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NOUN FAMILY OF WORDS AND SPECIFICITY
OF ITS MORPHONOLOGICAL ANALYSIS

Fedurko M. Yu., Kushlyk O. P.

INTRODUCTION

The changes in the socio-political and economic life of modern
Ukraine led to an active reorganization of the vocabulary system of the
Ukrainian language. There appeared and continue appearing a lot of new
words — not only borrowed ones, but also specifically Ukrainian,
implementing the potency, the rules and the regularities of its own word-
formation system. For their adequate comprehension the plan of the
content of this system as well as the plan of expression are equally
Important, since every abstract essence seeks to be materialized, just as
any form is supposed to have the corresponding content.

The phenomena and the regularities that arrange the plan of
expression of the word-formation means of the Ukrainian (and any
other) language belong to its morphonological level and are the object of
morphonology as a part of linguistics. They correct not only the rules of
an external expression of the root and affixal morphemes, but also the
formal modification of their qualitative or quantitative nature in the
processes of word-formation (for paradigmatic morphonology — word-
changing) interaction, causing the appearance of alomorphs of one
morpheme. Under the qualitative changes, we understand the
transformations achieved by alternating vowels and consonant
phonemes, a word-stress also; under the quantitative changes — clipping
and building up of morphemes. The rules of their usage come into force
after the selection of the word-formation morphemes with the support on
their content characteristics in accordance with the needs of a specific
nominative act.

Modern numerous studies have confirmed that the most complete
understanding of the potency of the word-formation nomination in the
languages, the Ukrainian language for instance, helps to formulate the
analysis of such an integrated unit of classification and description of the
derivation system as a word-formation “nest” (family of words). Being
the system of the derivational relations of the derivatives set with a
common root, it makes it possible to identify not only the whole set of
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affixes that can interact with a certain root, and the whole set of the
word-formation meanings, implemented with their help, but it is also
possible to identify the patterns of a formal adaptation of derivative
morphemes, both linear and paradigmatic deployment.

Including into the derivation process of these or other mechanisms
of modification of the external structure of a morpheme is not an
involuntary process: it is always the result of certain factors.
Accordingly, a particular attention is paid to their nature, the possibility
of an interaction and role. The study of the morphonological structure of
the Noun derivatives gives grounds for the conclusion that the dominant
role of the phonetic (phonological) and morphological factors, which in
the interaction form the morphonological position: before the morphemes
with a certain phonemic composition and grammatical function of the
morphemes of the corresponding phonemic structure undergo / do not
undergo the transformation. Other factors (etymological, lexical, word-
formation, euphonic) perform the accompanying function.

The mechanisms and methods of influencing the appearance of
word-formation morphemes make it possible to distinguish among the
positions of palatalization (non-transitional and transitional),
depalatalization, vocalisation, devocalisation, clipping, and building up.
Each morphonological transformation in the structure of the derivative is
a peculiar response to a morpheme / morphemes on the demand of a
morphonological position, which allows the gluing of some phono-
grammatical elements and excludes the possibility of interaction of the
others. The morphonological position is related not to a specific unit, but
to the classes of units, motivated by their specific features, and the effect
of its mechanisms is expected in the production of new vocabulary units
that are demanded by the individual (individual-author) and public
speech practice.

1. Morphonological Model and its Derivational Significance

Numerous noun derivatives indicate that their generation was
accompanied by two or more morphonological transformations
(alternating consonant phonemes and accent, alternating vowels and
consonants, etc.). Therefore, to predict the morphonological structure of
a new derivative word, the emphasis is on the concept that adequately
reflects the dynamic nature of the word-formation act and, in many
cases, the emphasis is on the obligatory component — the
morphonological transformation (transformation, operations).
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In our opinion, this requirement corresponds to the concept of the
morphonological model in the following definition: “The morpho-
nological model is not only a static unit of description, which reflects the
Immediate reality of the language, it is also an analogue of the rules of
transformation inherent in the morphs of one morpheme in the
corresponding paradigm [word-building also, the author’s addition —
M. F.], and therefore such model can be considered as a model for the
synthesis of forms in a single paradigm”. Its content is the rule (the
system of rules) of the formal transformation of the root (the stem) of the
constructive word and / or word-formation affixes during their
derivational interaction, since the structure of not-markers signs — is
morphonemes (in another outline — alternative rows) and submorphemes
(formally identical to affixal morphemes, but asemantic segments,
capable of being modified according to the same rules and influencing
the way of forming of the word-building and morphonological structure
of words) — they characterize certain regularities and a strict correlation
of all elements. The morphoneme and submorpheme, in our
understanding, are generalized, abstract entities, constituents of
morphemes, which, on the plane of concrete words, represent morphons
and submorphs.

The Noun word-formation “nests” (the Noun family of words)
differ in their number and quality of morphonological models, their
configuration at certain stages of the word-formation, because the nouns
that serve their vertices are heterogeneous in terms of the
morphonological structure.

