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OUTLINE

= Introduction, methods




INTRODUCTION

= PG has a lot of characteristics of AG
= PG is a conservative variety of Greek

= In verb system PG preserves a lot of the archaic elements, like
a) optative mood

b) TAM markings

c) ancient imperative

d) vocalic temporal augment

e) ancient aorist passive

f) Infinitive form etc.




= Eliciting from the multi-media corpus data
= Quantity of analysed data: 172 files, 8 informants

= Descriptive analysis




RESEARCH QUESTIONS

= Has PG more features of AG in verb system, than those of Modern
one or it simply has preserved some archaic elements? (RQ-1)

= Is PG more closely to AG aorist system or to MG one? (RQ-2)

= Are there many differences in PG spoken in Georgia from PG
generally? (RQ-3)




OUTLINE

= Comparative Analysis of verb system in AG, PG and MG




COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS
I N S S

Person ]_st, an, 3rd ]_st, an, 3rd ]_st, an, 3rd

Number Singular, Plural, Dual Singular, Plural Singular, Plural

Mood Indicative, Subjunctive, Indicative, Subjunctive, Indicative, Subjunctive,
Optative, Imperative Optative, Imperative Imperative

Tenses Praesens, Imperfectum, Present,Imperiect, Present, Imperfect,
Futurum, Aorist, Future, Aorist, Present Future: Continuous and
Perfectum, Perfect, Past Perfect and Immediate, Aorist,
Plusquamperfectum, Future Perfect Present Perfect, Past
Futurum Perfectum Perfect and Future

Perfect

Aspect Imperfective, Perfective, Imperfective, Perfective, Imperfective, Perfective,

Perfect Perfect Perfect @



COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS
I N S S

Voice Active, Passive, Medium Acitive, Passive (morph. Acitive, Passive (morph.
category) category)
Active, Passive, Medium Active, Passive, Medium
(semantic category) (semantic category)
Infinitive Active: -ein (PRS), -sein  -ein, -s(ei)nai,-einali, - no infinitive
(FUT), -sai (PFV.PST), thenali, -tenai, -enai

-kenai (PRF);

Medium: -esthai (PRS),
sesthai (FUT), -sasthai
(PFV.PST), -sthai (PRF);
Passive: -esthai (PRS), -
thesesthai (FUT),
-thenai (PFV.PST),
-sthai (PRF).




RESULTS

= RQ-1: Has PG more features of AG in verb system, than those of Modern one or it
simply has preserved some archaic elements?

From the analysed verb system features

a) three categories seem to be closely to AG, namely: Mood, Tenses and Infinitive
formation (though with some doubts regarding Optative Mood);

b) three categories seem to be closely to MG, namely: Number, Aspect and Voice;

c) as for the person markers, sometimes they are more closely to AG, e.g. in the
forms like noav (esan), epof€Oev (ethovethen) etc., sometimes they are more
closely to MG, e.qg. in the conjugation of the verb eipal PR, etc.

S0, we can’t talk here about the priority of the AG or MG system.




OUTLINE

= Archaic features in the Aorist system




RORIST

AG features that are characteristic to the PG aorist system

1.
2.
3.

TA marking, which follows the phonetic rules of AG;
augment, which has the forms AG: syllabic and temporal;

a lot of archaic forms, like €yka (enga), eé€fev (ekseven), eyanmeoav
(egapesan), eyeAaotnv (ejelasten) etc.;

two aorist forms: 15t Aorist and 279 Aorist;
the ancient imperative in -cov (-son);

the ancient Aorist Passive forms




RORIST

1.

