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Phonology

There is a clear tendency in the Khanty dialects, in phonology as well
as at the other levels of grammar, for the eastern dialects to show a re-
markable complexity compared to the other dialect groups. The north-
ern dialects show a great simplification and the southern dialects fall
somewhere in between.

The consonant system in Proto-Khanty was, according to Honti
(1984: 25), the following:

Labial | p m w
Dental | ¢ s n l A

é n l r

Palatal ¢ n l j

Velar | k n Y

There was also a labial velar consonant (fricative) *y°, which occurred
only in one position (function): as the personal marker of the first per-
son plural, as well as in possessive suffixes and in the verbal personal
endings.

The essential changes from Proto-Khanty to the Surgut, south-
ern (Irty$ and northern (O = Obdorsk) dialects are the following:

1. In front of a velar vowel, word-initial k changed into
x in all the western dialects, i.e. in the southern (Irtys)
and the northern dialects. There is thus a difference
between the Irtys/O and Surgut dialects in the words
that begin with y in Irty$/O and k in Surgut.

2. The Proto-Khanty lateral fricative A was (and still is)
preserved in the Surgut dialects whereas in the Irty$s
dialects it merged with t and in O with L The original
palatalized lateral *I' changed into a lateral palatalized
fricative in Surgut and a palatalized ¢ in the South.
The Proto-Khanty [ lost its cacuminality in the most
dialects, taking the place of the unmarked lateral in the
consonant system.
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3. The Proto-Khanty ¢ was preserved in all positions in
the Surgut dialects, while in the Irty$ dialect it changed
into § in when it precedes a consonant. In other po-
sitions, it was preserved in the Irty$ dialect, too. The
palatalized affricate ¢ changed into ¢ in both the east-
ern (including Surgut) and southern (Irtys) dialects. In
O, ¢is represented by s and ¢ by s.

4. In the Surgut dialects, the labial vowels o and ¢ labial-
ized the velar consonant following them, resulting in
“k > k% "y > y°, " > n°. In Proto-West-Khanty (prede-
cessor of the southern [Irty$] and northern dialects),
the velar fricative *y between vowels changed into w
after a labial front vowel, while in other positions both
“k and *y became a voiceless fricative y. When n fol-
lowed in the next syllable, “y changed into nasal ». In
word-final positions in nouns, it disappeared.

5. The marker of the first person plural *y°was preserved
in some of the Surgut dialects, whereas in other dia-
lects, including Irtys, it changed into w.

The consonant phonemes in Surgut (Tremjugan, Trj) and Irty$ dialects
are thus the following (Honti 1984: 26):

Trj | p m w
t s n ) A
¢ n r
r n l A Jj
v 7, y,
k n y
Irtys | p m w
t s n l
S ¢ n r
r i Jj
ko x n y

The phonological system of the northernmost dialects (O) has under-
gone a remarkable simplification. In the consonant system, the only
opposition left is the palatalization of the dental consonants. The
cacuminal row has disappeared.
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O »p m w
t S n l
r
£ $ A [ Jj
ko x n

The vowel system in Proto-Khanty was the same as in the modern
easternmost dialects (Vach and Vasjugan). It consists of 15 phonemes
in the first syllable, 11 full vowels and four reduced or short vowels. The
full vowels can also be considered to have a lax articulation, whereas
the reduced ones have a firm articulation (Honti 1984: 19).

Full | i u i il

0 e 0

a o) a o)

Reduced a 0 I3 0

In Surgut, the number of reduced vowels has increased, while the
number of full vowels has decreased. The number of vowel phonemes
that occur in the first syllable is 13. In non-initial syllables, Trj has
eight vowels and the rest of the Surgut dialects have four. This is be-
cause the original (Proto-Khanty) velar/palatal vowel harmony is pre-
served in the easternmost dialects and the Trj dialect of the Surgut
group. The other Surgut dialects, as well as the Irty$ and the northern
dialects, have lost it (Honti 1984: 20).

1st syllable 2nd syllable (other Surgut dialects)
Trj | i u ] i i
0 e e e e
a a a da d
o ¢ o 3 2 2
da a 5

The southern dialects show a somewhat simplified picture. The num-
ber of vowel phonemes in initial syllables is 11 and in non-initial syl-
lables, four (Honti 1984: 21):

1st syllable 2nd syllable

DN | u i i i
0 e e
a a a
0 € P)
a a
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In O, the vowel system is even simpler, consisting of only ten vowels
in the initial and four vowels in non-initial syllables. It is, interest-
ingly enough, practically the same as the vowel system of the north-
ern Mansi dialect (despite the two having arrived at the present state
through very different historical developments) (Honti 1984: 22):

1st syllable  2nd syllable

O u i i
o e e
a a a
El
U I
0 d
Morphology

Khanty has three numbers - singular, dual and plural - in the absolute
nominal declension and in all personal categories (possessive suffixes
of nouns and verbal personal endings). In the absolute nominal de-
clension, the singular is unmarked, while the dual suffix goes back to
Proto-Khanty *kVn and the plural suffix -t derives from Proto-Uralic.

Dialect | Trj  Other Sur DN/DT 0
SG ) ) @ )
DU | yan/yin yon yon non
PL t t t t

In the possessive declension, the dual suffixes represent Proto-Khanty
“kVI and the plural marker goes back to Proto-Khanty *I. The dual
suffix is likely a combination of the original Uralic dual *k (which ap-
pears e.g. in the absolute dual -y in Mansi) and a plural *I of obscure
origin.