Depending on the nature of the rules one should distinguish the
following: the models of palatalization (C//C") and depalatalization
(C’//C) — for the system of consonants, vocal (V//V, V//@, @ //V, in
which @ is a phonemic zero) for the vocal system; the models of buiding
up of the suffix (Hc) or the word-building stem (Ho) and the clipping
(Yo) — for the quantitative transformations in the structure of
morphemes, the accentological models( Ac, Ao) adjust the character of
the accentuation. In our study, the concept of a morphonological model
becomes particularly important because the derivative word (and the
development regularities of primarily its morphological structure are
investigated) is often the arena of the application of several
morphological rules. Although we are aware that the application of a

lKy6p;n<013a E. C., ITankpan 0. I'. Mopdonosorus B onucannu s3sikoB. M. : Hayka, 1980. C. 103.
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particular model depends on the morphonological characteristics of the
root (the stem, its ability/inability to the application of -certain
morphonological procedures).

The above mentioned facts give the grounds to differentiate
elementary and non-elementary morphonological models (further: MM).
The elementary model — if the morphonological structure of a derivative
word is marked with one morphonological transformation of a
qualitative or quantitative character. For instance, the derivatives 0y6ox,
2atioK, CUHOK, cmasok, yooimok (Bix 0yo, eail, cun, cmas) are formed by
means of an elementary MM “Ac”, the basis of which is the shift of
stress, regulated by the following rule: in the derivative words with the
modification word-formation meaning the suffix -ox is always stressed,
if the word-formation nouns belong to any word-stress paradigm
(further — w-s.p.), the exception is word-stress paradigm a. The latter
conform to the other rule, which adds to the word stress a constant
characteristics, for instance: yesx — yesiuox. Their structure is affected
by the other morphonological rule: before the suffixes with an initial
zero morphonome /2/, /x/, /x | must be alternated with /ac/, /u/, /ui/ —
the model “C//C"”, an elementary one. The model “C//C"” represents the
highest degree of of alternation generalization, because it includes all
varieties of the alternations with palatalization, in particular: T//T'
(intransitive palatalization of pair of non-palatalized/ palatalized
phonemes, T//C ta T//C (a transitive palatalization of of these
phonemes), K//C (a transitive palatalization of backlingual phonemes
and /2/), R//IR" (an intransitive palatalization of sonorants), P//PIl, P//PI'
(a transitive palatalization of labial phonemes). In the sentences, written
below, we use the most general symbol, giving additional information if
necessary.

Functioning of the model “C//C" is observed in the word-formation
FOWS cHie — CHIJICHUU, 2pIX — epiuHUll, MICAYb — MICAYHUU, KUPDUIUYS —
KUPUTAUYHUL, NUUEHUYS — NUEHUYHUU, CMOAUYS — CIOJUYHUUL, KPUHUYSL —
KPUHUYHULL, NOAYVHUYS — noayHuunutl and uepesiik — uepesuuok, suux —
AWUHOK, 20PUUK — 20PUUHOK, HCEBIICUK — drcesdcuyok, IN which the
word-formation substantives are not identical to their morphonological
structure: the ones are formally not the members, the others — contain
submorphemes in their structure. It is important to emphasize the
following: a part of word-formation substantives with the submorpheme
-ux, for instance, ssux, 6anux, xkyaux, belonging to a word-stress
paradigm e, illustrates a different pattern of a word-stress in the nouns
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with a diminutive suffix -ox, hence the subordination to the regularities
of the other morphonological model (MM) —“C//C"+Ac”.

It is a non-elementary model, because it is based on two, not one,
morphonological models, which conform to the above mentioned rules,
that interact. The mentioned above fact confirms the idea of the
following: the morphonological models consist of relatively autonomous
blocks?, among them: the block of consonant and vowel alternations, the
block of word-stress alternations, the block of linear transformations of
the stem and/or the affix.

Emphasizing the relative independence of some blocks of non-
elementary morphonological models, we single out the hierarchy of the
formal transformations in the structure of the derived word. The
following example can be illustrated: the formation of expressive
pejorative derivatives n’suioca, 6anowea, caowea, MOTHBOBaHHX
cyOcTaHTHBaMu n snuys, oanoum, caoucm (the morphonological model
“Y+C//C’+Ac”). The morphonological transformations take place in
such sequence because, on the one hand, the alternation of non-final
(beforesuffixal/ beforesubmorphemic) consonants cannot take place
earlier than clipping, which will place these consonants in a
morphonological relevant position — the position of the stem’s end. The
word-stress shift, on the other hand, may take place only after adding the
suffix, because the word-stress is often connected with the suffix in the
derived word, though being “an individual characteristics of a word”, it
is its “superstructure” >. The sample of the Noun word-formation nests
(the Noun family of words) confirms this idea, suppoted by
Ye. Kurylovych: the majority of suffixes— the Noun and the Verb
suffixes — is not indifferent to the word-stress. The suffixes become
either stressed — these are the auto-accent ones, the syllabic suffixes or
the suffixes determine the word-stress a certain place in a word — these
are pre-accent and post-accent suffixes, which may be syllabic and
asyllabic®.

