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dozd-e t0 balin-e to-ra araste and ,tes cheveux ravissants ont
orné ton chevet“.

37. -suz (rad. I de suhtan ,briler*). Ex. iman-suz ,impie* (?)
(litt. ,brile-foi“) — buse-ye tab-deh iman-suz ,jun baiser brilant,
impie.

38. -gir (rad. I de gereftan ,prendre, saisir®). Bx. gereh-gir
»erépu, frisé“ — Sammame-ye an gisuvan-e gereh-gir-e-t0-rd@ hwa-
ham $amid ,je sentirai 'odeur de tes cheveux crépus“.

40. -ka$ (rad. I de kasidan ,trainer, entrainer*). Ex. dgos-kas
»qui embraggse.

Quelque nombre des adjectifs cités plus haut sont des néo-
logismes éphémeéres, par ex. zahed-farib, sehr-forus, zand-bdf,
man-suz, Stm-pala, horafat-pasand ete. A

Remarque. La formation: substantif + suffixe déverbatif
avec préverbe est plus rare. Ex. hane-bar-afkan (rad. I de bar-
afkandan ,démolir, détruire” — seyl-e hane-bar-afkan ,inonda-
tion qui démolit des maisons®.

La liste ci-dessus ne contient qu’un nombre restreint d’exem-
ples. On g’est borné d’indiquer le sens dans lequel §’effectue
I’enrichissement lexicologique du persan contemporain. Ses pos-
sibilités ne se bornent pas a l’adjectif. Le renouvellement du
substantif persan n’est pas moing évident. Cet état des choses
nécessite une mise au point des dictionnaires du persan mo-
derne. Leg difficultés que la lecture des oeuvres telles que par
ex. celles de Sadek Hedayat, Gamal-zadeh ete. présente pour
les débutants, proviennent justement du fait que les diction-
naires persans qu’on avait employés jusqu’a présent se montrent
inguffisants.

En préparant la liste ci-dessus je me suis servi surtout de
deux dictionnaires du persan contemporain:

1. New Persian-English Dictionary by S. Haim. Ed. Be-
roukhim, Tehran 1934—1936, 2 vol.

2. Persidsko-russkij slovar sostavil Prof. B. W. Miller,
Moskva, 1950.
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Consonants

§ 28. The proto-Tocharian and then the Tocharian conso-
nant system developed from the Indo-European which is as

follows:

Voiceless Voiced Nasals
non
aspirated aspirated

Labial P b bh m
Dental b d . (}h 13
Palatal k g gh n
Velar q g gh »
Labio-velar q gy Hg‘-l‘

Fricative 8

Liquid 1 g

Semivowels i u

§ 29. The reconstructed consonant system of proto-To-
charian:

Voiceless l Voiced \ Nasals

Labial P b m
Dental t d n
Velar k g

Labio-velar kv k

Fricative 8

Liquid 1

Semivowels iu

Affricate ts

§ 30. The Tocharian consonant system in both dialects is a8
follows:
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Voiceless Voiced Nasals

Labial P " m
Dental t n
Palatal n
Velar k D
Fricative 8§88

 Liquid lr
Semivowels y W
Affricate ts c

§ 31. Normally Ieur. consonants are replaced in Tocharian
dialects by p t k s 1 r m n.

It is immediately obvious that the three IEur. series *p *b *bh
became one series without differentiating tenues, mediae and
aspirates. It is the result of the consonant shift, which in To-
charian as in Hittite comprised only the first phase of the
hard mutation.

The proto-Indo-European aspiration had already disappea-
red in Tocharian dialects before the hard mutation (Zabrocki,
Usilnienie ¢ lenicja, 208; Milewski, Zabrocki, Usilnienie
t© lenicja, 327) and the congonant system had been based on
the opposition of the two series — voiceless and voiced). The
disappearance of aspiration must have taken place before
PToch. divided into dialects, therefore I accept this state for
proto-Tocharian.

