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Abstract
Mouse in Saami and Related Problems

The article discusses Saami terms for ‘mouse’ (e.g. Northern Saami
sahpan, Inari Saami sdplig, Pite Saami saahpiek), explaining them
as a common heritage of Uralic origin. It is suggested that the related
words are to be found in Selkup Samoyed and Kolyma Yukaghir with
the meaning ‘squirrel” or ‘flying squirrel’, as well as in Ugric. The pres-
ent author explains semantic aspects of this comparison and presents
similar instances attested in the Uralic languages, e¢.g. Khanty aj-aanki
‘mouse’ (originally ‘small squirrel”). It is additionally concluded that the
Proto-Finno-Ugric term for ‘mouse’, *Siyirs, must be related to Proto-
Samoyed *t5rd- ‘squirrel’.

Keywords: animals, language contacts, mammals, rodents, Saami, Uralic.

1. Introduction

In his excellent article on the origin of the Saami people and language
Ante Aikio (2004:5-32) mentions the Northern Saami term for ‘mouse’,
sahpan, among typical substrate words. This term cannot be related to
FU. *sipirs ‘mouse’, attested in West Finnic, Mordvin, Udmurt, Zyri-
an, Khanty, Mansi and Hungarian (Colinder 1977:98; Rédei 1986—
1988:500-501). Moreover, the Saami lexical material hardly demonstra-
tes one uniform archetype. In fact, there are as many as three different
Proto-Saami prototypes derived from PSaa. *sappé by means of three
different particles:

1.1. Saa.N sdhpan ‘mouse’, godde-sahpan ‘lemming, Lemmus lemmus L. (<
PSaa. *sappanjé) (Aikio 2004:11, 15; Koponen/Ruppel/Aapala 2002—-2008);
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1.2. Saa.P saahpiek ‘mouse’ (< PSaa. *sappékke) (Aikio 2004:15);

1.3. Saa.l sdplig ‘mouse’, kodde-sdplig ‘lemming’ (Koponen 2005:133-134;
Itkonen 2011:474); Saa.Sk kd'dd-sd'ppli ‘lemming’; Saa.A sahplik
‘mouse’; Saa.K sappli'yyg ‘mouse’ (< PSaa. *sappelinké) (Aikio
2004:15), dial. (Tyloma) sahpli, (Varzino, Lovozero) sahplink, (Jokanga)
sahplinke, (Babino) sahplik ‘mouse / mbimb’ (Ennceesa/3aiinesa
2007:55, No. 0198).

It is obvious for all Uralists that the Saami languages lexically differ from
a number of Finno-Ugric languages, which demonstrate straightforward
reflexes of FU. *Sinirs ‘mouse’, cf. Fi. hiiri ‘mouse’, Est. Aiir ‘id.”, Hu.
eger ‘mouse’. Taking into account the threefold diachronic differentiation
of the attested Saami lexemes, Aikio (2004:11, 15) strongly suggests the
substrate origin of the Saami terminology for ‘mouse’.

In my paper, I would like to explain the Saami appellatives for ‘mouse’
as native words of Uralic origin. I intend to demonstrate in the next two
sections that the close equivalents of the Saami lexemes are attested in the
Samoyed and Ugric languages.

2. The Uralic origin of the Saami term for ‘mouse’

The Saami appellatives, discussed by Aikio (2004:11, 15) show the
basic root (PSaa.) *sappé ‘mouse’, which theoretically can represent the
Uralic archetype *sdpd (or *Sdpd) ‘red squirrel, Sciurus vulgaris L. /
Eichhorn’ (Colinder 1977:32; Rédei 1986-1988:436; Décsy 1990:107;
2006:121). Observed differences between three reconstructed prototypes
in Proto-Saami may easily be explained as native derivatives created by
means of three different elements:

2.1. the Proto-Saami suffix *-njé (as if from Ur. *-714, cf. Mordvin diminutive
suffix *-nd, e.g. Md.M kalnd ‘little fish’ «— Md. kal ‘fish’);

2.2. the Proto-Saamic diminutive suffix *-kké (< Ur. *-kkA4, cf. Mordvin dimi-
nutive suffix *-kd, Selk. *-ka, Ngan. *-ku, e.g. Ngan. kola?ku ‘little fish’
«— Ngan. koli “fish’);
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2.3. PSaa. *-linke (< FU. *liykd), which can be interpreted not only as a se-
parate suffix (of unclear function)', but also as the second member of the
Proto-Saami compound noun.

The Pite Saami term for ‘mouse’, saahpiek, appears to represent the di-
minutive formation *sappékke, which can go back to Uralic *sdppd-kkd
(or *$dppd-kkd). In my opinion, close equivalents (with the different
meanings ‘squirrel’ and ‘flying squirrel’) are attested in the Samoyed and
Yukaghir languages, see Selk. (Tym) tdpdk, (Middle Taz) tdipdy, (Low
Taz) tdpdk, (Turuchan) tépeq ‘red squirrel / Eichhorn’ (< PSam. *tepekd)
and Yuk K te:ka ‘Siberian flying squirrel (Pteromys volans L.)’ (Nikolaeva
2006:427, No. 2393). The Selkup Samoyed and Kolyma Yukaghir forms
in question clearly derive from PSam. *tepek3 ‘squirrel’. Their compari-
son with Saa.P saahpiek ‘mouse’ is phonologically and morphologically
impeccable?. It is possible to reconstruct the Uralic archetype *sdppd-kd

