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

 is the adverbial accusative of measure of extent of time from the feminine plural noun HĒMERA plus the cardinal adjective TESSERAKONTA, which means “for forty days.”  Then we have the nominative masculine singular present passive participle of the verb PEIRAZW, which means “to be tempted/tested.”


The present tense is a descriptive present, describing what was occurring during that time.


The passive voice indicates that Jesus received the action of being tempted.


The participle is circumstantial.

This is followed by the preposition HUPO plus the ablative of agency from the masculine singular article and adjective DIABOLOS, meaning “by the devil; literally by the slanderer.”

“for forty days, being tempted by the devil.”
 is the adversative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And yet” plus the negative adverb OUK, meaning “not” plus the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb ESTHIW, which means “to eat.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular cardinal adjective OUDEIS, meaning “nothing,” but following a previous negative it means “anything” to prevent a double negative in English grammar.  This is followed by the preposition EN plus the locative of time from the feminine plural article and noun HĒMERA with the demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS, meaning “during those days.”
“And yet He did not eat anything during those days.”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by a genitive absolute construction, which includes the genitive feminine plural aorist passive participle of the verb SUNTELEW, which means “to come to an end; to be over.”


The aorist tense is a culminative aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a fact with emphasis on its past completion.  This can be translated by use of the English auxiliary verb “had”


The passive voice indicates that the forty days received the action.


The participle is a temporal participle that precedes the action of the main verb and can be translated “after being over” or “after they had come to an end.”

With the genitive participle we have the genitive third person feminine plural from the intensive pronoun AUTOS, used as a personal pronoun and ‘subject’ of the genitive participle.  It is translated “they,” referring to the forty days.  Finally, we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb PEINAW, which means “to be hungry.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

“And after they had come to an end, He was hungry.”
Lk 4:2 corrected translation
“for forty days, being tempted by the devil.  And yet He did not eat anything during those days.  And after they had come to an end, He was hungry.”
Mt 4:2, “And after He had fasted forty days and forty nights, afterward He was hungry.”

Explanation:
1.  “for forty days, being tempted by the devil.”

a.  This verse is the continuation of the sentence begun in the previous verse.  The entire sentence now reads: “Now Jesus, full of the Holy Spirit, returned from the Jordan and was led by the Spirit in the wilderness for forty days, being tempted by the devil.  And yet He did not eat anything during those days.  And after they had come to an end, He was hungry.”

b.  As we can easily see, the phrase “for forty days” should have been included in the previous verse, since this prepositional phrase modifies the verb “was led.”  Jesus was led by the Spirit for forty days in the wilderness.  Moses was also led in the wilderness for forty days, Ex 34:28; Dt 9:9, 18, while the Lord was giving him the Law.


c.  The descriptive/durative present tense of the verb ‘being tempted/tested’ indicates that there was testing or tempting of Jesus by the devil throughout this forty-day period.  Some commentators argue that the temptations didn’t begin until after the forty days were completed.  Mt 4:1 uses the aorist infinitive, indicating the purpose for Jesus being led into the wilderness and gives us no indication of time.  Mk 1:13 also uses a present participle, indicating continuous action.  Therefore, there is no exegetical basis for stating that Satan didn’t begin his temptations of Jesus until after the forty days were completed.  Every day of Jesus’ life was a battle with the devil.  Do you really believe that the devil is going to give Jesus a forty-day ‘grace period’ before attacking Him?  The three hardest tests or temptations came at the end of this forty-day period, which is why they are emphasized by all three evangelists (Matthew, Mark and Luke).


d.  Many commentators compare this forty-day testing period to the forty years of testing of Israel in the desert.  The purpose of the two periods are totally different.  The forty years of wanderings in the desert were for the purpose of killing off the Exodus generation who were afraid to go into the Land, because they didn’t believe that God would protect them in battle.  Those forty years were forty years of divine discipline, not testing.  Jesus’ forty days in the wilderness had nothing to do with divine discipline.  Therefore, the two periods are not the same in length or in purpose. 


e.  Notice that the devil is presented as a real person with free will (anyone who attempts to put God to the test or tempt Him certainly is exercising a free will).  The evangelists do not attempt to ‘prove’ the existence of the devil.  They all accept the reality of his existence as a given fact.


f.  There is also inane and frivolous discussions among commentators as to whether or not the devil appeared to the humanity of Jesus in physical form or if Jesus only heard his voice but never saw him.  For the purposes of the important meaning of the story these kinds of speculations are useless and unfruitful.  They add nothing to our understanding of God, Jesus, or the devil.


g.  The most important thing to learn from this statement is that Jesus was sinless and the devil was trying to do everything he could to get the Last Adam to do what the first Adam had done—disobey the will of God, whether knowingly or unknowingly.  Satan just needed something to use against Jesus to say that He was disqualified from going to the Cross.  Satan knew from the beginning that Jesus’ purpose on earth was to be the Lamb of God who takes away the sin of the world (as John the Baptist publicly announced this).  Therefore, from the beginning Satan was doing everything possible to get Jesus to sin.  And he didn’t wait for forty days to pass by to take his first shot at Jesus.

