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The Origin of the Short-Vowel EY-Stems in
Homer*

By JEREMY RAU, Cambridge

Beside the inherited long-vowel inflection of the eu-stems in
-fa, -fog, -fii (< PGk. *-éua, -éuos, -e‘yz’),l the Iliad and Odyssey
have an alternative eu-stem inflectional pattern based on a short-
vowel stem in -e-: -€at, -€oc, -€i. This short-vowel type is attested
2x among appellatives, 1x in an ethnic, 21x among proper
names, and 412x among patronymic formations, cf.

Appellatives (2)()3
toxéwyv O 660, ® 587

* 1 would like to thank Alan J. Nussbaum (Cornell University) and Martin
Peters (Universitdt Wien) for much helpful advice and discussion during the
preparation of this paper. Naturally, any errors of fact or judgment are solely
my own responsibility.

On the reconstruction of the Proto-Greek paradigm of the eu-stems, see
Perpillou 1973: 63ff. and, on its Indo-European origins, Schindler 1976: 349ff.
Here and below text citations and manuscript and papyrus sigla from
the /liad are given after West 1998-2000. For the Odyssey, text citations and
sigla are from Ludwich 1891 and Allen 1917-19.

* A 151 inmelg is usually cited as a second instance of short-vowel
inflection among eu-stem appellatives. However, while the motivation for the
monosyllabic scansion of the ending here is clear — note the juxtaposition and
polyptoton of neldg and irnnei,

A 150-51 neloi pev nelolg SAexov pevyoviag avdyxmt,

umnelg & innfjog — Vo 8¢ ooty dpto Kovin

“Foot-soldiers were killing the foot-soldiers who were fleeing perforce,

and horsemen horsemen — and dust rose up under them™ —,
the reading inneic cannot be considered certain. Beside inneic in a 1% ¢. A.D.
papyrus (688) and the majority of the manuscript transmission, the tradition
also offers the variae lectiones (= v. ”'r?] innfiec in the 10" ¢. D and the 12-13"
c. G and innfig in a 2" _39¢ anda4™c. A.D. papyrus (1197, 60), the 10" c.
Venetus A (above the line), and the 11™ ¢. Y. While innfieg is unmetrical and
most simply explained as having been introduced into the text after the
normal nom. pl. ixnfieg at A 144, A 52, and A 529 — on the problematic hiatus
shortening and contraction analysis of Hagen 1995/96: 149ff., see Hackstein
2002: 24f. — and the inneig given by most of the manuscript tradition and
most modern editors is best taken as a lectio facilior since it shows the
normal late Attic, lonic and Koine eu-stem nom. pl. ending -eic, two conside-
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Ethnics (1x)*
Aoptéeg T 177

Proper names (21x)

"Apapuykéa W 630 TnA€i Q 61

'Atpéi B 105 Topdei = 115
"ApArel ¥ 792 [TIpwtéog & 365
Tpéa 11417 Tuvdéa 7222
Onoéa 1. 631, A 265° Tuséog = 114
Kovéa A 264 Tvdéi A372, K 285
Nniéa 0 229 Tuvpwéog B 783
'‘Odvooéo 212, p 301 Topwéi B 782

"Odvocéog A 491, 398 (mss. 'OdveoeDc)

Patronymics (412x)

"Aleidn- B 513 "Atpéog vid- B 23.etc. 12x  "Artpelwv- A 387, etc. 5x
Alyeidn- A 265 MnAfog vid- A 489, ete. 6x MnAiciov- A 188, etc. 44x
"Apopuykeidn- A 517, Tudéog vid- B 406, etc. 29x

B 622 dviéog vid- K 110, 175

"Atpeidn- A 7, etc. 182x
Kouveldn- B 746
NnAeidn- ¥ 652
Oiveidn- E 813, K 497
"Otpuvreidn- Y 383, 389
[Mneidn- A 146, etc. 50x
Tudeidn- E 18, etc. 65x
DuAeidn- B 628, etc. 7x

rations have long suggested that the reading irniic should be taken seriously.
Cf. Chantraine 1948: 223 and West 1998-2000 ad loc. with reference to
Wackernagel 1953—79: 1208ff. In the first place, innfig appears in two papyri
and as a v./ in the Venetus A, and thus has good and old manuscript
authority. In the second, contraction over digamma hiatus as it appears in -fig
< -fieg < PGk. *-éyes has clear parallels in early lonic inscriptions - cf, e.g.,
nom. pl. Bodeng (: Bovdeevg, ethnic of Boudela) SGDI 1V, 55, 1.4, Chios, late
5™/early 4" c. B.C., and, for possible West lonic evidence, Barrio Vega 1987:
253 — and agrees with what is found in the /liad in Tiufig I 605 (2 g E
[11™, after correction] R [12™, after correction]) < -n-(p)eig and Twfivia
475 (no v.l) < -n-(eevita. In view of these considerations, 1xnelg cannot be
taken as a sure example of the use of the short-vowel stem in an eu-stem
appellative and has been excluded from this discussion.
The short vowel in the ethnic Awpiéeg t 177 is metrically necessary.
5 A 265 is absent from most manuscripts. See West 1998-2000 ad /oc.
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The Origin of the Short-Vowel EY-Stems in Homer 171

A long-standing problem in Homeric linguistics and the one
which will occupy this paper is how the short vowel in these
forms is best explained.

Dialect Origins

The traditional explanation of the short-vowel eu-stems argues
that they have their origins in Aeolic, where an inflectional
distinction is said to have held between short-vowel proper
names and long-vowel appellatives.’ The evidence usually cited
for this distinction stems from the Lesbian poets, cf.

Appellatives7 Proper Names and Patronymics

Baoiinog A. 387 Voigt "Atpeidav A. 70, 6

Baoiineg S. 17,4, S. 161 ‘Axirkea A. 387

inmiov S. 16, | Nnpetdov A. 42, 11

pododponneg S. 105a, 2 Nnpnidec S. 5, 1

Toknwv A. 61,5, A. 72, 13, Nni[pInog A. 42,7
A.6,14,S5.16,10 [Tiieog A. 42, 1]

Two facts, however, argue against seeing the short-vowel eu-
stems as an Aeolic feature in Homeric language. In the first
place, the material found in the poets does not unambiguously
demonstrate that Lesbian distinguished between short-vowel
proper names and long-vowel appellatives. This is clear from
the fact (1) that long-vowel inflection was also regular in the
poets in proper names — cf. Nvj[p]nog and Nnpnidec — and (2)
that all the short-vowel proper names and patronymics found in
the texts are attested already in the Iliad and Odyssey — i.e.
Atpeidav and TIieog — or have obvious epic models — i.e.
"Axiddeo and Nmpeidwv —, and can continue epicisms just as
easily as real Aeolic forms.® A second problem is that there is no

® See Hoffmann 1891: 544, Bechtel 1921: 67f., Schwyzer 1939: 576, and
Peters 1989: 158-9.