! One of the anonymous reviewers is convinced that the same Proto-Saami suffix
*-linke appears in a number of the Eastern Saami words, e.g. Saa.Sk. akkli ‘shark’,
Cedikkli ‘gnom’ and ¢i33/i ‘lizard’, Saa.l tazalig ‘common lizard’ (Itkonen 2011:7,
652, 580). Unfortunately, the Proto-Saami particle *-/igké cannot be directly jux-
taposed with the West Finnish suffix *-/ikkoj, cf. the Estonian and Voro diminu-
tive suffix -/ik (Plado/Lindstrom/Iva 2023:402), Vo. -likko, e.g. Est. sisalik, V3ro
sisalik (gen. sisaligu), Vo. siisdlikko ‘lizard’ (< PFi. *sisalikkoj). It is worth adding
that Sugurt Khanty demonstrates the augmentative-pejorative suffix *-/igki, e.g.
Kh. sortlipki ‘really big pike’, ikilipki ‘poor fellow’ «— Kh. sort ‘pike’, iki ‘fellow’
(Csepregi 2023:718). Is the Khanty suffix related to the Saami one?

Below I intend to develop my own interpretation, according to which PSaa. *-linkée
represents a different (lexical) item.

Tundra Yukaghir and Kolyma Yukaghir contain numerous morphological, struc-
tural and lexical ingredients of Uralic (especially Proto-Samoyed) origin. It is
disputable whether these Yukaghir-Uralic elements demonstrate a common he-
ritage or rather a prehistoric influence of the East Uralic languages on Yukag-
hir. Some diachronists believe that the Yukaghir languages are distantly related
to the Uralic family, constituing the most eastern branch of this family (Blazek/
Piispanen 2024:25-28). Others explain all common Yukaghir-Uralic phenomena
as early Proto-Samoyed borrowings in Proto-Yukaghir (Aikio 2014:7-76; Saariki-
vi 2022:46; Georg 2023:193-195). I prefer the second option, thus I am inclined
to explain Yuk.K te:ka ‘Siberian flying squirrel’ (< PYuk. *feweka) as a possible
loanword from PSam. *tepek3 ‘squirrel’ (< Ur. *sdppd-kkd or *Sdppd-kkd), though
I cannot dismiss the alternative possibility that the Kolyma Yukaghir term repre-
sents a Proto-Uralic heritage.

The Uralic phonemes *s and *$ yield [t] in Proto-Samoyed and [s] in Saami, whe-
reas *p and *k remain unchanged (Aikio 2022:6). The Uralic vowel *d regularly
develops into PSam. *e (Sammallahti 1988:484) and PYuk. *e (cf. PYuk. *eme
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(*Sdppd-kkd) ‘squirrel or a similar kind of small rodent’ on the basis of the
Samoyed, Yukaghir and Saami forms (see Table 1).

Languages Attestation Meaning Comments or references
Uralic *sdppd-kkd ‘squirrel or a similar Ur. *-kkA is a common
or kind of small rodent’, suffix forming both
*Sdppd-kkd secondarily ‘mouse’ nouns and adjectives
(Aikio 2022:19)
Saami Saa.P saahpiek ‘mouse’ Aikio (2004:15)

(< PSaa. *sappéekke)
Samoyed | Selk. (Tym, Low Taz) ‘red squirrel, Sciurus
tdpdk, (Middle Taz) vulgaris L.’

tdpdy, (Turuchan) tépeq
(< PSam. *tepe-k3)
Yukaghir | Yuk.K te:ko ‘Siberian flying squirrel’ | Nikolaeva (2006:427)
(< PYuk. *teweka)

Tab. 1: The Uralic reconstruction for ‘squirrel or a different kind of small rodent’
Source: my own work.

Some etymologists (e.g. Rédei 1986—1988:436; Benk6 1993:342) suggest
that Hu. evet ‘squirrel / Eichorn’ derives from Ur. *sdpd (*Sdpd) ‘squirrel
/ Eichhorn’. In fact, Hu. evet can go back to the Proto-Ugric archetype
*Odpdttz (< Ur. *sdpd-ttd or *Sdpd-ttd). Also Mansi tap, attested in the dia-
lectal compound (Northern, and Sygva) ma-tap-ris ‘mouse, mole / Maus,
Maulwurf” (cf. Ms. ma ‘earth, land’ < Ur. *maxi ‘id.”), may be treated as a
reflex of PUg. *@dpd ‘squirrel’ (< Ur. *sdpd / *Sdpd ‘id.’).

