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PROTO-INDO-EUROPEAN *sk- IN SLAVIC

This paper offers an extensive analysis of the reflexes of the Proto-Indo-Euro-
pean word-initial cluster *sk- in Proto-Slavic. It is argued that the regular re-
flex of this cluster is the Proto-Slavic *x-, but that *sk- was analogously re-in-
troduced in a great number of cases under the influence of prefixed forms and
cases where forms with and without the so-called “s-mobile” co-existed in Sla-
vic. This conclusion is in accordance with the fact that *x- < *sk- is far more
common in derivationally isolated words that do not occur with prefixes.

Introduction’

It is almost universally assumed that PIE *sk was preserved in Proto-Sla-
vic (Vaillant 1950: 74-76, Brauer 1961, I: 172-3, Shevelov 1964: 135, Stang
1966: 92f.). However, as we shall see below, there are also instances where
word-initial *sk- appears to be reflected as PSI. *x-. This thesis was first propo-
sed long time ago by Briickner (1923), but it is not widely accepted, since there
are examples where *sk- seems to be preserved and since there are several ot-
her possible sources of Proto-Slavic *x-.

The origin of Proto-Slavic *x- is a notoriously difficult, and still unresolved
problem (Carlton 1991: 96, Townsend & Janda 1996: 42-45).2 The only un-
contested development is from PIE *ks to PSI. *x-, as in PIE *ksewd- ‘small’ >

! Many ideas expressed in this article were developed in conversations I had with Tijmen

Pronk on questions of Slavic historical phonology and etymology. I would like to thank him for
his advice and criticism.

2 For the older references see Shevelov 1964.
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OCS xudw, Russ. xuddj ‘thin, meagre’, Croat. hiid ‘ugly’ vs. Skr. kSudrd- ‘small’,
or PIE *(k)swek’s > OCS Sestw, Russ. Sest’, Croat. §ést vs. Av. xvas, PIE *ksol-
> Croat. 0-hol ‘haughty’, Russ. xdlit’ ‘take care of someone’, Skr. kSaldayati
‘cleanse’, PIE *ksweyb- ‘hit, sweep’ > Russ. $ibat’ ‘throw, swing’, Slovak Sibat’
‘beat’, Croat. Sibati ‘flog’ vs. OE swapan ‘swep, swing .

There are also instances where Proto-Slavic *x- appears to come from *s-
(e.g. *xodn < *sodo-, cf. Gr. hodds ‘path, way’). Some of these may represent
forms generalized after prefixes ending in *u or *i, or rather generalized san-
dhi-variants used after preceding words ending in *u and *i, while others may
be loanwords from Iranian (e.g. Russ. xvoryj ‘sick’, cf. Av. x’ara-‘wound’).? The
purpose of this paper is not to elucidate the origin of all instances of Proto-Sla-
vic *x, but just to discuss the possibility that it regularly develops from Balto-
Slavic *sk- word-initially.

Relative chronology

1. *k’ was depalatalized after *s in Balto-Slavic (perhaps already in PIE).

This is best confirmed by PSI. *iskati < *h,is-sk’- ‘ask’ (Skr. icchdti, Olr. es-
caid ‘louse’) Lith. feskau, ieskoti ‘ask’ testifies that the development was proba-
bly from *-sk’- to -$k- and then to *-8k- in Lithuanian and *-sk- in Slavic (and
Latvian, cf. Latv. iéskdt ‘to louse’), Stang 1966: 92f., Vaillant 1950-77 1: 38,
Villanueva-Svensson 2009.* There is no evidence for the different treatment of
*gsk’, *sk, and *sk* in Slavic, and, likewise, no sound evidence for the thesis
that *s- followed by voiced velars was treated differently than *s- followed by
voiceless velars.’

2. *sk- (from *sk’-, *sk"-, and *sk-) was preserved in Balto-Slavic.

This reflex is preserved in Lithuanian, without exception, cf. Lith. skerdziu,
skersti ‘cut’ < *skerd"- (LIV 505, OIr. sceirtid ‘scratch’), Lith. skrembu, skrébti
‘become dry’ (LIV 504, OHG rimpfan, MHG schrimpfen ‘shrink’), Lith. skeliu,

3 Tt is, however, methodologically unsound to treat all Slavic words with initial *x- and ot-
herwise unclear etymology as Iranianisms, as, e.g., suggested by Gotab (1990: 313-320). I be-
lieve we should only assume that a word was borrowed from Iranian when a plausible source is
attested in Iranian languages.

