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Abstract
The systematization of the facts of language whielong to the domain of

lexical creation by suffix derivation can be donenf several perspectives, among
which there is not a precise delimitation, becatse, certain extent, each of them
enters the territory of the other, the object ofdgtbeing the same. One approach
sets the starting point of the analysis on the bseerivation, another concerns the
phonetic, morphosyntactic, semantic or stylistatdees of the derivatives, and the
third focuses on the functionality and the phonetiemantic, syntactic, stylistic
features of suffixes. This article is about thetiehship between the base and the
derivative determined by the functions of suffixes.
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Résumé

La systématisation des faits de langue inclus tdemaine de la création
lexicale par dérivation avec suffixes peut se faae différentes perspectives entre
lesquelles il n’existe pas une délimitation précise superposant partiellement et
ayant le méme objet d’étude. Un certain type d'apipe établit le point de départ
dans l'analyse de type dérivationnel, un certaineategarde les traits phonétiques,
morphosyntaxiques, sémantiques et stylistiquessdffixes. Cet article recherche
la relation entre la base et le dérivé de la petsgedes fonctions des suffixes.

Mots-clés dérivé base suffixe dérivationnel morphéme dépendant
catégorie syntaxique

Several theoretical observations
Among the possibilities of lexical creation throuiglternal sources —

derivation, compounding, parasynthesis, converstm,— suffix derivation
is the most exploited by Latin.
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The derivative is the lexical creation resultingnfr the synthesis of
two constituents, called basis of derivation andivdéional suffix or in
short, base and suffix. There is a determinati@iationship® established
between these two constituents, based on theirasyntand semantic
characteristics, which results in a word “whosebglomeaning transcends
that of the overall base and suffix”

According to the traditional theory, the suffix tation creates
nouns, adjectives, verbs and adverbs from subse&rddjectival, verbal or
adverbial bases. Thus, derivatives are usually dardesubstantival,
deadjectival (or with a common term denominal),atbal and deadverbial.
A careful examination of derivatives in Latin wasase by the French
linguist Guy Serbat. He doubted the bases are nourerbs, i.e. “parts of
speech”, and therefore proposed the use of conadptprenominal” or
“preverbal” base, because the bases not corresjootite parts of speech,
lacking any syntactic value, but belong to a ndalotevel above the
distinction in parts of speethHowever, these amendments made, the old
terms continue to be used under inertia.

At the end of an article on nominal derivation, which he
demonstrates the explanatory limits of the tradaloapproach on the base
of derivation as a “part of speech”, Guy SerbaesaptL originalité de la
dérivation, c’est d’associer des unités du nivegmdtionnel) a des unités
du niveau 2 (le suffixe, catégoriseur) dans le eammtraignant du mot”

! Cf. Serbat, «Quel est le signifiant du conceptwdgation» dans les dérivés ?» in

Opera disiecta Travaux de linguistique générale, de langue tdréiture latines, Textes
réunis et présentés par Léon Nadjio, Editions Peeteuvain-Paris, 2001, p. 457-463.

2 Serbat, «La dérivation nominale», liilmguistique latine et linguistique générale
Peeters, Louvain-la-Neuve, 1988, p. 67.

% “A notre avis, au contraire, B n'appelle, a pricaucune étiquette catégorielle.
C’est unthéme c’est-a-dire une séquence phonique significativais forcément intégrée a
une classe. La «racinedéH3de gr.Didomi, dare, doshumexprime la notion de «don» ou
de «donner», elle n’est encore ni verbe, ni norte &%t seulement porteuse d’une notion.
L’erreur invétérée, c’est d’assigner, dans touscks une valeur syntaxique a B, c’est-a-
dire de le considérer comme une «partie du disebuBerbat, «La dérivation nominale»,
in Linguistique latine et linguistique générakeeters, Louvain-la-Neuve, 1988, p. 70.

*dem,op. cit., 1988, p. 71.
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illustrating in a diagram the stages of the “builglof a derivative”. Level 1

is represented by the ,notional whole”, one in vihfthe notions, named
themes delimit themselves”. Following the organizatiohtbis first level
according to “the morphosyntactic rules of eaclylege”,themedntegrate
level 2 of “the parts of speech”, marked by suffixdesinences, etc. In their
turn, organized under the “rules of phrastic syht#éxey become building
elements of the utterances, representing level 3.