The phonetic rules for the TA marking:

Vocal stem-
endings

Combined verbs

Stop-plosive
consonant
endings

Liquid consonant
endings

Verbs in -ovw

-sa is added to
verb stem

-sa causes the
vowel change of
the stem, e.qg.

nyannoa (a>n)

)/;K,X_fa

,Blﬂ;QD—l/Ja
0,0 1T-0ox

-s 1s omitted, e.qg.

paivw - Epnva

do not exist

-sa is added to
verb stem

-sa causes the
vowel change of
the stem, e.qg.
gyaneoa (a>€)

Y, K X -Sa

,B, Q- lpa’

0,0 T-ox

-s with some
verbs is omitted
OTEAVW — E0TEIAX
Kplvw - EKploa

-sa is added

-sa is added to
verb stem

-sa causes the
vowel change of
the stem
ayamnoa (a>n)

)/;K;X_fa

ﬁ,Tl’,(P—l/)a’
0,0, T-o0a

-s 1s omitted, e.qg.
OTEAVW — €0TEAX

-sa is added

L




RORIST

2. Syllabic and temporal augment

Syllabic augment -¢
before consonant e.g.

stems Mo - élvoq,
TaLtdsvw —
snaidsvoa

Temporal generally -n

augment used

with vowel stems (a>n, e>n, 1>, 0>w,

v>v..)

e.g.

ayw - nyov,
omAilw - WmAtlov

e.g.
QAW - e@plleoa,
PAVELPWVW -
EQAVEPWOXA

generally -¢

(a>g, £>¢, 1>1, 0>w,

v>U...)

e.g.

apasiw - epasPa
ovouati{w —
WVOUATION

e.g.
ypdow - ypaya,
TAPAKAAWD —
TapaKaleoa
(stress carrier)




RORIST

3. Alot of archaic forms, like £yka (enga), e€€fsv (ekseven) etc.

These verbs form their Aorist from the ancient aorist stems, as it was
characteristic to AG to have different stems for different tenses.

e.g. QEpw — EYKa
efyaivw - eE€La
ELydAw - eE€yka
suntaivw - ec€fa etc.

This was a reason of distinguishing of two Aorists in PG; thus, these
verbs are included into the 2¢ Aorist.




RORIST

4. Two Aorist forms: 15t and 2nd

1st Aorist

2nd Aorist

Irregular

-(0)a
-(0)ag

-(o)e

ov

_Sg

-(o)apev
-(0)ate
-(o)av
-OpLEV
-£TE

-0V

-0€EG

-0, -O¢&V

_Eg

-E, -€V

-OOLEV, -OALE,
-oouEG, -oop’
-OETE, -OETEV,
-OETLV, -OETLVE
-oQV, -OVE

~OLLLEV, -OLLE,
-QUULEG, -Oo’
-ETE, -ETEV,
-ETLV, -ETLVE
-QLV, -0LVE

-OQUE
-0EG -00TE
-0€ -oQav

from other stem




RORIST

5. The Ancient Imperative in -(s)on

Sigmatic -son -sete -son -ste, -sten -ste
akovoov akovoov -sete, -seten akovoe
Asigmatic  -on -ete -on -ete -e -te

Bdaiov Bdaiov Pade




RORIST

6. The Ancient Aorist Passive forms

marker -0n/-0¢ -0n + -ka (PRF marker)
Epofnon ecpoﬂe@e Qofrfnke

7. The verbs on -mi

Aorist form Aorist from other verbs forms are no verbs on -mi,
the simple stem substituted some verbs from AG
are transformed




RESULTS

= RQ-2:1Is PG more closely to AG aorist system or to MG one?
From the analysed material in PG

a) there are three undoubtedly features of the AG Aorist system, namely: temporal
augment, ancient imperative and ancient Aorist passive;

b) there seems to be a lot of archaic forms in PG in Aorist, but some of such forms
are used in SG as well, like €idq, eima... (formed from the 27¢ Aorist), cf. in PG ¢vpq,
£yka.., though their number in SG is not so large;

c) two Aorist forms distinguished in PG are disputable;

d) as for the phonetic rules, they are the same in AG and MG.

In the Aorist system PG seems to be closely to AG.




OUTLINE

= Differences in PG spoken in Georgia




PG SPOKEN IN GEORGIA

From the AG features that are characteristic to the PG aorist system

1. TA marking, which follows the phonetic rules of AG is the same in
PG spoken in Georgia as well, the only difference is in the verbs
with liquid consonant stem ending, where the marker -s is always
omitted, e.q.