4 Cf. also such pairs as Lith. pyskéti: OCS piskati, Lith. pleskéti : Russ. pleskdt’.

5 The opposite opinion of Illi¢-Svity¢ (1961) is not accepted by the majority of Indo-Eu-
ropeanists.
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skeélti ‘divide’ < *skel- ‘divide’ (LIV 500, Hitt. iskallari, Gr. skallo), Lith. skantu,
skasti ‘jump < *skat- or *skeHt- (LIV 498, Lat. scato), Lith. skobin, skobti
‘plane’ < *skeHb"- (OHG scaban, Lat. scabo ‘scratch’), Lith. skubéti ‘hurry’ <
*skub"- (LIV 507, OHG scioban ‘move’). There is no evidence for the develo-
pment *sk’- > *$k- > *§k- word-initially in Lithuanian.

3. *sk- > *sx- (> *x-) in Proto-Slavic; alternatively *sk- > *ks- > *x-.

This development is found in the following examples:

PSI. *xabiti, *xabati ‘get spoiled, tear’ (Russ. po-xabit “destroy’, Cz. o-chabit
‘get weak’, Croat. habati ‘tear’, ESSJa 8, 7-8, Skok I, 645 f.) < *skeh,b"- ‘spoil,
cf. Lith. skobas ‘sour’, Latv. skabs (Smoczynski 565).

PSI. *xlads ‘rod, §take’ (Russ. CSI. xlqdwv, Pol. chled ‘stalk’, Cz. dial. chloud
‘stake, pole’, Croat. Cak. hliid ‘rod’) < *sklond"- (Lith. sklandas, sklanda ‘pale,
stick (in a fence) (ESSJa 8, 37, Snoj 206).

PSI. *xlebs ‘threshold’ (OCS xlebs ‘threshold, waterfall’, Croat. (old) hleb,
Russ. (old) x/jabe ‘deep’, ESSJa 8, 32) < *sklemb"- (Lith. sklembti ‘slip, slide’).

PSI. *xorbrs ‘brave’ (OCS xrabwvrv, Slov. hrdber, Russ. xordbryj, Pol. chro-
bry, ESSJa 8, 81) < *skorb"-, cf. *skerb"- ‘be sharp’ (LIV 504) > Latv. skarbs,
Skerbs, OE sceorfan, scearp.

PSI. *xorpavs ‘rough, rugged’ (Croat. hrdpav, sln. hrdpav, Cz. dial. rapavy,
chrapaty) < *(s)kor(H)po-, cf. Ukr. koropdavyj ‘rough, rugged’, Lith. kdrpa
‘wart, mole’, perhaps from the root *(s)ker(H)- as in *kora, *skora ‘skin, bark,
see below. For the initial *sk- c¢f. OPol. (1567.) skropawy, ULus. Skropawy
‘rugged’ (ESSJa 8, 82-3).

PSI. *xredéti ‘wither' (Russ. dial. xrjadét’ ‘wither, languish’, Cz. chiadno-
ut, ESSJa 8, 93-4) < *skrend- (Lith. skresti, preterite skrendau ‘tear, wear out’,
OHG scrintan ‘to crack’, Norw. dial skrinta ‘to wrinkle’).

PSI. *xrupéti, *xrupati ‘creak, grunt’ (Russ. xrupét’, Cz. chroupat, Pol. chru-
paé, Croat. dial. hrvpati ‘grunt’) < *skrewp- ‘creak’, cf. Lith. skriupséti ‘creak’,
Lith. skrupséti ‘crackle’ (ESSJa 8, 106, Snoj 213).

