). It is that the presence of the adverb in -ews to the
same adjective led to a desire to keep the gen. sg. of the adjective
and the adverbial form distinct. Another explanation is also
offered by Chceroboscus, but it is not so plausible.

Inscriptional evidence for the dialects is not very plentiful.
Zolic has the gen. sg. yAikeos, S.G.D.I. 272=C.1.G. Ins. 68,
10, 13 = Hoffmann, ii, 166, time of the Antonines. Herodian, ii,
710, 9 = Choeroboscus, Dict, 223, 15 declares that the Beeotian
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gen. of Tayls Bpadls was not Tayios Bpadios (as we should expect
from Beeotian ¢ before a vowel), but he fails to tell us what it was.
Arcadian has the nom. pl. neuter O7Aea, Ditt.? 939, 19. Thera
has 7& O4reia, Cauer’ 148 C 27. Laconia has ta Bpadeia, Le
Bas et Wad. 194 C. Troezen has Bapéa orevayovres B.C.H. 24
(1900), 179.

The acc. sg. in -ea instead of -v» is occasionally found. Homer,
I1. 6, 291; 9, 72, has elpéa movrov, and edpéa komov, I1. 18, 140;
21, 125. Theocr. 20, 8, 44, has adéa. This is simply an exten-
sion of the strong grade -¢r- to a case elsewhere treated as weak.
The adjective form is like the Homeric viéa, p. 32.

All simple (i. e., not compounded) adjectives in -vs are oxytone
in the masculine and neuter and properispomenon in the feminine
except the following: #uavs, Ofjhvs, wddvs, mpéaBus, Tépus, dorus,
and the Epic forms é\dyea, Miyea, Od\ea, Oapeal, Tappeial.

Aueovs is in origin a substantive, though, it must be said, of a
class usually oxytone (above, pp. 60 f.); wd\vs is known only
from glosses. Hesychius has wdAvs; Etym. Mag. s. v. auBAis
has pwAis. Gottling, Accentlehre 310, considers the barytone
accent wrong. mpésBus is not an adjective in the positive. Tépus
and ¢dAvs belong in declension to Class IT and are probably sub-
stantives in origin (above, p. 57). The positive éAayvs is not in
use but is given by grammarians, e. g., Hdn. i, 237, 12, who
remarks on the Homeric érayea. The positive Adyvs is in use,
e. g., by Pindar, and the feminine Aiyeia (not Auyeia) is prescribed
by Arcadius 95, 2. The masculine 8dAvs to Odieia is not extant.
The masculine Tappis is first found in Asch. Sept. 535. The
masculine fauds does not occur except in the grammarians, e. g.,
Bekker, A.G. 563, 8, and Etym. Mag. 75, 15. Aristarchus gives
Oapeai and Tappeial, but Pamphilus gives the forms that would
conform to the rule, faueiar and Tappeiar. So K.B., § 145, ii.
On the accent of Ofivs see J. Vendryes, Mém. Soc. Ling. 13
(1904), 143.

The Greek adjectives in -us agree in their oxytone accent with
the u-stem adjectives of the related languages (above, p. 18).

The feminine of adjectives in -vs is regularly made in -eca and
follows the Greek first (a) declension. The Ionic regularly has
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-ea ; so almost universally in Herodotus; and this is found beside
the other form -e.a also on Attic inscriptions especially of the
fourth century B. C. (Meisterhans® 40). In Homer the form -ea
is rare, -e.a being the regular ending. For the forms in Homer
see K.B., §127, 2, anm. 1; for the Ionic see K.B., §127, 3, and
Smyth, Tonic, §§ 506, 219, 419.

The ending -e:a is from -e£ta, i. e., from the strong form of the
suffix -er- 4 the feminine-forming suffix -a-, LE. -7- (7). See
above, p. 18, and Brug., Gr. Gr.?, §174. The forms in -ea are
from -eca with loss of the second element of the diphthong.
Johansson, K.Z. 30 (1890), 404, takes -ea as from -era and not
from -eria ; but see above, p. 7. Cf. also Smyth, Ionic 198, and
Meisterhans® 40.

The precise process by which -efia became -eca is a matter of
dispute. Brugmann, Gr. Gr.? § 15, 2, and § 51, 1, calls it
doubtful, but in his Kurze Gr. § 151, 3, a, and 318, 2, he puts
it under epenthesis (i. e., efta Y eira > ewa). He is doubtless led
to this position by his view of Elean ¢uvyadeiw, etc., which he
derives from -7riw, through -nire, thus explaining the shortening
of n to e (Gr. Gr.’ Nachtrage 573). That epenthesis is the
regular process in art and oft, just as in aw, ov, apt, opt (Balve,
etc.) has been generally assumed on the basis of Corinthian
aporrav, Adalfwy, though now contested by Danielsson, I.F. 14
(1903), 875 ff. But even if true, this would prove nothing for
€Ft, since in the case of ewt, epy in contrast to aw, etc., there is no
epenthesis, but vowel lengthening (¢feipw, dpdipw, etc.). For the
reason of this difference, see Goidanich, Le Sorti dei gruppi L.E.
-nj-, -mj-, -rj-, -ij- nell’ ellenismo. On the other hand -eta cannot
come by the same process as ¢pfeipw for *@beprw, since e is a
genuine diphthong. There is no difficulty in assuming that -erta
remained unchanged until the dropping of f, thus becoming ea
without any intervening stage. This is made reasonably certain
by Boeotian Kapukerio, occurring twice, Ep. Apy. 1896, 243, and
1900, 107. The only escape from this conclusion would be to
assume that the Boeotian form is from -efto- not -efro-. This is
altogether unlikely. As for Elean ¢uvyadeiw, etc., this type need
not be for -nfiw, but can be from -ef-tw, with the grade e, which
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must in any event be admitted (see Schulze, Q.E. 457 ff. and
Solmsen, Untersuchungen 72).

