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Scholars usually think PIE had the same parts of speech of Latin: nouns, verbs and adjectives.
However, PIE adjectives show the same endings as nouns, comparative morphology is lacking in Hittite,
Tocharian, Armenian and Albanian, and most PIE adjectives show the “recent” inflection in *-e/o0-.
Thus, some scholars argued that the adjective is a recent category in PIE (Wackernagel 2009: 466,
Lehmann 1974: 208, Comrie 1997: 101). However, this idea was further developed into two opposite
directions. Some claimed that, in an early phase, quality concepts were merged with nouns in the
lexicon (Balles 2006, 2009) and the PIE adjectives arose from appositional nouns added to the feminine
motion suffix (Brugmann 1888: 420; Fritz & Meier-Briigger 2020: 225). Others claimed that, originally,
quality concepts — typically coded by the so-called Caland roots - were merged with intransitive verbs
in PIE or Pre-PIE (Bozzone 2016): thus, adjectival endings could have arisen from nominal endings
added to the feminine motion, but the adjective as a class of primary lexemes should have arisen from
participles or participial-like nominalizations built on verbal roots of quality or near-quality meaning
(Alfieri 2016, 2021).

The aim of the talk is to provide the empirical ground needed for discussing the problem above
in a typologically-consistent, text-based, quantitative perspective. In practice, the adjective is defined
as the most typical quality modifier construction (Croft 2001: 67, Hengeveld 1992) and this definition
is applied to a corpus of texts from 4 ancient IE languages, namely: 52 hymns of Rig-Veda, 2 books by
Homer, Sallust’s De coniuratione Catilinae and an equivalent corpus of Hittite texts. All quality modifier
constructions in each corpus are gathered (700-1000 in each case), their morphemic structure is
analysed and evaluated quantitatively, distinguishing type and token frequency (see Levshina 2019,
2021).

Two different methods of parsing can be used, a lexicalist, word-based approach (e.g., Blevins
2016), or a morpheme-based approach (e.g., Dressler et al. 1987). If the word-based approach is used,
only three adjectival constructions are found in each language, namely adjectives in traditional sense
(e.g., black), participles (e.g., shining) and compounds (e.g., red-haired):

Classical Latin Homeric Greek Hittite RV Sanskrit
Token Type Token Type Token | Type | Token | Type
[adjective]-Agr 88.3% | 77.9% | 60.4% | 53.4% | 85.2% | 76.1% | 48.5% | 30.8%
[participle]-Agr 52% | 10.2% | 13.0% | 185% | 14.8% | 23.9% | 15.0% | 33.7%
[..]-[...]-Agr 6.5% | 11.9% | 26.6% | 28.1% 0% 0% | 36.5% | 35.5%
Total 100% | 100% 100% 100% | 100% 100% | 100% | 100%

On the other hand, if the morpheme-based approach is used, adjectives are divided into simple
adjectives (e.g., black), deverbal adjectives (e.g, lovable), denominative adjectives (e.g., childish) and
prepositional adjectives (e.g., upper), while compounds are divided into proper compounds (e.g., red-
haired) and prefixed adjectives (e.g., un-fair):



Classical Latin Homeric Greek Hittite RV Sanskrit

Token Type Token Type Token | Type | Token | Type
[adjective]-Agr 79.7% | 62.8% | 48.8% | 32.3% | 65.9% | 48.5% 9.9% 5.5%
[verb-NM]-Agr 73% | 12.8% | 12.5% | 19.0% | 25.5% | 42.0% | 40.1% | 32.5%
[noun-ADJ]-Agr 6.1% | 11.9% | 103% | 11.8% 0.8% 53% | 13.0% | 12.4%
[preposition]-Agr 0.5% 0.4% 0.3% 0.3% 7.8% 3.8% 1.5% 1.6%
PRE-[...]n-Agr 6.5% | 11.9% | 11.5% | 14.1% 0% 0% | 143% | 17.7%
[..In-[...]n-Agr 0% 0% | 16.6% | 22.1% 0% 0% | 21.2% | 30.3%
Total 100% | 100% 100% 100% | 100% 100% | 100% | 100%

A discussion on the differences between the two parsing methods and their consequences on

the reconstruction of the PIE quality modifier construction will close the talk.

References

Alfieri, Luca. 2021. Parts of speech comparative concepts and Indo-European linguistics. Alfieri L.,
Arcodia G. & Ramat P. (eds.), Linguistic categories, language description and linguistic typology,
313-366. Amsterdam-Philadelphia: John Benjamins.

------ , 2016. The typological definition of the (apparently historical) notion of root. Archivio Glottologico
Italiano 102(1): 129-169.

Balles, Irene. 2009. Zu den i-stimmigen Adjektiven des Lateinischen. Liihr R. & Ziegler S. (eds.):
Protolanguage and Prehistory. Akten der Xll. Fachtagung der Indogermanischen Gesellschaft,
Krakau, 11.-15. Oktober 2004. Wiesbaden 2009.

------ , 2006. Die altindische Cvi-Konstruktion: Form, Funktion, Ursprung. Bremen: Hempen.

Blevins, John P. 2016. Word and paradigm morphology. Oxford: OQUP.

Bozzone, Chiara. 2016. The Origin of the Caland System and the Typology of Adjectives. Indo-European
Linguistics 4: 15-52.

Brugmann, Karl & Delbriick, Bertold. 1887-1916. Grundriss der vergleichenden Grammatik der
indogermanischen Sprachen. Vol. 11.1: Brugmann K. 1888 [1906°]. Lehre von den Wortformen
und ihrem Gebrauch. Das Nomen. Strassburg: Tribner.

Comrie, Bernard.1997. La famiglia linguistica indoeuropea: prospettive genetiche e tipologiche. A.
Giacalone Ramat & P. Ramat (eds.), Le lingue indoeuropee, 95-122. Bologna: || Mulino.

Croft, William. 2001. Radical Construction Grammar. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Dressler, Wolfgang U. & Mayerthaler, Willi & Panagl, Oswald & Wurzel, Wolfgang U. (eds.). 1987.
Leitmotivs in Natural Morphology. Amsterdam-Philadelphia: John Benjamins.

Fritz, Matthias & Meier-Briigger, Michael. 2021'°. Indogermanische Sprachwissenschaft. Berlin-
Boston: Mouton De Gruyter.

Hengeveld, Kees. 1992. Non-verbal Predication: Theory, Typology, Diachrony. Berlin: Mouton.

Lehmann, Winfried P. 1974. Proto-Indo-European Syntax. Austin: University of Texas Press.

Levshina, Natalia. 2021. Corpus-based typology: applications, challenges and some solutions. Linguistic
Typology 51: 611-643.

------ , 2019. Token-based typology and word-order entropy: A study based on Universal Dependencies.
Linguistic Typology 23(3): 533-572.

Wackernagel, Jakob. 2009. Lectures on Syntax: with Special Reference to Greek, Latin, and Germanic.
Translated and edited with notes and bibliography by David Langslow. Oxford: Oxford University
Press [Id. 1920-1924". Vorlesungen iiber Syntax mit besonderer Berticksichtigung von Griechisch,
Lateinisch und Deutsch. 2 vols. Basel: Birkhauser].



