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MORPHONOLOGICAL STRUCTURE OF AFFIXES
IN WORD-FORMATION FROM THE NOUN

Fedurko M. Yu., Kotovych V. V., Czyzewski Feliks

INTRODUCTION

Belonging to the inflected languages with a clear dominance of the
features of the synthetic plan, the Ukrainian language has developed a rich
system of a morphological word-formation for centuries. In the Ukrainian
language the word-forming affixal models occupy a leading place, with the
help of which, the new derivative units continue to be formed nowadays to
denote the new concepts and phenomena of the modern dynamic world.

In order to understand the defining features and methods of the
classification and categorization of the world by a person of the Ukrainian
nationality by means of the word-formation, on the one hand, and to
preserve the identity of the Ukrainian language in this area; on the other
hand, it is important to know all the laws and regularities, the analysis and
description of all available means of new vocabulary units formation in the
context of their derivatively significant characteristics.

The morphological affixal word-formation is the origin of one word on
the basis of another one by combining the root of the latter (if it is not
derived) or the stem (in the case of its derivation) with the corresponding
derivative affix — the prefix, the suffix, or the confix (circumfix). The
combination (connectivity) implies compatibility, not only semantic, but
also formal, of both components of the word-forming structure — the
motivator (the root or the stem of the original unit) and the derivational
morpheme. To ensure the first condition, the language has formed in its
word-forming arsenal a system of various meanings expression means, in
particular, and the synonymous means for the transmission of various
semantic and emotionally-expressive shades. To ensure the second
condition — the means and methods for formally adapting roots / the stems
and the affixes are selected for a derivative interaction on the basis of the
semantic criteria. The system of the morphonological rules and patterns is
responsible for enabling the mechanisms of this adaptation. In order to
know this system in general, one must study each of its subsystems in
particular. One of the richest is the subsystem of the word-formation from
the Noun. It is built by the word-formation nests with the Noun as a vertex
word.
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Each of the varieties of the affixal word-formation has its own
peculiarities. The prefixes of different morphonological structure are
characterized by the interaction not with the root or the stem of the word-
motivator, but with the word as such. And quite free in the aspect of form
is the compatibility with the corresponding Nouns-vertices of the word-
formation nests. The choice of the former and the latter is determined by a
public speaking practice. The society’s request, therefore, is the main
criterion.

The most topical to enable the mechanisms of the morphonological
transformations is the junction of the root / the stem of the motivational
word (or a word-motivator) and the suffix. The external plans of both
word-forming morphemes are responsible for their specific choice — the
root / the stem and the suffix, ie., the nature of their morphonological
structure. However, the role of the subject of the morphonological position,
the “detonator” of the morphonological modification, belongs to the suffix.
Its morphonological structure depends on whether and in what terms it will
be modified under certain syntagmatic conditions, both the root / the stem
ending and the suffix morph itself. Therefore, the analysis of the
morphological structure of suffixes, in particular, their morphonemic
composition, constitutes an important part of the description of a
morphonological support in the system of the word-formation from the
Noun, in particular. Its weight is increasing in connection with the granting
to the morphonological transformations the status of the functionally
significant phenomena in modern linguistics.

1. Affixes of the word-formation from the Noun
and their morphonologically relevant characteristics
The morphonological characteristics of a derivative word depend on
the morphonological features of both its components — the generative stem
and the affix. Numerous studies’ illustrate the fact that different ways of
word-formation are involved into forming the derivatives from the Noun,
and the most active of these is the morphological affix with its main
varieties — prefixation, suffixation, and confixation. The affixes emerge

! Bamrox 3. CI0BOTBipHA MapaiurMaTHKa IMEHHHKA B YKpaiHCHKiH MOBi : MoHorpadis.
Kui — [TontaBa : ACMI. 2005; BriuB cycnigbHUX 3MiH Ha PO3BUTOK YKpPAiHCHKOI MOBH :
Momnorpadis / €. A. Kapminosceka, JI. I1. Kucimrok, H. ®. Knumenko, B. 1. Kpurcebka,
T. B. Ily3nupeBa, 1O. B. Pomanrok; Bian. pen. €. A. Kapminosceka. K. : BunaBHuumii mim
Hmutpa byparo. 2017. C. 231-343; Poxnina JI. O. CydikcanbHuil CIOBOTBIp IMEHHHMKIB.
Cnosomeip cyuacHoi ykpaincekoi nimepamypHoi mosu : monozpagia. K. : HaykoBa mymka.
1979. C. 57-118.

