UDC 81°373.21 + 817286 + 81°373.611 + 81’366 + 811.16 + 811.163.6
https://doi.org/10.15826/vopr_onom.2024.21.3.037

Matej SEKLI

PhD, Full Professor, Department of Slavic Studies, University of Ljubljana (Askerceva 2, SI-1000
Ljubljana, Slovenia)

E-mail: matej.sekli@guest.arnes.si

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1886-3723

THE ETYMOLOGICAL ORIGIN
OF SLOVENIAN GEOGRAPHICAL NAMES
WITH THE MORPHEME -OV-/-EV-

Abstract

Bringing into the analysis the geographical names with the morpheme -ov-/-ev- in Slovenian
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arose within Proto-Slavic u- and i-stem nouns, and their derivatives. Due to formal and semantic
analogy, the suffix in question started to spread from this original position to other masculine
and feminine nouns, especially to Proto-Slavic o- and a-stems, with adjectives in *-ov-» playing
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ITUMOJIOI'UA CJIOBEHCKHUX
T'EOI'PAOMYECKHNX HA3BAHUI,
COILEPKAIINUX MOP®EMY -OV-/-EV-

AHHOTALUS

Crathst NOCBSIICHA O0BICHEHHIO TIPOUCXOKICHUSI MOP(HEMBI -0V-/-ev- B CIOBEHCKHX TOMOHMMAax
tuna Volovica, Rakovica, Bukovica, Brezovica n T. 1. 3Ha4yanbHO TnipaciaBsiHCKuN cydduxc
*-0V-/-ev- IPUCOCAUHSIICS K MPACIABIHCKUM CYIIECTBUTEILHBIM C OCHOBAMU HA U- U - U UX TPO-
M3BOJIHBIM. BciepcTBue GopMaibHON M CEMAaHTHYECKOM aHAJIOTMU paccMaTpUBacMblil Cy(QHHUKC
MOCTEIIEHHO PACIPOCTPAHIIICS Ha APYTHE CYIIECTBUTEIbHBIC MYXKCKOTO H KEHCKOTO POjia, 0COOCHHO
Ha CYIIECTBUTEIbHBIE C OCHOBAMHU Ha 0- U (-, IPUUEM PEIIAIONIYIO POJIb B 3TOM MPOLIECCE UTPAIN
npuiiaraTeabHble Ha *-0v-5. B ceMaHTHYeCKOM IUIaHe B aHAIM3UPYEMbIX Ha3BaHUAX Mopdema
-0V-/-ev- IPUCYTCTBYET B KOHTHHYAHTAX TeX MPACIIaBIHCKUX CYIECTBUTEIBHBIX C U~ U 1-OCHOBAMH,
a TaKXKe TeX MPACIABSIHCKUX O- U d-OCHOB, KOTOPHIE OTHOCATCS K CEMaHTUYECKUM IOJISM, TUITAY-
HBIM JUISL CYIIECTBUTEIBHBIX C OCHOBAaMH Ha u- W i-: K Ha3BaHWSAM PACTEHHH W/WIIN 4acTed pac-
TEHUH, BUIOB KUBOTHBIX, JIEMEHTOB JaHAmadTa u T. 1. ABTOp MOKA3bIBACT, YTO aHATN3UPYEMbIC
B CTaTb€ CIOBEHCKHE TOMOHHMBI OTHOCSATCS K CIEAYIONIMM 3THMOJIOTO-ICPUBALMOHHBIM THIIAM:!
1) npunararensHble Ha *-0vs (Hanpumep, Vrhovo, Bukovo, Brezovo); 2) nomina attributiva, obpa-
30BaHHBIC OT MPUJIATATEIBHBIX HA *-0V-5 ¢ TIOMOIIBIO0 CYPPUKCOB *-bCb, *-ikn, *-ica, *-vkv, *-vka
(nanipumep, Vrhovec, Bukovec, Brezovec), a Taxke OTIENbHBIX nomina qualitatis Ha *-ina Toro xe
JICPUBAIIMOHHOTO TUTAa (Hanpumep, Bukovina); 3) nomina collectiva, nepBoHayaibHO 00pa3oBaH-
HBIC OT OCHOBBI Ha *-0v- ¢ oMmolibio cyhdukca *-pje (Hanpumep, Vrhovje, Bukovje); 4) nomina
originis ¢ cypdurcoM*-jane: *-ov-jane > *-oviane > cnosew. -ovije (nanpumep, Vihovlje, Bukovlje);
5) coueraHusi reorpadUuECKUX TEPMHHOB C NMPUJIAraTelIbHBIMKU Ha *-0v-bnv, *-ov-bsks, *-0v-bjb
(narmpumep, Cerkovni vrh, Brezovski potok, Volovja reber), a Takxke UX BTOPUYHBIC TPOU3BO/IHBIC
(nanpumep, Bukovnik, Brezovnik).

KuroueBble cJI0Ba: TOINOHMMUS; TeorpaMyecKie Ha3BaHUS; CIOBOOOPa3OBaHHUE; UCTOpHYECKAs
Mopddonorus; cyhdukc -ov-/-ev-; pacaaBIHCKUH SI3bIK; CIIOBEHCKHUH SI3bIK
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1. Introduction!

