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Abstract

In the Rgveda,several types of syntactic construction expressirgpordinative or copulative
relationship occur:dvandva compounds, copulative asyndeta, elliptic dualg] agntagms
constructed with coordinative particles. This aetignvestigates the role of coordinative
particles in the first fifty hymns of thRgveda focusing in particular on the most frequently
used particleca and comparing its use to other copulative conjonctiattested in the text,
especially wherea is used twicegi.e. ca ... ca) and the particleitd. The article investigates
how coordination is expressed between two wordsaamg to identify differences in the usage
of coordinative particles if the words coordinated theonyms or non-theonyms. By examining
how two words coordinated with particles occur efsere in other coordinative constructions,
the article demonstrates that research into coatidim constructions in Vedic ought to pay
special attention to the specific grammatical anguistic features of theonyms.
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Izvleéek

V Rgvedije zabeleZenih vetipov koordinativnih nominalnih zvez kot stvandvazloZenke,
asindettne povezave, elipthe dvojine in sintagme, v katerih so besede powwezavezalnimi
¢lenicami. Prispevek raziskuje sintagmé&enicami vrgvedskihhimnah 1.1-1.50 in se pri tem
osredotda zlasti na najbolj pogosto rabljeno vezattenico ca (»in«) ter primerja njeno rabo z
drugimi ¢lenicami, ki izrazajo koordinacijo, zlasti z rabeeth ¢lenic ca (i.e. ca ... ca) in
¢lenicoutd. Pregled raztinih n&inov izrazanja koordinativnosti med dvema besedkaiz na
razlike v rabiclenic, ki povezujejo dve (ali ¥ imen bogov in besedami, ki se ne nanaSajo na
bogove. Prispevek analizira vse besedeRigede 1.1-1.50, ki so povezane z vezalnimi
¢lenicami in jih primerja z alternativno izrazeninkioordinativnimi zvezami (na primer
dvandva in ugotovlja, da mora raziskovanje koordinativpitvezav v vedskem jeziku nameniti
pozornost specifnim lingvisticnim zn&ilnostim imen bogov vRgvedi ki kazejo drug&no
raboglenic kot besede, ki se ne nanaSajo na bogove.

Klju ¢ne besede

vedska lingvistika; eksegeZgvede ¢lenice vRgvedi vezalnailenicacav vedskem jeziku
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1. Introduction

This article investigates the role of coordinatpagticles in thekgveda focusing
especially on the particlea, and compares its usage with other copulative cmtions
such as the particlets and the usage of two of the partickes(i.e. ca ... ca)." The
research is based on the first fifty hymns of Bgzedafrom which all the syntagms
constructed with copulative conjunctions were idet, analysed and compared with
other coordinative nominal constructions attestethe entire text of thRgveda The
first fifty hymns of theRgveda,addressing a variety of deities, provide a sulbistian
amount of materials for investigation of coordimatconjunctions. The main focus of
this article is the investigation of different fuioms of the particlea when situated as
a conjunction coordinating two theonyms and two-ti@onyms.

In the analysis of the first fifty hymns of tliegveda several types of syntactic
constructions expressing a coordinative or copwdatielationship occur such as
dvandva compounds, asyndeta, elliptic duals, and syntagmsestructed with
copulative conjunctions. It has been shown elsesviBrtrich, 2010, pp. 35-44) that
examination of such coordinative constructions ouglincorporate a stylistic analysis
of the text, paying special attention to the spegfammatical and linguistic features
of theonyms. The preferred coordinative construcfior two theonyms islvandva
compound, followed by asyndeton, whereas syntagomstaucted with copulative
conjunctions are less common expression and elligitials are the most marginal
option. In contrast, coordinative relationship be¢w two non-theonyms is most
commonly expressed by asyndeton, followed by coatdie conjunctions, whereas
dvandvacompounds are extremely rare (Ditrich, 2007).