PSl. *xrebets ‘Tidge’ (OCS xrobotv, Slov. hibet, Russ. xrebét, Pol. chrze-
biet, Skok I, 685, ESSJa 8, 107f.) < *skrib"- ‘to carve’ (Latv. skripdt ‘scratch,
scribble’, Lith. skriebti ‘carve’, Lat. scribo, Olc. hrifa ‘scratch’); probably from
the same root we have PSI. *xribs ‘ridge’ (CSL. xribw, Russ. xrip, Cz. chiib, Cro-
at. (old) hrib < *skreyb"o-). This etymology is proposed here for the first time,
as far as I am aware. For the semantic development cf. PSI. *grebti ‘scratch’
(Croat. grépsti) and *greby ‘crest, mountain ridge’ (Croat. grében).
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PSI. *xvoja ‘needles and branches of a conifer (Russ. xvojd, xvdja, Cz.
chvoji, Pol. choja, Croat. hvoja ‘sprout, twig', Croat. dial. hoja ‘fir-tree’, Der-
ksen 206, ESSJa 8, 125-6) < *skwoyeh, vs. Lith. skuja “fir-needle and cone’,
Latv. skuja ‘needle of a fir-tree’ < *skuyeh, (Olr. scé ‘hawthorn’, EDPC, 339,
Smoczynski 568).

PSl. *xwrts ‘hound’ (Croat. A7, Slov. ht, Russ. xort, Pol. chart) < *sker-
‘jump’ (Lith. kurti, kurit ‘run quickly’, Gr. skairé ‘jump’); other etymologies rat-
her derive this word from *srto-, Latv. sarts, Lith. sdrtas ‘reddish’, which seems
less likely to me; PSI. *hsbrts is by virtue of the attested meaning a hound-dog,
a dog trained for hunting, so more probably originally a ‘jumper than ‘spot’.
Equally unconvincing is the comparison with OE rydda ‘large hound’ < PGerm.
*hrubian (Shevelov 1964: 135), since the Slavic forms point to *(s)krto-, or
*(s)kurto-, not *(s)kruto-.

These examples suffice to show that *sk- is indeed a possible source of PSI.
*x-. There are two more reliable examples, in which *x- was subsequently pa-
latalized to *$-, namely PSI. *$ibs and *Sirs (see below).®

In the following examples there either exist alternative etymologies, or
word-initial *sk- cannot be established independently. However, in all of them
the development *sk- > *x- is possible, and, in our opinion, more probable than
the other etymologies proposed so far:

PSI. *xobots ‘tail’ (Russ. xdbot, Cz. chobot, Croat. hobotnica ‘octopus’,
ESSJa 8, 46-7) < *(s)kob- (Lith. kabéti ‘hang)). If the etymology is correct,
the PSI. word is derived from the root with s-mobile. Perhaps these words are
connected with Skr. skabhnati ‘to consolidate, prop, skambha- ‘prop, pillar,
Lat. scamnum ‘stool, bench’ < PIE *ske(m)b"- ‘support, prop’ (LIV 497; in Bal-
to-Slavic, we would have to assume the change of meaning from ‘support’ to
‘hang’).

PSIL. *xorms ‘hut (OCS xramw ‘temple, house’, Slov. Ardam ‘temple’, Cz.
chram ‘id.’, Russ. dial. xorémy ‘large wooden building’, Skok 1, 683, ESSJa 8,
74-5) < *skor(H)-mo- LIV 505, Lith. skirti, Olr. scaraid (Skr. carman ‘skin’,
Gr. keirein ‘cut’, Lat. caro ‘meat’).

PSI. *xrids ‘cliff, steep rock’ (CSl. xridw, Bulg. xrid, Croat. hrid, Skok I,
687); ESSJa (8, 97) plausibly derives this word from the root *skreyd- ‘break,
cut’, attested in Germanic (Goth. dis-skreitan, Germ. dial. schreissen); for the

¢ The comparison between Proto-Slav. *xrakati ‘hawk, cough’ (Russ. xrdkat’, Croat. hrakati)
and Lat. scraced ‘hawk, cough’ adduced by Rejzek (1998: 236) is very dubious, as the existence of
the Latin verb is uncertain. OLD adduces only screo ‘clear one’s throat, cough’ which is a hapax
in Plautus and thus uncertain (scraced is probably a mistaken reading of this verb).
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semantic development cf. Lat. rumpé ‘break’ and rupés ‘cliff . Since this word
is only preserved in South Slavic, it is also possible that it is a loanword from
some unknown substratum. However, in this case one would expect it to be
attested in toponyms in sources earlier than the Slavic settlement of the Bal-
kans, but such toponyms do not seem to exist.

