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ABSTRACT. Morphology of Caucasian Albanian, including its declension system, is close to
analogous systems of Udi and other Lezgic languages both from the point of view of functions of
forms and their inventory. It should be also said that Caucasian Albanian reveals an especial
similarity with Udi. Apart from functional and formal closeness, we also have examples of regular
sound correspondences in the affixes. There are both identical and not identical correspondences:
Absolutive: CA -6 — CL. *-¢ > Lezg. -0: Tab. -6: Agh. -0: Rut. -¢: Tsakh. -6: Kryz -¢: Bud. -e: Ud. -
o: Arch. -e: Khin. -g;

Genitive: CA -n — CL *-n > Lezg. -n: Tab. -n: Agh. -n: Tsakh. -n: Ud. -n: Arch.-n;

Dative: CA -Vs — CL *-s¢: > Lezg. -z: Tab. -z: Agh. -s: Rut. -s: Tsakh. -s / -so: Kryz -s: Bud. -z: Arch.
-sd;

Marker of localization “on a reference point”: CA -l- (superessive) — CL *-I- > Lezg. -al: Tab. -1: Agh.
-1: Rut. -1: Tsakh. -1": Bud. -1: Ud. -l;

Marker of localization “next to a reference point”: CA -x- (dative II IT) - CL *-I;¥- > Lezg. -w: Tab.
-x” (f): Agh. -w: Rut. x:: Kryz -w: Bud. -w: Ud. -x: Arch. -lyu;

Marker of localization “in contact with a reference point”: CA -k(a) (subessive) — CL *-k- > Lezg. -
k: Tab. -k: Agh. -k: Rut. -k: Tsakh. -k: Kryz -k: Bud. -k: Arch. -k;

Marker of localization “under a reference point”: CA -q (adessive) — CL. *-t;- > Lezg -k: Tab. -ko:
Agh. -ke: Rut. -k: Tsakh. -k: Kryz -k: Bud. -k: Ud. -6: Arch. -t': Khin. k...

Plural Markers: CA -ur — CL *-ur — Arch. -or/-ur: Ud. -ur;

CA -bur — CL *-b-ur — Lezg. -bur: Agh. -bur, -vur: Rut. -bar: Tsakh. -ba: Khin. -(a)bar: Arch. -bur;
CA -m (in the forms of oblique cases) — CL *-(V)m — Rut. -m- (in suffixe -m-ar), Ikhr. -om: Kryz -
im: Bud. -im: Khin. -am(zar): Arch. -om/-um: Ud. -m- (in suffix -m-ux).

Besides, it seems to us possible to relate:

Arch. -y- (kul ,hand* — kur-y-ul ,,hands“): Ud. -ux, -x, -xo0, -ox/-uy, -y, -0y: CA -ux, -x, -ix, -ax/-uy, -
v, -iy. © 2018 Bull. Georg. Natl. Acad. Sci.
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Morphology of Caucasian Albanian in general and  first more or less full description of morphology of
its case system in particular can be considered among  Caucasian Albanian is presented in [4,5].
the least studied areas of Albanian studies. Except for Following principles underlie the declension
several brief essays [1:152; 2:115-128; 3:144-163],the ~ system of Caucasian Albanian: Case forms and
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plural are formed agglutinatively; case affixes are
attached to a direct base (absolutive) and a plural
form; a plural suffix always takes up position
between a stem and case markers.

Caucasian Albanian declension system is
complex. Variety of case affixes is observed, which
can not be explained only by phonetic changes.
Declensions of singular and plural forms, nouns
and adjectives are distinguished. In addition,
inserting elements (mainly: -n-, -j-, -r-) are found
between a stem (as a rule, of monosyllable words)
and case affixes. Cases in Caucasian Albanian, like
in other Lezgic languages, are divided into two
groups - abstract (primary, core) and spatial
(secondary, postpositional, local) cases. In all, 21
cases can be identified in Caucasian Albanian, of
which 7 are abstract (absolutive, ergative, three
forms of dative, genitive and vocative) and 14
postpositional (subessive, equative, superablative,
directive, comitative, two forms of ablative and
anteablative and three forms of superessive).

