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JY0 VS. LUDO:
KBM ETUMOJIOT'UATA HA KOPEHA JIV/] -

Cmamusama npedcmass HO8 no2ned KoM emumMONI02UAMA HA CLABAHCKUA KOpeH ay0-. H3-
C1e08AHA € 8b3MONHCHOCIINA NPOU3X00BI MY 0d e C8bP3aH C 1amuHcKus kopet lud-. O6-
Pvlya ce BHUMAHUeE U Ha pakma, ue 3a He2o HAMA RucMeHu ceudemencmea npedu X1V eex,
KOemo nagexcod Ha MUcbimd, ye e no-cKopo 3demKd, OMKOIKOMO USKOHHO CIABSHCKU.
Maxap u pedxu, crassHckume 0epueamu om Jayo- c¢a no-4ecmo 6e3 epvyKu Cbomeen-
CMBUs 8 CPEOHOBEKOBHUME HU NUCMEHU NAMEMHUYlU (m.e. OMKPUBAM Ce 8 MAPSUHATHIL
Oenedxcku), Koemo modxce 0a ce cmemue 3a beiee Ha Moed, ye, om eOHA cmpana, om-
OoenHume um ynompeou Kamo ClassiHCKU CbOMEEMCcmeus Ha epy. Gmovola U Uwpog ca
NO-CKOPO CAYUAUHU U 008bP3AHU ¢ KOHMeEKCma, a om opyaa, ca bunu dcueu 6 esuxa. He
Ha NOCIeOHO MACMO, HATUYUEMO HA MAJKU PA3Iudus 6 ceManmukama 6 omoenHume
CNABAHCKU e3uyu OU MO0 0d 03HAYABA PATUYHU NLIMULA HA 8b3NPUEMAHe. eOUHUAN
om msx e Oun KoM 3aNa0HOCAAGAHCKUME e3Uuyll U CIOBEHCKU, Opye — KbM OAIKAHCKU-
me ClaeAHCKU, a mpemu — KbM USMOUHAma epyna (Hai-6eposmuo UHOUPEKMHO, camo
1O KHUMCOBEH NbI, Mbll KAMo 6 me3u e3uyu 3HAUeHUemo e HAll-MACHO U HAl-MAIKO
C8bP3AHO ¢ 1amuHcKus koper). Kopenvm nyo- cmasa naii-npodykmueen 6 Oankanckume
CNABAHCKU e3Ulll, KbOemo npuoodusa u NoI0XCUMenTHu KOHomayuu.
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JYIO0 VS. LUDO: TOWARDS THE ETYMOLOGY OF THE ROOT JIYJ-

The article proposes a new perspective towards the etymology of the Slavic root lud-. A
possibility is examined that its origin is related to the Latin root lud-. In addition, atten-
tion is drawn to the fact that there is no written evidence for its use before the 14" century
which makes it probable that it is rather a loanword than an originally Slavic one. Even
though rare, Slavic words deriving from lud- are more often without Greek correspond-
ence in the monuments (i.e. found in marginal notes) which may well be considered, on

CrarusiTa € HamucaHa B paMKHTE Ha ChbBMECTEH MPOEKT Ha MHCTUTyTa 3a OankaHMC-
THKa ¢ LeHTHP 1o Tpakosnorus (beiarapcka akagemus Ha HaykuTe) U IHCTUTYTA 3a FOrOU3-
TOYHOEBpoOIeicKH n3ciensanus (PymbHCKa akanemust) — ,,ETHUUECKH M KYATYpHHU B3au-
mooTHOmeHus B FOronsrouna EBporia, 0Tpa3eHu B €3UIUTE U IUTEPATYPUTE OT PErHoHA™.
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the one hand, as a sign that their single use as Slavic correspondences of amovoia and
Hwpog are rather occasional and related to context and, on the other, as a sign that they
were alive in the language. Last but not least, the slight differences in its semantics in the
different groups of Slavic languages could mean different paths of its adoption: one of
them led to the Western Slavic group and Slovenian, another one — to the Balkan Slavic
languages and a third one — to the Eastern group (most probably indirect, only by means
of texts, as its meaning is the narrowest one and the less related to the corresponding
Latin root). The root lud- became most productive in the Balkan Slavonic languages
where it has accumulated also positive connotations.
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