2.  “And yet He did not eat anything during those days.”

a.  Luke continues to set the scene by describing what Jesus did not do during those forty days—He didn’t eat anything.  Certainly He drank water, since He would have died without doing so.  But no food entered His body.  This was done to set up the conditions for the first of the three great temptations.


b.  This situation parallels the situation of the Exodus generation in the desert when they had no food and complained to the Lord about having no food, so that He sent them manna.


c.  Was it the will of the Father that Jesus not eat or did Jesus do this on His own?  It was the will of the Father as stated by Jesus at His birth, “I come to do Your will, O God,” Heb 10:7.  Did the Holy Spirit communicate the will of the Father to Jesus?  Probably, since Jesus was being led by the Spirit.  He was led not only physically but also spiritually, which includes being mentally led.


d.  The point of this statement is to give the justification for the next statement—He was hungry.

3.  “And after they had come to an end, He was hungry.”

a.  The subject ‘they’ refers to the forty days.  After the forty days were completely finished Jesus was hungry.  This doesn’t say that He first became hungry after the forty days.  He was mildly hungry after the first day and grew increasingly hungry each day thereafter, just like any other normal person.  Some commentators insist that Matthew is saying that Jesus didn’t become hungry until after the forty days were completely.  However, that is not how the human body works and Jesus had a normal human body.


b.  The statement “He was hungry” is simply stating the matter of fact for the purpose of setting the scene for the temptation that follows.  Jesus was more and more hungry each day as the forty days progressed, and on day forty-one He was hungry to the point of the limits of the human body to go without food.


c.  The implied suggestion here is that at this point a person would do almost anything for something to eat, especially something to is easy to do and reasonable.  The devil is going to suggest something easy for Jesus to do and something reasonable and innocuous (innocent, safe, or harmless).

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “It makes no difference whether the temptations come at the end of the 40 days and nights (Mt 4:2 f) or whether they take place during this period (Mk 1:13 and obviously also Lk 4:2).  Their essence remains the same, namely, that Jesus should be unfaithful to His Messianic task.”


b.  “The devil challenged the Son of man though also the Son of God.  It was a contest between Jesus, full of the Holy Spirit, and the slanderer of men.  The devil had won with Adam and Eve.  He has hopes of triumph over Jesus.  The story of this conflict is given only in Mt 4:1–11 and Lk 4:1–13.  There is a mere mention of it in Mark 1:12-13.  The narrative could come ultimately only from Christ himself.  There was probably nothing at hand to eat.  The weakness from the absence of food gave the devil his special opportunity to tempt Jesus which he promptly seized.  According to Luke the hunger came at the close of the forty days as in Mt 4:2.”
  I disagree.  The hunger began as it would in any person and continued to grow each day.  The aorist tense need not be an ingressive aorist, suggesting that the hunger didn’t begin until the end of the forty days.  The aorist tense can just as easily be regarded as a constative/historical aorist, indicating the fact of the situation without relation to its beginning, end or duration.