A still different view is advanced by Prellwitz, Gott. gel. Anz.,
1886, 762, who thinks that the regular phonetic development for
the nom. sg. fem. of adjectives in -vs would have been *oradeba
as madevw from *maideriw, and cites Delphian Tpwkreday kniav,
Cauer’ 204, 34=C.I.A. ii, 545, of the year 380 B. C., as an
example of this development. The form 7pwcTedar is certainly
puzzling, but the great mass of evidence is against Prellwitz’
view. Tpwctevay seems to be a feminine to a masc. TplkTevos,
perhaps from a form *7pucTeds (?).

This class of adjectives is much more largely preserved in modern
Greek than are the substantives in -vs, -v. The reason is not far to seek.
They constituted in classical Greek an important element in the body of
adjectives, and there was beside them no large class in « or 5 to cause
confusion as in the case of substantives. There has been, however, in
modern Greek frequent interchange with adjectives in -os, and on the
other hand many oxytone adjectives in -os have gone over to those in -vs,
perhaps originating in the comparative -vrepos, which had gained a wide
use, and after which positives in -vs could be formed. See Hatzidakis,

Neugr. Gr. 381; Jannaris Hist. Grk. Gr., §§ 402, 496, 503; Thumb,
Neugr. Volkssprache 47, §§ 94, 95.

Suffix -u- adjectives.— With this suffix are formed most of the
u-stem adjectives in Gireek. For the accent see above, p. 58.
Cognates in the related languages are frequent. For Bapis: Skt.
guri-; éayvs: Skt. raghu- ; evpis: Skt. uri-; §8ds : Skt. svadi- ;
mhat?s : Skt. prihi-; molds: Skt. purid- (on the vowel of the
root see Brug., Grd. i*, 272; J. Schmidt, K.Z. 32 [1893], 382 £.);
awvs : Skt. agu-; see above, p. 19.

Other examples are: mayids: Skt. bahi- ‘“abundant,” Lith.
bingus ‘‘spirited” (of horses) (cf. Brug., Grd. i’, 545; Prellwitz,
B.B. 21 [1896], 286); xpatis: Goth. hardus ‘“hard,” O.H.G.
hart “hard,” Lith. kartus “bitter;” mpais (*mpdrvs: Skt. pritd-
“beloved,” priyd- “dear,” Goth. frijon “love;” éis has been
variously connected with Skt. vasi- “good,” Skt. prefix su-
“good,” and Skt. ayu- “living.” The last is given by Collitz,
K.Z. 27 (1885), 183, who cites the literature for other views. Cf.
also Schulze, Q.E. 33 ff. The etymology of etfis {ffs is uncer-
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tain. For various views, none convincing, see Bezzenberger, B.B.
4 (1878), 345 ft.; Meringer, Beitrage (Wiener Akad. 125, 1891)
3; Osthoff, Perf. 534; Thurneysen, K.Z. 30 (1890), 352. Wacker-
nagel, K.Z. 30 (1890), 301 f., takes auB\s as ““without strength”
from a privative and *BAvUs *uadds connected with udia pdiiora.
For an ancient view see Etym. Mag. 79, 5, where it is derived
from 70 w@dlos. dacis with its intervocalic o has presented diffi-
culty, and called forth a variety of explanations. Brugmann,
Grd. i, 748, was inclined to accept G. Meyer’s view (Alb. Worter-
buch 65) that Sacds was from *dnfsu-s, *darov- because of
Albanian dent- “make compact, close.” In his Gr. Gr.*> 122 he
goes back to J. Schmidt’s view (Kritik 51f.) that *dahis was
changed back to dacids in proethnic Greek after *devaos (cf.
Bévbos : Babis) and that afterward Sacds came in for *Sevoos.
See the literature cited in Gr. Gr.* 122 for other views. In the
Ber. sachs. G. d. W., 1901, 92 ff. Brugmann rejects all former
explanations and suggests that dacds is from *datds = *dntu-s
with the change of v to ov for which he argues. See above, pp.
50f." The ¢ in this case is a “root-determinative” and the suffix
is -u- not -fu-. This is clear both from the L. densed to Alb. dent,
and from the great infrequency of the suffix -fu- in adjectives.

Suffix -mu- adjectives.—This is probable in piuds. For the
etymology see Osthoff, Etym. Parerga 164, who derives from
*puopvs and compares with L. #ris-tis.

Suffix -lu- adjectives.—This is seen in OfAvs: Skt. dhard-
“sucking,” Skt. y/dha “suck,” Grk. p\sj. It is not shown for
any other Greek adjectives.

Suffix -tu- adjectives.—This is not found except in fjucovs, and
this is without doubt a substantive in origin. See above, pp. 50 ff.

Suffix -gu- adjectives.—For Brugmann’s view of éyyls pegon-
v¥s see above, p. 54. Breal, Mém. Soc. Ling. 12 (1902), 242,
sees in the -yus of éyyds an old loc. pl. yvo/, from the root yv seen
in qvior “limb,” but this is not probable.

C. COMPOUNDS

In compounds where the first member is a noun or adjective
in -vs, -v, gen. -eos (-ews), the first member always ends in v, but
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in those where the first member is a noun in -us, -vos the first
member sometimes ends in v, but more often in vo, as ixfv-Boros
and iy6vd-Bpwros, ete. See K.B., § 340, 7 C, a, 330.

Nearly all compounds in which the final member is a noun or
adjective in -vs are adjectives. Some few are nouns, and a few
are substantivized adjectives. The accent of the compound adjec-
tive is proparoxytone, no matter what the accent or quantity of
the final of the simplex. Herodian i, 237, 8, simply says that all
compound adjectives in -us are barytone, citing &mnlus, vénrvs,
moAvdakpus, pedvodpus. Cf. Etym. Mag. 246, 11, Eustath. 833,
and Schol. Ven. ad Catal. v. 271, quoted by Lobeck, Phryn. 533.
According to Lobeck, Paral. 252, substantives are generally par-
oxytone. He cites éruuddpus, nuepddpus, Mwddpus, bexrddpus,
xapaidpvs, and yaparmwirvs. The last is more probably proparoxy-
tone, and he himself cites mpdTnOus and vapddarayvs as substantives.
Further, Yrevdauduatvs and Yrevdarpddpafus are not paroxytone.