PSI. *xroms ‘lame’ (ORuss. xromyj, Russ. xromdj, Pol. (old) chromy, Croat.
hrom, Slov. hrom) < if from *skromé- ‘cut’ (MHG schram(me) ‘a cut, scratch’,
ONord. skrama, perhaps W cramen ‘cicatrix’), c¢f. ESSJa 8: 102ff. That this
word originally had the cluster *sk- is confirmed by Pol. poskromi¢ ‘to tame’
(originally ‘to clip a bird’s wings’, cf. Rejzek 1998: 238). A different etymolo-
gy relates this word to Skr. sramd- ‘lame’, which is also possible, but involves
the unclear development of *s- > Slav. *x-, see above (Skok I, 689).

PSI. *xvala ‘praise, thanks’ (Slov. hvdla, Cz. chvdila, Russ. xvald, ESSJa 8,
118) < *skwel(H)- (ONord. skvala ‘shout); perhaps from the same root as *xula
‘curse’ (Croat. hitla, Russ. xulit’, Cz. chilost ‘shame’). It is also possible that
these words are related to the following etymon (the meaning development wo-
uld have been from ‘to bend’ to ‘to curse’, and then, perhaps, to ‘praise’, though
this is, admittedly, difficult).

PSI. *xuliti s¢ ‘bend’ (Slov. huliti se, Cz. choulit se, Pol. dial chulié sie,
ESSJa 8, 116) < *skowl- vs. Pol. kuli¢ sie ‘bend’, Ukr. kilytysja (ESSJa 13:
97-8), perhaps also Croat. Cak. kujit se ‘sneak’ (Borys 2007: 140). Possibly
from the same root we have PSI. *xyls ‘weak, wilted’ (Russ. xilyj, Cz. Croat.
hiljav ‘one-eyed); for word-initial *s- cf. Croat. $kiljav ‘blinking, one-eyed’.

PSI. *xvatati (OCS xvatati, Russ. xvatat’, Cz. chvatati, Croat. hvatati ESSJa
8, 123) < *(s)kweh,-t- ‘to acquire’, cf. Gr. (Dor.) pépamai, OPr. quoi ‘T want’,
Lith. kviesti, kvieciu ‘to invite, ask’, Lat. quaerdo, quaeso ‘seek, request’, OAlb.
kaa ‘he has’. This is a rather speculative etymology, driven by the hopelesness
of other proposals offered so far for the origin of PSI. *xvatati. We must assu-
me the basic verbal root *kweh, -, preserved in Greek and Albanian, and vario-
us extensions: *-i- in Baltic, *-i- and *-es- in Latin (de Vaan, 503), and *-t- in
Slavic; it is possible that the Slavic paradigm is formed as a denominative from
the noun (or participle) *kweh,-to- ‘desire’ (cf. OPr. quaits ‘desire’ < *kweh,-
i-to-). The same root is probably also attested in *xwtéti ‘want’ (Croat. htjéti),
which may have been built on the nasal present stem *(s)kuH-n-t- (for the na-
sal cf. Pol. che¢ ‘desire’, which may be deverbal, and for the development of
*unt > *pt cf. PIE *k’mtom ‘100" > OCS s»t0). PSI. *xotéti ‘want’ (Russ. xotét’,
etc.) is derived from *xvotéti, cf. Russ. dial. oxvéta ‘want, desire’ besides oxdta
‘seeking, desire, hunt’.
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PSI. *xvosts ‘tail’ (Croat. (old) hvost, Slov. hvést ‘grape’, Russ. xvést, Cz.
chvost, Slovin. vitost ‘water plant, ESSJa 8: 134); with a different ablaut we
have Croat. (Cak.) hust ‘cannabis degener, frutex’, hustaja ‘dry grape on the
vine’ (Bory$ 2007: 177). I propose to connect this word with PSI. *kysts ‘twig,
branch’ (Bulg. kistca, Croat. kist, Slovak kyst’, Russ. kist’, Pol. kis¢), which is
itself related to *kyta ‘branch, bundle of twigs’ (Bulg. kita, Slovak kita ‘thigh’,
Croat. kita (colloquially also ‘penis’).

