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This dissertation combines five studies on topics in Indo-Iranian historical linguistics.
A broad range of topics is covered, including the origin, derivation, and semantics of verbal
and nominal forms, and discussion of the Vedic particle u. Throughout, an attempt has been
made to treat problems in both a synchronic and diachronic manner, as these two perspectives
are indispensable halves of any explanation in historical linguistics.

Chapter One, “On the Rigvedic Optative vidhéma and the Root vidh-", discusses in
detail the origin, forms, meaning, and syntax of the root vidh-. Thieme (1949) and later
Hoffmann (1969) have proposed a widely-accepted etymology of the root vidh- in which they
argue that this root was secondarily abstracted from certain root aorist forms of a different root
vi-dha- ‘distribute’. On the semantic side, based on the supposed connection with vi-dha-,
Thieme and Hoffmann believed that the root vidh- was synonymous with vi-dha- ‘distribute’
and that it later underwent a semantic shift to ‘worship, honor’. The author draws from
multiple lines of evidence to show that Thieme and Hoffmann’s derivation of vidh- from
certain forms of vi-dha- must be abandoned, arguing that vidh- was not abstracted from vi-dha-
but that it existed as an independent root already in Proto-Indo-European. The claim is made
that at least in Indo-Iranian, the root vidh- built only thematic aorists, and vidhéma is to be
interpreted as such. Also, evidence is presented to show that the proposed original meaning
‘distribute’ with a later semantic shift to ‘honor’ for vidh- is illusory—these two apparent
meanings simply reflect two optional syntactic structures available for certain verbs used in
ritual contexts.

Chapter Two, “A “Lost” i-stem: Pali pitthi- ‘back’”, treats the Pali word pitthi- ‘back’,
which exists alongside an a-stem piftha- n. ‘id.” Pali pitthi- has been explained as derivable
from Vedic prsti- ‘rib (cage)’ (CDIAL). Although Pali pitthi- is not cited, Mayrhofer (EWAia 11
165) points out that the Middle Indo-Aryan and Iranian forms showing an i-stem (Avestan
parsti, Sogdian prc(h)) all have the meaning ‘back’ and are therefore better grouped with
Vedic prstha- n. ‘back’. Vedic prstha- goes back to Proto-Indo-European *pp-sthr-o-
‘hervor-stehend’ and the i-stem forms ultimately go back to *py-sth,-i-. As the author points
out, the derivational processes underlying the formation of these stems have not been fully
explored. Following the lead of Mayrhofer, the author argues that Pali pitthi- and pittha- (:
Vedic prstha-) should be reconstructed as *pr-sthr-i- and *pr-sth;-6-, where the o-stem
functioned in Proto-Indo-European as an adjective *‘prominent’ and the i-stem as a feminine
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cvi-formation (Schindler 1980). Vedic and Pali substantivized the o-stem, and the i-stem was
later concretized in Pali and Iranian. Also discussed are the clear semantic and/or functional
differences between the a-stem and i-stem forms in Pali and Avestan.

Chapter Three, “Root-final Consonant Variation: Av. aesma- ‘firewood’ and “ruuad- ~
“ruuaz- ‘be joyful’ vs. Ved. idhma- ‘firewood’ and vradh-”, discusses two cases in which
forms in Avestan show variation in their root final consonant when compared to related forms
in Vedic or Avestan. The first case involves the word for ‘firewood’ in Avestan and Vedic. The
second case is the Avestan root “ruuad- ~ “ruudz- ‘be joyful’ and the related Vedic root vradh-.
Based on the Caland system context and the s-stem derivatives based on the root *heid’-
‘kindle’, it is argued that Avestan aésma- and Vedic idhma- are more closely related
historically than they may appear at first glance. In the second half of the chapter, the root final
consonant variation seen in Avestan “ruudd- ~ “ruudz- is discussed in detail, and comparison
with the related Vedic root vradh- is presented. Although the root final -z in Avestan “ruuaz- is
usually considered to go back to an inchoative verbal suffix -sa (< Proto-Indo-European
*_ske/0), the author argues that it likely had its origin in nominal forms. The root underlying
these forms can be set up for Proto-Indo-Iranian as *uraHd", with a meaning ‘be/become
joyful’. Through careful philological discussion, it is demonstrated that this meaning was
largely preserved in Avestan, while in Vedic it was distorted by association with the nearly
homophonous root vardh- ‘grow, become strong’.

