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Ramstedt 1952 , 2007
Benzing 1956

Ramstedt 1952 biti, miti
bida

t- d-
muse si

sue  
 

In inclusiver Bedeutung, d.h. ‘ich und du’, ‘ich und ihr’, gibt es sowohl im Mongolischen 
als im Tungusischen besondere Bildungen: mo. bida, tung, biti, miti, wo man in-d-, 
-t- das Pronomen der zweiten Person findet; ma. muse ‘ich und du’, ‘ich und 
ihr’, wo -se an si ‘du’ od. sue ‘ihr’ erinnert.  

Ramstedt 1952: 71
Ramstedt 1952

Ikegami [2001c (1974): 395] I

Ek , E , S , N II

U , Oc III Nn , Ol , Ut

IV M  
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2007
*m/b- *t/s-

muse
miti minti bida Yugur

budas 1 *m/b- 2 *t/s-

2007: 155
 

Benzing 1956

1 Benzing 1956: 108  

1SG *bi 1PL *büä (EXC) ~ *mün.ti (INCL) 

2SG *si 2PL *süä 

3SG *ni 3PL *ti 

*mün.ti
*mün *-ti

 
Die 1. Ps. pl. zeigt (au er im Go. Ol .) zwei Formen, eine exclusive (‘wir ohne
euch’) und eine inclusive (‘wir mit euch’). Als Grundform der inklusiven Form kann 
*mün.ti angesetzt werden, jedenfalls lassen sich die vorkommenden Formen von ihr 
aus am einfachsten erklären. 

Benzing 1956: 108
 

Hierher (zu dem Kollektivsuffix -ti ) dürfte auch das Pronomen *mün.ti ‘wir 
(ich mit euch; inklusiv)’ gehören[ ]. Die Formen sind: ma. muse, udh. minti, ew. 
mit (dial. bit, mut), lam. mut. 

ibid. 72

Kotwicz 2004 1953 : 155 mit, miti, mut, bit, biti, bitta, butta
-t, -ti, -ta
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2

2  

2001b 1971: 432 , Bulatova 1987 5  

I II IV 

Ek E          N S U Oc M 

1PL.INCL mit~mut mut bit(te)~butte6 miti minti biti muse 

 

2
m-, b-

bi bu min- mun-

m-, b-

  
3.  2001b 1971 : 424-425  

I II III IV

b b b b *b 

m m m  m *m 

 

-t

1
4

III

2002 (1989) 1079 1

Bulatova 1987
e [ ] e  
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t- s- 5

4 2001b 1971 : 431-432  

1SG 2SG 1PL.EXC 2PL 

*bii *sii *buu *suu 

-s
muse

2 -t(i) 

*s > t

 
 

5. , 2001b (1971): 425

 

I II III IV

t t t ~ [i] t ~ [i] *t 

x~s~š s~h s s *s 

 

Benzing 1955 *mün.ti

2

3.1.
 

*-ti
4 5

7  
 

*-ti
-se 5

*t IV t~ [i] *t
s -t(i)

*-ti
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3
, , 

6

6  

2001b 1971 : 431-432 , Bulatova 1987  

I II III IV 

Ek E N S U Oc Nn Ol Ut M 

1SG bi bi bi bi bi b m bi bii bi *bii 

2SG si xi s  ši si s s si sii si *sii 

1PL.EXC. bu bu bu b bu b
bue

b

bue
buu 

be *buu 

1PL.INCL mit~mut mut bit(te)~butte miti minti biti muse ? 

2PL su xu s  s su s sue
s

sue
suu suwe *suu 

 

2003b: 288 : -i : -u
-i -u

 

7. 2001b (1971): 424  

I II IV 

Ek E S N U Oc M 

u u u u u u u *  

u U u o u U u *U 

i i i i i i u *u 

i I i I i i i *I 

i i i i i i i *i 

 
2.1. m-, b-
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               1PL.INCL        1SG.NOM     1PL.EXC.NOM     1SG.OBQ 
 bit(te)~butte          bi             bu 
 biti                 b

minti                                            min    
         

5.1.

-t(i)

 

8.  

