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Abstract

Amredita compounds in theRgveda are considered to be a type of coordinative nomina
construction, closely related tdvandva compounds. This article investigatesnredita
compounds against the background of other cooiigimatominal constructions fromRgveda
1.1-1.50 which were analysed and compared with thegiallel attestations in otherandalas

of the Rgveda The first fifty hymns of thekgvedaform an organic whole: they belong to the
middle period in theRgvedic chronology and address a rich variety ofiei providing a
substantial amount of material to address the dgical problems ofimredita compounds. The
article overviews the problems related to the tggglof amredita compounds, their analysis in
the Rgvedapadagirtha and theAsradhyayr, examines alimredita compounds attested Rgveda
1.1-1.50 and compares them withandvacompounds, noting their interrelations, similasti
and differences and consequently, identifies softtleeidr typological features.
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Izvle¢ek

Amredita zloZzenke se v vedskem kot tudi v kiagm sanskrtu ponavadi klasificirajo kot
poseben tip koordinativnih nominalnih zvez, ki stesnem sorodstvu @dvandvazlozenkami.
Prispevek raziskuj@mredita zlozenke v okviru vseh koordinativnih nominalnitez, ki so
zabeleZzene wgvedskih himnah 1.1-1.50 in jih analizira skupaj z njihovimzporednimi
zabeleZzbami v vselmandalah Rgvede Prvih petdeset hime®Rgvede predstavija organsko
celoto: vrgvedski kronologiji pripadajo srednjemu obdobjismposvéene Stevilnim razéinim
bogovom ter nudijo dovolj obsezno gradivo za razisinje tipoloSkih vpraSanj povezanih z
amredita zlozenkami in drugimi koordinativnimi nominalnimvezami. Prispevek obravnava
analizoamredita zloZenk vRgvedapadafirhi in Asradhyayi, analizira vseimredita zloZzenke iz
prvih petdesetih himnRgvede, jih primerja z dvandva zloZenkami in raziskuje njihove
medsebojne podobnosti in razlike ter ugotavljamjirazvoj in tipoloske zri@nosti.

Klju éne besede

vedska lingvistika, eksegeRavede, tipologija zloZenk, vedske zloZenkeyredita besedne
skupine
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This article investigategmredita compounds in thekgvedawhich have been
viewed as one type of coordinative nominal consitoac Materials for this research
are drawn from the first fifty hymns of th&gveda: all coordinative nominal
constructions attested in these hymns were idedtifanalysed and compared with
their parallel attestations in otherandalas of the Rgveda The first fifty hymns of the
Rgvedaform an organic whole: they presumably belongh® middle period in the
Rgvedic chronology and address a variety of deipesyiding a substantial amount of
material for investigation of coordinative nomir@nstructions, includingmredita
compounds. The article investigates the probleniate@ to the typology and
development ofimredita compounds and especially their relationship vadtandva
compounds.

Amredita® compounds, also calledmredita word-groups, are comprised of an
inflected form (usually a substantive, or less camiy an adjective, pronoun, adverb,
preposition or numeral) which is repeated, gividge tcompound an intensive,
distributive or iterative meaning (e.divé-dive “every day”). Theyare productive in
the Rgveda especially those comprised of two nouns. Befbestypological questions
related toamredita compounds are addressed here, their analysis ene#liest
Rgvedic exegetical text, th®adapirha, will be discussed andhe approach to
amredita word-groups in the most important old Indian gramnRanini’s Astadhyayr,
will be examined.

