w  SONSINBUIT JIUBWLISD) Ul S3IPNIS

Chapter 9: Adjectives

doi https://doi.org/10.1075/sigl.3.c9

a Available under a CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 license.

A Comparative
Grammar O p
the Early Germanic

Languages

Pages 208-221 of

A Comparative Grammar of the Early Germanic Languages Joh
R.D. Fulk

[Studies in Germanic Linguistics, 3] 2018. xv, 420 pp.

Benjd s publis g Comp? Y

© John Benjamins Publishing Company

This electronic file may not be altered in any way. For any reuse of this material, beyond the permissions
granted by the Open Access license, written permission should be obtained from the publishers or
through the Copyright Clearance Center (for USA: www.copyright.com).

For further information, please contact rights@benjamins.nl or consult our website at
benjamins.com/rights

John Benjamins Publishing Company



https://doi.org/10.1075/sigl.3.c9
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1075/sigl.3
https://doi.org/10.1075/sigl
https://www.copyright.com/
https://benjamins.com/rights

CHAPTER 9

Adjectives

9.1  Adjective inflection in Proto-Indo-European and Proto-Germanic

PIE adjectives had stems corresponding to those of the classes of nouns, i.e. o-, io-, uo-
a-, ia-, ua, i-, u-, and a limited variety of consonant-stems.! To these were attached the
same inflections taken by the corresponding noun stems. Most adjectives were inflected
like o-stems when masc. or neut. and like @-stems when fem.; other stem classes did not
distinguish masc. from fem. inflections, though these uters were distinguished from
neuters in some case forms. PIE adjectives took on suffixes to form the comparative and
superlative degrees, and these are reflected in the Gmc. comparison of adjectives, along
with some other suffixes expressing properties of degree whose original function is
more difficult to ascertain (§§9.11, 10.7).

Four significant changes in PGmc. disrupted the regularity of this system of ad-
jective inflection: (1) Just as in the nouns, in late PIE the distinction between stem and
inflection was beginning to undergo obscurement, and in PGme. this process was
greatly accelerated, with the result that many stem-final segments came to be analyzed
as inflectional. Thus, for example, as illustrated by the paradigm in §9.2, PGmc. a-
stems no longer recognizably had stems ending in @, which segment instead had become
part of the inflection; more radically, the suffix used to form n-stems was re-analyzed as
part of the inflection, or as the sole inflection in some cases (§9.8), as with Go. acc. sg.
masc. -an < PIE suffix *-on- plus inflection *-m, the reflex of the latter of which
(PGme. *-um) was lost. (2) In all the Gmc. languages (and presumably already in
PGmc.) there is a tendency for adj. stems other than a-, 6-, and n-stems to lose their
distinctiveness and acquire the inflections of a- and o-stems, so that even in Go., though
a few case-forms may remain distinctive, most of the idiosyncratic inflections have
been replaced analogically. (3) In a number of case forms, the nominal inflections em-
ployed by a- and o-stems were replaced by pronominal inflections, as discussed in §9.2.
(4) Adjectives inflected as n-stems came to be associated with definite constructions (as
defined in §9.7), and as a result, nearly any adjective could be inflected as an n-stem.
The remaining stem classes were thus associated with indefinite constructions. This is
the origin of the distinction between the so-called strong and weak adjectives of Gmc.

1. Aside from the n-stem (weak) adjectives, the only significant consonant-stem adjectives in Gmc. are
present participles (§9.9, not inflected identically to root-stem nouns). Other types were infrequent in PIE:
Beekes (2011: 219) finds only rare instances of PIE adj. suffixes ending in £, ¢, s, &, and n, never r, /, m. But
possessive adjective compounds (bahuvrihi, exocentric) were very commonly formed of adj. or noun plus
root-stem noun, e.g. Skt. cdtuspad ‘four-footed” (cf. Gk. zerpdmovg, neut. etparovv, OE fiderfot-), inflected
like a root-stem noun. For an etymological dictionary of inherited Gmc. adjectives, see Heidermanns 1993.
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I. Indefinite (strong) adjectives

9.2  The unmarked strong declension of monosyllabic heavy stems

Just as in PIE, in which masc. and neut. adjectives were most commonly inflected as o-
stems and fem. as a-stems, the PGmec. reflexes of these remained the norm in indefinite
constructions (as defined in §9.7), except that inflections of pronominal origin came to
replace some of the original nominal inflections. It should be plain from the discussion
below that the influence of pronominal inflection on the paradigms of strong adjectives
was not solely a PGmc. phenomenon, but it continued in force in the individual lan-
guages. The usual patterns of inflection may be illustrated by the paradigms of Go.

laggs ‘long’ and its cognates in the oldest Gmc. languages:

Go. Olcel. OE (O] OHG PGmec.

m. sg. nom. laggs langr lang lang lang, langeér *-az
acc. laggana langan langne langan langan *-ano"
gen. laggis langs langes langes langes *-as(a)
dat. laggamma  longum  langum  langum  langamu, -emu *-azmai
instr. lange langu langu *1(?)

n. sg. nom. lagg, laggata langt lang lang lang, langaz *-an, *-at-
acc. lagg, laggata langt lang lang lang, langaz *-an, *-at-
gen. laggis langs langes langes langes *-as(a), *-es(a)
dat. laggamma  longu langum  langum  langamu, -emu *-azmai
instr. lange langu langu *1(?)

f. sg. nom. lagga long lang lang lang, langiu *-0
ace. lagga langa lange langa, - langa *-on
gen. laggaizos langrar langre langera langera *-(a)izdz
dat. laggai langri langre langeru  langeru *~(a)izai

m. pl. nom. laggii langir lange lange, -a  lang, lange *-ai
ace. laggans langa lange lange, -a  lange *-anz
gen. langaize langra langra langaro  langero *-aiz(j)o"
dat. laggaim longum  langum  langum  langém *-aimiz

n. pl. nom. lagga long lang lang lang, langiu *-0
acc. lagga long lang lang langiu *-0
gen. laggdizé langra langra langaro  langero *-aiz(j)o"
dat. laggaim longum  langum  langum  lang&m *-aimiz

f. pl. nom. langds langar langa langa, -e  lang, lango *-0z
acc. langos langar langa langa, - lango *-0z
gen. langdizd langra langra langaro  langero *-aiz(j)o"
dat. langdim longum  langum  langum  lang@m *-aimiz