Consider formation and functions of cases:

Absolutive: is used to mark a subject of an
intransitive verb and a direct object.

Ergative: a form marked by it is a subject of a
transitive verb and also plays instrumental role.
Allomorphs: -en (the main one); -in; -an; -g; -e (-e —
as a rule, with the terms of kinship); -on (in plural).

Genitive: standard genitive case. Allomorphs: -
i (mainly with proper names), -j, -aj, -€j (-j, -aj, -€j
— with the words marked by -e in ergative), -ja
(mainly with pronouns), -un (the most productive),
-in (with the words marked by -in in ergative), -0j
(in plural).

Dative I: is used to mark indirect object, as well
as subjects of Verba sentiendi and can express
spatial relations (inessive). Allomorphs: -a (the
most productive); -e; -i (-¢ and -i are used rarely); -
u (mainly with pronouns); -o (in plural).

Dative II: form marked by it is, as a rule, direct
object, but it can also express spatial relations. It is
formed on the basis of the dative I by means of the

suffix -x.
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Dative III: form marked by it is used as indirect
object, but, in addition, expresses spatial relations
as well. It is formed on the basis of the dative I by
means of the suffix -s.

Vocative: Allomorphs -e (only in singular) and -
o. Principle of distribution of these allomorphs has not
been clarified. It should be noted that vocative is not
reconstructed either for the Common Lezgic (CL)
chronological level or for the Common Daghestanian
one. Hence, we can assume that vocative appeared in
Caucasian Albanian under the influence of other
languages. We suggest that marker -e is borrowed
from Greek, and -o from Georgian.

All forms of spatial cases of Caucasian
Albanian, with the exception of ablative I, change
in sync with dative I (as well as dative II and dative
III). According to underlying stem these forms can
be divided into four groups:

I group — namely, both forms of adessive,
equative, subessive, as well as ablative I, most
probably related historically to this group — is
formed directly from the dative I.

IT group (ablative II, anteablative II, superessive
III, comitative, directive) is formed on the basis of
the form of the dative II.

III group (superessive II, superablative) is
formed on the basis of the form of superessive I.
Anteablative I is formed on the basis of the form of
the dative III. Morphemes of dative II (-x) and
superessive (-1) should be localization markers by
their structure, which cannot be said about the
morpheme of the dative III (-s) which is the marker
of the “old” dative, ascending to the marker of the
CL dative *-so.

As for the functions of the postpositional cases,
ablative I and ablative II are typical ablatives,
anteablative I denotes movement from or towards
a front part of a reference point (that is, combines
in itself ablative and lative functions), anteablative
II, as a rule, denotes movement from a reference
point located above, superablative denotes
movement from a surface or top part of a reference

point; adessive I is used in its own and allative
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meanings, and adessive I1, apparently (this form is
used rarely) denotes proximity or contact with a
reference point; comitative is a typical comitative
case; approaching of a moving object to a reference
point is denoted by directive; equative has a
meaning of likening or affinity to someone or
something, being under a reference point is denoted
by subessive, and being over a reference point — by

superessive 1. Original meaning of superessive 11
should have been a designation of movement from
a surface of a reference point, though this form
occurs in palimpsests only four times and
identification of its precise meaning is difficult.
Superessive III denotes being of someone or
something on a reference point and movement on a

reference point.