1. Analysis ofAmredita Compounds in theRgvedapadapatha

The Rgvedapadagrha (“Rgveda-word-text”) gives all the words of the
Rgvedasahitaparha (“Rgveda-continuous-text”) in a separated form, uradig by
the rules of euphonic combination gandhi As the earliest exegesis of tRgveda—
the first known commentary on theamhita text, dated around the end of the
Brahmaua period — its main purpose is the accurate preservaf theRgvedaduring
oral transmission. The text also clarifies the nmeguof words and seems to be the
earliest recorded grammatical analysis of tkgveda (Jha, 1992, p. 1). In the
Rgvedapadagrha the sandhisare dissolved and two kinds of pauses are useddp k
separate meaningful units, i.e. they mark morphbmexdaries or word-boundaries: a
long pausedanda)® always follows gpada(“word”) — it separates the constituents of
a sentence — and a shorter omeagrahd* separates the constituents of a word.
Components of a compound are separated bwvagraha this indicates that the
components are analysed in fregapirha as constituents of internpada

! The research leading to the results in this pdyaer received funding from the Seventh Framework
Programme [FP7/2007-2013] under PIRG02-GA-2007-3244

2 The termamredita means literally “repetition, reduplicationéi-nred- “to repeat”; see MW 147).
% Danda is transliterated with a single space.
4 Avagrahais transliterated with a short hyphen - .
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Nominal compounds are not always analysed inRbeedapadapitha, i.e. in
some circumstances they do not have their constiéuseparated by avagraha for
example, in compounds that have two accents anfirftecomponent in an inflected
form (e.g. RV 1.90.8: Spdnaspitir, Pp vdnaspitifz); in compounds that are proper
names (e.g. RV 3.53.9: Si¥vamitro, Ppvisvamitrak); in dvandvassignifying deities
(devaidvandvay”® (e.g. RV 1.93.8: Smgriséma, Pp agniséma); in dvandvaswith
both components accented and in the dual (e.g. BV7:4Sp matdrapitira, Pp
matdrapitdra); and in some other types of compounds (Jha, 199069-176).

Most nominal compounds in thiggvedaconsist of two components or, rarely, of
three, but never more than three. Having a singterst seems to be the first criterion
for a word to be considered a compound in phdagirha: if a compound has two
accents, its components are not separate/bgraha The second criterion for a word
to be considered a compound is the use of thelentefl stem of the first component.
However, a word is often analysed in {hedapirha as a compound as long as it has,
with some exceptions, one accent, although thedomponent may be in an inflected
form. This is the case witlamredita compounds which have their components
separated in thpadapirha since they fulfill the first criterion (i.e. theyave a single
accent) although the first component is alwaysnimnélected form (e.g. RV 1.12.2: Sp
agn/magnim Ppagn/m-agnin).

In Rgveda 1.1-1.50, twelveamredita compounds are attested which can be
grouped in the following way:
+ eightamreditas comprising two noungd{védive, dydvidyavi turjéturje,
su¥sute agn'magnim visévise, yégeyogevajevije);
* oneamredita comprising two numeralgamekan
* one comprising two pronoungiftad); and
* two comprising prepositionpdrapara andprdpra).

All amreditas listed above are analysed as compounds ipdbtapirha, i.e. their
components are separated dyagraha(e.g. Ppdivé-dive). Theseamreditas are all,
with one exception (i.e. Sggnmagnim Pp agnm-agnin), comprised of non-
theonyms. Similarly, in all other hymns of tRgvedaalmost allamreditas are formed
from non-theonyms: only two deities in the entigvedaare addressed iimredita
compounds, i.e. Agni with three attestationsagfymagnim(1.12.2, 6.15.6, 8.60.17)
and Indra with one attestatiandramindram(8.12.19). Allamredita compounds from
Rgvedal.1-1.50 as well as their attestation in othetdalas of theRgvedahave their
components separated lavagraha Furthermore, allamredita compounds in the
Rgveda— altogether 113 are listed by Collitz (1882, @85—-297), having usually
only one or a few attestations each in the entixe+ were examined and found to be
consistently analysed in thpadapirha, irrespective as to whether they are comprised

® In theSamavedahe components afevatidvandvacompounds are separated.
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of theonyms or non-theonyms. This fact also sugptre assumption that having a
single accent seems to be the first criterion farad to be considered a compound in
the padapirha.

