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The article is introduced by a survey and discussion of previous models of classification
of the Samoyedic languages. The main part is devoted to a new model of classifica-
tion, based on the application of so-called recalibrated glottochronology, including a full
documentation of wordlists with etymological remarks, statistics and sources. Finally,
the present result is compared with previous models. This article follows the study by
Blazek 2012, thus completing the Uralic language family.

For the first time in AD 1096, the ethnonym Samoyed [Camomov] was
used in Tale of Bygone Years (ITosrocmv 8peMaHHBIXD AbiND), probably
about the Nenets (Blazek, Hofirkova & Kovar 2011: 207, 217-218). The first
record of words from any Samoyedic language was mediated by a British
merchant Richard James. In a manuscript of his Russian Vocabulary from
1618-1620, he included several words identified as Nenets (Stipa 1981: 57-58;
Blazek & Kovar 2013: 279). In his treatise Dissertatio de origine Germano-
rum from 1710, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz proposed that the Samoyedic
languages together with Saamic, Finnish, Estonian, Livonian, Komi, and
Hungarian had their origin in a language of one great nation of the North
(Blazek & Kovaf 2013: 281-282).

Among linguists studying Samoyedic languages there is no consensus
concerning their genetic classification. Here we shall compare four mod-
els, two of them qualitative and the other two quantitative. In diagram A,
the traditional model (Collinder 1960: 11; cf. also Janhunen 1977 = J: 7, and
Ruhlen 1987: 328, followed by Ethnologue, including even the most recent,
17th, edition from 2013 - left) is compared with a somewhat revolutionary
model by Janhunen (Janhunen 1998: 459 — right), unfortunately presented
without any details:
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Diagram A: The traditional model (on the left) compared with the model
by Janhunen (1998) (on the right)

The alternative models based on application of lexicostatistics and glotto-
chronology were proposed by Helimski (Xelimskij 1982: 39 - left) and Sta-
rostin (2004 - right):
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Diagram B: The alternative models by Helimski (left) and Starostin (right)

% Enets Nganasan | Selkup Kamas Mator

Nenets 65/87 =74.7 | 53/86 =61.6 | 49/87 =56.3 | 49/87 =56.3 | 50/86 =58.1
Enets 62/86 =72.1 | 52/87=59.8 | 51/87=58.6 |50/86=58.1
Nganasan 47/86 =54.6 | 47/86 =54.6 | 46/85 = 54.1
Selkup 51/87 =58.6 | 44/86 =51.2
Kamas 50/86 =58.1

Table 1: Results of Helimski (Xelimskij 1982: 39)

Helimski’s model operates with four coordinate branches, although his
published results (Xelimskij 1982: 39), applying the standard cladistic
procedure based on average values (left side of Diagram C), give another
conclusion, namely three coordinate branches: North Samoyedic, Kamas-
Mator, Selkup, while the procedure operating with minimum values leads
to the binarily organized structure (right side):
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Nganasan
66.6% Enets 61.6%
74.7% 74.7%
Nenets 54.1%
Samo-
yedic Kamas Samo-
56.4% |581% 58.1% yedic
Mator 51.2%
Selkup

Diagram C: The models based on real results of Helimski, applying the
average (left) and minimum (right) values.

The results of the present study, whose methodology is described in Blazek
2012, 81-91, are summarized in Table 2:

% Enets Nganasan Selkup Kamas Mator
Nenets 84/98 = 85.71 | 71/98 = 72.44 | 73/98 = 74.49 | 62.5/92=67.93 | 68/91 = 74.72
Enets 75/97 = 77.32 | 70/96 = 72.92 | 62.5/92=67.93 | 66/91 = 72.52
Nganasan 63/97 = 64.94 | 58.5/92 = 63.59 | 60/90 = 66.66
Selkup 68/92 = 73.91 | 60.5/89 = 67.98
Kamas 63.5/85 = 74.71

Table 2: The results of the present study

Applying both cladistic procedures, one based on average values (left) and
the second on minimum values (right), the following schemes are gener-
ated (Diagram D):

Nganasan
74.9% Enets 72.4%

+130 | 85.7% 85.7% | o
Samo- +650 Nenets +650 Samo-
yedic yedic
69.5% Selkup 63.6%
-140 -430

-70 Kamas 68.0%
70.9% 74.7% 74.7% -210
+110 Mator +110

Note: The lexical data of Mator are from the 18th century, whereas the main source of
all other wordlists are vocabularies collected by Castrén in the 1840s, supplemented
and sometimes verified by lexicons published in the 20th century. With respect to this
fact, the time estimations should be shifted to c. the 3rd century. The question is how
much, if lexemes are collected from both older and younger sources in order to obtain
a maximal completeness.

Diagram D: The models based on the present results.
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The topologies of the left and right parts of diagram D correspond to one
another. In principle, they confirm the north/south dichotomy, proposed
in traditional handbooks. With regard to the thin interval 1.4% between
the disintegration of Common Samoyedic and the separation of Selkup
from Kamas and Mator, meaning less than plus/minus one cognate item,
it is legitimate to approximate the common disintegration around 70%
(c. 100 BCE) for three more or less parallel branches: North Samoyedic,
Early Selkup and Kamas-Mator. This alternative conclusion agrees with
the left diagram C, based on percentages calculated by Helimski.

Besides the tree diagram, it is useful to depict mutual relations between
related languages as a net diagram, shown below in E, where the highest
percentages are displayed:

72.9% Enets 77.3%
Selkup 85.7%

74.5% 72.4%

Nganasan

Nenets

73.9% 74.7%

74.7% Mator

Kamas

Diagram E: The net diagram connecting the closest relatives

Table 2 shows some apparently deviant results. First of all, the weak links of
Nganasan with all other Samoyedic languages with the exception of Enets
may be explained by the strong influence of an unidentified pre-Samoyedic
substratum of the Taimyr Peninsula, while the higher number of Enets-
Nganasan cognates was probably caused by their direct contact in the re-
cent past. Similarly, the relatively high scores between Selkup-Nenets and
Selkup-Enets can also be ascribed to their neighbourhood existing till the
20th century. In the 18th century, Kamas and Mator were also spoken in
adjoining areas in Southern Siberia (cf. Helimski 1997 = H: 14-16). Rather
surprising is a relatively high score between Nenets and Mator. It could be
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explained by their former neighbourhood. On the other hand, every result
operating with Mator (and Kamas) is distorted by the fact that there are 4
missing items and 5 identified loanwords (in Kamas 1 + 7, respectively).

The results obtained in the present research should be verified. One of
the best tools is analysis of old loanwords, borrowed in this case still be-
fore the disintegration of Common Samoyedic. Janhunen (1998: 477) rec-
ognized the following old strata of borrowings:

(a) Tocharian' — disintegration c¢. 400 BCE; hypothetical identification
with Afanasievo culture in South Siberia dated to 37th-25th cent.
BCE, followed by the culture of Okunevo dated to 25th-19th cent. BCE
(Svyatko et al. 2009: 244), formed probably by early Samoyeds (Vadec-
kaja 1990: 73), and so-called Tarim mummies from c. 2000 BCE (Mal-
lory & Mair 2000: 314-318; Blazek & Schwarz 2011: 136-137, 129).

(b) Ugric* — disintegration c. 1480 BCE (Blazek 2012, 34).

(c) Proto-Bolgar* — disintegration of proto-Turkic into proto-Bolgar
and the mainstream called Common Turkic is dated to c. 100 BCE
or to o by Dybo, depending upon the choice of synonyms (Dybo
2006: 70-771), and to ¢. 120 BCE by Mudrak (2009: 172-179, see also
Schwarz & Blazek 2011: 31-32).

From these chronological data it is possible to estimate that contacts be-
tween ancestors of Samoyeds and Tocharians could have been realized
around 2500 BCE. On the other hand, it is not necessary to operate with
proto-Ugric as a source of Samoyedic *num, if the Ob-Ugric disintegration
(c. 400 BCE) preceded the disintegration of Samoyedic (c. 140 BCE, or 3rd
century BCE with respect to the times of records). In the case of proto-Bol-
gar, the situation is opposite: its separation (between 120 BCE and o) fol-
lows after the disintegration of Samoyedic (3rd cent. BCE / 160 BCE; other
estimations are still deeper in time - see Diagram B right; according to A.
Dybo (2006: 783) Selkup separated c. 410 BCE, followed by the North &
South Samoyedic disintegration dated to 140 BCE). This means that the
examples quoted by Janhunen as proto-Bolgar (with respect to Samoyedic
*jiir vs. Volga Bolgar *iir, Chuvash sér, but Common Turkic *jiiz) should be
ascribed to proto-Turkic (¥jif; cf. H 244; Jo 124; Dybo 2006: 786). This con-
clusion is extraordinarily important in the discussion of the priority of *#
(implying secondary zetacism’) or *z (implying secondary ‘rhotacism’) in
favour of original *. Summing up, it is possible to conclude that the disin-

83



Vaclav Blazek

tegration of Samoyedic in the 3rd—2nd century BCE happened between the
disintegrations of its neighbours, Ob-Ugric around 400 BCE and Turkic
around 100 BCE.

The Samoyedic homeland is localized by Xelimskij (1989 [2000]: 15-17)
in the Southwest Siberian taiga, in the area delimited by a triangle formed
by the cities of Tomsk, Krasnoyarsk and Eniseisk. The ancestors of the
Selkups moved to the north along the Ob. The North Samoyeds migrat-
ed to the north along the Yenisei. The ancestors of Kamas-Koibal tribes
moved to the south in the Sayan Mountains, the ancestors of Mator-Taigi-
Karagas tribes to the east between the Kan and Mana rivers, right tributar-
ies of the Yenisei. All these migrations could have been caused by ances-
tors of the Yeniseic populations, forming a part of the Hunnic tribal union
at that time. Finally, the Yeniseians followed them, perhaps under pres-
sure from the Turkic populations. Janhunen (2009: 72), and subsequently
Parpola (2012: 294), identify the proto-Samoyeds with the Tagar bronze
age archaeological culture, dated between the 7th and 3rd century BCE
in South Siberia, concretely in the eastern part of Kemerovo province, the
southern part of Krasnoyarsk Territory and the Republic of Khakassia.

