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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 t s n l ʌ

č ṇ ḷ r 
Palatal ć ń l´ j

Velar k ŋ ɣ

There was also a labial velar consonant (fricative) *ɣ°, 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 (Irtyš and northern (O = Obdorsk) dialects are the following:

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

2.	 The Proto-Khanty lateral fricative ʌ was (and still is) 
preserved in the Surgut dialects whereas in the Irtyš 
dialects it merged with t and in O with l. The original 
palatalized lateral *l´ changed into a lateral palatalized 
fricative in Surgut and a palatalized t´ in the South. 
The Proto-Khanty ḷ 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 č was preserved in all positions in 
the Surgut dialects, while in the Irtyš dialect it changed 
into š in when it precedes a consonant. In other po-
sitions, it was preserved in the Irtyš dialect, too. The 
palatalized affricate ć changed into t´ in both the east-
ern (including Surgut) and southern (Irtyš) dialects. In 
O, č is represented by s and ć by ś. 

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

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

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

Trj p m w
t s n l ʌ

č ṇ r
t´ ń l´ ʌ́ j
k ŋ ɣ
k° ŋ° ɣ°

Irtyš p m w
t s n l

š č ṇ r
t´ ń j
k χ ŋ ɣ

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
t´ ś ń l´ j
k χ ŋ

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 ü
o e ö

a ɔ ä ɔ̈
Reduced ă ŏ ĕ ö̆

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 Irtyš and the northern 
dialects, have lost it (Honti 1984: 20).

1st syllable 2nd syllable (other Surgut dialects)
Trj i ̮ u i i ̮ i i

o e e̮ e e
å ä a ä ä

ŏ ĕ ö̆ ǝ̑ ǝ ǝ
ă ä̆ ɔ̈̆

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 ü i i

o e e
a ä ä

ŏ ĕ ǝ
ă ä̆
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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 ä a

ǝ
ŭ ĭ
ŏ ă

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 O
sg ∅ ∅ ∅ ∅
du ɣən/ɣə̑n ɣən ɣən ŋən
pl t t t t

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

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

Dialect Trj Other Sur DN/DT Ko O
sg ∅ ∅ ∅ ∅ ∅
du ɣəʌ/ɣəʌ̑ ɣəʌ ɣǝt ŋǝt ŋil
pl ʌ ʌ t t l
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E.g.

O ewem  
‘my daughter (1)’

eweŋilam  
‘my 2 daughters’

ewilam  
‘my daughters (pl)’

Ko ewem  
‘my daughter (1)’

eweŋǝtam  
‘my 2 daughters’

ewitam  
‘my daughters (pl)’

Trj wä̆ʌim  
‘my reindeer (1)’

wä̆ʌiɣəʌäm  
‘my 2 reindeer’

wä̆ʌiʌäm  
‘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 (2du 3du 
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/Irtyš, Trj = Eastern/Surgut)

O ewi ‘girl, daughter’ (Honti 1984: 140)
sg possessed du possessed pl possessed

1Sg ewem eweŋilam ewilam 
2Sg ewen ewiŋilan ewilan
3Sg eweʌ ewiŋilal ewilal 
1du ewemən ewiŋilǝmǝn ewilǝmǝn
2du ewan ewiŋilən ewilən
3du ewan ewiŋilǝn ewilǝn 
1pl ewew ewiŋilǝw ewilǝw 
2pl ewan ewiŋilən ewilən
3pl eweʌ ewiŋilal ewilal 

Ko ewǝ ‘girl, daughter’ (Honti 1984: 132)
sg possessed du possessed pl possessed

1sg ewem eweŋǝtam ewitam 
2sg ewen eweŋǝtan ewitan 
3sg ewit eweŋǝtat ewitat

1du ewemǝn eweŋǝtǝmǝn ewitǝmǝn
2du ewetǝn eweŋǝtǝn ewitǝn 
3du ewetǝn eweŋǝtǝn ewitǝn

1pl ewew eweŋǝtǝw ewitǝw 
2pl ewetǝn eweŋǝtǝn ewitǝn 
3pl ewet eweŋǝtat ewitat 
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Trj wä̆ʌi ‘reindeer’ (Honti 1984: 130)
sg possessed du possessed pl possessed

1sg wä̆ʌim wä̆ʌiɣəʌäm wä̆ʌiʌäm
2sg wä̆ʌe wä̆ʌiɣəʌä wä̆ʌiʌä
3sg wä̆ʌiʌ wä̆ʌiɣəʌ wä̆ʌiʌ