The Proto-Slavic morpheme *-ov-/-ev- is of dual origin. It is bound
to the masculine nouns continuing the Proto-Indo-European u-stems and their
derivatives as well as to the feminine nouns continuing the Proto-Indo-European
i-stems and their formations: 1) the reflexes of Proto-Indo-European u-stems in Proto-
Slavic, e.g. PSIL. *volw, gen. sg. *volu, nom. pl. *volove ‘ox’ (> OCSI. vols, gen. sg.
volu, nom. pl. volove, Sln. vol, gen. sg. véla, nom. pl. volovi), adj. PSL. *volovs “of/
relating to ox’ (> CSl. volovws, Sin. volov); 2) the reflexes of Proto-Indo-European
i-stems in Proto-Slavic, e.g. PSI. *biiky, gen. sg. *biikvve, acc. sg. *biikvve ‘beech,
Fagus’ (> OCSI. buky, gen. sg. bukvve, acc. sg. bukvvs, Sln. nom./acc. sg. bukev,
gen. sg. biikve), adj. PS1. *biikovs ‘of/relating to beech’ (> CSl. bukovs, Sin. biikov).?
Thus, the morpheme in question was originally characteristic of some oblique-
case forms of u-stems as well as of the derivatives belonging to both declensional
types. Because of the frequency of such derivatives and due to formal and semantic
analogy connected with them, the suffix *-ov-/-ev- started to spread from the original
u- and i-stems to the other masculine and feminine nouns. It is very probable that
in the process of this analogical spread the adjectives in *-ov-»/-ev-», derived from
both u- and #-stems (e.g. PSL. *volove, *biikovs), played a decisive role. These
started to spread to other declensions, first of all to Proto-Indo-European o- and
a-stems: 1) the reflexes of Proto-Indo-European o-stems in Proto-Slavic, e.g. PSI.
*rdkv, gen. sg. *rdka ‘crayfish’ (> CSl. rakw, gen. sg. raka, Sln. rak, gen. sg. raka),
adj. PSI. *rdkovw ‘of/relating to crayfish’ (> CSl. rakovw, Sln. rakov); 2) the reflexes

'The geographical names of the types Volovica, Bukovica as well as Rakovica, Brezovica, etc.
are not characteristic only of the Slovenian linguistic area but are also found in some other Slavic
languages. However, in the present contribution the analysis will be limited to Slovenian. Where not
indicated otherwise, the geographical names subject to discussion have been harvested from the Atlas
Slovenije [AS], the lexicon Slovenska krajevna imena [SK1], Slovenska krajevna imena v Italiji [Merku
1999], and Slovenska krajevna imena na avstrijskem Koroskem [Zdove 2010] (taking into consideration
the reverse dictionary of these names in [Furlan 1993]). The study deals with toponyms (tpn.), hydronyms
(hdrn.), oronyms (orn.), as well as with vulgo names (vulgo n.), i.e. names of the farmhouses and other
types of buildings in the countryside as presented in [AS]. Although vu/go names are formally close
to anthroponyms (personal names), given that they generally denote the householder, the semantic
motivation of those vu/go names that refer to the position of the house or the estate in the countryside
assimilates them rather to toponyms stricto sensu (e.g. Vrhovnik, originally *‘the one who lives on the top
of the hill’).

2When available, the Proto-Slavic reconstructions are taken from [ESSJa; Bezlaj 1976-2007; Snoj
2016; Furlan 2013a], in other cases they are my own. The reconstruction of the Proto-Slavic accent is
based on the works of Ch. S. Stang [1957] and V. A. Dybo [1981; 2000] as well as the interpretations
of M. S. (i.e. Marko Snoj) and M. F. (i.e. Metka Furlan) in [Bezlaj 1995; 2005], and [Snoj 2016; Furlan
2013b]. Apart from the mentioned etymological dictionaries, the attested Slavic linguistic material is
taken from the following sources: Old Church Slavonic [SS], Church Slavonic [Miklosich 1862—1865],
and Slovenian [Pletersnik 2006; SSKJ].
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of Proto-Indo-European a-stems in Proto-Slavic, e.g. PS1. *bérza ‘birch, Betula’
(> CSl. bréza ‘birch,’ Sln. bréza), adj. *berzovs ‘of/relating to birch’> Sln. brézov).

The Proto-Slavic morpheme *-ov-/-ev- is very frequent in Slovenian
geographical names. Its etymological origin has to be sought in the derivatives from
u- and #-stem nouns occurring in exactly those two types of proper names (e.g.
PSI. *volov- — SIn. orn. Volovica, PSl. *bukov- — Sln. tpn. Bukovica). From such
nominal formations the morpheme *-ov-/-ev- then spread to other masculine and
feminine stems, receiving crucial support from the adjectives in *-ov-»/-ev-» derived
from all kinds of stems (e.g. PSl. *rakov- — Sln. tpn. Rakovica, PSl. *berzov- —
Sin. tpn. Brezovica). Analysing the geographical names with the morpheme
-ov-/-ev- in Slovenian, the article will aim to account for the origin of the morpheme
-ov-/-ev- in this type of proper names. First, the formation of the Proto-Slavic suffix
*-ov-/-ev- within u- and #-stem nouns (e.g. *volov-, *bukov-) will be presented.
Second, the process of analogical spread of the suffix in question from the original u-
and - to other nominal stems, especially those in o- and a- (e.g. *rakov-, *berzov-),
will be illustrated. Finally, the Slovenian geographical names with the morpheme
-ov-/-ev- will be analysed from the point of view of their morphology and their
grammatical, more specifically word-formational, meaning as well as the lexical
meaning of the nouns from which the names are derived.

