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JOPEBHEMAPUACKUIA TEOHUM *VADAS,
ErO 3TUMOJTIOrMYECKASA U TUNONOrMYECKAA COOTHECEHHOCTb
C TIOPKCKUMW TEOHUMAMM *VUTAS, *BUTYS U NPACITABAHCKUM *UBOG b

THE ETYMOLOGICAL AND TYPOLOGICAL RELATEDNESS OF THE OLD MARI THEONYM *VADAS
WITH THE TURKIC *VUTAS, *BUTYS AND THE COMMON SLAVONIC *UBOG B

B crathe paccMaTpuBaeTCs CIOXHAs JMHAMHYECKAs KapTHHA 3THMOJIOTMYECKO-THIIOJIOINYECKON peBHE-
TIOpKCKOro teonuma *vada$, npesHeGynrapckoro *buty$ m npacnaBsiHckoro *ubogs, 00OCHOBBIBaeTCS HX
reHeTHYecKas CBA3b C MHA0EBPONEHCKUMH KOPHAMU *ud- n *uat-. IIpocnexxuBaloTcs CIOXKHBIE 3THMONOTHYE-
CKME M CEeMaHTHUecKHe IepHreTHH apeBHero *Ub0gs» B coctaBe pycckoil mamoms «Ha Tebe, Gouxe, uTO
MHe(HaM)» He FoxKe.

A complicated dynamic picture of the etymological-typological Old Turkic theonym *vada$, ancient
Bulgar *buty$ and the Common Slavonic *ubogs is considred in the article. Their genetic connection with
the Indo-European *ua- and *uat- radicals is proved and the complicated etymological and semantic peripetiae
of the old *ubogw as a part of the Russian idiom ‘Ha mebe, 60sce, umo mue (nam) ne 2oxce’ are investigated
in the article.

Kniouegvie cnosa. JpeBHUE (DUHHOYIOPCKME TEOHUMBI: MAapUHCKUH 6bl0bldc, YYBALICKUH ymdud,
TIOPKCKHUH ymaw — KaK AOMAIIHHE IeMOHBI, XPAaHUTEIN JOMAIIHEro 04yara; TePMHHBI-TEOHUMBI 602, Heboza U
yboe B cOCTaBe pacCMaTPHBAEMOIl B CTAThe CTAPUHHOI PYCCKOM MOrOBOPKH.

Key words: Old Finno-Ugric theonyms: Mari ssoweioic, Chuvash eymaw, Turkic ymaw as home demons,
home tutelars; terms-theonyms 6oz, ne6oza and y6oe as a part of the Old Russian saying under consideration.