1du wä̆ʌimən wä̆ʌiɣəʌəmən wä̆ʌiʌəmən
2du wä̆ʌin wä̆ʌiɣəʌən wä̆ʌiʌən
3du wä̆ʌin wä̆ʌiɣəʌən wä̆ʌiʌən

1pl wä̆ʌiɣ° wä̆ʌiɣəʌəɣ° wä̆ʌiʌəɣ°
2pl wä̆ʌin wä̆ʌiɣəʌən wä̆ʌiʌən
3pl wä̆ʌiʌ wä̆ʌiɣəʌäʌ wä̆ʌiʌäʌ

The 1sg 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 1du 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 āɣimen ‘the daughter of us two’), Saami (N nieidaime id.) 
and Samoyedic (Nenets ngønomyih ‘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 ‑əɣ°. In most of the Khanty dialects, as well as in Mansi, the suffix 
is represented by ‑w (‑ǝw, ‑uw) in possessive suffixes (Mansi N χāpəw 
‘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 2sg ‑n has further occupied the second person pronouns, which 
did not occur in the neighbouring languages (Kulonen 2001a). The 
2du suffix goes back to *‑tVn (shown p. 15 in the southern [Ko] para-
digm) and is parallel to the 1du 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 2pl 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 2du 
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, 3du 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 3du 
suffix consisting of the dual marker of the possessive suffixes without 
a personal element, which would be a Proto-Khanty *‑ʌ- (PU *s). This, 
in turn, appears in the 3sg and 3pl suffixes with its regular sound cor-
respondences (O ‑l, Ko ‑t, Trj ‑ʌ).

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):

Nominative ∅ Prolocative *‑nA, *‑tA
Accusative *‑m Lative *‑k, ?*‑n

In the next phase (Proto-Ugric II), a new ablative case emerged, prob-
ably from a local derivative element. The accusative case (*‑t) 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 *‑l(A) Ablative II *‑nVl

Lative *‑k Lative II *‑nVk

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

Nominative ∅
Lative (Dative) *‑a/*‑ä < PFU, PUgric II Lative *‑k

Locative *‑na/*‑nä < PFU Locative,  
PUgric II Locative *‑nA

Instructive-Final *‑at/*‑ät < PFU Ablative,  
PUgric II Locative *‑tA

Instrumental-Comitative *‑nat/*‑nät < PUgric Locative II *‑nVt
Translative *‑ɣa/*‑ɣä < PFU, PUgric II Lative *‑k 
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Additionally, there was an abessive case (*‑ləɣ/*‑lǝ̑ɣ) 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/*‑pä (VVj) ~ *‑nam/*‑näm (Sur), distrib-
utive (*‑tǝltä/*‑tǝ̑lta) 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 (Irtyš) 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/Irtyš):

O (Honti 1984: 139)
Nominative ewi ‘girl’ eweŋən ‘2 girls’ ewet ‘(pl) girls’

Lative-Dative-Loc. ewina eweŋənna ewetna
Translative ewəji (? eweŋənni ? ewetti)

Kaz (Honti 1984: 136)
Nominative ewĭ ‘girl’ eweŋən ‘2 girls’ ewet ‘(pl) girls’

Lative-Dative ewĭja eweŋəna eweta
Locative ewĭjən eweŋənən ewetən

Kr (Honti 1984: 133)
Nominative ewǝ ‘girl’ eweŋǝn ‘2 girls’ ewit ‘(pl) girls’

Lative-Dative ewǝja eweŋǝna ewita
Locative ewǝnǝ eweŋǝnnǝ ewitna
Ablative ewiwǝ(t) eweŋǝniwǝ(t) ewitiwǝ

Instrum.-
Comitative

ewejat eweŋǝnat ewitat

Abessive ewǝta ? ?
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Trj (Honti 1984: 129)
Nominative imi ‘woman’ imiɣǝn ‘2 women’ imit ‘(pl) women’

Lative-Dative imǝjä imiɣǝnä imitä
Locative iminǝ imiɣǝnnǝ imitnǝ
Ablative imǝji imiɣǝni imiti

Approximative iminäm imiɣǝnnäm imitnäm
Instructive-Final imǝjät imiɣǝnät imität

Instrum.-
Comitative

iminät imiɣǝnnät imitnät

Translative imiɣǝ imiɣǝnɣǝ imitɣǝ
Abessive imiɣǝʌ
Expletive imipti ? imitǝpti

V (Honti 1984: 123)
Nominative köt ‘hand’ kötkən ‘2 hands’ kötət ‘(pl) hands’