3. Finno-Ugric *liykd ‘squirrel’

The most representative prototype, attested in most Eastern Saami lan-
guages (cf. 1.3), is PSaa. *sappélipke. It seems to represent a copulative
compound containing two members denoting small animals: (1) PSaa.
*sappé (< Ur. *sdppd or *Sdppd, orig. ‘squirrel or a similar kind of small
rodent’) and (2) PSaa. *-ligke (as if from FU. */iykd, originally ‘squirrel’,
secondarily ‘mouse’). The second member of the Proto-Saami compound
is clearly attested in the Ob-Ugric languages, cf. Kh. (Vah, Vasjugan) ldnki
‘squirrel / Eichhorn’, (Tremjugan, Jugan) aanki, (Upper Demjanka, Kon-
da) tangka, (Nizjam) tanka, (Kazym) aanki, (Obdorsk) layki ‘squirrel’ <

‘mother’ vs. PU. *dmd ‘id.”). The suffix *-kkA creates the diminutive nouns and
adjectives in the Uralic languages (Aikio 2022:19), as well as in Yukaghir.
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PKh. */dnka (Honti 1982:159, No. 348); Ms. (Western) léene, (Northern)
léngen, (Eastern) lin, line, (Tavda) ldjon, (Low and Middle Konda, Pim)
liyan, (Upper Lozva, Sosva) lénan ‘squirrel / Eichhornchen’ < PMs. */rya-

n3 (Honti 1982:159, No. 348).

. . Comments
Languages Attestation Meaning and references
Finno-Ugric | *linkd ‘red squirrel’
Khanty / Kh. (Vah, Vasjugan) ldnki ‘red squirrel, Honti (1982:159)
Ostyak ‘squirrel / Eichhorn’, (Trem- | Sciurus vulgaris L.”
jugan, Jugan) aanki, (Upper
Demjanka, Konda) tarka,
(Nizjam) tayka, (Kazym)
aanki, (Obdorsk) lanki
(< PKh. *ldnka)
Mansi / Ms. (Western) léene, (Nor- | ‘red squirrel, Sciu- | Honti (1982:159). The
Vogul thern) léngen, (Eastern) lin, | rus vulgaris L.’ suffix *-n3z is perhaps
line, (Tavda) ldjon, (Low identical to *-njé in
and Middle Konda, Pim) Saa.N sdhpan).
liyan, (Upper Lozva, Sosva)
leyan (< PMs. *li[n]ya-n3)
Saami Saa.l sdplig ‘mouse’, Saa.K | ‘mouse’ The protoform */igké
sappli yyg ‘mouse’, dial. is attested only in an
(Tyloma) sahpli, (Varzino, Eastern Saami compo-
Lovozero) sahplink, (Jo- und *sappe-linke.
kanga) sahplirike, (Babino)
sahplik ‘mouse’ (< PSaa.
*sappe-linke)
Khanty Kh. (Kazym) aj-aanki (< ‘mouse’ (orig. As if from PUg. *dji-
PKh. *Gj-liyka) ‘small squirrel”) linkd ‘mouse’
Khanty Kh. (Tremjugan) palopki ‘or- | ‘mouse’ vs. ‘bat As if from FU. *poxi-
dinary mouse / gewdhnliche | (i.e. flying mouse)’ | ligkd ‘tree-squirrel’
Maus’ vs. Kh. (Krasnojarsk) (orig. ‘flying squirrel’?)
pélanka ‘a species of bat /
eine Fledermausart’ (< PKh.
*pa-ldinka)
Khanty Kh. (Vah) iwa ldnki, (Trem- | ‘Siberian flying As if from PUg.
jugan) jipet aanki, (Upper squirrel, Pteromys | *dpstts-linkd ‘flying
Demjanka) imoat tanks (< volans L. squirrel’
PKh. *ipat linka)
Khanty Kh. dial. maypélonko ‘mole / | ‘mole’ (orig. ‘earth | As if from FU. *maxi-
Maulwurf” mouse’) poxi-linkd
(< PKh. *may-pa-linka)

Tab. 2: Finno-Ugric *ligkd ‘red squirrel” and its derivatives
Source: my own work (on the basis the Finno-Ugric, Saami and Ob-Ugric dictionaries)
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The relationship of the Saami, Khanty and Mansi forms, quoted in Ta-
ble 2, is phonologically perfect’ and semantically acceptable (‘mouse’ vs.
‘squirrel”). It is worth emphasizing that the lexical material, attested in
the Khanty dialects, demonstrates additionally four innovative meanings:
‘mouse’, ‘flying squirrel’, ‘mole’ and ‘bat’. The Khanty noun (Kazym
dialect) aj-aanki ‘mouse’ is semantically clear. It derives from PKh. *dj-
ldnka ‘mouse’, originally ‘small squirrel’, cf. Kh. (Demjanka, Obdorsk)
dj ‘small, young’, (Vah) dj ‘small, low, cramped’®. There is also a diffe-
rent compound in the Khanty dialects: Kh. (Vah) iwa ldnki ‘flying squirrel
/ Flughornchen’; (Tremjugan) jipet adnki ‘id.”; (Upper Demjanka) imat
tangka ‘id.” (< PKh. *ipat ldnka). The Khanty forms in question go back to
PUg. *dji-linkd ‘mouse’ and PUg. *dpstts-linkd ‘Siberian flying squirrel’,
respectively.

Note that the same semantic difference is excellently attested in the first
comparison (cf. Tab. 1) based on three Uralic languages: Saami (‘mouse’),
Selkup Samoyed (‘squirrel”’) and Yukaghir (‘Siberian flying squirrel”).