Nedjalkov 1997 , 2010a 2010b , 2002a

 1SG 2SG 1PL.EXC 1PL.INCL 2PL 

I.  Ek 

 

NOM bi si bu mit su 

ACC min-e-we sin-e-we mun-e-we mit-we / mit-pe sun-e-we 

DAT min-du sin-du mun-du mit-tu sun-du 

II.  U

NOM bi si bu minti su 

ACC min-e-we sin-e-we mun-e-we minti-we sun-e-we 

DAT min-du sin-du mun-du minti-du sun-du 

 

III. Ol

 

NOM bi si b     s  

ACC mim-be sim-be mum-be    sum-be 

DAT min-du sin-du mun-du    sun-du 

 

IV. M  

 

NOM bi si be muse suwe 

ACC mim-be sim-be mem-be muse-be suwem-be

DAT min-de sin-de men-de muse-de suwen-de 

8
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8 2001a
1993 : 123

 
 

9 10 9

 
 

I

II-III
 

 
9. I

 
I

-t(i) -t(i)
-tin -p -tti

Ikegami 2001b 1992
*-n I *-n

Ikegami 2001b
1992 : 390 *-pti10

9 10 Ikegami 2001a 1984 ,
2001 1992 , 2002b 1989 , 2003 1988  , 2003a

Ramstedt 1952: 71 -p
*biti

-t
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Ek, E, N:*-npti > *-pti > *-pi 
> -p S:*-npti > *-pti > -tti I

-t(i)  
 

II I
12

Malchukov 2000
 

 
10. II

 II 

U Oc 

PERS POSS PTCP FINIT PERS POSS PTCP 

1SG bi -i~-mi~-bi -i~-mi -i~-m(i) b  -ji/-wi~-mi~-bi -wi~-j~-m(i) 

2SG si -(h)i -hi -hi s  -si -si 

3SG -ni -ni -ni -n(i) 

1.PL.EXC xbu -u~-mu -u~-mu -u b  -mu/-wu~-bu -mu 

1.PL.INCL minti -fi -fi -ti~-f(i) biti -pi -pi 

2.PL su -(h)u -(h)u -hu s  -su -su 

3.PL -ti -ti -ti -ti 

 
II

II -fi~-pi -ti~-fi
Ikegami 2001b 1992
*-n *-npti > *-pti > -pi (> -fi) or -ti

I -ti II
-ti -ti

-ti
II -ti

IV
II

13 

110



, , 

-t(i)
-t(i)

-ti

-ti -t(i)

-se

Ramstedt 1952: 56 -tAn14 -tA
-tAn

 
 

Das Tungusische hat für den Plural ein Affix -tan ~ -ten, Genetiv -teni ~ -tni: nu ar-
tan ‘jene, sie’ < ihre Personen, akn l-ten, akn l-tni ‘ihre älteren Brüder’. Es wird 
gewöhnlich an die als Indikativ verwendeten Partizipialformen angefügt, um die 
dritte Person des Plurals zu verdeutlichen: ga atin ‘sie nahmen’, ga anatin ‘sie 
werden nehmen’. [ ] Dieselbe Endung wird im Ma. als das Plural suffix -ta ~ -te 
wiedergefunden, wobei -te < *-ten die ältere Variante zu sein scheint. 

Ramstedt 1952: 56  
 
Baskakov (1981: 61) -tan, -tin, -ti(- i)

-tan~-ten
 

 

-fi -ti  
A
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Ramstedt 1952 , Baskakov (1981) -tAn
11

-tan, - e -tin
 

 
11  2001b 1971: 432  

 
I II III IV

EK     E N S U Oc Nn Ol Ut M

3SG nu an no an 
no an 

nugan 
 nua nU a i oani n n( ) nooni i

3PL nu ar-tin no ar-tan 
no atil 

no al-tin
 nuati nU an-ti oan- i n -t( ) noo- i e

-tin -n
*-ti

 
I

Stem-tin  <  *Stem-ti-n 
                               3PL           PL-3SG 

II
Stem-ti   <  *Stem-ti-n

                               3PL           PL-3SG 
 

 Benzing 1956: 72 1.2.1. -ti
? 