It was only in the later period that the hard mutation
caused the opposition of voice to disappear, and replaced it by
the opposition of strength: voiceless p ¢ k gave strong p ¢ k and
the voiced b d g became weak p ¢ k. As we see the tenues did
not undergo any visible changes, all the more so as the oppo-
sition had not been sufficiently noted graphically in Tocharian
dialects, which used the Indian alphabet, baged on the opposition
of voice. To explain this it is necessary to note that the changes
in tenues under the action of the hard mutation could either
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go towards aspirating them or towards increasing the strength
of their plosion. Taking into account the possibility of designat-
ing aspirates in Tocharian dialects (Indian alphabet) we should
accept the second eventuality; that is, that a strong reaction
of the organs of speech occured which led to strenthening the
plosion of the tenues. ,The reaction was so strong that it did
not allow for aspiration.

§ 32. Yet the difference between the IEur series *% *q *¢* did
not disappear completely. The series *£ and *q are identical in
fact whereas the series *¢* leaves visible traces, which sometimes
appear in uncertain conditions in the A dialect as p.

It was different with the B dialect. The labialisation occured
here when the vowel following a labio-velar was reduced. Besi-
des, the labio-velar had the peculiar property of labializing the
preceding sounds. SSS. 346. Ped. Toch. § 111.

§ 33. The remaining consonants of the dialects are newly-
arisen by palatalization as secondary forms: ¢ § § ly 1 or by
sibilantization: ts.

All Tocharian AB consonants were more or less under the in-
fluence of palatalization. There are difficulties with the problem
of the palatalization of r (Ped. Toch. § 112.4) and of the labials,
because it is known that labials (and also r) are not inclined
to be softened, and besides y can be also a palatalized form
of w. Lane, Lg. 21. 20.

§ 34. It is an important problem whether the palatalization
took place already in proto-Tocharian or only in the later To-
charian languages. It is possible to give examples where it is
evident that the soft consonants underwent this softening in
prehistoric times.

1. *bheu-, B pyautk-, A pyotk-, AB pyutk-, ,to come to
a result® IEW. 150.
If *eu Toch. diphtong B aw monophthonized to A o pa-
latalizes the preceding consonant, one may conclude that
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it must have been represented in PToch. as *ew, and
similarly the softening must also have taken place in
PToch.
2. IEur *¢ gives Toch. AB a with pre-palatalization.

The Imperfect in the A dialect is formed from the present
stem, adding -@-, and the final consonant undergoes
palatalization. We may conclude that -G- was an older -é-
and therefore the softening must have already taken
place in proto-Tocharian.

Present Imperfect
klisna-§  ,sleeps® klisha
nusenc?  ,howls“ nuSar

So on the basis of these examples I accepted that palataliza-
tion already operated in the proto-Tocharian community.

§ 35. The influence of the vowel on the preceding consonant
was the factor operating in all the instances of palatalization.
First and foremost ¢ € ¢ § were the palatalizing vowels. But not
in all cases; e. g. without the influence of softening were e
derived from o instrumental suffix A -yo (Ped. Toch. 267 b.7),
and also the vowel similar to e derived from i (except s which
before final m becomes § e. g. B ke-kenos: Ped. Toch. § 16).

§ 36. The changes of the combinations sk = §§, st = $e,
ts = § and $c = §§ e. g. st = ¢ = §§ (st normally appears in B
as st, A §t) should be added to the changes brought about
under the influence of palatalization, shown in the table of
consonants and discussed in the second part:

B krostaiie, krossanie, A krossune ,cold“.
B pascane, A pssat ,breasts®.
B aiskaw ,I give“, 3rd sg. ais$s" Ped. Toch. §112.4.

§ 37. In general it is easy to show the etymology of the
products of palatalization; as it can be deduced from the fre-
quent alternation of the consonant with the sound palatalized:
within .a root, which is derived from it. :



264 Bozena Czernicka [6]

e. g. 1. that ¢« t is apparent from
A cmol, B cmel ,birth® besides A tom,
B tom, tem ,t0 be born“. Lane, Lg. 21. 21.

2. that § < k:
B aistro ,vijanate“ besides aikemar ,janami“. Lane,
Lg. 21. 21.
A kom-, kum-, B kam-, kam- besides the subjunctive
root.

A $m-, B Sem-. Lane, Lg. 21. 22.