36



and form in the language throughout its history and endlessly: a) by
desemantizing the stems; b) as a result of their reallocation; c) as a result of
a functional activation of borrowings®

The prefixes do not interact with the stems but with ready-formed
words, showing the signs of the agglutinative morphemes®, and with the
Noun words less actively than with the Verb or the Adjective words. From
this point of view, such specific units are singled out: nao-, ne-, nio-, cnis,
nosa-, Hedo— (36YK — HAO38VK, haxieeyb — Heaxiseyvb, @paxyis —
niogpaxyisn, 6ud — nidsuod, opeauizamop — CHiBOP2aAHI3AmMop, KOHKYPC —
nO3aKOHKYpC, sumope — Heoosumopez) and borrowed: yrompa-, excmpa-,
cynep-, cyo-, aumu-, 2inep-, napa-, KOHmMp-/Kommpa-, Oe-/0e3 (CKlo —
yaempackino, Ginemp — ynempaginemp, 8udosuuje — eKcmpasuoosuuye,
azenm — cynepazenm, 0020pmKa — Cynepob2opmka, npooOyKm —
cyonpooykm, ko0 — CcyOK0oO, HA20pooa — AaHMUHA20pPOOd, CaMim —
Konmpacamim, ingexyis — dezinghexyis). In modern newly formed words,
which are borrowings, the prefixes dominate, in particular: c¢y6— and
cynep-. The above-mentioned fact is confirmed by “Dictionary of Affixal
Morphemes of the Ukrainian Language™, in which the derivatives of the
type cybincnexmop are fixed — 40 units, and the derivatives of the type
cynepekcniopuc — 29. Each of these prefixes is able to interact with both
native and borrowed words, cf.: nadyocumox and naoemnepeis, cynepepa
and cynepiiea.

The formal characteristics of the segments — the formation of the stem
and the final of the prefix — do not affect, as the examples provided above,
their compatibility. This morphemic seam allows the accumulation of a
consonant morphoneme of a different quality, but with the dominance in
the finale of the explosive prefixes {0}, {6}: wnaozeyx, niodisxa,
cybnpooykm, the vibrant {p}: zinepoeghiyvum, cynepioenmuunicmso. The
exceptions are the prefixes xoump— and ode— with the variants konmpa—
(mostly before the consonantal root morphoneme: konmpasepcis) and des—
(in front of the vocal root morphoneme).

Only a semantic compatibility of the prefixes with the proper Noun
words is important to include the derivative mechanisms. As well as the

2 Jlemyk T. CnoBOTBOpPEeHHS 1 HAyKOBO-TEXHIYHHM TOCTYNm (HAa OCHOBI HIMEIBKO-
YKpaiHChKUX JIGKCUYHHX MOPiBHAHB). JIbBIB : CBiT KynsTypu — [IpocsiTa. 1993. C. 36

¥ Kimmenko H. @. OcuoBn Mopdemiku cydacHoi ykpaircskoi Mosr. K. : I3MH, 1998. C 82.

* Knumenko H. @., Kapminoebka €. A., Kapminoscekuit B. C., Henozum T. 1. CioBHHK
adikcanpHuX Mopdem ykpaincbkoi MoBu. K. : IH-T moBo3HaBcTBa M. O. O. [ToTte6H1 HAH
Vkpaiau. 1998. Takox: Knumenko H. ®., Kapminosceka €. A., Kucmok JI. 1. unamiusni
MPOIIECH B Cy4acHOMY YKpaiHChKOMY JieKCMKOHI : Monorpadis. K. : : BumaBauumii nim
Hmutpa Byparo. 2017. C.158-166.
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following formal condition: the prefix must be of a syllabic structure: CV,
CVcCy, (CV)CVC, VCCV-types (V — vocal, C — consonant). The above-
mentioned fact is topical for the unproductive prefixes, for instance, cy—
(cyminw), npa— (npaenyk). Though, they may actualized in speech, in
partical, fiction, for instance: I cnano sece — mpaxiwkxa 1 npaxowusxa,
npanieens, npaxoposa i npanec (L. Kostenko).