2. Analysis of the linguistic material

2.1. Proto-Slavic masculine u-stem nouns

From the Proto-Indo-European u-stem nouns, which displayed a quantitative
ablaut *-u-/-ey- in the suffix, an adjective with the suffix *-0- and the original meaning
*“of/relating to x’ (where x is the derivational base) could be derived [Brugmann
1906: 199-200; Darms 1978: 81; Fritz & Meier-Briigger 2021: 341-342, 354; NIL:
passim; Miklosich 1872: 90-91; 1875: 49-51]. This Proto-Indo-European word-
formational pattern (usually with the full grade of the suffix *-eu- and the full grade
of the root) was inherited into Proto-Slavic, where alongside masculine u-stem nouns
(i.e. nom. sg. *», gen. sg. *-u, the oblique-case stem also in *-ov-) an adjective
in *-0v-» normally occurs, e.g. PIE *med"u-/med"eu- ‘honey’ > Lith. mediis, gen.
sg. medaiis, PSl. *medv, gen. sg. *medu (> OCSI. medv, gen. sg. medu/meda,
SIn. méd, gen. sg. medii) vs. PIE *med"eu-o-s ‘of/relating to honey’ > PSI. *medove
(> CSl. medovyv); and PIE *suh-nu-/suh-ney- ‘son’ > Lith. siinus, gen. sg. sunaiis,
PSI. *synw, gen. sg. *synu, nom. pl. *synove (> OCSI. synw, gen. sg. synu, nom.

3For the origin of the *berzove-type adjectives exemplified on the Slovenian linguistic material, see
[Sekli 2019].

Bompocer onomactuku. 2024. T. 21, Ne 3



182 M. Illexnu. CnoBeHckre reorpaduiaecKie Ha3BaHMs, coaepiKame Mmopdemy -ov-/-ev-

pl. synove, Sln. sin, gen. sg. sinti, nom. pl. singvi) vs. PIE *suh-neu-o-s ‘of/relating
to the son’> PSl. *synove.* However, Proto-Slavic adjectives in *-ov-»/-ev-» derived
from masculine u-stem nouns are not all attested directly from the earliest period
of Slavic literacy (i.e. in (Old) Church Slavonic and other Slavic languages), but can
be reconstructed indirectly on the basis of their derivatives containing the morpheme
*-ov-/-ev- (e.g. PSl. *medove vs. *medovite > Sln. medovit ‘bringing honey’; and
PSI. *synovs vs. *synoveskws > Sln. syngvski ‘relating to the son’).

In Slovenian geographical names featuring the morpheme -ov-/-ev-,
the following Proto-Slavic masculine u-stems with their respective adjectives
in *-ov-v/-ev-v are attested: *vorxw, *ilv, *tvrge, *volv, *polv, and *sadv.

PSIL. *vébrxn, gen. sg. *verxu ‘top, peak’ (= Lith. virsus, gen. sg. virsaiis) >
OCSL. vroxw, gen. sg. vroxu, Sln. vih, gen. sg. viha; adj. PSL. *verxove ‘high,
supreme’ (cf. SIn. vrhgven): *vorxove — tpn. Vrhovo; *verxoveje > tpn. Vrhovje,
*yorxovjane > tpn. Vrhovlje; *verxoveco > vulgo n. Vrhovec; *verxoveka > orn.
Vrhovka; *verxoveniks > vulgo n. Vrhovnik; *verxovenjaks > vulgo n. Vrhovnjak;
*vorxovesks — tpn. Vrehovska vas.

PSI. #ilv, gen. sg. *jilu ‘clay, argil’ > CSl. il», dial. SIn. i/, gen. sg. ila; adj.
PSI. *jilovev ‘of/relating to clay, argil’ > CSI. ilovs, Sn. ilov: *jilovs > tpn. llova
Gora; *jiloveje > tpn. Ilovje; *jilovbcy > hdrn. Ilovec (in Stokavian standardisation
llovac).

PSI. *tbrgw, gen. sg. *torgu‘market’ (= Lith. tuigus, gen. sg. tuirgaus ‘market’) >
OCSIL. trvgw, gen. sg. trvga ‘market,” Sln. t7g, gen. sg. t7ga ‘square, market’; adj.
PSI. *tvrgove ‘of/relating to market’ (cf. Sln. trgovina ‘shop,’” trgévec ‘merchant,
tradesman,’ trgovski ‘commercial, mercantile,” trgovati ‘to trade’): *tvrgovisce >
tpn. Trgovisce.

PSI. *volw, gen. sg. *volu ‘ox’ > OCSI. vol», gen. sg. volu ‘ox,” Sln. vol, gen.
sg. vdla ‘ox’; adj. PSI. *volove ‘of/relating to ox’ > CSl. volovs (cf. Sln. volgvski,
volgvji, both ‘relating to 0x’): *volovica > om. Volovica; *voloveniks > tpn. Volovnik;
*volovejb — orn. Volovja reber; *volovujvkv > vulgo n. Volovjek; *volovescvks >
vulgo n. Volovsek.

PSI. *polw, gen. sg. *polu ‘half” > OCSI. polv, gen. sg. polu ‘half,” Sln. pél,
gen. sg. pola ‘half’; adj. PSI. *polovs ‘of/relating to a half” (cf. Sln. poloven adj.
‘half,’ polovica ‘half”): *poloveniks > orn. Polovnik.

4The velarisation of the Proto-Indo-European sequence *-eu- to *-ou- before non-front vowels
in the immediately following syllable (e.g. PIE *-eyos > PSl. *-0vs) is a common Proto-Baltic and Proto-
Slavic positional sound change (e.g. PIE *neuos ‘new, young’ > Hettite néuas ‘new,” Old Indic ndvas
‘new, fresh, young,” Greek *vépog > véog ‘young, new,” Latin novus, Old Lith. navas, PS1. *nove ‘new’ >
OCSL. novw, Sin. nov).
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PSI. *sadw, gen. sg. *sadu ‘plant’> OCSI. sadw, gen. sg. sadu ‘plant,’ Sln. sdd,
gen. sg. sadu ‘fruit’; adj. PSl. *sadovs ‘of/relating to a plant’ > CSI. sadovs
‘of garden’ (cf. SIn. sadoven): *sadoveniks > vulgo n. Sadovnik.