As follows from the above-mentioned, the model “Y+C//C'+Ac”
may be used to the stems, not-identical in their word-formation structure,
I. e., formed according to the models of different word-formation types,

Toncrast C. M. MopoHOIOTHs B CTPYKTYpE CIIABSHCKUX s1361K0B. M. : Mupuk, 1998. C. 247,
Kypunnosua E. Ouepku no nmuareuctuke. bupodnmxkan : UIT “Tpusnym”. C. 437.
* JIMHrBHCTHYCCKHIT  DHIMKIIONEANYECKHUIT cioBape / I'm. pen. B.H. fpueBa. Mockea : Cos.
sHuukioneaus. 1990. C. 25.
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c. f.. n’ah-uti — n’an-uy-s, 6ano-a — 6ano-um, cao/izm® — cao-vicm. The
same morphonological model can mark the structure of the same-root
derivatives with different word-formation suffixes, but of the same word-
formation level: Icndn/ij-a — icnan-eys, icndan-cok-uil, FOeocnds-ij-a —
reocnas, eocnas-cok-utt — the model <y,

The examples provided above, illustrate the following item: each of
morphonological model characterizes not a separate word (words), not
even not a separate word-formation type (types). The morphonological
models have a generalized character, because they make it possible for
the new derivatives to appear from the words of a different word-
formation structure, at different levels of the word-formation and in the
interaction with different word-formation affixes. It is important for the
morphonological structure and the root/the stem (as the object of a
morphonological position) and the word-formation suffix (as its subject)
to coincide.

Owing to their mechanisms of different positions, the
morphonological models differ in their sets of morphonological
transformations. However, they differ not only in their sets. The features,
which characterize other linguistic phenomena, are typical of the
morphonological models — regularity, activeness, productivity.

Regularity — the most important characteristics of the morpho-
nological models, because it corresponds to the necessary condition of a
systematic description of morphonology. To reveal it is the primarily task
of morphonology®. The notion of regularity ofthe morphonological model
is closely connected with with the notion of predictability and
repeatability: knowing the morphonological characteristics of the
formation stem and the word-formation affix, it is easy to predict the
morphonological structure of the derivative, and the identity of the
morphonological structure of the morphemes of a certain class makes it
possible to apply a morphonological model repeatedly. Regular
morphonological models are implemented in all (or in most) derivatives
that have common conditions for their application, as we observe in the
example of the model “@//V+C//C”: ndcmiska — ndcmisouxa, xcinka —
orciHouKa, YKpainka — ykpainouxa, 1e6ioka — nebioouxa au “V//@+T //C:
népeysb — NéPUUK, 3deyb — 3dUYUK, XA0Nneyb — XJIONYUK, CUmeyb — CUMYUK,
ndneyb — naav4ux.

5The "/" separates the subormorph of the root or suffix.
® Bynsiruna T. B. [IpoGiemsl Teopuu MophoHOmormueckux moaeneir. M. : Hayka,1977. C. 213.

63



Not all researchers share the idea of the necessity of applying the
notion of regularity to the morphonological modifications.
0. O. Reformatskyi, for example, considered morphonology as a “piece-
by-piece”’ language, refusing thereby to give its phenomena a status of
regularity. More reasons, in our opinion, have those scientists
(T. V. Bulyhina, O.S. Kubryakova and Yu. H. Pankrats, K. Kovalyk,
T. V. Popova, S. M. Tolstaya), who include the morphonological
phenomena to the list of the regular ones, while insisting, at the same
time, on the special nature of the morphonological regularity: the
morphonological rules are mostly selective, since ‘“the regular
alternation is often implemented in the above-mentioned contexts™®, and
characterize a limited circle of lexims. Sometimes the phonological
structure of the stems allows for the adoption of the alternative solutions
concerning the morphonological formulation of derivative words, and
this results in the appearance of completely normative doublet:
Beneéyis — eeneyiticoxuti and eeneyidncokuil, Heep — Hecpumsincokui and
nézpcoxuti Or even stylistically marked: Amépurxa — amepuxancoruii and
amepuyvkuil, backu — b6dackcoxuti and oackiticoxuii. Thus, the selective
character of the morphonological rules, the presence of morphonological
variants in the system of a language is not the reason for denying the
regularity of morphonological changes; on the contrary, they only
visualize it, subjecting the patterns noted by Ferdinand de Saussure:
“Synchronous laws are general but not obligatory. That is, in the
language there is no force that would guarantee the preservation of the
regularity inherent in a certain phenomenon””.

In each particular case of the morphonological irregularity it is
important to find out what this irregularity is — a deviation from the
norm or the manifestation of another, perhaps, less universal
morphonological law. At the same time, it is very important not to make
hasty conclusions, relying solely on the separate facts. So, on the
background of the derivatives from the Nouns, which end in —us, non-
motivated, anomalous look the morphonological change o//0 in the
derivatives kyxwus — Kyxonvka, KyXOHHULL, CYKHs — cyKoHbKa @S compared
to v//e, which dominates in the majority of the derivatives, for example,

CMAUHse — CMAEHHUU, SUWHA — SUUEHbKA, WNAKIGHA — WNAKIBEHbKA.