2. Coordinative Particles in theRgveda

Among coordinative particles used in tRgveda the most common is the particle
ca (1094 attestations), followed by the partiatg (752 attestations), both usually used
in the copulative sense “and” (Lubotsky, 1997, $4,3p. 510). Coordinative particles
are rather seldom used to express coordinationdegtwouns in thRgveda—they are
outnumbered by the usage of asyndeta. In thislartoly particles used in a
coordinative sense are examined, i.e. particéestd and the rarely attested particles
na anda. It has been shown that coordinative nominal consbns with the particle
ca (and less frequentlytd), comprised of theonyms, seem to be one of thiéstity
variants in hymns that address dual deities, altarg with dvandvacompounds,
asyndeta and, rarely, with elliptic duals (Ditri@®07).

Delbrick (1900, pp. 190-192) was the first to comimen the variety of
coordinative constructions for two nouns, i.e. @®ta, dvandva compounds and

! The research leading to the results in this péyaer received funding from the Seventh Framework
Programme [FP7/2007-2013] under PIRG02-GA-2007-3244
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syntagms constructed with copulative conjunctid¢tes.thinks that these constructions
express the same meaning; asyndeta are, in hisoopithe oldest Indo-European
construction whereas the usage of conjunctionslasea development. His hypothesis
is based on the development of Sanskrit: in oldages asyndeta are far more
frequently used than syntagms with conjunctions red&® in the later language the
usage of conjunctions increases. Renou (1955,)fdREves that particles may have a
special emphatic function —to emphasize the linkveen the coordinated nouns;
however, he provides no evidence to support hisncénd, as Gonda (1971, p. 142)
later comments, all attempts at reaching a clederatanding of the functions ch
and other particles have so far been unsuccessful.

There is a close relationship between syntactisttoctions with the particlea,
and dvandvacompounds. As already pointed out by Delbriick §.8%. 396—-397),
Rgvediccais a subclausal coordinative conjunction, vereoftoordinating pairs in
the same case except for two vocatives. Most schaaplain that two vocatives
cannot be connected with the subclausal conjunct@because the constituents in
vocatives are absolutives, bearing no integral ot relationship to the rest of the
sentence (Klein, 1981, pp. 73-91; Whitney, 1964€0;Delbrick, 1900, p. 396). The
syntactic construction of two theonyms in vocatigesjoined byca does not occur in
the Rgveda on the other hand syntagms comprising a vocaiivé a nominative
conjoined byca are very common (V.+Ng8), e.g.vayav [V.] indras [N.] ca or
invertedindras [N.] ca vayav [V.]. These constructions, identified also in Gideek
and Avestan and seemingly of Indo-European origsve been studied by many
scholars (Humbach, 1982, pp. 95-102; Klein, 1981,78-91).

Klein (1981, pp. 85-87) comments that dual theonymsyntagms V.+N.ea
usually occur elsewhere in tiRgvedaalternatively aslvandvasJamison (1988, pp.
16-20) further develops this observation and detnates that syntagms V.+Nca
can only be used in thRgvedawhen the two nouns that are involved elsewhere,
usually in the same hymn, also forngheandvacompound. The two constructions are
always linked in discourse; there is a predictaelationship between the order of
constituents in thevandvacompound and the case role that each element jpldie
syntagm.

As pointed out by Jamison (1988, pp. 16-20), the& palra and \dyu is
disproportionately represented in syntagms V.dd.and it is also the only pair that
appears in both regular and inverted ordey4v indras ca or indras ca vayay). The
reason for this, she argues, lies in grammar:dir@dvacompoundindravayii is the
only example amongdevatidvandvasof the Rgvedathat has only one accent and the
first constituent in stem form. Withindravayi operating more like a true
morphological compound rather than like the alnobstnce asyndetic association seen
in conventionaldvandvas the transformation into theayav /ndras ca construction
may have seemed especially appropriate (Jamis@8§, 2 20). She claims that alll
syntagms V.+N.e¢a are based on relatetyandvas When one of the two theonyms,
coordinated withca, is in the plural no variant expression irdeandvacompound
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occurs; e.gagnisca ... marutak (RV 5.60.7), Agni and Marutas are never attested i
dvandvacompound in thekgveda® However, Jamison (1988, pp. 22-30) argues that
although this is true on the surface there is atetying dvandvainvolving the plural
member; she gives for evidence the @gtedicvrddhi derivationsagnimarutd- and
aindrarbhava that seem to be built to the underlyithgandvacompounds. She thinks
that there is no difference between coordinativestoictions addressing theonyms and
non-theonyms: gods are addressed in the same fisafimortals in thRgvedaas well

as in the proto-language (Jamison, 1988, p. 17)s Etatement seems to be too
general, based only on examinations of syntagm8l\#ca.