PSI. *xytrs ‘handy, quick’, *xytati ‘move quickly’ (OCS xytrv, Russ. xitryj,
Cz. chytry, Croat. hitar, hitati, Pol. chytaé, Ukr. hytaty, ESSJa 8, 162-3); wit-
hout s-mobile we have Lith. kutrus ‘handy, quick’, kusti, kuntu ‘recover’, kutéti,
kutu ‘thrive, prosper, perhaps also in Lat. quatio ‘shake, toss, hurry along’
(if from *(s)kuot-, see de Vaan 504). With initial s- we have *skytati (s¢) ‘to
wander (OCS skytati se, Croat. skitati se, Cz. skytati ‘to offer’), cf. also ULus.
ski¢i¢ ‘reach’, Croat. (old) poskisti, OCz. skysti ‘offer’. The initial *s- is also
attested in OHG skutta ‘make a quick move’ (Germ. schiitten). In Slavic, *y is
due to Balto-Slavic vrddhi, which is not unusual in verbs with intensive mea-
ning. I believe this etymology is preferable to the alternative, relating *xytéti to
*xvatati ‘catch’ (Croat. hvatati, etc.), which is itself without a reliable etymolo-
gy (see above).

In two cases we find Slavic *x- corresponding to Lith. §-; this is possible —
but impossible to prove - if the Slavic forms are derived from the root-forms
with s-mobile:

PSI. *xolds ‘cold, coldness’ (Slov. hldd, Russ. xélod ‘coldness’, Pol. chiéd,
ESSJa 8, 57). Lith. Sdltas ‘cold’, Salti ‘get cold (Smoczynski 623-4)< PIE
*k’elH- (Lith. Salti ‘get cold’, Av. sarata- ‘cold, Olc. héla); the Slavic form
may be from an old compound, with the with s-mobile (*sk’olH-d"h,0-?). Sin-
ce s-mobile is not expected in an adjective, PSI. *xolds could also be deverbal,
cf. Lith. Saldinti, Saldyti ‘to freeze, make cold’.

PSI. *xolp®b ‘boy, servant’ (Slov. hldpec, OCS xlapv, Russ. xolop, Pol. chiop,
ESSJa 8, 62-3). The same root is attested in Lith. Selpti ‘help’ (Smoczynski
629), if the Slavic word is not borrowed from Germanic (Eng. kelp, Germ. hel-
fen, etc., cf. Germ. dial. (Lower Rhine) halfa ‘small landholder’). PSI. *xolps is
derivable from *skolpo- < *sk’olpo- (with s-mobile).

Finally, there is a group of clearly onomatopoetic words exhibiting the al-
ternation of *sk- and *x- within Slavic, mostly without parallels in Baltic or ot-
her Indo-European languages, and often poorly attested even in Slavic (Rejzek
1998: 237). Such examples cannot be used to prove anything, but they are ne-
vertheless worth noting. These are:
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PSI. *xamsrati ‘whimper’ (Pol. chamrac) vs. *skamwrati ‘whimper’ (Pol.
skamrac, Cz. skemrat).

PSI. *xripati ‘cough, speak with a creaky voice’ (Croat. hripati, LLus. chri-
pas, Russ. dial. xripat” ‘be ill', ESSJa 8, 97) < *skreyp-; the initial *sk- is preser-
ved in PSI. *skripati ‘creak’ (OCS skripati, Pol. skrzypad, Russ. skripdt’).

PSI. *xrobots ‘ratle, roar (Pol. chrobot, Ukr. chrobot) vs. *skrobots ‘roar,
rattle’ (OCS skrobotw).

PSI. *xwrépks hamster’ (Croat. hfcak, Slovak chréek) vs. *skbréeks (Slov. skicek,
ESSJa 8, 146). This word is probably derived from the same root as PSI. *xsrkati
‘snore, cough’ (Croat. ifkati, Pol. charkaé, Russ. dial. xdrkat’, ESSJa 8, 147-8).

Although not all etymologies are reliable, the examples presented above su-
ffice to prove that there are, indeed, cases where PIE *sk- yielded *x- in Sla-
vic. It is impossible to decide in a principled way whether the development was
from *sk- to *sx-, and then to *x-, or whether there was a general metathesis of
*s and *k word-initially (*sk- > *ks- > *x-). However, I suppose that the first
development is more probable for the following reason: the operation of the
RUKI-rule is Balto-Slavic, and, therefore, it presumably preceded the metathe-
sis of word-initial *s and *k, which is found only in Slavic.” Thus, unless RUKI
continued to be operational, as a synchronic rule, in Slavic (for which there is
no evidence),! we would expect the development *sk- > **ks- > **g._ rather
than *sk- > *ks- > *k§- > *x-,

4. *xe- > *§e-, *xi- > *§i-, *xp- > *$p (first palatalization).

