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Reduplication is quite a common morphological device in Vedic Sanskrit, where it is the only
or concurrent marking of five different verbal stems, namely, one type of present (3™ class in
traditional Indian notation), one type of aorist, the perfect, the intensive and the desiderative. Among
these stems, which are also generally reconstructed for Proto-Indo-European, the reduplicated present
stands out, in that its specific semantic characterisation, unlike that of the other reduplicated stems,
has up to now escaped a shared explanation among scholars. This is unfortunate, because an
incomplete understanding of this stem leaves us with an incomplete understanding of the role of

reduplication in the language, not to mention in the reconstructed protolanguage.

So far, the majority of Indo-Europeanists have been divided between two contrasting
interpretations: while some highlighted values related to Aktionsart, i.e. iterative, durative or
intensive, others noticed aspectual values instead, i.e. perfective, terminative or punctual (cf. among
the former, Delbriick 1897:25, Adrados 1963:680-681, Joachim 1978:163, Kulikov 2005:442-444;
among the latter, Vendryes 1918:123, Chantraine 1958:313, Meillet & Vendryes 1963:235, Giannakis
1997; for a concise summary with further references, ibid. 11-20). To this must be added the (rather
marginal) hypothesis that different reduplication vowels marked different semantic values (Meillet
1905: 215, Thieme 1929:53 ff., followed by Liihr 1984:39, 64); also, it seems worth pointing out that,
although seldom admitted in the literature (but see Watkins 1969:36), on the semantic side the
reduplicated presents are quite often hardly any different from both the thematic and the athematic

root presents (1% and 2" class in traditional Indian notation).

In recent years, a couple of papers dealing with the reduplicated present stem in Vedic and
Homeric Greek (Magni & Lazzeroni 2019, Lazzeroni & Magni 2020) claimed to have tilted the
balance one way, i.e., to have shown that the range of attested values can receive a common
explanation by relating them to the domain of pluractionality, or verbal plurality (on which, see the
recent summary by Mattiola 2019, with references). Because these languages are known to be quite
ancient and conservative (Fortson 2005[2004] chapt.10, 12), the marking of pluractionality should be

reconstructed for Proto-Indo-European.



The aim of this presentation will be twofold: firstly, the merits of this most recent thesis will
be assessed, by reviewing the Vedic data that the authors brought forth, and the interpretation thereof.
Secondly, after showing that their conclusions are not actually convincing, an alternative explanation
will be advanced, which will consider not only the evidence of reduplicated presents, but also the
Vedic and Proto-Indo-European verbal system as a whole (on which, see LIV? 1-25 as a general
reference, Lundquist & Yates 2017 for a thorough, up-to-date survey); namely, it will be argued that,
even though traces of verbal plurality can indeed be found, the reduplication of the present stem is
better understood as a morphological marker of an originally imperfective/eventive stem, built from
perfective roots — i.e. that formed an athematic root aorist — and developing into a present stem over
time (cf. Clackson 2007 chapt.5 for a concise summary about the restructuring of the PIE verbal
system). Consequently, the attested semantic values will rather be due to a combination of factors,

namely, the semantics of the root, the interactions with its arguments, and pragmatic factors.
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