 

-se -sA16

E:-a<*-i, M:-e<*-i

-sA 7
-t(i)

tA -t(i)
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amban        amba-sa          gucu        gucu-se 
monggo monggo-so        jui ju-se 

2002a: 72
 

-t(i),  -se  
 

*-ti

1

 
1. Tsumagari 1997  

 

Kilen Nan. beti 2006

mit

mut

bit(te)~butte 

miti beti

minti 

biti 

mit~mut

muse
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12

 
12. Janhunen 2003  

 1SG 2SG 3SG 1PL.EXC 1PL.INCL 2PL 3PL 

proto-mongolic *bi *ci *i/*ene,*tere *ba *bi-da *ta *a/*ede, *tede

Khamnigan bi ci ene/tere bi-de ta e-de/te-de 

Buryat bi shi ene/tere bi-de ta e-de/te-de 

Dagur bii shii ing/en,ter baa bie-d taa aang/ed,ted 

Khalkha bi ci ene/ter bi-d ta e-d/te-d 

Ordos bi ci ene/tere bi-da ta e-de/te-de 

Oirat bii cii en/ter maanr bi-d taa e-d/te-d 

Kalmuck bi ci en/ter   madn         bidn  ta(dn) e-dn/te-dn 

Shira Yughur bi~bu ci ene/tere buda bu-da-s ta ene-s/tere-s 

Mongghul bu~ndaa qi ne/te ndaa(sge)~buda(sge) ta ne-sge/te-sge 

Bonan be ce ine~ne/tere~te man'ge bede ta ine-la/tere-la 

Santa bi chi tere~hhe matang bidien ta(n) tere-la~hhe-la

 
Ramstedt 1952 , Janhunen 2003

 

The new pronoun was of a compound origin, consisting of sg. 1p. *bi and pl. 2p. 
*ta, i.e. *bi+ta I and you > *bida (also>*bide).  

Janhunen 2003: 19  
 

Domii 2006 bida -da -dan

bidan bida
bidan bidan-u, bidan-dur, bidan-i, bidan-iyar

Domii 2006 Nevskaya 2010
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bidan, beden, budan
-dan/-den *e-/*te- eden/teden

Domii 2006

 
 

Poppe 1965: 192

-lAr

The opposition of incl. versus excl. is found only in few Turkic languages, e.g., in the 
Khiva dialect of Uzbek: bizlär “we” (incl.) and biz “we” (excl.) 

Poppe 1965: 192  
 
Ubrjatova 1991 biz-ler

Isxakov 1956

Nevskaya 2005

 
 

5

 
 

Isxakov 1956 , Ubrjatova 1991 Nevskaya 2005
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Kotwicz 2004
1953 , Benzing 1956

 
 

1, 2, 3: 1st person 2nd person, 3rd person 
ACC: accusative 
DAT: dative 
EXC: exclusive  
FINIT: finite  
INCL: inclusive  
NOM: nominative  

OBQ: oblique  
PERS: personal pronoun  
PL: plural  
POSS: possessive 
PTCP: participle  
SG: single 

 

 

 
2001a : 121-130. 

1993 25
: 363-371  

2001b : 397-445. 
1971  

2002 2
1058-1083 1989  

2003a ELPR publication series: A2-030, 
23  

2003b 3

31 249-340  
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2010a 6 47

2010b 5 49

2001 :19-21, 
3  1 1992  

2002a 20
2002b :522-523, 2

 1989  
2003 :884-886, :882-884, :834-

836, :1115-1116
1  1988  

 
2007  

 
2006
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Morphological Analysis of Inclusive Forms in Tungusic
 

Sangyub BAEK  
Graduate School of Letters, Hokkaido University 

 
Most of the Tungusic languages have two forms (inclusive/exclusive) in the first 

plural pronoun, depending on whether it includes the addressee or not. It is possible to 
divide the previous works on the morphological analysis of Tungusic inclusive forms into 
the following two ways: 1) Tungusic inclusive consists of the first and second person 
pronoun, 2) it is composed of the first person pronoun with plural suffix in it. 
Reexamining these two studies above, this paper aims to clarify the morphological 
structure of inclusive in Tungusic by focusing on inclusive forms in the personal pronoun, 
declension and personal suffix. In conclusion, it is presumed to be difficult to determine 
how to reconstruct the base element of Old Tungusic inclusive forms since there is no 
solid phonological correspondence to prove it at the present stage. However, the chance 
that Tungusic inclusive has the plural suffix in it is considered to be high like some 
previous works mentioned. In addition, there have been some previous studies on 
inclusive or inclusive-like function with plural suffix in other Altaic (Mongolic, Turkic). 
Therefore, there may be a possibility in composing inclusive or inclusive-like function of 
using the plural element in the Altaic languages.
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