The first palatalization affected initial *x- from any source, including tho-
se cases in which *x- developed from *sk-. We see this development in the fo-
llowing examples:

PSL. *Sipwks, *sips ‘thorn’ (Russ. $ip, OCS Sipvkw ‘briar’, Cz. Sipek ‘briar’, Croat.
Sipak ‘briar’, Slov. Sipek) < *skeyp- ‘pole, stick’ (Lat. scipio, Gr. skipon ‘staff, stick’,’
perhaps OHG scivaro ‘splinter’, Olc. skifa ‘slice’, Eng. shiver, Chambers 998).

7 The fact that RUKI also operated in Indo-Iranian makes it probable that it is a dialectal
PIE change, operating before the separation of Balto-Slavic from the rest of the Northeast Indo-
European dialects.

8 The apparent non-operation of RUKI in Lith. ausis ‘ear’ vs. OCS uxo ‘id.” does not imply
that the rule was phonemicized after the break-up of Proto-Balto-Slavic; rather, RUKI originally
operated without exception in Baltic as well as in Slavic, but its operation was partially oblitera-
ted by later changes (see Matasovi¢ 2000).

®  De Vaan (545) thinks that the Latin and the Greek words are isolated, perhaps loanwor-
ds from some non-IE source.
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PSL. *8irs, *Siroks ‘broad’ (Russ. dial. §irdj) < *skey-ro- (Goth. skeirs ‘clear’,
OHG schir ‘clear’), cf. Russ. §¢iryj ‘true, open’, Cz. ¢iré pole ‘open field’, which
testifies that the original root-form was *skey-.

5. *sk- is re-introduced in some forms by analogy with forms having
prefixes.

This development can be observed in the following cases:

PSI. *sko¢iti jump’ (Russ. skocit’, Cz. skocit, Slov. skociti, Snoj 662) < PIE
*skek- jump, move quickly’ (Olr. scuichid ‘moves’, OHG gi-skehah ‘happen’,
LIV 449). This verb is attested with many prefixes (cf. Croat. pri-skociti, do-
skociti, po-skociti, za-skociti, etc.), so the analogical development could have
been, e.g., from *xociti: *pri-skociti to *skociti: *pri-skociti.

PSI. *skorda ‘harrow’ (Russ. dial skorodd ‘harrow’), Lith. skardyti ‘dig up,
crush’, Latv. skardit ‘pound, crush’, Derksen 452; the Russian word might be
a loanword from Baltic. A prefixed form from the same root is found in PSI.
*obskbrds ‘pointed hammer, axe’ (Russ. oskord, Cz. oskrt ‘ron tool for whetting’,
Pol. oskard ‘pickaxe’, Slov. oskrd ‘pointed hammer’). If our explanation is
correct, we assume the analogy *sxorda: *obskbsrda > *skorda: *obsksrda.

PSI. *skuba, *skubti ‘pluck, pull’ (Slov. skubsti, Croat. skipsti, Russ. dial.
skubsti, Cz. Skubat), perhaps related to Lith. skubéti ‘hurry’ (Smoczynski 568).
The verb is well-attested with prefixes, cf. PSI. *obskubati (sg), (Cz. oskuba-
ti, Pol. oskubac, Ukr. oskubati, ESSJa 190, *obskubti (s¢) (CS oskusti, Croat.
(old) oskusti, OPol. oskus¢, ESSJa 191).

PSI. *skerbe ‘sorrow’, *skerbéti ‘be sorry’ (Croat. skrb, Russ. skorb’, Cz.
skrbny), Lith. skurbé ‘sorrow’ < *(s)kerb"- (Olr. cerb ‘sharp, OE sceorfan
‘enaw’, Germ. scharf ‘sharp’). The verb is well-attested with prefixes, cf. PSL.
*obbskbrbiti (s¢) (OCS oskrovbiti, ORuss. oskwrbiti, ESSJa 192).