" Pedpopmatcknii A. A. ®ononorudeckue stoas. Mocksa : Hayka. 1975. C. 118.

¥ Kovalik K. Morfonologia. Gramatyka wspélczesnego jezyka polskiego. Morfologia. Warszawa: PWN.
1998. S. 92.

’ Cocrop @. ne. Kypc 3aranpnoi minreictuku. K. : Ocaosu. 1998. C. 109.
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Instead, the introduction of the noun xyxwus to the circle of substantives,
such as ixpd, uyépxea, makes it possible to formulate another
morphonological rule, less powerful: in the word-formation stems
with the finals of the sample C:0//VC, o//0, if the segment C1 is
represented by the morphonemes {2}, {}, {x}.

The regular morphonological models are productive and non-
productive. The productivity of the morphnological model is manifested
in the extent to which it is actively used by the word-formation
structures that are formally “ready” for its application, regardless of
whether they belong to the productive or non-productive word-
formation types.

The productive are the models “Ac”, “Hc+Ac” — they, besides fixed
in the dictionaries, are also used by the current derivatives, for example,
eanyzésun — eanyzes-ux (a worker of a branch industry), curosui —
cunos-ux (employee of the security forces); komn tomep — komn tomep-
us/ayia, ¢épmep — pepmep-us/ayia, e6éxkcerb — GeKkcen-iz/Ayis,
Amépuka — amepuk-an/iz/ayis, Mak0oHanb0 — MaKkOOHAIbLO-U3/AYis.

The notion of the activity of the morphonological model is
correlated with the notion of the activity of the word-formation type
(model) and correlates with the notion of its lexical power: the more
derivative words are marked by its intervention, the higher is its activity.
Active, therefore, we must recognize those MM, under the schemes of
which the maximum of derivatives are formed from the list of possible.

Taking into account the morphonological factor in the processes of
neologization of thevocabulary, it is important to trace the patterns of the
formation of the morphonological characteristics of the derivatives of all
degrees of the Noun word-formation “nests” (the Noun family of words)
for the manifestation of the nominative potencies of the substantive
vocabulary. In order to make it the most economical way, we will use
the notion of a morphonological model as a basic one, remembering, in
the meantime, the words of S. M. Tolstaya: “Each block of a complete
morphonological model requires a separate description, that is, it is
necessary to describe (through the notion of a model) the alternation
firstly, the linear transformations and only after that to construct a
general morphonological model”™. It allows abstracting both from a
particular position, from a particular transformation, and from a specific

Y Toncras C. M. Mopdonoiorus B cTpyKType clnaBsHCKHX si3b1koB. M. : Munpuk, 1998. C. 247.
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morpheme, and correlating with the entire set of morphemes of a certain
morphonological class and morphonological variety.

2. Morphonological Classes of Substantive Family of Words

Insisting on the necessity of studying of the morphonological
features of complex units of word-formation, we proceed from the
assumption that the morphonological characteristics help not only to
differentiate the root and the affixal morphemes, not only to mark the
certain morphemic seams, but also to carry out a number of more
complex functions — to differentiate the classes and the series of forms,
the paradigmatic and word-formation rows, etc.

Nowadays the word-formation nest, its subunits (word-formation
paradigms, word-formation chainlets) are at the center of the Ukrainian
language derivative studies. See the works of E. A. Karpilovska (1990),
M. P. Lesyuk (1991), V. V. Greschuk (1995), L.I. Korzhyk (1999),
Z. 0. Valyukh (2005), O. P. Kushlyk (2015) and the others. And it is not
accidental, because these units serve as a valid ground for proving of the
word-formation systemicity™. In addition, the word-formation in the
direction from the source of derivation to the derived word is studied
much less today than in the vice versa direction™”. Instead, a perspective
approach is relevant not only in view of the possibility of obtaining the
comprehensive information about the system of word-formation of each
particular language, but also in terms of te hcomprehensive knowledge
of the laws of the words synthesis of a certain structure, despite the fact
that “the predictions in the word-formations are general and undefined”
due to “the non-standard and irregular word-formation nests, often an
individual character of their structure”**,

For instance, the nouns xoncucmopis and cimudaszis form the
adjectival derivatives in a different way, in accordance with the
dictionaries — xowncucmopcorkuii and ecimuaszidnvru, cimuaszitinutl, in
spite of their similarity in form as well as their similarity in content:
these words are the components of one semantic sphere — “the names of
institutions, organizations”. However, this does not mean that the
situation cannot be changed, that is, the adjectives of the zones of these

1 Ipemyk B. B. VkpaiHCBKWil BiANPHKMETHUKOBUH CIOBOTBip. IBaHo-®paHKiBCHK : BHuaBHHITBO
“Ilnait” [Ipuxapnarcekoro yHiBepcurety im. B. Credannka. 1995. C. 20.