The particleutd is the second most frequently used coordinativgurtion in the
Rgveda Klein (1978, pp. 1-23) gives an excellent surgegoordinative conjunctions
in the Rgvedaand identifies the main differences between tmetions ofutd andca
He demonstrates that is mainly used as a subclausal conjunction wheneasas
much wider functions: it conjoins subclausal cdaostits as well as clauses and
stanzas. This broader and more general functiothefparticleuts is the reason, as
Klein (1978, pp. 1-23; 1981, pp. 77-78) argues, tith can—unlikeca—coordinate
two vocatives in th&gveda

Other particles have a wider spectrum of functiand are less frequently used in
coordinative sense. It is often difficult to det@me their function; it depends on the
specific textual circumstances. The partialés frequently used in thRgveda (608
attestations) and has several functions, includiregpordinative one. Klein (1978, pp.
9-23) convincingly demonstrates that the particlerhen not employed deictically or
anaphorically, occupies virtually the same sphefeusage asuti and that the
relationship between andca parallels that betweemd andca. Bothu andutd have
numerous attestations in tiRgvedabut because of their wider functions they are far
less used in coordinative nominal constructions the particleca.

3. Syntagms Constructed with Coordinative Particles ilRgveda 1.1 —1.50

Several coordinative particles are used in the fiity hymns of theRgveda the
most common is the particles, followed by the particlauté and the rarely attested
particlesu, na anda. Here the attestations of all particles used ao@rdinative sense
that occur inRgveda 1.1-1.50 are examined in two groups, those coatidig
theonyms and those with non-theonyms.

2 The only possible exception to thisimgiramarutas(RV 2.29.4.3) which is, as argued by Klein, “an
isolated solecism” (Jamison, 1988, p. 22).
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3.1 Theonyms

In the first fifty hymns of theRgvedaexamined, six pairs of deities occur: Indra
and \ayu, Mitra and Varua, Wsas and Nakta, Indra and Vagey Indra and Agni, and
Dyaus and Rhivi. They are attested in a variety of coordinative tmaesions, the
most common beingvandvacompounds and asyndeta. The six pairs of deitias th
occur in Rgveda 1.1 —1.50 have their attestations in syntagms wibrdinative
particles distributed among the teradalas as follows:

3.1.1 Indra and Vayu

Table 1: Coordinative particles used in syntagms with Iraind Vayu

mapdala 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 |total
ca 3 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 7
utd 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1

Five constructions with the partictea are in V. Sg. and N. Sgvayavwndrasca
(1.2.5, 1.2.6, 4.47.3Nayo ... indrasca (1.135.4),indrasca \ayo (4.47.2). All these
constructions also occur in the same hymnduandvacompound, confirming the
observations made by Jamison (1988, 16—-20) thatwbeconstructions (i.edvandva
and syntagms witlta) are always linked in discourse. In two constiutsi the pair
occurs in N. Sg. together with other deities (724dhd 10.90.13) and once in |. Sg. in a
syntagm constructed withité (9.61.8 indrena ut@ vayuina). Indra and Mdyu are
disproportionately represented in syntagms V.t they are also the only pair of
deities that appears in both regular and invertel@rofazyav indras ca or indras ca
vayo).