The percentages of cognates between the individual Samoyedic and
Finno-Ugric languages vary between 35% (Finnish vs. Nganasan, Finn-
ish vs. Kamas) and 18-19% (North and Inari Saami vs. Selkup; Hungar-
ian vs. Enets). More coherent are the results obtained from average values:
maximum 28.62% of Finnic vs. Samoyedic against 22.39% of Mordvinian-
Samoyedic and 22.95% of Saamic-Samoyedic. The average of all averages is
¢. 25%, corresponding to 3320 BCE (or c. 3400 BCE, if the earlier records of
some wordlists are taken in account) as a date of disintegration of Uralic
into Finno-Ugric and Samoyedic. This agrees better with the dating to
3430 BCE by S. Starostin (2004) than to 3840 BCE, as proposed by his son
G. Starostin (p.c., 26 Nov, 2010).
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Statistics

Missing items: Nenets: ¢; Enets: ##69, 73; Nganasan: #73; Kamas: #73; Ma-
tor: ##51, 71, 73, 86.

Identified loanwords: Nenets: @; Enets: @; Nganasan: #66; Selkup: ##55, 96;
Kamas: ##1, 6, 8, 27, 35, 69, 100; Mator: ##20, 69, 77, 97, 99.

Non-cognates (%) and shares of common cognates (0):

Nenets-Enets: 3 bark, 11 breast, 24 egg, 26 fat, 27 feather, 35 green, 50 louse,
55 mountain, 59 new, 8o star, 83 swim, 84 tail, 85/2 that, 86/2 this, 87 thou;
2 14; 0 = 84/98 = 85.11%.

Nenets-Nganasan: 1 all, 2 ashes, 3 bark, 5 big, 6/2 bird, 8 black, 11 breast, 12
burn, 22 earth, 24 egg, 32 full, 34 good, 35 green, 46 leaf, 49 long, 50 louse,
54 moon, 55 mountain, 59 new, 61 nose, 69 round, 70 sand, 77 small, 8o
star, 86/2 this, 87 thou, 93 warm, 95/2 we, 96/2 what; T 27; 0 71/98 = 72.44%.
Enets-Nganasan: 1 all, 2/2 ashes, 5 big, 6 bird, 8 black, 22 earth, 26 fat, 27
feather, 32 full, 34 good, 35 green, 46 leaf, 49 long, 54 moon, 55 mountain,
61 nose, 70/2 sand, 71 say, ¢77 small, 83 swim, 85/2 that, 86/2 this, 93 warm,
95/2 we; X 21; 0 = 76/97 = 78.35%.

Nenets-Selkup: 1 all, 2/2 ashes, 8 black, 11 breast, 24 egg, 26 fat, 31 foot, 32
full, 35 green, 38 head, 47 lie, 50 louse, 51 man, 52 many, 59 new, 64 person,
69 round, 70 sand, 77 small, 8o star, 82 sun, 85/2 that, 86/2 this, 87 thou, 93
warm, 95/2 we, 100 yellow; X 25; 0 = 73/98 = 74.49%.

Enets-Selkup: 1 all, 2/2 ashes, 4 belly, 6/2 bird, 8 black, 11 breast, 20 dry, 24
egg, 27 feather, 31 foot, 32 full, 38 head, 47 lie, 51 man, 52 many, 58 neck, ?59
new, 64 person, 70 sand, 77 small, 8o star, 82 sun, 83 swim, 84 tail, 93 warm,
95/2 we, 98 who, 100 yellow; X 26; 6 = 70/96 = 72.92%.

Nganasan-Selkup: 1 all, 2 ashes, 4 belly, 5 big, 6/2 bird, 8 black, 11 breast, 12
burn, 20 dry, 22 earth, 24 egg, 26 fat, 31 foot, 32 full, 34 good, 35 green, 38
head, 46 leaf, 47 lie, 49 long, 51 man, 52 many, 54 moon, 58 neck, 59 new, 61
nose, 64 person, 69 round, 70/2 sand, 71 say, 80 star, 82 sun, ?83 swim, 85/2
that, 86/2 this, 98/2 who, 100 yellow; £ 34; 6 = 63/97 = 64.94%.
Nenets-Kamas: 2/2 ashes, 7 bite, 11 breast, 12 burn, 20 dry, 24 egg, 26 fat, 30
fly, 32 full, 34 good, 38 head, 44 knee, 45 know, 47 lie, 50 louse, 53 meat, 54
moon, 55 mountain, 59 new, 64 person, 66 red, 67 road, 69 round, 70 sand,
77 small, 8o star, 83 swim, 85/2 that, 87 thou, 93 warm, 95/2 we; X 29.5; 0 =
62.5/92 = 67.93%.
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Enets-Kamas: 2/2 ashes, 4 belly, 7 bite, 11 breast, 12 burn, 20 dry, 26 fat, 30
fly, 32 full, 34 good, 38 head, 44 knee, 45 know, 47 lie, 53 meat, 54 moon, 55
mountain, 58 neck, 59 new, 64 person, 66 red, 67 road, 7o sand, 77 small,
80 star, 83 swim, 84 tail, 92 walk, 93 warm, 95/2 we, 98/2 who; X 29.5; 0 =
62.5/92 = 67.93%.

Nganasan-Kamas: 2 ashes, 5 big, 7 bite, 11 breast, 12 burn, 20 dry, 22 earth,
26 fat, 30 fly, 32 full, 34 good, 38 head, 44 knee, 45 know, 46 leaf, 47 lie, 49
long, 53 meat, 58 neck, 59 new, 61 nose, 64 person, 67 road, 69 round, 70
sand, 71 say, 72 see, 77 small, 80 star, 83 swim, 84 tail, 85/2 that, 93 warm,
96/2 what, 98/2 who; X 33.5; 6 = 58.5/92 = 63.59%.

Selkup-Kamas: 7 bite, ?11 breast, 12 burn, 20 dry, 24 egg, 26 fat, 30 fly, 31
foot, 32 full, 34 good, 44 knee, 45 know, 52 many, 54 moon, 59 new, 64 per-
son, 66 red, 67 road, 69 round, 70 sand, 71 say, 77 small, 82 sun, 93 warm,
98/2who; X 24; 0 = 68/92 = 73.91%.

Nenets-Mator: 2/2 ashes, 3 bark, 6 bird, 7 bite, 8 black, 11 breast, 24 egg, 32
full, 34 good, 35 green, 46 leaf, 47 lie, 48 liver, 54 moon, 55 mountain, 59
new, 64 person, 67 road, 7o sand, 8o star, 85/2 that, 87 thou, 95/2 we, 96/2
what, 100 yellow; X 23; 0 68/91 = 74.72%.

Enets-Mator: 1/2 all, 2/2 ashes, 3 bark, 4 belly, 6 bird, 7 bite, 8 black, 24 egg,
26 foot, 27 feather, 32 full, 34 good, 35 green, 46 leaf, 47 lie, 48 liver, 50 louse,
54 moon, 55 mountain, 67 road, 70 sand, 8o star, 83 swim, 84 tail, 95/2 we,
98/2 what, 100 yellow; X 25; 0 = 66/91 = 72.52%.

Nganasan-Mator: 1 all, 2 ashes, 3 bark, 4 belly, 5 big, 6 bird, 7 bite, 8 black,
12 burn, 19 drink, 22 earth, 26 fat, 32 full, 34 good, 35 green, 46 leaf, 47 lie,
48 liver, 49 long, 50 louse, 55 mountain, 59 new, 64 person, 67 road, 70 sand,
80 star, 83 swim, 85/2 that, 93 warm, 98/2 who, 100 yellow; X 30; 0 = 60/90
= 66.66%.

Selkup-Mator: 1all, 3 bark, 6 bird, 7 bite, 8 black, 11 breast, 19 drink, 24 egg,
26 fat, 31 foot, 32 full, 34 good, 35 green, 38 head, 46 leaf, 47 lie, 48 liver, 50
louse, 52 many, 54 moon, 58 neck, 59 new, 64 person, 67 road, 70 sand, 82
sun, 93 warm, 98/2 who, 100 yellow; X 30.5; 0 = 60.5/89 = 67.98%.
Kamas-Mator: 3 bark, 7 bite, 11 breast, 12 burn, 19 drink, 32 full, 34 good, 38
head, 44 knee, 45 know, 46 leaf, 47 lie, 48 liver, 50 louse, 53 meat, 58 neck, 59
new, 66 red, 72 see, 83 swim, 92 walk, 96/2 what; X 21.5; 0 = 63.5/85 = 74.71%.