Lative-Dative kötä kötkənä kötətä
Locative kötnə kötkənä kötətnə
Ablative kötöɣ kötkənöɣ kötətöɣ

Approximative kötpä, kötäpä (kötkən(ä)pä) (kötət(ä)pä)
Instructive-Final kötə kötkənə kötətə

Instrum.-
Comitative

kötnä(t) kötkənnä(t) kötətnät

Translative kötǝɣ (kötkənǝɣ) (kötǝtǝɣ)
Abessive kötlǝɣ kötkənlǝɣ kötǝtlǝɣ

Distributive kötəltä ? ?
Comparative kötniŋi(t) kötkənniŋi(t) kötǝtniŋi(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

O DN Trj
1sg mä mä(n) mä
2sg nä̆ŋ, nĕŋ nŏŋ nö̆ŋ
3sg luw tĕw ʌĕɣ°

1du min min min
2du nin nin nin
3du lin tin ʌin

1pl muŋ mŏŋ mĕŋ
2pl näŋ nĕŋ nĕŋ
3pl luw(ǝt) tĕɣ ʌĕɣ

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, ‑ät, ‑tĭ):

Kaz DN Trj
1sg mantĭ, manət(tĭ) mänt mänt
2sg naŋət(tĭ) nŏŋat nö̆ŋǝt
3sg ʌŭwət(tĭ) tĕwat ʌĕɣ°ät

1du mĭnət(tĭ) minat minät
2du nĭnət(tĭ) ninat ninät
3du ʌĭnət(tĭ) tinat ʌinät

1pl mŭŋət(tĭ) mŏŋat mĕŋät
2pl naŋət, nĭnət(tĭ) nĕŋat nĕŋät
3pl ʌĭwət(tĭ) tĕɣat ʌĕɣät



21

Short Grammatical Description of Khanty

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 Šerkaly). 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 mänem mănem(a) mĕnem mäntem
2sg nä̆ŋen, nĕŋən năŋen(a) nŏŋen nö̆ŋäti
3sg luwel ʌŭweʌ(a) tĕwet ʌĕɣ°äti

1du minemən mĭnemən 
mĭnemna

minemǝn minäti

2du ninan nĭnan(a) ninesǝn ninäti
3du linan ʌĭnan(a) tinesǝn ʌinäti

1pl muŋew, muŋilǝw mŭŋew(a) mŏŋew mĕŋäti
2pl näŋilǝn, nĕŋilǝn năŋan(a) 

nĭnan(a)
nĕŋesən nĕŋäti

3pl luwilal ʌĭweʌa tĕɣet ʌĕɣäti

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 mänemna mänə mänə
2sg nŏŋnə nö̆ŋnə
3sg tĕwnə ʌĕɣ°nə

1du minnǝ minnə
2du ninnǝ ninnə
3du tinnǝ ʌinnə

1pl mŏŋnə mĕŋnə
2pl nĕŋnə nĕŋnə
3pl tĕɣnə ʌĕɣnə
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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 mäniŋtem mäntemnäm mäntemnät mäntemät mäntemɣə
2sg nö̆ŋniŋte nö̆ŋätinäm nö̆ŋätinät nö̆ŋätəjät
3sg ʌĕɣ°niŋtiʌ ʌĕɣ°ätinäm ʌĕɣ°ätinät ʌĕɣ°ätəjät

1du minniŋtimən minätinäm minätinät minätəjät minätiɣə
2du ninniŋtin ninätinäm ninätinät ninätəjät ninätiɣə
3du ʌinniŋtin ʌinätinäm ʌinätinät ʌinätəjät ʌinätiɣə

1pl mĕŋniŋtiɣ° mĕŋätinäm mĕŋätinät mĕŋätəjät mĕŋätiɣə
2pl nĕŋniŋtin nĕŋätinäm nĕŋätinät nĕŋätəjät nĕŋätiɣə
3pl ʌĕɣniŋtiʌ ʌĕɣätinäm ʌĕɣätinät ʌĕɣätəjät ʌĕɣätiɣəö