3. that $ec < st;
A $mosinie, B $monsia, $emoisia ,place” besides.
A stom-, B stam-, ,to stand“ IEur *st(h)d, Lane,

~ Lg. 21. 23.

4. that § < ts:
A tsip-, B tsip-, tsep- ,to dance® besides imperfect
act. 3 pl. A $oper. Lane, Lg. 21. 22. '

§ 38. Some of these sounds can be however of another origin
First of all ¢s can be derived from ¢ + s e. g. lontseric ,to come
out SSS 360. Then s can become ts as happened in imperf.
middle p — tstsar where ¢ + s + s = tsts (Ped. Toch. § 98).
Also after nasals, s and [, s gave s, e.g. the postposition sa after
N and I gave tsa. Ped. Toch. § 42.

§ 39. As to the origin of ¢s as the product of palatalization
Pedersen changes his opinion in his later work Zur Tochari-
schen Sprachgeschichte 1944 § 10—44. He states that this pheno-
menon should not be treated as palatalization but as sibilan-
tisation, i. e. as the conversion of ¢ into a ,,chuintante“ whereas ¢
arose through the palatalization of ¢, and he considers this
sibilantisation to be an older change. Already Wolfgang Krause,
GGA 32—37 had noted this, calling these processes ,the late
proto-Tocharian affricatisation“ and the ,Tocharian palataliza-
tion“ but he did not give the conditions of this affricatization
saying only that it was independent of the following vowel.
His few examples offered to prove this and showing the change
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t = ts before a, @ are not suitable because in klautso ,ear“ both
-tja (Sanskrit hatya ,dying“) and t@ can appear. But it is clear
that ¢ remains before a, @ from such examples:

B taka, A tak’ ,he became®, *sta-;

A tap®> ,he ate“, Lat. daps; Ped. Toch. spr. §13.

As we see from this the change ¢t = ts depends on the fol-
lowing vowel and Pedersen quotes all these which take part in
the process of sibilantisation: i, j, é, el, er, e + N, ek. Apparently
these are the same vowels which have also palatalizing proper-
ties, but we should notice that there is no independent ¢ fmnd
that the conditions of sibilantization differ from the conditions
of palatalization. Following Pedersen I treated ts in my work
as the sibilantization of the dental, taking only another term
to denote this phenomenon: affricatization, considering it more
proper as ts is undoubtedly an affricate.

§ 40. We should now consider the case of the final consonant.
In the majority of cases the final consonant is dropped.

1. Nasal after i, u, e, and m is dropped:
Nom. A se ,son“ (u-stem) = Acec. (The accusative in
Tocharian is formed by the addition of -n).
Nom. A pats’ ,husband, spouse“ (Gr. mdows, Sanskrit
pdti) = Acc. In the B dialect there are no materials.
Ped. Toch. §17. I
B $ukt’, A $pat® ,7¢, B dak?, A $ék ,,10%, *dekm-, cf. Gr.
dnvd, 0éna, Lat. septem, decem. Ped. Toch. §16.

2. The final s is also dropped:
*Jombho-s ,tooth®, A kam?’, B keme ,tooth“ Gr. ydugpoc
IEW 369.
*bhaghu-s ,elbow, forearm“, AB poke ,hand“Gr. mijyoc
Sanskrit bahu, W. 130.

But:

1. The nasal is retained at the end of a word (Wortauslaut)
after an open vowel e. g. in acc. of o-stems:
*equos, B yakwer, ,horse“. Ped. Toch. §15.
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2. Followed by another consonant at the end of a word
the nasal is retained after all vowels. Also the Toch. AB
-n &< IBur *-ns, *-nt are retained.

Acc. pl. onolmer, lanto". Ped. Toch. § 38. 12.
B weske ,they speak®. Ped. § 68.

3. The final » is also retained as we see first of all in the
names of relationships:

*dhug(h)oter- B tkdcer, A ckacer ,daughter®, Sanskrit
duhitar TEW 277.

*bhrdter, A pracar, B procer ,brother“, Sanskrit bhrdtar-,
Gr. goiftne; Lat. frater. IEW 164.