Note: The fraction n/2 is used for partial cognates, e.g. if a word in language A cor-
responds to a component of a compound in language B, or in the case of pronominal
stems agreeing in the initial consonants but differing in the root vowels.
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I. Samoyedic vs. Finnic

Nenets | Enets |Nganasan| Selkup | Kamas | Mator | @ [%]
Finnish | 27/94= | 25.5/93 32.5/93 26/93 = | 31.5/89 | 25/86 = o
2872 | =.2742 | =.3495 | 2796 | =3539 | 2007 | 39%7
Karelian | 23/92= | 24/91= | 28/92= | 25/91= | 26/87= | 23/84=
.2500 2637 .3043 2747 2988 2738 2777
Veps 24.5/93 | 25/92= | 28/93= | 24.5/92 | 28/88= | 22.5/85 8.08
=.2634 2717 .3011 =.2663 3181 =.2647 28.0
Estonian | 24.5/93 | 26/92= | 29.5/92 25.5/92 27.5/88 23.5/85 8.8
=.2634 2826 =.3206 =.2772 =.3125 =.2764 28.67
Livonian | 24.5/93 | 23/92= 27.5/92 24.5/92 | 25.5/88 | 23/85=
=.2634 .2500 =.2989 =.2663 | =.2897 .2706 2731
Votic 25.5/92 | 26/91= 29.5/92 | 26/91= | 26/88 = | 23.5/84
=.2772 2857 =.3206 2857 2954 =.2798 29.09
D (%] 160.46 162.79 189.50 164.98 186.84 165.60 | 1030.17
/6 = /6 = /6 = /6 = /6 = /6 = /36 =
26.74 27.12 31.58 27.50 31.14 27.60 28.62
[I. Samoyedic vs. Saamic
Nenets Enets | Nganasan | Selkup | Kamas Mator | @ [%]
South 21/89 = | 20/88 = 22.5/88 17.5/88 | 20/84= | 18.5/81 23.07
.2360 2273 =.2557 =.1989 .2380 =.2284
Lule 21/89 = | 19/88 = 22.5/88 17.5/88 | 20/84= | 19.5/81 23.09
.2360 .2159 =.2557 =.1989 2380 =.2407
North 20/91 = 19/90 22.5/90 16.5/90 | 19/85= 19.5/83 22.04
2198 =.2111 =.2500 =.1833 2235 =.2349
Inari 20/91= | 18/90 = 21.5/90 17/90= | 20/85= | 18.5/83 21.76
2198 .2000 =.2389 1889 2352 =.2229
Skolt 22/88 = | 20/87 = 23.5/87 18/87 = | 21/82= | 20.5/80 | 24.49
.2500 2299 =.2701 .2069 .2560 =.2563
Kildin 21/88= | 19/87 = 21.5/87 17/87= | 21/83= | 19.5/80 23.27
.2386 2184 =.2471 1954 .2530 =.2438
D [%] 140.02 130.26 | 151.75/6 = 117.23 144.37 142.70 | 826.83
/6 = /6 = 25.29 /6 = /6 = /16 = /36 =
23.34 21.71 19.54 24.06 23.78 22.95
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Nenets Enets | Nganasan | Selkup | Kamas | Mator | @ [%]
Erzya 20.5/98 | 20.5/96 23.5/96 23.5/96 19/90 20.5/89 22.52
=.2092 =.2135 =.2448 =.2448 =.2111 =.2303
Moksa | 20/98 = | 20.5/96 22.5/96 23.5/96 19/91 20.5/89 | 22.26
2041 =.2135 =.2344 =.2448 | =.2111 | =.2303
D (%] 20.67 21.35 23.96 24.48 21.11 23.03 22.39
IV. Samoyedic vs. Mari
Nenets Enets Nganasan | Selkup | Kamas | Mator | @ [%]
Mari 25.5/95.5 | 24.5/93.5 | 23.5/93.5 24/93.5 | 23/88.5 | 23.5/86.5
- _ - _ _ s 26.12
=.2578 =.2620 =.2513 =.2567 | =.2598 | =.2717
D (%] 25.78 26.20 25.13 25.67 25.98 27.17 26.12
V. Samoyedic vs. Permic
Nenets | Enets | Nganasan | Selkup | Kamas | Mator | O [%]
Udmurt | 25/97 = | 23/95= 26.5/95 23.5/95 | 25/80=| 24.5/88 | 26.26
2578 2316 =.2789 =.2474 .2808 =.2784
Zyryan 26/98 23/96 = 25.5/96 24/96 25/96 = | 24.5/90 26.12
=.2693 2396 =.2656 =.2500 2604 =.2722
Permiac | 25/95= | 23/93 = 24.5/93 21.5/93 24/89 22.5/88 25.46
2632 2473 =.2634 =.2312 | =.2696 | =.2557
D (%] 79.03/3 | 71.85/3 80.79/3 72.86/3 | 81.08/3 | 80.63/3 |155.70/6
=26.34 | =23.95 =26.93 =24.29 | =2702 | =26.88 | =25.95
VI. Samoyedic vs. Ugric
Nenets | Enets | Nganasan | Selkup | Kamas | Mator | O [%]
Hungarian | 19.5/95 17.5/93 21/93 = 20/93 | 22/88 = | 20.5/89
=.2053 | =.1882 2258 =.2151 .2500 =.2356 | 22.00
Mansi N. 23.5/99 | 21/98 = 25/98 = 23.5/98 | 22.5/92 | 24/91=
=.2374 .2143 .2551 =.2398 | =.2445 2637 24.24
Mansi E. 23/100 | 20.5/98 24/98 = | 24/98 = | 22/92= | 22.5/91
=.2300 | =.2092 2449 2449 .2391 =.2473 | 23.59
Khanty S. | 25/99 = | 21/97 = 25/97 = 26.5/97 | 23.5/92 | 25/90 =
12525 2165 2577 =.2732 | =.2554 2778 25.55
Khanty E. | 23/99 = | 21/97 = 24/97 = | 26/97 = | 23.5/92 | 24/90 =
B 24.76
2323 2165 2474 .2680 =.2554 2667
D (%] 115.75/5 | 104.47/5 | 123.09/5 | 124.10/5 | 124.44/5 | 129.11/5 | 720.96
=23.15 | =20.89 =24.62 =24.82 | =24.88 | =25.82 | /30=
24.03

DD [%] (28.62 + 22.95 + 22.39 + 26.12 + 25.95 + 24.03)/6 = 150.06/6 = 25.01%
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Tree diagram of the disintegration of 28 Uralic languages in the light of

absolute chronology
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* Note: The lexical data of Mordvin and Mansi were collected at the end of the 19th
century by Heikki Paasonen and Bernat Munkacsi, respectively, so the calculated dating
of disintegration should be postponed c. one century in the past. Similarly, the lexical
data of Mator are from the 18th century, while the main source of all other Samoyedic
wordlists are vocabularies collected by M. A. Castrén in the 1840s, supplemented and
sometimes verified by lexicons published in the 20th century. With respect to this fact,
the time estimation of the Samoyedic dispersion should be shifted to the 3rd century
BCE. The question is how much, if lexemes are collected from both older and younger
sources in order to obtain a maximal completeness. Finally, the beginning of disintegra-
tion of the Uralic protolanguage should be shifted to ¢. 3400 BCE.