4. Finno-Ugric *§iyirs ‘mouse’ = Proto-Samoyed *#ri- ‘squirrel’

The semantic change from ‘squirrel’ to ‘mouse’ (or in the opposite direc-
tion) is well attested in different prehistoric phases of the Uralic languages.
Yet, it has been overlooked in previous research that the Proto-Samoyed
term *t5rd- (or *tore-) ‘squirrel / Eichhorn, Eichhdrnchen’, attested in most
Samoyed languages except the Selkup subgroup (Janhunen 1977:149; He-
limsky 1997:357), can be related to FU. *§ipirs ‘mouse’. The Finno-Ugric
archetype was earlier reconstructed as *Sige-re (Rédei 1986-1988:500;
Penen 1996:221; Bepurmaun 2011:488) or *sipiri (Sammallahti 1998:498,
550) or *iyir(i) (Aikio 2022:7, 10, 24) or *Siyiri/*Siyir (Zhivlov 2023:123,
129, 137, 142, 169).

The Uralic lexical material can be presented as follows:

5 Note that FU. */ yields [1] in Saami and Mansi, but three different reflexes in the
Khanty dialects: [1], [A] and [t] (Aikio 2022:6). Also the original cluster *yk gives
expected continuants in Saami, Mansi and Khanty. The root vocalism [i] is preser-
ved not only in Saami, but also in Proto-Mansi (with the regular equivalent [4] in
Proto-Khanty). The final vowel [d] is reconstructed on the basis of the Saami data.
The final vowels are completely lost in the Ob-Ugric languages.

¢ The same explanation is suggested by Rédei (1986-1988:436): “Vgl. auch Kaz.

s 9

aj-aanki ‘Maus (eigtl.: kleines Eichhdrnchen)’.
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4.1. FU. *ipirs ‘mouse / Maus’: Fi. hiiri (gen. hiiren) ‘mouse’, Ingr. hii-
ri, Kar. hiiri, OL. hiiri, Lud. hiir(i) ‘id.’; Est. hiir (gen. hiire) ‘mouse’,
Voro hiir ‘id.”; Vot. iiri ‘mouse, rat’; Veps hi ‘mouse’; Liv. ir ‘mouse’
(< PFi. *hiri ~ *hire-; Zhivlov 2023:123, 124, 126, 169)"; Md.M weep /
Sejer, Md.E ueeps / cejer, dial. cever ‘mouse’ (< PMd. *¢epar; Zhivlov
2023:129, 131, 169); Udm. wwip / Sir ‘mouse’, also ‘stangles (disease
of horses)’®, (Kazan) §5r, (Glazov) sir ‘mouse’; Zyr. (Sysola) wwip / Sir,
Pe. wwip / Sir, Yaz. Ser ‘mouse’ (< PPerm. *$ir; Zhivlov 2023:135, 137,
169); Kh. (Southern) tepkar ‘mouse’, (Vasjugan) joykor, (Vah) loykar,
(Obdorsk) loykar, leykor ‘mouse’ (< PKh. *Ldykar; Zhivlov 2023:144,
169); Ms. (Tavda) tapka-r, (Low Konda, Pelymka, Upper Lozva) taykar
‘mouse’, (Sygva) tapkar ‘northern water vole, Arvicola amphibius L. /
Wasserratte™ (< PMs. *tinkar; Zhivlov 2023:144, 169); Hu. egér (acc.
egeret) ‘mouse’, also ‘rat’ and ‘bat” (JIsrtkun/I'ymsieB 1970:326; Colin-
der 1977:98; Rédei 1986—-1988:500-501; Benk6 1993:295-296; Peneu
1996:220-221; Bepumnaun 2011:488; 2015:243).

4.2. PSam. *#rd- ‘squirrel / Eichhornchen’ (Janhunen 1977:149): Ngan.
mapuvi?ka | tary?ka ‘squirrel / 6enka’ (Kocrepkuna/Momue/XKnanosa
2001:187, 229), dial. tarréga (< PNgan. *t5rd-kksj): Yur. tarréku ‘squir-
rel’ (< PYur. *t5ri-kk3j); Nen.T tdre ‘squirrel’, Nen.F fare’” (< PNen.
*t3rd-t’); Nen.T mapse ‘squirrel’, Nen.F tardff (< PNen. *trd-wj);
Nen.T sm. mapsxa ‘squirrel’, Nen.F O taréxa (< PNen. *t5rd-ka); Nen. T
tarreku ‘squirrel’ (< PNen. *t5rd-kk3j); Yen. torre, toreha, toreha ‘Eich-
horn’ (Katzschmann/Pusztay 1978:219); Kam. t‘az5p, t‘azoB ‘squir-
rel / Eichhorn’ (Donner 1944:69); Mat. taeret ‘Sciurus varius, 6eika /
squirrel’; Karag. deret, derjat ‘sciurus’; Mat. téren (gl. ‘sciurus’), taeret,
depanv ‘squirrel [Oenka]’; Taig. teran, derén ‘squirrel’; Karag. deret,
deren ‘squirrel’ (< SSam. *t5rdt ~ *t5rd-n) (Helimsky 1997:357).

o
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substrate) reflex of FU. *sipirs ‘mouse’ (Kulonen 2006:331-332). It cannot be
treated as a native (i.e. purely Saami) heritage of Uralic origin (Rédei 1986-
1988:500). Bjorn Collinder expresses similar doubts, when he is asking the right
question: “Does lpLule §njierra ~ Snjiera- belong here?” (Collinder 1977:92).
Note that an analoguous double meaning is attested in Cher. xons / kola ‘mouse;
strangles (disease of horses, demonstrating fist-sized swelling on the neck) /
Maus; Pferdekrankheit (faustgrole Geschwulst am Hals) / mpiiib; MbiT (001€3HB
nomrazeit)’ (Beke 1997:852; Bepumnun 2015:243).