3.1.2 Mitra and Varu pa

Table 2: Coordinative particles used in syntagms with Méral Varua

mapdala 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 |total
ca 2 0 0 0 3 0 2 1 2 1| 11
ca..ca 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
utd 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

One construction with the particlea occurs in V. Sg. and N. Sgmitra ...
vdrunasca (5.64.5). Five syntagms have both constituents .irSgl (5.40.7, 5.68.2,
6.24.5, 7.66.18), one in A. Sg. (1.2.7), two ingg. (9.100.5, 10.85.17), one in G. Sg.
(1.136.2) and one in L. Sg. (9.61.9). Three synwa@i64.5, 7.66.18, 1.2.7) occur in
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the same hymn also olvandvacompound. In one attestation the syntagm consttuct
with ca has one constituent in the dual and the othenénstngular (RV 8.25.mitra

. vdruna ... ca), which is considered by some scholars the madtage stage of
development ofdvandvas i.e. an intermediate stage between elliptic duaisl
dvandvas The order of constituents varies: the order Miéwrad Varma is more
common (10 attestations) than Vaauand Mitra (3 attestations).

3.1.3 Usas and Nakta

Table 3: Coordinative particles used in syntagms witat/and Nakta

mandala 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 |total
ca 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

Only one construction with the partiaa occurs in N. A. Du. (1.73.fdkta ca ...
usdsa). It is attested in a hymn devoted to Agni whiddi@sses several deities; the
two theonyms do not occur in the same hymdvandvacompound.

3.1.4 Indra and Varuna

Table 4: Coordinative particles used in syntagms with Iraid Varua

mandala 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 |total
ca...ca 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

Only one syntagm constructed with two partiatess attested in th&gveda in
A. Sg. (7.83.6indram ca ... vdrupam ca), in a hymn which addresses the pair; the
theonyms Indra and Vaitia occur in the same hymn alsadvandvacompound.

3.1.5 Indra and Agni

Table 5: Coordinative particles used in syntagms with Ireind Agni

mandala 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 |total
ca 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2
ca..ca 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 3

One construction with the particba is attested in V. Sg. and N. Sg. (3.26gha
indrasca) in a hymn devoted to Agni; the theonyms Indra Agdi do not occur in the
same hymn irdvandvacompound. One construction with the particéeoccurs in A.
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Sg. (6.60.12ndram agwn ca) in a hymn addressing the pair; in this hymn Inanal
Agni also occur alternatively idvandvacompound. All syntagms constructed with
two particlesca are in N. Sg. (5.51.4, 10.90.13, 10.1738rascagnisca); they are
attested in hymns that do not address the pairimmwehich the pair does not occur
alternatively indvandvacompound. The order of constituents is, with oreeption
(3.25.4), Indra and Agni.

3.1.6 Dyaus and Rthivi

Table 6: Coordinative particles used in syntagms with Dyaind Rthivi

mandala 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 | total
ca 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 8
ca...ca 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 3 2 7
utd 21| O 3 1 2 2 0 0 2 6 37
nd 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2
a 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 5

The most frequently used particle in coordinativnstructions of Dyaus and
Prthivi is utd. It is not evenly distributed among the terndalas 21.6% of all
attestations ofitd are in the family books which comprise 41.7% ofrgimns in the
Rgveda It occurs most frequently (56.8% of all attestasi) in mandala 1, which
comprises 18.6% of the total number of hymns. Bstdtions are in N. Sg. (always in
the orderprthivi utd dyaih), followed by 14 attestations in A. Sg. (alwayshe order
prthivim uti dyam with one exception, i.e. 3.32@thivim dyim utd) and 1 attestation
in Ab. G. Sg. divds prthivyd utd). Syntagms constructed withd occur only in hymns
addressing another deity / deities: in 9 hymns Byand Fthivi occur in the same
hymn also irdvandvacompound, whereas in 28 hymns they do not.

Constructions with the particlea are attested most frequentlynmendala 1; they
occur with the constituents in N. Sg. (5 times)AnSg. (once) and Ab. G. Sg. (2
times). The order of the constituents does not:vBgaus always precedestifivi,
while the particleca either is placed between the theonyms (4 times$dltows them
(4 times). Syntagms constructed withoccur only in hymns addressing another deity
/ deities; the pair does not occur in the same hiyndlvandvacompound.