Wordlists with etymological comments

gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas | Mator etymology
i il
la.all | fukw’ tukw’ (Imlté 8) tiik
tiibea*n-
P tupu™ *tiikpiij
laa. Ic)ia;]ukz— (H 1069)
cf. yokava
1b. yokxays majority
lc. mal cf. mal end
1d. kurhari, Cf: kuraha
wie,,
bwssa, U *werniés
le. b (busssa,
¢ ansa heil, ganz) (R 568)
miin-
lf denB,Tas
lg. sielan©0C¢
1h. wesMOKNP < Ru ves
. o < Tat bar id.,
i bar = bar, whole
2a. tuiia cf. *tuj fire
ashes J (J 166)
o |use s, o Tama (]
2ab tunzibea | tisio™ (simi siwa? $iino - 70) =
’ tw’ $ibja | (M 205, | coal) Sime b Symy 8 *kime (H
227) 487)
2. jua *jda3 (J 36—
(+ sand) 37) = #22
wioa s
2cc. jara Yjiasra (J 37)
- #70
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gloss | Nenets |Enets Nganasan| Selkup |Kamas | Mator etymology
(téhl] Mt
clay = m “t 3p3 (] 148;
2d. | (tabsand) | <5 (taha* 1P ;
tobo, . H 937)
Te dirt)
sand)
2e. piis'uMc/
DA
o kudnM/
DA
2g. kora™/ cf. #70: sand
2h. kanta"™/ < Ket xonti
f. Tk komii
2 K, icd. omiir
3a. pea hoba pot kéba- *kopa (] 73)
bark NK - #75
< U *kopa
(R 180) =
*kopa (S,
537)
3b. seabt/t
3c. pir Perey o <U “pers
(R374) =
*peri (S, 539)
3d. sésa®h kasu kasNPBTs | kaza = *kéisd (J 65)
0e0a®/ kaza- <U
*ko(#)cks
(R 179)
3e. tebena *t5) birch
bark
(J 145-46) =
*tej (H 969)
< U *tojz (R
528) = *tu/oji
(S, 540)
4a. 1ianko nani® ndna aehnde™ | *Ginc5 (] 20) =
belly | (Adn nan3Bms énde's *(n)inca
Lab- (H73)
magen)
4b. my = munori® | minada “min-
my'(n), |muned® (JN 175)
4c. (fediko parg™® herge®e *perkd (] 122;
Fischma- perge™ hérgem™ | H 284;
gen) R 378-79:
U *pijra)
4d. suse® cf. 11b
sude™" U *inda
(+ Inne- (R 480)
res)
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
4e. £IW e éajba,, (&at™s $uig, < U *owja /
(fajbajora | content of *¢ojwa (R 40)
stomach) | stomach)
4f. kem-
™y
4g. simm- < Ru. Zivot
itTym/ DA
5a. big | ya/ar(ka) | afikeo® warg®, urgo = orga™ *Grkd - *ar
atikiduc warga“©°C, | uryo,, argg's greatness
wuerg™, (J 19; H 816)
5b. anie < U *end
(R 74-75) :
FU *e/ind
(S, 541)
5¢. manada
6a. tirta sama,, tilderes (sarma®s | *sdrmd (]
bird sarmik (= same -surém®™s, Terao 136; H 853) <
flying wolf) tel3er- Bonasia) | U *Surme
animal hiirupN (R 490-91)
flying
animal
6b. damady- (X 132)
tyjrieg,,
6¢. taibaa cf. tojbu tail
6d. kus < Sag kus <
Tk *kus (R
305)
6e. morena®s | (H 692)
6f. téindéja— *silngdlkk:,»
xa™t (H 889; ]
sinschd- 141) < U ¢[i]
ku'eXs nés(-ks) (R
48)
7a. seakalpau | sektuc® sakalo- sdZam®™= *sdc- (] 136)
bite sekutwjac" SAyrn seacam®°
hazap™
7b. thalbelim
7c. I5ilem,
7d. tudolam, *tat wa-
chew (H
1039)
7e. bali'ja— *m5ls- break
mo™ (J 86; H97) <
U *mols
(R 278)
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
8a. paridie forededde® cf. 12a
black fofered-
deCh
8b. loggedded-
deCh
8c. toggoéd-
deCh
(+ blue)
8d. feanka =
heyka
8e. tusaj-
kuo
8f. saga® sagar = < Tn: Ew
sediga®™ = | sa(yd)r, saha grey,
saq(i)™/, sakarin black
(DA 2618;
TMS 11, 56)
8g. tata-
rul’/
8h. kiintithd™ | *kiint5 smoke
=#78b (] 79;
H 592, 593) <
U *kiints
(R158)
or *siint3
< U *$snt3
(H592)
9a. hém, ki, ki® kam kémP™ | khem = kemw™M *ke(3)m
blood | xeam kam®, k‘am/kam (J 65)
kap™ *kem (H 477)
9b. veja, buija® (M *wejd < Tn
45) *bojo-kse
(AX 109)
9c. demaa
10a. |y le tirih, fidi® | lata e, 1d%°, | le leMt “le (J 82; H
bone I~ 618)<U
*luwe
(R254-55) =
“lixi (S, 538)
1la. leambara (15mb3r- *lempdrd
breast la, lower (782)
ribs)
1b. | (Sinzy,, |Sudo™ sinsa kiind- *siins3 (] 144;
youngest | Suso® schuM H595)<U
child) kin- *$indd (R 480)
schum™ | = *jinsi/i
(S, 540); cf.
#4d
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
11c. ui®, 4" : uinado®,
imaro™
saugen (M
230)
11d. Aiminy *himmd milk
: *iim- suck
(J110-11) <
U *ime
(R82-83) =
“imi- (S, 536)
1le. kyl®, 11£?
kyleN?
11f, Khiijii = 1le?
kuia,
l1g. nuig,
12a. | paradm | poras’/, porruan™ | (paro- korom- *pard- (J 114;
burn poraj®/, porua- bake -nameo™ | ¢f, M 95) < U
tr. (fofard- neo° {or better | (=x- *pyrs
bo“t to pii- (R 415)
foradabo® ripen })
braten)
12b. | (lejo loifebo™ | loyidi, = *lejn3/a-
flame) loireo®= | loyudi (JN 173)
leidede,
12c. cap(p)-
l'quas/F
12d. nenildm
12e. amoldm,
13a. hada kora® katu kate™ kata kada-ms™ | %kt (] 55,
claw koda® kad®, kada- xdda-da*¢ | Hq 377,
finger- kace®®® | < Tat, Soy R157) <
nail qadaq U *kiince
Nagel (R157):
FU *kiinci
(S, 544)
13b iio- < Ket goles
las™,,
claw
14a. tir, tir tiotih tiry titteD lyggung= | 1™ *ti5 (] 1623
cloud tiori® LB ciy die H 1008)
14b. nut mar-
ijas/E
bush of
sky
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
15a. titi, tici = | teti(re)™™ | tasiti tdsedal™ | Sisti tiiuchta™ “tet s3tii/d
cold |ftecday, | tetide® tassundi- | $isigd dékte' (J 159)
MOK *te(w)t site
(H 1089)
15b. | japada cf. japd(s) be
cold
15c¢. nermy, o *erm3 north
(J22)
15d. kail, kael¥ of. *snti-
kariel™ = frieren
qantipil (J 53; H 265)
s/ < U *konta
(R 176-77)
15e. Casiqil cf. &asi sea
'I'as/E
16a. tiiryadm | toaro™ tivam toak™, Solam (délym-) | *toj-/*tuj-
come |tédm toado® tag™M© doi*s (J 164)
come < U *tule
(here) (R535) =
“toli- (S, 540)
16b. haje(ad)m
16c. kandagam *kdntd- :
*kan- (J 59)
< U *kanta
(R124) =
*kdni- carry
(S, 538)
16d. Sonagam
16e. moldm,,
17a. hadm karo™ kiiam kuaky khiilim chaasiga- | *kg5-
die kado™® kunay®T ani<s (J 56-57;
ki-mynd%i | H 367) < U
-gulja- *kola (R 173)
maM = *kdxli-
(S,538)
17b. re-"/,, | orerlim < Tk: Kyzyl
olir- (Jo 252)
18a. wueno bit, bay kanak®™ | men bonM-Xs *wen (] 173;
dog g. buno™ kdnnanp™? bun's H117)
bunneke®
18b. | jandu/o cf. Tn *jan-
d. with daku
short racoon dog,
hair & wolverine
standing
ears
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gloss |Nenets |Enets Nganasan| Selkup |Kamas | Mator etymology
19a. |jideryadm | biribo®® | bedeam | iitam® bitlam *witdi- ~
drink bidibo® iiternay™ *wit5j- :
*wit water
(J176)
19b. | jabiedm
19c. yerpd(s) | ihrus®/, ira*y/, OrsuMReTE | xop (1 21-22;
s urnjams™ | H 249) <
U *iirs (R 85)
20a. hasui kasua®™ kosua (kuuska® |(kolam = *kds(3)- vb. (J
dry kasue® seicht) ko- to dry 60-61) <
up U *koski-
longs here}) !
20b. tyrabej, tirawal™/ (tyryM cf. tyra(¢) to
oa hard) dry < *tjira
id.
(J 1605
H 1028) <
U *Sorwa
(R 502)
20c. cegemba-
Tas,B
tekipil™/,
20d. kumay
20e. ararbi, < Tk: cf.
(+ mager) Chag aruk
mager
(Ré 22)
20f. kalu™ < Chag qaq-
kalex™ liq dryness or
Ket kuolen
(H 462)
2la. ha ki, ko® | kou ko, ki® | ku =k | gu(k)™ *kaw (] 62;
ear = ko, ku-kda™ | H 569) <
qo™/, U *kawi
(J] 253) =
*kawi
(S, 538)
21b. iiyulsan = cf. tigkiti-
iinkilsa- listen
%/ iintici-qo
hear
22a. ja, jea da® ja** | (jua sand, | cu®, tu=du, |dsha/ *id5 (] 36-37;
earth ashes) {yMO: téja™ H 160)
dscha™s
22b. mou (maci (mija (bija™ *m3jd (J 85);
mamaru | forest, mountain) | moun- cf. #55g;
tundra) tain) A, 22-23:
U *muda
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
23a. namau omabo™ | yamuama | amnak® | amiiam amlams™ | *3m- (] 15;
eat oma®/,, Zﬁirna— H 807)
23b. teld*lem,, < Sag celddi
(+ satt be pregnant
werden)
23c. horgu- *por- (] 127;
ma™M H 316) <
U *pure-
(R 405-06)
24a. mona mdnu miinii’ = muny<® *mand (J 86)
€gg munoj, < U *muna
(R285) =
*mund
(S, 538)
24b. sarau =
sar'iu,,
24c. nabiN, = nap-i
napi* duckling
(DA 1630)
24d. kegai™© < Tk: Tatar
kiikaj
(DA 2123)
24e. edn®, en™ cf. Ket e7), pl.
éy id.
24f. schlui™¢ | < Kott Sulei
schilui®s | egg
(H 883)
25a. saeu, sei Saime sai™BK | sima schimeM | *s 5imdi ()
eye haem*nd haiN, schi- 132; H 886) <
saijiN? medd's U *éilmd
(R479; S,
540)
26a. | jur Ju’t, jir = dir, OBt durt, dzjure™ | *jiir (J 50;
fat n. g. juro’ dir, . H 239)
< Tk *ar
(AX 72)
26b. jirljor, g. cos™/, *jojs (] 46)
jiiso’/jiiso™
26¢. (séla (siileng sil = Siny | sylo™® *sel5 ~ *sil3
dissolved adj.) (J 140) <
fat) U *ild
(R478)
26d. tuteine/ | (tudute® | i tun™M-Te *t ujt, (J 166)
(+ Talg) | turute (tu? tutt®e =*tut,
adj.) Renntier- (H 1106) <
talg) U *syt3
(R 453)
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gloss |Nenets |Enets Nganasan| Selkup |Kamas | Mator etymology
27a. tu, to (tua wing) | tite, ;- tuN, tiB s M *tu3j (J 166)
feather (tu(a) toga*® or *tua
wing) (H 1070) <
U *tulka
(R535) =
*tuxli- (S,
540)
27b. tébue (M 209)
27c. | (tarhair) | (6" g. |tar tar, ther (terr's *t5r (J 149:
t67o0’) (+hair) (+hair) = | hair) hair) <
tr, Mo tar, see
#36b
27d. deftunén-
Sy
28a.  |tu 0, P | tui tiN, 400 | i = S | tui™, tui® | *tuj (] 166) <
fire U *tule
(R535) =
*tuli (S, 540)
29a. halea kare®, kole kuel™? kola challag™ *kdld (] 59) <
fish kare® kuele™sN? kalé®e U *kala
(R119) =
*kald (S,538)
30a. t/tirpadm | tinaro™™ taérim timbak™ dijama™ | *ti(j)- (J 161;
fly v. tinedo™ timbay- H 1009; DA
K,Tas,B 965)
til3erna-
}]B‘Tas
30b. wasejak™
waseteya-
UTas
= wesiqo-
Tas/E
(+ au-
theben,
aufste-
hen)
30c. nergiilim
3la. nae na, no® | yoai iiji, wjii = | pl. *a(3)j (J 17;
foot ujt, winn, | dschta™ | H 9, 315)
cf. hoi™
knee
< *hoy-oj
31b. (toba,,,, tob~, *topd (J 166)
hoof) tope™
= topi™ /.
3lc. wnr < Buryat ula