(DN/DT = Demjanka, Southern/Irtys, Ko = Konda, Southern/Irtys)

Dialect Trj  Other Sur DN/DT Ko 0
SG @ @ ) (0) )
DU | yaA/yda yaa yat nat nil
PL A A t t l
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Ko

Trj
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ewem ewenilam ewilam
‘my daughter (1)’ ‘my 2 daughters’ ‘my daughters (pL)’

ewem ewenatam ewitam
‘my daughter (1)’ ‘my 2 daughters’ ‘my daughters (pL)’

wdAim wdAiyaadm wdAiadm
< 3 5 < . 5 < . E)
my reindeer (1) my 2 reindeer my reindeer (pL)

Possessive Paradigms

Khanty makes use of possessive suffixes indicating the person of the
possessor and the number of the possessed (singular, dual or plural). The
full possessive paradigm (in the nominative) thus consists of 27 forms.
Of these forms, the second and third dual and second plural (2pU 3pU
2pL) have merged into a single suffix. This is a feature common to all
Khanty and Mansi dialects, even if the morphology of the suffixes var-
ies. The possessive forms can further be inflected in the nominal cases.

(O = Northern, Ko = Konda, Southern/Irtys, Trj = Eastern/Surgut)

O ewi ‘girl, daughter’ (Honti 1984: 140)

SG possessed DU possessed  PL possessed
1SG ewem ewenilam ewilam
2SG ewen ewinilan ewilan
3SG eweA ewinilal ewilal
1DU eweman ewinibmon ewibmoan
2DU ewan ewinilon ewilan
3DU ewan ewinibn ewibn
1PL ewew ewinibw ewilow
2PL ewan ewinilan ewilan
3PL eweA ewinilal ewilal

Ko ews ‘girl, daughter’ (Honti 1984: 132)
sG possessed DU possessed  PL possessed

1SG ewem ewenatam ewitam
2SG ewen ewenatan ewitan
3SG ewit ewenatat ewitat
1DU eweman ewenataman ewilaman
2DU eweton ewenaton ewiton
3DU ewelan ewenatan ewiton
1PL ewew ewenataow ewitow
2PL ewelan ewenataon ewiton
3PL ewet ewenatat ewitat
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Trj wdai ‘reindeer’ (Honti 1984: 130)
SG possessed DU possessed PL possessed

1SG wdaim wdAiyaadm wdAirdm
25G wdae wdAlyaAd WAAIAG
3SG wdaAia wdAiyaa wdaAia
1DU wdaiman wdAlyaraman wdAiAoman
2DU wdain wdAlyaAan wdAiran
3DU wdain WdALyaAan wdAiran
1PL wdaiy’ wdaiyaray’ wdairay®
2PL wdain wdAlyaAan wdAiran
3PL WdAIA WaAiyaAda WAAIAGA

The 156 suffix *-m goes back to Proto-Uralic and has cognates in all of
the related languages. The same element of the first person is included
in the 10U suffix, which additionally has a marker -n. The whole suf-
fix *-mVn can be traced back to Proto-Uralic, as it has cognates in
Mansi (N ayimen ‘the daughter of us two’), Saami (N nieidaime id.)
and Samoyedic (Nenets ngenomyih ‘the boat of us two’). The 1pL suffix
originates from Proto-Ugric. Honti (1985, 1998) gives a reconstruction
consisting of a round vowel and -k resulting in the Ob-Ugrian lan-
guages in -k”and further in something identical to the modern Surgut
form -2y°. In most of the Khanty dialects, as well as in Mansi, the suffix
is represented by -w (-aw, -uw) in possessive suffixes (Mansi N yapaw
‘our boat’) as well as in the verbal conjugation as a personal suffix (see
Pp- 24—25). In Hungarian, this Proto-Ugric personal suffix appears in
its most original form, round vowel + -k, in the verbal conjugation, as
the suffix of 1pL in the objective (definite) conjugation (e.g. adjuk ‘we
give it’).

The form of the 2sG suffix -n has its origin in the verbal con-
jugation. In the conjugation, -n has a wider distribution, extending
throughout an area where the Ob-Ugrian languages are the core and
reaching to Komi in the west and Samoyedic in the east. In Ob-Ugrian,
this 25G -n has further occupied the second person pronouns, which
did not occur in the neighbouring languages (Kulonen 2001a). The
2pU suffix goes back to *-tVn (shown p. 15 in the southern [Ko] para-
digm) and is parallel to the 1pU suffix *-mVn (cf. Saami N nieidade ‘the
daughter of you two’). The 2pL suffix originally had only the -n ele-
ment, which refers only to person.

The three persons 2DU, 3DU and 2pPL have merged in all of the
dialects, but the merging has gone in different directions in different
dialects. In Ko (southern), the suffix clearly has its origins in the 2pU
suffix (as it is exactly the same as in Saami, for instance), while in O
and Trj it is not possible to say which is the original function, 3pU or
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2PL. As -n likely originates from verbal inflection and the second per-
son singular, it is more likely that the -n (in ~ an) is the original 3puU
suffix consisting of the dual marker of the possessive suffixes without
a personal element, which would be a Proto-Khanty *-a- (PU *s). This,
in turn, appears in the 3sG and 3pL suffixes with its regular sound cor-
respondences (O -1, Ko -t, Trj -4).

