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Abstract: It is generally accepted that of the five tone classes reconstructed for disyllabic nouns in Middle
Japanese (MJ), Classes 2.4 and 2.5 exhibit a split correspondence with proto-Ryukyuan (pR) tone Classes B
and C. This split correspondence is of tremendous importance for the reconstruction of the proto-Japonic
(pJ) tone system, because, in the absence of a conditioning factor accounting for the split, it has led to the
reconstruction of additional tone classes at the pJ level. However, of the approximately 100 nouns
belonging to these classes, the tone class of only half of them has been reconstructed for pR. Before
embarking on the reconstruction of the pJ tone system, we must therefore first reconstruct the pR tone
class of the nouns belonging to MJ Classes 2.4 and 2.5. This study provides a reconstruction of the tone
classes in pR for 75 cognates using the latest comparative data of Northern and Southern Ryukyuan dialects.
The results confirmed the existence of a split correspondence, where Class 2.4 and 2.5 nouns are found to be
roughly split in half between pR Classes B and C, demonstrating that it is not a merely sporadic irregularity.

Keywords: Ryukyuan, Japanese, proto-Japonic, tone system, reconstruction, Class 2.4, Class 2.5, condi-
tioned merger hypothesis

1 Introduction

According to the currently widely accepted phylogenetic classification (Pellard 2015), the Japonic language
family consists of three branches, namely, Ryukyuan, Japanese, and Hachijo, although the phylogenetic
position of Hachijo is debatable. The Ryukyuan languages are spoken in the Ryukyu Islands and consist of
five mutually unintelligible languages. They are classified into two subbranches, Northern and Southern
Ryukyuan. The former comprises the Amami and Okinawa languages, whereas the latter the Miyako,
Yaeyama, and Yonaguni languages (Pellard 2015). The common ancestor of Ryukyuan, Japanese, and
Hachijo is called proto-Japonic (pJ), whereas that of the Ryukyuan languages is referred to as proto-
Ryukyuan (pR). The terms Old Japanese (OJ) and Middle Japanese (MJ) refer to the dialect spoken around
the ancient capital (Nara and Kyoto) in the eighth and eleventh centuries, respectively. The eighth-century
written records of Japanese include dialects from around the ancient capital (West Old Japanese) and
Eastern Japan (East Old Japanese), but this study does not discuss East Old Japanese, and the term OJ
refers only to West Old Japanese.

Although the phonograms in the OJ text Nihon Shoki have been argued to partly reflect the tonal OJ
contrasts (e.g., Takayama 2003), MJ is the oldest stage of Japanese for which we have both extensive and
accurate materials on tonal contrasts. Based on these extensive materials, along with a comparison of
modern Japanese dialects, the standard theory (Kindaichi 1974) reconstructs five tone classes for disyllabic
nouns in MJ, commonly labeled Classes 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5. Conversely, the comparison of Ryukyuan
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dialects has led to the reconstruction of three tone classes in pR, namely, Classes A, B, and C (Hattori 1958,
Matsumori 2012).

The correspondences between the tone classes of MJ and pR are not, however, all straightforward.
Although some studies (Kindaichi 1960, Hirayama et al. 1966, 1967, Uemura, 1977) state that MJ Classes 2.1
and 2.2 correspond to pR Class A, MJ Class 2.3 to pR Class B, and MJ Class 2.4–2.5 to pR Class C, to date, not a
single Ryukyuan dialect has been found where this holds true. As first discovered by Hattori (1958), and
repeatedly confirmed by subsequent studies (Hattori 1979a,b, Matsumori 1998, 2000a,b, 2009, 2010, 2012,
Shimabukuro 2007, de Boer 2010), MJ Classes 2.4 and 2.5 (Class 2.4–2.5, henceforth) exhibit a split corre-
spondence with pR Classes B and C. In other words, althoughMJ Classes 2.1 and 2.2 regularly correspond to pR
Class A, and MJ Class 2.3 to pR Class B,¹ MJ Class 2.4–2.5 nouns are split roughly in half between pR Classes B
and C (Table 1).² The split correspondence in MJ Class 2.4–2.5 has led researchers to define additional
subclasses for disyllabic nouns (Hattori 1979a,b); namely, Classes 2.4a and 2.5a (Class 2.4a/2.5a, henceforth),
whose pR reflex is Class C, and Classes 2.4b and 2.5b (Class 2.4b/2.5b, henceforth), whose pR reflex is Class B.

Some researchers have advanced the hypothesis that the split correspondence is the result of a con-
ditioned sound change that occurred in pR, whereby Class 2.4a/2.5a nouns merged into Class 2.3 (Kindaichi
1960, Hirayama et al. 1966, Tokugawa 1990). This conditioned merger hypothesis is, however, not widely
accepted today, because it suffers from too many exceptions (Uwano 1996a, de Boer 2010). In the absence of
a clear conditioning factor, most researchers interpret the distinction between Class 2.4a/2.5a and Class
2.4b/2.5b in pR as an archaic feature inherited from pJ (e.g., Hattori 1979a,b, Vovin 1993, 2008). Thus, there
has been an intense debate as to what tonal contrasts should be reconstructed for pR and pJ (Shimabukuro
2008, Vovin 2008, Pellard 2009b, Uwano 2017b).

However, the exact membership of the subclasses has not been fully elucidated. Indeed, although
approximately 100 nouns have already been identified as belonging to Class 2.4–2.5 (Kindaichi 1974), for
only half of them has the tone class of pR been reconstructed so far (Hattori 1979a,b, Matsumori
2000b, 2009, 2012, Shimabukuro 2007, de Boer 2010). A further problem with previous research (Hattori
1979a,b, Matsumori 2009, 2012) is that the reconstructions were primarily based on data from Northern
Ryukyuan, whereas Southern Ryukyuan played little role. Before we can begin to have a fruitful conversa-
tion about the pJ tone system, the exact makeup of the subclasses must first be firmly established. The
enlargement of the inventory of Class 2.4–2.5 nouns in pR would either strengthen the widely accepted
hypothesis that regards the subclasses as archaisms inherited from pJ or revive the unorthodox hypothesis
that views them as an innovation in pR.

This study thus aims to determine the membership of Classes 2.4a/2.5a and 2.5a/2.5b based on the latest
data available for Northern and Southern Ryukyuan. Section 2 lays out the background. Sections 3 and 4
describe the methods and results of our survey, respectively. Summarizing the results, Section 4 reveals



1 Hattori (1958, 1979a,b) also finds a split correspondence for MJ Class 2.3 nouns. However, the number of Class 2.3 nouns
belonging to Class C is extremely small. Specifically, of the 36 nouns analyzed by Hattori (1979a,b), only five (MJ kame ‘jar’,mari
‘ball’, nomi ‘flea’, fama ‘beach’, and fone ‘bone’) belong to Class C, with the rest belonging to Class B. Of Hattori’s (1979a,b) 36
nouns, MJ wono ‘axe’ and fone ‘bone’ are not considered to be Class 2.3 in Kindaichi’s (1974) list; therefore, the proportion of
Class C is only 4 out of 34. Importantly, extending the analysis to all Class 2.3 nouns does not increase the number of Class C
nouns. According to Igarashi (2016c), more than 80 Class 2.3 nouns are safely reconstructed for pR, but no Class C nouns are
found other than those listed by Hattori (1979a,b). Thus, Class 2.3 nouns belonging to Class C merely account for approximately
5% of the total number of Class 2.3 nouns in pR. This allows us to consider that the split correspondence in Class 2.3 nouns is
sporadic, although we also admit that the nature of the split in Class 2.3 nouns needs to be thoroughly examined in the future.
2 Similarly, Matsumori (2000a) argues that the split correspondences are also observed for tri-syllabic nouns, specifically, for
Classes 3.4 and 3.5. However, most of the Class 3.4 nouns are in fact reflected as Class B; among the approximately 40 Ryukyuan
cognates of Class 3.4 nouns, only six correspond to pR Class C (Igarashi 2018). The split in Class 3.4 can be seen as merely
sporadic irregularity; if not, they must be different in nature from Class 2.4–2.5 nouns, which are roughly split in half between
Classes B and C. As for Class 3.5, irregular correspondences are also observed even among Japanese dialects (Matsumori
1995, 1997), and there is some debate as to whether Class 3.5 can be traced back to pJ single Class (Uwano 1996b). The split
correspondences in Classes 3.4 and 3.5 should be explained by different principles from that for Class 2.4–2.5; they will not be
discussed further in this study.
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that the split correspondence is genuine, and it reexamines the hypothesis that views it as a result of a
conditioned merger. Section 5 concludes this study.

2 Background

The split correspondence in Class 2.4–2.5 was first discovered by Hattori (1958). To confirm his findings,
Hattori (1979a,b) examined 10 dialects of Northern Ryukyuan and reconstructed the pR tone classes of 37 Class
2.4–2.5 nouns³ (Table 2). Based on data from several dialects of Northern Ryukyuan, Matsumori (1998, 2000a)
revealed that the split correspondence was consistently observed in several dialects, confirming that it was
genuine, and not merely a sporadic irregularity. In addition, Matsumori (2000b, 2009, 2012) proposed a
vocabulary list called keiretsubestu goi, in which pR tone classes of more than 400 nouns are reconstructed.
Of these nouns, 35 (Matsumori 2009) and 27 (Matsumori 2012) nouns belong to Class 2.4–2.5 (Table 2).⁴

Unlike the studies mentioned above, which are mainly based on Northern Ryukyuan, Shimabukuro
(2007) included data from both Northern and Southern Ryukyuan in his comparison, but he only analyzed
13 MJ Class 2.4–2.5 nouns (Table 2), which were a subset of Hattori’s (1979a,b) 37 nouns. de Boer (2010) also
compared both Northern and Southern Ryukyuan, but her vocabulary considerably overlaps with Hattori’s
(1979a,b); she removed two words from Hattori (1979a,b) and newly added seven. Thus, the total number of
MJ Class 2.4–2.5 nouns in de Boer (2010) was 42 (Table 2).⁵

Table 1: Tonal correspondences between Japanese dialects (Kyoto and Oita [Hirayama et al. (1992–1993)]) and Ryukyuan
dialects (Yoron [Kiku and Takahashi 2005] and Nakijin [Nakasone 1983]). Nouns in the Oita dialect are accompanied by the
case particle -ga because in this dialect, part of the tonal distinction is neutralized unless another morpheme follows the noun

MJ classes pR classes Subclasses Kyoto Oita Yoron Nakijin

2.1 A “nose” háná haná-gá pana pʰanáá
“water” mízú midú-gá miʑi midʑíí

2.2 A “sound” óto otó-gá utu ɸut'úú
“snow” júki jukí-gá juki jutʑ’íí

2.3 B “mountain” jáma jamá-ga jamá jamaá
“year” tóɕi toɕí-ga tuɕí tʰuɕií

2.4 C 2.4a “middle” naká náka-ga náá náhaa
“breath” ikí íki-ga íkí ʔítʑ’i

B 2.4b “shoulder” katá káta-ga hatá hat’aá
“barley” mugí múgi-ga mugí mudʑií

2.5 C 2.5a “pot” nabê nábe-ga nábí nábi
“monkey” sarû sáru-ga sárú sáru

B 2.5b “rain” amê áme-ga amí amií
“sweat” asê áse-ga aɕí aɕií



3 Although Hattori (1979a,b) classified 39 nouns into MJ Class 2.4–2.5, it is controversial whether two of them, namely, MJ oku
‘interior’ and moto ‘origin’, belong there. According to Kindaichi (1974, 64), the tone classes of oku ‘interior’ and moto ‘origin’
are “difficult to define.” According to Martin (1987), ‘origin’ belongs to Class 2.3 and ‘interior’ also possibly belongs to the same
class. We therefore do not regard the two nouns as belonging to Class 2.4–2.5. Hattori (1979a,b) classified pR *joru ‘night’ into
Class 2.5, whereas, according to Kindaichi (1974), it belongs to either Class 2.4 or 2.5. We refer to its tone class as Class 2.4–2.5.
4 We count the number of nouns based on the idea that views pR *kinu ‘garment,’ *pabu ‘snake,’ *sora ‘treetop,’ and *mado
‘spare time’ as related to MJ kinu 2.4 ‘silk,’ femi 2.4 ‘snake,’ sora 2.4 ‘sky,’ andmado 2.5 ‘window,’ respectively. Other researchers
may not agree with this idea. The cognacy between pR *pabu and MJ femi is found to be doubtful in Section 4.3.
5 Following Hattori (1979a,b), de Boer (2010) regards MJ oku ‘interior’ as belonging to Class 2.4. Therefore, the total number of
nouns is in fact 43.
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The vocabulary investigated by previous studies is limited. Although Kindaichi (1974) lists 108 nouns as
belonging to Class 2.4–2.5, the pR tone classes of only 55 of them (measured by type frequency) have
hitherto been analyzed. This does not mean that the rest of Class 2.4–2.5 nouns do not exist in pR. On
the contrary, as Section 4.4 reveals, at least 93 Class 2.4–2.5 nouns are considered to have existed in pR. This
study thus attempts to establish the pR tone classes of those nouns that have not been reconstructed in
previous studies so as to enlarge the inventory of Class 2.4–2.5 nouns in pR.