The PGme. forms in boldface are borrowed from pronominal forms: compare especially
the paradigm of Go. sa and cognates (§8.10). The remainder reflect PIE a- and o-stem
endings. In Go., nom./acc. sg. neut. -ata (pronominal in origin: cf. pata §8.10, and see
Ratkus 2015) is less frequent than the zero-inflection, and the form is almost always
attributive.! Likewise, in OHG, the alternative endings nom. sg. masc. -ér, pl. -e,
nom./acc. sg. neut. -az, pl. -iu (Franconian -(i)u), nom. sg. fem. -iu (Franconian -(i)u),
pl. -o, are pronominal in origin, and in attributive use the sg. pronominal endings
alternate indiscriminately with nominal inflections, whereas in the pl., nominal forms
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are rare; in predicative use the nominal forms are commoner.?> The OE inflections are
those generally found in EWS, whereas in LWS the nom./acc. plural inflection is usu-
ally -e for all genders. PGmc. *-6 became *-u in North and WGmc., and this is pre-
served as such (or lowered to -0) in OE after light stems in the nom. sg. fem. and the
nom./acc. pl. neuter, e.g. light-stemmed Awatu ‘active’ (nom. sg. masc. hAwat), beside
heavy lang, with u-mutation of roots in a in the corresponding forms of Old Icelandic.
OS and OHG show the usual, expected spelling alternants, e.g. OS acc. sg. masc. -an,
-on, -en and OHG dat. sg. fem. -eru, -ero, but also OS dat. sg. masc. -umu, -omu, -emu,
-emo, etc., beside -um, -un, etc.

Since the origin and development of the nominal and pronominal inflections are
discussed elsewhere (§§7.8, 7.15, 8.10), just a few adjectival forms require comment:

Nom. sg. masc. Although OHG -ér (like neut. -az) is plainly pronominal (cf.
der, daz, §8.10), there is no consensus as to why -ér has a long vowel. Comparison can
be drawn to the possessive pronouns (Franconian) unsér, iuwer (§8.5), which Johansson
(1890, with a summary of prior scholarship) argues have -ér by analogy to the identical
gen. forms of the corresponding personal pronouns (§8.2); but -ér in the latter can be
explained as etymological only on a speculative basis. The most commonly accepted
explanation is that of Sievers (1875: 122; so, e.g., Krahe & Meid 1969: 11, §50), that der
is a weakened form of earlier *pér, to the latter of which the ending -ér is analogical.
Comparison to OS thé (and OE s¢) renders it plausible that *pe-r and *pé-r (with -r ex-
tended from er ‘he’) should once have codccurred in OHG, the latter eventually driven
out by the continued analogical influence of er. Boutkan (1995b: 296-7) tentatively
proposes that & in -ér is analogical to the dat. plural.

Dat. sg. masc. Beside OS -um there are many variants, e.g. -u(n), -emu, -omo,
and similar endings with different vocalism; likewise OHG -emu, -emo, -amu, -omo, the
forms with e no doubt by analogy to pronouns. The ending -um in Olcel. and OE (and
in part in OS) is probably analogical to the corresponding plural noun inflection (note
that dat. sg. and pl. of pronominal Olcel. s¢, OE sé also agree in these languages,
§8.10): so Prokosch 1939: §95, but cf. Krahe & Meid 1969: 11, §37, and see further
Stiles 2013: 22-3. OHG -emu (for more original -amu, -amo) is by analogy to dat. sg.
demu (§8.10).

Dat. sg. neut. Olcel. -u is usually assumed to be instr. in origin, like OS OHG
instr. sg. -u, though it is not plain why -u was not apocopated: cf., e.g., nom. sg. grof
‘pit’ < PGme. *3rabo. Boutkan (1995b: 302-3) argues that -u may be analogical to the
vowel in *Ai (Old Swedish Aii “how”).

Instr. sg. masc. & neut. Certainly OS OHG -u is the same desinence found in a-
stem nouns. OE -e appears to be the reflex of the ending -i of a-stem nouns found in
some early texts in instr. function and reflecting PGmce. *-7 < PIE loc. *-ei (§7.8; A.
Campbell 1977: §640). If so, the umlaut that it should have caused must have been
leveled out of the paradigm.

Nom. pl. masc. Go. retains -di (which should have changed to -a) by analogy to
the pronoun pdi. ON -ir reflects *-eir by analogy to peir ‘they’, tveir ‘two’, which in
turn have -r by analogy to the corresponding nominal inflection (Sievers 1875: 114; on
alternative explanations, see Syrett 1994: 92-3). In WGmc., the acc. pl. inflection has
been replaced by the nom. pl., as in nouns (outside of OHG: §7.8).

Nom./acc. pl. neut. OHG -iu is analogical to the corresponding ending of
pronominal der (§8.10), dese (§8.12), etc.

Nom. sg. fem. OHG -iu is entirely parallel in origin to the identical neuter
inflection (supra).
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Acc. sg. fem. Olcel. -a reflects the original inflection *-6", whereas in the 6-stem
nouns (§7.15) the corresponding inflection has been made identical to that of the nom.
sg. Rather, Kortlandt (2005: 2) regards -a as pronominal in origin.

Gen. sg. fem. According to Sievers (1875: 111-14), Go. -dizos has borrowed
-ai- from the gen. & dat. pl., with similar developments in OS and OHG, and i in PGmc.
*-izos was syncopated in ON and OE. It is notable, however, that there is no trace of
umlaut in the gen. or dat. sg. fem. in NWGmc.; it is usually assumed to have been
leveled out (e.g. by Prokosch 1939: §90). Rather, it has been argued that the ending was
already *-aizoz in PGmc., and that a7 in this and other endings in *-aiz- (dat. sg. fem.,
gen. pl. all genders) was replaced by e by analogy to the anaphoric pronoun and others
similarly inflected. See Stiles 2013: 31-2, Ringe & Taylor 2014: 22-3. In addition to
explaining the lack of umlaut, the latter hypothesis obviates the need to assume early
shortening of @i > &> e in OS and OHG.

Dat. sg. fem. According to Sievers (1875: 111), Go. -di is by analogy to the
nominal inflection, and again ON and OE may be assumed to have lost i from PGmc.
*-izai, with analogical removal of umlaut, though OS and OHG have e < *-agi- leveled
from the plural. But see under gen. sg. fem. above. In OS OHG -eru the final diphthong
of PGmc. has been replaced by the dat. ending of the substantive 6-stems.

Gen. pl. The PGme. diphthong *ai is etymological in the corresponding masc.
and neut. pronouns, with analogical extension to the fem. form. In the view of Sievers
(see above), ON and OE i, later lost, has been taken over from the fem. sg. and extended
to the masc. and neut. inflections, though once again analogy must be assumed to have
eliminated umlaut.> These contrary analogical changes are not simple and obvious, and
so the view that ai has been replaced by e (see above under gen. sg. fem.) is to be pre-
ferred.