Table 1. Case Affixes in Caucasian Albanian

Cases Singular Plural
Absolutive %] %
IVocative e, -0 -0
Ergative e, -en, -in, -on, -an, - [-on
Core |Genitive -1, -j, -aj, -€j, -ja, -un, -inf-oj
Dative | -a, -e, -1, -0, -U -0
Dative 11 -V-x -0-x
Dative 111 -V-s -0-s
IAblative I -oc (< *-V-oc) -oc (< *-0-0c)
IAdessive | -V-k(a) -0-k(a)
Adessive 11 V¢ -0-¢
Equative -V-ya *_0-ya
Subes'swe V-q *_0-q
/Ablative 11 V-x-0c 0-X-0C
.~ |Superessive IIl | y/_,_ P
Spatial lAnteablative II xﬁ‘;;aj *?Ofx?l)staj
(Comitative L V-x-0% L0-x-0%
Directive V-x-u o-x-u
Anteabla'tive I |V_s-tax-oc, -V-s-ax-oc |-o-s-tax-oc
Superessive [ V-1 o1
Superablative | y/_|_oc o-l-oc
Superessive Il | y7_1_ox o-1-0%
Table 2. Case Affixes in Udi
Cases Vartashen dialect (v. Zinobiani) Nidzh dialect
Singular Plural Singular Plural
Absolutive (@ (4] (4] (%)
Ergative -en, -in, -on -on -en, -in, -on, -on -on
Genitive -1, -in, -n-in, -un, -n-un, -a[j], -n-a[j], -e[j1,|-o[j] the same as in Vartashen and|-o[j]
2 -n-e[j], -o[j], -n-u[j] -on, -n-an
© |Dative I -a, -€, -U, -0, -1, -n-a, -n-e, -n-u -0 the same as in Vartashen -0
Dative 11 -ax, -eX, -Ux, -0X, -iX, -N-ax, -n-ex, -n-ux |-ox hardly used here
Ablative -Vx-0 -0X-0 -Vx-un -ax-un
Comitative [-Vx-ol[an] -ox-ol[an] |-Vx-un[an] -ax-unfan]
Adessive -V-sta -0-sta _V-stea -0-sta
= |Allative -V-¢ -0-¢ -V-¢ -0-C
% Comitative |[-V-1 -0-1 -V-1 -0-1
Benefactive |-en-k[ena] -on-k[ena] |-ajnak>, -ejnak> -ojnak>

Note: In forms of postpositional cases of both languages the first vowel (V) coincides with the marker of dative L

Compare case inventories of Caucasian
Albanian (CA) and Udi:
Ergative: -e, -en, -in, -on, -an (CA) ~ -en, -in, -

on, -on (Udi);
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Genitive: -i, -j, -aj, -€j, -ja, -un, -in (CA) ~ -i, -
aj, -ej, -0j, -un, -in... (Udi);

Dative I: -a, -o, -e, -0, -u (CA) ~ -a, -0, -e, -0, -
u (Udi);
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Dative II: Dative I + -x (CA) ~ Dative I + -x
(Udi);

Ablative: Dative II + -oc¢ (CA) ~ Dative II + -0
(Udi);

Superessive: Dative I + -1 (CA) ~ Dative I + -1
(Udi)...

In addition, adessive II of Caucasian Albanian
could be brought closer with Udi allative (both are
formed on the basis of dative I by means of suffixe
-¢). Suffix of Udi adessive V-sta is close to the
morphemes of Caucasian Albanian anteablative
V-x-o0s-ta-j). Udi
apparently has a common origin with Caucasian

(V-s-tax-oc, comitative
Albanian superessive III — both are formed by
means of suffix V-x-ol. The single Udi case not
having parallels in Caucasian Albanian is
benefactive.

In contrast to Udi, as it was mentioned earlier,
Caucasian Albanian was distinguished by the
richness of case forms, and this should also have
been characteristic for CL. Besides, relics of
seriality of spatial cases were represented better in
Caucasian-Albanian. Ifrelics of seriality practically
are not observed in Udi, excluding formation of
dative II (V-x), ablative (V-x-0) and comitative (V-
x-ol[an]), both serial and directive markers (*-@, *-
oc and *-08) are well reconstructed for Caucasian
Albanian.

Many phenomena of Udi morphology are
explained only after taking into account Caucasian
Albanian material. This is due to the fact that many
phenomena peculiar to pra-Lezgic and lost in Udi
were preserved in Caucasian Albanian. Thus, for
example, morpheme of dative III -s of Caucasian
Albanian is genetically linked with the marker of pra-
Lezgic dative *-s¢, reconstructed on the basis of
following formula of correspondences: Lezg. -z: Tab.
-z: Agh. -s: Rut. -s: Tsakh. -s /-»»: Kryz -s: Bud. -z:
Arch. -», see as well: [5: 45]. Marker of CL dative is
apparently preserved in Udi only in the initial element
of complex marker of adessive (-as-ta) [6: 45].