§ 41. IEur. p proto-Tocharian p, p, gave in both Tocharian
dialects p subject to palatalization in py. *péd, B pai, A pe
»foot, Sanskrit pad- ,foot“, Gr. modds, Goth. fatus, Lat. pés,
pédis; W. 23 A pyapi, pl. pyaplat, B pyapyo ,flower* Lat.
papa, papis, papulis, Lith. pdpas, pupuolo ,bud“. Lane,
Lg. 21. 24.

*pevkre, B pis ,6%: Sanskrit paiica; Lat. quingue; e palata-
lized p, and in turn under the influence of p ¢ became i. Lane,
Lg. 21. 24.

§ 42.

IEur. *¢, proto-Tocharian t ' appears as Tocharian AB
t: *er- ,to rub“ B tetriwu ,crushed Gr. vepw ,to rub%, Lat.
tero- -ere; W 729.

*atos, atta ,father, mother“ A atal ,man“ Sanskrit aftd
nmother, elder sister* Gr. drra ,daddy“ Lat. atta m ,Father“
IEW. 71. '

Before ¢ ¢ j the Tocharian AB ¢ is palatalized into c:

*bhrdter, A pracar, dual. pratri, B procer, Gr. @oitne
IEW. 164.

*dhug(h)ater, B tkacer, A ckacar ,daughter“ Sanskrit duhi-
tar-, Arm. dustr, Gr. dvydrno; IEW. 277.

According to Pedersen (Zur Toch. Sprachgeschichte §10—
44) t before ¢ i j en el er ¢ + N ek undergoes affricatization
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into ts. *-tei, -tei, AB -tsi the ending of the infinitive for both
dialects. B

§ 43. IEur. *k, proto-Tocharian k, ¥, in both Tocharian
dialects became k& which under the influence of palatalization
gave §.

*laks- ,salmon® Toch. laks ,fish“; OHG. lahs OIcel lax
ysalmon®; W 381.

*dek-, ,to take, to lift“, A tok ,to divide®, Sanskrit dasd
f. ,fate, situation®; Lat. decus, -oris ,decoration”. TEW. 190.

B aistra ,vijanate“ besides aikemar ,janami*, Goth. aih,
Sangkrit e ,law®“. Lane, Lg. 21. 19.

§ 44. THur. *q, proto-Tocharian k¥ k¥ were continued by To-
charian AB k.

*lena ,to see“, B lk-, lyk ,to see“; Gr. Asdoow , I see;
Sangkrit locanam ,eye“; W. 411.

Palatalized % is perhaps to be found in A $§i$ri ,points
(of the ears)“ which may be the reduplicated form of the root
oceurring in Lat. erinis, crista; Lane, Lg. 21. 21. '

§ 45. IEur. *¢¢ proto-Tocharian k, %* ¥ in most examples
give in Tocharian AB k palatalized into §.

*peqt-, B pepaksu ,cooked* Sanskrit pdcati Gr. mépw, Lat.
coro; W. 17.

*qretyor ,4%, B Stwar, A Stwar ,4“ Sanskrit catvarah Lat.
quattuor; W b12.

Besides appearing normally as AB k, IEur. ¢¢ leaves traces
of labialism. The labialisation occures in both dialects, for
which examples can be given:

kgvi — s, *q'i —m, *¢i—d, B kse, A kus’® ,who Ped.
Toch. § 52.

*guljo-, A ¢'lyi ,ywoman“ (B klyiye) Ir. caile; SSS 106. Ped.
Toch. § 45. 2.

The imperative particle A p-, ps- before the IEur. labio-
velar appears as pu-, p'-; the labialization has been passed
on here to the preceding consonant. (SSS 346).
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A prkal’ < kollas ,brings®; Gr. melouat;

A prkaks — on from kak ,calls®

A pukmss® ,come“, Gr. falvw;

Labialization occurred in cases when the vowel following
the labiovelar (in the case of p* preceding) was reduced. But
before a full vowel pure k& appears.

A kak’ ,calls“ (according to Ped. Toch. 183, A kak’ belongs
to the same family as Sanskrit ga — ti, *gé — (¢), go(¢)-, but
morphologically it can be compared to Goth. gatnon; ON.
kveina, *grei- ,t0 complain®).

In the A dialect IEur. labiovelars appear also as p.