Nominal Case System

The nominal case system in Proto-Finno-Ugrian was the following
(Janhunen 1982, Korhonen 1991)

Nominative @ Locative *-nA
Accusative | *-m Ablative *-tA
Genitive | *-n Lative | *-k, ?*-n, ?*-j

In the first phase of Proto-Ugric, the locative and the ablative merged
into a case, which Korhonen calls the prolocative (Korhonen 1991):

@ Prolocative
*-m Lative

Nominative
Accusative

*-nA, *-tA
“k, ?*-n

In the next phase (Proto-Ugric II), a new ablative case emerged, prob-
ably from a local derivative element. The accusative case (*-f) comes
from the pronominal declension (still occurring in this function in
Khanty, see p. 19-); modern Hungarian uses this suffix in the accusa-
tive in nominal declension. At this stage, three new local cases were
also formed on the basis of a series of postpositions (root *-nV):

Nominative ) Locative | *-nA, *-tA  Locative II| *-nVt(A)
Accusative| *-m/*-t  Ablative| *-I(A) Ablative II| *-nVI
Lative *-k Lative II| *-nVk

In Proto-Khanty (Honti 1984: 40), the old case suffixes were repre-
sented as follows:

Nominative @
Lative (Dative)| *-a/*-@ < PFU, PUgric II Lative *-k
Locative| *-na/*-nd <PFU Locative,
PUgric IT Locative *-nA
Instructive-Final| *-at/*-dt < PFU Ablative,
PUgric I Locative *-tA
Instrumental-Comitative | *-nat/*-ndt < PUgric Locative I *-nVt
Translative| *-ya/*-yd < PFU, PUgric II Lative *-k
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Additionally, there was an abessive case (*-lay/*-I3y) of unknown ori-
gin. The ablative was expressed, as in most of the modern Khanty
dialects, with a postposition.

In the eastern dialects, the Proto-Khanty system was expanded
with the approximative (*-pa/*-pd (VVj) ~ *-nam/*-ndm (Sur), distrib-
utive (*-toltd/*-t3lta) and expletive (*-pti/*-pti) cases, all of which are
still preserved in the Surgut dialects. The ablative postposition was
agglutinated into a suffix. In the southern (Irtys) dialects, the function
of the instrumental-comitative was taken over by the instructive-final
and locative, while the functions of the translative were replaced by
the lative. In addition, the abessive lost its productivity. The same hap-
pened to the abessive in the northern dialects: the locative took over
the functions of both the instrumental-comitative and the instructive.
The translative disappeared in all northern dialects except Obdorsk.
All these steps have led to very different case systems depending on
the dialect: the Surgut dialects have a diverse system of 11 cases and
have thus approximately doubled the number of cases from the earlier
phases and proto-languages, whereas the northern Khanty dialects
today have the smallest number of nominal cases in the entire Uralic
language family. The modern systems are the following (to show the
dialectal variation in the case systems, the Kaz = Kazym dialect from
the northern area as well as V = Vach dialect from the eastern area are
also presented, Kr = Krasnojarsk, Southern/Irtys):

O (Honti 1984: 139)

Nominative| ewi ‘girl’ ewenan ‘2 girls’  ewet ‘(pL) girls’
Lative-Dative-Loc.| ewina ewenanna ewetna
Translative| ewaji (? ewenonni ? ewetti)

Kaz (Honti 1984: 136)

Nominative| ewi ‘girl’ ewenan ‘2 girls’  ewet ‘(pL) girls’
Lative-Dative | ewija ewenana eweta
Locative| ewijan ewenanan ewetan

Kr (Honti 1984: 133)

Nominative| ews ‘girl’ ewenan ‘2 girls’  ewit ‘(pL) girls’
Lative-Dative| ewsja ewenana ewita
Locative| ewsana ewenanna ewitna
Ablative ewiwa(t) ewenaniwa(t) ewitiwg
Instrum.-| ewejat ewenanat ewitat
Comitative
Abessive| ewsta ? ?
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Trj (Honti 1984: 129)

Nominative imi ‘woman’ imiysn ‘2 women’ imit ‘(PL) women’
Lative-Dative | imoajd imiyand imitd
Locative| imina imiyanna imitna
Ablative | imaji imiyani imiti
Approximative |imindm imiyanndm imitndm
Instructive-Final | imajdat imiyandt imitdt
Instrum.-| imindt imiyanndt imitndt
Comitative
Translative | imiya imiyanya imitya
Abessive | imiyaa
Expletive| imipti ? imitopti

V (Honti 1984: 123)
Nominative kot ‘hand’  kotkon ‘2 hands’ kétat ‘(pL) hands’

Lative-Dative kotd kotkand kotatd
Locative| kotna kotkand kotatna
Ablative|  kotoy kotkandy kotatoy

Approximative  kotpd, kotdpa (kotkan(a)pad) (kotat(d)pa)
Instructive-Final kota kotkana kotata
Instrum.- | kotnd(t) kotkannd(t) kotatndt
Comitative
Translative|  kotay (kotkanay) (kotatay)
Abessive|  kothby kotkonby kotatly
Distributive |  kotaltd ? ?

Comparative| kotnini(t) kotkannini(t) kotatnini(t)

Pronominal Case System

The personal pronouns have three basic cases: nominative, accusative
and dative. The nominative is represented by the personal pronoun
stem, the accusative has the ending -t and the dative is formed with
the possessive suffix added to the stem. This seems to have been the
pronominal case system of Proto-Khanty. Many of the related Finno-
Ugric languages show a similar use of pronoun stem + possessive suf-
fix (or relics of the system) either as accusative (Mansi, Hungarian) or
dative (Erzya, Mari, Komi, Udmurt), so it is probably an old feature
and might be the first actual inflected form of personal pronouns in
the development of PFU (Kulonen 2001b). An accusative case with the
ending -t is also found in Hungarian (nominal inflection) and Finnish
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(personal pronouns), but the historical relationship of these accusa-
tive suffixes is not quite clear, essentially because of the two different
strategies in personal pronoun declension in the Uralic languages, the
other being a series of uninflected pronouns with a round vowel (Sin-
gular *mun *tun “sun). Khanty, as well as Mansi, Hungarian, Mari and
the Permic and Baltic-Finnic languages represent the first type: a stem
with illabial vowel (singular “mi, *ti, ? *si) and declension with posses-
sive suffixes. The three cases in O (northern), DN (southern) and Trj
(eastern, Surgut) are the following (Honti 1984: 143, 148, 150):