As a consequence of morphological reanalysis of the type *vol-v, gen. sg. *vol-u
vs. *vol-ovw, an independent morpheme *-ov-» arose that served in the derivation
of adjectives from masculine u-stem nouns. Due to the so-called four-part analogy
[cf. Hock 2021: 200-207], the adjectives in *-ov-» started to spread from masculine
u-stems to masculine (and neuter) o-stems: a = PSl. *vol-», a' = adj. *vol-ovs vs.
b = *rak-v, thus b’ = adj. *rak-ovs. Some adjectives in *-ov-»/-ev-» derived from
o-stems are documented relatively early, reaching back to the (Old) Church Slavonic
period (e.g. CSl. rakove ‘of a crayfish,” dpbove ‘of a tree,” tronovs ‘thorny’).
The independent suffix *-ov-»/-ev-» was originally characteristic of nouns of both
the genus inanimatum (e.g. *medovw, *jilove, *sadovv, *dobovs, *ternovs) and
the genus animatum (e.g. *synove, *volove, *rakovs). In the individual Slavic
languages this suffix became particularly productive in the derivation of “possessive”
adjectives from masculine nouns (primarily animates). Consequently, adjectives with
a “non-possessive’” meaning (in place of those derived from inanimate masculine
nouns), were further derived with the help of some other more productive adjectival
suffixes such as *-bnv, *-vskv, *-ujb, *-enn, *-atv, etc. (i.e. the so-called “structural”
suffixes),’ e.g. PSl. *dvz5b, gen. sg. *dvzzu ‘rain’ (> OCSI. dvzZdb, Pol. deszcz, gen.
sg. deszczu) vs. *dvZzeve ‘of/relating to rain’ > OCSI. dvzdeve vs. *dvzievens >
Sin. dezéven [dozévon] ‘rainy’; PSI. *volovs ‘of/relating to ox’ > CSI. voloves vs.
*volovesks > Sn. volovski, *volovsjs > Sin. volovji, both ‘relating to ox.’

In Slovenian geographical names containing the morpheme -ov-/-ev-, there are
a number of erstwhile Proto-Slavic masculine o-stems, whereby in several cases
the corresponding adjective in *-ov-w»/-ev-» is found attested in an early period
of language documentation: PSl. *b3z» and *bbz» > Sln. *baz and bez [b3s] ‘elder,
Sambucus,’ adj. bezgv [bazou];® PSI. *bbzgw > Sln. bezég [bozdg], gen. sg. bezgdi
[bozgd] ‘elder, Sambucus,’ adj. bezggv [bazgdu]; PSI. *borv > Sin. bor, gen. sg.
bora ‘pine, Pinus,” adj. borgv; Romance *CERRU(M) — Slavic *cers > Sln. cér, gen.
sg. céra ‘Turkey/Austrian oak, Quercus cerris,” adj. cergv; PSIL. *dgbw > Sin. dob
‘oak, Quercus robur,” adj. Sln. dgbov; PSl. *dérnv and *dérns > Sin. drén, gen. sg.
dréna and drén, gen. sg. dréna ‘cornel, Cornus mas,’ adj. drenov; PSl. *grdbre >
Sin. gdber ‘hornbeam, Ostrya carpinifolia, Carpinus betulus,” adj. gabrov; PSI.
*xvorstw ‘tree; shrubs, brushwood’ > Sin. Ardst, gen. sg. hrdsta ‘aok, Quercus,’

SFor the term Polish sufix strukturalny cf. [Stawski 1974; 1976; 1979, passim].

%In Slovenian, the lexeme PSI. *bvz» exhibits two accentual variants, viz. PSl. *b3zs > dial. Sln.
*hdz which is directly attested in micro-toponyms like the dial. SIn. Bdz [Sekli 2008: 70], vs. PSI. *bbzs >
dial. SIn. béz [b3s].
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adj. hrastov; PSI. *dvors > Sin. javor ‘maple, Acer,” adj. javorov; PSl. *dsenv >
Sln. jésen, gen. sln. jes¢na ‘ash, Fraxinus excelsior,” adj. jes¢nov; Romance
*CASTANEA(M) — Slavic *kostans > Sln. kostanj, gen. sg. kostanja ‘chestnut,
Castanea sativa,” adj. kostanjev; PSl. *krakv > Sin. krak ‘Conferva rivulans’;
PSL. *oréxs > Sln. éreh, gen. sg. oréha ‘nut tree, Nux,” adj. or¢hov; PSl. *topolv >
Sin. tépol, gen. sg. topola ‘poplar, Populus,’ adj. topolov. As can be gleaned from
this list the enumerated nouns belong to the semantic field of plants, specifically tree
and bush species, as well as their parts (PSl. *t6rnw» > Sln. t7n ‘thorn,” adj. t#nov).
The sole exceptions seem to be PS1. *bérdo > Sin. brdo ‘hill; weaver’s reed’ and
PSI. *rdkw > Sln. rak ‘crayfish, Cancer,’ adj. rakov. As an example, proper names
derived from PSl. *raks will be presented.

PSl. *rdkw, gen. sg. *rdka ‘crayfish’ > CSl. rakw, gen. sg. raka, Sln. raik,
gen. sg. rdka;’ adj. PSl. *rdkovs ‘of/relating to crayfish’ > CSl. rakovs, Sin. rdkov
‘of crayfish’: *rakove — tpn. Rakov Skocjan; *rakovjane > tpn. Rakovlje;
*rakovbco > tpn. Rakovec; *rakovica > tpn. Rakovica; *rakoveniks > tpn., hdrn.,
vulgo n. Rakovnik; *rakovesks — orn. Rakovski gric¢; hdm. *rakovescvks > hdm.
Rakusek, *rakovescaks > tpn. Rakusak.