In comparison, examination alvandvacompounds in theRgvedapadafxha
indicates different patternsDvandva compounds comprising non-theonyms are
analysed as compounds in tpadagitha only when the first component is, without
any ambiguity, in a stem form (e.g. RV 1.45.2: ®gyastrinsatam Pp trayah-
trimsatanm) whereas those comprised of theonyms (which ariabthe most frequent
coordinative construction for theonyms in Rgveda are, as a rule, never analysed in
the padapirha: no devatidvandvas having constituents in juxtaposition or in tmesi,
have their constituents separated dwagraha Although two theonyms (Indra and
Vayu, Indra and Agni) occur idvandvacompounds which have a single accent and
the first constituent in a stem form—the two craghat are required for the compound
to be analysed in theadapirtha—their components are still not separatecabbgigraha
(e.g. Sp: 1.14.3almdravayii, Pp:indravayi iti; Sp: 1.14.3alndravayit, Pp:indravayit
iti.) (Ditrich, 2009). This indicates that specialteria apply for dual theonyms: they
are not analysed on the syntactic or semantic lewtlonly on the phonetic or
morphophonemic level (i.sandhj replacement of singular endings by dual endings).
Thusdvandvacompounds cannot be viewed as a single categarg blear distinction
has to be made between those comprised of theoayahsnon-theonyms (Ditrich,
2007). On the other handmredita groups comprising theonyms are always analysed
as compounds in theadapirha; this may indicate that iterated theonyms, expngss
repetition, developed later, in analogy with reited non-theonyms (Delbriick, 1893,
p. 143). The analysis of aimredita compounds in thpadagirha indicates that having
one accent is the most important criterion for advo be considered a compound in
the padapirha; this principle applies fafmreditas because they consist almost entirely
of non-theonyms but not fatvandvaswhich comprise mostly theonyms and follow
different principles.

2. Analysis ofAmredita Compounds in theAstadhyayr

Although Rinini’'s Astadhyayi, the first and most important traditional Sanskrit
grammar, probably from the sixth century BCE, diéss the language of the late
Vedic period, it also provides numerous rules foecific features of the old Vedic
language and it seems thamfi was well acquainted with Vedic texts, includitige
Rgveda It is also quite certain that the author of Rgvedapadagrha antedated
Panini (Ditrich, 2009); so it is curious that in thealysis of nominal compounds the
concept ofpada (“word”) in the Rgvedapadagrha is different from the &inian
concept. In thé\sradhyayr nominal compoundssén@isa) are generally treated as single
words, derived by combining syntactically and setically connected case-inflected



The Typology ofAmredita Compounds in th&@gveda 75

words padag® which in the derivational process have had infeaase endings
deleted (P 2.4.71) — unless specified otherwisertthEumore, there is a great
difference in the analysis aimreditas in the two texts: &ini does not treadmredita
word-groups as compounds. However, in the pista of the eightradhyiya he does
provide rules for doubling whole syntactic itemslanvarious conditions. He defines
the termamredita in P 8.1.2:tasya parammreditam “of that which is repeated the
letter [word] is calledamredita” and in P 8.1.3 gnudittarn ca) he says that the
amredita word is not accented. In P 8.1prltyavipsayd) he assigns tamredita word-

groups two meaningsitya “always, again and again” angpsz “distributiveness”.