It is also clear from the discussion above that the previous literature has been based primarily on
Northern Ryukyuan. In some respect, it was inevitable that Southern Ryukyuan was neglected. First, except
for the Yonaguni dialect (Hirayama and Nakamoto 1964), dialects of Southern Ryukyuan distinguishing the
three pR tone classes were not discovered until Matsumori’s (2010) study of the Tarama dialect. Second,
although many Southern Ryukyuan dialects retaining the three-way tonal contrast of pR were discovered
one after another in the 2010s (Igarashi et al. 2011, Igarashi et al., 2012, Matsumori 2012, 2013, 2015), at the
same time, the prosodic systems of these dialects turned out to be extremely complex. Indeed, because of
extensive tonal neutralization processes at work in these dialects, the observation of words pronounced in
isolation, or even embedded in short carrier sentences, proved completely insufficient for the correct
identification of the tone classes to which each word belongs (Igarashi 2016a, Matsumori 2016). As a result,
a tremendous amount of elicitation is necessary to determine accurately the tone class of each word in these
dialects. Fortunately, extensive data on tone class membership have recently been made available for at
least two Southern Ryukyuan dialects that preserve the three tone classes of pR; namely, the Ikema dialect
of Miyako (Igarashi 2016b, Igarashi et al. 2018) and especially the Tarama dialect of Miyako (Tokuyama and
Celik 2020). Although extensive data on tone classes membership in Yaeyama have also become available
recently (e.g., Ishigaki [Miyagi 2003], Taketomi [Maeara et al. 2011], and Hatoma [Kajiku 2020]), pR Classes
B and C have merged in most Yaeyama dialects, making it impossible to use data for the reconstruction of
pR tone classes. This study therefore exploits data from Ikema, Tarama, and Yonaguni as primary data for
Southern Ryukyuan to establish pR tone classes from the Northern and Southern Ryukyuan perspectives.

3 Methods

3.1 Data

We exploit two types of resources for reconstructing pR tone classes, primary and secondary data. The primary
data are used for the reconstruction of pR tone classes. They consist of the information regarding the tone
class membership of eleven dialects, which all preserve the distinction between pR Classes B and C (Table 3).

Table 3: Primary data

Branches Languages Dialects Sources

Northern Amami Ashikebu Uwano (1996a)
Nakasato Uwano (2014)
Asama Uwano (2017)
Wadomari Uwano (2007)
Yoron (Higashiku variety) Kiku and Takahashi (2005)

Okinawa Ie Oshio (2009)
Nakijin (Yonamine variety) Nakasone (1983)
Shuri OKJ (1963)

Southern Miyako Tarama Tokuyama and Celik (2020), the author’s field notes
Ikema (Nishihara variety) The author’s field notes

Yonaguni Yonaguni Uwano (2010, 2013)
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The Ashikebu and Nakasato dialects merged Classes A and B. The Ie dialect merged Classes A and C in bimoraic
nouns. The Ikema dialect preserves the three-way contrast in pR, but Class A has almost completelymergedwith
Class B for bimoraic nouns (Igarashi 2016b). The other dialects far more faithfully preserve the three-way
contrast in pR. The secondary data are used to examinewhether a given cognate is widely observed in Ryukyuan
dialects and to confirm the correspondences in vowels and consonants between dialects. They consist of seven
dialects that merged pR Classes B and C or that do not have tonal contrasts at all (Table 4).

MJ classes are based on Kindaichi (1974), which lists a total of 108 Class 2.4–2.5 nouns. The entries of his
vocabulary are written in italics in the MJ forms (Akinaga et al. 1997).

Word forms are provided in broad phonetic transcription. The diacritic “′” indicates a glottalized
consonant. Long vowels are represented by a series of identical vowels. “ï,” “ɨ,” and “ɿ” are uniformly
written as “ɨ.” The pairs “ʃ” and “ɕ” and “ʒ” and “ʑ” are uniformly represented as “ɕ” and “ʑ,” respectively.
Moreover, the diacritics “┌” and “┐” designate a pitch rise and fall, respectively. For example, “μ┌μ” (“μ”
stands for mora) represents an LH pitch pattern (“L” and “H” stand for low and high pitch, respectively).
“μ┌μ┐” is distinguished from “μ┌μ”; when produced in isolation, the two are (nearly) indistinguishable, but
when immediately followed by another morpheme such as a case particle, the former is realized as LH-L,
whereas the latter is realized as LH-H. In Tarama and Ikema, tonal neutralization occurs with nouns
produced in isolation. Tone opposition can be observed, for example, by adding one or more bimoraic
particles (one for Tarama and two for Ikema) after the noun. The -kara ‘from’ and -mai ‘also’ in the tables
are bimoraic particles.

A superscript at the end of each word form indicates the correspondence with the pR tone class, where
“A,” “B,” and “C” are the pitch patterns corresponding to the pR Class A, Class B, and Class C, respectively.
Because of the conditioned merger that occurred in each dialect, one pitch pattern may correspond to more
than one class. In that case, more than one letter is used to indicate the correspondence. For example, “AC”
indicates that the pitch pattern corresponds to both pR Classes A and C, and “BC” indicates that the pitch
pattern corresponds to both pR Classes B and C.

Because we use multiple sources for Tarama, there can be mismatches in the pitch pattern between the
sources. In case of discrepancy, the pattern in the author’s field note is adopted first, with that in Tokuyama
and Celik (2020) in parentheses; for example, “(∼A).”

3.2 Reconstruction

We postulate the phoneme inventory in Figure 1 for pR. We assume that an intervocalic *w occurred only
before *a, an intervocalic *j was allowed only before a back vowel, and *d had already merged with *z
before a high vowel. No obligatory glide insertion is assumed between vowels. Thus, the pR noun for
“voice,” for example, is reconstructed as *koe instead of *kowe or *koje. We leave aside whether *t, *d,
*s, and *z were palatalized before a high vowel. We use a capital *U in cases where we could not decide
whether *o or *u was to be reconstructed. Examining the segmental correspondence between dialects is

Table 4: Secondary data

Branches Languages Dialects Sources

Northern Amami Yamatohama Osada et al. (1980)
Southern Miyako Irabu (Nakachi variety) Tomihama (2013)

Yaeyama Ishigaki (Shika variety) Miyagi (2003)
Taketomi Maeara et al. (2011)
Hatoma Kajiku (2020)
Hateruma Hirayama et al. (1967)
Aragusuku Miyanaga (1930)
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important for determining whether nouns that are similar in both meaning and form are cognate with each
other. The determination of cognacy constitutes an indispensable part of the reconstruction of the pR tone
class of the nouns. Furthermore, the correct reconstruction of word-final vowels in pR is crucial for testing
the conditioned merger hypothesis. We discuss the issues concerning the segmental reconstruction and
cognacy between nouns only if they require argumentation.

When the tonal correspondence between the dialects is irregular, we adopt the principle of parsimony,
according to which the reconstruction should require the fewest sound changes. The parsimony is assessed
on the basis of the phylogenetic tree proposed by Pellard (2015) (Figure 2). For example, pR *poka ‘outside’
exhibits irregular tonal correspondence (Ashikebu ɸukaAB, Asama ɸukaaB, Wadomari ɸaaB, Yoron hukaC,
Ie ɸuk’aaB, Nakijin ɸuk’aaB, Shuri ɸukaB, Tarama pukaC, Ikema hukaC, Yonaguni hugaB). If we posit pR
Class B, then the sporadic sound change B > C is reconstructed to occur two times, each for Yoron and
proto-Miyako. By contrast, if we posit pR Class C, then the sporadic sound change C > B is reconstructed to
occur five times, each for Ashikebu, Asama, Wadomari, proto-Okinawa, and Yonaguni. Thus, the principle
of parsimony judges Class B as more plausible than Class C.

4 Results

4.1 Confirmation of tone classes reconstructed by previous studies

The survey confirmed that the tone classes reconstructed by previous studies were valid for 52 of the 55
words (Table 5). In the table, nouns that show an irregular tonal correspondence are shaded. In addition,
segments that obviously show an irregular correspondence are underlined. The exceptional correspon-
dence exhibited by quite a few dialects in nouns where cognates are found in most dialects can be regarded
as the result of sporadic changes in individual dialects and does not affect the reconstruction of tone classes
based on the principle of parsimony. Sporadic changes of this sort are not discussed in this section. Some
nouns require further commentary, which is provided below.

*i *u *p  *b *t  *d *k  *g

*e   *o *s  *z

*a *m *n

*w *j

*r

Vowels Consonants

Figure 1: Proposed phoneme inventory in pR.

Proto-Japonic

Ryukyuan Japanese Hachijo

Southern Ryukyuan Northern Ryukyuan

Macro-Yaeyama Okinawa   Amami

Yonaguni   Yaeyama   Miyako

Figure 2: Phylogenetic tree of the Japonic language family proposed by Pellard (2015). The phylogenetic position of Hachijo is
controversial, which is indicated by a dotted line.
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Table 5: Comparison and reconstruction of Class 2.4–2.5 nouns. Ha79, Hattori (1979a,b); Sh07, Shimabukuro (2007), Ma09,
Matsumori (2009), Bo10, de Boer (2010), Ma12, Matsumori (2012)

1. fari 2.4a 2. fasi 2.4a 3. fera 2.4a 4. fune 2.4a

‘needle’ ‘chopstick’ ‘spatula’ ‘boat’

pR *paɾi C *pasi C *peɾa C *pune C
Am. Ashikebu ⸢ha⸣ɾiC ⸢ha⸣ɕiC ⸢ɸɘ⸣ɾaC ⸢ɸu⸣nɨ C

Nakasato ⸢ha⸣iC - ⸢çi⸣ɾaC ⸢hu⸣niC

Asama ha⸢iBC - ɸɨɨ⸢ɾaC ɸuu⸢nɨC

Wadomari ⸢ho⸣iC ha⸢ɕi⸣C - çi⸢nʲi⸣ C

Yoron ⸢paiC ⸢paɕiC ⸢piɾaC ⸢puniC

Ok. Ie pʰai⸣ABC - pʰiɾa⸣AC kʰuni⸣AC

Nakijin ⸢pʰa⸣iC - ⸢pʰi⸣ɾaaC ⸢pʰu⸣niC

Shuri haaiC haaɕiC ɸiiɾaC ɸuɲiB

Mi. Tarama pa⸣ɭC-mai pa⸣sɨC-mai pi⸣ɾaC-mai fu⸣niC-mai

Ikema haiC-kaɾa⸣-mai hasɨC-kaɾa⸣-mai hiɾaC-kaɾa⸣-mai funiC-kaɾa⸣-mai

Yo. Yonaguni ⸢hai⸣C ha⸢tɕ'i⸣C hi⸢ɾa⸣C n⸢ni⸣C

Notes Ha79 C, Sh07 C, 

Ma09 C, Bo10 C, 

Ma12 C

Ha79 C, Sh07 C, 

Bo10 C
Ha79 C, Ma09 C, 

Bo10 C Bo10 C

5. iki 2.4a 6. ito 2.4a 7. jado 2.4a 8. kefu 2.4a

‘breath’ ‘thread’ ‘shelter’ ‘today’