12 Jadacka H. Rzeczownik polski jaco baza derywacyjna. Opis gniazdowy. Warszawa : PWN. 1995. S. 12.

B Ky6psxosa E.C., CoGonesa ILA. O moHsTHH 1apagurMbl B GOPMOOGPA30BAHMH H CIOBOOOPA30BAHMIL
Jluneeucmuxa u nosmuxa. Mocksa : Hayka. 1979. C. 16-17.
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nests will always represent only those derivatives. The individual
author’s new words xoucucmopianvhuuii 1 xoncucmopivunui  sound
convincing: Ane KoHcucmopianbhuil cyo meepous, wo GiH YUUHUSE 2PIX
—nokoxas y cani uepneuim (FO. Mywxemux); [l]e Iledvko cxazas, wjo ne
BUBHAE CYOY KOHCUCMOPINHO20, 00 He € MOHAXOM, a4 8UMA2amume cyoy
ceimcvroeo (FO. Mywxkemux), the words differ from xoncucmopcvruii
not only in the word-formation affix, but in the morphonological
characteristics and the stylistic colouring — the potency of the word-
formation stem.

As the word-formation nest has not only the plan of content, but
also the expression, it’s important to have an exhaustive idea of its
morphonological structure, the constituents of which are all varieties of
the morphonological models used in the processes of creation of various
derivatives at each derivation stage (step). To do this, it is necessary to
analyze the nests with the vertices of a certain grammatical class (for
example, the Nouns), to establish the models of the morphonological
marking of derivatives at each stage of the nest, to identify the most
relevant morphologically among them, and then to highlight, by
comparison, the common and distinctive features in the morphonological
registration of the nouns of different morphological structure, because
each root has its own “internal” valency, “its type of compatibility with
suffixes and prefixes™"”.

In connection with the lack of an academic word-formation
Dictionary of the Ukrainian language, this procedure was preceded by
the construction of noun word-formation nests based on the “Root Nest
Dictionary of the Ukrainian language”, compiled by Ye. A. A. Karpi-
lovskaya (2002) and “School Word-Formation Dictionary” by
N. F. Klymenko, Ye. A. Karpilovska, L.P.Kyslyuk (2005). Initially,
two principles were recognized: a) the principle of the structural-
semantic evolution of one derivative word from another; b) the principle
of the content domination over the form. This means that when
establishing the word-formation relationships, the priority was given to
the content, not to the form — let’s compare the point of view of
V. G. Golovin: “The dialectical unity of form and content will not be
destroyed if in the word the formal limits of morphemes | coincide with
the semantic boundaries; for this, however, one must admit that

1 Jleciox MLIL. ClIOBOTBipHE IHI3/0 SIK 06€KT JOCIIKEHHS CIOBOTBOPY. CIOBOMEIPHA Ma CeMANMUYHA
cmpykmypa ykpaincokoi nexcuxu. JIiB. 1991. C. 52-53.
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semantically, and not formally, motivating words are the basis for
derivation”®. In the word-formation “nest” (a word-formation family of
words), formed on the basis of a semantic motivation, there dominates
the parallel, paradigmatic type of word-building: the broad paradigmatic
bonds of related words correlate with the communicative orientation of
the word-formation process; the whole spectrum of their values the
words, which serve the basis of derivation, hold the related words
alongside, and these latter characterize the centripetal connections™.

The formation of the Noun word-formation “nest” (a family of
words) and their morphological interpretation it is taken into account:
a) the phenomena of the step-by-step word-formation; b) the plurality of
the wod-formation structure of the derived word, based on the plurality
of the motivational relations; c) the differences in the structural
interpretation of the derivatives for each motivational correlation: they
are subdivided into non-identical fragments in the form aspect, which
may have a different morphonological interpretation.

The structure of the word-formation “nest” and the number of its
components are predicted by the lexico-semantic characteristics of
vertex words, namely: the type of a lexical semantics, the degree of the
information content, the activity in speech, the style characteristics. The
morphological characteristics, although they cannot affect the derivation
processes significantly, but they are extremely important: they perform
the role of those correctors, which enable (in case of some formal
obstacles) the rise of many derivatives. The attention was paid, first of
all, to the 1st level of the word formation as the most important in the
perspective derivation analysis procedure. It is precisely that thelst
degree derivatives give the clearest idea of the word-formation potentials
of the vertex words of a single structural variety, so that one can foresee
the correct form of any of their derivatives in the case of the omitted
stage in the word-formation “nest”. It is only necessary that they receive
a certain “inquiry” from the society or an individual.