Verbal Inflection

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

Ko
păn-ǝm ‘I (did) put (smth)’ [păn- + 1sg]

păn-t-ǝm ‘I (do) put (smth)’ [păn- + prs + 1sg]
păn-aj-ǝn ‘you were being put’ [păn- + pass + 2sg]

păn-t-aj-ǝn ‘you are being put’ [păn- + prs + 2sg]
păn-t-em ‘I (do) put it’ [păn- + prs + sg<1sg]

păn-t-eŋət-am ‘I (do) put them two’  
[păn- + prs + du + 1sg (or păn- + prs + du<1sg)]

Trj
tu-ʌ-əm̑ ‘I bring (smth)’ [tu- + prs + 1sg], 
tu-s-əm̑ ‘I brought (smth)’ [tu- + IMPF + 1sg], 

tu-ʌ-oj-əm̑ ‘I am brought’ [tu- + prs + pass + 1sg],
tu-ʌ-əɣ̑əl̑-am ‘I bring them two’ [tu- + prs + du + 

1sg (or: tu- + prs + du<1sg)], 
tu-s-ʌ-a ‘you brought them’ 

[tu- + IMPF + pl + 2sg (tu- + IMPF + pl<2sg)]
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Tempus

The only tense common to all Khanty dialects is the present tense 
marked with the (Proto-Khanty) suffix *l, 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 l ʌ t t t t ʌ l l
Perfect ∅ ∅ ∅ ∅ ∅ ∅ – – – –

Imperfect *s s (s) (s) – – s s s s
Hist.perf. – ɣäl – – – – – – – –

Hist.imperf. – ɣäs – – – – – – – –

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 3sg 
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, ‑o, ‑oj- in 
Surgut) and most of the northern dialects have ‑a, ‑aj-, as well as Irtyš, 
where also the 3sg forms (absolute final) include ‑j. Some (middle) dia-
lects show a reduced vowel ‑ǝ, ‑ǝj-, (Kazym) ‑ĭ, ‑ĭj-. 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 mä̆- ‘to give’ (‘I was given, you were given’, etc.), 
Ko păn- ‘to put, to place’ (‘I was placed’, etc.) and Trj ʌåpǝt- ~ ʌipt- ‘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 mä̆sajəm pänajəm ʌäpǝtsojǝ̑m
2sg mä̆sajən pänajən ʌäpǝtso
3sg mä̆sa pänaj ʌäpǝtsi

1du mä̆sajmən pänajmən ʌäpǝtsojmǝ̑n
2du mä̆sajtən pänajtən ʌäpǝtsotǝ̑n
3du mä̆sajŋən pänajɣən ʌäpǝtsiɣǝn

1pl mä̆sajəw pänajəw ʌäpǝtsojǝ̑ɣ°
2pl mä̆sajti pänajtǝ ʌäpǝtsotǝ̑ɣ
3pl mä̆sajət pänajət ʌäpǝtsät

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 2sg 3sg 1du 2du 3du 1pl 2pl 3pl
-m -n ∅ -mǝn -tǝn -ɣǝn -ɣ° -tǝɣ -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 
‑t- 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 pŏn- ‘to place’ Ko păn- ‘to place’ Trj ʌäpǝt- ‘to feed’

1sg pŏnləm păntam ʌäpǝtʌǝm
2sg pŏnlən păntan ʌäpǝtʌǝn
3sg pŏnəl pănt ʌäpǝtǝʌ

1du pŏnləmǝn păntǝmǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝmǝn
2du pŏnlətǝn păntǝtǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝtǝn
3du pŏnləŋǝn (‑tǝn) păntǝŋǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝn

1pl pŏnləw pănttǝw ʌäpǝtʌǝɣ°
2pl pŏnlətĭ păntǝtǝ ʌäpǝtʌǝtǝɣ
3pl pŏnlət păntǝt ʌäpətʌət

Perfect (Honti 1984: 112, 115, 121)
Syn pŏn- ‘to place’ Ko păn- ‘to place’ Trj ʌäpǝt- ‘to feed’

1sg pŏtsəm pănǝm ʌiptǝm
2sg pŏtsən pănǝn ʌiptǝn
3sg pŏnəs pănot ʌipǝt

1du pŏtsəmǝn pănmǝn ʌipǝtmǝn
2du pŏtsətǝn păntǝn ʌiptǝtǝn
3du pŏtsəŋǝn pănŋǝn ʌipetɣǝn

1pl pŏtsəw pănǝw ʌiptǝɣ°
2pl pŏtsətĭ păntǝ ʌipǝtǝɣ
3pl pŏtsət pănǝt ʌiptǝt

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 3du 
‑tǝn adopted from 2du.