Of the nouns belonging to Class I, only mé\exvs, mijyuvs, and
mpéoBus are found as the final member in compounds. From
mé\exvs we have only éfaméhexvs, frequent in Polybius, from
mijxvs over thirty compounds, and from mpésBus only lodmpesBus,
Asch. Ag. 78. and odumpesBus. These compounds, when adjec-
tives, have the masculine and feminine in -vs and the neuter in -v,’
and are declined like the nouns of Class I> Substantive com-
pounds under this head are rare. A probable example is ovu-
mpecBus. The declension is like that of the simplex.

Compounds with nouns in -vs -v, -vos as final member are
formed from dauduabus, dprvs, arpdpafvs, Borpus, wévus, yijpus,
Sdrpv, 8pls, loxvs, ix0Ds, xikvs, vékus, oills, odpis, mitus, oTdyvs,

1This and similar statements below do not imply that every word has both forms and
all genders. Some appear only as masculine, some as feminine, and many do not show the
neuter form, but the type is as represented.

2K.B., §149, xi, and § 126, anm. 9, give the genitive in -cos, and say that they are declined
like ordinary adjectives in -vs, except that in the nom.-acc. pl. neuter they have the close
form in -», not the open form in -ea. But since in this neuter plural form they agree with the
nouns of Class I rather than with the adjectives like yAvkvs, the presumption is that the
gen. sg. also had the substantive form -ews in Attic, unless there is evidence to the contrary,
and such I have not been able to find. (The compounds of Class II are declined like nouns
of IT, not like adjectives; see below.) Hdt. 2, 149, has rerpamixeos, Polybius 5, 89, 6, has amo
éxkaidekamixovs , . . . OkTamixovs, but neither shows what Attic usage would be. L. and S.
give kaAAimnxvs, Avxémnxvs, éfamélexvs, TeTpdmxvs, and perhaps others, as having the gen. -ews
They give ayAadmnxvs, mevrdmyxvs, éxkaidexdmnxvs as having the gen. -cos—on what grounds,
I do not know,
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™0Us, ¢ppaatis, xéAs. Their declension is like that of the sim-
plex. The adjective compounds have the masculine and feminine
in -vs, the neuter in -v. See footnote 1, p. 62.

Compounds with adjectives in -us as final member are them-
selves adjectives, and follow the usual declension of adjectives in
-vs -eta -v, except that the feminine in -ea is rare and the form in
-vs often does duty both as masculine and feminine. Eustathius
1017, 35 and 833, quoted by Lobeck, Phryn. 538, takes such
forms as audiddoea, immoddoeia, xahkoBdpeia (all in use in
Homer) as the feminine to adjectives in -uvs, and explains the
accent by saying that they agree in this with compound adjectives
in the masculine, as Tpaxds but drpayvs, 6€¥s but xdrofus, Oijvs
but dfnivs. Theophrastus, H. Pl. 3, 13, 6, has émBapeiav where
the Thesaurus would read émiBdpeiav, and for ofvyhuvkeia pday
Pollux 6, 80, the Thesaurus would read ofvyAvkeca. The mascu-
line forms in -vs for au¢iddoea and irmroddaeia do not occur (K.B.,
§ 145, ii), and Lobeck, Phryn. 538, takes these feminine forms
rather as parallel to wovvoyéveia, Beamiémeia and similar feminine
forms to masculines in -7s. At any rate undoubted instances of
the use of the form in -us as feminine are found, e. g., Theoph.
H. Pl 1, 6, 8, cuvofus as feminine.

The following adjectives in -us are found as the final member
of compound adjectives in -vs: awBAis, Babis, Bapls, Bpayis,
yAvkts, dagis, Spuds, ebbis, ndvs, OfAvs, (Bpacis?), 6fds, mayds,
mAaTUS, TONUS, Tpayys, dkvs. Eustathius 840, 21, says that oxytone
(adjectives) in -us when compounded give up their accent if they
keep the ending -vs, as Spiuvs adpiuvs, Tpayvs drpayvs, but if
they keep the accent they change the ending, as %#8is andis,
Bapls aBapris, Babids aBabss. This is also the statement of Schol.
Ven. ad Catal. v. 271, quoted by Lobeck, Phryn. 533. Lobeck,
loc. cit., 539, adds that when adjectives in -vs are compounded with
prepositions the ending is retained. Lobeck, loc. cit., 536, sug-
gests as the reason for the use now of -vs now of -5 as the ending
the following: ‘“Ego sic judico et statuo, Graecos sub hac con-
ditione terminationem mutasse, si nomen substantivum subjaceret
aptum fingendo adjectivo; sin, adjectivi simplicis exitum reli-
quisse.” Lobeck’s examples make it plain that he means a
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substantive s-stem. This is the opinion also of K.B., § 342, b, v,
840. The facts bear out Liobeck’s view in the main. Aside from
the compounds with prepositions, the instances of compounds in
-vs where nouns in -os (-es) of the same period were well established
are of doubtful character.

It is evident from the foregoing that a rather close relation
between adjectives in -us and noun stems in -es exists in Greek.
This apparent relation was noticed by the ancients. Thus the
writer of Etym. Mag. 210 couples Bdpos and Bapvs ; 213, 15, 16,
rdyos Tayvs, Bplfos Bpdis; 233, 53, 54, ddoos Sacls, mdyos
maxis, yhdpos yhadis; 396, 17, edpos elpis, Opdoos Opacis, rdros
kotls, lmmwos (mwmis; 535, 41, kpdros kpatils, mwAdros mwAatis.
Cf. Fick, B.B. 1 (1877), 245 ff., who gives a list of some twenty-
five instances of parallel s- and u-stems. Th. Aufrecht, K.Z. 34
(1897), 458, has a few examples of the same parallelism in
Sanskrit.