7 Text citations of Sappho and Alcaeus are given after Voigt 1971,

8 See Debrunner 1923: 36-9 and Hamm 1957: 158-9.
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172 Jeremy Rau

evidence for an inflectional distinction like this in the actual
Aeolic dialects. Long-vowel inflection is the rule for both
appellatives and proper names in Thessalian® and Boeotian'®
inscriptions, and short-vowel forms appear in proper names in
Asia Minor Aeolic inscriptions only in the 3 ¢. B.C. and only
after they are first attested in appellatives.''

A second approach argues that the short-vowel forms in
Homer depend on an innovation in the “Achaean” dialects,
where it is alleged the agreement of the eu- and s-stem nom. sg.
-nG and acc. sg. -nv — cf., e.g., for the eu-stems, Arcadian hiepgv
IGV, 3, 1.3, Tegea, 4" c. B.C., and Cyprian nom. sg. yepeg ICS
4, 1.5, New Paphos, 4" ¢, B.C., and, for the s-stems, Arcadian
PN Yaxinv, IG V, 6, 1.19, Tegea, 4™ ¢. B.C., and Cyprian
atergv, ICS 217A, 1.10, Idalium, 5" ¢. B.C. — led to the
analogical creation of an alternative eu-stem oblique in -&-: viz.
s-stem nom. acc. sg. - %, -nv: obl. -e-:: eu-stem nom. acc. sg.
-nG, -nv: obl. x, x = &)

However, an “Achaean” origin for the short-vowel eu-stems
is also unlikely. In Cyprian and Mycenaean the eu-stems
regularly preserve inter-vocalic digamma — cf., e.g., nom. pl.
<ke-ti-e-we> ICS 217 passim, Idalium, 5" c. B.C. and gen. sg.
<i-je-re-wo> PY Ea 756 —, and the default assumption must be
that they have also preserved their inherited long-vowel
inflection. In Arcadian, a long-vowel ante-vocalic shortening

° Cf, e.g., Paciierog /G I1X, 2, 517, 1.2, Larisa, c. 214 B.C. (= Buck 32),
Aloheresor McD 337, 1.19, Larlsa 2" ¢ B.C. = Buck 33). Short-vowel forms
appear only in Aiokeo. McD 337, 1.23, Larisa, 2" c. B.C. and in one proper
name, Ooypiea, and two appellatives, ypoger and KOOLEQ, in an unpublished
2" ¢. B.C. inscription from Histiaeotis, cf. Bliimel 1982: 257f. In the case of
Alokeq, the short vowel is presumably to be ascribed to an engraver’s
mistake — note AtoAeiecon in the same inscription —, and in the material from
Histiaeotis, the short-vowel forms are likely due to Northwest Greek Koina
inﬂuence

Cf, e.g., Baciewog /G VII, 4136, 1.7, 2" ¢. B.C., AKpn(pteleg DGEEP
54]r [.1,¢. 300 B.C. and ApKT](plEl(DV SEG 15:331, 1.1, early 2" ¢. B.C.

The earliest short-vowel appellatlve in Asia Minor Aeolic is Baotieog
IG X112, 526 d, 1.25, end of the 4™ c. B.C., and the earliest short-vowel non-
appellatlve is the ethnic Aiyoeeoou DGEEP 644, 1.12, c. 290 B.C. For a
useful survey of the Asia Minor Aeolic material, see Hodot 1990: 115ff.

2 See Wathelet 1970: 276, who suggests this as a possibility.
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The Origin of the Short-Vowel EY-Stems in Homer 173

rule that was operative in the 4" c B C. has largely obscured the
prehistoric inflection of the type,”> and there is only one dialect
that offers anything relevant to the discussion, that of Orchome-
nos. Although this dialect does in fact seem to have lacked the
shortening rule of its neighbors — cf. vhotav DGEEP 664, 1.10,
c. 369-361 B.C. and to. ypnotoe DGEEP 665, 1.29, 36, c. 36050
B.C. — and to have crossed the inflection of the eu- and s-stems
in a way that would be consistent with a prehistoric analogy of
the sort conjectured above — cf. the eu-stem tog Hpaeog DGEEP
665, 1.22, ¢. 360-50 B.C. and the s-stem Aloucdpoocm 0.4, 1.9
Dubois, 3" -2 (?) ¢. B.C. —, two facts make it clear that it is
worthless for establishing “Achaean” as a likely source of our
forms. In the first place, ante-vocalic shortening is clearly
attested in the 4" c. for the neighboring city Tegea, and it cannot
be excluded with any degree of certainty that this rule was not
also operative at Orchomenos. '* In the second, the continued
appearance of long-vowel eu-stems in this dialect into the 4" ¢
B.C. - cf,, e.g., Toptuvnwv and Metwdpimwv DGEEP 664, 1.67,
c. 369-61 B.C. and tov Apno. DGEEP 665, passim, c. 360-50
B.C. (vs. 1.22 to¢ Hpoeag) — makes it clear that even if it could
reasonably be assumed that the short-vowel eu-stems at Orcho-
menos are analogical, this analogy would have been so recent
that it could not possibly have had any effect on the epic
tradition.

A third approach argues that the short-vowel eu-stems have
entered the epic tradition from some dialect of Neo- Tonic'®
which, like the East Ionic of Chios or the West Ionic of Eretria
and Oropos,'® analogically remodeled the quantitative meta-

B Cf, e.g., 10 ypeog DGEEP 657, 1.42f,, Tegea, c. 324 B.C., and see
Dubois 1986: 114f.

* See Dubois 1986: 118, who argues that all short-vowel forms in the
Arcadian eu-stems are to be ascribed to such a rule.

'3 Cf. Bechtel 1921: 149.

' For useful surveys of the material, see Miller 1982: [03f. and Crespo
1994: 88.
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thesis (= QM) version of the endings -, -€w¢ (< PGk. *-éua,
*.eyos) to -€a., -éog,” cf.,e.g.,

Chios Proper Names
Oapyoreog, 'Avdpeog DGEEP 688 C 1.18, D 1.6,
c. 475-50 B.C.
Mvrigeog, @ukeog DGEEP 691, 1.2, 9, late 5%/early
4"c.B.C.

Appellatives
Baciheog SGDI 5662, 1.3, late 5™ ¢. B.C.
ieper SGDI 5663, 1.3, late 4™ ¢. B.C.

Eretria Proper Names
Koweog, Awuveog IG X119, 245 A, 1.21, 325, early
3¢ B.C.
"Axteoc, 'Aproteog ibid. B, 1.30, 38

Appellatives
Baoikea, Paciier JG XI1 9, 212, 1.4f., 3" ¢. B.C.

Oropos Appellatives
lepea, tepeog /G XII 11, 235, 1.2f,, 13, ¢. 386-77 B.C.

To evaluate this approach it is necessary to investigate the
Homeric evidence for the analogical remodeling of endings
affected by QM and to determine whether the distribution of
remodeled vs. non-remodeled forms is consistent with the
number of short- vs. long-vowel forms in the eu-stems.