In addition, there are the following parallels

among the markers of core cases:
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Absolutive: Cauc. Alb. -¢ - CL *-¢ > Lezg. -0:
Tab. -e: Agh. -e: Rut. -e6: Tsakh. -e: Kryz -e: Bud.
-6: Ud. -8: Arch. -g: Khin. -. Only absolutive is
reconstructed for the CL level [6: 45], though there
is an indication on the possibility of reconstruction
of nominative marker (*-a) in Archi [7: 1I-10].

Genitive: marker of Caucasian Albanian
genitive case (-Vm) regularly corresponds to CL
genitive marker *-n, which is represented in Lezgic
languages with the following reflexes: Lezg. -n:
Tab. -n: Agh. -n: Tsakh -n: Ud. -n: Arch. -n, see as
well: [6: 45].

For CL the following model of the formation of
should

stem + marker of

postpositional  cases have  been

characteristic:  oblique
localization (series) + marker of direction [5: 46].
Along with that it should be noted as well that in
CL oblique stem apparently coincided with the
form of ergative - this situation persists so far in
Lezgian, Tabasaran, Aghul and Archi. For CL,
vocal suffix (*-e-, *-3-, *-a-, *-a-) [8: 75-76], suffix
of CV structure (*-ra-, *-mee-, *-ni-, *-li-, *-ti-)
and alternation of vocals in a stem (*a ~ *o0; *a ~
*i) [5: 28] are supposed to be the markers of an
oblique stem. Both in Caucasian Albanian and Udi
oblique stem coincides with the direct one or is
formed by means of consonant element -n- (in
Caucasian Albanian also by -j- and -r-).
Presumably, dative I should have been historically
an oblique stem in Caucasian Albanian and Udi;
this is confirmed by the fact that exactly the dative
III, not dative I, is linked with pra-Lezgic dative
genetically. Besides, practically all postpositional
cases (except for benefactive in Udi and ablative |
in Caucasian Albanian, although in the latter case
we probably deal with the reduction of the marker
of dative I) are formed on the bases of dative I.

For CL, we surmise the following markers of
localization, cf.: [6: 49-50; 5: 49]:

*.1- — «on a reference pointy;

*-g- — «inside of a reference pointy;

*J3%- — «next to a reference pointy;

*.Kk- — «in contact with a reference pointy;
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*-q- — «behind a reference point»;

*-g- — «between, among, inside of a filled
reference pointy;

*-t3- — «under a reference pointy.

Pra-Lezgic marker of localization “on a
reference point” (*-1-) is reconstructed on the basis
of the following formula of correspondences: Lezg.
-al: Tab. -1: Agh. -I: Rut. -I: Tsakh. -1": Bud. -I: Ud.
-l: Arch. -t // -ts, see also: [6: 49]. In Caucasian
Albanian suffix -1 corresponds to this pra-Lezgic
marker. This morpheme has preserved original
semantics — three forms of superessive and
superablative are formed through it, though it
should be noted that superessive III is formed on
the basis of dative III by means of suffix -ol which
here plays role of direction marker.

Pra-Lezgic marker of localization “inside of a
reference point” (*-e-) is reconstructed on the basis
of the following formula of correspondences: Lezg.
-o: Tab. -*: Agh. -*: Rut. -e: Tsakh. -e: Kryz -6 // -
o: Bud. -6 // -m: Ud. -j: Arch. -e, cf.: [9: 20; 10 :
207; 6: 49; 5: 50].