Sohle
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
32a. panta, faddia,
full pany | faddite®
32b. mintuy-
tia =
miin-
tiittio
32c. deragao-
NRN
32d. diilsio,,
32e. tir(mbi- *tird ~ *ter3
dai)*" (J 158) cf. FU
tirmbedi- *tiwde full
K600 (R518;A,
= tiril™/, 31)
32f. sérbadie®
sierbadi®
32g. albei
32h. *mool- (H 687:
dzeM ama-mooldze
empty : ama-
non-)
33a. mi’idm mi'ebo | miji’ema | meapN milim mijamo™ | *mi- (] 94;
give mi'a®/, migam©° H 305)
mitam™ < U *miys
(R275) =
*mexi-
(5,538)
33b. tas terabo® | tada’ama | (tada- d/ted"lem *t3- (] 145;
tedabo® carry, H 930) <
bring) U *toye
(R529): FU
*toxi- bring
(S, 550)
34a. sa(u)wa | sowa, hwaX, *samd
good soera®™ su0°° (J 132); cf. Fi
soeda® soma®™ soma pretty,
cute, sweet <
U *$oma
(AX 127-28)
34b. fohadde
34c. arokara
34d. reimi, .
34e. nana”sa-
nadura g,
34f. 1dgd < Tn *1aKa
well
(AX 145)
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gloss

Nenets

Enets

Nganasan

Selkup

Kamas

Mator

etymology

34g.

taxse =
iaysd,

< Tat jagsy,
jaxsy

34h.

kupds
(+ nice)

< Tk: Brb
kuas char-
ming, Sag kos
nice (Ré 295;
Jo214)

34i.

ne’ng,
(+ hard,
strong)

34j.

ini™M

*enaj (J 23;
H 346)

35a.
green

jilibeai®™

cf. jile(s) to
live < *(j)ildi-
(J 27; H 253)
< U *eld-
(R73)

35b.

podera-
ha/,
: fode’ gall

patel®Ts
pacel®o°

cf. *p5ti gall
(J 115 H 273)
< U *pisa

(R 384); see
also #100

35c.

Aotara-
ku

NRN

cf. fiota grass
< *tidca <

U *hacs
(R311)

35d.

nordl
(+blue)

DA 1407

35e.

D: yellow; cf.
Soy, Sag sigin
grass

35f.

k'l
Kok,
(+ blue)

< Tat kok id.

35g.

déngohoke

*t,ayks3 blue
(H 989)

36a.
hair

tiobta,
éibt

= yebt,

ito

nabta

opt™,
OpteTas

dbde =
¢'BDi

ipteM:
obdetd™

*ept3 (] 21;
H 246)

< U *apte

(R 14-15) =
*ipti (S, 536)

36b.

i~
S

to®, t6'™,
g. tofo’

tar’ (+fea-
ther)

(m_rTas/E
+feather,
wool)

ther = t'ar,
(+feather)

terr's M

*tar (] 149; H
991), < Mo tar
(tip of) hair
(R 886 rejects
relation to Ug
*sdy(3)rs or
Mari sar; cf.
#27
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gloss | Nenets |Enets Nganasan| Selkup |Kamas | Mator etymology
36¢. tujaX,
tuija™’
36d. kaz
37e. neyarTy/DA
37a. yuda ura®, jutu ud™, ut™™ | uda uda-ma™ | *utd (J 30) =
hand uda® uda-da®s | *uta (H
1109)
38a. yaewa abufi® naiwua diba™ *ajwa (J 17)
head eba® yaewua aiba-da*s | = *5jwa (H
12) <
U *ojwa
(R 336) =
*ojwa (S,
536)
38b. (o™, ol%, ul® ulu *0l5 (] 29)
ori” top, cf. FU *alka
helght) end,
beginning
(R6-7)
39a. jindile- udediro® | jindi’ema iindezapN | niiniildm | njumda- *jiints-
hear adm juseredo’™ iinde- maM (J 49) =
fam®" *jiinti-
= iinti- (H 787)
cigo™/,
39b. namdau | nodado®
40a. seai, siei | seo", sa, soa sid™/ si=si kei-mo™* | *sej5 (J 139;
heart seijo® kéi-m™s H 455) <
U *iidd(-ms3)
(R477):
FU *siiddmi /
*Sedmi
(S, 549)
40b. tajda“/,, (M 212)
41a. namd eddo™ namta amd®, amnu amde™ *imt3 (J 205
horn naddo® amde®™ H 66) <
U *ayts/*onts
(R12-13)
41b. mukur, < Tat miigiiz,
Chuv
mairaga
42a.1 | man modi mannay | man/t man mans™ *man (J 86;
H 627)
< U *mun
(R 294)
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
43a. hadau karabo® | kuada’a- | kuatpam™ | kutlim kadjams™ | *kdt(d)- <
kill kadabo® | ma kuetpam- *kd3-td- = caus.
Blas of *ka3- die
= qet- (J57
qo™/, H367) <
U *kola-
(R173)
44a. | paly, pile | fuase™ fuagai pulsai® huly™ *pudj- +
knee fosé® pila hulu-da™ | *¢ 5jmd eye or
saijiN? (written | + *Je bone
pileb T in cyrillic | (y 1_;,0;
withe-) |H323) <
U *polwe
(R393) =
*po/uxli
(S, 539)
44b. sini = (schiindg cf. Ugr *$inés
sini, se'm'-D penis; H  |id.
920) (R 471)
44c. usjundy | *es5jn, limb,
(zyne™ | joint (J 22) =
shoulder) *esori/n,
(H 250);
R 95 rejects
any connec-
tion with
FU ¥dsne id.
45a. ténéu te#ibo™® | fanneje- | tonemam® | (the- tenym-ga- | *tend(md)-
know tenneo® ama tene- nomadam moe™M (J 157;
mam™ think) H981)
45b. thiimnam | (tumdu- *t umt3-
= dzugura- | (] 167) <
t'omnem, | mo U *tumte-
bemerke) | (R 536) =
*tumti-
(S, 541)
46a. wuebba déve, cabv, tawa = *jdpd (] 41);
leaf tab>re t/daba, cf. Yen *jipe
id. (St 200;
Jo 116)
46b. | (yamde’ |oddiig. | (yamti *amtet < Tn
grass) 10", -do® | willow *xabda-nsa
leaf) (AX 100-01)
46¢. hora-
6iajNRN
46d. (laamb™s nambe- *lampd ~
Fussblatt) da™ *lempd
némbja™ | (J 82; H736)
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
47a. lie | wanajii banu- boniisa, (cf. M 37)
ga’l,
47b. juseda(s)
RNS
47c. barotea-
ro’Ch
badotido™®
47d. kulsaten-
dem
47e. ygjlindej-
S);
471 tond'ajéi-
SjNRN
47g. eppak™ ’biim cf. DA 35
ippij,Tas
47h. céaci- laco- put
mpi-"/, (DA 1481)
47i. kystamos™ *kuj- ~ *kij-
(H 504), cf.
FU *kujs
(R 197: *koj3)
48a. muid = muro mita, myd mit = mit, *mit3 (] 93) <
liver myd, mudo® g. mida mite™ U *maksa
(R264) =
*miksd
(S,538)
48b. ondars™ | (H 808: <
1E?); cf.
FU *omte(rs),
e.g. Ma odn-
tér stomach
(R 338)
49a. jamb jabu® CumbN numu = nanbu™ *jdmp3
long ddbu®l tumbe®™ | numo- (njdmbu*s | (1 37) =
high) *ampu
(H 716)
49b. | pondej,, cf. pon’ adv.
49c¢. kunta (kundu- | *kunts
qut (J 77-78;
far) H 590)
49d. sancay *s3ycd high
DA (J133)
49d. badatuo,
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gloss |Nenets |Enets Nganasan| Selkup |Kamas | Mator etymology
50a. pand(7)e chyndz- *panis3
louse | panze,-sie schi®e (H 304)
indziM
50b. addu® yomtuy uny, iinii = *G1CE ~
undze® urnur, *dmces (] 18)
unjebt <U *oméa
(R 338)
5la. hasawa kasa“ kuajumu -kuza (kasa, *kdo-sd
man kasa®/,, (k‘uza,, kaza™ *Sterblicher
Mensch) | Mensch) | (] 61; H 438)
51b. (tybyjkja- | teb™, thibi = (tthim™ | *tipd (] 163;
ku tippa® tibi,, maritus) | H 1014)
boy) (+ (tigeci'®
husband) | boy, son
= *tihi +
eci)
Slc. qup, U *koj(e)ms
qum™/ (R168):
(+ Men- FU *koji
sch) male
(S, 543)
51d. bui(:)ze,
(+
husband)
52a. noka Oka®™ yoka 2koc™, igo = ko, | ujko™ *o(5))tskd
many okka®/ , kote™ igs, (J29) =
(DA “ojt ka
2060) (H1117)
52b. kon(n)- cf. ] 752
a”KM/DA
52c. iril™/,
(+ long)
53a. namsa uda®, yamsau | apsi amsaM e | * 5168 . *5m-
meat osa® apsa'® eat
(J 15; H 36)
53b. | (yaija (aija body wacv, uja (oiuptu™ | *gja (J 17;
body; aja®/  + wuet™ humidus) |H 799) <
skin) skin) U *oda raw
(A, 11)
54a. kiceSaa, khi = kij, | kistito™ *kij (J 69;
moon (kitada = ki, H 507) <
month) U *kune
(R211-12)
= *kixi
(S,537)
54b. jird, jiry ifio" dareN, ire® *(i)irs- (J 28)
jirie® ired™ cf. *(j)irs-
grandfather
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54c.

urrdPap,

urraba,
uryaba
grandfather;
bear

55a.

moun-
tain

X0y
(= hoi
hill)

kuo.

X

koaja

ke™, ki* =

ge, g¢
kgns /E

*k[oa]ja (AX
105-07;

X 130) < Ewk
*hoj tundra
or Yen *qa’j
mountain

(St 212);
R115:

U *kada

55b.

teal

55c.

sea, sa

cf. Ykg $ciu
(R163-64
separated

it from FU
*kiwi stone)

55d.

logar™/

Pu

(M 135)

baru

(kira
mountain
ridge)

bor,

*wdrd <
U *wara
(A,27):
FU *wara
(8, 551)

55f.

dika,

55g.