Since forms with QM tend to be rare in Homer, less
frequently attested than their non-QM counterparts and not well

'” The presence in these dialects of obvious QM reflexes in the eu-stems
and in forms that have an analogous phonological environment — cf., e.g., for
Chios, "Opdemg SEG 22, 508, 1.59, mid. 4" c. B.C. and Aewvudew (< */zu0-)
SGDI 5657, 1.7, late 5" c. B.C., for Eretria, Oicewg Durante 127, late
4"/early 5" c. B.C., and, for Oropos, vewxopov (< *n@uo-) DGEEP 811,
38677 B.C. — makes it unlikely that the short vowel in the forms just noted
depends on a rule of ante-vocalic shortening and not QM and remodeling as
haglyeen assumed here. For more detailed discussion, see Nussbaum 1998:
637"

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



The Origin of the Short-Vowel EY-Stems in Homer 175

embedded formulaically,'® it is generally agreed that QM was

one of the latest Neo-Ionic linguistic developments to have
made its way into the epic tradition before active oral composi-
tion came to an end.'® In fact, there is only one word in Homer
which is generally held to show QM and remodeling20 and in
which short-vowel forms are at all well attested — Homeric vnig
‘ship.’ F(g tztzle distribution of forms with and without QM in this
word, cf.”"

+QM -QM  Total® +QM -QM Total
pl. nom. V£eg viieg 11:37 sg. - - -
acc. véag  vijog  13: 18I véq viiw  1:102
gen. ve®dv vndv  40: 79 veog wnog  18:93
dat. veeooi vneooi 12:33 - vt 0:69

As this chart makes clear, forms of viyig that have QM always
co-occur with forms without it, and while the QM variants can
be roughly half as frequent as their non-QM counterparts — cf.
the gen. and dat. pl. —, in most cases they are either less than a

'® For a list of forms that show QM in Homer, see Chantraine 1948: 68ff.

lz See Hoekstra 1969: 31ff.

“ 1t should also be noted that it is not absolutely necessary to assume that
the short-vowel forms in the paradigm of vnig ‘ship’ depend on QM and
remodeling. For it is generally assumed that one part of the phonological
process of QM consisted in the shortening of long vowels in hiatus before
other long vowels. If it were possible to show that ante-vocalic shortening
preceded QM in lonic — and was not just concomitant with it —, then it might
be desirable to explain the well-embedded short-vowel forms in vnbg ‘ship’®
by assuming that they have been analogically generalized from the gen. pl.
ve@v where the short vowel was phonologically regular. See Sommer 1977:
282. An approach like this would seem to have support in the fact that the
gen pl. vedwv is the best attested short-vowel form in the paradigm of this
word in Homer and that short-vowel forms are all, apart from the gen. sg.
veog and the hapax vég (Ar.) v 283, limited to the plural. In any event,
however the short-vowel forms of vnig are ultimately to be explained, for
purposes of the present argument the assumption is that they depend on QM.

The numbers given here differ from those of Hoekstra 1969: 129 in
counting repeated lines only once.

In terms of formulaic distribution, the numbers are roughly equal
among QM and non-QM forms. In both classes, one half to two-thirds of the
forms figure in repeated segments and can be considered formulaic.

* In this and the following totals, the /liad and Odyssey have been
grouped together.
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third as common or fail to occur entirely. If the short vowel in
the eu-stems depends on QM and remodeling in Neo-Ionic,
short-vowel forms should therefore be at most about half as
frequent as their long-vowel counterparts. In the case of appella-
tives and non-patronymic proper names, the distribution of QM
and non-QM forms is consistent with this figure. Short-vowel
forms are in fact slightly less common than might be expected.
For reasonably well attested proper names and appellatives, cf.

+QM -QM Total
Proper Names™  "AyiAel A 1: 8
NnAéa NnAfio 1:2
‘Oduccéa ‘Odvooctia 1: 16
'‘O8vocgog ‘Oduaooiiog 2: 60
ITnA€L InAft 1:6
Appellatives TOKEWV TOKNWV 2:14

In patronymic formations, on the other hand, the distribution
disagrees with that found in vnig. The short-vowel version of
the suffix is alone used in the case of Atpevg (199: 0) and
Tvdevg (95: 0) and predominates in that of ITnkeve (103: 12),
while the expected distribution occurs only in patronymics to
NnAedc (1: 12). C£2 26

-€10m- -elwv- -éog vid-
'Atpeidn- 182x 'Atpelwv- 5X "Atpéog vid- 11x
Tudeidn- 65x - Tvdéog vio- 30x

** Names that are attested in Homer only a couple of times and that have
only short-vowel forms have been excluded. On the use of the short-vowel
eu-stem proper names in Homer, see Witte 1912: 388ff.

Patronymics that are attested only one or two times have also been
excluded.

*® The short-vowel patronymics are also very well embedded formulai-
cally. See the survey of formulae in the appendix below.
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InAeidn- 53x IInAgiov- 44x MnAdog vid- 6x°
NnAeidn- 1x - -
niadn- -fio- V10- -flog

MAniddn- 12x  [[IAdiio-]*® -
NmAniadn- 7x NnAnio- 4x v10- NmAtog 1x

Given that the number of short- vs. long-vowel forms in the eu-
stem patronymics is not consistent with what can be considered
the upper bound in the distribution of QM vs. non-QM variants
in Homer and that there is no principled way to explain why this
is the case,” it is necessary to conclude that the short vowel

7 l'IrWaog vig and l'ln)»eog u'u‘)g atT121 =T 216 = X 478 #® ’Axovef) 3l
anvg VIE 7| uéyo @éptat’ ‘Axondv# and A 489 #dwoyevig 5| TInAgag V106
1| noSag okLg 'AxAiedcH have been left out of consideration since the trans-
mission alternates between InAéog, [InAféwg and InAifiog. See West 1998—
2000 and Ludwich 1891 ad loc. If these lines continue somethlng old —as is
likely in the case of #® Axtkeu 3| Hn)@/g ViE 4| péyo @éptat’ AyondviH
since the archaic- looklng 1| péyo cpaptat ‘Axoudv# does not appear else-
where —, TInAéog vigé and TInAfog vidg are best seen as late-epic replace-
ments of | annta&n 5| and *;] TInAniddng ;| — cf. #® Néortop 3 Nn)»mot&q
9| usya xudog "Ayoudv# (K 87+) and #Mnxiotiddng 5| kol arn’ v
tevxe’ eoviod (Z 28) = #Mnxiotégg viog s| Takaiovidoo dvoxtoc# (B 556
=Y 678).

® anmo- is attested at £ 60 = I 441 oixade vooticavia, S6pOV
[InAviov elow. However, as it functions in this instance not as a patronymic
but rather as a genitival adjective, it has not been included in the chart of
patronymics.

