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Corpus Statistics and Concordance List for Linear Elamite — Supplement to the OCLEI (Online Corpus of Linear Elamite Inscriptions)
Stephan Balmer & Michael Méder, GEAS, Version May 2020

The traditional (additive) corpus
Architectures for modern online script corpora, such as CDLI for cuneiform texts, ET for Etruscan, TIR for Raetic or LexLep for Lepontic, construct, on the first level, alphabetically
ordered sub-groups, and, on the second level, fill up these sub-groups according to the chronology of their archaeological appearance, i.e. "first found — first entered". A two-level
organization of this sort enables the maintenance of logically coherent sub-corpora even if the chronology of the individual entries is subject to the inevitable Fundzufall No such
procedure had been put into place when Walther Hinz (1969) collected the, at the time, fewer than twenty Linear Elamite inscriptions. Instead, Hinz simply labelled them alphabetically
with the letters A to R. Subsequent finds were labelled S, T, etc., continuing with A’, B’ etc., when the range of Latin letters had been exhausted. The most complete additive text list
can be found in Desset (2018: 111).
The multi-level (sub-divided) corpus

In order to avoid the troubles related to additively compiled corpora described above, the authors of OCLEI (followed by Méder et al. 2018: Tab.1) added provenance indicators in front
of the original siglum in order to visualize natural sub-corpora, as well as to facilitate the splitting of the corpus by electronic means. Building on this two-level corpus organization, a
third level can now be introduced, given the greater quantity of texts known today. Based on archaeological context, the Linear Elamite text corpus is divided into three sub-groups
baptized "Western Elamite / Susian / Lowlands", "Central Elamite / Highlands", and "Eastern Elamite / Elamo-Bactrian / Elamo-Jiroftian". The three sub-corpora are highly coherent in
themselves, but differ from each other in terms of the provenance, date, style, material and content of the texts, i.e. repeated sequences (phrases, words). The main features of the three
sub-corpora are listed in Tab. 1:

Western Elamite | Central Elamite (Highlands) Eastern Elamite Overall
(Lowlands) (Bactria / Konar Sandal)
Date 2150 BCE 1950-1900 BCE (?) 2200-1900 BCE 2150-1900 (?) BCE
Provenance sigla Susa (18) Pers (1) Sha / Jir / Gonur (G ’c
(Archaeological reports)
Provenance sigla Mah / Phoe / Scho / Time (94 Liga 7 Chris () 26
(Art collections)
Text and fragment sigla (number) A-N;P;R; T; U Q; W-Z; A"; F'; H-O' S;V; B-E'; G'; P
Number of texts (counting each fragment) | 18 24 8 51
Number of texts (fragments collated) 18 14 8 41
(of which dextroverse texts) 2 (SusaB; Susap) 2 (Maby; MahNI) 3 ("B'r; 'C'r; Chris ) )
Readable signs 553 (32%) 1133 (65.5%) 45 (2.5%) 1731 (100%)
Average text length 31 45 6 28
Longest text (readable signs) Sus'H (66) Mah7z (160) D' (11)
Material Stone / Clay “Gunagi” Silver Vessels Clay / Steatite / Gold
Persons mentioned Puzur-Inshushinak, Ebarat (?), Title of an unnamed high official (?)
Shinpi-Ishhuk Shilhaha (?)
Gods mentioned Inshushinak Napirisha -
Places mentioned Susa --- Shimashki (?)
Purpose Royal Inscriptions Royal Inscriptions Signatures / Labels / Seals

Tab. 1: Statistical properties of the three geographical/chronological sub-corpora
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The multi-level corpus listing every single inscription (albeit with fragments subsumed) was first presented in Méader et al. 2018: 51. It preserves basic corpus information from
traditional additive text lists (Desset 2018: 111), such as "first publication" and "material", but overturns the Fundzufall-based alphabetical order which is maintained only
within the provenance groups ("Herkunft").

Sub-Corpus :—Ierkunf Material Erste Publikation Inschrift Detailed Photographs
. . . A-R Hinz 1969:29-41
Western Elamite (Lowlands) Susa Stein Ausgrabungen in Susa, publ. MDP 6, 10, 14, 26. T_U André/Salvini 1989:PL. IV-V
Pers Silbervase Kunsthandel, publ. Hinz 1969. Q Hinz 1969:20, Taf. 6
Mah Silbervasen Kunsthandel, Mahboubian Gallery, X MCE], Fig. 41-44
publ. Mahboubian 2004. Y MCE], Fig. 1-11
Yb Mahboubian 2004:53
Z MCE], Fig. 12-40
H'a MCE], Fig. 50-51
H'b MCEI, Fig. 49
l'a—c MCE], Fig. 45
Central Elamite (Highlands) J MCE], Fig. 47
K'a—d MCEI, Fig. 48
L'a—d MCEI, Fig. 46
N’ Desset 2018:117, Fig. 12
o Desset 2018:117, Fig. 13
Schg Silbervase Kunsthandel, Schgyen Collection, publ. Vallat 2011. F Vallat 2011:PL. LXXV
Phoe Silberkessel Kunsthandel, Phoenix Ancient Art Collection, w Mider et al. 2018:101, Abb. 8-14
publ. PAA 2007 (""*A") und unpubl. (*"°*W). A’ Maéder et al. 2018:100, Abb. 1-7
Time Silbervase Kunsthandel, Timeline Auctions, publ. Desset 2018. M Desset 2018, 118, Fig. 14
Sha Tonkrug Ausgrabungen in Shahdad, publ. Hinz 1971. S Hakemi 1997:67, Fig. 45
Liga Speckstein Kunsthandel, Ligabue Coll., publ. Winkelmann 1999. \Y Winkelmann 1999:24 Fig. 1
Jir Tontafeln Unklare Umsténde, BT Madjidzadeh 2011:225 Fig. 4b
Eastern Elamite (Bactria and Konar Sandal) publ. Lawler 2007 und Madjidzadeh 2011. g,r ﬁ;ﬁﬁgigggﬁ 383;;; Eig gta)
E' Madjidzadeh 2011:229 Fig. 8a
Chris Goldsiegel Kunsthandel, Christie’s Auctions, publ. Méader 2020 G' Mider 2020:Abb. 1
Gonur Tonscherbe Oberfldchenfund, Gonur Nord, publ. Klockov 1995 P’ Klockov 1995:55, puc. 1