Modern scholars have attempted to give variousamgtlons as to whyaRini
does not includeimredita groups among compounds. Joshi and Roodbergen ,(1974
xii—xiv) point out thatamredita groups only rarely show the basic characteristic o
compounds — the deletion of case endings and thoseflitas that have case endings
deleted are treated byaf#ni as bahuvehi or karmadlaraya compounds (P 8.1.9—
8.1.15). Furthermore, they argue tlamiredita groups consist not only of inflected
words but also of finite verbs, anddi does not allow compounds formed by finite
verbs. The main reason for their exclusion from maincomposition by &ini is, they
believe, that the meaning amredita groups is not the result of composition but of
repetition itself (Joshi & Roodbergen, 1974, pp9)8-Cardona thinks that the reason
for the exclusion ofimredita groups from nominal composition byarfni is to be
found in the structural system of theradhyayz® It is quite certain thata@ini knew
Sakalya’s Rgvedapadagrha, in whichamredita groups are treated as compounds. The
question as to whyaRini did not adopSakalya’s procedure has not been convincingly
answered yet.

The Asradhyayr accounts for all ofimredita groups that occur iRgvedal.1-1.50:
sitras 8.1.1-8.1.15 describe (or prescribe) their deiwvatnd accent. FoRgvedic
amreditas, there is no difference in the treatment of retmgtatheonyms and non-
theonyms in theAsradhyayr: in both cases the required rules for their dexavaand
accent are accounted for. In comparison, in dedwadf dvandvasthere are quite a
few features that@®ini does not account for although most rules rexguare given in
the Asradhyayi. For example, the rules for the order of constits&lo not account for
the variation in the order of constituents in twairp of theonyms, such as in
usasanikta / naktosasa anddyavaprthivi / prthividyava; the substitution prescribed for
the final vowel of the first constituent (P 6.3.26&s at least one exception, i.e.
indravayit (possibly alsoindragni) which is not notified by #ini. Although

® A padais defined in P 1.4.14uptiiantan padam“a pada is [that which] ends Bup[case-ending] or
tiri [verb-ending]”; in nominal composition onpadaswith the case-endings are involved (P 4.1.1; 5;2.4
1.2.46; 1.4.14).

" Cardona (1996, 67) periphrases this rule: “a syiutitem is repeated on condition that repetitidran
action or pervasion of a thing by a property oraation is to be conveyed; egrhé grhe ‘in each and
every house’pibapiba ‘drink again and again.™

8 Cardona (1996, 67—-72) shows that P 1.29adizpanamakaiesa ekavibhaktaldoes not allow derivation
of compounds having identical nominal bases.
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derivational rules fodvandvacompounds comprising non-theonyms are provided, the
derivation ofmatdrapitdra, commonly used as an epithet for Heaven and Eartigt
accounted for in th@&stadhyayr (Ditrich, 2009).

To summarise, &ini does not treatamredita word-groups as compounds;
however, he does provide rules for doubling whojatactic items without any
distinction between reiterated theonyms and noorthens. This fact further supports
the hypothesis being developed in this articlet tkerated theonyms, expressing
repetition of an activity, evolved later on, in Eogy with reiterated non-theonyms and
consequently — unlikedvandva compounds — they do not display any specific
features, neither in thRgvedapadagrha nor in theAsradhyayr.

3. Typology and Development oAmredita Compounds

In amredita compounds (or word-groups) an inflected form ipeaged, thus
giving the group an intensive, distributive or @ve meaning. The prior component
of this construction retains its own independertteat while the other component is
not accented (e.glivé-dive ‘every day’); however, when the constituents arémesi
both retain their accents (e.g. RV 5.52shpti me sapi).” Several modern scholars
classify them as a separate type, so-called iteratbmpounds; they define them as
compounds that express iteration in time (eigé-dive “every day”), distribution in
space \isé-vise “in every house”), frequency and succession @gm-agnim“Agni
again and againyjajidsya-yajiasya“of every sacrifice”) or intensity (e.glhiya-dhiya
“with increasingly repeated thought”) (Delbriick,009 pp. 141-142; Renou, 1952, pp.
123-124). Others classigmredita word groups as a subtype @fandvacompounds
and discuss them in the sections dealing with aijwaél compounds. (Elizarenkova,
1987, p. 235; Whitney 1964, p. 488). Wackernagéb{l p. 147) treatamredita
groups in his grammar under the compound sectitadh he says that they are not
proper compounds; he believes that they may devatopgproper compounds in three
ways: by deletion of the case ending of the fimtstituent, by deletion of the case
endings of both constituents, or by transformawvérthe amredita into an adjective.
Renou (1961, p. 121) thinks that it is rather difft to draw a line between mere word
repetition and a compound; he uses fonreditas a term “faux composés” and
classifies them as iterative compounds under aosetitted “Composés Anormaux”.
However, the treatment @mredita word-groups as compounds is supported by the
accentuation pattern as well as by the close osislip betweerumreditas and
dvandvaspointing to the same semantics of both types @myedita groupdivé-dive
“every day” and alvandvacompounchakta-divant'day and night”).