From the synthematic perspective, Christian Toeratalls suffix
derivativessuffix synthemeand includes them into a similar definition to
that proposed by Michele Fruyt, which cites: “Lgmthémes peuvent étre
ce qu’on appelle traditionnellement des dérivésstea-dire qu’ils ajoutent a
«un lexeme de départ (appelé ‘base de dérivatiqiFjuyt, 1985: 486) un
morphéme conjoint (appelé suffixe), ce qui aboatiin nouveau lexéeme,
«lexéme d'arrivée (appelé ‘dérivé’)» (Fruyt, 19886)"".

The extensive research of the derivative suffbapues allows a much
more appropriate view of this type of highly protiue lexical creation in
Latin and makes necessary some other clarificationsthe basis of
derivation, except those relating to their categgirhature already set out.
Bases may be “ambivalent”, which means that they b&ong to the same
extent to a verb or a name, edgc-o ,to lead”, verb,diic-s “leader”, noun.
Also, you can create a word on “impressf/bases, as onomatopoeia and
interjections, e.gcuculus“cuckoo”, ulula “screech-owl!”,ulucus“screech-
owl”, grus “crane”. Bases may belong to lexical fields likely select
certain suffixes, forming lexical microsystems, tsues, for example, the
lexical microsystem of trade names created with #udfix -tor. A

® |dem,op. cit., 1988, p. 72.

® Touratier, , 1994, p. 312.

" Kircher-Durand, «Introduction», iGrammaire fondamentale du latifome X,
Création lexicale la formation des noms par dérivation suffixaleextes rassemblés et
édités par Chantal Kircher-Durand, Editions Pee®062, p. 3, qui renvoie a J. Andtés
mots a redoublement en latiklincksieck, 1978 pour définir le terme.

8 Kircher-Durand, «Introduction», dar@rammaire fondamentale du latiTome
IX, Création lexicalela formation des noms par dérivation suffixalextes rassemblés et
édités par Chantal Kircher-Durand, Editions Pee®@062, p. 3, qui renvoie a J. Andt&s
mots a redoublement en latiklincksieck, 1978 pour définir le terme.
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systematization of the nominal derivation accordimghe base is provided
in the first volume of “The History of the Romanikanguage®.

The meaning of bound morphemes, i.e. suffixes, cts&s “trois
sortes de contribution significative différentésdn the derivative; they are
classified by Michele Fruyt and the classificatis also adopted by
Christian Touratier: «modification sémantique eriese et dérivé (cas n°
1): type: fr.maison— maisonn-etteangl.red — red-ish, sans modification
de catégorie grammaticale; ou bien modificationtayigque, c’est-a-dire
changement de catégorie grammaticale (cas n° Rg fy président—
présidentiel; ou encore modification syntaxique et sémantiquees (N° 3):
type: fr:chanter— chanteur, angl.sing— sing-er» (Fruyt, 1985: 486)".

To be able to systematize the facts of languagelwhelong to the
domain of lexical creation by derivational suffixdbree approaches are
possibly; there is no precise separation among thecause, to a certain
extent, each of them enters the territory of theegtthe object of study
being the same. One point of view establishes thdirsy point of basis
analysis, another is interested in phonetic, maphtactic, semantic and
stylistic features of the derivatives, the thirg¢dses on the functionality or
the phonetic, semantic, syntactic, stylistic feesunf suffixes.

In this article, | present in a very concise wag 8uffixes from the
functional point of view, as proposed and arguedMighéle Fruyt and
adopted by Christian Touratier in the cited wrk

Suffixes contribute to the meaning of the derivatdue to their three
functions:

a) the semantic function, which does not change giteanmatical
category of the derivative, which is the case ahidutival suffixes ls:
paruus“small” — paruulus“tiny”; of comparative and superlative suffixes
respectively ior, -issimus which intensify or emphasize the meaning of the
base; of frequentative suffixes such ié@re: uisére — uisitare;