See also two Mansi animal names, attested in the Jukonda dialect: (1) wit-
tinkor ‘northern water vole / Wasserratte’ (as if from Ur. *weti-sipirs, orig. ‘wa-
ter mouse’); (2) ma-tdnykor ‘mole / Maulwurf” (as if from Ur. *maxi-Sinirs, orig.
‘earthen mouse’). The Mansi zoonyms in question are quoted by Rédei (1986-
1988:436).
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The basic Proto-Samoyed noun *#5rd- ‘red squirrel” appears in some de-
rived nouns, e.g. PSam. *trd-t, *tord-ka, *tord-kkaj, *tord-ws ‘id.’, reg-
istered in Nganasan, Yurats, Nenets, Enets, Kamassian, Mator, Taigi and
Karagash. It is absent in Selkup Samoyed (where an alternative term for
‘red squirrel’, representing PSam. *fepek3s, is attested, see Tab. 1).

The relationship between FU. *Sixirs ‘mouse’ and PSam. *t5rd- ‘squirrel’
was not taken into account in the modern scholarship. It is worth empha-
sizing that the phonological correspondences are perfect, as demonstrated
in Tab. 3. Also semantic aspects (‘mouse’ vs. ‘squirrel’) are fully accept-
able.

Uralic *§- *-i- *p- *-i- *or- *jor-d
Samoyed *t- *3 *-p- or @ *3 *r *-g
Mansi *t- *3 *-pk- *-o- *r lost
Khanty *L- *a *-pk- *-9- *r lost
Hungarian lost *e -g- or -v- *e *r lost
Permic *§- *1 %) *1 *r lost
*_p_ (> _j-
Mari *3- *1 v- - *1 *r lost
-v- or @)
Mordvin *¢- *e *-p-> -j- or -@- *3 *ror ¥ lost
Finnic *h- *i -j-, -v-or @ *i *r *jor *-d
Saami *s- *a -ny- ~ -p- *a *pr-~-r- | *-éor *-e

Tab. 3: Regular correspondences in the Uralic languages
Source: My own work (on the basis of the standard works of the Uralic phonology, inclu-
ding Aikio 2022 and Zhivlov 2023)

It is uncertain whether the meaning ‘mouse’, preserved in most Finno-
Ugric languages, was primitive and original in Proto-Uralic, as it is fre-
quently suggested (Sammallahti 1998:489, 550; Aikio 2022:24), or se-
condary. The semantic innovation in the Finno-Ugric languages seems to
have more solid grounds. If the Proto-Uralic homeland is to be placed in
the Siberian Asia, somewhere between the Ural and the Sayan Mountains
(Janhunen 2009; Nichols 2021; Saarikivi 2022:56-57; Griinthal/Heyd et
alii 2022:490-524), then preserving the archaic meaning by most Samoyed
tribes (as well as the Kolyma Yukaghirs) seems more probable than the
opposing alternative. In other words, the Finno-Ugric tribes introduced a
new, innovative meaning ‘mouse’ (< ‘squirrel’) during their expansion to
the European area beyond the Ural Mountains.
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My interpretation can be confirmed by the semantic change of ‘squirrel’
to ‘mouse’, observed in all the Saami dialects (see Tab. 1 and 2). This
change appeared as early as in the Proto-Saami period. If the copulative
compound *sappé-ligke, reconstructed for the Eastern Saami languages,
originally meant *sdppd ‘squirrel’ + *ligkd ‘squirrel’, as it is suggested in
my paper, then the Proto-Saami change from ‘squirrel’ to “‘mouse’ appears
to be additionally verified and strongly confirmed. Also the individual ex-
amples in Khanty, quoted in Tab. 2, document a similar semantic develop-
ment (‘squirrel’ > ‘mouse’).

5. Finno-Permic *ora / *orapa / *orawa ‘squirrel’ = South Samoyed
*ordp ‘Siberian chipmunk’

Additionally I would like to discuss the Finno-Permic term for ‘red squir-
rel, Sciurus vulgaris L., *ora : *orapa : *orawa, attested in Saami, Finnic,
Mordvin, Mari and Permic. The lexical data can be presented as follows:

5.1. FP. *ora / *orapa / *orawa ‘red squirrel’ (Rédei 1986—1988:343; Sam-
mallahti 1988:552; Aikio 2020:78; Zhivlov 2023:162): Saa.S deruve
(gen. deruven), Saa.U drréva, Saa.L oarre, Saa.N oar ri, Saa.l vdir-
ree, Saa.Sk vudr rev, Saa.K vuarrey, Saa.T vierrey ‘squirrel” (< PSaa.
*oareve; Zhivlov 2023:162); Fi. orava, Ol. orau, Veps orav, Vo. orava,
Est. orav (gen. orava); Voro orrav (gen. orava) ‘squirrel’ (< PFi. *orava;
Zhivlov 2023:162); Liv. voraboz (gen. vorabo) ‘squirrel’ (< PFi. *ora-
pas); Md.M ura, Md.E ur ‘squirrel’ (< PMd. *ur; Zhivlov 2023:131);
Cher. ur ‘squirrel’ (< PMa. *ur; Zhivlov 2023:133); Pe. ur ‘squirrel’ (also
‘money, kopeck’), Yaz. ur ‘squirrel’ (< PPerm. *uir; Zhivlov 2023:136).