By far the most commoamredita compounds in th&gvedaare formed from two
substantives (e.gdivé-dive “day by day”). There are also several attestatiohs

° P 8.1.3anudittarm ca[amreditam 2].
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amredita groups consisting of two pronouns (ehgim-tvam®“you and (again) you),
adjectives (e.gpdnyam-panyam ...dsmam “Soma who is again and again to be
praised”), pronominal adjectives (eanyim-anyam‘one after another”) or adverbs
(e.g.punar-punar“again and again”), only a few occurrences of tiedanumerals (e.g.
dva-dva “two and two”), prepositions (e.grd-pra “further and further, ever more”
and one attestation of a repeated finite vepiba-piba “drink again and again”)
(Collitz, 1882, pp. 287—-298; Wackernagel, 1957, 118—-146) Amredita word-groups
were originally in the singular but the plural mimnof the repetition led to the
development of plural forms that occur alreadyheRgveda(e.g. RV 5.52.1%kam-
eka satd dadur “they have given a hundred each”). The transitioom iterative
compounds to regular compounds started in the Nelic language; e.g. from RV
8.68.14dwa-dva “two and two”, to Maitdyani Samhita dvan-dvim "in pairs” and
finally to Taittiriya Sanhita dvandvi- “pair” (Macdonell, 1910, p. 155).

Amredita word groups identified iRgvedal.1-1.50 are as follows:
Nouns

1. divédive “day by day”, has the largest number of attestetiof allamreditas
in the Rgved (47 attestations). The compound comprises twstaaobves in
D. Sg., used with L. Sg. meaning. The nominal stegy bediva n. ordivm.;
however, it seems that the frequency of the loeaginding € of —a stems led
to the usage ofe-also for the consonant stediv- (Wackernagel, 1957, p.
146).

dydvidyavi “day by day”; 2 attestations, two substantivek.ilsg.
tusijétuiije; uncertain meaning; 1 attestation, two substagtind.. Sg.
sugsute “in every libation”; 3 attestations, two subsiaas in L. Sg.

agnmagnim “Agni again and again”; 3 attestations, two thgos in A .Sg.

o g bk~ wbD

visévise: “in every house”; attestations, two substantiveB. Sg., used with L.
Sg. meaning.

7. yogeyoge‘in every deed”; 1 attestation, two substantivek. Sg.
8. vajewvdje: “in every attempt for price”; 4 attestations, teabstantives in L. Sg.
Pronouns and Pronominal adjectives

1. ¢ékamekam “one by one”; 6 attestations, two numerals: in 2g. (1.20.7,
5.52.17, 8.70.14), in N. Sg. m. (3.29.15, 5.61irN. Sg. f. (1.123.8).

2. tdttad: “any”; 4 attestations, two pronouns: in A. Sg.used as adjectives
(1.46.12, 1.155.4, 8.39.4, 10.23.5).

Verbal prepositions
1. pdrapara: “further and further away”; 1 attestation.