Syntagms constructed with two of the partickehave constituents in N. Sg. (3
times) and in A. Sg. (4 times). The order of cdostits is alwayslyawca prthivi ca.
Most syntagms are in hymns addressing another fdiities; the pair does not occur
in the same hymn inlvandvacompound. However, Dyaus andttii coordinated
with two of the particleca are attested once in a hymn addressing anothgrated in
the same hymn the pair also occursdirandvacompound; and once the syntagm
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constructed with two of the particlea occurs in a hymn that addresses Dyaus and
Prthivi in which the pair is also expressediandvacompound.

Syntagms constructed with the particles and @ are rare: both particles
coordinate the theonyms Dyaus anthRi1 in Ab. G. Sg. onlydivé nd prthivyah, divd
a prthivyah). Mostly the particlei occurs in the family books amdi in the younger
mandalas 1 and 10; however, the number of attestation®dsdmall to draw any
general conclusions about their distribution. gyhtagms constructed with these two
particles are attested in hymns addressing analitigy / deities; the pair Dyaus and
Prthivi does not occur in these hymngdwvandvacompound.

Other theonyms occasionally—though rarely—occusyintagms connected with
coordinative particles. In the first fifty hymnsaRined there are only four attestations
of such syntagms:

1. Adityas and Indra: once in a syntagm constructed with two of theiglarca:
in 1. Sg. / Pl. (1.20.5ndrena ca ... adithébhisca). These deities also have 7
attestations in asyndetic constructions but nortvamdva

2. Ahi and Indra: once in a syntagm constructed with two of theiplarca: in A.
Sg. (1.32.13ndrasca ... dhisca); one other alternative construction is attested.

3. Agni and Mitra (and Varuna): once in a syntagm constructed with the particle
utd: in N. Sg. / Du. (1.36.1&gnh ... mitia utd). These deities have one attestation
in asyndeton but none dvandva

4. The Vasus, the Rudras and the Adityagwice in a syntagm constructed with
the particleutd: in A. Pl. (1.45.1) and in I. Pl. (10.125.1). Thedeities have also
10 attestations in asyndeton but nondvandva

From the survey of the syntagms constructed withradioative particles for the six
pairs of deities examined in tiRgveda the following observations can be made:

The most frequently used particle for coordinatadrtheonyms isca: it is used
exclusively to express coordination betweeyad)and Nakta, Indra and Vagey Indra
and Agni, and also, except for one attestation withto coordinate the pair Indra and
Vayu, and the pair Mitra and Vara. The distribution of the syntagms with
coordinative particles for the six pairs of deitiasmiong the termandalas seems
generally very similar to the distribution difandvacompounds formed from these
theonyms (Ditrich, 2006); however, the number tdéstations is too small to draw any
general conclusion.

e The construction withca usually occurs in the same hymn as the
alternative construction idvandvacompounoa,it indicates that the two

3 All constructions with the particlea of Indra and dyu, Indra and Vama, Indra and Agni, and three of
the total six of Mitra and Vana occur in the same hymns alsalirmandvacompound.
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coordinative constructions are stylistic variargspecially since they
occur in the hymns that address the pair whictoolspecific stylistic
patterns which include variations of different adioative constructions
for dual theonyms (i.e. several typesdviindvacompounds, the elliptic
dual, syntagms constructed with copulative conjonst and asyndeta)
(Ditrich, 2007).

* The only pair of theonyms that shows a differeritgua in the usage and
distribution of coordinative particles is Dyaus aRdhivi. This pair
occurs in the largest number of syntagms constusiégh coordinative
particles, most frequently with the partiaiéi.* Constructions withut
are mostly in N. and A. Sg. with the highest fragmein mandala 1;
these syntagms usually do not occur in the samenhgsdvandva
compounds or elliptic duals. Dyaus andth®Ri—unlike other dual
theonyms—are coordinated by a variety of partiobe®ca, two ca, utd,
nd and a. Other dual theonyms only occasionally occur imtagms
constructed withutd or with two of the particlea

» Generally, it remains uncertain what the functiéhe various particles
coordinating theonyms is, but it seems that onetfan of syntagms
comprising dual theonyms is stylistic variationpesially since these
variants often occur in the same hymn, usually egking the very same
pair of deities.