A close equivalent of the Finno-Permic terms for ‘red squirrel’ can be
found in South Samoyed:

5.2. SSam. *ordp'® ‘+ the Siberian chipmunk, Eutamias sibiricus Laxmann’:
Mat. oro?b, orop ‘Siberian chipmunk / Sciurus striatus, 6ypysnyx’, Ka-
rag. orob ‘Siberian chipmunk / Burunduk, gestreiftes Backenhornchen,
Eutamias sibiricus’ < PU. *orapa (Helimsky 1997:330; Aikio 2020:78).

The related words, attested in Finno-Permic and South Samoyed, dem-
onstrate two different meanings: ‘red squirrel’ and ‘Siberian chipmunk’.
It is worth emphasizing that the semantic aspects of the comparison are

10 Zhivlov (2023:162) suggests an alternative reconstruction (PS. *drop). Aikio
(2020:78) gives two possibilities (PSam. ?*ordp / ?*drop). In my opinion, the first
reconstruction is preferable.
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perfectly acceptable. Chipmunks (called also ground squirrels) are small,
striped rodents belonging (like squirrels and flying squirrels) to the Sciuri-
dae family. Ante Aikio stresses that the Proto-Samoyed reconstruction “re-
mains somewhat unclear, however, due to lack of cognates in other Samo-
yed languages” (Aikio 2020:78). Nevertheless, he does not discuss which
meaning is primary (‘squirrel” or ‘chipmunk’), but there is no doubt that he
accepts the sense attested in Finno-Permic a priori (Aikio 2020:70; Aikio
2022:24). Of course, it is uncertain whether or not the meaning ‘Siberian
chipmunk’, registered exclusively in Mator and Karagash, was original in
Proto-Samoyed. If the Proto-Uralic homeland is to be placed in Western
Siberia, then we can suggest that the Proto-Uralians must have been famil-
iar with the Siberian chipmunk (Eutamias sibiricus Laxmann), which is
native not only in Siberia (from the Ural Mountains to Sakhalin), but also
in Japan, Korea, northern and central China, northern Mongolia and ex-
treme eastern Kazachstan. Moreover, it cannot be excluded that PU. *ora/
pa/ referred originally to ‘the Siberian chipmunk’ (as the South Samoyed
lexical material suggests) and secondarily to ‘the red squirrel’ (as in Finno-
Permic). The Siberian chipmunk also lives in coniferous forests of the
European part of Russia, where probably appeared late as an invasive spe-
cies. Chipmunks are completely absent in Laponia, Finlandia, Estonia and
Hungary, thus we can easily indicate the probable cause of the semantic
change (as early as in the Finno-Permic phase) or the reason for the com-
plete loss of the appellative (e.g. in Hungarian). It is highly probable that
the Samoyeds, who have lived for millennia in Siberia, have preserved the
primitive semantics of the two discussed zoonyms (PU. *ora/pa/ ‘Siberian
chipmunk’ vs. PU. *Sigirs ‘squirrel’),
whereas most Finno-Ugric tribes
during their expansion from the Si-
berian Asia to Europe either lost the
two primitive terms or transferred
them to another animal. This is why
I am inclined to suggest the double
semantic shift on the basis of the
Samoyed and Finno-Ugric lexical
data: PU. *ora/pa/ ‘Siberian chip-
munk’ > (FP.) ‘red squirrel’ and PU.
*Sipirs ‘red squirrel’ > (FU.) ‘mouse’
(the secondary meaning is attested in
most Finno-Ugric languages, except
for Saami and Mari).
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Ilustr. 1. Siberian chipmunk
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Abbreviations

Cher. — Cheremis (Mari); dial. — dialectal; Est. — Estonian; Fi. — Finnish;
FU. — Finno-Ugric; Hu. — Hungarian; Kam. — Kamassian Samoyed; Ka-
rag. — Karagash; Kh. — Khanty (Ostyak); Liv. — Livonian; Mat. — Mator
Samoyed; Md. — Mordvin; Md.E — Erzya dialect of Mordvin; Md.M —
Moksha dialect of Mordvin; Ms. — Mansi (Vogul); Ngan. — Nganasan or
Tavgi Samoyed; Nen. — Nenets Samoyed; Nen.F — Forest Nenets; Nen.T
— Tundra Nenets; Ol. — Olonets; Pe. — Permyak; PFi. — Proto-Finnic; PKh.
— Proto-Khanty (Proto-Ostyak); PMa. — Proto-Mari; PMd. — Proto-Mord-
vin; PMs. — Proto-Mansi; PPerm. — Proto-Permic; PSaa. — Proto-Saami;
PSam. — Proto-Samoyed; PUg. — Proto-Ugric; PYuk. — Proto-Yukaghir;
Saa.A — Akalla Saami; Saa.l — Inari Saami; Saa.K — Kildin Saami; Saa.L. —
Lule Saami; Saa.N — Northern Saami; Saa.P — Pite Saami; Saa.S — South
Saami; Saa.Sk — Skolt Saami; Saa.T — Ter Saami; Saa.U — Ume Saami;
Selk. — Selkup Samoyed; SSam. — South Samoyed; Taig. — Taigi Samoyed;
Udm. — Udmurt (Votyak); Ur. — Uralic; Vo. — Votic; Yaz. — Yazvian (Ea-
stern Permic dialect); Yen. — Yenisei (Enets) Samoyed; Yuk.K — Yukaghir
(Kolyma dialect); Yur. — Yurats Samoyed; Zyr. — Zyrian (Komi-Zyrian).