(mou
earth)

(maci™/,
forest,
tundra)

mija =
miia,
maia,

bija™
big*e

“maja (J 85
H 124); cf.
#22b;
A,22-23:
U *muda

55h.

ta%, tan®

OMO

Tk *tay
(DA 1212)

55i.

kawa’ =
kabd,

o o
kKamd'

(kabakXs
eyebrow)

< Tk: Soy
kabak, Bsk
kabak hill
(Jo 155)

55].

o
korum,

<MTk
qorum rock
(Jo 196)

56a.
mouth

na, nay<d

&M na

’B

nay

de’ a*’]B,Tas

ag-ma™
eng-de'®

*in (J 205
H76) <

U *ape
(R11-12):
FU *api
(S, 542)
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57a. Aim, num | A7, At | fdim #emS° | nim numme- | *nim ~ *niim
name | #iem ¢ nim®™ -deM (J 102; H 756)
< U *nime
(R 305) =
*nimi (S, 538)
58a. jik, jik bekodi"/ bakada,, (kuaga*™" | (bai’ I3, buiko™ *wiijkk3
neck beko®/,, =qeq™/, | Nacken) byikydi®s | (1 173)
shoulder)
58b. S0 (sti, s6°" suolPTe soi,, *50j- ~ *sdj-
(+ Kehle) | so® Kehle) soif (+ (soi Kehle) (J142) <
Kehle) U *Suwe
(R 492-93) =
*$oxi (S, 540:
mouth)
58c. awaiMoc
awoik
58d. tasan™/ cf. tas back
58e. teti™/
59a. |jedaei
new
59b. nabe/, njdarha*e | *parps
nabe®/ nara™ (H 724;
XE 118)
59c. nr'lejuB/Te mzrid]dd—
ja](s =
menda-
d,aNRN
59d. suami®®/ | sdnd™©
(M 202) Sdand®™s
= $en-
e/,
59. bej-
bj”juNRN
59f. the’bde =
ta'p?)
60a. | pi fih, fi® fin = PpiNE, peM | phi, phy = *pi (] 1235
night hii i, hijndja™ | H 290)
hinti,, hinde™® *pints
(H 303); cf.
U *pilms
dark
(R 382-83)
6la. |puijea= | fuija poc™, phiji = higt *pijd ~ *pujd
nose | pyja. puija® potMe pie, (J 122
H 297)
61b. yunka =
niigka
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6lc. ynjeleT"s
intdl™]
61d. uki™/ “uk3 (] 30;
H1113)
62a. nis isi e ika™/, em=¢em, |igam *i- ~ Xe-
not nise ich nicht (J 26; H 331)
e, ei, no(t) <U¥e~*i
(R 68-70)
62b. 3¢/, nicht aha < Tn:
(cf. M 205) ada™/, Ewk acéa
no (AX 153)
62c. nd(yd) is (X 130-31);
not cf. Permic-
Ugric *ns
(R301)
63a. | yobpoi | po, yoai 20kkir  |0'b opMiETE | xo(5)p- (] 28;
one 9o/, H 794)
63b. éilek™ *aj- (H 798)
64a. Henete ennete’™ | yanasan R 627-28
person enete’™/, rejects any
connection
with FMd
*inse; NSm
,man” is
derived from
*end real
(J 23; H96).
64b. hiib/ cf. xibja who,
weriknd xibjari
xibja(ri) whoever
64c. kumMOOOK 10) *koj(g)mg
kume™", (R 168)
kopN
64d. kuza = kasa™ *kG5-sa
kuza, (J 61; H 438)
= #51a; cf.
17a
65a. saru/o safe soruay sdroX, surnu = sirruM *sdrd-ja(-j) :
rain n. sare® soroMoc surno,, *sdrd- vb.
(J 135-36;

H 908: *saro)
< U *ddd-
(S, 540)
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66a.
red

Adra

naggorad-
deCh
naredad-
de®

nargy
fdrg®

narmyn-

dy

*Hdr-(k3)
(J 107)
*adrma/a-
(H 744)

66b.

jabakua =
dabaku-

QNRN

< Tn *dewuk-
ochre
(AX 144)

66¢.

khiimii =
kemur,

cf. 9a: *ke(5)
m blood
(J 65)

67a.
road

nu

urich, u’®,

g. udo’

noajd =
nuta

watt(e)N
wuette™

*ust (J 30)

< U *utka

(R 546) or
*uket(t3)
(§27)=
*ukti (S, 536)

67b.

(tieda
Winter-
weg)

ade =

ade, a’ta,

ideM
dde's

*etd (J 24;
H 247)

67c.

sehaery,
(: ehe.,
hard
SNow)

seha®/
sehare™/,
enarg “ly,

*sekdrdjs
(S37-38) <
U *éike(-r3)
(R31)

67d.

(sdrpd.,
path)

saraa/
sad2a

SAruo, o

(sarpi™/,

path)

“sorpii (] 134)

67e.

“tanhdo-

toe

cf. Ewen hot
id. <

*pokto
(H957)

68a.
root

wana/u

baddu“
badu®l

bantu

konj’E)Tas
kon™© =
konti™

muna =
mona,,

monddé™
g Mt

*wancs- ~
*wdncj
(J171;

H 689) <

U *wancs
(R 548-49) =
*wanca

(S, 541)

68b.

10Xi

(X 130)

68c.

-
caja™l,

68d.

KE
kora**/

s kora deep <
*jord

(J47)

68e.