2.2. Proto-Slavic feminine iZ-stem nouns

In Proto-Slavic, the so-called Proto-Indo-European i-stem nouns or,
more accurately, nouns in *-uh,, display the original stem in *-»v-/-pv- and its
secondary variant in *-ov-/-ev- (e.g. PSl. *bukwv- and *bukov- ‘beech’).® Both
nominal stems functioned as derivational bases in the formation of adjectives
with the suffix *-» [Miklosich 1875: 49-51] (e.g. PSl. *bukwvv-» and *bukov-»
‘of/relating to beech’). The Proto-Slavic nominal stem in *-»v-/-»v- was inherited
from Proto-Indo-European (cf. PIE acc. sg. *-uh,-m > *-u-im > *-uy-im > PSL
*-»v-b), while the stem in *-ov-/-ev- was built in Proto-Slavic analogically
on the basis of the former. The origin of the nominal stem of the type *bukov- and,
consequently, of the adjectives of the type *bukov-» has not found a satisfactory
explanation in the scholarly literature.” Whatever the origin of the forms containing

"Dial. Sln. rék, gen. sg. rdku, cf. Zilja/Gail dialect in the locality of Potoge/Potschach rdk, gen. sg.
rdku, raka [Pronk 2009: 260] would point to an u-stem noun.

8In Old Church Slavonic, both the oblique-case stem and the word-formational base in -ov- are
attested. Note here that the vowel -0- in the morpheme -ov- is old and surely not a result of the process
of “vocalisation” of -»- to -o- in Eastern South Slavic (e.g. OCSI. smoky, gen. sg. smokwve ‘fig, Ficus’
vs. instr. sg. smokovijo (Savas Book) and the derivative smokovenica (Ostromir Gospels), instr. sg.
smokovenicejo — Codex Zographensis) [Rozwadowski 1914-1915: 14-17].

° According to one of the interpretations, adjectives like *hukovs (as well as the later document-
ed adjectives of the type *lipove type ‘of/relating to (a) lime (tree)’) were formed on analogy with
the adjectives such as *medovws, *jilove, *dobove types [Vondrak 1924: 524]. What weakens this
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*-ov-/-ev- may be, the fact is that on the basis of the Slavic linguistic material it
is possible to reconstruct the Late Proto-Slavic innovatory nominal stem *bukov-
(alongside the inherited one, i.e. *bukwvv-) as well as a category of adjectives
of the type *bukov-v, derived with the suffix *-» from exactly this secondary
nominal stem: e.g. PSI. *bukov-» ‘of/relating to beech’ (> CSI. bukovs, Sin. biitkov);
PSI. *berskov-v» ‘of/relating to (a) peach (tree)’ (> Sln. bréskov); PSL. *smokov-»
‘of/relating to (a) fig (tree)’ (> Sln. smgkov, younger variant smgkvov). However, not
all Proto-Slavic adjectives in *-ov-»/-ev-» derived from feminine i-stem nouns are
attested directly but can be reconstructed indirectly on the basis of their derivatives
containing the morpheme *-ov-/-ev- (e.g. PSl. *cervkovs ‘of/relating to church’ vs.
*cervkovens > Sln. cerkgven). Thus, parallel to primary nominal stems of the type
Sin. bukv-, breskv-, smokv-, cerkv-, the secondarily formed nominal stems of the type
Sln. bukov-, breskov-, smokov-, cerkov-, etc. arose in Late Proto-Slavic and were
inherited from Proto-Slavic into Slovenian.

In Slovenian geographical names containing the morpheme -ov-/-ev-
the following Proto-Slavic feminine #-stems with the corresponding adjective
in *-ov-»/-ev-» are documented: *buky, *krusi, *corky/*cervky, *loky, and *Zorny.

PSL. *biiky, gen. sg. *biikwvve, acc. sg. *biikvve ‘beech, Fagus®> OCSL. buky, gen.
sg. bukvve, acc. sg. bukwvve, Sln. bukev [bukau], gen. sg. bukve; adj. PSL. *biikovs
‘of/relating to beech’ > CSI. bukovs, Sin. bukov: *bukove — tpn. Bukova Gora,
tpn. Bukovo; *bukovsje > tpn., mtpn., orn. Bukovje; *bukovjane > tpn. Bukovlje;
*bukovscw > tpn., orn., mtpn., vulgo n. Bukovec; *bukovica > tpn., hdm., orn., vulgo
n. Bukovica; *bukovina > orn., vulgo n. Bukovina; *bukoveniks > mtpn., orn., vulgo
n. Bukovnik; *bukovenica > tpn., mtpn., hdrn. Bukovnica; *bukovescvks > mtpn.,
vulgo n. Bukovs(¢)ek; *bukovescica > tpn., mtpn., hdrn. Bukovs(cica.