2. prdpra: “forward and forward”; 12 attestations.
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The distribution of these compounds in the rieadalas of the Rgvedamay give
some indication of the development @hreditas, presuming the generally accepted
relative chronology of th&gvedawhich situates the family bookséndalas2—7) and
mandala 10 at opposite ends of the chronological spectamd, evaluates the duration
of the composition of the entilRgveda up to seven hundred years (Witzel, 1997, pp.
257-345). The distribution of themredita compounds identified iRgvedal.1-1.50
in the termandalasis as follows:

Table 1: Distribution ofamreditasin Rgvedal.1-1.50
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Only divédive occurs frequently enough to indicate its disthidmrt this amredita
compound is found more often in the family bookanthn the younger layers of the
Rgveda having the smallest number of attestations in l#testmandala 10. It is
evident from Table 1 that most frequently usedaiiee compounds are formed from
two substantives (e.glivé-dive “day by day”), usually occurring in the locativehis
pattern of distribution does not support the hypsth by Collitz (1882, pp. 287-298)
that iteration of substantives is a later develapimisut it seems that it may have
developed at an early stage of the Indo-Aryan peds noted before, theonyms rarely
occur in amredita compounds: apart from Agni who is attested in Hample
investigated in this article, only one more degyaddressed in this construction, i.e.
Indra. In the entireRgvedathey have only a few attestatiorsgyrymagnimhas three
attestations (1.12.2, 6.15.6, 8.60.17) a@ndramindramonly one (8.12.19), most of
them occur in the middle chronological layer of tRgvedaand seem to express
repetition of an activity; their pattern of distuiiion indicates that they may have
developed in analogy with reiterated non-theonyms.

In comparison, the distribution aivandvacompounds in the temandalas of the
Rgveda does not reflect the relative chronology of tRgveda which is widely
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accepted by modern scholarship (Ditrich, 20@jandvacompounds in th&gveda
comprise almost entirely theonyms which occur thrmut the text without any
marked differences among the teradalas Names of deities that are addressed in
pairs occur in a variety of coordinative nominal nswuctions (i.e.dvandva
compounds, asyndeta, elliptic duals and syntagmsstagcted with coordinative
particles) which follow specific paradigms. The gfie distribution of theonyms
reflects the Vedic ideas about the great signiteaand the magical power of divine
names: they do not conform to the historical dgwelent ofRgvedic language, but
follow special, well-established paradigms instéadrich, 2007). On the other hand,
the distribution of coordinative constructions cemsing non-theonyms reflects the
widely accepted relative chronology of tRgveda non-theonyms usually occur in a
particular coordinative construction casually, wittry few attestations, and seem to
be more evenly distributed among the temdalas. Research oflvandvacompounds
provides evidence that in an investigation of cowtive nominal constructions a
distinction has to be made between theonyms andhemmyms (Ditrich, 2006; 2007).