3.2 Non-theonyms

Coordinative particles are used in ftgvedaalso to express coordination between
nouns which are not theonyms, as well as — thougitenrarely — between
adjectives, adverbs, verbs and sentences. All dinticjes coordinating non-theonyms
that are attested iRgvedal.1-1.50 are identified below and all other cooative
constructions between the two examined non-theorammglrawn from the entire text
of theRgveda

3.2.1 Particle ca
1. Coordination of nouns (non-theonyms):

1. sahisrapradhana and vgja-: 1 attestation in 1. Pl (1.7.4djesu
sahisrapradhaneu ca@; no alternative coordinative construction is sttt in the
entire text of theRgveda

* The particleutd coordinates Dyaus andtRivi 37 times but other dual deities only twice.
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2. ukthi- andstoma: 2 attestations: in N. Sg. (1.8.8@mah ukthim ca) and in |.
Pl (6.24.7); 4 attestations in asyndeton in thi&re®Rgveda(1.5.8, 3.5.2, 3.41.4,
6.23.1).

3. suti- and sakhyi-: 1 attestation in I. Pl. (1.10.8u¥ésu ... sakhysu ca; no
alternative coordinative construction is attested.

4. yajid- and havs: 1 attestations: in N. Sg. (1.12.Majidm havsca); 4
attestations in asyndeton in tRgveda(1.24.14, 2.35.12, 4.50.6, 10.20.6).

5. bhesajd- and agni-: 1 attestation in N. Pl. (1.23.26hesaja agnm ca); no
alternative coordinative construction is attested.

6. apacyavi- andupacyavi-: 1 attestation in A. Sg. (1.28&pacyavm upacyaxm
ca); no alternative coordinative construction is site.

7. prayas andmdyas: 1 attestation in N. A. Sg. (1.31nxyah ... puyah ca); no
alternative coordinative construction is attested.

8. tanikrt- andprdmati: 1 attestation in N. Sg. (1.31t8nikst ... prdmatisca );
no alternative coordinative construction is atteste

9. maghivan andtani-: 1 attestation in A. Pl. (1.31.1@aghsnah ... tanuisca);
no alternative coordinative construction is atteéste

10. mih- andhradini-: 1 attestation in A. Sg. (1.32.8%ham... hradinim ca); no
alternative coordinative construction is attested.

11. amta- andmdrtya-: 1 attestation in A. Sg. (1.35&wtam nrtyam ca); no
alternative coordinative construction is attested.

12. arkd- and ukthi-: 1 attestation: in I. Pl. (1.47.10kthebhis ... arkasca); 1
attestation in asyndeton in the enftgveda(6.5.5).

13. hrdrogi- and harimdn-: 1 attestation in A. Sg. (1.50.1firdrogim ...
harimanam ca); no alternative coordinative construction is stite.

2. Coordination of adjectives:
1. sama andsrngin-: 1 attestation in G. Sg. (1.32.XBmasya casrriginalk); no
alternative coordinative construction is attested.

2. ruddt- and jdksat-: 1 attestation in A. Pl. (1.33.7udaty jdksatasca); no
alternative coordinative construction is attested.

3. Coordination of adverbs:

1. adyi and nandm: 1 attestation (1.13.Gdyi niandm ca); no alternative
coordinative construction is attested.

2. dosa andusds-: 1 attestation in A. Pl. / G. Sg. (adverbial us&4.3dasdh ...
usdsasca); 5 attestations in adverbial function in asyodein the entireRgveda
(2.179.1, 2.8.3, 4.2.98, 7.3.5, 8.22.14).
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4. Coordination of verbs:
4 attestations of two verbs (X+¥a&): 1.14.1c, 1.31.17cd, 1.42.9ab, 1.48.3ab;
2 attestations of two verbs (Xa+Y): 1.15.9b, 1.17.6ab.

5. Coordination of sentences:

6 attestations of Xeat+Y: 1.8.5ab, 1.23.21abc, 1.25.11c, 1.25.19ab, 842%,
1.34.12cd;

2 attestations of X+Yea: 1.13.1abc, 1.23.20abc.

