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The anatomy of a loanword
etymology

A loan etymology must consist of two parts,
lexical comparison (rinnastus) and claim of
origin (alkuperaviite).

Comparison: Fi. haava "wound’ ~ Lith. Sova
’bolt, hollow’

Claim of origin: Fi. haava "wound’ — Old
Baltic



The criteria of a loanword
etymology

I Formal criteria (muotokriteerit)
A. Sound substitution (substituutio)
B. Sound structure (ddnnerakenne)
IT Semantic criteria (merkityskriteerit)
A. Semantic corrispondence (merkitysvastaavuus)
B. Semantic category (merkitysryhmé)
II1 Evidence of the source word (lahtokielikriteerit)
I'V Distribution in the target language family (levikkikriteerit)
A. Inclusive distributional criteria (positiiviset levikkikriteerit)
B. Exclusive distributional criteria (negatiiviset levikkikriteerit)
V Evidence of the loanword layer (lainakerrostumakriteerit)
A. Existence of the loanword layer (ontologiset kriteerit)
B. Statistical probability (todennékdoisyyskriteeri)
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I A Sound substitution

All sound laws are speeific for a certain feme and
language but universal inside this context.

This Neogrammarian discovery was the way out
of omnicomparativism.

A sound law governs a change starting phonetic
and turning into phonemic (phonological)

This Structuralistic discovery was the way out
of atomistic speculations.



I A Sound substitution

All sound laws are specific for a certain fime and language
but universal inside this context.

Vilhelm Thomsen (1890) explained why Lith. Zirnis — Fi.
herne and Lith. Salna — Fi. halla, but Russ. Ekaa» — Fi.
sadlt and Russ. aoikrxa — Fi. lusikka. The conditions had
changed in between.

This Neogrammarian discovery was the way out of
omnicomparativism.

Nikolai Anderson (1879) tried to compare Fi. kirves with
Komi céer and Hu. csdr, since the change & > ¢ is globally
COMMON.

A sound law governs a change starting phonetic and turning
into phonemic (phonological)

This Structuralistic discovery was the way out of atomistic
speculations.



I A Sound substitution

Sound laws are divided into corrispondence rules
ooverning relationships between related languages
and substitution rules governing representation of the
sounds of the loan originals in the borrowed words.

Regular representation is a result of phonological
substitution.

Fi. halla < MPFi *salna — OBa *salna > Lith.
salna, where MPFi s > LPFi h and MPFi [n > LPFi
[l are regular changes governed by corrispondence
rules and OBa @ — MPFi a is a regular substitution
governed by a substitution rule.



I A Sound substitution

Regular representation is a result of phonological
substitution.

Substitution rules may tolerate variation due to changes in
the conditions during a long-lasting language contact
(phonetic changes in either of the languages included)..

Fi. halla < MPFi *Salna — OBa *salna > Lith. salna, but
Fi. hako < MPFi *sako — OBa *saka > Lith. saka

..or due to differences in the phonetic inventory of the source
and target language.

Fi. tarvas < MPFi *tarwasi — OBa *tauras > Lith. tauras

Fi. torve < MPFi *torwi <— OBa *taurée > Lith. tauré
since OBa did not have an opposition of short a ~ o.

















































