Consequently, it is evident that in tfRgveda dvandvacompounds comprise
almost exclusively theonyms and that the rathesetiorelatedamredita compounds
consist nearly entirely of non-theonyms. The histdrdevelopment of the two types is
rather elusive and may be interrelated; both tygsesn to have Indo-European origins
followed by specific developments at the Indo-Arystage. The so-called iterative
compounds are attested in several Indo-Europeajudaes but only in Sanskrit can
they be formed from any part of speech. Those stingiof two substantives seem to
be of Indo-Iranian origin: apart from Sanskrit thigcur only in Avestan: e.qnine-
nmane, visi-visi “in every house, in every clan”. Repeated adjestiand adverbs are
attested in Old Greek (e.gléov miéov ) and Latin (e.gmagis magis however, these
groups seem to express mainly coordination andnatereally iterative compounds
(Delbrick, 1900, pp. 144-145). Pronouns are itdrate several Indo-European
languages, i.e. in Avestan (ekgrihe kaihe), Old Greek (e.gzicmg), Latin (e.g.
quisquig, Slavonic (e.g. Serlkad-kad. Numerals are iterated in Vedic and Old Greek
but attestations in other Indo-European languagssms uncertain. Iteration of
prepositions is known also in Old Greek (ergompo) but iteration of finite verbs
occurs only in Sanskrit. Delbriick (1900, pp. 14®)1%@rgues that iteration of
pronouns, prepositions and numerals in distribusgase may be of Indo-European
origin whereas the iteration of nouns developedh® Indo-Aryan period. Collitz
(1882, pp. 287-298) believes in the Indo-Europedgiroof iterative compounds but
only of those that iterate pronouns, adverbs anbaleprepositions. More recently,
Dressler and Dunkel revisited the Indo-Europeartohysof iterative compounds.
Dressler (1968, pp. 39—-46) focuses on iterativepmumds of Vedic typdivé-dive he
shows that the most common case for iteration @ substantives is the locative
which he believes to be the oldest, of Indo-Europarégin. On the other hand, Dunkel
(1981, pp. 214-231) argues that iteration hadestart Indo-European with preverbs,
then spread to other adverbs and later to nouadvarbial function; only in Vedic was
the process generalized to nouns in grammaticattiom (subject, direct object,
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possessive genitive). The origin and developmeatofdita groups seems uncertain;
the only iterative compound ever ascribed to photto-European is preverbabtspro
that can be reconstructed in Vedic Homeric andnLatid, as shown by Dunkel, also in
Hittite which probably reflects the earliest stage evolution of Indo-European
iteration of preverbs (Dunkel, 1981, pp. 214-231).

In the Rgveda as evidenced also on Table 1 above, most frelyuesed iterative
compounds are formed from two substantives (@\-dive “day by day”), usually
occurring in the locative which confirms Dresslefd®68, pp. 39—46) argument. The
diachronic analysis ofimredita word-groups examined in this article indicatest tha
they all originate in the Indo-Aryan period. Altlgiu iterated nouns seem to be of
Indo-Iranian origin (with a few attestations in Avtan), there is only onRgvedic
amredita compound that has a parallel compound attestéaestan, i.e. RWisé-vise,
Av. visi-visi. Apart from Avestan, th&kgvedic amreditas examined here have no
attested parallels in any other Indo-European lagguSimilarly, the iterated pronouns
(tattad, RV 1.46.12ab) and numeralékémekam RV 1.20.7c) have no parallels in
other Indo-European language groups. Of the twoatke verbal prepositions
examined here, i.qdrapara (RV 1.38.6ab) angbrdpra (RV 1.40.7cd), onlyprdpra
has several parallel forms attested in Vedic, Haxn@&reek and Latin and, as shown
by Dunkel (1981, pp. 214-231), also in Hittite.

To summarise: the most frequently used iterativ@mmunds in thekgvedaare
formed from two nouns and, as shown above, seebe tof Indo-Iranian origin but
have developed and became very productive onlggénindo-Aryan perioddmredita
groups comprising other parts of speech are rage taiough some scholars believe
them to be of Indo-European origin, they have, tafstam prdpra, no parallels in any
other language group. Theonyms rarely occuimmmedita compounds: only two deities
are addressed in this construction, Agni and Intlhaseamredita groups seem to
express repetition of an activity and have develojager, well into the Indo-Aryan
period, in analogy with reiterated non-theonyms.

There is certainly a strong link betwedwandvacompounds andmredita word-
groups. Salus (1963, pp. 551-554) developed a hgpist thatdvandvasoriginated
from amredita groups — from those which were distributive in matand in which
one of the two identical parts was replaced byfi@rdint word (e.gdevamdevartthe
god and again the god” >manuyyadevam‘man and god”). Although semantically
there seems to be, in Salus’s words, “not too grdaap” from one type to the other he
does not provide sufficient evidence to supporthyipothesis (Salus, 1963, p. 553).
Most of theamredita word groups examined in this article express repetand
distribution and indicate a semantic link wittvandvacompounds. However, the
examined material does not give any evidence fdwsZahypothesis thadvandvas
originate fromamredita groups — namely from those which were distributive
nature and in which one of the two identical pavés replaced by a different word:
among the material examined heredwandvacompound occurs that would have one
component also attested in amredita word group. The only exceptions are the two
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theonyms, Agni and Indra which occur both #amreditas (agn’magnim and
indramindram and in numerougivandvas However, as shown above, their rare
occurrence, their distribution in the temandalas and their analysis in the
Rgvedapadagrha indicate that they cannot represent an anciektiatween iterative
anddvandvacompounds but rather to the contrary: iterativengounds comprised of
theonyms seem to have developed later on, origgdtiom analogy withimredita
word group comprised of non-theonyms as it has begmed in this article.