pR *iki C *ito C *jado C *keu C
Am. Ashikebu ⸢ʔi⸣k'iC ⸢ʔi⸣toC - ⸢kju⸣uC

Nakasato ⸢ʔi⸣tɕ'iC i⸢tɕ'u⸣uC - ⸢su⸣uC

Asama ⸢ʔii⸣kiAC ʔitɕu⸢uB jaa⸢duC ⸢kjuuAC

Wadomari ʔi⸢tɕi⸣C i⸢tɕu⸣C - ⸢çuu⸣C

Yoron ⸢ikiC it⸢tɕuuC ⸢jaduC ⸢ɕuuC

Ok. Ie ʔitɕ'i⸣AC ʔitɕ'u⸣AC jadu⸣AC tɕʰu⸣uAC

Nakijin ⸢ʔi⸣tʑ'iC ⸢ʔi⸣tʑ'uC ⸢ja⸣duC ⸢kʰu⸣uC

Shuri ʔiitɕiC ʔiitɕuC jaaduC tɕuuBC

Mi. Tarama i⸣kɨC-mai i⸣tuC-mai ja⸣duC-mai (~B) ki⸣uB-mai

Ikema itsɨC-kaɾa⸣-mai ituC-kaɾa⸣-mai jaduC-kaɾa⸣-mai kjuuC-kaɾa⸣-mai

Yo. Yonaguni i⸢t'i⸣C i⸢t'u⸣C da⸢du⸣C ⸢suu⸣C

Notes Ha79 C, Sh07 C, 

Bo10 C, Ma12 C
Ma09 C, Bo10 C, 

Ma12 C
Ha79 C, Bo10 C Ma09 B

9. matu 2.4a 10. naka 2.4a 11. nusi 2.4a 12. obi 2.4a

‘pine’ ‘middle’ ‘owner’ ‘girdle, hoop’

pR *matu C *naka C *nosi C *obi C
Am. Ashikebu ⸢ma⸣t'ɨC ⸢na⸣aC ⸢no⸣ɕiC -

Nakasato ⸢ma⸣t'uC ⸢na⸣aC - ʔu⸢biAB

Asama maa⸢tsɨC ⸢naaAC nuu⸢sɨC ⸢ʔuu⸣biAC

Wadomari - ⸢naaA - ʔu⸢bi⸣C

Yoron ⸢matɕiC ⸢naaC ⸢nuɕiC ⸢ubiC

Ok. Ie mats'i⸣AC naha⸣AC - wuu⸣biC

Nakijin ⸢ma⸣tʑ'iC ⸢na⸣haaC ⸢nu⸣ɕiC -

Shuri maatɕiC naakaC nuuɕiC ʔuubiC

Mi. Tarama ma⸣tsɨC-mai na⸣kaC-mai nu⸣sɨC-mai ubɨ⸣ɨC-mai

Ikema matsɨC-kaɾa⸣-mai nakaC-kaɾa⸣-mai nusɨC-kaɾa⸣-mai ubi⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni ma⸢tɕ'i⸣C na⸢ɡa⸣C nu⸢tɕ'i⸣C -

Notes Ha79 C, Ma09, C
Bo10 C, Ma12 C

Ha79 C, Ma09 C, 

Bo10 C, Ma12 C
Ha79 C, Bo10 C Bo10 C

Ha79 C, Ma09 C, 
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Table 5: Continued

13. sora 2.4a 14. sudi 2.4a 15. omi 2.4a 16. usu 2.4a

‘sky, treetop’ ‘sinew’ ‘sea’ ‘mortar’

pR *sora C *suzi C *omi C *Usu C
Am. Ashikbu - ⸢sɨ⸣dɨC ⸢ʔu⸣miC ⸢ʔu⸣sɨC

Nakasato su⸢ɾa⸣aC ⸢su⸣ʑiC ⸢ʔu⸣miC ⸢ʔu⸣suC

Asama ɕuu⸢ɾaC sɨɨ⸢zɨC ⸢ʔuɴAC ⸢ʔuu⸣sɨAC

Wadomari su⸢ɾa⸣C ⸢ɕiʑiC ʔu⸢ni⸣C ʔu⸢ɕi⸣C

Yoron ⸢suɾaC ɕi⸢ʑi⸣C ⸢uɴC ⸢uɕiC

Ok. Ie suɾa⸣AC sidʑi⸣AC ʔuni⸣AC ʔusi⸣AC

Nakijin ⸢su⸣ɾaaC ⸢ɕi⸣dʑiC ⸢ʔu⸣miC ⸢ʔu⸣ɕiC

Shuri suuɾaC sidziB ʔumiB ʔuusiC

Mi. Tarama ɕu⸣ɾaC-mai sɨ⸣dzɨC-mai i⸣mC-mai u⸣sɨC-mai

Ikema suɾaC-kaɾa⸣-mai sɨzɨ⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai iŋC-kaɾa⸣-mai usɨC-kaɾa⸣-mai

Yo. Yonaguni - - - u⸢tɕ'i⸣C

Notes Ma09 C, Ma12 C Ha79 C, Bo10 C Ha79 C, Sh07 C,

Ma09 C, Bo10 C, 

Ma12 C

Ha79 C, Sh07 C, 

Ma09 C, Bo10 C, 

Ma12 C
17. kage 2.5a 18. kowe 2.5a 19. kumo 2.5a 20. mafe 2.5a

‘shade, shadow’ ‘voice’ ‘spider’ ‘front’

pR *kage C *koe C *kobu C *mae C
Am. Ashikebu ka⸢gɘAB ⸢ku⸣iC ⸢ku⸣buC ⸢mɘ⸣ɘC

Nakasato ⸢ha⸣ŋiC ⸢ku⸣iC - ⸢me⸣eC

Asama kaa⸢ɡɨC ku⸢iBC - ⸢mɘɘAC

Wadomari ha⸢ɡi⸣C ⸢ɸu⸣iC - ⸢me⸣eC

Yoron ⸢haɡiC ⸢huiC ⸢hubuC ⸢meeC

Ok. Ie haɡi⸣AC kʰwi⸣iAC kʰubu⸣AC me⸣eAC

Nakijin ⸢ha⸣ɡiC ⸢ɸu⸣iC ⸢ɸu⸣buC ⸢mɛ⸣ɛC

Shuri kaaɡiC kwiiBC kubuB meeBC

Mi. Tarama ka⸣ɡiC-mai ku⸣iC-mai ku⸣vuC-mai ma⸣iC-mai

Ikema kaɡiC-kaɾa⸣-mai kuiC-kaɾa⸣-mai - maiC-kaɾa⸣-mai

Yo. Yonaguni ka⸢ŋŋi⸣C ⸢kui⸣C ku⸢bu⸣C ⸢mai⸣C

Notes Ha79 C, Sh07 C, 

Ma09 C, Bo10 C, 

Ma12 C

Ha79 C, Sh07 C, 

Ma09 C, Bo10 C, 

Ma12 C

Ha79 C, Bo10 C Ma12 C

21. muko 2.5a 22. nabe 2.5a 23. saru 2.5a 24. tabi 2.5a

‘bridegroom’ ‘pot’ ‘monkey’ ‘socks’

pR *moko C *nabe C *saru C *tabi C
Am. Ashikebu ⸢mo⸣hoC ⸢na⸣bɘC ⸢sa⸣ruC ta⸢biAB

Nakasato - ⸢na⸣biC sa⸢ɾu⸣uC ⸢ta⸣biC

Asama - naa⸢bɨC ɕaa⸢ɾuC taa⸢biC

Wadomari - na⸢bi⸣C - -

Yoron - ⸢nabiC ⸢saɾuC ⸢tabiC

Ok. Ie muɸu⸣AC nabi⸣AC saɾu⸣AC tʰabi⸣AC

Nakijin ⸢mu⸣ɸuC ⸢na⸣biC ⸢sa⸣ɾuC ⸢tʰa⸣biC

Shuri muukuC naabiC saaɾuC taabiC

Mi. Tarama mu⸣kuC-mai na⸣biC-mai ɕa⸣ɭC-mai taa⸣bɨC-mai

Ikema mukuC-kaɾa⸣-mai nabiC-kaɾa⸣-mai saiC-kaɾa⸣-mai tabi⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni mu⸢ɡu⸣C na⸢bi⸣C sa⸢ɾu⸣C ta⸢bi⸣C

Notes Ha79 C, Sh07 C, 

Bo10 C
Ha79 C, Ma09 C, 

Bo10 C, Ma12 C
Ha79 C, Ma09 C, 

Bo10 C, Ma12 C
Ha79 C, Ma09 C, 

Bo10 C

(Continued)
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Table 5: Continued

25. tuju 2.5a 26. woke 2.5a 27. afa 2.4b 28. foka 2.4b

‘dew’ ‘bucket’ ‘millet’ ‘outside’

pR *tuju C *woke C *awa B *poka B
Am. Ashikebu ⸢t'ɨ⸣juC ⸢wɨ⸣ɨC ʔa⸢waAB ɸu⸢kaAB

Nakasato ⸢t'u⸣juC ⸢ji⸣iC ʔa⸢waAB -

Asama ⸢ts'ɨɨ⸣juAC ⸢wɨɨAC ⸢ʔooAC ɸuka⸢aB

Wadomari ⸢tɕuuA ⸢wu⸣iC - ⸢ɸa⸣⸢aB

Yoron ⸢tɕuuC ⸢huiC o⸢oB ⸢hukaC

Ok. Ie siju⸣AC wuk'i⸣AC ʔawa⸢aB ɸuk'a⸢aB

Nakijin ⸢tʑ'i⸣juC ⸢ɸu⸣kʰiC ʔawa⸢aB ɸuk'a⸢aB

Shuri tɕijuB wuukiC ʔawaB ɸukaB

Mi. Tarama tsɨ⸣v-maiC ɡu⸣kiC-mai aaB-ma⸣i pu⸣kaC-mai

Ikema tɕuuC-kaɾa⸣-mai - aa⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai hukaC-kaɾa⸣-mai

Yo. Yonaguni tɕ'i⸢ju⸣C u⸢ɡi⸣C aaB huɡaB

Notes Ha79 C, Ma09 C, 

Bo10 C, Ma12 C
Ha79 C, Sh07 C,

Ma09 C, Bo10 C, 

Ma12 C

Ha79 B, Bo10 B Ma09 B

29. ine 2.4b 30. ita 2.4b 31. kado 2.4b 32. kama 2.5b

‘rice plant’ ‘board’ ‘corner’ ‘sickle’

pR *ine B *ita B *kado B *kama B
Am. Ashikebu ⸢ʔnʲiABC ʔi⸢taAB - ka⸢maAB

Nakasato ʔi⸢niAB ʔi⸢t'aAB ka⸢duAB ha⸢maAB

Asama ʔinɨ⸢ɨB ʔitɕa⸢aB - kama⸢aB

Wadomari ⸢ʔi⸣ni⸢iB ⸢ʔi⸣itɕa⸢aB - -

Yoron - i⸢tɕaB ha⸢duB ha⸢maB

Ok. Ie - ʔit'a⸢aB hadu⸢uB hama⸣AC

Nakijin - hitʑ'a⸢aB hadu⸢uB ha⸢maaA

Shuri ʔɲɲiBC ʔitɕaB kaduB ⸢ka⸣maA

Mi. Tarama - itaB-ma⸣i (~A) kaduB-ma⸣i -

Ikema - itɕa⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai kadu⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai -

Yo. Yonaguni nniB it'aB kaduB -

Notes Bo10 B Ha79 B, Sh07 B, 

Ma09 B, Bo10 B, 

Ma12 B

Ma09 B, Bo10 B Ma12 B

33. kasa 2.4b 34. kasu 2.4b 35. kata 2.4b 36. kinu 2.4b

‘umbrella’ ‘dregs’ ‘shoulder’ ‘garment’

pR *kasa B *kasu B *kata B *kinu B
Am. Ashikebu ka⸢saAB ka⸢sɨAB ka⸢taAB -

Nakasato ha⸢saAB ka⸢suAB ha⸢t'aAB tɕi⸢ɴAB

Asama kaɕa⸢aB - kata⸢aB k'i⸢ɴBC

Wadomari ⸢ha⸣sa⸢aB - - -

Yoron ha⸢saB ha⸢ɕiB ha⸢taB ki⸢ɴB

Ok. Ie hasa⸢aB hasi⸢iB hat'a⸢aB tɕinu⸢uB

Nakijin hasa⸢aB haɕi⸢iB hat'a⸢aB tʑ'inu⸢uB

Shuri kasaB kasiB kataB tɕiɴBC

Mi. Tarama kaɕaB-ma⸣i kasɨB-ma⸣i kataB-ma⸣i (~A) kɨnB-ma⸣i

Ikema - kasɨ⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai - tsɨŋ⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni kasaB katɕ'iB - -