* To preserve a Neo-lonic approach here, it seems that one of two things
would have to be argued: First, it could be argued that the frequency of the
short-vowel patronymics to ‘Atpevg, [Tnievg and Tvdevg is to be explained
by assuming that these forms entered the epic tradition only after QM became
an option in Neo-lonic. But as patronymics constitute an essential element in
the designation of the Homeric heroes and as it is unlikely that any signi-
ficant hero would have been used in epic poetry without a patronymic, this
explanation would require the additional assumption that 'Ayouépvev,
Mevéraog, "Axilhevg and Awoundng have been introduced into the epic
tradition only in its late Neo-lonic phase. Although an approach like this
might work in the case of Awop1idng since he is often said to have been intro-
duced into the epic tradition by Homer himself, there is to my knowledge no
evidence to support the assumption that 'Ayouéuvov, Mevélaog and
"AxiAAevg should be seen as late epic figures.
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inflection of the eu-stems in Homer — at least as it appears in
patronymics — cannot be explained as having its origins in Neo-
Ionic.

A Creation of the Homeric Poetic Language

Since it cannot represent a feature of any of the dialects that
are normally thought to have contributed to the Homeric poetic
language, the only remaining approach to the short-vowel eu-
stems is to argue that they have their origins in a specifically
inner-epic innovation.>® An analysis like this has in fact long

Second, it could be argued that once the short-vowel eu-stems became an
option as a result of QM poets Iargely replaced the Iong-vowel patronymics
with the new formations in -€idn-, -eiwv- and -€0g vid- because these forms
were more flexible in the hexameter than those in -niddn-, -fjio- and vio-
-flog. However, an approach like this is also problematic. For if (a) QM is so
recent a linguistic development in the epic tradition that it requires the
assumption that the poet of the /liad and Odyssey or his immediate predeces-
sors still had access to non-QM variants and their associated formulae and if
(b) it cannot be made likely that patronymics built to 'Atpeve, [Inievg and
(possibly) Tudevg entered the epic tradition only after QM and remodeling in
Neo-lonic, then it is necessary to assume that although the poet(s) of the lliad
and Odyssey had learned to use the long-vowel patronymics to "Atpeic,
[InAeve and (possibly) Tvdevg and their formulae he almost entirely ignored
these forms when composing the /liad and Odyssey themselves. Given the
traditional nature of the Homeric poetic language, this is not of course an
attractive assumption. It becomes even more difficult, however, when one
tries to explain why the poet has used the long-vowel patronymics to [Inietg
and NnAevg — i.e. [InAniddn-, NnAniddn-, NnAtjio-, and vié- NnAfiog — and
their formulae in some cases — cf, e.g., 5| InAniddew 'AyAfioc# and s
NnAniddao yépovtogH# — but has entirely given them up in the case of "Atpevg
and (possibly) Tudev¢. For in the case of the latter forms, it is obviously not
possible to argue that the long-vowel patronymics and their formulae were in
every instance less useful or desirable than those to IInievc and Nnhedg, and
the only way to explain this discrepancy would be to assume that the poet for
some reason decided not to use them in these cases or that they simply
happen not to occur. Since an argument like this would not constitute a well-
motivated explanation, it must also be rejected.

An explanation of these forms as inner-epic innovations has also been
recently proposed by M. West (2002: 262ff.), who argues that they have their
origins in "Atpeidng, a patronymic formation to a lost proper name *' A‘CpSl.(DV
or *'Atpelog. However, beyond the fact that there is no positive evidence in
favor of this scenario and that the etymology and stem formation of the name
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been on the books in the “metrical shortening” analysis propo-
sed by A. Debrunner (1923: 37-8) and codified by P. Chantraine
(1948: 105f.). In their view, the short vowel has its origins in the
patronymics in -€idn- and -elov-"' where it was created by the
poets through the mechanical replacement of -n- by -e- — viz.
*_nidn-, *-nlwv- = -€idn-, -€lwv- — in order to generate a useful
alternative for metrically inadmissible formations in *-nidn- and
*niov- like *TINAnidn- (- —v-) and *IInAniwv- (- ~v—=). Two
objections, however, have prevented this explanation from
gaining general acceptance:

1.) Since the metrically and morphologically correct Homeric
eu-stem patronymics must have been not *-nién- and *-ntwv-
but rather -ni¢dn-,>% -jio- and vié- -fog before the creation of
the short-vowel patronymics, the assumption that poets gener-
ated -e1dn- and -elov- specifically as alternatives to *-nidn-
and *-niwv- is not well motivated.

2.) There is no clear evidence in Homer for a process of
“metrical shortening,” and so no reason to believe that epic
poets could have created -€1dn- and -giwv- from *-nidn- and
*_niwv- by mechanically replacing -n- by -e-.

While the first objection is correct and represents a minor flaw
in Debrunner’s argument, the second is only in part valid and
depends on a misconception of what “metrical shortening” in the
epics might have involved. In recent years, it has become clear

'Atpevg are fully unclear, this approach leaves unexplained why "Atpeidng
would have been reinterpreted as derived from an eu-stem and so have led to
the creation of other short-vowel eu-stem patronymics.

" Debrunner 1923: 37-8 assumes that patronymics in -fo¢ vi0- are late
creations based on -gidn- and -giwv-. But since vid- ‘son’ is old in lonic, there
is no reason not to assume that once the short-vowel eu-stem oblique became
an option in the patronymics -€idn- and -glwv- the poets could not have
immediately created the patronymic collocation -£og vi6-.

32 Debrunner 1923: 37ff. seems to claim that the suffix -1adn- is a late
analogical creation. Although the precise details of its origin are unclear, the
feminine version of this suffix is attested already in Mycenaean, cf. nom. pi.
<ka-ra-pa,-de> (PY Aa 788+) /karpjades/ (< *-ijades) — see Leukart 1994:
231f. —, and this of course means that it can be as old as the 2" millennium in
Greek poetic traditions.
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that the better attested counterpart of “metrical shortening,” me-
trical lengthening, is not to be thought of as a strictly mechanical
phenomenon but is better understood as part of a more general
process whereby the Homeric poets generated metrically useful
forms by analogy. That is, in many cases where the poets seem
to have mechanically lengthened a short vowel or to have
“stretched” a morpheme to make a word useable in the hexa-
meter, what they have actually done is generated the metrically
lengthened or “stretched” form by analogically exploiting cases
where a similar word or morpheme had a long vowel or longer
variant.”® For clear instances of this process it is possible to
compare the gen. pl. dvconav (v 99),** which has been analo-
gically “lengthened” from *$voaéwv on the model of Toxnwv
(8x 1l., 6x Od.) beside tokéwv (O 660, ® 587), and further the
masculine @-stem acc. sg. ||'Avngatio# (x 114), which has
been “stretched” from #'Avuipatny ;| (o 242) by analogy to the
alternate eu-stem accusative sg.’s -fiv and -fio..>> Now, if “metri-
cal shortening™ is similarly understood as an analogical process
according to which the Homeric poets could create metrically
useful forms by exploiting phonological and morphological
variants, it can simply be interpreted as a corollary of the same
process that is responsible for metrical lengthening.