Nominative
(@) DN Trj
1SG md md(n) md
25G nan, nén non non
35G luw téw A€y’
1DU min min min
2DU nin nin nin
3DU lin tin Aln
1PL mun mon mén
2PL ndn nén nén
3PL luw(at) téy A€y
Accusative

The accusative in the northernmost dialects (incl. O) has merged with
the dative. Accusative on its own is present only in the Kazym dialect
of the northern group (and therefore presented here). This basic ac-
cusative has the ending -t (-at, -dt, -t):

Kaz DN Trj
1SG | manti, manat(ti) mdnt mdnt
2SG nanat(ti) nonat nonat
3SG Atiwat(ti) téwat A€y at
1DU minat(ti) minat mindt
2DU ninat(ti) ninat nindt
3DU Alnoat(ti) tinat Aindt
1PL miinat(ti) monat mendt
2PL | nanat, ninat(ti) nénat néndt
3PL Alwat(ti) téyat A€yt
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Dative

The basic form of the dative is stem + possessive suffix. It appears in its
most original form in DN (southern dialects) and some of the northern
dialects (Nizjam and Serkaly). In Kazym, the possessive suffix can take
the further lative suffix (-a). In Surgut, the t-element can show influ-
ence from the accusative, while in the easternmost dialects, the dative
is formed, analogically to the nominal declension, with the stem +
nominal lative ending.

O (Acc.-Dat.) Kaz DN Trj
1SG mdnem mdanem(a) ménem mdntem
258G ndnen, nénan nanen(a) nonen nondti
3SG luwel Atiwea(a) téwet AEY Gt
1DU mineman mineman mineman mindti

minemna
2DU ninan ninan(a) ninesan nindti
3DU linan Ainan(a) tineson Aindti
1PL | munew, munibw  miinew(a) monew mendti
2PL | ndnibn, nénibn nanan(a) nénesan néndti
ninan(a)
3PL luwilal Alweaa téyet AEyiti

Secondary Cases

There are a variable number of secondary cases of pronouns in differ-
ent dialects. Of these, the locative is the most widespread. A locative
form of the 1sG pronoun is also attested in O (Honti 1984: 150):

Locative
O DN Trj
1SG | mdnemna mana mana
25G nonna nonna
35G téwna A€y N
1DU minna minna
2DU ninna ninna
3DU tinna Ainna
1PL monna ménna
2PL nénna nénna
3PL téyna AE€yna
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The eastern dialects, including Trj in the Surgut group, have a com-
plete nominal case paradigm for the pronouns as well (Honti 1984:

143):

Ablative ~ Approxim. Comitative Instrumental Translative
1SG | mdnintem mdntemndm mdntemndt mdntemdt mdntemya
28G | nonninte noydtindm  nondtindt  nondtajat
3SG | A€y'nintia  Aéy‘dtindm  aéy‘dtindt  aéydtajdt
1DU |\minnintiman mindtindm  mindtindt  mindtajdt  mindtiya
2DU | ninnintin nindtindm  nindtindt nindtojdt nindtiya
3DU | ainnintin  Aindtindm  aindtindt Aindtajdat Aindtiya
1PL | meénnintiy’ méndtindm méndtindgt  meéndtajat  méndtiya
2PL | népnintin  népdtindm  néndtindt  néndtajit  néndtiya
3PL | A€ynintia  Aéydtindm  Afydtindt  A€ydtajdt  Aéydtiyad

Verbal Inflection

The structure of inflected verbal forms is stem + (tense +) (genus/ob-
ject +) person, e.g.:

Ko
pan-am ‘I (did) put (smth)’ [pdn- + 15G]
pan-t-am ‘I (do) put (smth)’ [pan- + PRs + 15G]
pan-aj-an ‘you were being put’ [pdn- + PASs + 25G]
pan-t-aj-on | ‘you are being put’ [pan- + PRs + 25G]
pan-t-em ‘I (do) put it’ [pdn- + PRS + SG<1SG]

pan-t-enat-am

‘I (do) put them two’
[pdn- + PRs + DU + 1SG (Or pdn- + PRS + DU<1SG)]

Trj
tu-A-3m ‘I bring (smth)’ [fu- + PRs + 1G],
tu-s-am ‘I brought (smth)’ [tu- + IMPF + 15G],
tu-a-0j-5m | ‘T am brought’ [tu- + PRS + PASS + 1SG],

tu-a-3ysl-am

tu-s-A-a

‘I bring them two’ [tu- + PRs + DU +

1SG (or: tu- + PRS + DU<1SG)],

‘you brought them’

[tu- + IMPF + PL + 25G (tu- + IMPF + PL<25G)]
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Tempus

The only tense common to all Khanty dialects is the present tense
marked with the (Proto-Khanty) suffix *I, the origin of which is un-
known. Most of the dialects have a system of two tenses, the other
one being either the unmarked perfect (as in the southern dialects)
or the imperfect with the marker -s-. This imperfect marker also ap-
pears in Mansi and has cognates in Nenets and Mari. Originally, it was
probably a present/past participle suffix, as can be seen in some Mansi
dialects (Kulonen 2007: 184-188). Of the Surgut dialects, Trj has both
perfect (unmarked) and imperfect (-s-). The easternmost dialects (Vach
and Vasjugan) make use of two additional narrative past tenses.

Dialect PKh VVj Sur Sal Irt Ni Sher Kaz Ber O

Present | *] l A t t t t A l [

Perffect ¢ © © o o @ - - - -

Imperfect  *s s () (s) - - s s s s

Hist.perf. | - yal - - - - - - - -

Hist.imperf. | - yis - - - - - - - -
Genus

The passive voice marker in Proto-Khanty was *-Vj-, where the qual-
ity of the vowel cannot be reconstructed on the basis of a large vari-
ation in the modern dialects. In absolute final position, i.e. in the 3s5G
where no personal suffix is attached, the passive form ends with a
vowel (except in South). In Trj, it disappears in some other forms,
too. The eastern dialects show a labial vowel (-u, -uj- in VVj, -0, -0j- in
Surgut) and most of the northern dialects have -a, -aj-, as well as Irtys,
where also the 3sG forms (absolute final) include -j. Some (middle) dia-
lects show a reduced vowel -3, -9j-, (Kazym) -1, -ij-. As stated on p. 22,
the passive marker is placed between the tense suffix and the personal
ending, unlike e.g. Mansi, which has a syntactically identical passive
voice with an (etymologically) different suffix, which was originally a
derivative element and is placed in front of the tense suffix.