c.  “Luke notes that the duration of wilderness testing took forty days, but does the forty days go with being led or with tempting?  Was Jesus led for forty days in the wilderness or was he tempted for forty days.  Plummer notes correctly that, since peirazomenos, being tested, is a present participle, the idea is that tempting occurred over forty days, regardless of where the phrase is placed in the sentence.  This indicates that the tempting is contemporaneous with the leading.  Jesus was tempted over a forty-day period.  The three tests recounted here may be but the concluding act of the drama, since Luke says that these three tests came at a point of hunger after forty days of fasting, which is in agreement with Mt 4:2.  The reference to forty days is interesting, given the uses of the number forty in the OT.  Forty years was the period of Israel’s wilderness wanderings (Num 14:33; 32:13; Dt 8:2).  Forty days was the duration of the flood (Gen 7:4, 12).  Ezekiel had to bear the iniquity of Judah for forty days (Ezek 4:6).  Most importantly, forty days was the length of the fasts of Moses (Ex 34:28; Dt 9:9) and Elijah (1 Kg 19:8) at key points in Israel’s history.  In fact, Moses spent forty days on the mountain to receive the covenant (Ex 24:18; 34:28).  The parallels of Moses and the nation (Dt 8:2) are significant, since Jesus’ reply to the temptations will come from Deuteronomy. None of these OT passages attribute the periods directly to God’s or the devil’s testing, which means a purely symbolic parallel is unlikely.  A note of design is present in the event; it is a time of significant action.  One commentator (Luce 1933) would like to make the temptation a strictly internal psychological experience for Jesus, arguing that Jesus reflected in private on his baptismal call.  However, it is clear that Scripture portrays this event as a battle between real beings.  In the NT, the devil is consistently portrayed as a personal foe: Jn 8:37–44; 2 Cor 11:3; 12:7; Rev 12:3–9; 20:1–4.  The encounter is much more serious than a mere issue of internal, psychological reflection.  Whatever form the confrontation took, it was clear that two personalities were in the ring of battle.  Jesus’ condition at the time of the final encounter was one of weakness.  He had had nothing significant to eat for forty days.  Luke’s point on the nature of the fasting is not clear. Did Jesus take only drink or did he eat only what the desert supplied, so that nothing substantive was consumed?  Jesus fasted for this period and at the end of it He was hungry.  Jesus’ situation at His test contrasts with Adam’s.  Adam had not fasted at all, while Jesus had suffered lack for forty days.  Adam could eat from any tree in the garden but one, while Jesus was denying Himself food.  Adam was in paradise, while Jesus was in the wilderness.  Certainly if environment was the determining factor in overcoming temptation, Jesus was playing at a disadvantage.  The devil made his move with Jesus in this exposed condition.”


d.  “Jesus’ fasting has resulted in his near starvation, and this foregrounds an immediate need, the provision of food.”


e.  “Note that this narrative must have originated by Jesus Himself relating it to His disciples (unless the Holy Spirit revealed the event directly to the Gospel writers), so there must be significant instruction to be gained from this narrative.  We need to recognize at the outset that this temptation is beyond our full comprehension.  God restricts Satan in his testing of us (1 Cor 10:13), yet Jesus bore the full brunt of Satan’s power, something no other man has ever been called upon to do.  We cannot conceive of the hunger Jesus faced (unless you have fasted forty days!).”


f.  “The wilderness setting was dramatic.  The inhabited part of Judea perched on the backbone of Southern Palestine.  Between this inhabited hill country and the Dead Sea stretched a terrible wilderness called Jeshimon, which means ‘The Devastation’.  Thus the backdrop for the temptation was a desolate, monotonous wasteland—an anti-Eden.  In the foreground sat the weary, forty-days-hungry Christ.  Before Him moved the resplendent figure of Satan, radiating power and promise—elegant evil.  The first Adam fell to the gorgeous serpent in the glories of Eden, and now the second Adam faced Satan’s alluring presence amidst the barren desolation.”


g.  “The three tests recorded here followed this forty days, but other temptations had occurred throughout the period.”
  Nicoll (p. 487) agrees that the temptations were continuous throughout the forty-day period: “going on with increasing intensity all the time.”

h.  “The forty days are to be construed with the main verb, not with the participle.  ‘Being tempted by the devil’, which is expressed by a durative participle that modifies the main verb, mans that the temptation continued during the entire time that Jesus was thus led.  All of this tempting was brought upon Jesus ‘by the devil’, none of it originated or could originate in His own sinless heart.  Jesus gained no breathing spell whatever during these forty days; his mind was kept from even thinking of the wants of His body [that statement might be stretching things too far; any normal person would be thinking about food at some point], so that He ate nothing during these days.  As an invisible spectator the devil beheld what transpired after the baptism at the Jordan.  So this was God’s Messiah who had come to crush and rob Satan, destroy all his works, and erect the kingdom of God among men.  The devil at once resolved to break this divine champion.  He had conquered the first Adam, he would conquer the second, and do that at once.  Before this Jesus ever got under way with his work Satan would lay him low with his old cunning.  God willed that Satan should have his wish.”


i.  “Both Mark and Luke indicate that Jesus was tempted throughout the forty-day period; but the three recorded temptations come only at the end of the period.  The forty days were for Jesus an intended period of communion with God accompanied by fasting; it was this communion which the devil sough to destroy.  It is stretching the point to suggest that Jesus was miraculously free from the pangs of hunger during the forty days; the point is rather that when hunger was its height there came the temptation from the devil.”
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