“Metrical shortening” as an analogical process is in fact
easily established for the Homeric poetic language. Already in
his article on the short-vowel eu-stem patronymics, Debrunner
(1923: 28f.) noted a second likely instance of this phenomenon,
the adjective oxioevt- ‘providing shade, shady.” This adjective,
which appears 11x in the three formulas vépea oxioevta 5x
(typically line-end), oUpea oxi0evtor 2x, and péyopo oKLGEVTOL
4x (always line-end), is clearly a *uent-stem derived from the
common Greek a-stem noun ok ‘shade, shadow.’ Unlike most

3 See Wyatt 1969: passim.

* More specifically, avépov ;| vw-v | ducarjov at v 99 has llkely been
created through modification and metrical lengthening from ;| avépoio {
Sncaeog || (E 865) and ;| Lepuporo d Svoagog || (¥ 200).

’ See Wackernagel 1916: 160" and further below. On “metrical stretch-
ing,” see Nussbaum 1998: 155.
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*yent-stems in Homer, however, okidevt- has been derived not
by adding the suffix -yent- directly to the -n- of its basis o -
cf., e.g., 1 ‘noise, roar’ — mMynfevt- ‘roaring, echoing’ (A 157,
& 72) — but rather by first replacing this suffix with the thematic
vowel. As Debrunner rightly observed, this replacement is to be
attributed to the metrical difficulty that versifying the morpholo-
gically correct *yent-stem *oxinevi- (— |v- —o)*® would have
caused the poets, and the source of the thematic vowel is to be
traced to the analogical replacement of -&-/-@- by -o- in the first
members of compounds — cf., e.g., delha ‘gust of wind, blast’
— deMonog ‘storm-footed” (@ 409, Q 77, 159) and VAx
‘wood, forest” — VAotépog ‘woodcutter(s)’ (¥ 114, 123) — and
in the general Greek tendency to reinterpret first-member o-stems
like these as alternative derivational bases — cf., e.g., anp
‘(lower) atmosphere, mist’ — figpoedrig ‘misty, murky’ (E 770+)
= mepdevt- ‘cloudy’ (O 13, O 191, v 64) and Bdog ‘burnt-
offering’ — dvooxdog ‘prophet’ = Yuvoevt- ‘odorous’ (O 153).%

Since there is clear evidence in Homer for at least one
instance of “metrical shortening” via analogy, an analysis of the
basic type proposed by Debrunner and Chantraine cannot be
considered objectionable. To make a reasonable case for this
approach it is only necessary (1) to identify a more suitable

% The poets had only two ways to make *okurievt-, viz. v— -5, usable in
the hexameter. In the first place, they might have preserved the short scansion
of word-final short vowels before *oxuievt- as they do in the case of, e.g.,
Ixauovdpoc. However, the neglect of “position lengthening” before #ox- is
rare in Homer and does not constitute a regular prosodic license. See
Chantraine 1948: 110. On the other hand, they might have metrically
lengthened *oxirevt- — *oxifevt-, viz v— - — — o, This strategy,
however, would have produced four long vowels in a row and, as most *yen-
stems like oxidevt- have apparently been created to figure specifically at the
end of the line — see Witte 1913: 2226f. —, a dreaded spondaic line-end.
Since both strategies involved difficulties, the obvious solution has been the
creation of the analogical oxi6evt-.

The phonologically and morphologically regular *yent-stem derivative
to 9dog is apparently durevt- ‘odorous’ (© 48, ¥ 148, © 363), cf, eg,
teafevi- ‘perfect’ < *teles-yent-. The switch from an s- to an o-stem
derivational basis in duvdevt- presumably has its origins in the coincidence of
pairs like Hes. 6 oxétog ‘darkness’ and Pind.+ 10 oxdtog ‘darkness,” both of
which could be interpreted as the derivational basis of the *yent-stem (Hes.+)
okxotoevT- ‘dark.’
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motivation for why the poets would have created the short-
vowel eu-stems and (2) to isolate the analogical model on which
they might have done it.

The obvious way to approach the question of motivation is to
start by considering what the patronymics to 'Atpevg, [TnAeic
and Tudevc®® would have looked like before the creation of the
short-vowel formations, and to determine whether there is any
metrical or compositional factor in the verse positions they
occupied that might have favored their replacement. As noted
above, patronymics to 'Atpetg, Tvdetg and [TnAevc must in the
first instance have been made with the long-vowel formations in
-Niadn-, -Nio- and vid- -fiog and have had the shape:39

*’ Atpniadn- ** Atpriio- *0i6- 'A1priog
Hn?m‘io'@]- *TInAio- *mo IMnAtfoc
*Todniadn- *Tudrjio- *v10- Tvdnog

By their length and metrical shape, these forms must have been
— and when they occur in fact are — limited to the following
verse positions and segments: *

% Since the short-vowel patronymics are best attested in the patronymics
to 'Atpevg, Tvdetvg and IInevg, the operating assumption must be that the
forms were first created for these names. Note, however, that it is not absolu-
tely necessary to assume that the short-vowel patronymics were created for
all these names at the same time. For instance, if Awopu1dng has really been
introduced into the epic tradition only in its properly Homeric stage, then the
short-vowel patronymics in this case are probably later creations than those
to’Atpedg and InAeve. But since it is impossible to determine on internal
Homeric or linguistic grounds exactly when each of these names has entered
the tradition and since all the names considered here have the same metrical
shape and so would have offered roughly the same motivation for the
creation of the short-vowel patronymics, all three have been included in the
discussion.

As a collocation, *vi6- 'Atpfiog would have been usable only with
“position lengthening,” viz. *#- vi0¢ "Atpfiog ¢ like 1 539 #- vidg Oiviog 4.
It could, however, have figured as part of a construction of the type
*#' Atpiog girog vidg , cf. O 639 #Konphiog pilov viov .

Here and in the following discussion the patronymics to ITnAn- are used
as a cover symbol to refer to *'Atpn-, [InAn- and *Tvdn-.
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Line Beginning

*4— TInAniadn- ¢sl, cf., e.g., ¥ 303 #- NnAniadoo ( and = 460 #-
Teropoviddm s|*'

*#— vio- TInAfog |, cf., e.g., A 403, E 319 #- viog Karaviiog

Line Beginning to Line Middle

*f—ou— 5| [InAniadn- 4|, cf., e.g., K 87+ #—wv— 3] NnAniadn 4|

*f—wu—vu— | [InMio- ||, cf., e.g., ¥ 349 #—vu— ;| Néotwp |
Nniriiog ||

Line Middle to Line End

s| TINAniddn- vo-o#, cf., e.g., A 1+ 5| [InAnidden 'AyiijocH

*s) TInAnio- || ——o#, cf., e.g., M 349 = M 362 ;5| Terapwwviog ||
OAKLHOG VIOGH

7] TINAniddoo#, cf., e.g., A 557 5| IInkniddoo# and y 465 |
NnAniadoo#
*,| TInAriio- —o#, cf., e.g., A 367 ;| Karoviiog vidcH#

The first thing to note about the line positions occupied by these
forms is that nearly all of them either (1) fail to correspond to
typical verse and formulaic structures or (2) produce segments
that are of limited compositional use:

i.) The line-beginning positions *#-— IImAniadn- ys| and *#-
vio- IInAfiog d admit only a single long syllable at the
beginning of the line and, since there are a limited number of
words and particles that have this shape, are of somewhat
restricted utility.

ii.) The line-middle position *#—ww— ;| [InAniadn- | rules
out a caesura in the third foot and, since a third-foot caesura
is nearly a metrical necessity in the Homeric hexameter,"
creates a rare and generally avoided line structure.