Tab. 2: Archaeological properties of the eleven current provenance groups

Concordance List: OCLEI — Maider et al. 2018 — Desset 2018
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In 2018, two articles appeared, each publishing a number of new Linear Elamite inscriptions presented mainly by the Mahboubian Collection. Both Desset (2018) and Méder
et al. (2018) had access to only a portion of the newly found artefacts, and their choices happened to overlap in some instances. Unfortunately, no mutual agreement was reached
between the authors. (Méder et al., for their part, were in constant communication with the compilers of the OCLEI — Online Corpus of Linear Elamite Inscriptions, which will
naturally be the standard reference in the future.) Not surprisingly, this resulted in partial overlap among the sigla chosen. The present concordance list will help to remedy this
deplorable lack of communication.

Countinel. |~ Countexcl. | QCLEL Mider et al. 2018 Desset 2018 Number of
fragments fragments readable signs
1 1 Susa A Susa A A 50
2 2 SusaB SusaB B 35
3 3 Susac Susac C 37
4 4 SusaD SusaD D 56
5 5 SusaE SusaE E 29
6 6 SusaF SusaF F 48
7 7 SusaG SusaG G 44
8 8 SusaH SusaH H 66
9 9 SusaI SusaI I 37
10 10 SusaJ SusaJ J 18
11 11 SusaK SusaK K 39
12 12 SusaL SusaL L 11
13 13 SusaM SusaM M 20
14 14 SusaN SusaN N 22

15 15 Susap % SusaP P 7
16 16 SusaQ SusaQ Q 48
17 17 SusaR SusaR R 11
18 18 Shahs Shahs S 6
19 19 SusaT SusaT T 3
20 20 SusaU SusaU U 20
21 21 Li gay/ Ligav AV 3
22 22 Susaw Susaw W 126
23 23 MahX MahX X 56
2 24 Mahy Malry Y 126
25 fragment Mahyh % Mahyh Y 8
26 25 Pher Phoez 7 160
27 26 Phoe p 1 Phoep ! A 135
28 27 JirB'r seoksk JirBr B’ 6
29 28 Jircvr keskk Jircr C’ 8
30 29 JirDv JirDr D’ 11
31 30 JIrg’ Jirgy E' 5
32 31 SChEF' Scth' F 65
33 32 Christ ChrisGr G’ 4
34 33 Mahy'a MahH'a H 48
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35 fragment Mahpy'h Mahpyrh H’' 6
36 34 Matha MahIra o 4
37 fragment Mahy' Mah'py I' 26
38 fragment Mahr Mahpre I 27
39 35 Math MahJ' e 16
40 36 MahK'a MahKva I 5
41 fragment Mahi ' Mahg ' - 18
42 fragment Mahi e Mahyr — 9
43 fragment Mahi'q Mahg'q -—- 5
44 37 MahL'a MahLva — 4
45 fragment Mahy 'h Mahy ' -—- 2
46 fragment | Mah[ ' stk Mah[ "¢ part of I' 6
47 fragment Maht 'q Mahy rq — 7
48 38 TimeM' _— L’ 27
49 39 MahN' _— J' 70
50 40 Mah(y - K’ 129
51 41 Gonurpv . o 2
1731

* For the omission of inscription O (Hinz 1969: Taf. 16), see Desset 2012: 93, Fn. 2. Together with a non-numeral tablet dating to the Old Elamite period (Amiet 1986:260.
Fig. 48), this inscription seems to represent some sort of intermediate stage between Proto-Elamite and Linear Elamite. Another option, given the fact that each of the 8 lines
displays 6 signs (Dahl 2009:29), is to consider it as a school text for an unnamed learner of Proto-Elamite — or, as Dahl (ibid.) suggests, a dream-text born of fantasy.

** Mahy jg separated from the main text MY and, unlike the latter, written in dextroverse.

*** Two of the Jiroft Tablets, B’ and C’, have "geometric writing" (Desset 2014) on the obverse and a Linear Elamite phrase or signature on the reverse (r).

**4* Degset (2018:117, Fig. 11.2) has demonstrated that OCLEI's fragment M*"L'c is, in fact, the leftward joint of his I'1 (left) = OCLEI's M®'c.
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