explanation is the fact that adjectives of the type *bukovs are not derived from derivational bases
of the type *bukwv-, since in that case the adjective would have been **bukwbv-ove. Another approach
explains the origin of the *bukov-type stems as a consequence of an inter-paradigmatic analogical pro-
cess following the inflectional pattern of the type PS1. *kamy, acc. sg. *kamens ‘stone.” Accordingly,
the influencing and the influenced inflectional paradigms would have matched in the nominative singular
(PS1. *kamy = *buky), so that on the basis of the full-grade suffix of the influencing paradigm (e.g.
PSI. acc. sg. *ka-men-») a new “full-grade” analogical form in the influenced paradigm would have
arisen (e.g. PSI. acc. sg. *buk-vv-b > *buk-ov-v) [Furlan 2010: 209-210]. However, in this case it is
difficult to account for the sound change *-ey- to *-ou- before front vowels in the next syllable in Late
Proto-Slavic. If the assumption of an analogical remodelling of the inflectional pattern of the *buky-type
on the basis of the *kamy-type is correct, the analogy must have occurred at a time when the sound
change *-ey- to *-ou- was still ongoing and the nominative singular of both inflectional patterns had
already merged phonetically (PIE *-uh, > *-ii > PSl. *-y in the *buky-type vs. PIE *-ons > *-on + *-s >
PSI. *-y in the *kamy-type).
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PSI1. *kriisi, gen. sg. *kriiSove, acc. sg. *kriiSove ‘pear (tree), Pirum’;'? adj.
*kriiseve ‘of/relating to (a) pear (tree)’ > Sln. hrusev: *krusevo > tpn. Hrusevo,
*kruseveje > tpn. Hrusevje; *krusevjane > tpn. Hrusevlje; *kruseveco > tpn.
Hrusevec; *krusevica> tpn. HruSevica; *krusevoka > tpn. Hrusevka; *kruseveskv —
orn. HruSevski hrib.

PSIL. *cvrkylcervky, gen. sg. *corkwvve/cervkwvve, acc. sg. *corkvve/cervkvve
‘church’> OCSI. croky, gen. sg. crokwvve, acc. sg. crvkvve, Sin. cérkev [cérkou], gen.
sg. cérkve; adj. PSl. *cervkove ‘of church’ (cf. Sln. cerkgven):!! *cervkovjane > tpn.
Cirkulane; *cervkovens — orn. Cerkovni vrh, tpn. Cerkovna; *cervkoveniks >hdrn.
Cerkovnik; *cervkovenica > vulgo n. Cerkovnica, om. Cirkovnica, *cervkovenvks >
tpn. Cerkovnek.

PSL. *loky, gen. sg. *lokwve, acc. sg. *lokvve ‘pool, puddle’ > OCSL. loky,
gen. sg. lokwvve, acc. sg. lokvve, SIn. [okev [10kou], gen. sg. [okve, later form [okva;
adj. PSl. *lokovs (?): *lokovece > tpn., hdrn. Lokovec; *lokovica > tpn. Lokovica;
*lokovina > tpn. Lokovina; *lokoveniks > vulgo n. Lokovnik; *lokovesScvks > hdm.
Lokovsek.

PSI. *26rny, gen. sg. *Z6rnwve, acc. sg. *Zornwvve ‘quern, hand mill” >
OCSIL. zZrony, gen. sg. Zrenwvve, acc. sg. zronwvve, dial. Sln. Zrnev [Zinou], gen. sg.
Zinve; adj. PSL. *26rnove (?): *2ernoveniks > tpn. Zirovnik, Zerovnik; *2rnovenica >
tpn. Zirovnica, Zerovnica.

The morphological segmentation of the type (*buk-y vs.) *buk-vv-v vs.
*buk-ov-» engendered new forms like *buk-» (> Sln. biik ‘beech’) and gave rise
to a productive word-formational pattern, which then spread to other feminine
nouns, primarily to feminine @-stems (i.e. the reflexes of Proto-Indo-European
*-eh,-stems), in the individual Slavic languages. The exact pattern of the four-part
analogy involved in these processes would be as follows: a = PSI. *buk-y/buk-»,
a' = adj. *buk-ovs vs. b = *berz-a ‘birch,’ thus b’ = adj. *berz-ove. The adjectival
suffix *-ov-w»/-ev-» was originally characteristic of inanimate concrete nouns with
a specific lexical meaning. Due to analogical spread from the original &z-stem nouns
driven by semantic proximity, adjectives in *-ov-»/-ev-» derived from a@-stem
nouns figure in the following semantic fields: forest trees and bushes (e.g. bukov —
brézov), fruit trees and their fruits (e.g. bréskov, hrusev — slivov ‘of/relating to (a)
plum (tree),’ césnjev ‘of/relating to (a) cherry (tree)’), bush plants and their berries
(e.g. malinov ‘of/relating to raspberry’), other edible plants (e.g. ggbov ‘of/relating

9For the reconstruction of the original PSI. *grusi, gen. sg. *grussve alongside the secondary form
PSI. *grusvka, see [Janczulewicz 2020: 202-203].

'In the majority of Slavic languages, a variant form of this lexeme is attested, namely PSI. *corky,
gen. sg. *corkwve, acc. sg. *corkwvve ‘church’> OCSI. croky, gen. sg. crokwve, acc. sg. crvkwvve [Snoj 2016:
101;2009: 91].
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to mushroom’), as well as some other nouns denoting stuff etc. (e.g. smétanov
‘of/relating to sour cream’).

Proto-Slavic feminine @-stem nouns from which geographical names with
the morpheme -ov-/-ev- are derived in Slovenian as well as their corresponding
adjectives in -ov-/-ev- are the following: PSI1. *bérza > Sin. bréza ‘birch, Betula,’ ad;.
brézov; PSl. *edla > Sln. jela “(silver) fir, Abies (alba),” adj. jelov; PSl. *jélvsa >
SIn. jé¢lsa ‘alder, Alnus (glutinosa),” adj. jélsa; PSl. *lipa > Sin. lipa ‘lime (tree),
Tilia,” adj. lipov; PSl. *léska > Sln. l¢ska ‘hazel, Corylus (avellana),” adj. léskov,
PSI1. *orkyta > Sln. rakita ‘osier, Salix incana,” adj. rakitov; PSl. *smérka >
SIn. smréka ‘pine, Pinus,” adj. smrékov; PSl. *verba > Sin. viba ‘willow, Salix,” ad;.
vibov; PSl. *tisa > Sln. tisa ‘yew, Taxus baccata,’ adj. tisov. As is evident from this
list, all of the enumerated nouns belong to the semantic field of plants, i.e. tree and
bush species. As an example, proper names derived from PSI. *berza will be presented.