Dat. pl. The original inflection *-aimiz is reflected in Go. and OHG, whereas the
other Gmec. languages have substituted the ending -um found in a-stem nouns.

The distinction in Gmc. between strong and weak adjective inflection is paral-
leled in Balto-Slavic (see §9.7), where adjectives in indefinite constructions are in-
flected like nouns, and those in definite constructions are compounds of the adjective
plus a pronominal element. The earliest approaches to explaining the Gme. develop-
ment of adjectives relied on comparison to Balto-Slavic, and hence the influx of pro-
nominal endings into Gme. strong inflection was likewise most commonly understood
to be a matter of compounding of the thematic adj. stem with a pronominal stem PGmc.
*ja- plus its normal pronominal inflections. Yet the Balto-Slavic compounds are defi-
nite, whereas the Gmc. adjectives with pronominal inflections are indefinite, and it is
not plain why the attachment of pronouns to indefinite adjectives should have occurred
at all. Ever since the critique of the compounding theory by Sievers (1875), preference
has been accorded his alternative view, that Gmc. has simply borrowed many of the
indefinite inflections from pronouns.* Sievers (1875: 107-9) points out that in Skt. quite
a few words that are adjectival in origin sometimes take pronominal inflections, since
they may be used in pronominal function (i.e., they are substantivized), e.g. néma-
‘another’ and piirva- ‘foremost’. It is in fact common in IE languages for words of this
sort to acquire pronominal inflections, e.g. nom./acc. sg. neut. Gk. dilo = Lat. aliud
‘other’, reflecting pronominal *-od (cf. Skt. tiad ‘it’, and compare the nominal
inflections Gk. -ov, Lat. -um, Skt. -am), in comparison to nom. sg. masc. Gk. ¢llog, Lat.
alius, with non-pronominal *-os, though Sievers himself argues that such mixture of
inflections was to be found already in PIE. It is natural enough to assume, then, that the
Gmc. strong adjectives that first acquired pronominal inflections were adjectives like
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indefinites and numerals (i.e., pronominal adjectives), such as ‘some’, ‘any’, ‘such’, and
‘one’, which were normally inflected as adjectives but which could be used in pronom-
inal function.’ Explaining the precise distribution of nominal and pronominal endings in
Gmec. strong adjectives thus becomes a matter of lesser import, seeing as the competing
forces of analogical influence in the direction of both pronominal and adjectival use
remained in effect throughout the history of the Gme. languages, with the result that
new pronominal inflections were added to adjectival paradigms after the PGme. period,
e.g. OHG nom. sg. masc. -ér and nom./acc. sg. neut. -az.

1. Ringe (2017: 314-15) observes that although Go. -ata, ON -£, and OHG -az have the same pronominal
source, they must have been borrowed independently in the three languages, given that Go. -ata is borrowed
from the specifically Go. form of the pronominal ending. This is probably correct, though of course it is pos-
sible that the pronominal ending was extended to adjectives in PGmc. and subsequently reformed in Go. in
tandem with the addition of -a to the pronoun.

2. The endingless forms in the plural are not etymological but arose in predicative use.

3. The reflex of PGmc. medial *-ai- is not normally syncopated in ON and OE: cf,, e.g., Olcel. erfidi, OE
earfepe ‘labor’ < *arbaip-. The circumstance that *ai was preceded by *e in a form like *anperaizo” ‘other’
should have rendered it less, not more, susceptible to syncope.

4. Compounding has again been advocated by Birkhan (1974) and Haudry (1981); cf. Bammesberger 1990:
226-7.

5. Compare the analysis of Prokosch (1939: §89b): “It is not impossible that this transfer of pronominal
endings to the ‘strong’ adjective declension was at least part due to the fact that ‘weak’ adjectives are usually
preceded by pronominal forms: on the pattern of pana blindan guman there may have been formed blindana
guman; pata blindo barn may have been the starting point for blindata barn.”

6. Sievers (1875: 111, 114) in fact argues that PGme. pronominal inflections could be replaced in the
individual languages by nominal ones. See further McFadden 2003.

9.3  Variant stem types in the unmarked strong declension

Certain stem alternations are to be observed in indefinite adjectives.

Gothic. Voiced fricatives are usually devoiced finally and before final -s, as in
frops ‘wise’, gops ‘good’, liufs ‘dear’, saps ‘full’ (gen. frodis, godis, liubis, sadis), but
ldus ‘empty’, gen. ldusis.

Old Norse. In Olcel., r at the start of an inflection was dropped when added to a
stem ending in postconsonantal r, e.g. nom. sg. masc vitr ‘wise’, fagr ‘beautiful’, gen.
sg. fem. vitrar, fagrar; cf. nom. sg. masc. surr ‘sour’, gen. sg. fem. surrar. Such an r
was assimilated to a preceding / or nongeminate z, as in nom. sg. masc. keill ‘hale’,
keenn ‘wise’, gen. sg. fem. heillar, kennar (acc. sg. masc. heilan, keenan), but sannr,
sannrar ‘true’. Disyllabic stems ending in a single consonant generally show syncope in
the stem-final syllable before inflections beginning with a vowel, as illustrated by the
paradigm of gamall ‘old’:

singular plural
masc. neut. fem. masc. neut. fem.
nom. gamall gamalt gomul gamlir gomul gamlar
acc. gamlan gamalt gamla gamla gomul gamlar
gen. gamals gamals gamallar gamalla gamalla gamalla
dat. gomlum gomlu gamalli gomlum gomlum gomlum

Exceptions to the rule are stems in -/igr and weak second participles in -adr, which
show no syncope. In accordance with the change that produced forms like batt ‘bound’
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< *pand (§6.14), sannr has nom./acc. sg. neut. satt. Stems ending in a vowel likewise
have -#t in the nom./acc. sg. neut., e.g. fatt to far ‘few’, and a or u at the start of an
inflection is elided after such stems, hence acc. sg. masc. fan, fem. fd, but nom. pl.
masc. fair. Possessive adjectives and adjectives in -inn, including strong second parti-
ciples, have -n rather than -an in the acc. sg. masc., and to this -z is assimilated a pre-
ceding /, hence acc. fundinn ‘found’, pinn ‘your’, einn ‘one’, varn ‘our’, mikinn ‘large’
(nom. mikill), litinn ‘small’ (nom. [itil]).