In the passive forms, the basic personal endings of the verb are
also visible. As an introduction to the personal forms, the past passive
paradigms from O ma- ‘to give’ (‘I was given, you were given’, etc.),
Ko pan- ‘to put, to place’ (‘I was placed’, etc.) and Trj adapat- ~ aipt- ‘to
feed’ (‘I was fed’, etc.) are provided (Honti 1984: 113, 115, 122):
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O ‘to give’ Ko ‘to place’ Trj ‘to feed’

1SG mdsajom panajom Adipatsojom
258G mdsajan pdnajon AGpPatso
3SG mdsa pdanaj Adpatsi

1DU méfgajman pdnajman  Adpatsojman
2DU | mdsajtan pdnajtan Adipatsotan
3DU | mdsajnon pdnajyon Adpatsiyan

1PL méfgajaw pdanajow Adpatsojdy’
2PL mdsajti pdnajta Adipatsotdy
3PL mdasajot panajat Adpatsat

Personal Endings

There are two sets of verbal personal endings in Khanty, one of which
is used in passive (provided above) and the subjective conjugation
(sentences without object or with a focalized object), and the other in
the objective conjugation (with a topicalized object often lacking in
the overt sentence [as a zero anaphora]). The personal suffix follows
the tense suffix except in the unmarked perfect, where it follows the
stem.

The verbal endings of the subjective conjugation show the ba-
sic and original personal elements. In Proto-Khanty, they were the
following:

1SG 28G 3G 1DU 2DU 3DU 1PL  2PL  3PL

-m -n @ -mon -tan  -yan -y~ -y -t

The third person singular has no ending, while the third persons dual
and plural represent the absolute dual and plural suffix, respectively.
The second person dual shows the areal innovation of -n instead of
the PU suffix -t for the second person (see p. 16), but the old element
-1- is present in the second persons of dual and plural. In addition to
the passive paradigm presented above, the following paradigms of the
subjective conjugation illustrate the mechanism. Examples are given
from both the present and the perfect tense (Synja [Syn] here repre-
senting the northernmost dialects and imperfect instead of perfect). In
can be noted that the 3sG form ends in a tense suffix, but when there
is no such suffix (as in the southern perfect), a special personal ending
-ot is added. It is of relatively late origin, and interesting in the sense
that it is the only occurrence of a round vowel in non-first syllables in
the southern dialects. A similar occurrence is the passive suffix -oj- in
Surgut.
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Present tense (Honti 1984: 111, 114, 121)
Syn pon- ‘to place’ Ko pan- ‘to place’ Trj adpat- ‘to feed’

1SG ponlom pantam Adpataom
2SG ponlan pdntan Adpataon
35G ponal pant Adpataa
1DU ponlaman pantamon Adipataaman
2DU ponlaton pantatan Adpataaton
3DU | ponlonan (-ton) pintanan Adpatasyan
1PL ponlow panttow Adpatasy”
2PL ponlati pantata Adpatastay
3PL ponlat pantat Adpataat

Perfect (Honti 1984: 112, 115, 121)
Syn pon- ‘to place’ Ko pan- ‘to place’ Trj adpat- ‘to feed

3

1SG potsam panam Aiptam
258G potsan pdnan Alpton
3SG ponas panot Aipat
1DU potsaman pdanmoan Aipatmoan
2DU potsaton pantn Alptaton
3DU potsanan pannan Alpetyan
1PL potsaw panaw Aiptay”
2PL potsati panta Aipatay
3PL potsat panat Aiptat

It can further be noted that as the subjective conjugation endings
represent the original verbal inflection, there is also no syncretism
between the 2DU 3DU and 2pL forms, as in the case of possessive suf-
fixes. The only exception is Synja, where there is a parallel suffix 3pU
-ton adopted from 2puU.

The objective conjugation suffixes are adapted from the posses-
sive suffix paradigm. In addition, the elements (endings) referring to
two (dual) or more (plural) objects are the same as those denoting
to DU or PL possessed in the possessive paradigm. The only excep-
tion to this is the sG<3sG suffix in the easternmost dialects, which use
-t instead of the expected -1 The objective conjugation is essentially
used when there is a topicalized non-overt object in the sentence (zero
anaphora, or rather the object represented by the objective conjuga-
tion suffix in the verb), but it can be used with an overt object as
well. The idea of topicality instead of the former analysis based on the
definiteness of the object comes from Mansi and the analysis made by
Virtanen (2015).
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Sample paradigms from the following dialects illustrate the
similarity between the objective conjugation and possessive suffixes
(Honti 1984: 111-122):

O md- ‘to give’ (present)

SG object DU object PL object
1SG mc'f!em mcfvlijilam mcfvllam
25G malen malnilan madllan
3G malli malnili malli
1DU mdleman malnilman mdllbmon
2DU mallon malnilon mallon
3DU mallan malnilon malbn
1PL mc}v'lew mailyilaw méleaw
2PL mallan malnilan mallon
3PL malat malnilal mallal

O md- ‘to give’ (preterite/imperfect)