The task of a morphological qualification of the word-formation
“nests” includd the following items: it was necessary to find out which
morphological models, at what stages and how actively they are used,
how these models interact with each other (which configurations they
form), as well as which word-building components are “responsible” for

Y TonoBun B.I'. Ouepk 1o 1o pycckoii Mopdemuke 1 cioBooGpasosanmio. Boponesxk. 1990. C. 69.
Y Tonopun B.X. TIpHHIMOBI BBIICTCHHS CIOBOGPA30BATEIBHEIX YACTCH CIOBA M MX XapaKTEPHCTHKA:
aBToped. auc. nokT. ¢punoin. Hayk : 10.02.01. Cankr-IleTepOypr. 1991. C. 22.
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the morphological specificity of the word-formation nest (a word-
formation family of words). A final stage of the analysis — the definition
of the morphonological class of the word-formation “nest”. The study of
the actual material showed that the morphological identity of the the
word-formation “nest” corresponds first of all to the root of the vertex
word: morphologically, heterogeneous vertices are unequally (in the
aspect of the form) connected with the affixes of one morphonological
variety, thus preventing the classification of the word-formation “nests”
to different morphonological classes. Proceeding from the above-
mentioned, we associate one morphonological class with the word-
formation “nests”, whose vertices have identical roots in terms of
morphonology, that is, there are such contact zones that do not require
the use of opposing rules — palatalization / depalatalization / lengthening
/ clipping. One group is formed, for example, by the Nouns opam, kym,
0i0, cumn, Kabdwu, Kasym, 60ood, 2opd, 6yxo, mapan, etc., because their
stems (roots) — morphonologically unclassified forms to a unit velar
consonant, which is preceded by a non-dropped vocal segment
(a morphonological form of the final — C,VC,). This circumstance
implies the application of the same morphonological rules to the selected
bases in the processes of the word-formation, in particular: shifting the
accent (opamyms, Kymdcw, 0i0yHbO, CUHOK, KAOAHEYb, KABYHEYD, BOOUYS,
gyxduw), the rules of palatalization, often in the combination with the
rules of the accent alternation (kabanwza, xasynsuus, e00snull, 8yuKo,
eopsinu), building up the suffix (kymiecoxuil, oidiecoxutl, mapanienux). It
Is important that the word-formation morphemes should be placed in the
positions, necessary for the transformations.

When the vertex words are morphonologically non-identical, the
“nests” exhibit an excellent morphonological structure. The term “the
morphological structure of the “nest” denotes an ordered set of the
morphonological schemes used during the formation of the derivatives
of each of its degrees. In the same way, the concept of “the
morphonological structure of the word-formation paradigm” is
outlined: “Under the morphonological structure of the substantive
paradigm, we understand the following characteristics of paradigms,
such as the number of different types of the stems and their distribution

between the cases ',
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We consider it relevant to distinguish between the concrete
(individual) and the generalized (typical) morphonological structure. The
individual morphonological structure fixes those morphonological
models that make it possible to produce derivatives of a particular
“nest”. The generalized morphonological structure does not characterize
a separate “nest”, but a class (subclass) of the “nests”; it fixes the
transformations that are used (can be used) when creating words
derivatives (in our case, the nouns) of a certain morphological variety.
This means that between the typical and individual morphonological
structures, the differences are not qualitative but quantitative: not all
morphonological schemes in the individual morphonological structure
can be implemented, or their list may be richer than in the typical one.

On the example of the word-formation “nest” of the nouns kanina
and mononsn, we will try to prove that the presence of different
morphonological structures within the limits of the word-formation
“nest” of one lexico-grammatical level is programmed by the
peculiarities of the morphonological structure of their vertex words.
Each of these nouns belongs to the lexical-semantic group of tree and
bushes names. The semantic proximity of these lexims enables the word-
formation interaction of their stems with the same affixes. But in the
aspect of the form this interaction is not one-way, let’s compare:
KAIUHA — KQIUHKA, KAIUHOHbKA, KanunHuk, Kxaaunosuti (zero of
morphonological transformations, schematically — “O”) i monons —
mononenvra (With the alternation of 2’z — the morphonological model
“C’//C”), mononésuui (the same alternation with the shift of the stress —
model “C’//C + Ac”, which is illustrated in the derivatives mononuina,
mononuys, monoaunuit). The most important ground for the absence of
heterogeneity is the different quality of the final consonants of the stem:
it is non-palatalized in the noun xamuna and palatalized in the noun —
mononsa. The second ground is less definite, but perhaps not the most
relevant for choosing the suffix from a number of synonyms — a formal
(morphonological) division of the root of the noun xanuna (xan/um-).
The submorph un- restricts the root to be combined wihich begin in th
the suffixes with /u/, in particular, -un(a), -uy(a), -un(uu). If, for
example, the “Etymological Dictionary of the Ukrainian Language”
fixes the derivative xarununa ‘xanuHoBe aepeBo’, along with manuinuy,
oysununa, then the explanatory dictionaries don’t fixate the above-
metioned derivatives. This fact gives grounds for concluding the
peripheral nature of these derivatives in the system of a contemporary
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Ukrainian word-formation. The given facts of the morphonological not
heterogeneity of vertex words determine the classification of the
analyzed word-formation “nests” to different morphonological classes.