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 
‑tǝ instead of the expected ‑l. 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 mä̆- ‘to give’ (present)
sg object du object pl object

1sg mä̆lem mä̆lŋilam mä̆llam
2sg mä̆len mä̆lŋilan mä̆llan
3sg mä̆lli mä̆lŋili mä̆lli

1du mä̆lemən mä̆lŋilmən mä̆llǝmǝn
2du mä̆llən mä̆lŋilən mä̆llǝn
3du mä̆llən mä̆lŋilən mä̆llǝn

1pl mä̆lew mä̆lŋiləw mä̆llǝw
2pl mä̆llən mä̆lŋilən mä̆llǝn
3pl mä̆lət mä̆lŋilal mä̆llal

O mä̆- ‘to give’ (preterite/imperfect)
sg object du object pl object

1sg mä̆sem mä̆sŋilam mä̆slam
2sg mä̆sen mä̆sŋilan mä̆slan
3sg mä̆sli mä̆sŋili mä̆sli

1du mä̆semən mä̆sŋilmən mä̆slǝmǝn
2du mä̆slən mä̆sŋilən mä̆slǝn
3du mä̆slən mä̆sŋilən mä̆slǝn

1pl mä̆sew mä̆sŋiləw mä̆slǝw
2pl mä̆slən mä̆sŋilən mä̆slǝn
3pl mä̆sət mä̆sŋilal mä̆slal

Syn pŏn- ‘to place’ (present)
sg object du/pl object

1sg pŏnlem pŏnləl(l)am
2sg pŏnlen pŏnləl(l)an
3sg pŏnləl(li) pŏnləl(li)

1du pŏnlemǝn pŏnləlmǝn
2du pŏnləl(l)ǝn pŏnləl(l)ən
3du pŏnləl(l)ǝn pŏnləl(l)ən

1pl pŏnlew pŏnləl(l)əw
2pl pŏnləl(l)ǝn pŏnləl(l)ən
3pl pŏnlel pŏnləl(l)at
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Ko păn- ‘to place’ (present)
sg object du object pl object

1sg păntem pănteŋǝtam păntemǝt
2sg pănten pănteŋǝtan păntenǝt
3sg păntǝt ?

1du păntemən pănteŋǝtəmən
2du păntetən pănteŋǝtən
3du păntetən pănteŋǝtən

1pl păntew pănteŋǝtəw păntewət
2pl păntetən pănteŋǝtən
3pl păntet pănteŋǝtat

Trj ʌäpǝt- ‘to feed’ (present)
sg object du object pl object

1sg ʌäpǝtʌem ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌäm ʌäpǝtʌǝʌäm
2sg ʌäpǝtʌe ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌä ʌäpǝtʌǝʌä
3sg ʌäpǝtʌǝɣ ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌ ʌäpǝtʌǝʌ

1du ʌäpǝtʌǝtǝmǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌǝmǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝmǝn
2du ʌäpǝtʌǝtǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝʌǝn
3du ʌäpǝtʌǝtǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝʌǝn

1pl ʌäpǝtʌǝtǝɣ° ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌǝɣ° ʌäpǝtʌǝʌǝɣ°
2pl ʌäpǝtʌǝtǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌǝn ʌäpǝtʌǝʌǝn
3pl ʌäpətʌiʌ ʌäpǝtʌǝɣǝʌäʌ ʌäpǝtʌǝʌäʌ

Trj ʌäpǝt- ‘to feed’ (perfect)
sg object du object pl object

1sg ʌiptem ʌipǝtɣǝʌäm ʌipǝtʌäm
2sg ʌipte ʌipǝtɣǝʌä ʌipǝtʌä
3sg ʌipǝttǝɣ ʌipǝtɣǝʌ ʌipǝtǝʌ

1du ʌipǝttǝmən ʌipǝtɣəʌəmən ʌipǝtʌəmən
2du ʌiptǝtǝn ʌipǝtɣǝʌən ʌipǝtʌən
3du ʌiptǝtǝn ʌipǝtɣǝʌən ʌipǝtʌən

1pl ʌipǝttǝɣ° ʌipǝtɣǝʌəɣ° ʌipǝtʌəɣ°
2pl ʌiptǝtǝn ʌipǝtɣǝʌən ʌipǝtʌən
3pl ʌiptiʌ ʌipǝtɣəʌäʌ ʌipǝtʌäʌ
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Directives

Proto-Khanty had an imperative form for second persons. The im-
perative suffix was a full vowel (*a/*ä [subjective conjugation], *i/̮*i 
[objective conjugation]) and is still represented as a full vowel in dif-
ferent dialects (Honti 1984: 47). 2sg 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)

	 jăŋɣ-a 	 mĕn-a	 jŏχ 	 tuw-e!	
	 walk-Imp.2Sg	 go-Imp.2Sg	 to=home	 take-Imp.Sg<2Sg	

‘come, go and take him home!’