SG object DU object PL object
1SG mdsem mdsnilam mdslam
2SG mdsen mdsnilan mdslan
3SG masli madsnili masli
1DU mdseman mdasnilman mdslman
2DU mdslan mdsnilon mdslon
3DU madslan madsnilan madshn
1PL mdsew mdsnilow mdslbw
2PL madslan mdsnilan mdshn
3PL mdsat madsnilal maslal

Syn pon- ‘to place’ (present)

SG object DU/PL object
1SG ponlem ponlal(l)am
28G ponlen ponlal(l)an
3SG ponlal(li) ponlal(li)
1DU ponleman ponlalmaon
2DU ponlal(lan ponlal(l)an
3DU ponlal(lan ponlal(l)an
1PL ponlew ponlal(l)aw
2PL ponlal(lan ponlal(l)an
3PL ponlel ponlal(l)at
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Ko pan- ‘to place’ (present)

SG object DU object PL object
1SG pdntem pdntenatam pantemat
258G pdnten pdntenatan pantenat
3SG pantat ?
1DU pdntemon pdntenataman
2DU pantetan pantenaton
3DU pantetan pantenatan
1PL pantew padntenatow pantewat
2PL pantetan pantenatan
3PL pantet pantenatat

Trj adpat- ‘to feed’ (present)

SG object DU object PL object
1SG Adpataem Adpataayandm Adpataandm
25G Adpatae AGPatAIYIAG AGPItAIAG
3SG Adpatady Adpatadyan Adpatasn
1DU | Adpatastomon  Adpatadyaromon Adpataomon
2DU Adpataaton Adpatadyaron Adpataanon
3DU Adipataaton Adpatadyasan Adpataasan
1PL Adpataatay’ Adpataayanay”® Adpataanay’
2PL Adpataatan Adpataayaron Adpataasan
3PL Adpataia AGpPatAIyaAGA AdpataanGa

Trj adpat- ‘to feed’ (perfect)

SG object DU object PL object
1SG Aliptem Alpatyaadm Alpatadm
2SG Alpte AlpatyaAd Alpatad
3SG Alpatiay Alpatyas Alpatan
1DU Alpattaman Alpatyaroman Alpataoman
2DU Alptaton Alpatyasan Alpataan
3DU Alptaton Alpatyaran Alpataan
1PL Aipattay” Aipatyasay” Aipataay”
2PL Alptaton Alpatyaran Alpataan
3PL Alptia AlpatyaAda Alpatada
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Directives

Proto-Khanty had an imperative form for second persons. The im-
perative suffix was a full vowel (*a/*d [subjective conjugation], *i/*i
[objective conjugation]) and is still represented as a full vowel in dif-
ferent dialects (Honti 1984: 47). 25G has no personal ending, and in
2DU and 2pL forms of the subjective conjugation respective personal
endings are attached to the vowel-final imperative form. In the ob-
jective conjugation, the personal suffixes and the scope of objective
conjugation forms vary between dialects, and the differences are not
easily explicable.
Some examples of imperatives:

DN (Vértes 1975: 10)

jany-a meén-a Jjox tuw-e!
walk-1MP.25G g0-IMP.25G to=home take-IMP.SG<25G

‘come, go and take him home!’

O md-, mij- ‘to give’ (Honti 1984: 122)

Subj. Conj. sG Object pL Object
2SG mija miji mijila
2DU mijatan mijabn mijijabn
2PL mijati mijalbn mijijaln

Ko pdn- ‘to put’ (Honti 1984: 115)
Subj. Conj. s Object  pu Object  pL Object

25G pana pane panenata paneta
2DU panaton paneton panenatan ?
2PL padnats pdnetan ? ?

Trj adpat- ‘to give to eat’ (Honti 1984: 112)
Subj. Conj.  sG Object DU Object  pL Object

258G Alptd Alpte Alptiyaad Alptiad
2DU Alptiton Alptiton Alptiyasan Alptiaan
2PL Alptitay Alptitan Alptiyaran Alptisran

In many dialects, there are also optative/jussive forms. In the northern
dialects, they are lacking. The southern dialects have optative forms
for first and third persons. There is no difference between subjective
and objective conjugation. The forms seem to be based on the 2sG
imperative:
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DN pan- ‘to put’ (Honti 1984: 115)
1SG panam
3SG panan(at)

1DU panamoan

3DU pdnanan
1PL panaw
3PL panat

The Trj dialect also shows optative/jussive for first and third persons,
and in most of them (excl. 1sG and 1DU), there is also a full paradigm
for the objective conjugation:

Trj Adpat- ‘to give to eat’ (Honti 1984: 112)
Subj. Conj.  sG Object DU Object  pL Object

1SG | aAiptimdt ? ? ?

3SG Alptjit Alptitdt Alptiyaadt Alptiadt
1DU | Aiptimandt ? ? ?

3DU | aiptiyandt Alptitandt  aAiptiyasondt — aAiptisondt
1PL | aiptiy“dat ? Aiptiyaaay‘dt  aiptinay‘dt
3PL Alptitat Alptiadadt — Aiptiyaadadt — Aiptiadadt

In the southern and Surgut dialects, the passive voice also has an opta-
tive paradigm. The suffix used in these forms in -mus-/-mos- in Surgut
and -mas- in the South. In the southern (Kr) dialect, the suffix has
the function of optative and the structure of the form is stem + mood
(-mas-) + genus (-9j) + person; in Trj, the suffix -mus-/-mos- serves as
the passive suffix, as the personal endings come from the optative par-
adigm where the mood suffix is in fact a kind of clitic. The structure
of the Trj forms is stem + genus (-mus-/-mos-) + person + mood (-at):

Kr senk- ‘to beat’ Trj adpat- ‘to give to eat’

(Honti 1984: 116) (Honti ibid. 113)
1SG senkmasajom Adpatmusimat
258G senkmasajon Adpatmusinat
35G senkmasa(j) Adpatmosat
1DU senkmasajmon Adpatmosmanat
2DU senkmasajtan Adpatmustanat
3DU senkmasajnon Adpatmusyanat
1PL senkmasajow Adipatmos3y“at
2PL senkmasajta Adpatmostdyat
3PL senkmasajot Adpatmosat
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Syntax

This very short description of syntactical phenomena is based on

Southern Khanty.