Compounds with a dental stem as final member and nom. sg.
in -us are adjectives or substantivized adjectives. They have the
declension of the simplex. Most of them have only the one form
in -us for the masculine and feminine and no neuter form. Where
the neuter does occur, it is late. They are: opfokopus -vfos,
Tpiropus -vfos, Emnhus, v -vdos, kdTnAvs -vdos, uérnlus -vdos, vénhus
-vdos, Sunivs -vdos, alvnAvs -vdos, aivykAvs -vdos. For the com-
pounds in -p\vs no simplex is extant, but the nature of the
compound is clear.

The isolated compounds avrduapTus, iepduaptus, Yrevdéuaptus
are, like the simplex, only apparent u-stems and would follow the
simplex in declension.

Hypocoristics in -vs.'—There is a considerable class of proper
names in -vs belonging, so far as they are not foreign names,
to the hypocoristic type (Kosenamen). See Fick-Bechtel* 26;
Kretschmer, Vaseninschriften 193, 67, 239; Lobeck, Phryn. 436.

The grammarians report a peculiar type of hypocoristics in
-Us, gen. -0, dat. 9. See Bekker, A.G. 1195; 857, 7; Herodian ii,
707, 615, 625, 665, i, 236; K.B., § 136, 4, d. A gen. -00s is

1Kawds, -vdos, f. proper name, Hdn. i, 237, probably belongs under hypocoristics. In
Strabo Kaivus » has the gen. -vos. So also IdAuvs, -vdos, Hipponax 15, 4, ace. ; HdAuvv, ibid.,
30 B. Cf. Hdn. i, 237; Choeroboscus, Bekker, A.G. 1408,
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found beside -3, e. g., Acovddos I.G.A. 494 from Erythrae, beside
the form cited by the grammarians. According to the evidence
of the inscriptions this type with -0 -0dos is late, Meisterhans® 139.
In earlier times were found only forms of the usual declension
as Beeotian Aépuwve, S.G.D.1. 875.

Dental stems with nom. sg. in -vs."*—A list of such names is
here presented on the ground that this type may have absorbed
some u- or #-stems, parallel to the absorption of 7-stems by nouns
in -5, though there is much less evidence for such absorption
here, and further because of the occasional interchange with
u-stem forms, as «dpuy, etc. For the compounds see above.

ay\vs, -0fos, Hdn. i, 238, feminine oxytone in long o, but
probably a mistake for ayviss ; cf. Lentz, ad loc., and Coceroboscus
3569 g=Gram. Graci iv, 1, p. 232; ayvifes, Hdn. ii, 763, oxytone
in long ¥ declined in -fos ; Sayis, -68os Theocr. 2, 110, v. 1. Sards ;
éuvs, -vos, 1) see Bonitz, Index Arist., Lexicon de spiritibus 217
has éuds, others éuvs, e. g., Theognost. Cramer, Anecd. Ox. ii, 6, 4;
xatipvdes, Hesychius only; #Avéa, Nicander Al 170; xoxpidwy-
ApaTdv khewrdv, Hesych. only; wdpus, -vfos. 7 Homer; xpoxivs,
-vdos feminine in short -v Hdn. i, 237; kduvs, -000s, ibid., myhauds,
-vdos, ibid., feminine in short -v; cuwidas Pollux x, 173, on the
basis of this form and Hesychian owwin - ducéArav and ouwins -
owwin, Lobeck, Phryn. 302, and the Thesaurus give the form
ouwis, -vdos; xmpapds, -vdos v. 1. in Hippoer. and Strabo for
xnpapls, -18os, 17 ; xAauvs, -vdos, feminine in short -v, Hdn. i, 237.

Instances of interchange between u-stems and dental stems are:
xopvy for kdpvba, I1. 13,132; 16, 215; xAduwr for yAduvda, Sappho
64; auapdbules for auapdfves, Sappho (Etym. Mag. 77, 1).

Other stems (not dental) with forms similar to u-stem forms
are: kivbuw, dat. sg. Sappho, Fr. 161 (cf. Etym. Mag. 574, 42), as
if from «x{vdus; Mdoouvs, nomen propr., pl. Mdoovres and Mdoovwe,
see Lobeck, Paral. 138; ¢dprvs, dprevs and the nomen propr.
T'dprvs have the gen. sg. in -vwos; the nom. sg. Tipus for the more
usual Tépvrs has the gen. sg. Tipvvbos; Hesychius has Bpékvr- Tov
Bpékvvra ; udprus has gen. sg. pdpTupos.

1épydrpus, Heysch. only, is placed by Lobeck, Paral. 254, alongside émyAvs, etc.; on what
grounds I do not know.

2iBvs, Hesych. only, is thought to have the gen. -véos because of the Hesychian gloss,
iBudiivas * Tovs ebpnuovvras, iBYs yap 1 evPnpia,
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The lists of u-stems here presented will no doubt require
addition and correction, but are believed as they stand to be
reasonably complete. They do not include:

(1) Foreign words. E. g., Hesychius gives dBapy and dppids as
Macedonian, dylv and xapapies as Scythian (xapapdes: o Skvbixol olkoc
. ...), iBY and pwds as Lydian, A{xv as Libyan; Plutarch gives AdBpvs
as Lydian for mé\exvs, and Clem. Alex. gives Bé8v as Phrygian for véwp.
The Thesaurus gives paxpls as a forma graecobarbara for paxpds.

(2) Obvious figments. E.g., dxds is set up by Etym. Mag. 182, 1, as
an intermediate form between dyos and dxwvds. The scholiast on II. 13,
521 coins fwvs and Bplymvs to account for Bpujmvoes, an o-stem. But cf.
Schulze, Q.E. 337, on fwvs, and see his list for other possible u-stems.
Etym. Mag. 430, 20 coins {ovs to go with uiovs, and 626, 51 fois in
explaining é&6s. The grammarians also cite uwids and pwids. Bekker,
A.G. 1096, has ¢vs to explain do¢pis. Cramer, Anecd. Ox. has véxwkvs as
the form from which vékvs is derived. Perhaps 8krv (p. 43) should be
classed here, as well as yhagids adj. Etym. Mag. 233, 54.