Notes Ha79 B, Ma09 B, 

Ma12 B Bo10 B
Ha79 B, Bo10 B Ha79 B, Sh07 B, 

Ma09 B, Bo10 B, 

Ma12 B

Ma09 B, Ma12 B

(Continued)
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Table 5: Continued

37. mino 2.4b 38. miso 2.4b 39. mugi 2.4b 40. nomi 2.4b

‘rain cape’ ‘bean paste’ ‘barley’ ‘chisel’

pR *mino B *miso B *mogi B *nomi B
Am. Ashikebu ⸢nʲuABC mi⸢suAB mu⸢ɡiAB nu⸢iAB

Nakasato - mi⸢suAB mu⸢nʲiAB nu⸢niAB

Asama mjo⸢oB miɕu⸢uB muɡi⸢iB numi⸢iB

Wadomari - ⸢mi⸣ɕu⸢uB ⸢mu⸣dʑi⸢iB -

Yoron - mi⸢ɕuB mu⸢ɡiB nu⸢ɴB

Ok. Ie ɲu⸢uB nɕu⸢uB mudʑi⸢iB nuni⸢iB

Nakijin nu⸢uB misu⸢uB mudʑi⸢iB numi⸢iB

Shuri ʔnnuBC nsuB mudʑiB numiB

Mi. Tarama mnuB-ma⸣i (~A) mɕuA-mai muɡɨB-ma⸣i nu⸣mC-mai

Ikema nnu⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai nsu⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai muzɨ⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai nuŋ⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni nnuB n⸢su⸣C muɴB nuɴB

Notes Ma09 B Ma09 B, Bo10 B, 

Ma12 B
Ha79 B, Ma09 B, 

Ma12 B, Bo10 B
Ha79 B, Bo10 B

41. siru 2.4b 42. soto 2.5b 43. tane 2.4b 44. uri 2.4b

‘soup’ ‘outside’ ‘seed’ ‘melon’

pR *siru B *soto B *tane B *ori B
Am. Ashikebu ɕu⸢ɾuAB su⸢tuAB ta⸢nɨAB ʔu⸢ɾiAB

Nakasato ɕi⸢ɾuAB su⸢t'uAB ta⸢niAB ⸢ʔu⸣ɾiC

Asama sɨɾu⸢uB ɕutu⸢uB tanɨ⸢ɨB -

Wadomari - - ⸢ta⸣nɨ⸢ɨB -

Yoron ɕi⸢ɾuB - ta⸢niB u⸢iB

Ok. Ie ɕiɾu⸢uB - tʰani⸢iB wui⸣ABC

Nakijin ɕiɾu⸢uB sut'u⸢uB tʰani⸢iB ʔu⸢iB

Shuri ɕiɾuBC - taɲiB ʔuiB

Mi. Tarama sɨɨB-ma⸣i (~A) - taniB-ma⸣i -

Ikema - - taniC-kaɾa⸣-mai ui⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni tɕ'iɾuB - taniB uiB

Notes Ha79 B, Ma09, B
Bo10 B, Ma12 B

Ha79 B Bo10 B Ma09 B, Bo10 B

45. wara 2.4b 46. zeni 2.4b 47. ame 2.5b 48. ase 2.5b

‘straw’ ‘money’ ‘rain’ ‘sweat’

pR *wara B *zeni B *ame *ase B
Am. Ashikebu wa⸢ɾaAB ʑi⸢ɴAB ʔa⸢mɨAB ʔa⸢sɨAB

Nakasato wa⸢ɾaAB ʑi⸢ɴAB ʔa⸢miAB ʔa⸢ɕiAB

Asama waɾa⸢aB dʑɨ⸢ɴBC ʔamɨ⸢ɨB ʔaɕɨ⸢ɨB

Wadomari - - ⸢ʔa⸣mɨ⸢ɨB ʔa⸢ɕɨ⸣C

Yoron wa⸢ɾaB ʑi⸢ɴB a⸢miB a⸢ɕiB

Ok. Ie waɾa⸢aB dzini⸢iB ʔami⸢iB ʔasi⸢iB

Nakijin waɾa⸢aB dʑini⸢iB ʔami⸢iB haɕi⸢iB

Shuri waɾaBC dʑiɴB ʔamiB ʔaɕiB

Mi. Tarama ba⸣ɾaC-mai dʑinB-ma⸣i amiB-ma⸣i aɕiB-ma⸣i

Ikema baɾa⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai diŋ⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai ami⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai aɕi⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni baɾaB diɴB amiB aɕiB

Notes Ha79 B, Ma09, B
Bo10 B, Ma12 B

Ma09 B Ha79 B, Sh07 B, 

Ma09 B, Bo10 B,

Ma12 B

Ha79 B, Sh07 B, Bo10 

B

(Continued)

242  Yosuke Igarashi



13. *sora C ‘treetop’: Matsumori (2009, 2012) also reconstructs Class C for *sora ‘treetop,’ although she
may not agree with the view that pR *sora C ‘treetop’ is related to MJ sora 2.4 ‘sky.’ In the tenth century,
Japanese sora referring to not only ‘sky’ but also ‘the upper part of an object (such as roof, ceiling, and
treetop)’ is attested (NKDJ 2001, 507). This means that at the stage of MJ at the latest, Japanese sora also had
a meaning equivalent to that of pR. This study does not examine the question of whether the pJ cognate had
the meaning of ‘the upper part of an object.’ What is clear from the above discussion is that the semantic
change between ‘sky’ and ‘the upper part of an object’ is a natural process, and that pR *sora ‘treetop’ is
reasonably regarded as the cognate of MJ sora 2.4 ‘sky.’ Note that pR *sora does not have a meaning ‘sky,’
which is indicated instead by a Chinese loan pR *ten A.

21. *moko C ‘bridegroom’: Nakasato, Asama, and Yoron have mukk’aC ‘bridegroom,’ mukk’wa ‘id.,’
andmuukwaaC ‘id.,’ respectively. They must be polymorphemic, consisting of pR *moko C ‘bridegroom’ and
pR *kua A ‘child,’ or they arose through reanalysis of the second syllable of pR *moko C ‘bridegroom’ as pR
*kua A ‘child.’ The regular tonal correspondence allow reconstruction of pR *moko C ‘bridegroom.’

25. *tuju C ‘dew’: Whether the pR form of ‘dew’ is *tuju or *tujo becomes clear when comparing ‘dew’
with pR *tujo- ‘strong’ in Ishigaki and Hatoma, Ishigaki tɕuuBC ‘dew’ and tsuu- ‘strong,’ and Hatoma ɕuuBC

‘dew’ and suu- ‘strong.’ They are distinguished by the palatalization of the consonant. For this, pR *tuju
‘dew’ is reconstructed. Tarama tsɨvC ‘dew’ may not seem to be a reflex of pR *tuju ‘id.’ However, the sound
change pR *ju > v is confirmed by pR *suju- ‘sour,’ reflected in Tarama sɨv- ‘id.’⁶ In Irabu, pR *tuju ‘dew’ and

Table 5: Continued

49. mado 2.5b 50. maju 2.5b 51. momo 2.5b 52. joru 2.4b~2.5b

‘window’ > ‘spare time’ ‘eyebrow’ ‘thigh’ ‘night’

pR *mado B *majo B *momo B *joru B
Am. Ashikebu - ma⸢joAB mo⸢oAB ju⸢ɾuAB

Nakasato - ma⸢juAB mu⸢muAB ju⸢ɾuAB

Asama madu⸢uB maju⸢uB munu⸢uB juɾu⸢uB

Wadomari - - ⸢mu⸣nu⸢uB ⸢ji⸣ɾu⸢uB

Yoron ma⸢duB - mu⸢muB ju⸢ɾuB

Ok. Ie madu⸢uB maju⸢uB mumu⸢uB juɾu⸢uB

Nakijin madu⸢uB maju⸢uB mumu⸢uB juɾu⸢uB

Shuri maduB majuB mumuB juɾuB

Mi. Tarama ma⸣duC-mai majuB-ma⸣i mumuA-mai juɭB-ma⸣i

Ikema maduC-kaɾa⸣-mai maju⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai mumu⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai jui⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni - majuB mumuB duɾuB

Notes Ma09 B, Ma12 B Ha79 B Ha79 B, Ma09 B, 

Bo10 B
Ha79 B, Ma09 B,

Ma12 B



6 The sound change pR *ju > v based on tsɨv ‘dew’ and sɨv- ‘sour’ (<‘astringent’) in Miyako was first discovered by Kenan Celik
(personal communication). I acknowledge that this study’s argument about pR *tuju ‘dew,’ *suju- ‘sour,’ and later discussed
*subu- ‘astringent’ owes much to the discussion with Kenan Celik. An additional argument is required to test whether the pR
‘sour’ is *suju-, not *su-. In many Ryukyuan dialects, ‘sour’ has the same segmental makeup as pR *su B ‘vinegar’ and pR *su B
‘nest’ (Nakijin, ɕii- ‘sour,’ ɕiiB ‘vinegar,’ ɕiiB ‘nest’; Shuri sii- ‘sour,’ siiBC ‘vinegar,’ siiBC ‘nest’; Ishigaki sɨɨ- ‘sour,’ sɨɨBC ‘nest’),
which seems to suggest pR*su- ‘sour.’ In Taketomi, however, ‘sour’ differs from ‘nest,’ the former being ɕii- and the latter suu-.
The (alveolo-)palatal consonant and front vowel in ‘sour’ indicate that the pR ‘sour’ has a segment with a feature [-back], such
as *i and *j. In Yoron, although ɕii- ‘sour’ has the same segmental makeup as ɕiiB ‘nest,’ it is exceptional in that its adjective
ending takes -ɕan rather than -san. The ending -ɕan is regarded to be attached to roots that end in *si (so-called shiku-katsuyō,
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*suju- ‘sour’ are also reflected as tsɨv and sɨv-. Thus, the change pR *ju > v/*{s, t}u_ can be reconstructed in
proto-Miyako.⁷

26. *woke C ‘bucket’: The correspondence of the word-initial consonant is irregular in Nakijin,
Tarama, and Yonaguni, suggesting that sporadic sound changes occurred in these dialects. These changes,
though irregular, are phonetically motivated at least for Nakijin and Tarama; in Nakijin, w became ɸ by
assimilating its voicing to that of the consonant in the following syllable, and in Tarama, *b (<*w through a
regular sound change) became ɡ by assimilating its place of articulation to the consonant in the following
syllable. The tonal correspondences are regular throughout all dialects. These facts indicate that these
nouns are inherited from pR, allowing us to reconstruct pR *woke C ‘bucket.’

32. *kama B ‘sickle’: Although Matsumori (2012) reconstructs Class B, only Amami exhibits pitch
patterns corresponding to pR Class B according to our survey. The pitch patterns in Okinawa, in contrast,
correspond to Class A. The cognates are perhaps absent in Southern Ryukyuan, where reflexes of pR *irana
C ‘sickle’ are attested instead (Tarama ɨzaraC, Ikema zzaraC, Ishigaki ʔiɾanaBC, Yonaguni iraraC). They are
also attested in Okinawa (Nakijin ʔinaanaC, Shuri ʔiranaC). Regardless of whether the pR Class of *kama is
reconstructed as A or B, the number of reconstructed changes remains the same: the change A > B in proto-
Amami or the change B > A in proto-Okinawa. Because Class B or C is a regular correspondence with MJ
Class 2.4, it is more plausible to reconstruct pR Class B for *kama ‘sickle’ and a subsequent sporadic change
B > A in proto-Okinawa.