Word Order

The basic word order in Khanty is SOV (and in intransitive construc-
tions, S-Adv-V). The place for Topic is in the beginning of the sentence
and the place for Focus in front of the verbal predicate. There are,
though, exceptions, meaning that the word order can be seen as a

tendency rather than a strict rule:

Sov
DN (SiidostjK: 6)
[--1] urt  tdpat pis taw=soy tunt-ot

[name] hero(S) 7  fold horse=pelt (O)  put=on-pPAsT.35G (V)

‘the hero put on a sevenfold horse pelt’

DN (SiidostjK: o)

md Jjéy-pdy-em wet-en
1SG brother-px.sG<1sG (O) kill-pAsT.25G (V)
‘you killed my brother’

Ko (SiidostjP ITI: 2)

xutom imo xYutam xut wet-at
3 woman (S) 3 fish (O) catch-PRET.3PL (V)

‘the three women caught three fishes’

SvVo
DN (SiidostjK: 1)

[--1 ur téw taj-ot
[name] hero 3sG (S)  have-PRET.35G (V)

sewan ews, wetan ewd
braided daughter (O) beautiful daughter (O)

‘the hero, he had a braided daughter, a beautiful daughter’
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SVAdv
DN (SiidostjK: 2)
mén-t-aman,  jéy-pay, wit woc-amen-a

go-PRs-1DU (V)  brother upstream  town-PX.sG<1DU-LAT (Adv)

‘brother, we’ll go to our upstream town’

Complex Sentences

Temporal subordinate sentences are formed with action converb
structures if the sentences refer to the same time:

DN (SiidostjK: 3)

few-kemna [ - -] kimat dnkar-momitat-na, [ - -]
then outwards look-PRTC.PX.SG<3PL-LOC,
jeya xor  pét-ews ena rot  tot ti kdtt-at

river bend bottom-aBL big boat there PTCL appear-PAST.35G

‘then when they looked out (of the window), a big
boat [- -] appeared in the bend of the river

If the sentences refer to happenings that follow each other, a particle
kemna follows the participle form of the subordinated verb:

DN (SiidostjK: 10)

noy yanc-atamet kemna  ewam-ta, mosta-ta
up  rip-PRTC.PX.SG<3SG kemna hug-inF kiss-INF
noy ti Jjéw-at
up PTCL start-PRs.3sG

‘when she has unpicked [the seams], she starts to hug and kiss him’

When there is any hint of causality in the subordination, a conjunc-
tion is used (along with a finite verb):

DN (SiidostjK: 10)

kos noy  dtmitt-at wey-at ént térm-at
cNy up  lift-Prs.3sG  strength-Px.sG<3sG not be=enough-pPRs.3sG

‘when (~ even though) she tries to lift him, she has no strength’
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Predicative Structures

In present predicative sentences where both NPs represent 3sG, there
is no copula:

DN (SiidostjK: 1)

dj-pe jég-pay-at, unt=tony-ta  pelkat yoj, kotap

small-cL  brother.px.sG<3sG forest=devil(-car) half man, middle
Jjég-pay-at pes=nem-ta Xxoj
brother.px.sG<3sG without-name-cAR man

‘his youngest brother is the man-half-forest-devil;
his middle brother is the nameless-man’

In other persons and tenses, the verb us- (ut-) ‘to be’ is needed:

DN (SiidostjK: 11)

tiitan nun us-tan
fiery cunt be-PRs.25G

< 3
you are a fiery cunt

Possessive Structures

The GN structure in Khanty is expressed with a possessor in nomina-
tive + possessed with a possessive suffix:

DN (SiidostjK: 12)

tayar-sem kenan-tat
armour button-px.PL<3SG

‘the buttons of the armour’

DN (SiidostjK: 10)

tdw soy-at jontam=jdt-tat
horse  pelt-PX.sG<3sG seam-PX.PL<3SG

‘the seams of the horse’s pelt’

DN (SiidostjK: 7)

mona jart-ew-a tut-ew
1PL fortress-PX.sG<1PL.LAT  bring-PRS.SG<1PL

‘we’ll take him into our fortress’
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Sav (SiidostjK: 141)

miin moy-tew wet-aj-at téw nen-at péta
1L child-px.pL<1PL Kill-PAST.PASS-3PL 3SG wife-PX.SG<3SG because

‘our children were killed because of his wife’

When the possessor itself is possessed (is marked with px), the pos-
sessed can also be left unmarked:

Sav (SiidostjK: 143)
manak-em kur sdmoarm-at-em
nephew-px.sG<15G foot  grab-prs-sG<1sG

Tl grab my nephew’s foot’

Sav (SiidostjK: 143)

maroket kur ) sdmarm-at
nephew-px.sG<3sG  foot  PTCL  grab-PAST.SG<3sG

‘he grabbed his nephew’s foot’

The predicative possession is expressed with the verb tdj- ‘to have’:

DN (SiidostjK: 1)
[--1 wurt, téw tdjot sewan  ews, wetan ewa
[name] hero, 3sG have-PRET.35G braided daughter beautiful daughter

‘the hero, he had a braided daughter, a beautiful daughter’