T aA0YO0 ETEUVEY Uéoa
t’aloyo epem’n-en mesa
The horse remained:PFV-PAST.35G inside (between in context)

The horse remained inside
(Skopeteas et al. 2014: Text:VL, speaker:B01)

@



PG SPOKEN IN GEORGIA

2. Augment is syllabic and temporal, and is not a stress carrier as it’s in MG.
There is no difference in use of temporal augment in PG spoken in

Georgia,
e.g.
gpagPave mov umopovve va (OUVE
erae-ps-ane pu mborune na zune
looked for-PFV-PAST.3.PLL. where can PRT (they)live

They looked for (the place) where (they) could live.

(Kotanidi et al. 2014: Text:AN, speaker:B03)




PG SPOKEN IN GEORGIA

2. Though in the cases of temporal augment in the verbs beginning with o,
as PG in Georgia is spoken variety, it’s indistinguishable which o is used
as augment.

e.g.
wviuaoav Néo-Xapaurma

onoma-s-an Neo-Xaramba
called-PFV-PST.3.PL Neo-Xaramba
(They) called (it) Neo-Xaramba

(Kotanidi et al. 2014: Text:AN, speaker:B02)

@



PG SPOKEN IN GEORGIA

3. The same archaic forms which form their Aorist from the ancient
aorist stems, exist in PG spoken in Georgia as well

e.g.
EYKEV TA KAPTOPLA

en-en ta kartofae
brought:PFV.PAST.-3.PL. DEF potatoes
(He) brought potatoes.

(Berikashvili et al. 2014: Text:TR, speaker:B03)

@



PG SPOKEN IN GEORGIA

4. The forms of the so called 27 Aorist are also productively used in
PG spoken in Georgia, as well

e.g.
gvpave évav, tov Kwvotavtivo

evr-ane enan, ton Konstantino
found:PF.-PAST.3.PL one DEF Konstantine

(They) found one, Konstantine
(Kotanidi et al. 2014: Text:Cl, speaker:B03)

@



PG SPOKEN IN GEORGIA

5. The forms of Ancient Imperative are common to PG spoken in
Georgia.

e.g.
ALk, PEPOV a¢ YoUAEVW o€ AOUTTLAC

Alik, fer-on as xuleno se lobias
Alik, bring-PFV.IMP.25G PRT warm up you beans

Alik, bring haricot beans and I’ll warm up them for you.

(Berikashvili et al. 2014: Text:FM, speaker:B02)




PG SPOKEN IN GEORGIA

6. The Ancient Aorist Passive forms are also used in PG spoken in
Georgia.

e.d.

0 évac emnyev onv aputa onv I'spuavia kat exabey

O enas eplyen sin armia sin yermania ke exa-th-en
DEF one wentto army to Germany and got lost:-PASS.PFV.PST.-35G.

The one went to the army to Germany and got lost.
(Skopeteas et al. 2014: Text:AN, speaker:B01)

@



RESULTS

= RQ-3: Are there many differences in PG spoken in Georgia from PG generally?
From the PG corpus media data analysed
a) there are not many differences in PG spoken in Georgia from PG generally;

b) the only difference is in liquid ending verbs, but it’s common in PG as well (as it
was already outlined, there are parallel forms);

c) from the audio files we cannot judge which vowel is used as augment (in case of
verbs beginning with o).

S0, PG spoken in Georgia in Aorist System doesn’t differ from PG generally.




OUTLINE




CONCLUSIONS

= From the analyzed data we can conclude that PG in formation of the Aorist
forms is more closely connected to AG, than to Modern one. This is obvious
from the five factors analyzed above: a) use of augment; b) large number of
archaic forms, so called irregular verbs in PG; ¢) distinguishing of the 2
Aorist forms (though as we claimed there is no need of it with regard to
conjugation system); d) use of the ancient imperative in -(o)ov (-(s)on); and
e) the ancient aorist passive forms.

= Based on the corpus-data collected from native-speaking informants we
can observe also that there is no difference among the PG and PG spoken
in Georgia, only in some cases (namely in the case of the augment we
cannot talk about temporal augment regarding words with o, or diphthongs)
some differences are noted, but they are not crucial.

@