Old English. Disyllabic stems with a heavy initial syllable followed by a light
regularly show syncope before a vocalic inflection other than -u, as illustrated by the
paradigm of halig ‘holy’:

singular plural
masc. neut. fem. masc. neut. fem.
nom.  halig halig haligu halge haligu halge, -a
acc. haligne  halig halge halge haligu halge, -a
gen. halges halges haligre haligra haligra haligra
dat. halgum  halgum  haligre halggm  halgum  halgum
instr.  halge halge

The syncopated vowel is usually restored by analogy in LWS, but the meter in poetry
often indicates the earlier value (e.g. Beowulf 336b: Ne seah ic elpéodige). Syncope of
original non-high vowels is also regular after a light syllable (e.g. manges < *manazas
beside nom. manig < *managaz), whereas the change less regularly affects high vowels
(§5.6). Disyllabic stems with a light initial syllable originally apocopated the inflection
-u, but it is frequently restored, e.g. yfelu beside yfel ‘wicked’. Syncope and the alterna-
tion of front and back vowels resulted in consonantal alternations within paradigms, e.g.
1 (vel sim., §§6.17—-18) in halge but [y] in halgum, and [{f] (vel sim., ibid.) in micel
‘large’ but [k] in micles, the latter due to anteconsonantal deaffrication (§6.18). Alterna-
tion between & and a was originally regulated by whether or not a back vowel followed,
but in the historical period a appears in open syllables, otherwise @, e.g. blac ‘black’,
gen. blaces. Stems with final / lose this before vowels, resulting in either contraction or
compensatory lengthening (§4.13), e.g. héah ‘high’, pweorh ‘crooked’, gen. héas,
bweores. These regularities are much altered by analogical developments, especially in
the later period.

Old Saxon. There should in Old Saxon have been patterns of apocope (but not
syncope) like those in OE, but they have been eliminated: heavy and light stems are
alike inflectionless in the nom. sg. fem. and nom./acc. pl. neut., e.g. ald ‘old’, hol
‘hollow’, though the neuters may also have -e, -a by analogy to the uters. The only
regular paradigm variation in regard to syncope is that disyllabic adjectives like hélag
‘holy’, with a heavy initial syllable and a light second, have acc. sg. masc. -na, whereas
all others have -an. There is no comparable alternation in OHG.

9.4  The ja- and jo-stems

For the most part, in Go. these adjectives add the same inflections found on a- and o-
stem adjectives to a stem ending in j, hence, e.g., acc. sg. masc. midj-ana ‘middle’, gen.
midj-is, dat. midj-amma. In the nom./acc. sg. neut., where the a-stems may be ending-
less, j in the ja-stems is vocalized to i, hence midi, wilpi ‘wild’ beside midjata, wilpjata.
An exception is nom. sg. midjis, parallel to the noun harjis (§7.10, g.v. in regard to the
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origin of the desinence). Also, just as in the ja-stem nouns, a distinction is maintained
between light stems like midjis and heavy like wilpeis: wherever the former has -jis, the
latter has -eis (nom. sg. masc., gen. sg. masc.), with the possible exception of the gen.
sg. neut. (cf. §7.10 ad fin.).! Likewise, to nom. sg. fem. midja cf. wilpi, comparable to
jo-stem nouns like bandi ‘band’ (§7.16).

In ON the inflection of the ja- and jo-stem adjectives is indistinguishable from
that of a- and o-stems, except that -j- is preserved before back vowels after a light
syllable or after a velar consonant, hence midr ‘middle’, rikr ‘powerful’, villr ‘wild’,
gen. sg. masc. mids, riks, vills, nom./acc. sg. neut. mitt (< *midt), rikt, villt, acc. sg.
masc. midjan, rikjan, villan, dat pl. midjum, rikjum, villum. The -j- element is reflected
as -i-, however, even after a heavy stem ending in a non-velar consonant, in certain
compounds, e.g. villi-saudr ‘wild sheep’.

The originally light-stemmed ja- and jo-stem adjectives in OE (of which none
with a stem ending in r is preserved) are inflected the same way as a- and o-stem
adjectives, with a stem-final geminate except where degemination takes place before a
consonantal inflection, e.g. midd, middes, midne, midra, with apocope of -u in the nom.
sg. fem. and nom./acc. pl. neut., hence midd. The heavy-stemmed adjectives of this
class are also inflected like the a- and o-stems, except that wherever the latter are end-
ingless, the former bear the inflection -e (< *-i, from j syllabified upon loss of the
inflection), e.g. nom. sg. masc. wilde, acc. wildne, gen. wildes. In addition, as in the
corresponding noun class, -u is not apocopated after a heavy syllable, hence nom. sg.
fem. and nom./acc. pl. wildu.

In OS and OHG there is no distinction between the inflection of originally light
and heavy ja- and jo-stems: both are inflected the same way as a- and o-stem adjectives,
but with -i wherever the latter are endingless. In addition, OS retains -i- elsewhere in the
paradigm, though it may be spelt -e-.

1. David Fertig has kindly supplied the information that the gen. sg. neut. of heavy ja-stem adjectives
appears to be unattested in Gothic. The wilpeis cited as gen. sg. neut. by Kiparsky (2000: 21-2) seems to be
due to a misunderstanding of an example given by W. Streitberg. The syntactic context (Romans 11:17) de-

mands a weak adj., in which event the form is presumably a scribal error for wilpeins, and at all events it must
be masc. rather than neut.

9.5 The wa- and wo-stems

The few stems of this class that are preserved in Go. have the same inflections as the a-
and o-stem adjectives attached to stems ending in w. Aside from forms of triggws ‘true’,
the only surviving forms are lasiws ‘weak’ (for expected *lasius, stem lasiw-), nom. pl.
qiwdi (to *qius ‘alive”), fawdi (to *faus ‘little’), and usskawdi (to *usskdus ‘vigilant’).

In ON these bear the usual adjective inflections, with stem-final -v- (< *-w-)
preserved only before non-rounded vowels. When a root vowel is subject to back muta-
tion, it is mutated throughout the paradigm. Examples: nom. sg. masc. folr ‘pale’, tryggr
‘true’, gen. fols, tryggs, acc. folvan, tryggvan.