*leiqu-, A lipo ,left“, Gr. Aeimw; Lat. linquo, -ere; W. 396.

A wleep® ,soft, Ir. fliuch Cymr. gwlyb; Ped. Toch. 235.

A wampe ,decoration“, Cymr. gwymp. Toch. 235.

Note: the group kw often found in B dialect is not a con-
tinuant of IEur. labiovelars. Etymologically it is always the
result of two sounds (in A w is dropped).

*ekwos, B yakwe, A yuk®, Sanskrit asva.

*arguto, A arki, B arkws ,,white“, Gr. doyos Lat. argentum.
IEW. 65.

§ 46. IEur *b proto-Tocharian b, b’ gave Tocharian AB
p = py, but I lack examples to prove this.

§ 47. IEur. *d proto-Tocharian d d’ gave in A and B dia-
lects t as the product of palatalization of ¢ and of affricatiza-
tion of ts.

*deup-, A top-, inf. tpassi, part. pass. cacpu ,to tell, inform*.
IEW. 222.

*ades-, *ados-, AB ati ,mover“ Lat. ador, oris; IEW. 3.

*del-, B tselt, tsalt ,to chew®, Sanskrit ddlati, Gr. daidalos,

daiddeos Lat dolo, -are. IEW. 3.

We often find in Tocharian dialects § developed by
palatalization of the dental. Lane explains this as the secondary
development through retrogressive assimilation or by develop-
ment from ts. (also Ped. Toch. § 116).
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*dekm = *tek = *kek = *$ek = A $ok, B $ak ,ten“; Lane,
Lg. 21. 22.

The category of verb stems which have parallel forms
in ts and § is the most important proof of the development
= ts = s

*der-, A tsor-, B tsor-, tsar-, ,to divide*“ besides caus. pret.
act. 2 sg. A sasrast, subst. der. sral ,separation®. Lane, Lg. 21. 22.

§ 48. IEur. consonants *§ *g *g*, proto-Tocharian ¢ ¢* § give
in Tocharian AB % which under the influence of palatalization
passes into .

IEur. *¢:

*ag-, B ak-, AB ak- ,to lead®, A pres. med. 3 sg. astra, part.
pres. asant besides pres. act. 3 pl. akencé; Gr. dyw, Sanskrit
ajami; Lat. ago; Arm. acem. TEW. 4; Lane, Lg. 21. 21.

*genu- gneu-, A kanwem, B kanine dual. ,knee“ Lat. geni,
-us, Sanskrit janu n Arm. cunr, Goth. kniu; IEW. 381.

*genu-, A Sanwe — m. dual. f. ,jaw*; Sanskrit hanu, Gr.
yevvs, -vog; ITEW. 381.

§ 49. IEur. *g:

*deg-, B tek-, tak- ,to touch“, Goth tékan: IEW. 183.

*bhag-, B pake, A pak ,part“; A pasim ,treasure”; Sanskrit
bhajati = Av. bag-. IEW. 107.

§ 50. IEur. *g¢*:

*bheg*- A pkant (pkat) ,far“, Gr. @dfos ,escape; IEW. 116.

A som B $no ,wife“, Gr. yumj; Lane Lg 21. 22.

I have written about the continuation of IEur. labiality
in Tocharian dialects discussing the IEur. *¢* § 45.

§ b1. IBur. *bh, proto-Tocharian b, b’, gave Tocharian AB
p palatalized into py.

*bhelg-, AB palk- ,to shine“, Sanskrit bhdrgas-. IEW. 124.

*bhwa-, A porwan-, B perwane (dual) ,brew‘, Sanskrit
bhra, TEW. 173.
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*bheu-, B pyautk-, A pyotk-, AB pyutk-, ,,to come to a result,
to come to effect“. Ped. Toch. 228. TEW. 150

§ 52. TEBur. *dh, proto-Tocharian d, d' passed into Tocharian
AB t palatalized and affricatized into ¢ and s,

*dhrgh — na, A tona-, tark-, pret. A cork, B carka ,to leave“;
Arm darnam. TEW. 258.

*dho-, *dhii- AB tsu-, B tsaw ,to join“; Lat. funis ,lina%
IEW. 272 *bhrendh-, A pratsak, B protsik ,breast“. IEW,
168.