In Chapter Four, “Pali avajja- and vajja-: A Study in Semantic Reanalysis”, Pali vajja-
‘sin’ and avajja- ‘sin’ ~ ‘non-sin’ are examined, with particular focus on the curious semantics
of avajja-. The author argues that although avajja- and vajja- are ultimately derived from
different roots, due to their formal and semantic similarity, avajja- in its simplex forms was
reinterpreted within Pali as ‘non-sin’, i.e. as an antonym of vajja-. The developments within
Pali can be explained by starting with only two forms—avadyd- ‘sin’ and varjya- ‘sin’. After
undergoing regular consonant cluster assimilation, these two forms would respectively become
avajja- and vajja- in Pali. Because avajja- synchronically looked like a negated form of vajja-,
avajja- in its simplex forms was reanalyzed as an antonym of vajja-, and it was no longer
possible in Pali to use avajja- in its original sense of ‘sin’—only vajja- could be used in this
meaning. In the old compounds an-avadyd- ‘without sin’, nir-avadya- ‘id.’, and sa-avadya-
‘with sin’, however, the initial a- of avadyd- was not susceptible to semantic reanalysis as it
was preceded by a semantically transparent morpheme. Thus avajja- in Pali anavajja-,
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parallel forms from Vedic, Ardha-Magadhi, and Buddhist Hybrid Sanskrit into consideration, it
is shown that the semantic reanalysis of avajja- occurred only in Pali. Furthermore, the
distribution of vajja- and avajja- in Pali is discussed, showing that avajja- ‘non-sin’ occurs in
the simplex only when it is contrasted with vajja-.

Chapter Five, “The Particle # in Vedic: Function and Etymology”, offers a new
perspective on the Vedic enclitic particle u. Various proposals have been made about the
function and etymology of the particle u. Klein (1978, 1985, 1988) proposes that there was a
historical development in the usage of u and that this development can be divided into two
consecutive stages in which the particle had two distinct functions: (1) anaphoric and (2)
conjunctive. For the etymology, Klein connects Vedic u with the Proto-Indo-European distal
deictic particle *u. Dunkel (1997) proposes that Vedic u encompasses three functions—(1)
conjunctive, (2) anaphoric, and (3) distal-deictic—the conjunctive and distal-deictic functions
being equally old, and the anaphoric function representing an inner-Indic reinterpretation of the
original conjunctive function. Previous approaches to Vedic u have tended to overemphasize
what kind of word serves as its host, using this as a basis for discerning the function of the
particle. As the author points out, the particle has scope over its whole clause and not only the
preceding word, approaches to Vedic u like Klein’s which seek to determine the particle’s
function based on the element that precedes it are ill-founded. The author argues that the
enclitic particle # functions as a connector of clauses and that it is positioned in the syntax
left-adjoined to its clause. However, clitics in Vedic must have a phonological host on their
left. As u cannot surface in situ, the particle makes a minimal movement in the phonology to a
position within its domain where it can be appropriately hosted (Hale 2007:204ff.). This
cross-linguistically well-attested phenomenon is known as prosodic inversion (Halpern 1995).
Klein has argued that u in its conjunctive function is a coordinate conjunction. Important
evidence is adduced to demonstrate that this is incorrect. Additional details on possible
cognates in other Indo-European languages are discussed, and the author concludes that the
particle u in the Rigveda functions primarily as a connector of clauses, and these clauses can be
both dependent and independent.

Chapter Six, “Summary of Findings”, provides a summary of the main claims and

findings of the previous five chapters.
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