PSI. *3¢elb (Russ. $cel” ‘trough’, Pol. szczelina) < *skelH- (Lith. skélti, skeliu
‘break in two, split, ONord. skilja, Smoczynski 558-559). The root might also
be attested with *x-, cf. Russ. dial. xolit’ ‘cut (one’s hair) short’), but ESSJa (8,
61) relates this Russian word to a synonymous *xoliti ‘take care of someone’
(Croat. holiti, ohol, etc., see above).

PSI. *$¢its < *skits (OCS $¢ity, Russ. §¢it Croat. $tit, Pol. szczyt ‘top,
summit’) < *skeyto- (Lith. skietas, skietas ‘reed in a loom, part of a harrow’,
Latv. skiets, Olr. sciath, Lat. sciitum), cf. Derksen 486, Smoczynski 562. The
derivatives from the same root are well attested with prefixes, cf. PSI. *obscits,
*obscita (Russ. dial. oscita, Cz. oscita, ESSJa 30, 154), *obs¢ititi (ORuss. 0¢i-
titi, Slov. oscititi, ESSJa 30, 155).
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6. *sk- was also re-introduced in forms where words with *k- (without
s-mobile) co-existed.

This development can be observed, e.g., in *sxora: *kora ‘bark, skin’ > *sko-
ra : *kora (Cz. dial. skora, Pol. skéra ‘skin’, vs. Croat. kora), *kopiti: *skopi-
ti ‘castrate’ (OCS skopiti, Russ. skopit’, Cz. skopit) < *skeh,p- ‘cut’ (Lat. capa,
Alb. kep); perhaps from the same root we have *skaps ‘dear, expensive’ (Cro-
at. skup, Russ. skupdj, Cz. skoupy), with the nasal from the present stem of the
verb (Snoj, 662). Furthermore PSl. *kovyks : *skovyks ‘owl’ (Slov. skovik,
Serb. kovikusa, Russ. skovytat’, Cz. skuvikat, etc.) (cf. also Croat. skvicati : cvi-
cati), *(s)Cetina ‘rough hair’ (Slov. $cetina, Russ. §c¢etina, Cz. §tétina vs. Croat.
cétina, Pol. szczegdl ‘particular’, Serb. CS scégly ‘only’, Cz. $tihly ‘thin’ vs. Cro-
at. cigli ‘only’), PSI. *3¢ene ‘young dog, pup’ (Russ. §¢enck, Cz. §téné, Pol. szc-
zenie, Slov. §¢ené) < *(s)keno- (Gr. kainds, ‘new’, Olr. cano ‘pup’), by analogy
with *ken- in OCS po-ceti ‘begin’, ¢edo ‘child’, etc.?, cf. Derksen 486).

PSI. *skors ‘quick’ (CSI. skorw, Russ. skéryj, Cz. skoro ‘almost’, Slov. skoraj
‘almost’, Croat. skoro ‘almost’, Snoj 663) appears quite isolated in Slavic (it is
not attested with many prefixes). The etymology of this Slavic word is not qu-
ite clear, but it may be related to MHG scérn ‘hurry’, MLG scheren ‘run’ (Snoj,
663). If so, we may be dealing with the PIE root *(s)ker- ‘jump’ (Gr. skairo
‘jump, dance’, W cerddaf ‘walk’, LIV 502), and the reflex *sk- may be due to
the influence of the forms without s-mobile (unfortunately, there is no eviden-
ce for such forms in Slavic).

PSI. *skropiti ‘sprinkle, drop’ (Slov. skropiti, Croat. Skropiti, skropiti, Pol.
skropi¢, Bezlaj 1V, 75) is certainly derived from the same root as PSI. *kropiti
‘sprinkle’ (Slov. kropiti, Russ. kropit’, Cz. kropit), from the root *(s)krep- (Lith.
skreplénti ‘cough intensively’, Latv. krepét ‘spit). A trace of the form with ini-
tial *x- is preserved in LLus. chropis ‘dripple, make wet. Apparently, word-
initial *sk- was re-introduced in most Slavic dialects, with just a few residu-
al forms like the the adduced Lower Sorbian form and, perhaps, the reflexes of
PSI. *xropots ‘creaking sound’ (ESSJa 8, 103), Croat. hropot, OCz. chropot,
Slov. hrépsti ‘creak’, Croat. hropiti, hroptati ‘breathe heavily” (Skok I, 682), etc.
(if they are from the same root).