Only light stems remain distinctive in OE, where the usual adjective inflections
are added to stems in -w-, which becomes u (> o) finally or before a consonantal in-
flection, e.g. nom. sg. masc. gearu, acc. gearone, gen. gearwes. Such stems without a
consonant before -w- usually have -w- throughout the paradigm, e.g. nom. sg. masc.
gléeaw ‘wise’ (for etymological *glea < *3léau < *3lauwaz), acc. gleawne; but excep-
tional is dat. pl. feam ‘few’ (< *faum < *fawum(i)z, beside analogical feawum), also
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nom./acc. pl. neut. fea < *fau < *fawu < *fawd. The situation is similar in OS and
OHG: cf. OS nom. sg. masc. garo, -u, gen. garowes, OHG garo, gar(a)wes; but unlike
in OE, w is not extended throughout the paradigm in stems like OS OHG glau ‘wise’,
acc. glauwan. Throughout WGmc., stems like *praggwaz ‘narrow’ (cf. ON prongr),
with -w- after a heavy consonantal stem, lose -w- entirely, hence MLG dranc.

9.6 The i- and u-stems

These remain distinctive in Gothic only, and even there the number of forms peculiar to
this category has been curtailed. Most case forms have adopted ja- and jo-stem inflec-
tion, including nearly all those forms in which the light and heavy ja- and jo-stems are
inflected identically, and so all plural forms.! The remaining distinctive forms are the
nom. sg. of all genders (e.g. i-stem masc. and fem. Ardins ‘clean’, neut. hrdin, never
*hrdinjata; u-stem masc. and fem. hardus ‘hard’, neut. hardu beside analogical
hardjata), the acc. sg. neut. (hrdin; hardu and analogical hardjata), and the i-stem gen.
sg. masc. and neut. (hrdinis; the case is unattested among u-stem adjectives). The
remaining distinctive inflections are thus identical to the corresponding inflections of i-
and u-stem nouns, except that there are no neuter i-stem nouns attested in Gothic.

In ON the i- and u-stem adjectives have generally lost their distinctiveness. The
former are mostly indistinguishable from a- and o-stems; only the Finnish loanword
tiuris (Olcel. dyrr ‘beast’) and the name element NWGmc. -marir (Thorsberg chape,
ca. 200; OE mére, Olcel. marr ‘renowned’), as well as the lingering effect of front
umlaut, attest to retention of i in the prehistoric period. But some ja- and jo-stem
adjectives with a stem ending in a velar consonant were originally i-stems, e.g. fleygr
‘able to fly’ and adjectives in -fengr, such as Olcel. bradfengr ‘hot, hasty’. The u-stems
have almost entirely fallen together with the a- and o-stems, e.g. hardr ‘hard’ (Go.
hardus), with loss of u early enough to prevent back mutation. But u-stems ending in a
velar consonant have become wa- and wo-stems, from which they differ only in that
they evince by-forms with and without front mutation, e.g. ongr beside ongr ‘narrow’
(cf. Go. aggwus, acc. aggwjana).

In WGmc., i-stem adjectives are inflected identically to ja- and jo-stems, with
only non-gemination in a few OE light stems indicating the original distinction, hence
OE bryce ‘brittle’, freme ‘excellent’, gemyne ‘mindful’, swice ‘deceitful’.> The WGmc.
u-stem adjectives are mostly inflected as a- and o-stems (e.g. OE OS hard, OHG hart),
with just a few relic forms otherwise surviving, including OE nom. sg. (all genders)
cwicu, cucu ‘alive’ (beside cwic), acc. sg. masc. cucone, cucune, etc. (beside cwicne,
cucne), nom. sg. (all genders) wlacu ‘tepid’ (beside wlac), and indeclinable noun and
adj. OE (Northumbrian) feolu, OS OHG filu ‘many, much’. Some u-stems are inflected
as ja- and jo-stems (cf. Go. aggw-, aggwj- above), including OE egle ‘troublesome’,
enge ‘narrow’ (OS engi), myrge ‘pleasant’, smylte ‘tranquil’ (beside smolf), strenge
‘strong’ (beside strang; OHG strengi beside strang), swa&r(e) ‘heavy’ (OHG swari
beside swar), swete ‘sweet’ (beside swor), pyrre ‘dry’, and compounds in -wintre ‘years
old’; also OHG herti ‘hard’ (beside hart). Compare also OE adv. tulge ‘strongly’ (OS
tulgo) to Go. adj. tulgus ‘firm’.

1. Snzdal (2002) argues that Go. i-stem adjectives are ja-stems in origin.

2. It may be that origin as i-stem adjectives is indicated by the endingless forms adv. (ge)fyrn ‘formerly’
noun and adv., and (rarely) indeclinable adj. [yt “little’: so A. Campbell 1977: §654.
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II. Definite (weak) adjectives

9.7  Definitions, distribution, derivation

Definite or ‘weak’ adjectives bear a PIE n-suffix and are for the most part identical to
the corresponding forms of n-stem nouns, with the exceptions noted below (§9.8).!
They are used in constructions in which the noun that they modify is definite, i.e.
contextually specified, non-hypothetical, or otherwise not introduced as a new entity in
terms of information structure. Thus, definite adjectives accompany nouns modified by
a definite specifier, i.e. a definite determiner (demonstrative or possessive) or a definite
quantifier, or (often: see Stiles 1984: 23—6) those used in direct address. They are used
also in the comparative degree, even though, for example, “a higher purpose” (as op-
posed to “the higher purpose”) would appear to be indefinite. The definite declension is
also common in the superlative degree, and it is the rule with ordinal numerals above
‘second’ and, with exceptions in WGmc., active participles. In WGmc. poetry the
definite form may appear even without a specifier, especially when the adj. is used as a
substantive, as is the rule in Gothic. Most pronominal adjectives are declined only
strong, but a few are only weak, including Go. sama ‘same’ and silba ‘self’, though ON
sjalfr is always strong. Usage is thus not identical in all the Gmc. languages; the hand-
books should be consulted for details.

In the classical languages there is a pattern of forming proper names as epithets
derived from adjectives (or nouns) by the addition of *-6n-, hence, e.g., Lat. Cato, -onis
‘the sly one’ to catus ‘sly’, Rufo, -onis ‘the redhead’ to rufus ‘red’, Gk. Zrpdfiwv to
opofos ‘squinting’, and Ziuwv to oidc ‘snub-nosed’ (see Schwyzer 1977: 487, 637,
Jasanoff 2002: 40). Certainly, there are Gme. weak nouns derived the same way, e.g.
Go. weiha ‘priest’ beside weihs ‘holy’, OE pearfa ‘pauper’ beside pearf ‘in need’, gefa
‘foe’ < *-faha beside fah ‘hostile’ The individualizing nature of the n-suffix thus par-
allels the particularizing function of the Gme. definite declension, and it is generally
thought that the class of weak adjectives arose in some such model.> The distinction
between strong and weak inflection, though not inherited from PIE, is paralleled in
some other IE languages, most notably in Balto-Slavic, where indefinite adjectives are
inflected like nouns of the same class, whereas definite forms have attached an ending
equivalent to a pronoun.’ The Balto-Slavic distinction is thus roughly opposite that of
Gmc., where it is the indefinite declension that has acquired pronominal inflections,
whereas the definite corresponds in its inflection to a class of nouns (n-stems).