36. *kinu B ‘garment’: The noun listed as a Class 2.4 noun in Kindaichi (1974) is not kinu ‘garment’ but
kinu ‘silk.’ They both are also attested in OJ, the oldest attested stage of Japanese, and are generally
recognized as cognates (Jodaigo 1967, Martin 1987). Their pitch patterns are both LH in MJ (Akinaga et
al. 1997), a regular reflex of Class 2.4 in MJ. Additionally, there are modern Japanese dialects with kinu
‘garment’ also corresponding to Class 2.4 (Hirayama et al. eds. 1992–93). Reflexes of pR *kinu B ‘garment’
are observed throughout Ryukyu Islands. However, only a few dialects have nouns for ‘silk,’ in which the



e.g., pR *otorosi- ‘horrible’ > Yoron uturu-ɕan ‘id.’) (Kiku and Takahashi 2005, 224); however, in ɕii-ɕan ‘sour,’ its root does not
end in *si. The palatalization of the onset consonant of -san should not be the result of the progressive assimilation caused by
the synchronic root-final vowel i because the root-final i derived from pR *u does not cause palatalization as in atɕi-san ‘hot’
(<pR *atu- ‘id.’). It follows that pR ‘sour,’ just as pR *otorosi- ‘horrible,’ had [-back] in the root-final syllable in pR, which
palatalized the onset consonant of an adjective ending. Therefore, the pR ‘sour’ cannot be *su-. In Japanese dialects, both su-
and forms with a feature [-back] such as suju-, sui-, and ɕii- are indeed observed as an adjective ‘sour,’ as expected from
Ryukyuan cognates. A rough representation of the distribution of the forms for ‘sour’ is as follows: suju-, sui-, and ɕii- in
Kyushu, sui- in Chugoku and Shikoku Districts, su- in Kansai and Chubu Districts, suppa- in Kanto District, and sukka- in
Tohoku Districts (LAJ 1966–1974, Map 41). The three forms suju-, sui-, and ɕii- can be regarded as reflexes of pJ *suju- ‘sour.’ The
fact that the three forms are geographically distributed in areas close to the Ryukyus also supports pR *suju- ‘sour.’
7 A reviewer suggests that Tarama tsɨvC ‘dew’ is the result of a contamination with pR *tubu C ‘grain, droplet’ rather than being
a cognate with pR *tuju C ‘dew.’ As discussed in Section 2.4, however, there is good reason to assume that pR *tubu cannot be
reflected as tsɨv in Tarama. The same reviewer also suggests that Tarama sɨv- ‘sour’ is cognate with *sibu- ‘astringent’ rather
than *suju- ‘sour.’ However, this hypothesis is not necessarily sufficient to explain the aspect of the adjectives for ‘sour’ and
‘astringent’ in Miyako. Of the four varieties of Miyako described by Hirayama et al. (1992–93), sɨv- only means both ‘sour’ and
‘astringent’ in Hirara. In other varieties, sɨv- (in the case of Ikema, suu- because of a further sound change *v > u) only signifies
‘sour’; the meaning ‘astringent’ is signified by other adjectives such as futsɨgoo- in Tarama, ŋɡja- in Ikema, and sɨtakupaɭ- in
Irabu-Nagahama. The hypothesis that sɨv- ‘sour’ is derived from *sibu- ‘astringent’ presupposes four changes: the loss of the
form *suju-, a semantic change in which *sibu- comes to mean ‘sour’ in addition to ‘astringent,’ the birth of a new word
signifying ‘astringent,’ and the loss of the meaning ‘sour’ in *sibu-. This hypothesis fails to explain the motivation for the loss of
the form *suju-. In contrast, the hypothesis of this study explains it as a result of a homonymic clash between *suju and *sibu-
caused by regular sound changes. We have postulated a regular sound change *suju- > sɨv-. This form is the same as sɨv- derived
from *sibu- through a regular sound change that spirantizes *bu into v(u) in many environments (see Section 4.2). The
homonymic clash should have resulted in a polysemic adjective sɨv- ‘sour, astringent,’ which remains as it is in Hirara. In
other varieties, new words for ‘astringent’ such as Tarama futsɨgoo- are thought to have been coined so as to avoid the semantic
merger between ‘sour’ and ‘astringent.’ Therefore, the hypothesis of this study can more parsimoniously explain the aspect of
adjectives for ‘sour’ and ‘astringent’ in Miyako as the result of three well-motivated changes, namely, the homophonic clash
because of regular sound changes, the birth of an adjective exclusively expressing ‘astringent,’ and the loss of the meaning of
‘astringent’ in sɨv-.
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tonal and segmental correspondence is irregular (cf. Yamatohama k’iɴ ‘garment’ vs k’iɴ ‘garment’; Asama
kiɴBC ‘garment’ vs k’inuuA ‘silk’; Yoron kiɴB ‘garment’ vs kinuB ‘silk’). It is suggested, therefore, that pR
*kinu B lacked the meaning ‘silk’ and that apparently related Ryukyuan forms for ‘silk’ are Japanese loans.
In any case, the fact that MJ and some Japanese dialects have kinu ‘garment’ belonging to Class 2.4 indicates
that, regardless of whether ‘garment’ and ‘silk’ are cognates, the tone class of pR *kinu ‘garment’ is 2.4b.

38. *miso B ‘bean paste’: Matsumori (2012) reconstructs Class B. Tonal correspondence is regular
between the dialects of Northern Ryukyuan but irregular between the dialects of Southern Ryukyuan. The
former suggests that the pR Class of *miso is Class B, whereas the latter suggests it can be Class A, B, or C.
The irregular tonal correspondence may suggest that borrowing is involved in this noun. However, the
segmental correspondence is perfectly regular, which decreases the plausibility of the borrowing hypoth-
esis. We, therefore, assume that the reflexes are inherited from pR, and the irregularity in the tonal
correspondence is due to sporadic changes independently occurring in each dialect. Because Class B
requires the minimal number of sound changes, we reconstruct Class B for pR *miso.

42. *soto B ‘outside’: Hattori (1979a,b) reconstructs Class B. In our primary data, reflexes of pR *soto
exhibit a limited distribution. Hattori (1979a,b) reveals that its reflexes are observed in many dialects of
Amami (in addition to Asama ɕutuuB, Kametsu ɕutuB, Shodon sɨt’uuBC, Naze sutʰuB, Aden sut’uB, and Onotsu
sut’uBC). Because the tonal correspondences between dialects are regular and the reflexes are observed both
in Amami and Okinawa, we assume that they were inherited from pR *soto ‘outside.’ The lack of its
attestation in Southern Ryukyuan may be because its reflexes were replaced by almost synonymous pR
*poka B ‘outside.’

49. *mado B ‘spare time’: Matsumori (2009, 2012) also reconstructs Class B for *mado ‘spare time,’
although she may not agree with the view that pR *mado ‘spare time’ is related to MJ Class 2.4 MJ mado
‘window.’ We postulate a metaphoric semantic change ‘window’ > ‘spare time,’ that is, the change from
‘special gap’ to ‘temporal gap.’ This type of change is also observed in other languages such as Russian (cf.
oкнo ‘window,’ oкнo мeждy лeкциями ‘spare time between lectures’) (Morkovkin et al. [eds.] 2016, 678).
The nouns for ‘window’ per se are scarcely attested in Ryukyuan. Even if they are, they tend to be unrelated
to MJ mado 2.5, as in Shuri haɕiɾuBC ‘sliding window,’ takabaɕiɾuBC ‘high window,’ and Ishigaki takaɸu-
saɾaBC ‘high window.’ It is true that Taketomi and Yonaguni have mədu ‘window’ and Yonaguni maduB

‘window,’ respectively, but they may be a Japanese loan. The Yonaguni maduB ‘window’ recorded by
Uwano (2013) is especially controversial, because, as pointed out by the author, the same speaker produces
amaduA ‘window’ instead of maduB, as described in an earlier study (Uwano 2010). Thus, a plausible
scenario is that at the stage of pR, *mado lost its original meaning of ‘window,’ whereas the form *mado
itself survived with its meaning metaphorically changed from ‘window’ to ‘spare time.’

50. *majo B ‘eyebrow’: Although Martin (1987) regards MJmaju 2.5 ‘eyebrow’ andmaju 2.5 ‘cocoon’ as
cognates, they are listed as separate entries in the present study. Although the evidence for a distinction
between pR *ju and *jo is in general scarce in modern Ryukyuan dialects (Pellard 2023), we reconstruct pR
*majo, not *maju, based on the following evidence.⁸ The final syllable of pR *majo B ‘eyebrow’ is reflected
differently from that of pR *kaju A ‘porridge’ in many Ryukyuan dialects (Ashikebu majoAB ‘eyebrow’ vs
kaiAB ‘porridge’; ShurimajuB ‘eyebrow’ vs keeA ‘porridge’; Hatomamaju ‘eyebrow’ vs kai ‘porridge’; Ishigaki
majooBC ‘eyebrow’ vs kaiA ‘porridge’). Although it still seems possible to reconstruct pR *kai, not *kaju, for
‘porridge,’ this hypothesis is rejected because the second syllable of pR *kaju ‘porridge’ yields different
forms from that of pR *mai A ‘rice’ in at least two Yaeyama dialects, namely, Hateruma (kee ‘porridge’ vs
mëë ‘rice’) and Aragusuku (kai ‘porridge’ vsmajɨ ‘rice’). The correspondence with MJ kaju 2.1 ‘porridge’ also
provides an additional support for the reconstruction of pR *kaju A ‘porridge.’



8 This discussion owes much to comments from Kenan Celik (personal communication).
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Table 6: Newly reconstructed Class 2.4a/2.5a and Class 2.4b/2.5b nouns

53. ato 2.4a 54. beni 2.4a 55. kami 2.4a 56. kesa 2.4a

‘trace’ ‘rouge’ ‘above’ ‘this morning’ > ‘short while ago’

pR *ato C *beni C *kami C *kesa C
Am. Ashikebu ʔa⸢toAB - - -

Nakasato ⸢ʔa⸣t'uC - - -

Asama ⸢ʔaa⸣tuAC - kaa⸢miC -

Wadomari ʔa⸢tu⸣C - - ⸢çissaA

Yoron ⸢atuC ⸢biɴC - ⸢çissaC

Ok. Ie ʔat'u⸣AC - hani⸣AC -

Nakijin ⸢ʔa⸣tʰooC ⸢bi⸣ɴC - ⸢kʰis⸣saC

Shuri ʔatuB biɴBC - kissaBC

Mi. Tarama a⸣tuC-mai bi⸣niC-mai ka⸣mɨC-mai ki⸣ɕaC-mai

Ikema atuC-kaɾa⸣-mai - - -

Yo. Yonaguni a⸢t'u⸣C be⸢ni⸣C ⸢kaɴ⸣C -

57. kuda 2.4a 58. nani 2.4a 59. tubu 2.4a 60. tumi 2.4a

‘tube’ ‘what’ ‘grain’ ‘sin’

pR *kuda C *nau C *tubu C *tumi C
Am. Ashikebu ⸢k'u⸣daC ⸢nu⸣uC ⸢t'ɨ⸣buC -

Nakasato ⸢k'u⸣daC ⸢nu⸣uC t'u⸢buAB -

Asama ⸢k'uu⸣daAC ⸢nuuAC ⸢tsɨbuuA ⸢ts'ɨɨ⸣miAC

Wadomari ku⸢da⸣C ⸢nu⸣uC - -

Yoron ku⸢daB nuuA - ⸢tɕiɴC

Ok. Ie - nu⸢uB - sini⸣AC

Nakijin ⸢k'u⸣daaC ⸢nu⸣uC - ⸢tʑ'i⸣miC

Shuri - nuuBC - -

Mi. Tarama - nu⸣uC-mai - tsɨ⸣miC-mai

Ikema - nauC-kaɾa⸣-mai tsɨbuC-kaɾa⸣-mai -

Yo. Yonaguni n⸢da⸣C ⸢nuu⸣C - -

61. tuti 2.4a 62. ware 2.4a 63. fada 2.4b 64. keta 2.4b

‘hammer’ ‘I’ ‘skin’ ‘rafter’

pR *tuti C *wanu C *pada B *keta B
Am. Ashikebu ⸢tɕ'i⸣tɕ'iC ⸢wa⸣ɴC - kɨ⸢taAB

Nakasato ⸢t'u⸣tɕ'iC ⸢wa⸣ɴC ha⸢daAB -

Asama ⸢ts'ɨɨ⸣tsɨAC wa⸢ɴBC - kɨta⸢aB

Wadomari - wa⸢nu⸣C - -

Yoron ⸢tɕitɕiC ⸢wanuC pa⸢daB ɕi⸢taB

Ok. Ie - waɴB pʰada⸢aB kʰit'a⸢aB

Nakijin - wanu⸢uB pʰa⸢daaB kʰitʰa⸢aB

Shuri - waɴBC hadaB kitaBC

Mi. Tarama - ba⸣nC-mai padaB-ma⸣i kitaB-ma⸣i

Ikema - baŋC-kaɾa⸣-mai hada⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai kita⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni - ba⸢nu⸣C hadaB -

(Continued)
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4.2 Nouns for which the pR class was newly reconstructed (23 words)

We newly reconstructed the pR tone classes of 23 nouns (Table 6). The majority of these nouns are attested
in both Northern and Southern Ryukyuan, and their tonal correspondences are highly regular, but their pR
tone classes have not been reconstructed in previous studies.