O mä̆-, mij- ‘to give’ (Honti 1984: 122)
Subj. Conj. sg Object pl Object

2sg mija miji mijila
2du mijatǝn mijalǝn mijijalǝn
2pl mijati mijalǝn mijijalǝn

Ko păn- ‘to put’ (Honti 1984: 115)
Subj. Conj. sg Object du Object pl Object

2sg păna păne păneŋǝta păneta
2du pănatǝn pănetǝn păneŋǝtǝn ?
2pl pănatǝ pănetǝn ? ?

Trj ʌäpǝt- ‘to give to eat’ (Honti 1984: 112)
Subj. Conj. sg Object du Object pl Object

2sg ʌiptä ʌipte ʌiptiɣəʌä ʌiptiʌä
2du ʌiptitǝn ʌiptitǝn ʌiptiɣəʌən ʌiptiʌən
2pl ʌiptitəɣ ʌiptitǝn ʌiptiɣəʌən ʌiptiʌən

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 păn- ‘to put’ (Honti 1984: 115)
1sg pănam
3sg pănaŋ(at)

1du pănamən
3du pănaŋǝn

1pl pănaw
3pl pănat

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 ʌäpǝt- ‘to give to eat’ (Honti 1984: 112)
Subj. Conj. sg Object du Object pl Object

1sg ʌiptimät ? ? ?
3sg ʌiptǝjät ʌiptität ʌiptiɣəʌät ʌiptiʌät

1du ʌiptimənät ? ? ?
3du ʌiptiɣǝnät ʌiptitǝnät ʌiptiɣəʌǝnät ʌiptiʌǝnät

1pl ʌiptiɣ°ät ? ʌiptiɣəʌəɣ°ät ʌiptiʌəɣ°ät
3pl ʌiptität ʌiptiʌäʌät ʌiptiɣəʌäʌät ʌiptiʌäʌät

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 (‑ǝj) + 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 seŋk- ‘to beat’ 
(Honti 1984: 116)

Trj ʌäpǝt- ‘to give to eat’ 
(Honti ibid. 113)

1sg seŋkmasǝjǝm ʌäpǝtmusǝ̑mat
2sg seŋkmasǝjǝn ʌäpǝtmusǝ̑nat
3sg seŋkmasǝ(j) ʌäpǝtmosat

1du seŋkmasǝjmǝn ʌäpǝtmosmǝ̑nat
2du seŋkmasǝjtǝn ʌäpǝtmustǝ̑nat
3du seŋkmasǝjŋǝn ʌäpǝtmusɣǝ̑nat

1pl seŋkmasǝjǝw ʌäpǝtmosǝ̑ɣ°at
2pl seŋkmasǝjtǝ ʌäpǝtmostǝ̑ɣat
3pl seŋkmasǝjǝt ʌäpǝtmosat
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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 (SüdostjK: 6)

	[ – – ]	 urt	 täpǝt	 piš	 täw=soχ	 tunt-ot 	
	[name]	 hero (S) 	 7	 fold 	 horse=pelt (O)	 put=on-past.3Sg (V)	

‘the hero put on a sevenfold horse pelt’

DN (SüdostjK: 9)

	 mä 	 jĕɣ-păɣ-em 	 wet-en	
	 1Sg 	 brother-px.Sg<1Sg (O) 	 kill-past.2Sg (V)	

‘you killed my brother’

Ko (SüdostjP III: 2)

	 χutǝm 	 imǝ 	 χutǝm 	 χut 	 wet-ǝt 	
	 3	 woman (S)	 3	 fish (O)	 catch-pret.3pl (V)	

‘the three women caught three fishes’

SVO

DN (SüdostjK: 1)

	 [ – – ]	 urt, 	 tĕw 	 tăj-ot	
	 [name]	 hero 	 3Sg (S) 	 have-pret.3Sg (V)	
	 sewǝŋ	 ewǝ,	 wetǝ́ŋ	 ewǝ	
	 braided	 daughter (O)	 beautiful	 daughter (O)	