9 %kx |storia limbii romane |, 1965, p. 73-91.
%1dem,ibidem

1dem,ibidem

2 Touratier, 1994, p. 309-320
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b) the syntactic function (or grammatical), whiclhanges the
syntactic category of the derivative in relatiorthie base: for exampldat-
forms nouns fron an adjectival base: the nmaiestass formed from the
comparative adjectivenaius Christian Touratier calls the suffixes with
syntactic function nominalizing/adjectivating/veliaang morphemes,
emphasizing not the syntactic category of the istartexeme, but the
syntactic category of the arrival lexeme, i.e.ha terivative;

c) the semantic and syntactic function, which cstssin the change of
both the grammatical category and meaning of thivatése in relation to
the base, for example, from the verbal bagere, the suffix ax creates the
adjectiverapax, and the suffixtor creates the nouraptor, each of the two
distinct derivatives representing a different sgtitacategory than the base.

A. Suffixes with semantic function
They create derivatives that belong to the samdasiio class, to

which they add a purely semantic meaning. If thersemantic continuity
between the base and the derivative, the functidheosuffix is to modify
and where there is not semantic continuity betwblertwo constituents, the
suffix exerts the formative function.

« the suffix ulus™ and its numerous allomorphs express mainly a
quantitative or qualitative diminution comparedtwihe base, which can be
nominal, adjectival, adverbial or verbal. It mayvlaa hypocoristic,
affective or emotional meaningliolus —filius “little son” — “son”. It may
be used as a motional suffpuella—puer. It creates:

o nouns: oppidulum— oppidum “small town” — “town”; ocellus —
oculus “little eye” — “eye”; opusculum— opus “little work” — “work”;
muscula— musca'little fly” — “fly”; pisciculus— piscis‘little fish” — “fish”;
hortulus — hortus “small garden” — “garden”ampulla - amph)ora “small
amphora” — “amphora’agellus— ager “little field” — “field”; homunculus-
homo “little man” — “man”; geniculus— genu “small knee” — “knee”;

13 Cf. Gaide, «Les dérivés ‘diminutifs’ enlus, -la, -lum», in Grammaire
fondamentale du latinTome IX, Création lexicale la formation des noms par dérivation
suffixale 2002, p. 111-123.
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specula— spes“slight hope” — “hope™;armilla —armus“bracelet” — “arm”;
anguilla—anguis“eel” — “snake”, etc.

o adjectivesparuulus— paruus primulus— primus misellus— miser,
minusculus — minygtc.;

o adverbsplusculum- plus primulum- primum clanculum- clam
saepicule- saepelongule—longe etc.

o verbs: there are very rare diminutive verbs fornfiexn verbal
stems, with the suffixiltare: conscribillare “to scribble all over” from
conscribere“to write together, to enlist’pccillare “to harrow, to smash”
from occare “to harrow” sorbillare “to sip” from sorbere “to0 sup up”
(Cooper 243)

» the suffix -()tare added to a base word creates frequentative
meaning:

cantire - cantitzire, uisere — uisitire, etc.

« the suffix ix attached to the variant- of agent suffix tor, signifies

the feminine gender:
uictor — uictrix; adiutor — adiutrix etc.

« the suffixes ior, -issimusderive adjectives from adjectival bases to

express degrees of intensity:
clarus — clarior — clarissimugetc.

B. Suffixes with grammatical function
Their classification under this name is basedhenfinding that there

are suffixes which are assigned a specific meaputgvhich is not found in
all derivatives they create, because there areerdifit meanings of the
derivative. Thus, no semantic meaning of suffieesammon for a number
of derivatives. Suffixes from this category havetualy no semantic
content, but a grammatical signifier, i.e. theyioate that the derivative
belongs to a particular syntactic class (‘part pkech’ in traditional
terminology). As morphemes, these suffixes have eammg, but it is
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probably grammatical, and thus “les valeurs sémae8 que I'on croit
repérer ne proviennent pas du suffixe, mais deestsurage sémantiqué”

So, eusin aureusis the derivative suffix denoting the material,ilwh
in femineusor uirgineusindicates the appurtenancerius is the suffix for
trade names irargentirius, but in armarium it indicates the place for
weapon®’. What the traditional view explains about the niegrof some
suffixes is that they indeed “tended to attachdeds of a certain semantic
type (e.g. icusis added to personal or ethnic names, wialeisfrequently
appears in toponymic derivatives), lending thenmelets of meaning, but,
in fact, their function is to indicate the modifimm of the syntactic
category®.