(8) Mere dialectic variants like ywoxv - ioxdv, Hesych., Bioxw or
B - ioxyv Hesych. and Bekker, A.G.; Badds, Elean for 7dvs in
Pausanias; Bpoddraxvs, Sappho 65.

(4) Forms set up without good reason. Such are: 8édpv- (see p. 27),
yéw cited by Passow but not found (see Lobeck, Paral. 254), olovs aumis
and perhaps ouwis (but see p. 65, a dental stem) set up by Lobeck,
Phryn. 302, and «&v, see p. 27.

(5) Indeclinable exclamations, cries, etc. Such are: i, ud or ug,
k6kk, kD * 70 éNdyioTov, Hesych., cf. Danielsson, Studien i, 54; ypd, 6 vmo
76 Svuxe pumos, 10y 8¢ kal 76 éAdxworov, Hesych., cf. Danielsson, loc. cit.,
Kretschmer, K.Z. 31 (1892), 342, Meringer, Beitrige (Wiener Akad. 125)
16; dppv- émidpbeypa kwmplarikév, Hesych.

(6) Mere errors. Some probable errors are given in the lists, but the
following are not there cited: rpurrvs, p. 48; adréndv, v. 1. in Aristotle,
Top. 6, 8, 7, but not now read; éxevrvv- é\awov, Hesych., for é\eyriv-
éeov ; dopatomaxis, érepomaxvs, vevpomaxvs, dopubpacvs, edbapavs, the last
in Etym. Mag., s.v. drpexijs, are shown to be wrong forms for Soparomaxs,
etc., by Lobeck, Phryn. 535; cf. above, p. 63.

(7) Proper names. Here *Epuns is an exception, and there are some
other words cited only by grammarians about which I am in doubt.
These are included in the lists.

66
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(8) Adverbs. éyyis and its compounds were admitted to the lists as
having adjectival forms outside the positive. Other adverbs which are
probable evidence for u-stems are: wpdxvv-to yérv (cf. Brug., Gr. Gr.?
571, 108); dvrikpy (dvrkpis) (Attic inscriptions dravrpoxy and karavrpoxd,
Meisterhans® 81) connected by Meringer, Beitrige (Wiener Akad. 125)
16, and Bréal, Mém. Soc. Ling. 12 (1902), 243, with the words for “horn,
head,” Grk. képas, L. cornii, etc.

There are other adverbs in -vs or -v or -w, but these are either from
original pronominal stems in v like Rhod. §zvs, Brug., Gr. Gr.} 49, Gxd. i%,
183, or are after the analogy of such stems, or else have a particle v added
as in wdyv wdyxv, Brug., Gr. Gr.2257. See lists in Hdn. i, 506, 18; Bekker,
A.G. 1341; Brugmann, loc. cit., and cf. also duvs - Spuod ovv adrg, Hesych.,
7vrvt Cretan, Mon. Ant. iii, n. 13 (an uncertain word, Searles, Lex.
Stud.), and wAéwe L.G. xi, 23. For Aolic forms in -u. see Hoffmann,
G.D. ii, 426.

With the exceptions above noted and allowing for possible
oversight, this collection includes all the u-stems cited in Liddell
and Scott,’ in numerous indices, and in Hesychius. It also aims
to include the dialectic and epigraphical material up to 1904. All
words in the Collitz Sammlung, including the recent Cretan
number, have been collected, and this material has been supple-
mented from the indices of the various volumes of the Corpus, the
indices of Dittenberger Sylloge’, Kern Inschr. v. Magn., from
reading the inscriptions published in the chief epigraphical jour-
nals of recent years, from Miss Searles’ Lexicographical Study of
Greek Inscriptions, and from Herwerden’s Lexicon Graecum
Suppl. et Dialecticum 1902. I also consulted the chief papyrus
publications, but the results here were barren. Gradenwitz, Ein-
fihrung in die Papyruskunde (Leipzig, 1900), cites a form
oyis from the Berlin papyri, but it is not to be found in the
place cited.

In general no attempt is made to give the author or period,
but for rare words (except compounds), especially éma \eydueva,
the source is given. The use of a name after a word with no
remark implies that the word is found only in that writer. (I have
relied on the Thesaurus for citations, and where it has erred, I
have erred with it.) Words which rest solely on emendation are

1 For the words in Liddell and Scott I have had access to the lists according to suffix
prepared by the late Dr. W. A, Stratton for his projected history of Greek noun-formation.
These lists have, by the courtesy of Mrs. Stratton, been left in the care of Professor Buck.
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underlined. Words not found in the Thesaurus are marked with
a dagger. Where glosses indicate dialect, this is given.

The order of arrangement is by suffix, i. e., in alphabetical
order according to the ending, except that compounds under a
simplex are in the usual alphabetical order. Figures immediately
after a word refer to pages of this dissertation. Only those places
considered most important are thus referred to, and the index is
not intended to be complete in this respect.



WORD-LISTS

A, NOUNS IN -us -V, -€0s (-€ws) WITH THEIR COMPOUNDS

mpéaBus 54, 27 f.
ioémpesBus Msch, Ag. 78
ovpmpeoBus
vivs 29-35
fmérexv 41, Hesych.
méexvs 41, 27 £,
éamélexvs
éyxeAvs 27, 54
yévv 35 f. gen. -fos, not -eos
8épv 35 f. gen. -fos, not -eos
odpv 28
wiov 28, more probably under
=U§ -vos
doTv 44, 50
mixvs 41
ayAadmyxvs
apyvpdmyxvs
Sexdmnxvs
dimnxvs

B. NOUNS

iBus - evdpnmia, oreyni Hesych.
Perhaps gen. -vdos 65,
footnote 2

AiBves * TV odedv Twes ., . .
Hesych. et al.