*' Since long-vowe! patronymics in the three stems under discussion are
rare and do not appear in all verse positions where they would have been pos-
sible, the patronymics to Karavevg and Tehduwv have been included for
purposes of illustration. Although these names have a different metrical
shape from our three eu-stems, they do not differ in their placement in the
line,

“2 Only 14 per 1,000 lines in the /liad and 9 per 1,000 in the Odyssey lack
a third-foot caesura. See West 1982: 36.
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iii.) The line-middle to line-end position s| IInAniadn- vv—o#
produces a formulaic segment that is rare among proper
names in all cases but the genitive singular.

iv.) The line-end position 7| [nAniadoo# figures in a non-
traditional slot for the genitive singular of proper names.

v.) The segments *#-vu— vu— 5| [InAnio- ||, *s| [InAnio- ||
—w~G#, and *;| IInAnio- —o# face the problem that while
patronymics in -t0- are adjectives and require a head noun,
the names "Ayopéuveov, Mevéloog and Aroundng cannot be
used in the same line with the patronymics *'Atpiio- and
*Tudrio- and collocations of an rio-adjective plus vio-
produce segments like *s| [InAniog || dAxiog vioc# vel sim.
or *;| IInArtog vidc# which correspond to formulaic struc-
tures that are either rare in the nom. and acc. sg. or that are
easily filled with epithet plus proper name formulae, i.e. 7|
xpeiwv "Ayouéuvav#, 5| Eovdog MevéhaogH and 4| xportepog
Aropndnc#.

The second thing to note is that although one essential
function of patronymics in epic is to combine with proper names
in the formation of larger formulaic and compositional units,*
in the case of the four names under consideration only the
following proper name plus patronymic formulae would have
been possible:

Line Beginning
*4— TInAniadng 5| "Axieic 4| *H— "Axdedg 3| Mnkniddng 4|
*#— TINAniddn s| "Axided 4| *H— "Ayhed 5| [InAniddn 4|

*#— "Atpniddn- 5| ‘Ayapéuvov- ||*¢ *#— Tudniadn- 5| Avounde- ||
*#— "Atpniadm 5| Mevéhawt ||

“ On proper name formulae in this position, see Parry 1971: 55f.
“ On the formulaic difficulties posed by the genitive sg. of proper names
in this position, see Parry 1971: 58-9.
* These considerations -also hold for other formulaic combinations
invcgtl’ving the long-vowel patronymics.
The notation *#- "Atpniadn- s| 'Ayopéuvov- || is intended to signify
that this segment is inflectible in all metrically suitable case forms.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



Ll TSt 1 M e e M e e a8 s il T —

The Origin of the Short-Vowel EY-Stems in Homer 185

Line-Middle
*3| "Axaiedg 5| MinAniog ||
*3| "Axided 5| TInhrie ||

Line Middle to Line End

From ;|

*5| TInAniddng ;| 22— "Axihedch  *;3| "Atpniddng 1| 22— 'Ayopéuvov#
*,] TInNAniddn 5| we—v "Ayided# *3| "Atpniadn(-) 1| 22— "Ayopéuvov/

Mevérao-#

*3| Todniddng 5| ¥ Avopridng#

*31 Tudniadn 4| 22— AopndecH

From j

s| TInAniadn- "AyAi-# *s| "Atpniddng ‘Ayopéuvovi
*s| "Atpniadn(-) ‘Ayopéuvov/
Mevéroo-#

*s| Tudniddng Aroundne#
*s| Tudniddn Aopndech

Of these combinations, all apart from *3;| "Axiedg 7| [InAniog |,
*3] "Ayuded 4| [InArice || and the gen. sg. formula 5| TInAniadew
"Ax\hfioc# face the same problems as the simple long-vowel
patronymics and instead of facilitating composition as such
combinations normally do, generate a number of uncommon and
difficult-to-versify segments. In view of these facts it should be
clear that the original long-vowel patronymics to 'Atpevg,
[Inievg and Tvdevg constituted a rather inconvenient and
uneconomical system, and one which must have greatly
restricted the poets’ flexibility in versifying ‘Ayouéuvov,
Mevédooc, "Axiiete and Aroundng — names of some of the most
important heroes of the epic tradition as it is preserved.
Considered against this background, it is easy to see what
compositional advantages the short-vowel patronymics in -€16n-,
-glov- and -éog vid- would have provided the poets and why
these forms would have been created.'’” In the first place, they

7 A further question is why long-vowel patronymics have been preserved
in the formations to NnAevg and IInkevg but are missing from those to
'Atpevg and Tvdevg. While Debrunner 1923: 38f., followed by Chantraine
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produced word-shapes that were better suited to the demands of
the hexameter — —»v— and —vv—v — and that could be used to fill
a number of compositionally crucial verse positions, cf.*®

1948: 106, argues that the presence or absence of a long-vowel patronymic in
-niadn- is determined by whether the stem has preserved a patronymic
adjective in -1fio- — i.e. NnAniadn-: Nninio- and IInAniadn-: IInAnio- (1x, but
not as a patronymic adjective) —, this cannot be considered the whole story.
The presence or absence of a patronymic adjective in -fio- correlates with
whether or not this patronymic is useful in versification — both Néotwp and
‘Axuhevg are usable in the same line with an rio-patronymic whereas
"Ayopépvov, Mevédaog, and Awopridng are not —, and since patronymics in
-fjio- and -niddn- have different metrical shapes and are usable in different
metrical slots, it is unlikely that there is anything more than a descriptive
connection between the two formations. The preservation of the long-vowel
formations to NnAevg and InAevg is probably rather to be explained by virtue
of the fact that they were traditional in a number of useful formulae, cf.