PSL. *bérza ‘birch, Betula’ (> CSl. bréza ‘birch,’ Sin. bréza); adj. PSL. *bérzove >
SIn. brézov: *berzove — tpn. Brezova Gorica, tpn. Brezovo; *berzovece > tpn.,
orn., vulgo n. Brezovec; *berzovikv > tpn. *Brezovik > Brezovk;'? *berzovica >
tpn., hdrn., orn. Brezovica; *berzovesks — hdrn. Brezovski potok; *berzoveniks >
tpn., orn., vulgo n. Brezovnik, *berzovenjaks > tpn. Brezovnjak; *berzovescvks >
vulgo n. Brezovsek, *berzove$cina > mtpn. Brezovscina.

3. Conclusion

As can be discerned from the above linguistic analysis, the derivatives
containing the morpheme *-ov-/*-ev- represent a rather productive and multiform
type of geographical names in Slovenian. In the ensuing systematisation
of the derivational types, the focus will be on two aspects of these noun formations,
namely their form and their word-formational semantics, both providing
an illustration of the derivational processes involved.

Type 1. PSIL. *-ov-v

Adjectives in *-ov-» are preserved as such in proper names, be it in their
original adjectival function (e.g. Bukova Gora, Brezova Gorica) or substantivised
(e.g. Vrhovo, Bukovo, Brezovo).

12The oldest attested form of the present-day Brezovk near Kozbana is Bressawicz (1523) [see Kos
1954: 189]. The fact that almost the exact same form Brezawicz is documented in 1341 for the present-day
Brezovica [Snoj 2009: 80] would imply that the original form of the place-name Brezovk was in fact
*Brezovica, a derivative in *-ica, and was later supplanted by *Brezovik, a productive type in *-ik».
The current form Brezovk is first attested in 1864 as Bresouk in the Baptismal register of Kozbana [SAK
7 Koz MMK 3]. The older attestations of this name (1826: Bresovic, Bresovig, Bresovico) [SAK Z Koz
MMK 1], however, point to the fact that Brezovk reflects the so-called (Slovenian) modern vowel reduction
[see Ramovs 1920]. I owe this addition to the kind intervention of an anonymous reviewer.
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Type 2. PSL. *-ov-bew, *-ov-ikv, *-ov-ica, *-ov-vkv, *-ov-vka, *-ov-ina

Derivatives in *-ov-bcwb, *-ov-ikw, *-ov-ica, *-ov-vka, *-ov-vkw, and *-ov-ina
are based on adjectives in *-ov-» with the suffixes *-ocb, *-ikv, *-ica, *-vkv, *-vka,
and *-ina respectively. The suffixes are used in the formation of de-adjectival
nouns, specifically concrete nomina attributiva in *-vco, *-ikv, *-ica, *-vkv, and
*-vka (e.g. Sln. star ‘old’ — starec ‘old man,’ starica, starka ‘old woman’), and
abstract nomina qualitatis in *-ina, which were subsequently concretised (e.g. Sln.
mlad ‘young’ — mladina ‘young people’). Examples of such proper names are Sin.
Vrhovec, Bukovec, Brezovec; Brezovik; Bukovica, Brezovica; Vrhovka; Bukovina, etc.

TBype 3. PSI. *-ov-pje

The interpretation of the origin of the formations in *-ov-sje (e.g. Vrhovje,
Bukovje) is less unambiguous. The suffix *-»je can feature in the derivation
of nomina qualitatis from adjectives (e.g. Sln. vesél ‘glad’ — vesélje ‘gladness’),
which can also be concretised, and nomina collectiva from nouns (e.g. Sln. list
‘leaf” — listje ‘foliage’). Although one cannot deny the possibility that what we are
dealing with is a hypothetic concretisation of an underlying nomen qualitatis, it is
more reasonable to assume an original nomen collectivum derived from the oblique
stem. On the basis of the relation such as Sln. i/ vs. ilov vs. ilovje, the conglutinate
suffix -ov-je started to spread from these primary formations to other stems that do
not possess an oblique stem in -ov-.13

Type 4. PSI. *-ov-jane

The original Proto-Slavic suffix *-& ne/*-ane was used to form nomina originis
from nouns denoting a locality, e.g. PSI. *dol» ‘cavity, cave, valley’ (> CSl. do/»
‘hole,’ SIn. dol “valley’) — *dolene ‘inhabitants of a valley’ (cf. Sln. dolén-j-ec); PSI.
*90ra ‘mountain’ (> OCSI. gora, Sln. géra) — *goréne ‘inhabitants of a mountain’
(cf. SIn. gorén-j-ec); PSl. *pole “field’ (> OCSL. polje, Sln. pélje) — *polane
‘inhabitants of a field’ (> CSl. poljane ‘the tribe of the Polanes,’ cf. SIn. poljan-ec);
PSI. *potokw ‘stream, brook’ (> OCSI. potoks, Sin. potok) — *potocane ‘inhabitants
near to the brook’ (> SIn. nom. sg. potocan); PSI. *bergs ‘height, shore’ (> OCSI.
bréguv, Sin. brég) — *berzane ‘inhabitants of a height, shore’ (> SIn. nom. sg. brezan).
However, the allomorph *’-ane that existed after palatal consonants was eventually
re-interpreted as *-jane and became very productive, at least in Slovenian (e.g.
Sln. doljiin, gorjan). Thus, the formations in *-ov-jane > *-oviane must originally