Pra-Lezgic marker of the localization “next to a
reference point” *-Iy¥ is represented in Lezgic
languages by the following reflexes: Lezg. -w: Tab.
-x” (f): Agh. -w: Rut. xs: Kryz -w: Bud. -w: Ud. -x:
Arch. -u, see also: [5: 51-52]. We suppose that
both in Caucasian Albanian and Udi suffix of dative
IT -x corresponds to this marker (in both of these
languages -x corresponds to pra-Lezgian *Iy).

This case is, apparently, of spatial origin, more
so that it has not lost its locative function even to
this day. It appears that initially this case marked
direct object (in parallel with absolutive), and then
syntactic functions of both datives were merged in
Udi. Besides, dative II has not lost features of a
series marker which also confirms its locative
origin — both in Caucasian Albanian and Udi
postpositional cases are formed on the basis of
dative II: in Udi it is the single relic of series —
dative II (V-x), ablative (V-x-0) and comitative (V-
x-ol[an]); and in Caucasian Albanian five cases -

ablative II (V-x-oc), superessive III (V-x-ol),
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anteablative I (V-x-ostaj), comitative (V-x-08) and
directive (V-x-u) are formed on the basis of dative
I

Pra-Lezgic marker of the localization “in
(*-k-) is
reconstructed on the basis of correspondence of

contact with a reference point”
identical morphemes: Lezg. -k: Tab. -k: Agh. -k:
Rut. -k: Tsakh. -k: Kryz -k: Bud. -k: Arch. -k, see
also: [5: 51-52].

In Caucasian Albanian, unlike Udi, there was an
analogue of this marker — suffix -k(a), though it had
already lost seriality — only the form of adessive 11
was formed in Albanian by means of it.

Pra-Lezgic marker of localization “behind a
reference point” (*-q-) is reconstructed on the basis
of the following formula of correspondences: Lezg.
-q: Tab. -q: Agh. -q: Rut. -x /-q: Tsakh. -qa: Kryz
-x: Bud. -x: Ud. -x: Arch. -x (?): Khin. -x, see also:
[6: 47]. The marker *-q- [11: 36] — or *-qa- [12:
163] denoting “behind a reference point”, “next to
a reference point” — is reconstructed for Common
Daghestanian level as well. It is doubtful that
marker of dative II in Udi and Caucasian Albanian
would correspond to *-q, more so that, as it was
indicated above, it must have been a continuation
of the localization marker — *-I;°. In addition, it
should be noted that x in Udi does not correspond
regularly to CL *q, though opposite opinion was
also expressed in scientific literature [13: 305-306].
As suggested by M. E. Alexeev, pra-Lezgic
markers *-q and *-I° merged into Udi suffix -x [5:
54]. This proposal should not be completely
dismissed, especially since, as it was noted, five
forms of postpositional cases are formed on the
basis of dative II in Caucasian Albanian.

Pra-Lezgic marker of the localization “between,
among, inside of filled reference point” *-¢f is
reconstructed on the basis of comparison of the
following affixes: Tab. -¢f // -y: Agh. -y* Arch. -¢ [5:
42]. It

correspondence to this marker is the equative suffix -ya.

is possible, that Caucasian Albanian

Pra-Lezgic marker of the localization “under a

reference point” (*-t3-) is reconstructed on the basis
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of the following formula of correspondences: Lezg.
-k: Tab. -ks: Agh. -ke: Rut. -k: Tsakh. -k: Kryz -k:
Bud. -k: Ud. -e: Arch. -t% Khin. -k [5: 55]. In
Caucasian Albanian, unlike Udi, there is an
analogue of this marker — suffix of subessive -q
(both in Udi and Caucasian Albanian uvular
ejective affricate g corresponds to CL *t3). It should
be noted that *t; is reconstructed for the Common
Daghestanian level as well, cf. And. -tsi: Akhv. -t5i:
Tsez -Iy: Darg. -‘u (Urakh.) // -gu (Kubach.)... [14:
84-85; 6:48; 11: 35].

In addition, other markers of localization have
also been identified in scientific literature:

-h- is assumed as a marker of localization
“before a reference point” [5: 54]. It is postulated
only on the basis of data from Tabasaran and Aghul
languages which renders a reconstruction of this
marker doubtful not only for the CL, but for
Common Samurian as well.