#® Néotop 3| NnAniadn 7| péyo x0dog "Axoadvé (6x) (= #d 'AxtAAed 1) MnAéog vit 7] péya geprot’
"Axou@vi [3x])

s| TIyAniadew "AxAfiocH# (8x)

3| *XAoinv s} Mnhyiadew agivovio# (1x)
i) XAoinv 5| Mkgicdew agpikopoa# (1x)
énog s| MnAniddoo @oratevd (1x)

s| Kegodiit 5| Mnhniadoo# (1x).

s| NnAniddao yépovtoc# (2x)
il ¥Aoiny 5| Nnhniddew agixovio# (1x)

& ouounu

s| Buydnp 4| NnAnicdao# (1x)

The high percentage of long-vowel forms in the patronymics to Nnievc — cf.
also #100 NnAniddoo { (¥ 303), 3| Néotwp 5| Nnitiog || (¥ 349), 'Avtidoyoc
s| NnAriog || (¥ 514), #Néotop’ v—vu— 5| Nnsiov || (K 18), and 5| NnArian ||
viv éowkwcH (B 20) - is probably to be attributed to the fact that these forms
filled a number of convenient metrical slots and that since the names Néotmp
and 'Avtidoyog were less common and more flexible in the hexameter than
‘Ayopéuvav, Mevélaog, 'Axtdkets, and Awopridng the poets had less need of
the short-vowel forms.

For the question as to why there are no long-vowel formations attested for
"Atpevg and Tvdevg, there are two possible approaches. First, we might assu-
me that the patronymics to these names became current in the epic tradition
only after the short-vowel formations became an option and that the poets
simply never created the long-vowel patronymics for these names. On the
other hand, we might also assume that since patronymic adjectives in -1jio-
were not really useful in these cases and convenient gen. sg. formulae at the
penthemimeral caesura could be built with other material, i.e. 5| "Ayopéuvovog|
'ATpeidaot, 5| Mevekdov || xudokiporo# and 5| Atoprideog || inmodduoro#, the
poets simply phased out the long-vowel formations. In any event, since the
material of the /liad and Odyssey does not as far as I can see provide any
clear indication on these matters, a definitive solution as to which of these
two approaches is better seems impossible.

Patronymics to the stem [InAe- are again given as a cover symbol for all
the patronymics under consideration.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



The Origin of the Short-Vowel EY-Stems in Homer 187

Line-Initial Line-Medial Line-Final

# TInAeildn- 5| # —ou TINAeldn- ps| || TIn\eldoo#
# —v IInAdog vid- 4 || TInAéog vio-#
# —wv [InAsiov- | MInAelwv-#

More specifically, they gave the poets greater flexibility in
versifying ’Ayopéuvov, Mevéhoog, "Axidievg and Avopnidng by
filling a number of essential metrical and compositional slots
that were otherwise absent from the names of these heroes:*
the segment # [In\eidn- 3| gave each of these heroes a composi-
tionally useful line-initial form, the segments # —vv [InA€ldn- g5,
# —uu TInAéoc vid- f and # —vv TInAgiwv- { provided 'Ayouéuveov
and Awoundng with convenient forms for use before the third-
foot caesurae and 'Axievg and Mevélowog with forms of diffe-
rent metrical shape here, and the segments || [InAéog vio-#, ||
[InAeiov-# and || TInAeidoio# created inflectible line-end adonics
for Ayopéuvov, Mevélowog and Awoundng and helped in
inflecting a number of line-end formulae for "Axirede.

* For the actual distribution and use of these patronymics, see the
appgpdlx below.

While all the patronymics considered here agree in using the formation
-€ldn- at line-beginning and before the penthemlmeral caesura, they partly
differ in their preference for -glwv- or -€0g vid- at the feminine caesura and
line end. In the case of 'Atpetc, both 'Atpelwv- and "Atpéog vi6- occur.
Since these are used to refer to "Ayapéuvov and Mevéloog respectively, they
serve to secondanly dlfferentlate the sons of "Atpevc. In the case of Tuaaug
and Hn)\sug, -glwv- and -£og vid- are largely distributed by stem: Tvdéog vio-
alone is used for Tuﬁeug, while InAgtwv- is regular for TnAeve, i.e. [InAelwv-
44x vs. TInAéog vid- 6x. Debrunner 1923: 36 has tentatively suggested that
the preference for -€og vié- in the patronymics to Tudevg and -elwv- in those
to l'[n)veug may reflect a dialect feature in the poems. This is an unnecessary
assumption. TuS€og vié- has been preferred because it supplied the nom. and
voc. sg. line-end adonic formulae which were otherwise missing from the
name Awopndng and because all other necessary case forms could be built
from this formation. IInAeiwv-, on the other hand, has been largely preferred
because it supplied a full range of oblique cases for the nom. and voc. sg.
adonic formulae || dlog 'Ax\edc# = || wxvg ‘Axdievc# and || goidy’
"AxiAAeo# x || émeixed’ "AxAAed#, and provided a metrically useful alter-
native for forms of 'Axikevc before the 3™ foot caesurae, cf.

—wv Tneidng 5| 7x —w— 5l "Ayikedg 5| 15x

~ #
# - ﬂn)\glﬁn 5| 3x x H —wu— 5| "ApiAed 4| 1x
-w [Ihelova ¢ 2x ~ # —uu— 5| TAxiiia 4 15x
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The motivation for why the poets would have created the
short-vowel patronymics is clear and the only remaining matter
in the “metrical shortening” analysis is to identify a likely analo-
gical model on which these forms could have been made. The
most obvious place to look for such a model is in some point of
morphological overlap between eu-stems and s-stems. The best
candidate for such a form is the alternative eu-stem nom. and
acc. sg. endings -1¢ and -iv. These endings have long been
recognized as having been part of the repertoire of the early epic
tradition,”' and survive (1) in early epic epigraphic material —
cf., e.g., FIAIONEX COR 74k Wachter 2001 ¢. 570-560 B.C.,
AYIAEZ ETR 1b Wachter 2001 c. 480-60 B.C., and AYIAEX
[TATPOK[AOZX] Pugliese Carratelli 1986: 142 on a recently
discovered early 6™ c. B.C. frieze- or pinax-inscription in
Achaean alphabet from South Italy** —, (2) in para-epic literary
sources — cf., e.g., Ibycus ovoudxivtov "Opgnv (306 PMGF
Davies) and Antimachus of Colophon Tvdng 1’ Oiveidng
(Thebaid, 6 Matthews) —, and (3) in slightly disguised form in
the Jliad and Odyssey themselves where they appear, €.g., in the
nom. sg. proper name Kioofig A 223 (: Kioonis- Z 299), which
is best equated with the commonly attested proper name
Kiooeve™ and parsed as a regular eu-stem ethnic made to the
Macedonian place name Kiococ,™ and in the accusative sg.’s
Tvdn A 384, Mnwotdi O 339, and 'Odvofi © 136, which are best

# —wu MnAgiowt ¢ 4x
# ~ou Mnkelovog ¢ 5x
# —wv TnAgidoo { 4x

# —wu— 3| TAYIATi 4 19x
# —wu— 3| "Axdfiog f 12x

~
~

# —wv IInkéog vidg ¢ Ix and # —vv TInAéog vié { 5x have obviously been
generated to provide IInkelwv- with a convenient nom. and voc. sg. before
the feminine caesura.

21 See, e.g., Wackernage! 1916: 160'.

- Note further the Attic nominative sg.’s listed at Kretschmer 1894: 19-94.