1. On the historical use of the terms ‘strong’ and ‘weak’, see §7.29 and n. 1.

2. Perhaps not incompatible with this explanation is the idea of Hirt (1931—4: II, §81) that the weak n-suffix
reflects a postpositive pronoun en (comparing OCS onw ‘he’) attached to the nom. sg. masc. of definite adjec-
tives in use as an article. Shields (1979) proposes a particularizing nasal suffix in PIE.

3. Examples (from Prokosch 1939: §89a) are Lith. géras zmogus ‘a good husband’, gera zZmona ‘a good
wife’ : gerasis Zmogus, gerdji zmona ‘the good husband, the good wife’; OCS dobrv rabw ‘a good servant’,
dobra zZena ‘a good woman’ : dobruvjb rabw, dobraja Zena ‘the good servant, the good woman’.

9.8 Inflectional patterns

The declension of definite adjectives is for the most part congruent with that of an- and
on-stem nouns (§7.30, 7.32):
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Go. Olcel. OE 0S OHG
m. sg. nom. lagga langi langa lango, -a lango
acc. laggan langa langan langon, -an langon, -un
gen. laggins langa langan langen, -an, -on  langen, -in
dat. laggin langa langan langen, -an, -on  langen, -in
n. sg. nom. laggd langa lange langa, - langa
acc. laggd langa lange langa, -¢ langa
gen. laggins langa langan langen, -an, -on  langen, -in
dat. laggin langa langan langen, -an, -on  langen, -in
f. sg. nom. laggd langa lange langa, -e langa
ace. laggon longu langan langun, -on, -an  langiin
gen. laggdons  longu langan langun langtin
dat. laggon longu langan langun, -on, -an  langtin
m. pl. nom. laggans longu langan langun, -on, -an  langon, -un
acc. laggans  longu langan langun, -on, -an  langon, -un
gen. laggané longu langra, -ena  langono langdno
dat. laggam longum  langum langum, -un, -on  langdm, -on
n. pl. nom. laggona longu langan langun, -on, -an  langun, -on
acc. laggdona  longu langan langun, -on, -an  langun, -on
gen. laggané  longu langra, -ena  langono langdno
dat. laggam  longum  langum langum, -un, -on  langdm, -0n
f. pl nom. laggdns longu langan langun, -on, -an  langlin
acc. laggdns  longu langan langun, -on, -an  langtin
gen. laggond  longu langra, -ena  langono langono
dat. laggdbm  longum  langum langum, -un, -on  langdm, -0n

The Go. endings are identical to those of n-stem nouns. Aside from minor variations in
0OS, the WGmc. inflections are also the same as for the nouns, except that OE gen. pl.
-ra, adopted from strong inflection, is commoner than etymological -ena. In ON, too,
the sg. has the same inflections as n-stem nouns, whereas in the plural the ending -u,
originating in the nom./acc. fem. and neut., has spread to the masc. nouns and to all
cases but the dative.

When ja/jo-stems, wa/wo-stems, and i- and u-stems are given definite declension
in Go., the weak ending is added to the formative element of the stem, for which -j-
serves in the i- and u-stems, for example nom. sg. masc. niuja ‘new’ (ja-stem), wilpja
‘wild’ (ja-stem), triggwa ‘true’ (wa-stem), hrdinja ‘clean’ (i-stem), hardja (u-stem). In
ON, ja/jo-stems have stem-final j before back vowels (a, u) after a light syllable or a
velar consonant (e.g. nom. sg. masc. midi ‘middle’, riki ‘powerful’, gen. midja, rikja),
and wa/wo-stems have v before non-rounded vowels (a, i; e.g. nom. sg. masc. folvi
‘pale’, tryggvi ‘true’, pl. folu, tryggu); otherwise, just as in the strong declension, ori-
ginal ja/jo-stems have become indistinguishable inflectionally from a/0-stems. Those i-
and u-stems that are inflected like ja/jo- and wa/wo-stems when strong (i.e., those end-
ing in a velar consonant) pattern like ja/jo- and wa/wé-stems when weak, otherwise like
a/o-stems. In WGmc., j of the ja/jo-stems is preserved in OS and (written e, i) in the
earliest OHG; otherwise it is lost, and the weak stem is indistinguishable from the
strong, hence, e.g., nom. sg. masc. ja-stem OE ma&ra, OS mario, OHG mar(e)o ‘re-
nowned’. As in the strong declension, stem-final w in the WGmec. wa-stems is preserved
after a light syllable or a vocalic stem, hence, e.g., OE gearwa, OS garwo, OHG
gar(a)wo ‘ready’. As with the corresponding n-stem nouns (§7.31), OHG -in should
have caused umlaut, with restoration of a outside of the earliest texts.
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9.9  The declension of participles

Second (past, passive) participles to all verbs are inflected the same way as adjectives,
with both indefinite and definite endings. First (present, active) participles were nt-
stems in PIE, as with Gk. ¢épovr-, Lat. ferent-, Skt. bharant- ‘bearing’, and so masc.
and fem. forms were not originally distinguished. Subsequently, however, a fem. de-
clension was formed, not with nom. *-@ but with *-7 or *-ia (see, e.g., Szemerényi 1996:
§7.8.1), as with ja-stem (Gmc. jo-stem) nouns (§7.17). This situation was altered con-
siderably in Gmc. In Gothic, masc. and neut. first participles take only weak inflec-
tions—that is, they are inflected like masc. lagga, neut. laggo (§9.8), except that beside
weak masc. nom. sg. -and-a there is preserved a strong form in -and-s, an analogical
formation, as PIE nom. sg. *-ent-s, *-ont-s can hardly have remained as such in PGme.
(cf. nom. sg. Gk. -wv, Lat. -éns, Skt. -an, and see §7.28 on the nom. sg. of root-stem
nouns).! The Go. fem. declension, however, is like that of in-stems (e.g. managei,
§7.34), a change that must have started in the nom. sg. fem. *-and-7, prompted by the
use of n-stem inflections in the other genders. In ON, too, first participles are inflected
only weak, but instead of -u they take -i in the nom./acc./gen. pl. of all genders, a
pattern which must have spread from the fem. forms, assuming n-stem inflection, as in
Gothic. In WGmec. these participles may be declined either strong or weak, and when
strong they take the inflections of ja/jo-stem adjectives, a pattern again originating in
the fem. forms.