$6pBv * Ta oVAa. "HAetor Hesych.

orAeyyvs 55, Theophr. H. P1. 8,
4,3

tAnyvs Cram. An. Ox. 11,303, 11,

dydvs * dyyos, Kpnreév Hesych.

vndvs 55

t6idvs Cram. An. Ox. IT, 303, 11

yoidves * puripes Hesych, Same
as preceding? Cf. ywoxiv:
ioxvv

xavdvs 6

Kk6vdu

Képdus * mavoipyos Hesych,

0i¢vs 53 (wi¢vs Hesych.)

mévolvs Asch. Cho. 49
trpiocodvs Etym. Mag.

Etym. Gud.

Bpdbv

mébv 42,13

yiifv = yifvoy

wAn0Us 56

i0vs 56, Homer

10p8Ys + 6 ioxvpds Cram.
Ox. II, 303, 11.

and

An.

Svokatetkoaimnxvs
Sdwdexdmnxvs or Svwdexdmnxvs
eikooimnxvs

elvdmnxvs = évvedmnxvs
éxxardexdmnxvs

Ekmxvs = éfdmnxvs
éxepavTémnxvs
évdexdmnxvs
évevnrovTdmnxVs
évvedmxvs = elvamnxvs
éfdmyxvs = éxmnxvs
é&nkovramnxvs
émimyxvs

érTdmnXVS

eUmnxvs

igémxvs

kaAAimnxvs

Aevkémnxvs
oySonkovramnxvs

okTwkaLdekdmnxvs

OKTAOTNXVS OT OKTATNXVS

mapdmyxv - indriov Hesych.,

Pollux

Tapamwnxvs

TEVTATNXVS

mevTekaidexdmnXvs

TEVTNKOVTATNXVS

TOAUTNXVS

podémnxvs

TETTAPAKOVTATNXVS

TETPATNXVS

TPLAKOVTATEVTATNXVS

TPLAKOVTATYXVS

TPUMiTYXVUS

Tpimn)VS

TpLokartdekdmnxvs

T xpvoémaxvs Bacchyl. V, 40
wov 28, 41

IN -Us -V, -vos WITH THEIR COMPOUNDS!

xépbvs Theocr.
ix09s 6 55

davixOvs

dmuxOus (amux0vs)

ebixOus

kdAAxOvs

moAvixOvs

$idixbus
BéAexvs * bompidy 7o, . . Hesych,
véxvs 42
Kixvs 42

drikvs
auwkvs + 0 yrvapevs Hesych.
kékkvs * Aépos Hesych.
dpkvs 42

moAvapxvs Oppian Cyn. 4, 10
wmipapkvs Aristoph. Athen., ete.
xépxv  unintelligible gloss,

Hesych.

dAvs
avaBAves - myyal Hesych.
X€éAvs 56

xpvadxeivs C.I.G. 5039, 1
&yxeAvs 27 (cf. -vs, -€os)
iAvs (eiAvs) 55
KotAv * 70 kaAév 42, Hesych.
éN\ves * da év . ., . . TOTAMG

Hesych.

ak6AAvs &

1uds original s-stem, 55, footnote.

69

SAoAvs &
wéivs Hdn. II, 938, 17
Tamov * Saipwy 7 Ovaia, Sdvres
oupaxes Hesych., but out
of alphabetical orderand
very doubtful
axAvs 53
MDAV
kpénvs Aristotle ap. Athen.
% 305d
Xpéuvs * 6 bviokos ix0vs Hesych.
xAeppvs Anton. Lib., e. 32
odvves - évédpar Hesych., mis-
take for Opdvves: &8pac
Schmidt
iyvis 56
Avyvis 53
yévvs 42
apdpiyevus + aéivy Hesych.
waxpdyevvs Adamant. Phys.
396
wicpéyevus Adamant. Phys.
2,17
ofvyervs Pollux 2, 97
xaAxéyevvs Pind. Pyth, 4
é\wvves Etym. Mag. and Poly-
bius
’Epwis nomen propr.
Opvus 6 53



70

rpivv Cram. An. Ox. IT, 120, 34
frvvy: wleopa. 70 amd oTEUPYAWY
morév. Kumpiow Hesych.
axvVs * ) Avrn Etym. Mag. 182,1
apdpatvs 3
Yevdapndpafvs 6 Arist. Vesp.
326
arpdpatvs
Yevdatpadafvs Arist. Eq. 630
ifvs
kémus * mvedpua, kimos Hesych.
vamv = olvymy
pdnvs (pddvs), see Athen. 369
oivymy
dpmuy + épwra, Aiokeis 42, He-
sych., Etym. Mag. 148, 33
(Parthenius)
Bapv * QuprandTiov Tt edddes Bek-
ker, A.G. 225, 16
Bapves - 8évdpa Hesych.
Spis 55
ddpvs Pindar, Fr. 23, 126
Tyepdvdpues « ai mwalaiai Spves

. ... Hesych.
évdAddpus, see Lobeck, Paral.
252

érvuédpvs Theophr. H. Pl. 3,
8, 2, and Hesych.
nuepéSpvs - eldos Spvés Hesych.
Awédpus
$eANGSpus
xapaidpvs
X(8pv + ovona decAév Hesych.
merdvdpus 6
yépvs * yépwr Hesych.
Bipvs - ix0s Hesych,
Yipvs, 42
Bpotdynpus Anth. Pal. 9, 562
épiynpys * peyarépwvos He-
sych.
evynpus
kaAéynpvs Suidas s. v. xpij-
yvor
pethexdynpus Tyrt. 3, 8
meliynpus
mowketAdyapvs Pind. Ol. 3,12
TETPAYNPUS
Tov6pis * wrij Hesych.
60pvr. Kpiites 70 dpos Hesych.
dakpy 53 f.
ddakpus
akpLrédaxpus
avaykéSakpus
amepddaxpus Msch. Suppl. 75
apidakpvs
aptidakpys