References

Aikio Ante, 2004, An essay on substrate studies and the origin of Saami, in: Hyviri-
nen [./Kallio P./Korhonen J. (eds.), Etymologie, Entlehnungen und Entwicklun-
gen: Festschrift flir Jorma Koivulehto zum 70. Geburtstag, Helsinki: Société Néo-
philologique (Mémoires de la Société Néophilologique de Helsinki 63), pp. 5-34.

Aikio Ante, 2014, The Uralic-Yukaghir lexical correspondences: genetic inheri-
tance, language contact or chance resemblance?, in: Finnisch-Ugrische For-
schungen 62, pp. 7-76.

Aikio Ante (Luobbal Sammol Sammol Ante), 2022, Proto-Uralic, in: Bakr6-Nagy
M./Laakso J./Skribnik E. (eds.), The Oxford Guide to the Uralic Languages,
Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 3-27.

Beke Odon, 1997, Mari njelvjarasi szotar (Tscheremissisches Dialektworterbuch),
Savariae: Berzsenyi Daniel Tanarképz6 Foiskola.

Benko Lorand, 1993, Etymologisches Worterbuch des Ungarischen, Budapest:
Akadémiai Kiado.

Blazek Vaclav / Piispanen Peter, 2024, Yukaghir and Uralic, Piscataway: Gorgias
Press.

Colinder Bjorn, 1977, Fenno-Ugric Vocabulary. An Etymological Dictionary of the
Uralic Languages, Hamburg: Helmut Buske Verlag.



256

Csepregi Marta, 2023, Khanty, in: Abondolo D./Valijarvi R.-L. (eds.), The Uralic
Languages, Second Edition, London, New York: Routledge, pp. 703-752.

Décsy Gyula, 1990, The Uralic Protolanguage. A Comprehensive Reconstruction,
Bloominton (Indiana): Eurolingua.

Décsy Gyula, 2006, The Common Finno-Ugric Language 4000 B.C. — 3000 B.C.,
Bloomington (Indiana): AuthorHouse.

Donner Kai, 1944, Kamassisches Worterbuch, Helsinki: Suomalais-Ugrilainen Seura.

Enuceesa FOnus C. / 3aiinea Huna I'., 2007, ConmocTaBUTEIbHO-OHOMACHO-
JIOTHYECKUIl CIIOBAph JNAIEKTOB KapelIbCKOT0, BECCKOTr0, CAaMCKOTO SI3bI-
xoB, ITetposasozck: Pocniickas Akagemus Hayk (Eliseeva Ulia C. / Zaj-
ceva Nina G., 2007, Sopostavitel’no-onomasiologiceskij slovar’ dialektov
karel’skogo, vepsskogo, saamskogo azykov, Petrozavodsk: Rosijskaa Aka-
demia Nauk).

Georg Stefan, 2023, Connections between Uralic and other language families, in:
Abondolo D./Valijarvi R.-L. (eds.), The Uralic Languages, Second Edition,
London, New York: Routledge, pp. 176-209.

Griinthal Riho / Heyd Volker / Holopainen Sampsa / Janhunen Juha A. / Khanina
Olesya / Miestamo Matti / Nicholls Johanna / Saarikivi Janne / Sinneméki
Kaius, 2022, Drastic demographic events triggered the Uralic spread, in: Dia-
chronica 39 (4), pp. 490-524.

Helimsky Eugen, 1997, Die matorische Sprache. Worterverzeichnis — Grundziige
der Grammatik — Sprachgeschichte. Unter Mitarbeit von Beata Nagy (Studia
Uralo-Altaica No. 42), Szeged: Typo System, JATE Finnougor Tanszék.

Honti Laszl6, 1982, Geschichte des obugrischen Vokalismus der ersten Silbe, Bu-
dapest: Akadémiai Kiado.

Itkonen Toivo Immanuel, 2011, Koltan- ja kuolanlapin sanakirija (Worterbuch des
Kolta- und Kolalappischen), vol. 1, 3rd edition, Helsinki: Suomalais-Ugrilai-
nen Seura.

Janhunen Juha, 1977, Samojedischer Wortschatz. Gemeinsamojedische Etymolo-
gien, Helsinki: Suomalais-Ugrilainen Seura.

Janhunen Juha, 2009, Proto-Uralic — what, where and when?, in: Ylikoski J. (ed.),
The Quasquicentennial of the Finno-Ugrian Society, Helsinki, Suomalais-
Ugrilainen Seura, pp. 57-78.