Suffixes, or bound morphemes, with grammatical, syntactical
function can be classified as follows:

Adjectival suffixes
Suffixes #nus -anusand -{)nus”’ create adjectives from:

* phytonymssalignus “of willow” from salix “willow”, faginus “of
beech” from fagus “beech-tree”, populnus “of poplar” from populus
“poplar-tree”, etc.;

* material namesaenus“of cooper” fromaes*“cooper”, eburnus“of
ivory” from ebur“ivory”, picinus“pitch-black” frompix “pitch”, etc.;

« trade or activity namesaruspicnus “relating to the inspection of
victims” from haruspex“interpreter of sacrifices’sutrinus “belonging to
shoemaker” fronsitor “shoemaker”, etc.;

 toponyms:Latinusfrom Latium, Palatthusfrom Palatium Tiberinus
from Tiberis, RomznusRoma etc.;

» anthroponymsPlautinus from Plautus lugurthinus from lugurtha,
cognomina iniinus Pompednusfrom Pompeiusetc.;

1 Fruyt, apudTouratier, 1994, p. 313.

15 |dem,ibidem

16 |dem,ibidem

7 Cf. Kircher-Durand, «Les dérivés eNUS -NA -NUM», in Grammaire
fondamentale du latinX, p. 125-160.
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e ZOOnyms:caprinus“pertaining to goats” froncapra“goat”; equnus
“of horses”, de laquus*horse”, etc.;

* the feminine form of the suffixina can substantivate adjectives
designating both a specific trade or activity amel place where the activity
is done:sitrina means both “shoemaker workshop” and “trade of ngaki
shoes”;carnificina designates “the office of hangman or executiorzard
“the place of torture” fromcarnifex “hangman, executioner’medicna

means “medical art”, “remedy, medicine” and “theglof a physician”.

The suffix icus -ica, -icum'®

This is a grammatical morpheme with the same adjertg
grammatical value as the morphemes very productive; it tends to select
nominal bases meaning persons, particularly ettynittiwas strengthened
by Greek loans. It forms adjectives from:

« appellatives from military, political and social cabulary: ciuicus
“civic” from ciuis “citizen”; hosticus“pertaining to enemy” fromhostis
“enemy”; nauticus “belonging to ships or sailors” fromauta ,sailor”;
bellicus “pertaining to war” frombellum “war”, etc.; these old derivatives
are strongly competed by the derivatives witls -and+us. ciuilis, hostlis,
etc.;

e ethnonyms: Gallicus from Gallus Campnicus from Campini,
Punicusfrom Poen, etc.;

» anthroponyms and theonymBlomericusfrom Homer, Platonicus
from Plato, Socraticusfrom Socrates Bacchicusrom Bacchusetc.;

« toponyms:Ponticus,of Pontus, Pontic” fromPontus Pharsilicus
“of Pharsalus, Pharsalian” froRharsilus, etc.;

 various common namasllicus “overseer of a farm or estate” from
uilla “farm, estate”, etc.

The suffixes §)ticus, -(a)ticumcreate:

18 Cf. Kircher-Durand, «Les dérivés efCUS -CA -CUM», in Grammaire
fondamentale du latinX, p. 67-87.
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« adjectives from both denominal and deverbal bashksy are not
numerous but quite commbh fanaticus “belonging to a temple” from
fanum “sanctuary, temple”siluaticus “belonging to a wood” fronsilua
“wood”; uolaticus “flying, winged” from uolare “to fly”; erraticus
“wondering” fromerrare “to wonder”, etc.;

* substantivated neuter adjectives ia)ticum uiaticum “travelling
money” fromuia “way”; agraticum*“land tax” fromager“land”, etc.