BIn contrast to Slovenian, Polish geographical names display a more archaic state of affairs
by exhibiting a clear complementary distribution of the suffixes *-sje and *-ov-sje, *-vje being characteristic
of 0- and a-stem derivational bases (e.g. *dpbsje > Pol. Dgbie, *berzvje > Pol. Brzezie), while the suffix
*-ov-vje occurs with i-stems (e.g. *bukovsje > Pol. Bukowie) [Janczulewicz 2021].
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have been nomina originis in *-jane derived from nominal stems in *-ov- (e.g.
*cervkov- ‘church’ — *cervkovjane > *cervkoviane ‘inhabitants of church’s land’ >
SIn. *Cerkovljane > Cirkulane). In Slovenian toponymy, the original formations
in *-jane are very rare and were ultimately reinterpreted as feminine p/urale tantum
(e.g. Cirkulane) on the basis of the original Slovenian accusativus directionis in *-¢
(e.g. *Cerkovljang). In the majority of cases, a new nominative in *-je was built
on the basis of the original dative, locative, and instrumental plural that ended
in *jamw, *-jaxe and *-jami (e.g. PSI. *polane, dat. pl. *polanmv > *polamv, loc.
pl. *polansw > *polasw > *polaxw, instr. pl. *polanmi > *polami, cf. CSl. loc. pl.
poljaxv): cf. Sin. loc. pl. Doljah — *Doljane > Dolje; loc. pl. Gorjah — *Gorjane >
Gorje; loc. pl. Potocah — *Potocane > Potoce; loc. pl. Brezah — *BreZane > Breze.
Examples of such place names are Sln. Vrhovije, Bukovlje, etc.

Type 5. PSL. *-ov-bnv, *-ov-vskv, *-ov-pjb

Adjectives in *-ov-bnv, *-ov-bskw, and *-ov-sjb are derived from the original
adjectives in *-ov-» with the help of more productive “structural” suffixes such
as *-onv, *-uskv, and *-pjb. In the analysed geographical names both the original
adjective and its substantivisations occur: *-ov-sns (e.g. Cerkovni vrh, Cerkovna),
*-ov-bskw (e.g. Brezovski potok), *-ov-vjb (€.g. Volovja reber). From such complex
adjectives nomina attributiva were then formed, using the suffixes such as *-ik»,
*-ica, *-vkv/’-vkv, *-akv, *-jakv. Some analysed geographical names display
a series of such conglutinate suffixes. Especially frequent seem to be the complex
suffixes *-ov-sn-, *-ov-65¢-, and *-ov-uj-.

Type 6. PSI. *-ov-vn-ikv/-ov-on-jakv, *-ov-vn-ica

The derivatives in *-on-ikv/-vn-jaks and *-sn-ica were originally nomina
attributiva derived from adjectives in *-»ns (e.g. PSL. *gréxs ‘sin” — *grés-osns
‘sinful’ — *gréson-ikv ‘who (man) is sinful’/ *grésen-ica ‘who (woman) is sinful’;
PSI. *toma ‘darkness’ — *tem-vn» ‘dark’ — *temsn-ica ‘who/what is dark’;
PSI1. *2ito ‘corn’ — *Zit-vnwv ‘of/relating to corn” — *Ziten-ica ‘the one that is
of/relating to corn’). However, because of grammatical association with other parts
of speech, more specifically verbs and nouns, as well as subsequent morphological
reanalysis and semantic reinterpretation of the derivatives in question, new
conglutinate suffixes arose. If the derivative was associated with a verb, the complex
suffixes *-vn-ikv and *-on-ica arose, forming nomina agentis (PSl. *grés-i-ti ‘to
sin’ — *grés-vnikv ‘the one (man) who sins’ / *grés-snica ‘the one (woman) who
sins’). On the other hand, if the derivational base of the derivative was associated
with a noun, the conglutinate suffix would generally form a nomen relationis
(e.g. Sin. déz [d38] ‘rain’ — dezév-nik ‘the one relating to rain; earthworm’).
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When the derivational base denoted a place, the derivatives could be semantically
interpreted as nomina loci (PSl. *tema ‘darkness’ — *tom-vnica ‘where darkness
is’; PSL. *Zito ‘corn’ — *Zit-bnica ‘where corn is’). Since in Slovenian there are
no adjectives of the type **bukoven, the derivatives like Bukovnik, Bukovnica
must surely go back to the nominal stem bukov-, conveying the original meaning
of the type *“where there are beech trees,’ etc. It was from this type of complex
derivatives that the conglutinate suffixes at hand were abstracted and began to spread
to other stems (e.g. Brezovnik, Brezovnjak).

Type 7. PSI. *-ov-b5¢- and *-ov-bj-

These derivatives are based on adjectives in *-b5k» and *-»j» and are normally
augmented with noun-deriving suffixes like *-vkv (e.g. Bukovs(c)ek, Brezovsek),
*jakw, *-ica (e.g. Bukovs(c)ica), or *-ina (e.g. Brezovscina), etc.

Abbreviations

Languages
Lith. Lithuanian Pol. Polish
(O)CSI. (0Old) Church Slavonic PSL Proto-Slavic
PIE Proto-Indo-European Sin. Slovenian

Other abbreviations
acc. accusative mtpn.  micro-toponym
adj. adjective nom. nominative
dat. Dative orn. oronym
dial. dialect pl. plural
gen. genitive sg. singular
hdrn. hydronym tpn. toponym
instr. instrumental vulgo n. vulgo name
loc. locative
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