Dative Shift and Passive

All Khanty dialects make use of dative shift to move topical/animate
recipients and benefactives from oblique to object position. The object
is marked with nominative, or, if it is a personal pronoun, with accu-
sative, and the original object in the new oblique position is marked
in the southern dialects with the instrumental-comitative (-at) case.
Other dialects use either locative (-na, northern dialects) or instruc-
tive-final (-at/-dt, eastern dialects), depending on the case system (see
pp- 18-19). (One can also observe in these examples that in the case of
coordinated parts of speech [marked here with _], the inflectionally
suffix usually occurs only on the latter one.)
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DN (SiidostjK: 3-4)

mdn-t, tilwetten X0J, pét-ettem mdyta,
1SG-ACC tall man ear-PX.PL<1SG along
pEyta noyss, péyta waysar-at  mdyta tak-at
black_sable_black_fox-INSTR along throw-oPT.3PL

‘may they cover me (throw around me), a big man,
up to my ears (with) black sables, black foxes’

Similarly, topicalized objects can be moved to subject position by us-
ing the passive voice. The new subject is in the nominative and the
former subject becomes the agent marked with locative (in all dialects;
the locative in the northern dialects has a heavy load because it is used
to mark many oblique constituents, even grammatical ones!):

Ko (SiidostjP III: 14)
dj=pa nen-na kottap=pa nen éntast-aj
young=PRTC woman-LoC middle=PRTc ~ woman ask-PAST.PASs. 35G
‘the middle woman was asked by the youngest woman’

(< dj=pa nen kottap=pa nen éntast-at
young=PRTC woman  middle=pPRTc =~ woman  ask-PAST.SG.3sG)

DN (SiidostjK: o)
jénk-a  wayat-ta ewe-t-na  kdjont=oton-at senk-t-aj
water-LAT ~ go-PRTC  girl-PL-Loc  yoke=end-INSTR beat- PRS-PASS.35G
‘he is beaten by the water-carrying girls with
the tip of the (water-carrying) yoke’
(< jénk-a  wayat-ta ewe-t kojant=otan-at senk-t-et
water-LAT ~ g0-PRTC girl-pL yoke=end-INSTR beat-PRs-SG.3PL

‘the water-carrying girls beat him with the tip of the yoke’)

Both the dative shift and the passive can occur in the same sentence,
as in the following example. It is to be expected, because an animate,
human entity often acts as a recipient in the sentence, and addition-
ally, is the main character in the story and thus has a high degree of
topicality:
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DN (SiidostjK: 4)

peyta noyas, péyta waysar-at wen-tat yanam-tat-na
black_sable_black_fox-INSTR son-in-law-PX.PL<3SG_relative-PX.PL<3SG-LOC
ti kit-aj

PTCL Sel’ld-PAST.PASS.?,SG

‘he was sent black sables and black foxes
by his sons-in-law, his relatives’

The agent in a passive sentence is often overt only when it is focalized.
Agentless passive sentences are much more common (illustrated here
with four sentences in a row from StidostjK: 7):

DN
téw-kemno urttat-na tot=ti kdtt-aj.
then hero-px.PL<35G-LOC  that=PTCL  catch-PAST.PASS.35G
tot  sdyat nik ti wayatt-aj.

that time  to=shore  pTcL walk+CAUS-PAST.PASS.3SG
tapat  pi§  tdw  sOy séma-ja ti Jjont-aj,
seven fold horse pelt inside-LAT PTCL sew-PAST.PASS.3SG
rot-a ti pan-aj.
boat-LAT  PTCL  put-PAST.PASS.35G
“Then his heroes caught him. After that, he was
taken down to the shore. He was put inside the
sevenfold horse pelt and laid down in a boat’

Another type of passive is the impersonal, where both subject and
agent are lacking. The impersonal passive describes an action only,
without reference to who is the actor (or the target). Here, an example
is presented with context:

DN (StidostjK: 6)

Jjewatto-ta  tot=ta Jjéw-at i ¢upa  pira
shoot-INF  that-pTcL  start-PAsT.3pL  and only  around
Jjewaltta-ta jéw-aj

shoot-INF start-PAST.PASS.35G
‘they (the heroes) started to shoot, there was shooting all around’
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Negation

In the standard negation, a negative particle én(t) is used. It is fol-
lowed by the finite verb (predicate) in the same form as in affirmative
sentences:

DN (SiidostjK: 11)

X0j tu-ta xacay ént tdj-t-an
man carry-INF strength NEG have-PRS.25G

‘you don’t have the strength to carry a man’

(cf.
X0j tu-ta xdcay tdj-t-an
man carry-INF strength have-Prs.2sG

‘you have [enough] strength to carry a man’ [constructed])

Sav (SiidostjK: 150)
mdn=pd én yet-t-am
1SG=too NEG stay-PRS.1SG

‘Twon’t stay either’
(cf.
mdn=pd xet-t-am
1SG=too stay-PRS.1SG

‘Twill stay, too’ [constructed])

In the negation of predicative structures (existentials), the negative
word is éntam. It is used with negative counterparts of affirmative sen-
tences both without a copula and with ut- ‘to be’ (see p. 32). It cannot
be called a negative particle because it is inflected in number:

DN (KT 58)
tey tott(a) éntam-at mdn tott(a) éntam nin tott(a) éntam-eyan
3PL there NEG-PL 156 there NEG 2DU there  NEG-DU
‘they are not there’ ‘T am not there’ ‘you two are not there’

The negation of directives has a negative particle of its own in dt. It is
followed by the imperative form, which is the same as in affirmative
directives:
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Sav (SiidostjK: 150)
dat tiawatt-aton!
NEG scold-1MP.2DU

‘don’t scold me (, you two)!’

The same negative particle is also used in conjunctive functions (the
conjunctive is expressed in the example with the Russian loan word

Stobi, but the function is stressed by using the imperative/optative
variant of the particle):

DN (SiidostjK: 11)

Jox ti nér-ot Stobi
home PTCL run-PAST.3SG Stobi
xeti-tat-na at djat-taj
grandson-pPx.PL<35G-LOC  NEG see-PRS.PASS.35G

‘(she) runs home so that she would not be seen by her grandsons’
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