In the morphonological structures of the “nests” of semantically
different nouns eeomios and xmine r there are much more coincidences:
XMine — xménuk as in eeomiob — seoméoux — the morphological model
“VIN+CIC”; xmenuna, xmemimu, as N eeomeéouys, eeomeouxa —
“VIIV+C'[IC+Ac”. They are programmed with the formal identity of the
final endings of their vertices (in both nouns, the final consonants /0 ’/
and /z/ belong to palatal morphemes, which are preceded by the same
vocal {e;}, represented in the position of a closed syllable with a
phoneme /i/). The Noun word-formation “nests” eeomios and xmins are
programmed with the possibility to interact with the suffixes of the
identical morphonological structure. Consequently, the morphonological
homogeneity of the vertex words correlates with the morphonological
homogeneity of the word-formation “nests” headed by them, which
gives grounds for attributing them to one morphonological class. In the
course of the analysis, it was found out that there are 9 word-formation
“nests”’among the nouns.

The I-st morphonological class is formed by the word-formation
“nests”, headed by the Nouns of the structure (CV)C;VC,, in which C2 —
a single velar consonant, and V — a non-dropped vocal morphoneme:
eazéma, 10600d, MOpo3, NiHeGiH, OOdHcond, 3umd, 100, dopoea, cobdka,
kdawa, etc. In the combination with the suffixes — the subjects of the
positions of velarization — C, does not change, whereas during
interaction with the suffixes of the opposite morphonological meaning it
Is the subject to palatalization, for example: cazéma - eazémka,
eazémuux, eazémuut (MM “O” — zero of the transformations) and
eazemsp (MM “C//C’+Ac”). The alternation of the accent in other cases
may be an independent adaptive means: — moposzéunb, moposuwe; 106 —
n00uwe, 10060k, 100dHb, 1I0O6acmull, 1006amuil, 100086Uil.

The 11-d morphonological class is closed to the Ist class, in which
the C, root is represented by a morphonological complex: zimp,
Kaodacmp, 20pH, aucm, xeicm, wdxma, naivmo, yuxi, etc. However, if
the build-up operation of a suffix morph in the previous class is a
peripheral morphonological phenomenon used sporadically and to the
stems of mostly borrowed entities, then for this class of the “nests” it
serves as a differential sign, — so much high is the productivity of the
morphonological model “Hc”, especially when creating derivatives from
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the borrowed nouns: miema — miemamum, yukn — yukiiunuil, niéepa —
niespdnvhuil, yeump — yeumpdavuui. In addition, the build-up process
in this case is sometimes double, in which the suffix is spread at once by
two segments, for example, — amluul: miazma — miazmamuunuii or -o3/.
cnupm — cnupmosnuii. Another morphonologically relevant feature of
this class — these stems foundations almost do not interact with the
consonant suffixes.

The the 111-d morphonological class is represented by the word-
formation “nests” whose vertices have the final (or the roots in general)
C,VC',-type: xoponw, Kinb, OCiHb, MiCAYb, KVIHCLIb, OPOHS, MUmMb, Miob,
KIYHs, KOpucmb, noscms, €tc. As it can be seen from the above-
mentioned examples, the segment C’, represents most often a single
palatal consonant from a pair of palatal / non-palatal classes. Its
hardening is a distinctive feature of the morphonological structure of this
class of the word-formation “nests”; before the suffixes of the
palatalizing action and the suffixes of the ambivalent positions, it is not
subject to the transformation, for example: keacons — keaconuna,
KBACOJUHHA, KBACONE6UNl Ta KEACOJIbKA, KEACOJAHUL, 60JI0Mb —
80JI0MEBUL, BOJOMUCIUL TA 60JIOMMIAL.

In the IV-th morphonological class of the word-formation
“nests”are united, the end of the root of which has the form of C,0//VC,.
The alternation @//V is the stem of the models-differentiators of this
morphonological class of the “nests”: ickpa — ickopka;, uépxea -—
uépkosys, wabns — wdabervka (MM “@//N”), e6ikno — sikonye,
BIKOHHUYS, BIKOHHUU, JHOCMPO — JHOCMEPKO; KA3HA — KA3EHHUI,
kazenwuna, nemas — neménvka (“Q//V+Ao”). In addition to the vocal,
the consonant segment can be also changed in this case — C,: yéara —
Ye2énbHsl, NAdxma — naaximms, Kpicio — KpicénbHuil, Kpicéibye; nicHs —
nicennux — by applying the alternations C//C" ta C’//C.

These four analyzed morphonological classes can be combined into
one superclass, using the characteristics of the formal integrity
(indivisibility) of the stem of the vertex substantive. They are opposed
by the classes of the word-formation “nests”, headed by the formally
divisible nouns, for example: sondwxa, napybok, myaxcuk, ymypusm,
menoois, which are united by clipping, used at the 1st level of the word-
formation more / less actively in almost every one of them. As for the
nests of those morphonologically-bounded substantives that do not resort
to this adaptation means (for example, “manuna”, “ao’romanm”), they
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do not differ in their morphonological design from the “nests” of the
CVC and CVC’-vertices, and therefore we consider them to be the
subclasses of the latter, emphasizing, however, on their morphonological
homogeneity.