1. Skt. also demonstrates that the nt-suffix originally showed quantitative ablaut alternations in addition to
the qualitative one evident in Lat., Gk., and Gmc.

III. Comparison of adjectives

9.10 The comparative degree

The comparative of adjectives was formed with a suffix PIE *-jos- in the nom. and acc.
(lengthened to *-ios in the nom. sg. uter under Szemerényi’s law, §1.6 n. 1) in alterna-
tion with *-jes- and, presumably in the weak cases (§7.4), reduced-grade *-is-: see
Szemerényi 1996: §7.8.4. It is the last of these that was generalized in PGmc.,! yielding
*-jz- under Verner’s law (§6.6). Uninflected, it was used to form adverbs, e.g. Lat.
magis ‘more’ (cf. magnus), Go. mdis ‘more’ < *ma-iz, mins ‘less’ < *minn-iz. Beside
this there arose another comparative suffix *-6z- peculiar to Gmc. and of uncertain
origin. By far the most widely credited explanation is that *-iz was added to Gme. ad-
verbs in *-o to form comparatives, with subsequent development of *-6-iz to *-6z and
later extension of this adverbial *-oz to adjectives.? In Gothic, either *-iz- or *-dz- may
be added to a/o-stem adjectives (but consistently one or the other), whereas the other
stem classes take *-iz- only. In the other Gmec. languages, i.e. the languages with front
umlaut, *-iz- became unproductive, replaced exclusively by *-oz-, which posed no um-
laut complexities, and forms derived from *-iz- remain only as relics: see the examples
below (§9.12). Note that Go. stems in ja/jo-, i-, and u- lose the stem formative before
the comparative (and superlative) suffix, e.g. alpiza ‘elder’, reikists ‘most powerful’
(ja/o-stems), spédiz-, spédists (to i-stem *spéps ‘late’), hardiz- “harder’ (u-stem).
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Adjectives in the comparative degree take only weak endings, in the case of ON
the same set of endings used with first participles (§9.9). Exclusive inflection of Gme.
comparative adjectives in the definite declension has an intriguing parallel in Greek,
where to the likewise reduced-grade suffix *-is- is added an n-stem suffix to form com-
parative adjectives, as in /diwv ‘sweeter’ < *sudd-is-on, to 10vg.

1. Prokosch (1939: §91a) regards PGmc. *-is- as a Gme. reduction of *-jos-, but it is difficult to see how this
could be. Cf. Szemerényi loc. cit.

2. Such is the explanation of Brugmann (in Brugmann & Delbriick 1897-1916: II, 1.560-1, with refs.), who
does not claim *-g-iz > *-0z as a phonological development, rather *-g-iz > *-aiz, the diphthong of the latter
then being replaced by analogy to the positive degree in *-6. Compare Cowgill’s explanation of weak verbs of
the second class (§12.43). See further Kurytowicz 1954: 252—4 and 1964: 233, also postulating an adverbial
origin.

9.11 The superlative degree

In PIE, one method of forming the superlative was by the addition of a suffix *-to- to
the comparative suffix, a method particularly common with u-stem adjectives, as with
Gk. #joioroc ‘sweetest’ (pos. 7j0vg; cf. OF swetest < *swotistaz), Skt. navistha- ‘newest’.
The same construction characterizes Gmc., e.g. Go. hauhists < *xaux-is-ta-z. With the
rise of the new comparative suffix *-6z- in PGmc., this, too, added -#- to form the super-
lative of adjectives that took *-0z- in the comparative degree, e.g. Go. armast- ‘poorest’.

In PIE, some adverbs formed the superlative by the addition of a suffix *-mHo-,
e.g. PIE *hpdh-mHo- in Skt. adhama- (to prep. adhdh ‘below’) and Lat. infimus ‘low-
est’, or with an extended form of the suffix *-#-mHo-, as in Skt. ut-tama “uppermost’,
Lat. ex-timus ‘outermost’. A few such adverbial stems formed adjectives in Gmc., and
thus there survive some superlatives in -m- in Go. and OE, the Go. forms conveying
either comparative or superlative sense:! Go. auhuma ‘higher’, fruma ‘the former, prior,
first’ (= OE OS forma ‘first’), innuma ‘inner(most)’, aftuma ‘the following, next’,
iftuma ‘the following, next’, hleiduma ‘left(hand)’, OE hindema ‘last’. These are de-
clined weak, the Go. fem. forms taking in-stem inflections (§7.34). In Go. and, more
extensively, OE the superlative sense could be reinforced by the addition of the adj.
suffix *-ist-, hence Go. auhumists ‘highest’, aftumists ‘last’ (OE aftemest), frumists
‘first” (OE fyrmest, formest, Anglian forpmest), hindumists ‘hindmost’, spédumists
‘last’, OE innemest ‘innermost’, ytemest, titemest ‘outermost’, norpmest ‘northernmost’,
and so forth.

Aside from the superlatives in PGme. *-um- (without added *-ist-), superlative
adjectives may be declined strong or weak except in OHG, where they are always weak.

1. The mixture of comparative and superlative senses probably resulted from a combination of two influ-
ences, the growing opacity of -m- as a superlative marker, esp. on adjectives, and the tendency not to distin-
guish carefully between comparative and superlative use in dyadic comparisons, which are especially relevant
to locational adverbs (e.g. ‘the nearest’ vs. ‘the nearer’ of two). Although OE forma retains its superlative
sense, cf. OE medemest ‘most moderate’, with the superlative stem medem- extended to positive medeme and
comparative medemra (cf. also OS Medema-hém in the Vita S. Willihadi).

