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General remarks

The reduplicative perfect is

@ strong for parasmaiipada sg.,

@ weak for dual, pl. or atmanépada.

Reduplication for the perfect works similar to that of 3. class verbs.
Compare

o for reduplicative perfect such as da-d-us with

o for imperfect of 3. class verbs, for example a-da-d-us
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Strong forms are build with the qualitative ablaut, the o-grade:
@ ie.o— o0l a
@ ie. of — oi. é
@ ie. ou — oi. 6

Here are a few examples:

oi. root perfect, 3. pers. sg.

bandh (“to bind") | ba-bandh-a

lih (“to lick™) li-léh-a

dvis (“to hate”) | di-dvés-a

vis (“to cut”) vi-vés-a

is ("“to wish") iy-és-a (with iy instead of )
yuj (“to yoke") yu-ydj-a

rud (“to weep") ru-réd-a

tud (“to hit") tu-téd-a
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Grassmann’'s law in

V/ perfect, 3. pers. sg.
bhid (“to split") | bi-bhéd-a
chid (“to cut") | ci-cchéd-a (sandhi rule!)

Remember Brugmann's law
ie. o in open syllable — oi. 8

In the above examples, this law was not to be applied. For example, o
in *bhi-bhoid-a is not in an open syllable (i + d are two consonants
so that the syllable is closed).
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Remember Brugmann's law

ie. o in open syllable — oi. 4

N perfect, 3. pers. sg.
bhr ("to bear") ba-bhar-a

pat (“to fall") pa-pat-a

Sap (“to curse”) $a-5ap-a

car (“to move") ca-car-a

dah (“to burn") da-dah-a
bhaj (“to worship") | ba-bhaj-a
tan (“to stretch”) | ta-tan-a

Sru ("to hear”) Su-Srav-a

svap (“to sleep”) su-svap-a (ruki)

su (“to press”) su-sav-a (ruki)

i (“to go") iy-ay-a (iy instead of i)
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Interestingly, we observe

v perfect, 3. pers. sg.

perfect, 1. pers. sg.

| tan | ta-tan-a — ie. *te-ton-e

ta-tan-a ie. *te-ton-Hye |

Here is the reason for the difference: Brugmann was applied

@ in 3. pers. sg. with ie. ending e where the syllable ton is open,

but

@ not 1. pers. sg. with ie. ending H>e where the syllable ton is
closed. (Incidentally, we have the “incorrect”alternative ta-tan-a
in Sanskrit, only, not in the older Vedic texts.)

Harald Wiese (University of Leipzig) Deterrorizing Sanskrit



Strong forms

Roots with initial half vowels

v perfect, 3. pers. sg.
yaj (“to sacrifice”) I-yaj-a

vac ("to say") u-vac-a

vad (“to say") u-vad-a

vap ("to sow") u-vap-a

vas (“to dwell, to live") | u-vas-a

vah (“to carry”) u-vah-a

Secondary palatalization in u-vac-a (and in yu-y6j-a above)
The reason lies in the ie. ending e — oi. a.
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Strong forms

Roots with initial a or a

perfect, 3. pers. sg.

as ("to be") 3s-a
ah ("to say") ah-a
ap (“to obtain”) | ap-a
as ("to eat”) 3s-a
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Strong forms

primary palatalization

For hu (“to sacrifice” ), we have

ie. *ghu-ghou-e

—  *gu-ghou-e (deaspiration)

—  "ju-hou-e (primary palatalization)

—  ju-hav-a (Brugmann)

Similarly,

perfect, 3. pers. sg.

has (“to laugh™)

Jja-has-a

hr ("to take")

Jja-har-a
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Strong forms

secondary palatalization

perfect, 3. pers. sg.
Ji ("to conquer”) | ji-ghdy-a

han ("to fall") Jja-ghan-a < ie. *g" he-g" hon-e
kr (“to do”) ca-kar-a < ie. *k" e-k" or-e
gam ("to go") | ja-gam-a — ie. *g” e-g” om-e

kan (“to dig") ca-khan-a
ksip (“to throw") | ci-ksép-a
krt (“to cut") ca-kart-a

ie. *g" he-g" hon-e
—  *g"e-g" hon-e (deaspiration)
—  "je-ghon-e (secondary palatalization)

—  ja-ghan-a (Brugmann)
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Strong forms

secondary palatalization

Apparently, secondary palatalization spread to other verbs where it
did not belong, originally, such as

v perfect, 3. pers. sg.
ksubh (“to be agitated") | cu-ksébh-a
krudh (“to be angry”) cu-krédh-a

Here, we have proportional analogy, for example

ksip \ with palatal reduplication: \ ci-ksép-a
just as
ksubh \ with palatal reduplication: \ cu-ksébh-a
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Some verbs have irregular perfect forms:

v perfect, 3. pers. sg. | “correct form”

bhii | ba-bhiv-a bu-bhav-a < ie. *bhu-bhouH-e
pu | pu-pav-a pu-pav-a «— ie. * pu-pouH-e
bht | bi-bhay-a bi-bhay-a < ie. * bhi-bhoiH-e

where none of the syllables bhouH through bhoiH is closed.
In ba-bhiiv-a, the vowels seem to have been interchanged?