3.2.2 Two of the particle ca
1. Coordination of nouns (non-theonyms):

1. brahmin- andyajid-: 1 attestation in A. Sg. (1.10Bt¢hma ca... yajidm ca);
1 attestation with onea in the entireRgveda(6.38.40).

2. pit/- andmat/-: 3 attestations in A. Sg. (1.24.1 1.24.2, 10.5tdram ca ...
matdram ca); 5 attestations with onea, 1 with utd, 15 in asyndeton, 83 in the
elliptic dual, 1 indvandvain the entirekgveda.

3. dyi- andksam: 5 attestations in Ab. G. Sg. (1.25.20, 1.37.600.15, 5.38.3,
10.49.2, 10.22.@ivdsca gmisca); 1 attestation with onea, 3 in asyndeton in the
entireRgveda

4. ndva- and navai-: 1 attestation in N. Sg. (1. 32.;dva ca navain ca); 9
attestations with onea, 9 in asyndeton in the entiRgveda

2. Coordination of adverbs:
1. darat andasat: 1 attestation (1.27 @irdccasicca); 1 attestation with (4.20.1).
3. Coordination of sentences:

1 attestation of Xea... cat+Y: 1.35.11cd.

3.2.3 Particle utd
1. Coordination of nouns (non-theonyms)

1. yama andrati-: 1 attestation in N. Sg. (1.34yEma uti ratik); no alternative
coordinative construction is attested.

2.tokd- andvdsu: 1 attestation in A. Sg. (1.41v@su ... tokimut); no alternative
coordinative construction is attested.

2. Coordination of adjectives
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pirva- and niitana: 1 attestation in I. Pl. (1.1.girvebhir ... nitanair utd); 2
attestations in asyndeton in the enRgyveda

3. Coordination of adverbs:

1. adyi andapardim: 1 attestation (1.36.6dy ... uti aparim); 2 attestations in
asyndeton in the entikgveda(1.184.1, 8.27.14).

4. Coordination of sentences:

6 attestations Xuig+Y: 1.10.6cd , 1.11.8cd, 1.23.19ab, 1.32.13cd, .hi34
1.34.5c; 3 attestations of X+\i#i: 1.17.6ab, 1.32.4ab, 1.39.2ab.

5. Coordinations of stanzas:

at the beginning of the stanza: 1.4.5ab, 1.4.6&k).Gab, 1.25.15ab, 1.28.6ab,
1.31.18cd.

3.2.4 Particleu
1. Coordination of sentences:

2 attestations of Xa+Y: 1.34.2d, 1.34.6ab.

3.2.5 Particled
1. Coordination on nouns:

dnta- andparakd-: 1 attestation in Ab. Sg. (1.30.2htada parakat); no alternative
coordinative construction is attested.

From the survey of the particles coordinating noemenyms that are attested in
Rgvedal.1-1.50, the following observations are made:

e The particleca is the most frequently used particle for coordovatof
non-theonyms inRgveda 1.1-1.50: it has 45 attestations and most
frequently coordinates nouns (13 attestations)tegyns comprising two
nouns coordinated with the partiala seem to express a casual relation
between the nouns; usually they have only onetattes in the whole
Rgvedaand do not occur in any other coordinative comsiion (e.g.
asyndeton odvandva).

« Only 3 out of a total of 13 pairs of nouns coordéabwithca occur also
in asyndeton: these nouns have a larger numberttetations in
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asyndeton than in constructions with® In these syntagms nouns occur
most frequently in N. and A. Sg. and I. PI.

 The particleca is also used to coordinate adjectives (2 timeg) an
adverbs (2 times); these syntagms have only oestation in the whole
Rgvedaand do not occur, with one exception, in any otwardinative
construction.

* The particleca also coordinates verbs (6 times) and sentencesiés);
the frequent use ofa here does not support the claim developed by
Klein (1978, pp. 1-23) thata is mainly used as a subclausal conjunction
whereasuté has much wider functions, i.e. it conjoins subséu
constituents as well as clauses and stanza®gireda 1.1-1.50 the
particle ca is used for coordination of sentences as frequesdl the
particleutd.