9.12 Distribution of suffixes

As noted above, Go. -iz- and -ist- may be attached to adjectives of any stem class, in-
cluding a/o-stems, whereas -0z- and -os¢- are used with a/0-stems only. Elsewhere in
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Gmc., where they had caused umlaut, *-iz- and *-ist- ceased to be productive in the
early period, leaving a few comparatives and superlatives with these suffixes as relics,
along with a tendency to substitute for them forms containing the suffixes in 6. Thus, in
Olcel. the normal endings (i.e., derived from *-6z-, *-dst-) in the nom. sg. masc. are
comp. -ari (but simply -ri after the adj. suffix -lig-, as in faligri ‘more reserved’) and
superl. -astr (or weak -asti).! The corresponding endings in WGme. are OE -ra and
-ost/-ast,*> OS -ora/-ara/-era and -ost (or weak -osto), OHG -dro and -osto (weak only).?
In addition to adjectives with suppletive comparison (§9.13), some forms typical for the
comparison of Olcel. adjectives reflecting stems in *-iz- and *-ist- are the following:
djupr ‘deep’ (dypri, dypstr), fagr ‘beautiful’ (fegri, fegrstr), far ‘few’ (feeri, fastr), langr
‘long’ (lengri, lengstr), seinn ‘slow’ (seinni < *seinri, seinstr), storr ‘large’ (steerri,
steerstr). For a fuller accounting, see Noreen 1970: §§438-9, with a list of adjectives
compared in both manners, i.e. with and without umlaut. The only very common OE
adjectives of this sort are eald ‘old’ (ieldra, ieldest), geong ‘young’ (gingra, gingest),*
héah ‘high’ (hier(r)a, hiehst, §5.6), lang (lengra, lengest), sc(e)ort ‘short’ (scyrtra,
scyrtest), all of which may also lack umlaut and/or have superl. in -ost. In OS and OHG
the irregularities caused by the umlauting suffixes are less apparent, since only the
umlaut of « is indicated in the orthography, and it may be leveled out in such forms.
Examples in OS reflecting *-iz- are infrequent: they occur to ald ‘old’, engi ‘narrow’,
lang ‘long’, mildi ‘mild, generous’, spahi ‘wise’; also in furdiro ‘greater’.> OHG -ir-,
-ist- are much more widely attested, and although there is no regular pattern to their
distribution, they are almost always the rule in ja-stems and infrequent with stems of
more than one syllable (Braune 2004a: §261). One and the same a/6-stem adj. may take
either these or -or-, -ost-.

1. Rarely isj or v preserved in the comp. or superl. of ON ja/j §9.12 Distribution of suffixes 221

2. OE -ost- reflects -ust- < PGmc. *-ost- with raising (and shortening) betore u in the next syllable (§5.5),
whereas OE -ast- reflects *-ast- without raising, in cases without a following u (Hogg 1992: §3.34).

3. The assertion of Krahe & Meid (1969: 11, §56) that the WGmec. superl. is declined weak only is mistaken.
4. Compare Go. juggs, comp. jithiza, showing that the PIE root was accented in the comparative.

5. OS -er- may also reflect -ir-, but the examples of -er- alternating with -or-, -ar- within paradigms cited by
Gallée (1993: §353) probably reflect weakened forms of -or-.

9.13 Suppletive comparison

In PGmc. a few very common adjectives used a stem in the comp. and superl. degrees
different from that in the positive. The attested forms are these:

Go. Olcel. OE (O} OHG
pos. g0ops ‘good’ g00r god god guot
comp. batiza betri bet(e)ra, betera, -ara bezziro

sélra, sella
superl.  Dbatists beztr bet(e)st, best,  bezto, besto bezzisto
s€lest
pos. leitils “little’ litill lytel luttil luzzil
comp. minniza minni l@ssa minnera, -ara  Mminniro

superl. minnists minztr 1&st minnista minnisto
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Go. Olcel. OE 0S OHG
pos. mikils ‘large’  mikill micel mikil mihhil
comp. maiza meiri mara mero mér(ir)o,

meroro
superl. maists mestr mast méest(0) meisto
pos. sineigs ‘old’ gamall eald ald alt
comp. ellri ieldra aldiro, eldiro altiro, eltiro
superl. sinista elztr ieldest eldist altisto, eltisto
pos. ubils ‘bad’ illr, vandr yfel ubil ubil
comp. wairsiza verri wiersa wirsa WIrsiro
superl. ve(r)str wierrest wirsisto, wirsisto
wirristo

pos. margr ‘many’
comp. fleiri
superl. flestr

Compare also the draé leyouevov Go. iusiza ‘better’ (or possibly ‘different’: Galatians
4:1). Grammars of the individual languages should be consulted for the development of
these forms, but a few general observations may be offered. Suppletive comparison is
found very commonly in the IE languages for the same basic concepts expressed by
these Gmc. adjectives, e.g. Lat. bonus, melior, optimus and Gk. dyafdg, dueivov,
dprotog. The positive stems may vary widely across the IE group: to Lat. bonus, Gk.
dyabog cf. Skt. vasu-, Olr. maith, dag-, Go. gops. Rather, it is the comparative and
superlative forms that have the securest cognates: to Go. batiza cf. Skt. bhad-ra-h
‘excellent’; to Go. minniza, minnists cf. Lat. minor, minimus; to Go. mdiza, mdists cf.
Oscan mais ‘more’, Umbrian fem. mestru ‘larger’; to OE wierrest cf. Skt. varsisthah
‘highest’. Even when the positive forms do have obvious cognates, they tend to be
formed differently: to Go. mikils cf. Lat. magnus, Skt. maha- (but also Gk. fem. ueydln).
This pattern suggests that the positive forms are generally younger than the others, and
that is what might be expected, since it is likelier that a new positive form should have
replaced the original, given the way that new manners of expressing basic concepts like
these are some of the commonest lexical innovations in modern languages, than that
suppletive stems should have been chosen for the comp. and superl. of pre€xisting posi-
tives. The same development can be observed in Gme. itself, with the substitution of
ON gamall for the positive degree of ‘old’ (where comp. ellri = Go. alpiza, OE ieldra,
the WGmc. forms show no such suppletion) and the use of vandr beside illr.! There is,
however, no scholarly consensus about these matters.?

1. OE /&ssa, l&st would appear to contradict the pattern, but plainly these are not innovative forms but old
formations, as shown by their irregular form. They would originally have been close in meaning to ‘smaller’,
‘smallest’, to judge by the cognates Crimean Go. lista ‘little’, OHG /iso ‘mildly’ (see also Pokorny 1959-69:
I, 662), and if they were perceived as meaning the same as *minniz-, *minnist-, there would have been no
reason not to regard them as suppletive forms of /jitel, esp. since the initial consonants agree.

2. For example, in explanation of suppletive comparison Krahe & Meid remark, “Der Grund fiir dieses
Verhalten ist darin zu suchen, daf die durch solche Adjektiva ausgedriickten Begriffe gegeniiber den durch die
Steigerungsformen bezeichneten Bedeutungsdifferenzen besonders empfindlich sind, so daf} sie nicht durch
den gleichen Wortstamm wiedergegeben konnen.” Cf. also Hirt (1931-4: II, §84): “Zu erkldren ist die Er-
scheinung dadurch, daB gewisse Adjektive zundchst nicht steigerungsfahig waren, und daB8 anderseits zu
Komparativen und Superlativen der Positiv verloren ging.”
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