-r- is assumed as another marker of localization
with obscured semantics. It may be linked with CL
marker of ablative [5: 55]. It is reconstructed on the
basis of data from Archi and Shakhdag languages
(included Khinalug). It should be noted that this
marker is also reconstructed for the Common Andic
(*-ru) and Common Tsezic (*-r) [14: 82]. There is
no correspondence to this marker in Caucasian
Albanian.

The following directive markers are
reconstructed for Caucasian Albanian:

*.0c — ablative marker preserved in the
following forms: ablative I (-oc < *V-oc); ablative
II (-V-x-oc¢); anteablative I (-V-s-t-ax-oc, V-s-ax-
oc); superablative (V-1-oc, V-l-ax-oc);

*-0§ - lative marker preserved in the following
forms: comitative (V-x-08); superessive II (V-1-08).
Udi ablative suffix -o is presumably genetically
linked to Caucasian Albanian ablative marker *-oc,
and lative suffix *-o§ could be preserved in Udi
lexeme i§°a “close to, close”.

Locative markers were apparently unmarked in
Caucasian Albanian, which is also assumed for the

CL chronological level.
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Morpheme of Caucasian Albanian ablative, in
our opinion, corresponds to the following markers:
Avar -sea: Tsez -za: Bezht. -s / -so / -§: Kwarsh. -Zo
|| -z(i) (Inkh.); in addition, suffix -oc and morpheme
-§ in Archi and Khinalugh languages must be of
common origin. In spite of that ¢ is not regular
correspondence to §, there are no insurmountable
phonetic obstacles for bringing these affixes
together. And marker *-08 should correspond to
lative morphemes in Archi (-8i) and Dargva (-$u || -
$ou || -Cu (< *-8u [15: 65]).

Thus, morphology of Caucasian Albanian,
including its case system, is close to analogous
systems of Udi and other Lezgic languages both
from the point of view of functions of cases and
their inventory. Apart from functional and formal
closeness, we also have examples of regular sound
correspondences in the case affixes. There are both
identical and not identical correspondences:

Absolutive: Cauc. Alb. -6 — CL. *-¢ > Lezg. -
o: Tab. -6: Agh. -e: Rut. -e: Tsakh. -e: Kryz -e:
Bud. -e: Ud. -e: Arch. -e: Khin. -e;

Genitive: Cauc. Alb. -n — CL *-n > Lezg. -n:
Tab. -n: Agh. -n: Tsakh. -n: Ud. -n: Arch.-n;

Dative: Cauc. Alb. -Vs — CL *-so: > Lezg. -z:
Tab. -z: Agh. -s: Rut. -s: Tsakh. -s / -s»: Kryz -s:
Bud. -z: Arch. -ss;

Marker of localization “on a reference
point”: Cauc. Alb. -l- (superessive) — CL *-1- >
Lezg. -al: Tab. -I: Agh. -I: Rut. -1: Tsakh. -1": Bud.
-1: Ud. -

Marker of localization “next to a reference
point”: Cauc. Alb. -x- (dative I IT) — CL *-I,"- >
Lezg. -w: Tab. x” (f): Agh. -w: Rut. xz: Kryz -w:
Bud. -w: Ud. -x: Arch. -Tou;

Marker of localization “in contact with a
reference point”: Cauc. Alb. -k(a) (subessive) —
CL *-k- > Lezg. -k: Tab. -k: Agh. -k: Rut. -k:
Tsakh. -k: Kryz -k: Bud. -k: Arch. -k;

Marker of localization “under a reference
point”: Cauc. Alb. -q (adessive) — CL. *-t3- > Lezg
-k: Tab. -ke: Agh. -ke: Rut. -k: Tsakh. -k: Kryz -k:
Bud. -k: Ud. -8: Arch. -t*: Khin. -k...
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It should be noted that three Caucasian
Albanian analogues of pra-Lezgic localization
markers preserve original meaning, and as for
marker of dative II -x corresponding to pra-Lezgic
marker of localization “next to a reference point”,
it becomes clear that it evolved from one of the
locative forms to the case of direct object, having
retained its locative functions. In addition to that,
all four morphemes in Caucasian Albanian (-1, -x, -
k(a), -q) formally play a role of localization
markers as they are placed between dative I (which,
as it was noted above, must have been morpheme
of oblique stem) and direction marker. Two of them
(-1, -x) form all three forms (locative, ablative,
lative), and the two others (-k(a), -q) form only
locatives.

