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The Nostratic languages.
The construction of the graphic model for the Nostratic languages.
 The phylum of Nostratic laguages cinsists of such six anguage families: Altaic, Uralic, Dravidian, Indo-European, Kartvelian and Semitic-Hamitic (Hamito-Semitic, or Afro-Asian) wich seem to have a common ancestral language. The necessary data for the analysis were sourced from a work of the Ukrainian linguist Illich-Switych
. Then the number of common features in language pairs was calculated. The results of the calculation are given in table 1.

Table 1. Quantity of common features between language families.
	Altaic - Uralic 
	167
	Uralic – Kartvelian
	66

	Altaic  –  Indo-European
	153
	Indo-European – Semitic-Hamitic
	147

	Altaic  –  Semitic-Hamitic
	149
	Indo-European – Dravidian
	108

	Altaic  – Dravidian
	109
	Indo-European – Kartvelian
	70

	Altaic  – Kartvelian
	84
	Semitic-Hamitic – Dravidian
	110

	Uralic – Indo-European
	151
	Semitic-Hamitic – Kartvelian
	86

	Uralic – Semitic-Hamitic
	136
	Dravidian – Kartvelian
	54

	Uralic – Dravidian
	134
	
	


The model of the Nostratic language relationship has been built on these data and has the final appearance presented on the figure 3.
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Fig 3. The model of relationship of Nostratic languages.
The next step is to find the corresponding region for this model, as the region of the Fertile Crescent and Transcaucasia has central position to the resent-day lands of peoples of the Nostratic phylum, it should be somewhere in this region. Analyzing the map in detail considering the obligatory availability of geographic boundaries there is nothing more suitable than the territory near three lakes Van, Sevan and Urmia (Rezaye) - see map 1. 
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1.Map of the Nostratic habitats
Legend: Drav. -Dravidian, Ind.Evr. - Indo-European, Kartv. - Kartvelian, Semit. - Semitic-Hamitic, Ural. - Uralic.

Looking at the map, we can see that Ararat Mountain lies in the centre of the whole Nostratic territory. The thought of the Flood and biblical legend of Adam and Noah with his three sons comes at once. The topic of Flood is present in mythology of various people, especially in Uralic mythology what is very important. It is told in the legends that Noah and his family were saved themselves on the some island. The name of Ararat Mountain reminds of Turkic word “aral” island and the root art/ear as earth or place is present in many languages. The word adam “man” is present in the Turkic, Iranian, Caucasian languages. It is considered as of the Persian-Arabic origin by majority of scholars. But Chuv. etem and Mari ajdiams can not be loan words from Turkic. There are like word in Gemanic languages: Ger. Eidam, O.Ang. athum, O.Friz. athom “son-in-low”. We can conjecture that adam is old Nostratic word for “man”, though Hebr. adam is usually considered as “red” or “earth”. Such prosaic explanation looks doubtful for the name of man. Even primitive people thought that the man differs from animals by having soul. In view of this, we can compare the word adam with Germ. Atem “breath” and other Germanic words of this phono-semantic set which have the same origin like O.Ind. atma “breath, soul” and Greek  “steam”.  Most likely, Iranian word dam “breath” can be added here too. 

The earliest civilization in Mesopotamia was created by the people known as Sumerians. Sumerian tongue was not included to the phylum of the Nostratic languages but it is logical to suppose that it may belong to them. Sumerian is an agglutinative language like Dravidian, Uralic and Altaic. If we shall attempt to find the Sumerian-Uralic lexical correspondences, one of them will strike our eye. This is a place-name Sumer/Somer dispersed on the territory of Finnic territory. Other Sumerian-Uralic correspondences can be such: 
Sum gu(kiu “gold” – Lap vešš’k “copper”, Est vask “copper”, Fin vaski “iron”, Mord us’ke “iron”;  Sum udu “sheep” – Est  utt “sheep”;XE “Мова:шумерська” Sum uga folk, Fin väki “folk”; XE “Мова:шумерська” SumXE “Мова:шумерська” ama “cow” - Fin ammu “cow”; SumXE “Мова:шумерська” gir “stove” - Khant kör, Komi gor, Est keris “stove”; SumXE “Мова:шумерська” kа( “urine” – common F-U *kusi “urine” (Fin, Est kusi, VepsXE “Мова:вепська” kuzi, UdmXE “Мова:удмуртська” kyz’); SumXE “Мова:шумерська” kur “mountain” – Lap kurro, Mar XE “Мова:марійська”kuryk “mountain”; SumXE “Мова:шумерська” můd “blood” – FinXE “Мова:фінська” mäta, EstXE “Мова:естонська” mаda “pus, matter”; SumXE “Мова:шумерська” sub “to suck” - Hung szopik, Udm XE “Мова:удмуртська” s’ups’kany, Mar XE “Мова:марійська”(upala( “to suck” etc. One can add to these correspondences also parallels in religious realm.
Thus, we have a reason to suppose that Altaic languages were arisen not on Altai, and Uralic ones did not on the Urals. Therefore we will deal further at first only with Turkic and Finno-Ugric languages. Some other facts evidence that the speakers of Indo-European, Finno-Ugric and Turkic having abided in Transcaucasia during 7-6 mill. BC and perhaps earlier, migrated to the new places probably at the beginning of the 5th mill BC.
  As it can be conjectured, the ancient Indo-European, Finno-Ugric, and Turkic tribes or clans came through Derbent pass to Northern Caucasus. Now we’ll attempt to find new areas of their settlements analyzing the relationships of the Indo-European, Finno-Ugric and Turkic languages.
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