Cf, e.g., Eur. Hec.3, etc. Although Kiooevg also shows up as a v./. in

the [1Mc. F (before correction) and the 13" ¢. O, this reading is an obvious
lectio facilior and is best taken as an “improvement” of Kioofig ({2*) after
the well-known post-Homeric form of the name.

% See also Wathelet 1988: 679f.
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seen as relatively late recitational or transmissional corruptions
of properly Homeric *Tudrv, Mnxiotiv and * Ovoijv.’ :
Starting from these alternative eu-stem endings, it is easy to
specify the analogical model on which the poets could have
created the short-vowel eu-stem patronymics. For given that
these endings would have been synchronically opaque to any
non-“Achaean” epic poet and closely resembled the nom. acc.
sg. -Ng -Nv of epic s-stems like nom. sg. Lang (M 157, € 368) and
acc. sg. Comv (u 313), it is straightforward to suppose that the
poets simply reinterpreted them as members of an alternative
s-stem paradigm, and then used an analogical proportion of the
type conjectured above for “Achaean” to generate a metrically
convenient short-vowel oblique stem for use in eu-stem patrony-
mics: s-stem nom. acc. sg. -1j¢ -fjv: obl. -€-:: eu-stem nom. acc.
sg. -1ic -1jv: obl. x, x = -¢-.°® For the use of a similar analogy in
Homeric language it is possible to compare the creation of the
s-stem vocative sg. phrase # "Apec “Apec 3| (E 31 = 455) from
the apparently “defective” eu-stem "Apng "Apna/"Apnv (E 909).

Conclusion

To sum up, in the course of this discussion it has been shown
(1) that the origin of the short vowel eu-stems in Homer is to be
sought in the short-vowel patronymics and (2) that while the
vowel here cannot convincingly be explained as having its
origins in any of the dialects that are normally held to have

55 See Rau 2008: Iff.

Two additional factors have likely contributed to the interpretation
suggested here. First, in all Greek dialects apart from Attic and lonic once
they had merged *Z < *a and -¢ -, the Homeric eu-stem nom. sg. -1ig and acc.
sg. -fiv would have corresponded in vowel quality only to the nom. and acc.
sg. of s-stems and would for this reason have been especially liable to
remodeling after this class. Second, since most of the dialects that are
generally held to have contributed to the epic poetic language have remade
the acc. sg. of s-stem proper names to -rjv, the alternate s-stem acc. sg. -fiv
would likely have had additional support in the spoken language(s) of the
poets.
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contributed to epic language, it is possible to make a strong
argument for why the Homeric poets themselves might have
created these forms and to identify a fairly straightforward
analogical model on which they might have done it. In line with
these findings it is best to conclude that the short vowel in the
Homeric eu-stems is the result of a specifically inner-epic
analogical innovation, a “metrical shortening” of the basic type
conjectured by Debrunner and Chantraine.

APPENDIX

Conspectus of the Short-Vowel Patronymics at Line End and the Third-Foot
Caesurae

Line End

|| Tinkelovo# 3x s| peyodvuov || Minieiovock# 2x | audpova || Mnielovo# 6x
|| Mn\elovock 2x  of peyoddumt || Mnieiovi# 1x 1 modwxéa || Mnieiovo# 10x
|| TInAgidoo # 1x d modwxéi || MmAciovi# 2x

Il 'Atpelwvogk 1x ¢ "Ayopéuvovog || "Atpeidao# 13x
| "Atpeiovi# 1x
|| "Atpeidoo# 2x

s| Mevéraog  apriiog || "Atpéog vide# 1x
s| Mevéraov { apriiov || "Atpéog vidvH 2x (also v./. for || dpyov "AyxcudvH at A 195, 205)

|| Tudéog vidc# 8x | peyaddpov || Tudéog vidcH 2x  d Saidppwv|| Tudéog vidcH 1x
|| Tudéog viov# 3x | peyadvpov || Tudéog vigh 2x ¢ ayowod || Tudéog vigH Ix

Line Middle at Third-Foot Caesurae

# v TInAeidng §| 7x # —wv TInAdog vidg ¢ 1x
# —wv TInAeidn 4 3x # —uu TInAéog vié || Sx
# —wv TInketdny o I1x # —wv Mnelova 4 2x

# —vvu Mneiovt | 4x
# —wv Mnkelovog (| 5x
# —wv MnAeidao | 4x
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# —wv "ATpeidng 5 8x "Atpetdng | 'Ayapéuvov || 1x

# —wu "ATpeidny | 2x "Atpeidny o ‘Ayouéuvova || 6x
# —wv "ATpeidn of 2x "ATpeldew 5| 'Ayopéuvovog || 3x
# —ou "ATpeid ) 1x "ATpeldn | "Ayauéuvovt || 7x

# —uv "ATpeideo §| 2x
# —wv "ATpetda 5| 1x

# —vv 'ATpeidog ¢ 1x
# —wu "Atpeidmion §f 1x

# —wv TATpeidng 5| evpukpeiov "Ayopéuvevi 8x

# —wv "ATPEIdNG 5| Soupikrertdog Mevéroog# 5x

# —uv "ATPEIdNG 5| - 5| Eovodg Mevédaog# 2x

# —wv "ATpeidny 5] "'Ayopéuvova || mowéva Aadv# 2x
# —wv "ATpeidmt 5| "Ayauéuvowt || mowpéve Aadv# 1x
# —wv Atpeidau s| "Ayopéuvov || kai MevédoogH# 1x
# —wv "ATpeidnig s| ‘Ayouéuvovt || kol Mevérond# 4x

# —uv 'Atpelova d 2x (= "Ayauéuvev)
# —ov 'Atpeidao { 2x

# —wv "Atpéog vit ¢ 1x "Atpéog it { Saippovog tnmoddpoto# 1x (= Mevéhaog)
# —wu "Atpéog viov  2x "Atpéog viov | apniigpiiov Mevéraov# 1x

# —uu Tudeidng s| 7x Tudeidny 5| Aropndea || 2x

# —wv Tudeldny o 2x Tudeldny 5| SovptkAvtov || 1x

# —uu Tudeldn ¢| 1x Tudeidew 5| Atourideog || 1x

# —wu Todeidew s 1x Tudeldm 5| Atounidei || 4x

# —uv Tubetdm | 3x

# —v Tudeldng 5| dovpikhertog Atopndng# 1x
# —wu Tudeidng 5| 22— 4| xpotepdg Aloprdng# 2x

# —wv Tudéog vidg ¢ 1x Tudéog vié { daigppovog || 1x
# —wu Tudéog vie ¢ 1x

# —wv Tudéog viov ¢ Ix

# —wv Tudéog vit 4 1x

# —wv Tudéog vi0g | vépBupog Aopdng# 1x
# —wv Tudéog vid | Saippovog inmodduoto# 1x
# ~uu Tudéog VIOV | Dépdupov Alopndea# 1x
# —wu Tudéog vidv { vreppiohov Aopridea# 1x
# —wv Tudeldao | Sodppovog inrodduoo# 1x
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