Table 6: Continued

65. nafe 2.4b 66. saja 2.4b 67. soba 2.4b 68. toga 2.4b

‘seedling’ ‘sheath’ ‘side’ ‘sin’

pR *nae B *saja B *soba B *toga B
Am. Ashikebu ⸢nɘABC - su⸢baAB -

Nakasato ne⸢eAB - su⸢baAB -

Asama na⸢iB sɨ⸢ɨB ɕuba⸢aB -

Wadomari - - - -

Yoron ne⸢eB - - tu⸢ɡaB

Ok. Ie ne⸢eB si⸢iB suba⸢aB tʰuɡa⸢aB

Nakijin - ɕi⸢iB suba⸢aB tʰuɡa⸢aB

Shuri neeBC sajaB subaB tuɡaB

Mi. Tarama naiB-ma⸣i ɕeeB-ma⸣i (~A) ɕubaB-ma⸣i tuɡaA-mai

Ikema nai⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai saja⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai - -

Yo. Yonaguni naiB - subaB tuŋŋaB

69. wana 2.4b 70. awi 2.5b 71. funa 2.5b 72. kimi 2.5b

‘trap’ ‘indigo’ ‘gibel’ ‘millet’

pR *wana B *ai B *puna B *kimi B
Am. Ashikebu - ⸢ʔjeABC ⸢ɸu⸣naC -

Nakasato - - - -

Asama wana⸢aB ʔa⸢iB ɸuna⸢aB -

Wadomari - ʔa⸢iB - -

Yoron - a⸢iB -

Ok. Ie - ʔe⸢eB - tɕʰini⸢iB

Nakijin - ʔɛ⸢ɛB - -

Shuri - ʔjeeB - -

Mi. Tarama banaB-ma⸣i aɨB-ma⸣i funaB-ma⸣i kɨmB-ma⸣i

Ikema bana⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai ai⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai - tsɨŋ⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni - aiB hu⸢na⸣C -

73. koto 2.5b 74. maju 2.5b 75. tate 2.5b

‘zither’ ‘cocoon’ ‘upright’

pR *koto B *majo B *tate B
Am. Ashikebu - ma⸢iAB ta⸢teAB

Nakasato - - -

Asama koto⸢oB - tatɨ⸢iB

Wadomari - - -

Yoron - - ta⸢tiB

Ok. Ie kʰut'u⸢uB maju⸢uB tʰat'i⸢iB

Nakijin kʰut'u⸢uB maju⸢uB tʰat'i⸢iB

Shuri kutuuBC - tatiBC

Mi. Tarama kutuB-ma⸣i (~A) majuA-mai (~C) ta⸣tiC-mai

Ikema - - -

Yo. Yonaguni ku⸢t'uA majuB -
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56. *kesa C ‘a short while ago’: We postulate a semantic change ‘this morning’ > ‘a short while ago’
following the NKDJ’s (2001, 1321) view. The Niigata dialect of Japanese also has kesa ‘a short while ago’
(Ohashi 2003, 90), suggesting that this type of semantic change is natural. Northern Ryukyuan forms
exhibit an unexpected geminate, which requires further research.

58. *nau C ‘what’: For the reconstruction of *nau, not *nao, see Jarosz (2019).
59. *tubu C ‘grain’: Widespread Ryukyuan nouns for ‘grain’ are the reflexes of pR *tuzu C ‘grain’

(Yoron tɕiʑiC ‘id.,’ Ie sidziAC ‘id.,’ Ishigaki tsɨdzɨBC ‘id.,’ Yonaguni tɕ’iɴC). Evidence for *tubu ‘grain’ is sparse
in the primary data, but in the secondary data, we find Yamatohama tz’ɨbu ‘grain,’ Taketomi subu ‘id.,’ and
Ishigaki subuBC ‘grain.’ Tarama tsɨvC ‘dew’ discussed in Section 4.1 may at first glance seem to be a reflex of
pR *tubu C ‘grain’; the difference in meaning between ‘grain’ and ‘dew’ appears to be the result of a
contamination with pR *tuju C ‘dew.’ However, evidence shows that, although pR *bu is spirantized into
v(u) in many environments in varieties of Miyako, including Tarama (cf. pR *kobu C ‘spider’ > Tarama kuvuC

‘id.,’ pR *abura B ‘oil’ > Tarama avvaB ‘id.’), the spirantization does not occur when *bu is preceded by *tu.
For example, in pR *tubusi A ‘knee’ (Yoron tɕinɕiA ‘id.,’ Nakijin tʑ’inɕiA ‘id.,’ Ishigaki tsɨbusɨA ‘id.’) and pR
*tuburu C ‘head, calabash’ (Yoron tɕibuɾuC ‘head,’ Nakijin tʑ’imbuC ‘id.,’ Ishigaki tsɨburɨBC ‘id.’), *bu is not
spirantized in Tarama as in tsɨbusɨA ‘knee’ and tsɨbuɭC ‘calabash.’ In other varieties of Miyako, *bu in these
nouns is reflected as ɡu (Irabu tsɨɡʊsɨ ‘knee,’ tsɨɡʊɨ ‘calabash’; Ikema sɨɡusɨA ‘knee,’ tsɨɡuiC ‘calabash’)
(Celik 2020), likely through sporadic change⁹. Therefore, Tarama tsɨvC ‘dew’ is not a reflex of pR *tubu C
‘grain.’ This evidence also indicates that Ikema tubuC ‘grain’ is a regular reflex of pR *tubu C ‘id.’

61. *tuti C ‘hammer’: In the primary data, its reflexes are only attested in four dialects of North
Ryukyuan, but in the secondary data, they are also attested in Southern Ryukyuan (Ishigaki tsɨtsɨBC

‘hammer’). Therefore, it is safe to assume that this noun exists in pR.
71. *puna B ‘gibel’: As far as the data in Table 6 are concerned, the principle of parsimony cannot

determine whether the tone class of pR *puna ‘gibel’ is B or C. The cognates of pR *puna are infrequent in
Ryukyuan dialects. However, in Uwano (1998) study on many varieties in Okinoerabu Island, 24 of the 35
varieties have the cognates of pR *puna, and in all but one of the 24 varieties, the pitch pattern corresponds
to Class B. Based on this, we reconstruct pR *puna B ‘gibel.’ The segmental correspondence in the first
syllable in Yonaguni huna is irregular (compare pR *puna ‘gibel’ with pR *pune C ‘boat’ [Yonaguni nniC,
Yoron puniC, Shuri ɸuɲiB] and with pR *pugori A ‘testicles’ [Yonaguni ŋɡuiA, Yoron puguiA, Shuri ɸuɡuiA]).
It is therefore possible that borrowing is involved in this noun for Yonaguni. If Yonaguni hunaC corre-
sponding to Class C is a loanword, then the view that the tone class of pR *puna ‘gibel’ is B becomes more
plausible.

73. *koto B ‘zither’: The segmental correspondences are irregular, suggesting that borrowing is
involved. The correspondence between MJ and Southern Ryukyuan suggests that the first syllable in pR
is *ko. Although pR *ko reflects as ɸu in Ie and Nakijin, the first syllable in ‘zither’ is kʰu in both dialects.
The Shuri form has an unexpected long vowel in the second syllable. The Asama form has an unexpected
vowel o, and the speaker is aware that this is a new word (Uwano 2017a, 152). However, the regularity of
tonal correspondence (except Yonaguni) and the widespread attestation make us hesitant to deny the
existence of this noun in pR.

74. *majo B ‘cocoon’: It is more difficult to determine whether the final syllable of ‘eyebrow’ is *ju or
*jo than in the case of pR *majo B ‘eyebrow.’ Ashikebu distinguishes between majoAB ‘eyebrow’ and maiAB

‘cocoon’ and the final vowel of the latter agrees with that of kaiAB ‘porridge’ (<pR *kaju A ‘id.’); therefore, pR
*maju ‘eyebrow’ is favored. However, Taketomi, which does not distinguish məjuBC ‘eyebrow’ and məjuBC



9 Pellard (2009a, 283) argues that the change *b > ɡ in *tubusi ‘knee’ is an irregular change that defines a subgroup called
CommonMiyako consisting of all the Miyako varieties but Tarama. In contrast, Celik (2020, 37) discovered that the change *b > ɡ
is also observed in pR *tuburu C ‘head, calabash’ and suggests that this change may be a regular change with a very limited
application environment. There are two other cognates that have a virtually identical environment: *tubus- ‘crushed’ and
*tubure- ‘get crushed’ (Tarama tsɨbus- ‘crush,’ tsɨburi- ‘get crushed’; Irabu tsɨbus- ‘crush,’ tsɨburi- ‘get crushed’). The fact that *b
does not change into ɡ in these verbs may suggest that the change *b > ɡ is sporadic, although there remains the possibility that
*tubus- and *tubure- are loanwords given that their reflexes are scarcely found in Ryukyuan.
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‘cocoon,’ has kəiA ‘porridge’ with a different vowel from that in ‘eyebrow’ and ‘cocoon,’ supporting pR
*majo B ‘cocoon.’ Although the conflicting sound correspondences are difficult to interpret, we reconstruct
pR *majo B ‘cocoon’ first, because both ‘eyebrow’ and ‘cocoon’ aremajo1 in OJ, and second, because there is
a theory (Martin 1987, 474) that views these two nouns as cognates.

4.3 Class 2.4–2.5 nouns whose pR classes remain unsettled

The pR tone classes of the 17 nouns shown in Table 7 remain unsettled primarily because of irregular
correspondences between Ryukyuan dialects or between pR and MJ.

76. *itu A? ‘when,’ 77. *sumi A? ‘inside corner,’ 78. *abo A? ‘horsefly,’ 79. *aki A? ‘autumn,’ 80.
*pabu A? ‘snake,’ 81. *turo A? ‘crane’: The comparison of Ryukyuan dialects suggests that the tone class
of these six nouns is Class A, which is an irregular reflex of MJ Class 2.4–2.5. At least for some of them, the
irregularity may be explained by borrowing. However, the relatively regular tonal correspondences between
dialects suggest that the borrowing, if any, occurred at the stage of pR. We leave open the issue regarding
the irregularity and the reconstruction of tone classes of these nouns.