The suffix ensig®

Selects toponymical bases, has anthroponomicalrgioge element
and presents, in Chantal Kircher-Durand’'s view, «ide sémantique
absolus’. Derivatives are interpreted as adjectives ando abs
substantivations of adjectives. It is competedhgyduffix <4nus which also
creates derivatives from toponyms that mean “befapgo a place”,
“inhabitant of...”, but, unlike it, ensis forms toponymical derivatives
mostly from outside Itakf: Carthaginiensis Atheniensis Hispaniensis
Siciliensis etc.;

* -ensisnot only designates the inhabitants or nativea pface, but
any person who has a relation with a place. Thus:

Ciliciensis legd does not mean “the legion formed by the inhabstant

of Cilicia”, but “the legion stationed in Ciliciadndlegatus Hispaniensis
“the legate in Hispania”, etc.

Nominalizing suffixes
The suffixes tia/-sio, -tusand-{)tas, -tida> form:

e abstract nouns from adjectival and verbal lexemare (also
derivations from noun themesuitas “city” from ciuis “citizen”, adverbial

19 Kircher-Durandpp. cit., p. 75-76.

0 Kircher-Durand, «Les dérivés eBENSIS, in Grammaire fondamentale du latin
Tome IX, p. 185-194.

2L |dem,ibidem p. 187.

2 |dem,ibidem

% Daudet, «Les substantifs abstraits de qualité>Grammaire fondamentale du
latin, Tome IX, p. 225-306.
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themes uicissitis “change, alternation” fromuicis “change”). The
derivatives in #o/-sic are callednomina actionisand are the most
numerous, with over 4,000 lexemes. The derivatinedas and tizdo are
part of nomina qualitatisand formed, throughout Latinity, an amount of
more than 2100 lexemes, according to the statisti@de by Jean Daudet.
This total is unevenly divided into the classesuffixes in a, -tia, -ntia,
-monia or in 4u-, G. {utis (only five of the latter are attested throughout
Latinity)®*,

 abstract nouns created from adjectival badesitzs “goodness”
from bonus “good”, dignitzs “dignity” from dignug® “worthy”, ueritas
“truth” from uerus*“true”, urbanitas “city-life” from urbanus“of the city”;
fortitzdo “strength” fromfortis “courageous” magnitzdo “greatness” from
magnus‘great”, similitzdo “likeness” fromsimilis “like”, etc.;

* names of actions formed from verbal bases thatldpve/o kinds of
derivatives, which, in fact, are not synonyms. Tikishe case of those in -
tio/-sio, expressing the action contained by the verbad basa process, and
those in tug-sus expressing the result of the verbal action or fihal
outcome, e.g.captio means “the process of catching, the action tohcatc
capture”, whilecaptus “the fact of being caught, the result of catching

action”: cap-tio capere cap-tus
iunc-tio iung-ere iunc-tus
fic-tio fing-ere fic-tus
defen-sb defend-¢re defen-sus

* quality abstractions int@s are productive throughout Latinity. They
characterize the elevated style and in archaicnLh@ive corresponding
forms in {izdo, so there are some adjectival bases from whichtywes of
abstract nouns were built:

acerb-itzs acerbus acerb-itzdo
asper-izs asper asper-iido
grau-itas grauis graui-tizdo

4 |dem,ibidem p. 227-228. ]
%5 Cf. Gabriela Crga, Dignus et ses dérivé&tude de lexicologie latinducursti,
2003.
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Verbal(izing) suffixes
The suffixes-a-, -e- and-i- create verbs from nominal or adjectival

bases.

These morphemes have no semantic content, butsesyréa pure
formal, grammatical process, used to form verbsfrmoun bases whose
semantic content they presertfe”

ancillarr “to serve as a hand-maid ” froamcilla “hand-maid”,bellare
“to war” from bellum “war”, florere “to be in flower” from flgs, floris
“flower”, cusbdire “to watch over” fromcusbs, custd-is “watch”, etc.

C. Suffixes with grammatical and syntactic function
The suffix tor/-sor?’

The derivatives with this suffix are traditionallgalled nomina
agentis having a dual function: “to make a verb enter ¢tass of noung®
and to designate the agent or the actant who pesfoine action expressed
by the verbal lexeme

* amator “one who loves” fromamare “to love”; dator “one who
gives” fromdare “to give”; déefensor“one who fends” frondefencére “to
fend”; orator “one who speaks” frororare “to speak”, etc.

The suffixes menand menturf®:

They select verbal bases and create nouns expgefisen notion
contained by the verb; there are many derived fteersame basis with both
suffixes, the doublets being competitive from thgistic point of view,
those in menbelonging to the literary language, and thosemantunmore
to thesermo uulgariswhich prefers words which are longer in form. The

% Touratier, 1994, p. 315.