The Word-formation “nests” with the vertex words xocmémuxa,
gymypusm, kocmoc, nienym, epaoyc form the V-th morphonological
class. In addition to the defining feature — clipping — in this case other
ways are applied — the alternation of the accent, the final consonants,
building up of the suffix: myorciix — myorced and myorcuuok, mysxrcuyvkuii,
KOCMOC — KOCMIYHUIIL.

The VI-th morphonological class is the word-formation “nest” of
the nouns, which end in -is: extremely numerous, on the one hand,
neither homogeneous in terms of origin, nor in terms of meaning and
structure — on the other hand, it is characterized by the complexity of the
morphonological characteristics, and therefore needs to be singled out.

The word-formation “nest” of the nouns with the submorphs of @C-
forms is distributed among the VII-th and the VIII-th classes. To
the VII-th class, belong the word-formation “nests” on the analogy with
the word “ecanxa”, which, in addition to clipping, also use actively the
alternation @ // V in the combination with K(C'//C, for example:
eanka — eanens’ and edanouxa. The VIII-th class is formed by the ones
from the nouns of C,/#C,-structure, which use the alternation V//@, that
IS ndpybox, 3deys.

The IX-th morphonological class forms the word-formation “nest”
of the non-declinable borrowed nouns, such as: zibpémo, wocé, anoe,
some of which favor the operation of clipping of the final vowel
(ribpemuicm), the others — building up the root (wocéinuir), and the
others — use both: clipping and building up (axdinuzi).

Consequently, each word-formation “nest” (the word-formaion
family of words) has a certain morphonological structure, the
components of which are morphonological models of the formal
adaptation of the word-formation morphemes, applied at each of the
levels/stages of the word-formation, if they meet the requirements of the
content compatibility. The peculiarity of each of the structures
determines the first level of the word-formation, at which the stem of the
particular formality interacts with the word-formation affixes of a
different morphonological structure with the help of certain
morphonological transformations, determining, on the one hand, the
morphonological characteristics of the derivatives of the subsequent

73



stages and motivating, on the other hand, the attribution each of the
“nests” to a certain morphonological class.

CONCLUSIONS

The continuous updating of the vocabulary of the modern Ukrainian
language requires a thorough study of the regularities, means and
possibilities of Ukrainian word-formation, as it is the leading source of
enrichment of its lexical composition. Nowadays, it has been established
that the Slavic languages (including the Ukrainian one) have well-
developed morphological systems. Their means (the alternation of
vowels and consonant phonemes, the accentuation, clipping, building up
of morphemes) mark the processes of the word-change and the word-
formation in the case of the formal incompatibility of the morphemes
used, despite the fact that morphonology of the word-change and
morphology of the word-formation are two separate chapters within
morphonology as a science.

The most complete understanding of the derivation system of a
particular language and its generative possibilities gives the rise to the
study of its complex units, primarily the word-formation “nests” (family
of words). Taking into account the topicality of the morphonological
transformations and their interaction in the structure of the derived
words, it is important to find out the role of the morphonological means
of the language in the formation of a plan of the expression of the word-
formation “nests” and in their differentiation. For this purpose, more
than 1,500 of the substantive word-formation “nests” have been
analyzed, and their morphonological structure as a component of the
expression plan with the help of the concept of the morphonological
model. The morphonological model fixes all modifications of the plan of
expression of the word-formation morphemes during the derivation
procedure. The configuration of the models of different word-formation
“nests” does not coincide. This gave rise to the selection of nine
morphonological classes of Ukrainian word-formation “nests”.

The most important feature of such study is that the facts of the
word-formation morphonology are studied in this research in the
perspective direction, that is, from the source of derivation word. This
allows not only to answer in detail the question of the connecting (at the
level of the form) properties of the substantive roots and the derivatives
from them, not only to highlight the dominant synchronous
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morphonological system, which subordinate the processes of creation of
new derivatives, but also to predict the possible shifts in it.

SUMMARY

The article focuses on the topicality of studying the
morphonological structure of the Noun word-formation “nests” (family
of words). It is been confirmed that the morphonological transformations
of the word-formation morphemes are an active component of the
derivative processes. They are regulated by certain morphonological
rules that form the essence of the corresponding morphonological laws
and the basis of the morphonological models that are differentiated by
the qualitative (palatalization, depalatalization, building up, clipping)
criteria and the quantitative (elementary, non-elementary) criteria. The
topicality of the launching mechanisms of one or other model of the
corresponding phono-grammatical conditions has been proved. It is
formed by the connecting segments of morphemes, primarily the root
(the stem) and the word-formation suffix, because this morphemic
“seam” is the most topical for the morphonology of the Noun derivation.
It has been determined that each word-formation “nest” (family of
words) has its own morphonological pattern, which gives grounds for
enrolling it into one of the morphonological classes of the Noun word-
formation “nests”.
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