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

DN (SüdostjK: 2)

	 mĕn-t-əmən, 	 jĕɣ-păχ, 	 wit 	 woč-əmen-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 (SüdostjK: 3)

	 tĕ́w-kemnǝ	 [ – – ]	 kimǝt	́ äŋkǝr-mǝmitat-nǝ,	 [ – – ]	
	 then		  outwards 	 look-prtc.px.Sg<3pl-loc,	
	 jeɣǝ 	 χŏr 	 pĕt-ewǝ 	 enǝ 	 rot 	 tŏt 	 ti 	 kätt-ǝt	
	 river 	 bend	 bottom-abl 	 big 	 boat 	 there 	 ptcl 	 appear-past.3Sg	

‘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 
kemnǝ follows the participle form of the subordinated verb:

DN (SüdostjK: 10)

	 nŏχ 	 χănč-atəmet 	 kemnə	 ewəm-ta,	 mostə-ta 	
	 up 	 rip-prtc.px.Sg<3Sg	 kemnə	 hug-inf	 kiss-inf	
	 nŏχ 	 ti 	 jĕw-ət 	
	 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 (SüdostjK: 10)

	 kŏš 	 nŏɣ 	 ätmitt-ət 	 weɣ-ət 	ĕ nt 	 tĕrm-ət 	
	 cnj 	 up	 lift-prs.3Sg 	 strength-px.Sg<3Sg 	 not 	 be=enough-prs.3Sg	

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



32

Ostiacica

Predicative Structures

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

DN (SüdostjK: 1)

	 äj-pe 	 jĕg-păɣ-ət, 	 unt=toŋχ-ta 	 pelkat 	 χoj, 	 kŏtǝp	
	small-cl 	 brother.px.Sg<3Sg 	 forest=devil(‑car)	 half 	 man, 	 middle	
	 jĕg-păɣ-ət 	 pes=nem-ta 	 χoj	
	 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 (SüdostjK: 11)

	 tütəŋ 	 nun 	 us-tan	
	 fiery 	 cunt 	 be-prs.2Sg	

‘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 (SüdostjK: 12)

	 tăɣər-sem 	 kĕŋən-tat	
	 armour 	 button-px.pl<3Sg	

‘the buttons of the armour’

DN (SüdostjK: 10)

	 täw 	 sŏχ-ət	 jontəm=jăt-tat	
	 horse 	 pelt-px.sg<3Sg 	 seam-px.pl<3Sg	

‘the seams of the horse’s pelt’

DN (SüdostjK: 7)

	 mŏŋǝ 	 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 (SüdostjK: 141)

	 mŭŋ 	 moχ-tew 	 wet-aj-ǝt 	 tĕw neŋ-ǝt 	 pĕtá 	
	 1pl 	 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 (SüdostjK: 143)

	 măńǝk-em 	 kur 	 sămǝrm-ǝt-em	
	 nephew-px.Sg<1Sg 	 foot 	 grab-prs-Sg<1Sg	

‘I’ll grab my nephew’s foot’

Sav (SüdostjK: 143)

	 măńǝket 	 kur 	 tǝ́ 	 sămǝrm-ǝt 	
	 nephew-px.Sg<3Sg 	 foot 	 ptcl 	 grab-past.Sg<3Sg	

‘he grabbed his nephew’s foot’

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

DN (SüdostjK: 1)

	 [ – – ] 	 urt, 	 tĕw 	 tăjot 	 sewǝŋ	 ewǝ, 	 wetǝ́ŋ	 ewǝ	
	 [name]	 hero, 	3Sg 	 have-pret.3Sg 	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 (‑nə, northern dialects) or instruc-
tive-final (‑at/‑ät, 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 (SüdostjK: 3–4)

	 män-t, 	 tŭwetteŋ 	 χŏj, 	 pĕt-ettem 	 măχta, 	
	 1Sg-acc 	 tall 	 man 	 ear-px.pl<1Sg 	 along 	
	 pĕɣtə ńŏɣǝs, pĕɣtə wăχsar-at 	 măχta 	 tä́k-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 (SüdostjP III: 14)

	 äj=pa 	 neŋ-nǝ 	 kŏttǝp=pa 	 neŋ 	 ĕńtǝ́st-aj	
	 young=prtc	 woman-loc	 middle=prtc	 woman	 ask-past.pass. 3Sg	