For *pabu A ‘snake,’ there is an additional issue about its cognacy. The irregularity of correspondence
between MJ femi 2.5 ‘snake’ and pR *pabu A occurs not only in tones but also in segments. Furthermore, the
cognates of pR *pabu A usually refer to a venomous snake endemic to the Ryukyu Islands, rather than to
snakes in general; thus, the meanings do not exactly correspond. Therefore, instead of the view that pR
*pabu A is related to MJ femi 2.5 ‘snake’ (e.g., Jarosz et al. [2022]), we should explore the possibility that pR
*pabu A is related to MJ fami ‘viper.’ Cognates that may be related to MJ fami ‘viper’ are widely distributed in
Kansai, Chugoku, and Shikoku Districts in the forms of hami, hame, hamu, habi, habe, habu, and so forth,
all of which mean ‘viper’ (LAJ 1966–1974, Map 228). Crucially, the pitch pattern of MJ fami ‘viper’ is HL, a
regular reflex of Class 2.2, which in turn regularly corresponds to pR Class A. Meanwhile, Wadomari and
Shuri have nouns referring to ‘snake’ in general, namely, çibuC and ɸiibuC, respectively. Although evidence
is sparse, it may be possible to reconstruct pR *pebu C ‘snake’ along with pR *pabu A ‘venomous snake.’ If
this holds true, then it is pR *pebu C ‘snake’ that is related to MJ femi ‘snake,’ and its tonal subclass is
Class 2.5a.

82. *aka A? ‘red,’ 83. *ao B? ‘blue,’ 84. *kuro B? ‘black,’ 85. *siro B? ‘white’: These four words are
color terms, which do not appear as free nominal morphemes in Ryukyuan but are adjectives that appear
with a following component. In Table 7, the adjectives followed by a noun for ‘color’ (a reflex of pR *ero B
‘color’ [Pellard 2013]) are represented. *aka ‘red’ seems to belong to pR Class A, whereas the others seem to
belong to pR Class B. However, these classes are those of adjectives, not nouns. Adjectives may have
different tone systems than nouns, and the pR tone system of adjectives has been little investigated. We
therefore do not reconstruct the tone class of these color terms.

86. *kazu B∼C ‘number’: Although de Boer (2010) reconstructs Class C, half of the dialects in our data
exhibit pitch patterns corresponding with Class B.

90. *gaki?? ‘oyster’: Hattori (1979a,b) regards pR as having a cognate whose tone class is Class B based
on five Northern Ryukyuan dialects: Asama gatsɨɨtsɨC ‘oyster?,’ Nakijin gatʑiiB ‘oyster’ (gatʑ’iiB, Nakasone
1983), Kushi gakiiBC ‘id.,’ Onna gaatɕiB ‘id.,’ and Shuri ɡatɕitɕaaBC ‘sea urchin.’ However, the meaning of
Asama gatsɨɨtsɨC is not ‘oyster’ but ‘urchin’ according to Uwano (2017a, 157), and the meaning of Shuri
ɡatɕitɕaaBC is, as Hattori (1979a,b) also noticed, ‘urchin.’ In terms of segmental correspondence, too, these
two nouns appear unrelated to MJ kaki 2.5 ‘oyster.’ The dialects listed in Hattori (1979a,b) that include the
nouns straightforwardly related to MJ kaki are Nakijin, Kushi, and Onna. Yamatohama also has gaki
‘oyster.’ Therefore, it is possible to reconstruct pR *gaki B ‘oyster,’ although its reflexes are observed
only in Northern Ryukyuan.

However, if we follow Hattori’s theory that ‘oyster’ and ‘urchin’ are related, it is necessary to compare
the nouns for ‘urchin’ between dialects. They have various reflexes, such as Asama gatsɨɨtsɨC, Ie ɡasisiAC,
Nakijin ɡaɕiiɕiC, Shuri ɡatɕitɕaaBC, Tarama kadzɨtsɨC, Ikema kazɨtsɨC, Ishigaki kakidzɨBC, and Taketomi
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Table 7: Class 2.4–2.5 nouns for which pR tone classes remain unsettled. Ha79, Hattori (1979a,b), Ma09, Matsumori (2009),
Bo10, de Boer (2010)

76. itu 2.4 77. sumi 2.4 78. abu 2.5 79. aki 2.5

‘when’ ‘inside corner’ ‘horsefly’ ‘autumn’

pR *itu A? *sumi A? *abo A? *aki? A?
Am. Ashikebu ʔi⸢t'ɨAB sɨ⸢ɴAB ʔa⸢buAB ʔa⸢k'iAB

Nakasato ʔi⸢t'uAB - - -

Asama ⸢ʔits'ɨɨA ⸢sɨmiiA ⸢tabuuA ⸢ʔaa⸣kiAC

Wadomari - - - -

Yoron ⸢itɕiC ɕiɴA abuA -

Ok. Ie ʔit'si⸣AC sini⸣ AC - ʔatɕ'i⸣AC

Nakijin hi⸢tʑ'iiA ɕi⸢miiA ʔa⸢buuA -

Shuri ʔitɕiA si⸣miA - ʔa⸣tɕiA

Mi. Tarama itsɨA-mai - abuA-mai a⸣kɨC-mai

Ikema itsɨ⸣A-kaɾa-mai - abu⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai aki⸣A-kaɾa-mai

Yo. Yonaguni itɕ'i⸣C - - -

80. femi 2.5 81. turu 2.5 82. aka 2.5 83. awo 2.5

‘snake’ ‘crane’ ‘red’ ‘blue’

pR *pabu A? *turo A? *aka A? *ao B?
Am. Ashikebu - t'ɨ⸢ɾuAB - -

Nakasato - - - -

Asama - ⸢tɕ'iɾuuA ⸢haa⸣ʔiɾuA aoʔi⸢ruuB?

Wadomari ha⸢buAB - - -

Yoron - tɕiɾuA aa⸢iɾuC oo⸢iruC

Ok. Ie pʰabu⸣AC - ʔaha⸣iɾuAC ʔooiɾu⸣B

Nakijin pʰa⸢buuA tʑ'i⸢ɾuuA ⸢haa⸣ʔiɾuA ⸢ʔoo⸣ʔiɾuA

Shuri ha⸣buA tɕiɾuA ʔaka⸣ʔiɾuA -

Mi. Tarama pauA-mai tsɨɾuA-mai akaA-iɾu auB-i⸣ɾu

Ikema hau⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai tsɨɾu⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai akaA⸣-iɾu-mai au⸣B-iɾu-⸢mai

Yo. Yonaguni - - aɡaiɾu⸣C -

Notes Ma09 A
84. kuro 2.5 85. siro 2.5 86. kazu 2.4 87. kudu 2.4

‘black’ ‘white’ ‘number’ ‘trash’

pR *kuro B? *siro B? *kazu B~C *kuzu B~C
Am. Ashikebu - - - -

Nakasato - - ⸢ka⸣duC -

Asama k'uɾuʔi⸢ɾuuB? sɨɾuʔi⸢ɾuuB? - -

Wadomari - - - -

Yoron - - ⸢haʑiC ⸢kuʑiC

Ok. Ie - - hadzi⸢iB -

Nakijin k'uɾuʔi⸢ɾuuB ɕiɾu⸢ʔi⸣ɾuC? - -

Shuri - - kadziB -

Mi. Tarama - ssuB-i⸣ɾu ka⸣dzɨC-mai -

Ikema ffu⸣B-iɾu-⸢mai ssu⸣B-iɾu-⸢mai kazɨC-kaɾa⸣-mai -

Yo. Yonaguni - - kadiB k'uɴB

Notes Bo10 C

(Continued)
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kəkitɕi. Their tonal correspondences are perfectly regular, which allows us to reconstruct them as belonging
to Class C. Irregular segmental correspondences make it difficult to reconstruct the proto-form. Assuming
that variation in voicing across dialects is due to a sporadic voicing of original voiceless consonants, the
proto-forms can be reconstructed as *kakisu, *kakiti, *kakesu, *kaketi, *kasesu, *kaseti, and so forth. If the
proto-form for “urchin” were *kasesu or *kaseti, then it would be related not with MJ kaki ‘oyster’ but with
MJ kase ‘urchin.’ By contrast, if the proto-form were *kakiti or *kakisu, then hypothetical relatedness
between ‘oyster’ and ‘urchin’ becomes more plausible. In fact, Ashikebu has gak’isɨB ‘oyster’ (not ‘urchin’!),
which corresponds to *kakisu. The Ashikebu form would provide a support for Hattori’s (1979a,b) theory
that the nouns for ‘oyster’ and ‘urchin’ are related. Noteworthy is that the pR tone class of ‘urchin’ is
reconstructed as Class C based on the regular tonal correspondence between many dialects, whereas we
reconstructed Class B for *gaki ‘oyster’ based on limited data of Northern Ryukyuan. If we focus on the
limited distribution of *gaki, we can regard it as a loanword at later stage and reconstruct pR *kaki(-su)
‘oyster,’ whose tone class is C. The history of the pR noun for ‘oyster’ is complicated, which forces us to
reserve judgment as to whether its tone class is B or C.

91. *koi?? ‘carp’: Only two dialects had a reflex of this noun in our primary data. Asama koi is irregular,
as the dialect experienced a change from pR *ko to ku in word-initial position. In addition, it is a neologism
according to the source. Irabu and Taketomi have kʊi and kui, respectively, although information about pitch
patterns is not available. Nakijin and Shuri have polymorphemic forms, kʰuuʔjuuB and kuuʔijuBC, respectively.
The second components must be a reflex of pR *io A ‘fish,’ although it is not clear whether the first component
is related to MJ kofi 2.5 ‘carp.’ It is especially doubtful for Nakijin, where pR *ko changes into ɸu in a word-

Table 7: Continued

88. faru 2.5 89. firu 2.5 90. kaki 2.5 91. kofi 2.5

‘spring’ ‘leech’ ‘oyster’ ‘carp’

pR *paro A~C *piru B~C? *gaki? ? *koi? ?
Am. Ashikebu ha⸢ɾuAB ⸢bi⸣ɾuC - -

Nakasato - - - -

Asama haa⸢ɾuC bii⸢ɾuC - ko⸢iBC

Wadomari - - - -

Yoron - ⸢piɾuC - -

Ok. Ie pʰaɾu⸣AC - - -

Nakijin - - ɡatʑ'i⸢iB -

Shuri haɾuB - - -

Mi. Tarama pa⸣ɾuC-mai - - ku⸣iC-mai

Ikema haɾu⸣A-kaɾa-mai hii⸣B-kaɾa-⸢mai - -

Yo. Yonaguni - - - -

Note Ha79 B
92. tune 2.5 93. asa 2.5

‘longstanding’ ‘morning’

pR *tune B~C *asa- ?
Am. Ashikebu - -

Nakasato - -

Asama - -

Wadomari - -

Yoron - asa-

Ok. Ie - asa-

Nakijin ⸢tʑ'i⸣niC hasaa-

Shuri tɕiɲiB ʔasa-

Mi. Tarama - aɕa-

Ikema - -

Yo. Yonaguni - -
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initial position. By contrast, Ishigaki has a more transparent form kuiʔidzuBC?. A relatively reliable datum for
identifying the pR tone class of *koi is Tarama kuiC; however, only one reflex is insufficient for reconstructing
the tone class.

93. *asa-? ‘morning’: Although the presence of *asa ‘morning’ in pR has been doubted (Vovin
2008, 2010), as Pellard (2017) argues, *asa- is considered to exist in pR because the cognates of MJ asa
2.5 ‘morning’ are observed in many compounds in both Northern and Southern Ryukyuan. The compounds
containing pR *asa- include Yamatohama ʔasa-duɾɨ ‘morning calm’ and ʔasa-tz’ɨju ‘morning dew’; Yoron
asa-ɕu ‘morning tide’; Ie ʔasa-duɾi ‘morning calm,’ asa-ɕu ‘morning tide,’ and asa-tida ‘morning sun’;
Nakijin hasaa-duɾii ‘morning calm’ and hasaa-tz’iju ‘morning dew’; Shuri ʔasa-duɾi ‘morning calm’ and
asa-tsiju ‘morning dew’; Tarama aɕa-duri ‘morning calm,’ aɕa-tsɿv ‘morning dew,’ and aɕa-ɕu ‘morning
tide’; Hatoma ʔasa-duri ‘morning calm,’ ʔasa-pana ‘early morning,’ and ʔasa-kai ‘morning porridge’; and
Ishigaki ʔasa-duri ‘morning calm’ and ʔasa-kai ‘morning porridge.’ It is unclear whether pR had a free
morpheme *asa ‘morning’ because its reflexes are rarely, or not at all, used in isolation. Because the method
of determining the tone class of the constituents of a compound is only established for a limited number of
dialects, we do not reconstruct the tone class of the bound morpheme *asa- ‘morning.’