An interesting case is presented by *skvozé ‘through’ (Russ. skvoz’, OCS
skvoze, Slov. skozi, Croat. (old) skvozje). This word is interpreted as a Loc.
sg. of the noun *skvoga ‘hole (for watching, spying)’, from the root *(s)kewH-
‘watch’ (Snoj, 663), cf. Lat. caveo ‘take care, beware’, Croat. ¢iti ‘hear’, Skr.
kavi- ‘poet, wise man’, Gr. koéo ‘perceive’, OHG scouwdn ‘to watch’.
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Discussion

The evidence presented above shows that a good case can be made for the
development *sk- > *x- in Slavic; however, in many cases we also find *sk-
preserved. We tried to account for this by claiming that word-initial *sk- was
re-introduced from prefixed words where it was not in the initial position, but it
could also be claimed that the word-initial alternation between *sk- and *x- is
random, and that it is just a consequence of irregular metathesis (*sk- > *ks- >
x-). Is there a principled way to decide between these two alternatives?

In order to test the presented hypothesis, we state the following empirically
testable prediction: *x- (from *sk-) will be attested chiefly in isolated words
that do not enter into productive derivatives (with prefixes). The alternative to
this proposal should be that *sk- irregularly alternated with *ks- > *x-, but in
this case we would expect PSI. *x- equally in isolated words and in words en-
tering productive word formation (with prefixes). As far as we are able to test
it, our prediction is borne out by the evidence: derivationally isolated roots in
our sample generally have word-initial *x-, while those roots that are well atte-
sted with prefixes either have *sk-, or alternate between *sk- and *x-. Thus,
we find no prefixal derivatives formed from *xbrtb, *xvosts, *xvoja, *xrids,
*xrebbtb, ¥*xobotb and *$ips, but there are plenty of derivatives of words such
as *skociti, *skwrbéti, *$¢itp, and *skubti (see above for examples). On the ot-
her hand, the converse does not hold: although derivationally isolated words in
our sample generally have *x- rather than *sk-, there are several examples of
roots with *x- (and *$-) having prefixes, e.g. we have *obxoldati (s¢) (ESSJa
27, 76), *obxytiti (s¢) (ESSJa 27, 92), *obsibati (s¢) (ESSJa 30: 132), *obsiriti
(se) (ESSJa 30: 135), *naxolditi s¢ (ESSJa 22: 87), *naxyliti s¢ (ESSJa 22: 92),
etc. This is only to be expected, since prefixation continued to be a productive
derivational process after one of the original alternants (*x- or *sk-) had been
generalized in Proto-Slavic.

Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented a number of sound etymologies showing
that *sk- was reflected as *x- in Proto-Slavic. Since we also find instances with
Proto-Slavic initial *sk-, it is clear that both reflexes cannot be regular. If we
take into account the fact that word-medially only PSI. *-sk- occurs, this points
to the conclusion that PIE *sk- yielded PSI. *x- regularly, but that *sk- was so-
metimes re-introduced on the analogy with prefixed forms and instances whe-
re forms with and without s-mobile co-existed in Slavic. This conclusion is in
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accordance with the fact that *x- < *sk- is far more common in derivationally
isolated words that do not occur with prefixes.
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Praindoeuropsko *sk- u slavenskome

Sazetak

U ovom se radu razmatra odraz indoeuropske suglasni¢ke skupine *sk- na
pocetku rije¢i u praslavenskome. Opsezna analiza relevantnih primjera poka-
zuje da je pravilan odraz te skupine praslavenskom *x-, no da je *sk-u velikom
broju sluc¢ajeva analoski obnovljeno pod utjecajem oblika s prefiksima i primje-
ra kod kojih su oblici sa i bez tzv. ,,s-mobile* supostojali u praslavenskome. Taj
je zakljucak u skladu s ¢injenicom da je odraz *x- < *sk- znatno ¢es$¢i u tvorbe-
no izoliranim rije¢ima koje nemaju prefiksa.

Kljucne rijeci: suglasni¢ke skupine, praslavenski, povijesna fonologija, indoeuropski,
s-mobile

Key words: consonant clusters, Proto-Slavic, historical phonology, Indo-European, s-
mobile

478