%" Cf. E. BenvenisteNloms d’agent et noms d’action en indo-europd&ris, Adrien
Maisonneuve, 1948; Guy Serbat, «Les dérivés noestdé@ux enter (-trix)», dansOpera
disiecta p. 499-534; Guy Serbat, «Noms “d’agent” emmix: Noms ou adjectifs?
(Interférences du lexique et de la syntaxe)»Qjpera disiecta p. 535-549; Dana Dinu,
“Derivate substantivale latige. Nomina agentis Annals of the University of Craiova,
Philological Sciences Serie, Linguistics, XXX, 2@08, p. 177-188.

28 Touratier, 1994, p. 315.

9 Cf. PerrotLes dérivés latins en -men et -mentiaris, Klincksieck, 1961.
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lexemes derived by such means can designate ceramdtabstract objects
including the idea that they are the result of @cpss or that they manifest
themselves as a process or instrument:

« delectamenturfdelight” and “delighting”;uestimenturticlothe” and
“clothing”; documentunilesson”, “example” and “that which teach&s”
etc.;

« certamen®contest”, “fight” from certare “to decide something by a
contest”, “to fight”;clinamen‘inclination” de lacliné “incline”, etc.;

 doublets: augmen — augmentum cognomen — cognomentum
regimen—regimentumetc.

They are competition from the suffike which also creates abstract
action namesdeuotamentum- deuotio “devoting”; dissimulamentum-
dissimulation‘dissembling”;cunctamentum cunctatio“delaying”, etc.

The suffix culum

Mostly derives from verbal bases and creates ‘“tistrument for...”
or “the place for®, therefore, together withbulum is called mediative
suffix by Guy Serbat, in a work dedicated to norhisherivatives with this
suffix®%. Most of these deverbals are built on themeg:in -

e guberrzculum “helm, rudder”, spectculum “the place where the
plays are performed, theaterhiraculum “that which causes the wonder”,
curriculum “that which serves to runningpropugniculum “that which
serves for defendingtecepticulum“that which serves for receiving”, etc.

The suffix ax>
Derives adjectives from verbal bases; they sigaifyindance or the
quantity of the content expressed by the base:

% Touratier,op. cit., p. 315.

31 |dem,ibidem p. 316.

32 Cf. Serbat,Les dérivés nominaux a suffixe médjafitris, Les Belles Lettres,
1975.

$pecman, 2002, p. 25-53.
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e edzx “voracious, gluttonous” froneds “to eat”; bibax “given to
drink” from bibére “to drink”; fallax “deceitful, fallacious” fromfallo “to
deceive”; audax “bold, courageous” fromaudes “to venture or dare
something”;rapax “grasping, greedy of plunder” fromapic “to seize and
carry off”, etc.

The suffix osus -0sa -osum

Creates adjectives signifying the abundance of nahbasis content
and sometimes a certain proclivity to the basidemn

e copiosus “furnished abundantly with a thing” fromcopia
“abundance”formosus“finely formed” from forma “form”; glorigsus*“full
of glory” from gloria “glory,”; curiosus “very full of care” from cura
“care”; mulierosus“fond of women” frommulier “woman”, etc.

This presentation of Latin nominal derivation idyoa brief review of
some aspects of the mechanisms involved in this tfdexical creation in
light of the theories and methods of modern lintjess Latin vocabulary
research has had a long and valuable traditionesamtiquity, but some
ideas need to be revised, because they cannot t@veroblems posed by
the so-called lexical “monsters” such tasibulum, which proved to be not
merely an exception that can be explained by thditional theory of the
base as “part of speech”, but should be analysaembbsidering the base as a
themewhich bears a concept outside the categorial hétation. At the
same time, one must explain the concept of “retatip” established within
the derivative, the direction of its determinatitnom the base to the suffix
or vice-versa. Guy Serbat believes that «1) lees@tation est sous-jacent
a tous les types de suffixation (ou-B S); 2) ce seme n'a pas d’autre
signifiant que le mot, en tant que forme de syrgr@mtraignante» (Serbat,
463).
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