§ 53. IEur. *§h *gh *g*h proto-Tocharian g g* § are continued
by the Tocharian AB % (%*) which passes into § under the
influence of palatalization.

IEur. *gh.

*bhaghu-s, AB ,poke“, Gr. miyvs. IEW -108.

*bhégh-, bhogh-, B pakware ,badly“; OIr. bag f. , war“?
IEW. 115.

IEur. *g+h.

*dhegvh-, B tsak-, tsok ,to shine“ Sangkrit, ddhati, Av.
dafaiti, Lat. foveo — ére, AB cok ,Jamp“. IEW. 241.

A $orme. (if its uncertain meaning may be connected with
Sanskrit.) gharma- Gr. Oeopoc. Lane, Lg. 1 22.

IEur. *§h: :

*bhpgh-, B pkante, pkatte ,size Sanskrit bahi — ,many*,
Gr. mayds. TEW. 128.

A Sew- ,to yawn“, OHG. anagiwén, Lat. hiare, CS. ze¢jq,
Sanskrit vi- jihite. Lane, Lg. 21. 21.

§ 4. IKur. m, proto-Tocharian m = gave in Tocharian
dialects m = my.

*meg(h)- ,big“, B maki- ,much® Sanskrit mahant-, Av.
mazant, Gr. ueyag, ueyain, peya ,big*, Lat. magnus; W. 257.

The decision whether m was inclined to be palatalized is
very difficult because only a few isolated examples of this can
be found in dialect B.
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B kolymiye, kalyme, ,direction® besides A kalyme; In B mit
misa, m before ¢ was palatalized and in turn it caused the pas-
sing of e = 4. :

*médhu n. B mit ,mead, honey“, Sanskrit madhu ,mead,
honey“ Gr. uedv ,,wine“. W. 261.

m is dropped before sibilants (cf. also B pis 5) § 41. -

*mémso- n B misa ,meat®, Sanskrit mamsd- Gr. uivyé
»skin“; Goth. mimz ,meat“; W. 262.

§ 55. IEur. » » proto-Toch. n 4 appear as Tocharian AB
n = 1%, '

*andh-, A ant, B ante ,plain, flat* Gr. dvdos n. ,flower;
Arm. and ,tield“. IEW. 41.

*mén-, A nat, B mene ,month®, Gr. wjp Lat. ménsis, Goth.
mena, meénops. Lane Lg. 14. 30.

*neyn, AB nu ,9% Sanskrit ndva, Arm inn Hom Gr. elva-
eieg Lat. novem. IEW. 319.

*ant- AB i life, spirit“; Gr. dvewos ,wind“ Lat. animus,
,Spirit“. TEW. 39.

*nomp, A nem, B rom, Sanskrit ndma, Gr. dvoua Lat.
nomen, Goth. namo. IEW. 321.

In B dialect (as other nasals § 54) is dropped before sibilants.

*pevgte, B pis ,b%, A pan (= pans); Gr. mevre; Sanskrit
pafica, Lat. quingue. W. 25.

According to Lane all these % underwent palatalization
only after the simplification of the final consonant group.
Lane, Lg. 21. 24.

§ 56. IEur. *s, proto-Tocharian s, § is normally continued
in Tocharian AB as s — §. Only in dialect A s in the combina-
tion st appears always as §, e. g. A §tam B stam ,tree®.

*suu — és, B suwo ,swine, pig“, Av. hi-; Gr. 3, dog, Alb. 1,
Lat. sus, sdis ,swine“ *ejhs ,out, of“, A postposition -§ ,on
account of“ &< *-k§; Gr. ¢ ,out of“, Lat. ex, Cymr. eh-, Gael.
ex. IEW. 293.

A %k, B $kas, ,6“ Lat. sew, Goth. sains, Sanskrit. §di;
Gael. chwach. Meillet, Les noms de nombre 7. ;

Folia Orientalia, t. I/2 7
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§ 57. IEur *1, proto-Tocharian I 7 gave . The palatalization
of 1 into Iy is not yet well investigated.