In Caucasian Albanian, as in other Iberian-
Caucasian languages, there are only two numbers -
singular and plural. Opposition between singular
and plural can be expressed both morphologically,
by means of special affixes (in nouns, adjectives,
some numerals and verbs), and lexically, through
pronouns, numerals and some adverbs. Plural is
always marked by affix, and singular is always
unmarked. In the forms of oblique cases a plural
marker always precedes a case marker.

Among the Caucasian Albanian plural markers,
the most productive affixes are -ux (in absolutive)
and -uy (in oblique cases). There are also phonetic
variants of these markers: -y-, -ix, -1y, -ax. Besides,
following allomorphs are attested as well: -r-, -r-y-
, -ur, -rux, -urux, -bur, -m-, -mux.

Variety of plural markers is observed in Udi too:

Vartashen: -ux, -ur, -ur-ux, -m-ux, -ur-m-ux,
-or (Direct); -y /-0y, -m-uy, -ur-m-uy, -ur-uy //-
ur-y (Oblique);
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Nidzh: -ux//-xo, -ur, -ur-ux// -ur-xo, -m-ux, -
ur-m-ux (Direct); -y //-x, -0X, -ur-ux//-ur-x, -m-
ux, -ur-m-ux Oblique);

Of these, -ux (in Vartashen) and -ux//-xo (in
Nidzh) are the most productive suffixes in
absolutive forms, and -y /-0y (in Vartashen) and -y
//-x (in Nidzh) — in plural forms of oblique cases.

Multiplicity of plural markers in Lezgic
languages does not allow us to reduce them to a
single archetype. Therefore, we consider it
appropriate to reconstruct for CL chronological
level not one, but several plural markers (we
present only those formulae in which the data from
Caucasian Albanian is cited as well):

*-ur — Arch. -or/-ur: Ud. -ur: Cauc. Alb. -ur;

*-b-ur — Lezg. -bur: Agh. -bur, -vur: Rut. -
bar: Tsakh. -ba: Khin. -(a)bar: Arch. -bur: Cauc.
Alb. -bur. This morpheme should be a combination
of previous suffix (*-ur) with the marker of III (so
called object) class of nouns (-b).

It could be possible to relate *-ur and *-b-ur —
morphemes with CL plural marker *-ar, though in
this case there would not be regular correspondence
between vowels.

*-(V)m — Rut. -m- (in suffixe -m-ar), Ikhr. -om:
Kryz -im: Bud. -im: Khin. -am(zar): Arch. -om/-
um: Ud. -m- (in suffix -m-ux): Cauc. Alb. -m (in
the forms of oblique cases).

Besides, it seems to us possible to relate:

Arch. -y- (kul ,,hand* — kur-y-ul ,,hands*): Ud. -
ux, -X, -Xo0, -0x/-uy, -y, -0y: Cauc. Alb. -ux, -x, -ix,
-ax/-uy, -y, -iy.

The project was carried out by the financial
support of Shota Rustaveli National Science
[Grant Project Ne YS-2016-45,
“Grammatical Analysis of Caucasian Albanian”].
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142 Roman Lolua

9bsdg36096985

06Mbgds 39335L00L eNdBME 9bsdo

6. Y

03569 x935b0830¢v0l bsbgemmdol 0docrobol bsbgemdfogem «960396L0G G0, s6b. BoJmdsgsb bsbgermdol
9b502893609(980L 0bLBOABO, Jol 089(02)e-35335b0296 9bs0rs 3obymRoem9ds, MmBogrobo,

bsgstorzgerm

(§96m©agboos 535009300 360l 3. dgbagaosl dog®)