teelega-
deMt

< Tk: Khak
Cilege, Kb
jeliigi (H 199)
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69a. Surena
round
69b. mandaj-
kuNRN
69c. piirui™N? < U *pird/e
porui®® (R 384)
69d. pungola-
Tas/
E
6. thuluka = < Yak tula
tunuk'p, Umkreis (Jo
328-29)
69f. tonta cf. Kalm
doldiz id.
(Jo 328-29)
69g darg;jgoD IO 115 derived
it from Mo
diigiirey full,
but semantics
does not cor-
respond
69h. tenge™ < Tk: Kzk
ten Ballen
(H 988)
69i. tocorén®® | < Buryat
tiiyerén id.
(H 1050)
70a. diio, = %id5 (] 36-37;
sand jua H 160) =
(+ ashes) #22a
70aa. | (jara,, jarah (juoruPop tire™ | (durn, (dzjara™ *jasra () 37;
sandy) (+ ashes) | ochre) Curi™/, gravel) arm of H 183)
river)
70b. | tab tobd®/., (ra™ *t,5p3 (] 148;
top*/,, ashes) H 937); =
(t6bo® (tahas #2d
clay) dirt)
70c. kora™/, cf. #2
70d. phum = hiiraM-s *pugra
plure, (H 330)
71a. wadieu (bade®/ | buatum, *Wd5-
say babo™ prt. bua- (J 170-71)
speak, tell) | juam
71b. heatau ketus*/,, ketam®™ *ket(3)- (] 66)
kgtj_quas /F
71c. madm madB/Te (ku-munsa | (mom- malem,, *md(n)- (] 88)
manZ, | man” whatto | pa™/, < U *mons
mond“"/, |say) man sagt) (R 290)
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71d. eitabo™
naitabo®
71e. yamita’a-
ma
71f. tirayMOX
71g. tom-qo-
Tas/
e
71h. nérbeldm
nerb’lem
72a. nodarnau | (ori®" nadi’ema ata-"/,, (adymga™ | *5¢5- (] 16;
see cf. yadi odi® (atu-"/, it seems) |H7,8)<
visible be visible) = adak™ U *atts or
atay®™ *otts
be visible) (R 20)
72b. mana’au modiaz"/,, mannam- | mandolam sncs-
modeb®/., bap™ = (J 86);
mannem- | man- of. Tn *munsi-
bam™s dalom,, id. (AX 98)
72c. sirnddm | somaro™ | s ayiirsa,, (sanaqo,, sché- *sap3- (J 133;
xinyir,, soyinado® try) nemende- | H 875)
th
72d. (hou find) | (koabo™ qo-qo™/, | kulom, (kojams™* | *ko- to find
kuabo® = I find) (J72; H513)
find) koyam™ < U *koke-
(R171)
72de. (kondem, koddabo® konder- kondo- *kont 5-:
try) kuddabo® nam™ rgoma™ | *ko-
kondﬁr- (J 72; H 546)
nam®
72f. sulal-
Ca-NY/
73a. sibjako, cf. sibja dust
seed
73b. mum-
mol™/
73c. sem < Ru semja
Sjdne* "/ (G 177)
74a. sit | yamdydm | adduaro™ | yom- amdan® | amnam ondoj™ *Emts- ~
adido® tutum KMo dndai's *imts-
amtay™ (J17-18;
= H31)<
amti-qo- U *ams-
TaS/E (R 8)
74b. luogay©°°
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75a. hoba koba®/, | kufu,g. kob~, kuba, ko™ *kopad
skin (+bark) | koba®™/ | kubu koba® kuwa kogo-to*¢ | (] 73-74;
kop™Ts H 520) <
U *kopa
(R 180-81) =
*kopd
(S, 537: bark)
75b. | $ar, qora™/, *kdir ~ *kor-
(J 64-65); cf.
FU *kere &
*kore
(R 148-49;
184) =
FU *keri/d
bark (S, 543)
75¢. | teyk, (il “cenks (] 33)
made
skin)
75d. s *aja (J 17;
(human H 799);
s.) = #53b
76a. honym koddua- | kundua- | kondak™ | kunollam |xonda- *kont3- (J 73;
sleep ro™" tum konday- | kunolam,, |-stams™ | H 543)
koddua- KB Tas chonda™
do®
77a. niidea urea (yceN *iicd (] 31;
small judea® young, H 1134); cf.
child) FU *iiéa
(R78)
77b. #/nbloko
77c. Auocko
77d. manor”
77e. iblajgu®/ aligaku, (cf. M 101)
ubulaj-
ku®/
ublajgu®/,,
ilaiggu®™
77f. sielaku
778 Hifitio" *fua(j) child
Jgug
DA 1626)
77h. keba,
kipaB,Tas
77i. tanalikii,, | tana- cf. *tins-
ka®00x wenig (J 154)
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77. bokt™,
Bopt’,
(+ low,
short)
77Kk. idie’ |
771 idiigd = udzju-™ | < Mo iicii-
uduga, mbuj -ken
(H 1134)
78a. | jdke jakich (kindo 2kacka™ *iiick3- (] 39)
smoke | jdki, delung daka®/, djakdga,, ?kacko-
n. smell of | &0
smoke)
78b. Sun Suddo kinta siimde™? | schunjii kjundu™ | *kiint3 (J 79;
(+ steam) | Sudu®/,, Adelung kundo™ | H 593) <
Sudru®/ U *kiint3
(R158)
= *kiinti
(S, 537)
78c. (pur” fire purga®™ *pur- (J 131)
against = < U *purki
mosqui- purqi™/, (A, 25) or
tos) (cf. DA Iw. from Kh
661) porki?
78d. kam *kimt3 soot
-do™/ (J 64)
78e. ber = ber, cf. Tat. Tobol
bor, bér, byr
soot (Jo 90,
96)
78f. k‘dmnu’
79a. nidm néaro® | nandetm | néyak™ nugam = | nemyn- Hit- ~ *ni-
stand noéado’™ nénay™ | nulam, -dama™ | (] 104;
MO.00 nolam, H 735)
lenan©
79b. (t’ét’ﬁé tottj.qo- cf. DA 1064,
stellen) s/ 1084
ce/occi-
-1 DA
80a. numgy cf. *num sky,
star god
(J 104
H782) <
U *nu-ms3
(R 308)
80b. foreseo™ | fatajea =
fadesei® | hotadia-
NRN
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80c. keska™ khinzi- kindzi- *kins3-(kdj3)
kueska®™ | gdi = ke (JJ 263;
kesay- k'indZigei | H 489) <
k< ex® U *kurics
(R210) =
*kunsa
(S,537)
8la. |pae foh fub | fala pov, phi=pT, | hild*" 3 (J 1125
stone piikeo H 298) <
plZB,Tas U *pije
(R378)
82a. | hdjer, kaija® kou (qeci™/, | kuja= kajja™ *kdjd (J 58; H
sun haijer kaja®/, heat) k‘uia, xaja'® 389) <
kaja*/,, U *koje
kajer*/,, (R167) =
*kaja (S, 538)
82b. | (jdlea (jefe (jale day) | celN, tel>™ | (fala day = *jald (] 40) <
day, light) | jere® day) (+day) |d/tana,) U Yeld
(R96-97)
83a. ni-s trnak *u- or *u- (J 29;
swim trnay©- *ig-Ke H1108) <
O Tas tscha- U *uje- ~
gand- *oje-
utisugur- | (R542) =
jana *uxi-
I'swimin | (S, 536)
a river
83b. otilim,
olym
83c. hiilydm
83d. hattadm
83e. sam- kam- cf. DA 1835
beadm por-*M/
83f. be’ero™®
be’io®
83g. beheyedo®
behenero™
83h. Fampas,, jambiem | (lampi- *Limp3 () 82)
= l’a’l‘aS/E
dam- Schwim-
bisiy mer am
Netz)
83i. hodirsi kurak™
kiirem-
bay™s
83j. kudiisa
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83k. péinzay® | phalam =
péntetay™ | p'Flam,,
83l. tadelo- (M 934)
nams™
84a. tae(u)wa tajbu,, tal3®, thima = dajba™ *t,djwd
tail talduX tsima,, (J150; H
943) <
U *sejpi
(R 438)
84b. sana’ (séddaki | (santu’
tail of tail of
birds) birds)
84c. | panco cf. Sm *pdnc3
lower edge
(J 116) <
U *ponci tail
(R 394-95,
735;S 547 ;
A, 23)
batw’o™ | baty’a
batu”o®/.
84d. mdca® < U *miiés
mata™ ~*mdds
(R 268)
84e. katen, < Tat. kétin
(+ Arsch) id.
85a. taky (te™/, he) *td- (J 150)
that
85aa. | tanij,, (tonea tanie *t5-ndi-
es gibt) (J 144) <
U *ta + *nd
(R 505, 300)
85aaa. | (tiky,, tike,, (t"™/, da, (+ he) tine™ *ti(-) (J 1605
der dort) now) (tyMhe) | H 1006,
tina™/, 1022) <
(+ this) U *tdi/ *te/*ti
(R513-14)
85b. = | ner, *n3(-)
86¢. (J105) <
U *nd /*ne/*-
ni (R 301)
85¢. sedeo of. sed?/,,
who?
85d. ine®/,, (id’, this) (idichaiin™ | *i- (] 26;
vorgestern) | H 336)
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86a.
this

taka

NY

*td- ~ *te-
(J152) <

U *td/ *te/*ti
(R513-14)

86aa.

(tat,
then)

tohond

(tanday
dorthin)

to = ta™/,

da

(dana™
there)

*t5- (] 144;
H 954) <
U *ta (R 505)

86aaa.

tuky =
tuku,

dii

*tii- (J 167;
H 1075
rejects to add
Mt tugoks
soviel)

86b.

dat. eo’
der. eke/
oCh
ekke®/.,
eke®/

namay

(ompd
Tas/

now)

*am- (] 19) <
U *e (R 67);
H 644 rejects
to add Mt
mdkaia today
: Hu ma id.

86¢.

(ner,
that)

na

*ns(-) (J 105)
< U *no
(R 306)

86d.

D

=#85d

87a.
thou

todi
(*tan-td)

tannay

tan/t

than =
tan,
tan,

tans™

*5n (] 147) <
U *tun
(JJ 232;
R 539)

87b.

pudar =
pydar,

(xudu-
self)

from puda he
(GS 342); cf.
pyd, g self;
body < *pucs
(J 129-30;
H321)

87c.

(M 230)
cf. Ket @ thou

88a.
ton-
gue

nami
Obd.
nami =

famju, o

R314: na?
mouth +
*mir? Inne-
res; not from
*hdlmi

88b.

siofo
sioro®

sieja

seN, gets,

N

Sikd =
Saka,

ki, kis-
chta™
geie

“kej (] 66;
H 450) <
U *keéle
(R144) =
*kaxli
(S,538)
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89a.
tooth

tibea,
tiwie

ti, g. tio"
*,

timi

timp s,
tiuk
teuM©,
Ceu®

thimd =
time

tymeM
dimi-da®e

*timd (J 163;
H 1019) <
U *sew(i)-md
: *sewi- eat
(A, 34-35;
R 440; S 548)

90a.
tree

pea

féCh ) feB

po%,

p a B,Tas

pha

hah™

*pa (J 117;
H 267) <
U *puwe
(R410) =
*pu/o/dxi/i
(S, 539)

9la.
two

side

sire®h,
side®

siti = $itiM

site, Site

Side

kidda™

*kitd (J 71;
H 481) <

U *kakta/*-
kaktd
(R118-19) =
*kektdi

(S, 537)

92a.
walk

jadam

jararo™®
jadado™ =
dodiirsa,,

joturum

kuttarna-
UKar
kuttar-

-q oTss /E

dschdda™
dscha-

dim™s

*jata-(j-r-)

(J 38-39;

H 164, 166) <
U Yjuta-

(R 106)

92b.

hajeadm

gajty-
gamo™M

*k3j- (J 51;
H 384: var.:
*kat-, *kaj-)

92c.

(karis®/
(weg)
gehen)

konidi

qen-qo-
Tas/E

kanda-
gamo*®

(gan*s

yitpu!)

*kd(3)n-

(J 59; H 413);
cf. U *kanta
carry (R 124;
S24)

92d.

MINZ

méndem

minsi

miydm =
maygem,

*min-

(J94; H 627
excudes Mt
myngaems
I leave) <

U *mene
(R272)

= *meni-
(S, 538)

92e.

muosiro™

92f.

ciidida, g

92g.

heditisi-

NRN

92h.

palduany®
palduwa-
nNP
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92i. werkka-
;]C,OO
92j. iccir-qo
92k. qaltir-
kaltiri-qo
921. qos-qo
92m. bad’d’lam,
(+ bring)
92n. k“dnndm, < U *kulke-
xdnadm (R198)
920. m}l’gmn
92p. sonuyam,
sonam-
nam,
92q. t'o(n)nim,
tonu’lam,
93a. |jibi, jipi, |juba (dii-, melt | tschitha™ | %ju(3)-pa :
warm | juba, jyba | duba®/ {of ice}) Mt *ju(5)-
dilba.{B/vs become
duba®/,, warm, weak
(] 47-48;
H231)
93b. hejbi | PO *pejwi
(ea- | pin ( 120);
bem’am cf. FU *pdjwi
sich er- fire (R 360;
wirmen) S 34)
93c. Aunay
93d. fekutea = < Tn *peku
hékutaku (AX 146-47)
h/kolsuo,
93e. ejii = i,
i, ejur,
93f. (jieppa,, | (jéfi®, efi" (cap(p) t(3)ibuge., | dZobuka™ | *jet p5-
behot) | behot) i-qo™l, | dzibuge,, (J 44-45;
burn) H 219; cf.
AX97:Tn
*jeppu-id.)
9da. | ji, wit"d | bPch, bi® | be iit, 68 | i = by | buMTERE | it (] 1765
water H 143) <
U *wete
(R570) =