Harald Wiese (University of Leipzig) Deterrorizing Sanskrit



Note also a few (laryngeal!) verbs with
3. pers. sg. ending du and

weak forms
perfect, 3. pers. sg.
da ("to give") da-d-4u
dha ("to set, to put") | da-dh-du
stha (“to stand”) ta-sth-4u
Jia (“to know") Ja-ji-4u
pa (“to drink™) pa-p-au
ma (“to measure”) ma-m-3u
bha ("to shine™) ba-bh-au
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Weak forms

root vowel i

v

perfect, 3. pers. sg.

perfect, 3. pers. pl.

vi§ (“to cut”) vi-vés-a Vi-vi$-us

lih (“to lick™) li-1éh-a li-lih-us

dvis ("to hate") di-dvés-a di-dvis-us

bhid (“to split™) bi-bhéd-a bi-bhid-us

chid (“to cut”) ci-cchéd-a (sandhi) | ci-cchid-us (sandhi)
vyadh (“to pearce”) | vi-vyadh-a vi-vidh-us

Ji ("to conquer™) Ji-ghay-a Ji-ghy-us

ksip (“to throw") ci-ksép-a ci-ksip-us
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Weak forms

root vowel u

perfect, 3. pers. sg.

perfect, 3. pers. pl.

yuj yu-ybj-us yu-yuj-us

rud ru-réd-a ru-rud-us

tud tu-téd-us tu-tud-us

Sru Su-$rav-a Su-5ruv-us (uv instead of v)
svap | su-svap-a (ruki) su-sup-us (ruki)

su su-sav-a (ruki) su-suv-us (ruki, uv instead of v)
ksubh | cu-ksébh-a cu-ksubh-us

krudh | cu-krédh-a cu-krudh-us
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Weak forms

root vowel a

v perfect, 3. pers. sg. | perfect, 3. pers. pl.
bhr (“to bear") | ba-bhar-a ba-bhr-us

dah ("to burn") | da-dah-a da-dah-us

han (“to kill") | ja-ghan-a Ja-ghn-us

kr (“to do") ca-kar-a ca-kr-us

gam (“to go") | ja-gam-a Ja-gm-us

kan (“to dig") | ca-khan-a ca-khn-us

hr (“to take") | ja-har-a Ja-hr-us
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Weak forms

root vowel a and irregular full grade

@ ba-bandh-us (“they bound") for “correct” ba-badh-us (due to
syllabic n — a) and

@ ja-has-us (“they laughted”) for “correct” jahs-us (difficult to
understand)

@ ca-kart-us (“they cut") for “correct” ca-krt-us
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Weak forms

root with initial half vowels

Tor i as expected in

perfect, 3. pers. sg.

perfect, 3. pers. pl.

yaj (“to sacrifice”)

i-yaj-a 1j-us
vac (“to say") u-vac-a fc-us
vad (“to say") u-vad-a ad-us
vap (“to sow”) u-vap-a ap-us
vas (“to dwell, to live") | u-vas-a as-us (ruki)
vah (“to carry”) u-vah-a ah-us
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Weak forms

root with initial half vowels

Similarly, these two i~roots produce the analogous weak forms:

v/

perfect, 3. pers. sg. perfect, 3. pers. pl.

i

iy-ay-a (iy instead of i or y) | iy-us (1y instead of Tor y)

Is

iy-és-a (iy instead of jor y) | 1s-us
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Weak forms

root with initial a or a

Root with initial vowels a or a reduplicate with a. Then, 3 is the
expected sandhi result for ap (“to obtain”) where we get ap-us. The
other verbs also show long &, but should not:

v perfect, 3. pers. sg. | perfect, 3. pers. pl.
as (“to be") as-a as-us (“wrong")
ah ("to say") ah-a ah-us ("wrong")
ap ("to obtain") | ap-a ap-us

as (“to eat”) 3s-a as-us (“wrong")
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Weak forms

no reduplication?

V/ 3. pers. sg. | 3. pers. pl. | 3. pers. sg. atm.
pat | pa-pat-a pét-us

Sap | Sa-pat-a $ép-us

nas | na-nas-a nés-us

bhaj | ba-bhaj-a | bhéj-us

tan | ta-tan-a tén-us

man méné
labh Iébhé
ram rémé
sad | sa-sad-a séd-us

yat yété
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Weak forms

no reduplication?

But: sad (“to fall") yields

ie. *se-sd- (reduplication with ie. e and zero grade)
—  sa-zd- (s-z law before voiced cons.)
—  séd-
and yat (“to try, to exert") yields
ie. “ye-it- (reduplication with ie. e and zero grade)
—  yét-

Analogy:

sad \ with é instead of reduplication: \ séd-us
just as
pat \ with é instead of reduplication: \ pét-us
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