39335800 5emdBMGo gbols dmmgBmeErmyom®o LGGMIGMMS ©, Bsbgermd, dMMBIdOL LolEgas,
dogrosh Sbenmliss MEommols ©s bbgs wobgom®o gbgdol sbsgrmyom® LoliGgdgdmsb Gmymes
063963 9®0l, olg BMbJE0sms AbEOZ. smlsbodbsgos, MmMA gsblvgmmMgdmem dlgsgligdsls 3sgzsBool
5¢d36MHO MMM 53¢gbL. dGKMBIdOL 0bg39bE MOl BmMmIMdM0Z30 ©s BMbJsom™o dgsgligdols
3505, 5304gd80 335d3L MgMEstmE s 396MbBMB0YM dgMs08YLsBHYZIOLMBSMS T5g5000900.
3353905 0096GVMO (da9M0703039MdIBO) s sG0EIDEMMO dyIMscYLsBYg0LMdBO:
LsbgEmdOmo: 3933.-5¢0d. -8 — L.-ggbY. *-8 > gY. -8: M. -a: SO. -a: Gm. -a: fsb. -a: 30O, -e:
d0. -8: 5GB. -a: bob. o;

30603 030: 3533.-5¢0d. -Vb — b.-cngby. *-6 > agby. -b: 0D, -b: 9. -b: fob. -b: mo. -6: 5GB. -b;
©H0Z0: 3933-5d. -VU (0530g0 II) — b.-gmgby. *-1» > @gbg. -b: 0000, -B: s, -b: o, bz fob. U/l
360of). -b: dm. -b: @B, -l;

“mM096G0MBY” wmIsenobsgool dsBggbgdgmo: 3933.-5cmd. - (bwy3gMgliogo) — b.-ggby. *-o- >
@B, -5z 005D, ¢ 5. -e0: Mo, -go: §ob. -0 " B, -em: M. -ew: SGB. - // o (?);
“009bG0Mm6” M IseoBszool 3sBzgbgdgmo: 3933.-9d. -b (©sG0gz0 II) — b.-ggby. *-miw >
@9, -4: D, -b ™ ($): 5©. -F: HMo. -E'W: 3G0f. -F: dM. -F: M. -b: 9OB. -mivy;

“mM096G0Mm6 MBmsgnm Gabgds” mm3seobagool dsBggbgdgmmo: 3s33.-5wd. -J(s) (segbogo I) - .-
9By, *-J- > 9B, -g: 0. -F: 3. -J: GMo. -g: fob. -J: 3. -J: dM. -J: OB -J;

“mGogbEoMoL §308” m3smobsgool 8sBggbgdgmo: 35g3.-5emd. -g (LI39G9logo) — B.-gmgby, *-Bt- > :
9%y, -J: 0090 - 5. -P: OH. -J: Gob. -J: 300F. -3 dM. -J: 3MB. -B: bob. -3...

0565300md0mol AsoMamgdEId0: 3533.-5¢Md. - — .- By, "M — sGB. -6/-M: v, -m6;
3983540, -3 — 1.-cmg By, *d-mM — 9By, DMM: 5. -dMG, -3ME: Brmom. -de: [ob. -dg: bob. -(5)d26:
5B, -dm;

3933:-5¢d. -0 (0600 dOMB35ms BMEIGOA0) — b.-ggBy. *~(V)3 — frmom. -3- (-3-56 bmgzgodldo), ob. -
20: 3M0f). -00: dMe. -00: bob. -53(Be®): SGB. -™d/-mB: M. -3- (-3-mb bLmxzodudo);

5050 3505, GgLsdergdemag a3glvbgds, MM 9hH;ABgmL s33szd0MmMOo:

6B -~ (Joew bywo” — Joh-0-0w »bowgdo”) ~ ge. ~gb, b, -be, -mb,/-e, -©, ™! 3533-5wd. -
b, -b, -ob, -5b,/-m, -®, -ow.
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