Katzschmann Michael / Pusztay Janos, 1978, Jenissej-samojedisches (enzisches)
Worterverzeichnis, Hamburg: Buske Verlag.

Koponen Eino, 2005, Goddesahpan, in: Kulonen U.-M./Seurujérvi-Kari I./Pulk-
kinen R. (eds.), The Saami. A Cultural Encyclopaedia, Helsinki: The Finnish
Literary Society, pp. 133-134.



257

Kocrepkuua Hagexna T. / Momue Anekcaap Y. / XKuanosa Taresina 1O., 2001,
CroBapb HraHacaHCKO-PYCCKHH M pyccko-Hranacanckuid, Cankr IletepOypr:
WznarensctBo “TIpocsemenue”. (Kosterkina Nadezda T. / Momde Aleksandr
C. / Zdanova Tat’ana U., 2001, Slovar nganasansko-russkij i russko-ngana-
sanskij, Sankt Peterburg: Izdatel’stvo “ProsveSenie”).

Kulonen Ulla-Maija, 2006, Eldimet ja affekti — etymologisia huomioita, in: Virit-
tdja 100, pp. 322-335.

JIertkun Bacunuit U. / I'ynsies EBrennit C., 1970, Kparkuii 3TUMOIOrn4ecKui
cioBapb koMU si3bika, MockBa: M3nmarensctBo “Hayka”. (Lytkin Vasilij 1. /
Guléaev Evgenij S., 1970, Kratkij etimologiceskij slovar’ komi dzyka, Moskva:
Izdatel’stvo “Nauka”).

Nichols Johanna, 2021, The Origin and Dispersal of Uralic: Distributional Typolo-
gical View, in: Annual Review of Linguistics 7, pp. 351-369.

Nikolaeva Irina, 2006, A Historical Dictionary of Yukaghir, Berlin, New York:
Mouton de Gruyter.

Plado Helen / Lindstrom Liina / Iva Sulev, 2023, Voro North Estonian, in: Abon-
dolo D./Valijérvi R.-L. (eds.), The Uralic Languages, Second Edition, London,
New York: Routledge, pp. 386-432.

Rédei Karoly, 1986-1988, Uralisches etymologisches Worterbuch, Budapest:
Akadémiai Kiado.

Penen Kapoii (pen.), 1996, IkonbHBIH STUMOJIOTHYESCKHUIT CIIOBAPh KOMH SI3bIKa,
CrikteiBKap: Komu kamkHOe m3arenserso (Rédei Karoly (ed.), 1996, Skol nyj
¢timologiceskij slovar’ komi azyka, Syktyvkar: Komi kniznoe izdatel’stvo).

Saarikivi Janne, 2022, The divergence of Proto-Uralic and its offspring: A de-
scendant reconstruction, in: Bakro-Nagy M./Laakso J./Skribnik E. (eds.), The
Oxford Guide to the Uralic Languages, Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp.
28-58.

Sammallahti Pekka, 1988, Historical phonology of the Uralic languages with spe-
cial reference to Samoyed, Ugric and Permic, in: Sinor D. (ed.), The Uralic
languages. Description, history and foreign influences, Leiden/New York/
Kebenhavn/Koln: E.J. Brill, pp. 478-554.

Bepmunun Banepuit U., 2011, Dtumonorudyeckuil cioBapb MOPIOBCKUX
(3P3SHCKOTO M MOKIIAHCKOTO) s13b1KOB, Momkap-Oma: Mapuiickuii Hayamro-
Uccnenosarensckuil Uuctutyt S3bika, Jlureparypst u Mcropuu um. B. M.
Bacubesa. (VerSinin Valerij I., 2011, Etimologi¢eskij slovar’ mordovskih
(erzanskogo i moksanskogo) azykov, vol. 5, Joskar-Ola: Marijskij Naucno-
Issledovatel’skij Institut Azyka, Literatury i Istorii im. V. M. Vasil’eva).

Bepunun Banepuit U., 2015, DTuMonoruy yaMyprckux cios. Momkap-Ona:

Mapuiickuit Hayuno-Hccnenosarensckuit Muctutyt SA3bika, Jlutepatypsl u
Hcropun um. B. M. Bacuisesa (Versinin Valerij 1., 2015, Etimologii udmurts-



258

kih slov, Joskar-Ola: Marijskij Nau¢no-Issledovatel’skij Institut Azyka, Lite-
ratury i Istorii im. V. M. Vasil’eva).

Zhivlov Mikhail, 2023, Reconstruction of Proto-Uralic, in: Abondolo D./Valijarvi
R.-L. (eds.), The Uralic Languages, Second Edition, London, New York: Rout-
ledge, pp. 117-175.

Internet websites

Aikio Ante, 2020, Uralic Etymological Dictionary (draft version of entries A-C)
(opened for comments and discussion on <academia.edu>, 1/17/2020).
Accessed October 21st, 2023, https://www.academia.edu/41659514/
URALIC_ETYMOLOGI CAL _DICTIONARY draft version of
entries A_%C4%86_.

Koponen Eino / Ruppel Klaas / Aapala Kirsti (eds.), 2002-2008, Algu database:
Etymological database of the Saami languages, Helsinki: Research Insti-

tute for the Languages of Finland. Accessed October 21*, 2023, http://kaino.
kotus.fi/algu.