Bapidaxpus
YAvki8axpus
évdakpus
émidaxpus Suidasand Hesych.
éroiuédakpus
tiepddaxpus Athen. 14, 651 f.
mapddaxpv Diosc. 4, 124
mwepidaxpys
moktAddarpus
woAUdakpys
givdakpus
tovvronédaxpus Tzetz. (L.&S.)
Taxbdaxpvs Lucian, Navig.,
c.2
vnédaxpus Hesych. s, v. yAauv-
pov
$tAédaxpus
appakpy * 70 amrapxis — Hesych.
opvs Hdt. 4,192
Bépvs HA. 4,192
xapopvs * ¥8pa. Kpiyre(s) Hesych.
$6pvus * SakTUAios 6 kaTa THY €Spav
Hesych.
BéTpus 6 53
ayAadBorpus Nonn, Dion. 18,4
€A{BoTpUs * aumeAds Tis pédava
Hesych.
evBorpus
xaAAiBorpus Soph. Oed. Col.
682
wpéBorpus Hesych. s. v. me-
kpdp(p)wé
wowktAéBorpus Nonn. Dion. 5,
279
woAvBoTpus
$epéBorpus Nonn. Dion, 19,53
$LAéBorpus
épyépus * kardaromos épywv He-
sych.
bépTpus - d0Aov. @ovpror Hesych.
pdaTpus Photius s.v. patpvAeior
6orpus1 Theophr. and Pliny
oppis 55
avtéppus * Bordvns €ldos He-
sych.
ddooppvs Adamant. Phys.
evoppus
KaTéppus
xvdvodpus Theocr.
Aevkodpus
Avkodpus Diose. Noth. 3, 117
wnerdavoppus Hesych. et al.
nifoppus
aivodpus
vmépoppus
XpYaodpus

loioTpds Lobeck, Phryn. 302, a mistake for dorpus 7
2Quoted by Brugmann, Ber. sachs. G. d. W., 1901, 95, but I have not been able to find

occurrence.
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kdxpv
gxa'.xpu; 53
o@pv (see -v, -€os)
wiov (cf. also -v, -€os)
ovs (Js)
oiovs
Barvs - fewpia 49, Hesych.
tatVs * Bepamreia Hesych.
wAdatvs Hesych., error for mAa-
Tis?
BAérves - ai BdéAAar Hesych.
tépervs 48 (?) Mon. Ant. IIT, 67
opynTs + bpy7 Hesych.
édnris
énrvs * ayadérns Hesych.
EhenTis
wofnTvs Oppian C. 2, 609
alnTis
alaAnTis
BaAAyris Hesych. and Athen.
aBoAntis Bekker, A.G. 322, 9
Swuntis * katagxevi Hesych.
Bonrvs Od. 1, 369
émnris Homer, Suidas
ayopnrvs Od. 8, 168
wpnris * mipwors Hesych.
TWPNTUS
fmoryTiv - 70 miveww Hesych.
avripaxnTis (GvTipmaxnoTUs)
Eratosth.
trus 50
Sawrvs Homer
xkAuervs (kAewrvs) 44
witvs 43, Aristotle, H.A. 9, 40, 10
witvs 44
nuepémrvs Hesych. 8. v, wij-
kwves, acct, -witvs
xapaimervs
dirv 43
ditvs 43
apwaxtvs Callim. Apoll. 94
npaxtis Etym. Mag. 316, 34
TeTPAKTUS
Traxtis?2
pvaraxtis Homer, Eustath.
Topextus - (opeées) Hesych.
ikrVs * ety Cram. An. Ox, II,
16, 2
dixtv 43, Etym. Mag. 275, 25
dixtyus 43, Hdt. 4, 192
émewktis . . . . omovdy Hesych.
TpLkTUS = TpLrTYs 49
feAxtvs 48, Apoll. Rh. I, 575
TémopvkTiy * émpvkTpiondy 48
Hesych.
Swokrvs Callim. Dian. 194




Y dAeynavris v. 1. in Hippocr.
8, 96

tappavris 48, Lex Gort. XI,
21, 22

wevraxovtds (7) Schol. Od. 3, 7

orpvvrvs Homer and glosses

ypamwtis

XaAemTVs + xaAewérns Hesych.,

wdpmrys * vBpuomis Hesych.

aptis ¢ gvvrafis. Phia . . . .

Hesych.

amodaotis - amoueptamés Hesych.

XpauBaAiaoTis *© yéAws & pmeTd
madias Hesych. (xp- L.
& S.)

xpepBaiiactis Homeric Hymn
Apoll. 162

XtAtaoTis 48 (= xtAtoaTis)

yedaorvs Callim. Del. 329

xatawhaorvs Hdt. 4, 75

paoris Callim, Fr. 277

amaotis + amagria Etym. Mag.
118, 50

aomaotis Callim, Fr. 427

‘Ppaoris * oKkéfis, évvora . . . .
Hesych.

appactis poet ap. Suidas

deleaTVV * THY aidviov  ovoiav
.+ .. Hesych.

takearis1

ameaTis + amoxwpnots Hesych.

C. ADJECTIVES IN -vs -V, -€0§ WITH THEIR

mpads 60

Tads + péyas. mwodvs Hesych.,
from *tnsu-s, Vten
‘“stretch ™ ?

wpéoBus not adj. in positive.
See nouns in -vs, -€os
éyyvs adv. 61
wdpeyyvs adv.
auveyyvs adv.
Avyvs 58
Bpadvs
ébs 60
78vs 60, 19
vmépndus
.Babvs
aBafvs error for aBadis, see
Lobeck, Phryn, 534
mpofabdvs
[10Ys see eVOvs
Bpibvs
€v0vs 60 f.
pmegevdis Clem. Alex.

WORD-LISTS

wyyoris Homer

Sevryna Ty « Ty Tob Seimvov Wpav
Hesych.

opxnoTIs

Anioris Hdt. 5,6

cwdpoviotis Plato, Legg. 933, e

kbapioTis

sapiorvs Homer, Hesych.

rkTworis Hdt. 9, 97

axovrioTys 11, 23, 622

famokovtioTs 2

EupiaTis © paxapomaxia . . . .
Hesych.