4.4 Class 2.4–2.5 nouns whose existence in pR is doubtful

A total of 15 MJ Class 2.4 nouns shown in Table 8 have not been reconstructed for pR, because their
existence in pR is strongly doubted.

95. geta 2.4 ‘clogs’: Although we find Yamatohama gɜtʰa ‘clogs’ and Shuri dʑitaB ‘id.,’ they must be
borrowings. First, the segmental correspondence between Shuri and MJ is irregular. Second, the two
dialects also have synonymous ʔaɕidʑa ‘clogs’ and ʔaɕidʑaBC ‘id.,’ respectively. They are reflexes of pR
*asida B∼C ‘id.,’ whose reflexes are widely observed in Ryukyuan dialects.

96. iti 2.4 ‘market’:We observe only Yamatohama itʑ’i ‘market.’ The limited attestation suggests that it
is a Japanese loan.

97. kai 2.4 ‘oar’: Only Shuri has a form, keeBC ‘oar,’ that may be related to MJ kai 2.4 ‘oar.’ However,
Shuri also has a synonymous ʔjeekuC ‘oar,’ which is a reflex of pR *ijako B∼C ‘oar.’ The reflexes of *ijako are
observed throughout Ryukyu Islands (Yoron jahuB, Ie ʔjaaɸuAC, Nakijin jaɸuuB, Tarama ɨzakuC, Ikema
zzakuB, Yonaguni daŋŋuB). Shuri keeBC ‘oar’ can therefore be regarded as a borrowing.

99. kiri 2.4 ‘awl’: We observe Yoron iiB ‘awl,’ Nakijin ʔiɾiiB ‘id.,’ Tarama iɭB ‘id.,’ Yonaguni iriB ‘id.,’ and
so forth, which allow the reconstruction of pR *iri B ‘awl.’ Although pR *iri B ‘awl’ at first glance seems
related to MJ kiri 2.4 ‘id.,’ the resemblance must be superficial. Based on Igarashi (2021), we assume that pR
*iri B ‘awl’ is instead related to a verb igir- ‘to make a hole with an awl’ observed in modern Japanese
dialects spoken in Kyushu. Igarashi’s (2021) hypothesis is motivated by a geographical distribution of
various nouns for ‘awl’ in Kyushu. Japanese dialects spoken in Kagoshima and Miyazaki Prefectures
have reflexes of *iri, not *kiri (NHDJ 1989, 195, Hashiguchi 2004, 138–39, 211). In addition, reflexes of *igiri
‘awl’ are observed in dialects spoken in Izumi and Akune, the northernmost cities in Kagoshima Prefecture,
as well as dialects in Kumamoto and Nagasaki Prefectures, located north of Kagoshima Prefecture (NHDJ
1989, 155, Hashiguchi 2004, 148). Because *iri and *igiri complement one another geographically and their

Table 8: MJ Class 2.4–2.5 nouns that may not exist in pR

94. ama 2.4 “nun” 95. geta 2.4 “clogs” 96. iti 2.4 “market” 97. kai 2.4 “oar”
98. kine 2.4 “pestle” 99. kiri 2.4 “awl” 100. titi 2.4 “milk” 101. titi 2.4 “father”
102. tuba 2.4 “sword guard” 103. tuwe 2.4 “cane” 104. aju 2.5 “sweet fish” 105. ani 2.5 “brother”
106. famo 2.5 “sea eel” 107. sake 2.5 “salmon” 108. wido 2.5 “well”
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meanings coincide, they must be cognate. The former must have developed from the latter though an
irregular sound change that drops the intervocalic *g. Notably, a verb igir- ‘to make a hole with an awl’
is attested in dialects spoken in Kumamoto, Nagasaki, Saga, and Fukuoka Prefectures (NHDJ 1989, 155).
This region completely covers the places where reflexes of *igiri are attested, suggesting that *igiri is a
gerund of a verb *igir-. These observations lead us to assume that pR*iri is related to *iri, *igiri, and *igir-,
but not to MJ kiri ‘awl.’ The irregular dropping of the intervocalic *g in *igiri is considered as a shared
innovation between Ryukyuan and Japanese dialects in south Kyushu.

100. titi 2.4 ‘milk’: Yoron tɕiitɕiiC ‘milk,’ Nakijin tʑ’iitʑ’iiC, and Shuri tɕiitɕiiBC seems related to titi 2.4
‘milk.’ However, they all are nursery words. The pR form for ‘milk’ is *tii B (cf. Ie tɕ’iiB, Nakijin tʑ’iiB, Shuri
tɕiiB, Tarama tsɨɨB, Ikema tsɨɨB). The three nursery words must be a reduplication of pR *tii B ‘milk’ that
developed independently in each dialect.

102. tuba 2.4 ‘sword guard’: We observe only one attestation in Yamatohama tz’ɨba ‘sword guard,’
which can be considered a borrowing.

103. tuwe 2.4 ‘cane’: We find Tarama diiA ‘handle’ and Ikema diiC ‘id.’ that seem related to MJ tuwe 2.4
‘cane.’ However, such apparently cognate nouns are attested only in Miyako, and their segmental corre-
spondence with MJ is irregular. Moreover, the unexplained semantic change ‘cane’ > ‘handle’ (or ‘handle’ >
‘cane’) makes the hypothetical cognacy doubtful.

107. sake 2.5 ‘salmon’: We only observe Yamatohama sakʰɜ ‘salmon,’ which is considered a
Japanese loan.

The other nouns listed in Table 8 have not been attested in our sources.

5 Discussion

Our survey reconstructed the pR tone classes of a total of 75 Class 2.4–2.5 nouns. They are roughly split in
half between Class C (i.e., Class 2.4a/2.5a; 36 nouns) and Class B (i.e., Class 2.4b/2.5b; 39 nouns). The tonal
correspondence between Ryukyuan dialects is generally regular, confirming that the split correspondence
is genuine.

Now that our survey has expanded the inventory of pR tone classes by 20 words, we can test the
hypothesis that the split correspondence is due to a conditioned merger (Kindaichi 1960, Hirayama et al.
1966, Tokugawa 1990) based on a larger range of data. The conditioned merger hypothesis states that Class
2.4–2.5 nouns ending in a non-high vowel were tonally merged into Class 2.3 (corresponding to pR Class B),
whereas those ending in a high vowel remained as a distinct class (i.e., pR Class C). Table 9 provides a
contingency table that shows the cross tabulation of pR Class with word-final vowel (non-high vs high) in
Class 2.4–2.5 nouns. Table 10 shows which nouns belong to each cell of Table 9, with a distinction between
Classes 2.4 and 2.5. Nouns that contradict the predictions of the conditioned merger hypothesis are shaded.

Although there is a strong tendency for nouns with a word-final high vowel not to belong to 2.4b/2.5b
(Class B), 10 of the 31 nouns go against this tendency. The tendency for nouns with a final non-high vowel
not to belong to 2.4a/2.5a (Class C) is slightly weaker; 15 of the 44 nouns do not obey this tendency.
Therefore, the conditioned merger hypothesis has also not been supported by this study. The absence of
clear conditioning factors causing the split correspondence between MJ and pR requires reconstructing
more contrasts for pJ.

Table 9: The cross tabulation of pR Class with word-final vowel (non-high vs high) in Class 2.4–2.5 nouns

Non-high-vowel ending High-vowel-ending Total

Class C 15 21 36

Class B 29 10 39

Total 44 31 75
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However, although the conditioned merger hypothesis is not tenable in its original formulation, it is
also true that the skewed distribution in Table 9 strongly suggests a conditioned merger. Indeed, the
association between the word-final vowel (non-high vs high) and the tone classes is statistically significant
according to Pearson’s chi-square test with Yates’ continuity correction (χ2(1) = 6.9578, p < 0.01), although
the strength of the association is moderate (Cramer’s V = 0.3317 (95% CI [0.1132, 0.5195]). Observing the
results of an analysis similar to that of this subsection (based on 42–43 nouns), de Boer (2010, 232)
maintains that “[i]t is therefore not impossible that the presence of a close vowel in the second syllable
played some role in preventing the merger of members of class 2.4/5 with class 2.3.” On the one hand, it
seems premature to reject the conditioned merger hypothesis completely, but on the other hand, to defend
the hypothesis, we need to revise it so that it can account for exceptions. One solution would be to assume
that another factor besides word-final high vowel prevented the merger. However, such assumption is
merely speculative without further investigation. At the moment, the distinction between Class 2.4a/2.5a
and Class 2.4b/2.5b must be seen as tracing back to pJ.

6 Conclusion

Although it is generally accepted that MJ Class 2.4–2.5 exhibits a split correspondence with pR tone classes,
the exact membership of pR tone classes has not been fully elucidated. Based on the comparison of a larger
range of data of both Northern and Southern Ryukyuan, this study reconstructed the pR tone classes of 75
Class 2.4–2.5 nouns. Class 2.4–2.5 nouns were roughly split in half between pR Class C and Class B. The
tonal correspondence between Ryukyuan dialects was generally regular, confirming that the split corre-
spondence was genuine, not merely a sporadic irregularity. A hypothesis that the split correspondence is
due to a conditioned merger was also examined, and no reliable conditioning factors accounting for the
split correspondence were observed, even based on a wider range of data. Therefore, unless future research

Table 10: Classification of Class 2.4–2.5 nouns according to their tone classes in pR and word-final vowels

pR Class Subclass Non-high-vowel-ending High-vowel-ending

C 2.4a *ato ‘trace’, *ito ‘thread’, *jado ‘shelter’, 

*kesa ‘short while ago’, *kuda ‘tube’, 

*naka ‘middle’, *pera ‘spatula’, *pune
‘boat’, *sora ‘treetop’

*beni ‘rouge’, *iki ‘breath’, *kami
‘above’, *keu ‘today’, *matu ‘pine’, 

*nau ‘what’, *nusi ‘owner’, *obi ‘belt’, 

*omi ‘sea’, *Usu ‘mortar’, *pari ‘needle’, 

*pasi ‘chopstick’, *suzi ‘sinew’, *tubu
‘grain’, *tumi ‘sin’, *tuti ‘hammer’, 

*wanu ‘I’

2.5a *kage ‘shadow’, *koe ‘voice’, *mae
‘front’, *moko ‘bridegroom’, *nabe ‘pot’, 

*woke ‘bucket’

*kobu ‘spider’, *saru ‘monkey’, *tabi
‘socks’, *tuju ‘dew’

B 2.4b *awa ‘millet’, *ine ‘rice plant’, *ita
‘board’, *kado ‘corner’, *kama ‘sickle’, 

*kasa ‘umbrella’, *kata ‘shoulder’, *keta
‘rafter’, *mino ‘raincoat’, *miso ‘bean 

paste’, *nae seedling, *pada ‘skin’, *poka
‘outside’, *saja sheath, *soba ‘side’, *soto
‘outside’, *tane ‘seed’, *toga ‘sin’, *wana
‘trap’, *wara ‘straw’

*kasu ‘dregs’, *kinu ‘garment’, *mogi
‘barley’, *nomi ‘chisel’, *ori ‘melon’, 

*siru ‘soup’, *zeni ‘money’

2.5b *ame ‘rain’, *ase ‘sweat’, *koto ‘zither’, 

*mado ‘spare time’, *majo ‘cocoon’, 

*majo ‘eyebrow’, *momo ‘thigh’, *puna
‘gibel’, *tate ‘upright’

*ai ‘indigo’, *kimi ‘millet’

2.4b~2.5b *joru ‘night’
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would identify the factors causing the split, we must regard the distinction between 2.4a/2.5a and 2.4b/2.5b
as an archaic feature tracing back to pJ, which requires reconstructing additional contrasts for pJ. The
results of this study will advance a more thorough investigation into the reconstruction of the pR and pJ
tone systems.

Abbreviations

Am Amami
Bo10 de Boer (2010)
Ha79 Hattori (1979a,b)
Ma09 Matsumori (2009)
Ma12 Matsumori (2012)
Mi Miyako
MJ Middle Japanese
OJ Old Japanese
Ok Okinawa
pJ proto-Japonic
pR proto-Ryukyuan
Sh07 Shimabukuro (2007)
Yo Yonaguni
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