*weti (S, 541)
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gloss |Nenets |Enets Nganasan| Selkup |Kamas | Mator etymology
95a. méy mé, mi mi’ mendd *me-(N/-t)
we (J91; H 655)
<U *me/
*md (-N) (cf.
R 294-95)
95ab. | mana’ modi’ *mén-ti-(t)
modina- (J 86)
w
Pr
modina-
Ch /
Su
96a. namgy awuo iimbi = (amgan-*s | *5m- (J 15;
what abbua®/, mbi, ambi | why) H 34)
obu®/, cf. Sombi,
96b. (mi,, mi’h ma (mi (moy, ma-Xe “me (J 91;
etwas thing) weshalb) H633) <
Zu essen) U *m3 (R 296)
96¢. kaigu (GS kai = < Tn *xai
360) qai™/, (AX 156)
96d. da cf. da, d° der,
er?
97a. sear sifoih sera’a ser™s = siri = *ser(-) : *ser ice
white seri™/, sari, sire,) (J138; H 874)
<U *sars
(R464)
97b. jogudad- | dekagd, cvagiﬂo, *jeks (] 42)
de® tiig©
Cvdk’l‘as
97c. d/tarsk, < Tat, Alt
Jjaryq
97d. 5i < Tat oi
=D
weissblau
(Pferdefarbe)
(Jo 243)
97e. kir™t < Tk *qyr
grey (H 494)
98a. sa sio, sie™ | sele *ki-/*ki- (J 69)
who Sea®/ < U *ke/*ki
(R 140)
98aa. | hiibea™" Simdi = kymws™ *ki-/*ki-md
= xibja, Sind’, (J 69; H 486)
= < U *ke/*ki
kimni’n- (R 140)
Forest
98ab. ku’kki, (hoke (kua kut, kud | (g/kidi (kulgu™ | *ku- (] 75;
* | which which) which; | which) |H 563,576)
= koke, ) cf. gi'i’ ) < U *ku-/*ko-
which of (R191)
two)
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gloss |Nenets |Enets |Nganasan|Selkup |Kamas |Mator etymology
99a. e nech né =ni, ned®°C = | pe, ng, ne, | (ne' *ne (J 100;
wo- ne*/, ne™/, Weibs H727)<U
man né/,, Person *nind (R 305-
nes uxor) | 06) # U *ndxi
(S,539)
ema™© (eme's *emd mother
ima®™ = imang™ | (J 23; H64) <
ima™/, mother) | U *emqd
(R 74; S, 536)
100a. | tdsihaei = |taserad- |todakuo,
yellow | tasejy de (tosarii-
FiO,
gelblich)
100b. takuda- (X 130)
de“t/
100c. patil™/, cf. pati bile,
gall <
*patd () 115)
100d. segi, Soy, Sag sigin
grass
100e. tainaha™* | (H 945)
tanjaha®®
100f. dezi, cf. des cop-
(+ of per, bronze
copper) (Jo 121)
100g. sar,, saryx < Tk: Khak
(+ grau- saryy yellow,
lich) Tat saryg
(H 851)

Note 1: The main source of Nenets, Enets, Nganasan, Selkup and Kamas is Castrén 1855;
for Mator it is Helimski 1997 (= H). The additional sources are: Nenets — Le, NRS, RNS;
Enets - M, X; Nganasan - KS, NRN, Xelimskij 1994; Selkup - DA, E, G; Kamas - D.
Note 2: Forms in parentheses differ in semantics and for this reason are not calculated
as cognates. The underlined forms are loanwords.

Abbreviations of languages: Alt Altai, Brb Baraba, Bsk Bashkir, Chag Cha-
ghatai, Ewk Ewenki, F Finnic, Fi Finnish, FU Finno-Ugric, Hu Hungarian,
Kalm Kalmyk, Kb Koibal, Kg Karagas, Khak Khakas, Km Kamas, Kzk Kazakh,
Ma Mansi, Md Mordvin, Mo Mongolian, Mt Mator, N North, Ru Russian, Sag
Sagai, Sm Samoyedic, Soy Soyot, Tat Tatar, Tg Taigi, Tk Turkic, Tn Tungusic, U
Uralic, Yak Yakut, Yen Yeniseic, Ykg Yukaghir.
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Abbreviations of dialects (written in the upper index):

Nenets: Knd Kondin, Obd Obdorsk.

Enets: B Baicha, Ch Khantaika, K Karasino.

Selkup: B Baicha, C Caja, K Ket, Kar Karasin, MK Middle Ket, MO Middle Ob,
N Narym, NP Nats Pumpokolsk, OO Upper Ob, Tu Tundra, UK Upper Ket.

Abbreviations of authors (written in the lower index):

Gl Gluxij, La Labanauskas, Le Lehtisalo, Pop Popov, Pr Prokofjev, Pu Pusztay,
So Sorokina, Su Susekov, Te Tere§¢enko, VS Volodin + Sorokina, X Xelimskij.
These authors are usually cited according to Janhunen 1977 (J), Mikola 1995 (M)
or Xelimskij 1982 (X).

Conclusion

The most important result of the present contribution is a dating of the
disintegration of Samoyedic to the 3rd-2nd century BCE, i.e. between the
disintegrations of its neighbours, Ob-Ugric around 400 BCE and Turkic
around 100 BCE. Applying the cladistic strategy based on average values of
percentages expressing mutual relations, two primarily parallel branches
of the Samoyedic dialect continuum may be determined: North Samoyedic
vs. South Samoyedic, consisting of Selkup and Sayan Samoyedic. With re-
gard to the thin interval of 1.4% between the disintegration of Common
Samoyedic and separation of Selkup from Kamas and Mator, it is possible
to consider the alternative trichotomic model: North Samoyedic, Selkup
and Sayan Samoyedic. Relatively low scores of Nganasan with all other
languages (with exception of Enets) probably indicate an influence of a
pre-Samoyedic substratum of the Taimyr Peninsula. On the other hand,
the possibility that the Sayan Samoyedic branch was secondarily “formed”
thanks to the geographical neighbourhood of Kamas (and Koibal) and
Mator (and Taigi and Karagas) is not excluded. In this case, Helimski’s
(1982 = X) idea of four coordinate branches would be confirmed.
Concerning the Samoyedic-Finno-Ugric relations, their disintegration
dated to 3400 BCE is in agreement with communis opinio (see the discus-
sion in Blazek 2012: 30-32). The most remarkable result is that the order of
lexical proximity of individual Finno-Ugric branches to Samoyedic does
not correspond with the geographical distance - on the basis of the core
lexicon, the closest relative of Samoyedic is Finnic (every Finnic language
shares with Samoyedic, on average, a higher score than all other branches):
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1. Finnic: 28.62%

2. Mari: 26.12%

3. Permic: 25.95%

4. Ugric: 24.03 %

5. Saamic: 22.95 %

6. Mordvinian: 22.39 %

This result does not confirm the idea of an Eastern Uralic superbranch con-
sisting of Ugric and Samoyedic (Hédkkinen 2007, 2009; Parpola 2012: 288),
at least in a genealogical sense. On the other hand, an areal explanation
operating with a West Siberian Sprachbund consisting of Ugric, Samoyedic
and probably also the Yeniseic language Pumpokol, all characterized by the
isogloss *s > *t, was already formulated by Helimski in 1982 (X 124). The spe-
cific Finnic-Samoyedic relations represent an open question. As working
hypotheses, the following scenarios may be offered: (i) Primary neighbour-
hood in the Uralic dialect continuum. (ii) Independently shared archaisms
in the northwest and northeast peripheries of the Uralic dialect continuum.
(iii) Substratum common to both Samoyedic and Finnic. (iv) Finnic-like
substratum in Samoyedic (with regard to high scores of the Nganasan core
lexicon with all Finno-Ugric branches, the hypothetical pre-Samoyedic
substratum in Nganasan could be of Uralic origin too). (v) Samoyedic-like
substratum in Finnic (and not Saamic, where it did not become evident in
the core lexicon). Only future research can solve this challenge.

Viclav Blazek

Department of Linguistics and Baltic Studies
Faculty of Arts, Masaryk University, Brno
Czech Republic

Acknowledgement

The present study was prepared thanks to a grant from the The Czech
Science Foundation (GACR), GA15-12215S. The author is grateful to two
anonymous referees for their valuable corrections and recommenda-
tions and to John D. Bengtson for his correction of English.

121



Vaclav Blazek

Notes

A

1. Already Janhunen (1983, 119) identified in Samoyedic *sejpt3 7’ a loan from Com-
mon Tocharian *sapts id. (Ringe 1996: 67). It is possible to add North Samoyedic
*meniij5 ‘full moon’ (Xelimskij 1978: 126; 1984: 117; 2000: 400) < Common Tochar-
ian *m’efio- ‘moon’ (Ringe 1996: 108-109), and Sayan Samoyedic *pey- ‘to write, im-
press’ (XE 119; H 329) < Tocharian AB (present stem) pirk- ‘to write, paint, delineate’
(Adams 2013: 410); cf. also Napolskikh 2001: 373, 371.

2. Cf. Samoyedic *num ‘sky, god’ (< Ob-Ugric *nums3 ‘up, on top’ R 308); *kalmd ‘dead
body, grave’ (continuants of U *kalma have been lost in the Ugric branch - see R
119-120; Janhunen 1998: 477 assumes their existence).

3. Janhunen (1998: 477) quotes Samoyedic *junts ‘horse’ and *jiir ‘100’ as examples of
proto-Bolgar loanwords. It is possible to add another numeral, Samoyedic *te(j)tt5
‘4’ (J 159), resembling Volga-Bolgar *tiidt, Chuvash tdvattd, derived from proto-
Turkic protoform *dort ‘4> (Blazek 1996-97: 6-7; 1997: 375 1999: 93,105). But in the
proto-Samoyedic language there is no witness to the cluster *-r¢- (cf. S 46-47). This
means that *fe(j)tt5 may be a direct adaptation of proto-Turkic *dért. On the other
hand, -r- is also missing outside the Bolgar-Chuvash branch, e.g. in Uighur dial.
toot, Lobnor do(j)t/tojt, Salar §6t, Jot id. (Sevortjan 1980: 284-86).
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