XtAtooTus 48

wevrexthoatis Ecel.

mupLoatis 48

mevraxkoaiooTis 48, Etym. Mag.

mevrnkooTls 48

éxatoaTis 48

ravvarys Od. 21, 112

tomvorvs 48, S.G.D.I. 4971

katTUs 43

TpurTUs 49

wérTVes * oi é[y]kAvTor kal waper-
mévor 43, Hesych.

toiorevrys Callim. Apoll. 42

aAawtvs Homer, Hesych.

dwrvs Suidas

Swts * 0dpaf 48, Hesych., per-
haps for ¥waris?

BpwTis

yAvkvs
émiyAvkvs Theophr. H. Pl. 3,
18, 10
oEvyAvky
mepiyAvvs Alian N, A. 15,7
vméyAvkus Athen. 14, 6250
PeAdyAvkvs
akvs 60, 19
tinmwxvs Bacchyl. 11, 101
T moddrvs = wodwrns
apBAs 61
vmrapBAVs, see Lobeck, Phryn.
539
6%Avs 61
dafnivs Plutarch
avdpébnivs
apoevéOnvs
nmibnAvs Carm. Anacr. 13,2
meEéOnAvs
wavénivs Etym. Mag.
wapabnAvs (2)3
vmédnAvs Aristoph. Frag.

71

yAdpv Hesiod. Op. 533, He-
sych.
Aa[c]pvs * ddmavos 7 Bopés He-
sych.
védv (see vdamv)
SeAdus 56
OA6pvs  olkTos, éAeos . , .
sych.
oadus
trvgpds Cram.An.Ox. II, 264, 6,
nomen propr.?
arpixvs late for ordxvs
ardxvs 6, and deTaxvs 6
aydoTaxvs
eboTaxvs

. He-

kaAAigTaxvs
xoloBéoraxvs Diosc.
mekpéaraxvs (2)
ruptéoTaxvs
vapdéoTaxvs
moAVTTAXVS
Pepéaraxus
kéxv * moAV, wARfos
subst.(?)
doxv Hdt. 4, 23, Cram. An. Ox.
II, 79, 120
ioxvs
dvioxvs

Hesych.,

alToioxVs
nav 70 v8wp Hesych., prob-
ably foreign

COMPOUNDS

$LAdOnAvs
€iAv - nédav Hesych.
woAvs 60, 19
damoAvs
wapTOAVS
vmwépmodvs
$éAvs 41, 57, decl. in -vos
wdAvs * 6 apadis 57, Hesych.
rwAvs Etym. Mag., s. v.
apBAvs
apwivs Etym. Mag., loc. cit.
Oapnvs 58
Spuuvs 61
adpwuvs Eustath. 276, 2
vmépdpuvs Schol. Lue. D. D.
7,3
vmédpipvs Galen
wmdvv - mkpév.’Abapaves Hesych.
ety - éorepyuévov Hesych,,
prob. error for edvw
ofvs
amofvs

1Cited by Pape, Etym. Worterbuch, as poetic and = * Heilung,” but I have not found

its occurrence.

2 Given by Brugmann, Gr. Gr.3, § 220, a mistake for axovrioris ?
3Thesaurus s. v. mdvfnAvs cites mapdfnivs from Hesychius, but I do not find it.
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émofvs
xdTofvs
wdpovs
ovvofus
vmépofus
vmofvs
aimvs
Bapvs 60, 19
aBapvs error for aBapis, see
Lobeck, Phryn. 536
émiBapvs
wepiBapvs
vmépBapus (cf. YmepBapis)
xaAxéBapvs only in fem. Hom.
xoAkoBdpeia (see Lobeck,
Phryn. 538)
Gpapvs - dmheros. modvs Hesych.
Tépus 41, 57, decl. in -vos
eUpys 60,19
Saovs 61
apdpidacvs only in fem. Hom.
appiddoeia(ct. xarkéBapus)

évdagvs Diosc.
énidaov Theophr.
inmédaovs only in fem. Hom.
vmépSacvs
Bpacis (fapais)
Aueovs 50 fF.
mAatvs “‘salty”’
wAetvs “‘broad,” 60, 19
émimAatys (cf. émumAaris)
ioémAarvs (cf. -7ijs)
karamiarvs Tzetz, Hist. 11,
857
UmémAaTus
kpatis 60
Bpurd - yAvkd, Kpiires Hesych.
xotvs Etym. Mag. s.v. auBAds
tyAapis Etym. Mag. 233, 54
Tappvs 58
éxaxis 58, 60, 19
maxvs 60
Umépmaxvs
vmémaxvs

ADDENDA

HISTORY OF %u-STEMS IN GREEK

Bpaxis

apdiBpaxvs

Sifpaxvs

éuBpaxv adv.

éédBpaxvs

émBpaxy or émi Bpaxy (?)
NuiBpaxvs

xaTaBpaxvs or kata Bpaxy ()
wevTaBpaxvs

woAvBpaxvs

TeTPABPaxYS

TpiBpaxvs

vméBpaxv adv.

Tpaxdvs

drpaxvs Eustath. 340, 21
évTpaxvs
uméTpaxvs

arpaxy - paxy Hesych.
Taxvs
xoxv * moAv. wAjpes Hesych. adj.

or subst.? Cf. nouns n
VS, -VOoS.

From Herwerden's Appendix Lexici Graeci Suppletorii et Dialectici, I add twc

uncertain examples:

BAadis mollis, tardus. Hippocr. de aere cap. 20. This represents an emendation, BAadéa in
place of mAaréa, which is not accepted in the new edition of Hippocrates by Kithlewein

See Vol. I, p. vi.

Turds Cretan = 7iaws, {nuia, S.G.D.1. 4976 ras 7urifos.

This is uncertain, the inscription being

a mere fragment, but probable enough to have deserved mention above.