* The particleutd is less frequently used for coordination of noigs
attestations), adjectives (1 attestation) and dxdvér attestation) than for
coordination of sentences. It also occurs in itscgd function as a
coordinative particle situated at the beginning stanza (6 attestations).
Syntagms comprising two nouns coordinated withpheicle utd seem
to express a casual relation between the nounallysbese nouns occur
only once in the coordinative relation and do retenattestations in any
other coordinative construction (e.g. asyndetorandvd. The cases
most frequently used in these syntagms—as in tlosstructed with
ca—are N. and A. Sg. and I. Pl.

* Two of the particleca, attested irRgvedal.1-1.50, are mainly used for
coordination of nouns (4 attestations) and, lesguently, coordination
of adverbs (1 attestation) and sentences (1 ditegta These
syntagms—unlike those constructed with ome—have several
attestations in theRgveda and do occur in other coordinative
constructions as well: all of them have at least attestation with one
ca, often they occur in asyndeton and, in the cag®téfandmatr-, also
in the elliptic dual andlvandva It seems that syntagms constructed with
two ca do not coordinate nouns casually, as do those avidita or with
utd, but are one of the stylistic variants expressiogrdination between
nouns and are especially often attested mandalas 1 and 10.
Examination of all syntagms constructed by using ta from Rgveda

5 E.g. ukthi- and stsma (2 attestations witlca, 4 attestations in asyndeton)ajid- and havs (1
attestation withca, 4 attestations in asyndetomykd- andukthi- (1 attestation wittta, 1 attestation in
asyndeton).

® The usage of cases in syntagms constructed wittdir@tive particles and in asyndeta has not bigen,
my knowledge, investigated; this is an area wheduires future research that would contribute better
understanding of the style of tRgvedic poetic language.
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1.1-1.50 indicates that these constructions aréerdiit from the
syntagms constructed with other coordinative piagiand have a special
function which may be the stylistic variation.

4. Conclusion

Several coordinative particles are used in the yexamined: the most common
is the particleca, followed by the particleuti. When dual theonyms occur in
constructions with the coordinative partide, they are usually attested in the same
hymns in dvandva compound as well, thus indicating that the two rdowtive
constructions are stylistic variants, especiallythe hymns that address the pair in
question. Dyaus andtRivi is the only pair of deities that is coordinateddoyariety of
conjunctive particles (one particlea, two particlesca, particlesutd, ndé and a),
displaying the widest variety of stylistic expres®s. It remains uncertain what the
function of the various particles coordinating thems is; however, it seems that one
function of syntagms comprising dual theonyms ydistic variation, especially since
these syntagms usually occur together with otherdinative constructionglyandvas
elliptic duals, asyndeta) in the same hymn.

Syntagms comprising two non-theonyms coordinateti wie particleca or utd
seem to express a casual relation between the ntheg have usually only one
attestation in the entiggvedaand do not occur in any other coordinative comsin.
Unlike syntagms constructed with one particde those constructed with two particles
ca usually have several attestations in Bgredaand also occur in other coordinative
constructions (i.e. in syntagms constructed witle garticleca, in asyndeton and
sometimes also in the elliptic dual atnandvacompound). It seems that the syntagms
constructed with two particlesa do not coordinate nouns casually, but represeat on
of the stylistic variants expressing coordinatietween the nouns.

There is a considerable difference in style betweeordinative constructions
comprising two theonyms, and those consisting of-theonyms, as demonstrated by
the distribution and usage of coordinative particie the first fifty hymns of the
Rgveda By examining how two words coordinated with pees alternatively occur in
other coordinative constructions, the article dest@ies that research into
coordinative constructions in Vedic ought to payedaal attention to the specific
grammatical and linguistic features of theonymst ttistinguish them from non-
theonyms.

Abbreviations
A. accusative
Ab. Ablative

D. Dative
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Du. Dual

G. genitive

l. instrumental
L. Locative

N. Nominative
PI. Plural

RV Rgveda

Sg. Singular

V. vocative
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