‘the middle woman was asked by the youngest woman’  
	 (< äj=pa 	 neŋ 	 kŏttǝp=pa 	 neŋ 	 ĕńtǝ́st-ǝt	
	 young=prtc	 woman	 middle=prtc	 woman	 ask-past.Sg.3Sg)	

DN (SüdostjK: 9)

	 jĕŋk-a 	 waɣət-tə 	 ewe-t-nə 	 kŏjənt=otəŋ-at 	 seŋk-t-aj 	
	 water-lat 	 go-prtc 	 girl-pl-loc 	 yoke=end-instr 	beat- prs-pass.3Sg	

‘he is beaten by the water-carrying girls with 
the tip of the (water-carrying) yoke’

	 (< jĕŋk-a 	 waɣət-tə 	 ewe-t 	 kŏjənt=otəŋ-at 	 seŋk-t-et	
	 water-lat 	 go-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 (SüdostjK: 4)

	pĕɣtə	ńŏɣǝs,	pĕɣtə	wăχsar-at 	 weŋ-tat	 χănǝm-tat-nǝ	  
	black‿sable‿black‿fox-instr	 son-in-law-px.pl<3Sg‿relative-px.pl<3Sg-loc
	 ti 	 kit-aj	
	 ptcl 	 send-past.pass.3Sg	

‘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 SüdostjK: 7):

DN
	 tĕ́w-kemnǝ 	 urttat-nǝ 	 tŏt=ti 	 kätt-aj.	
	 then 	 hero-px.pl<3Sg-loc	 that=ptcl 	 catch-past.pass.3Sg	
	 tŏt	 săɣat 	 nik 	 ti 	 waɣǝtt-aj.	
	 that	 time 	 to=shore 	 ptcl 	 walk+caus-past.pass.3Sg	

	 täpǝt 	 piš 	 täw 	 sŏχ 	 sĕmǝ-ja 	 ti 	 jont-aj,	
	 seven 	 fold 	 horse 	 pelt 	 inside-lat 	 ptcl 	 sew-past.pass.3Sg	

	 rot-a 	 ti 	 păn-aj.	
	 boat-lat 	 ptcl 	 put-past.pass.3Sg	

‘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 (SüdostjK: 6)

	 jewətt́ə́-ta 	 tŏt=tə 	 jĕw-ət 	 i 	 čupa 	 pira 	
	 shoot-inf	 that-ptcl	 start-past.3pl 	 and 	 only	 around 	
	 jewətt́ə́-ta	 jĕw-aj	
	 shoot-inf	 start-past.pass.3Sg	

‘they (the heroes) started to shoot, there was shooting all around’
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Negation

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

DN (SüdostjK: 11)

	 χoj 	 tu-tə 	 χăčaχ 	ĕ nt 	 tăj-t-an	
	 man 	 carry-inf 	 strength 	 neg 	 have-prs.2Sg	

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

	 χoj 	 tu-tə 	 χăčaχ 	 tăj-t-an 	
	 man 	 carry-inf 	 strength 	 have-prs.2Sg	

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

Sav (SüdostjK: 150)

	 män=pä 	ĕ n 	 χet-́t-am	
	 1Sg=too 	 neg 	 stay-prs.1Sg	

‘I won’t stay either’
(cf.

	 män=pä 	 χet-́t-am 	
	 1Sg=too 	 stay-prs.1Sg	

‘I will stay, too’ [constructed])

In the negation of predicative structures (existentials), the negative 
word is ĕntəm. 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)

	tĕɣ	 tŏtt(ǝ)	ĕ ntam-ǝt	 män	 tŏtt(ǝ)	ĕntam	 nin	 tŏtt(ǝ)	ĕ ntam-eɣǝn	
	3pl	 there	 neg-pl	 1Sg	 there	 neg	 2du	 there	 neg-du	
	‘they are not there’	 ‘I am not there’	 ‘you two are not there’	

The negation of directives has a negative particle of its own in ät. It is 
followed by the imperative form, which is the same as in affirmative 
directives:
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Sav (SüdostjK: 150)

	 ät 	 tä́wǝtt́-́atǝn! 	
	 neg 	 scold-Imp.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 
štobi, but the function is stressed by using the imperative/optative 
variant of the particle):

DN (SüdostjK: 11)

	 jŏχ 	 ti 	 nĕr-ot 	 štobi 	
	 home 	 ptcl 	 run-past.3Sg	 štobi	
	 χeti-tat-nə 	 ät 	ă jət-taj 	
	 grandson-px.pl<3Sg-loc 	 neg 	 see-prs.pass.3Sg	

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