*leug-, B Uk, lyk- ,to see“, Gr. Aevxds ,white“ ,shining®,
Lat. lax, -cis ,light W. 411.

*ql-, A alym life, spirit“ Gr. dAua n. ,grove, copse”. IEW 27.

A lyak pl. lysi, B lyak pl ly$i ,thief“ Czech lakati ,ambush®;
OHG. luog ,site“ Lane, Lg. 21, 24.

Pedersen, Toch, 235 supposes that ! in A dialect had also
the « sond e. g.

B kselie, A ksalune ,to cross“. Ped. Toch, 100.

B Sale, $le ,mountain®, A Suls & *selo-,

*selos, Gr. &log, Sanskrit saras. Ped. Toch. 221.

§ 58. IBur. r this is the proto-Tocharian r, + which passed
in Tocharian dialects into 7. ‘

As to the old palatalization of » before ¢ ¢ j there is no evi-
dence for it. Yet Pedersen, Toch. §112. 4 states that certain
changes could have occurred taking into account the fact that
in many languages there was a tendency to lose the softening
where there was r (Schultze, Kl. Schr. 240). He also gives some
examples in which the influence of palatalization on » can be
seen: The group try passed into ¢r in A cravkss’, cravkor, the
imperf. of ,to answer“. Ped. Toch. 74.

*bharek* A praker, B prakre ,strong“, Lat. farcio — -ire
»to fatten“; TEW. 111.

*ara- trom, AB are ,plough®, Arm. araur, Gr. dodw ,they
plough%, Lat. ard, -are ,to plough“ Goth. arjen. IEW. 63.

*urit@, A ri, B ri ,town“, Lat. varus. IEW. 267.

§59. IEur. semivowels *¢ *y, proto-Tocharian ¢ 4 were replaced
by the Tocharian AB y w.
IEBur. *y:
" uel- ,t0 close“ ,to cover* B warto, warto ,garden, copse“
283.
kyer- ,to moisten“, A wor, B war ,water* Sanskrit vari f.
Av. vairi —m ,sea“ W. 268. IEW. 80.
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*arguio, A arki, B arkwi ,white“. IEW. 65.

*duo ,2% A m. wu £f. we B m. f. wi; Sanskrit dvdu dvd = dva
m; Lat duo (*duo) Goth. twai OHG. zwene. IEW. 229.

*dhyér- *dhyor- ,door“, B twere ,door“, Sanskrit Nom. pl.
dvarah ,door* CS. dveri. IEW. 279.

IEur. *3:

*aju life“ ,might“ A aym ,spirit, life“ (m taken from asim
life®), Sanskrit yuh ,the strength of life“; Av. ayu, HomGr.
aier Lalways“. TEW. 17,

*ia-, A ya ,went“ B yatsi ,to go“ broadened with -p- yopsa
nentered“; Sanskrit yati ,he goes“ Av. yaiti; CS jade, jachati.
IEW. 296.

y often appears in B dialect instead of w (Schultze, KI.
Schr. 245) proved that it is the result of palatalization of w,
considering such examples from B as yaika, A wawik ,he
destroyed” B yatka, A wotak ,he ordered“ as parallel to B spyarta,
A saportu; B pyautka, A papyutsk. These are forms of the
preterite formed from the reduplicated aorist (the redupliva-
tion was preserved only in the A dialect: B ydtka « *ya(y)atka.
Schultze, KI. Schr. 239—248), for which palatalization is
characteristic. '

*ue- nto blow“, A want, B yente ,wind“ Sanskrit vati, Av.
vaitt ,it blows“ Lat. ventus IEW. 82.

B yadi, A wse ,night*;

¥ is dropped before ¢;

A wiki, B ikom ,20%; Meillet, Les noms de nmombre, 10.

Similarly w is dropped after s;

A $pom, B Spone ,sleep“; OE. swefn, Sanskrit svapnas

A Sar, B Ser ,sister”, Goth. swistar, Sanskrit svasar-;

Lane tries to explain this also with the change §w = $y.
All the more so as there is an exemple in which the non-palatali-
zed w has been retained.

*seu y,to fall, A swase, B swese ,rain® Gr. de it rainsg®;
Alb. § ,rain“. W. 468.
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