4. Conclusion

In this article allamredita compounds attested in the first fifty hymns of the
Rgvedawere identified and their analysis in tRgvedapadagrha and theAsradhyaysi,
examined and compared witlvandvacompounds attested in those hymns. In the
Rgvedapadapitha, all amredita compounds are perceived as compounds i.e. the
components are separatedawagrala, which suggests that in thadagirha a word is
considered to be a compound as long as it hasamemalthough the first component
may be in an inflected form. This principle applfesamreditas but not fordvandvas
which comprise mostly theonyms and follow differgurinciples. Theonyms very
rarely occur inamredita compounds: only two deities are addressed in this
construction, Agni and Indra, and the@aredita groupsare always analysed in the
padagirha

Most rules required for derivation afvandvasare given in theAstradhyayr
although there are some features thatiri® does not account for. Unlikdvandvas,
Panini does not treatmredita word-groups as compounds; however, he does provide
rules for doubling whole syntactic items under eas conditions. There is no
difference in the treatment of reiterated theongmd non-theonyms in thisradhyayr,
the required rules for their derivation and acaet accounted for. This fact supports
the hypothesis that iterated theonyms, expres&pgtition of an activity, developed
later and are consequently rare in ftgvedaand—unlikedevatidvandvas—do not
display any specific features in tAeradhyayr.

Among amredita word groups examined it is ondlivédive that occurs frequently
enough to display its distribution: it occurs stighmore often in the family books than
in the younger layers of thegveda having the smallest number of attestations in the
latestmandala 10. The most frequently used iterative compoundke Rgvedaare
formed from two nouns, usually in the locative. Mo$ the amredita word groups
examined express repetition and distribution awlitate a semantic link wittivandva
compounds. The most frequently used iterative camgs in theRgvedaare formed
from two nouns; they seem to be of Indo-Iraniangiaribut have developed and
become very productive only in the Indo-Aryan pdridmredita groups comprising
other parts of speech are rare and, though sonwasstbelieve them to be of Indo-
European origin, they have, apart frgonipra, no parallels in any other language

group.
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It was been argued that all typesdvlandvacompounds and other coordinative
constructions signifying dual theonyms display #ieagrammatical and stylistic
features; the reason for this seems to lie in Védikas about the magical power of
divine names (Ditrich, 2009). In the light of trasgument, it may be presumed that
sinceamredita compounds comprised of theonyms are extremelyimatee Rgveda—
unlike dvandvasand other coordinative constructions consistinghebbnyms and do
not display any distinct feature, i.e. neither hre iRgveda-padagrha nor in the
Astadhyayr nor in their distribution in the temandalas it seems that they developed
later, well into the Indo-Aryan period, by analogith reiterated non-theonyms. Due
to their later developmenrimreditas comprising theonyms are rare in tRgveda It
can be concluded that neithdvandvasnor amreditas can be examined as single
categories but a distinction has to be made betwerftheonyms and theonyms.

Abbreviations

A. accusative
D. dative

Du. dual

f. feminine

G genitive

L. locative

m. masculine

n neuter

N. nominative

P Ranini’s grammar, theAsradhyayr
Pp Padapirha
RV  Rgveda

Sgo. singular

Sp Sanhitaparha
- avagraha
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