In addition, the opposition of the native prefixes on the basis of
“productive — unproductive” is directly proportional to the opposition of
them on the basis of “closed syllable — open syllable”, cf., on the one hand,
the prefixes nao-, nio-, on the other hand, — cy-, me-, npa-. For the
borrowed prefixes (usually internationalisms), this juxtaposition is
irrelevant. However, the two-part structures dominate among them: anmu-,
ekcmpa-, cynep-, yiompa-, inmep-, napa-, cinep— cynpomu oe-/0e3-, nocm-
, konmp-, and among the native ones — monosyllabic: ne-, nio-, nao-, cy-,
npa-, cnis— cynpomu nepe-, nosa-. At the same time, the word-formation
from the Noun uses more actively the confixes components, for instance,
HAO-...-] (a), y3-...-] (a), b6e3-...-] (a), nio-...-j (a), 3a-...-j (a), no-...-j (a),
nepeo-...-j (a), Ha-...-HUK, nio-...-HUK. 6posa — Haoobpis’s, copa — y32ip A,
nic — 3aniccsa, Iloniccs, nepeoniccs, pykag — HAPYKABHUK, BIKHO —
niogikoHHUK, etc.

The roots from the Noun interact with suffixes more actively.
Suffixation is the oldest way to create new words”. It originated in the early
Indo-European period through the transformation of the independent
lexical elements of abstract semantics into the suffixes, which later began
to be regularly used in the processes of the word-— formation.

The inventory of the formal transformations occurring at the boundary
of the root (the formation stem) and the suffix convinces us in the fact how
morphonologically significant this morphemic suture is. For
morphonology, the following characteristics are primarily relevant to the
suffixes: 1) syllability / asyllabicity; 2) the consonantal / vocal character of
the initials; 3) the length in the morphonemes and their arrangement;
4) stressed / unstressed. Each part of the language has its own set of the
derivational suffixes, which differ in the content and form. Therefore, the
changes, caused by them, are often not identical. It is also necessary to
distinguish between the native and borrowed suffixes. After all, some of
the borrowed suffixes have a specific morphonemic composition, which
determines the peculiarity of their morphonological structure and the
derivatives, formed with their participation. This determines the stress

5
HcTtopuueckas tunosorus ciaBsHckux sblkoB. K. : HaykoBa nymka. 1986. C. 47.
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criterion consideration of these morphemes in a morphonological research,
especially given the high word-formation activity of most of them in the
system of the modern Ukrainian word-formation.

The stressed / un-stressed criterion of the suffixes is related to the
morphonological significance of the accent: it is part of the word derivative
plan. However, only in certain word-forming types its place is determined
by the accentual type of the formation word and / or by the peculiarities of
its syllabic constituent structure. So, the difference in accentuating the
derivatives with the suffix -eux— (orctimeuko, noneuxo, Kpicieuxo,
mdcneuxko, mineyko, OLle4yKo, CUMeUKo [ KPUiéuko, 2Hi30€YKo, KIlEeuKo)
should be explained by the derived from the Nouns of the accent type ¢ (in
the singular forms the accent falls on the root / the stem, in the plural
forms — on the inflexions: owciimo — srcuma, none — nons, kpicio — kpicaa),
the last three — derived from the Nouns of the accent type d (in the singular
forms the accent falls on the inflexions, in the plural forms — on the root /
the stem: kpuno — kpuna, emizoo — emizoa, kinbye — xinvys). In the
diminutives, motivated by the substantives a (a fixed accent falls on the
root / the stem), the shift of the accent is not an active morphonological
transformation: 2dpio — eopn-eux-o, ko0 — KOA-€UK-0, NACMO — NACM-E4K-
0, Hamucmo — Hamucm-euxk-o. The derivatives micm-éux-o, cnog-éuk-o
illustrate a deviation from the norm (their motivators are the Nouns of a. p.
c), which can be explained by the interaction in this word-forming type of
different accent schemes. The form of the word xpui-euk-o is fixated in the
dictionaries. The type of accent illustrates, in our opinion, the derivation of
this word from the diminutive xkpursye. In the same way there can be
explained the accent of the word oszépéuxo: ozep-éux-o «— oszepyé, but
03ép-euK-0 «— 03épye.

The vast majority of the suffixes — the Noun and the Verb forming —
are not indifferent to the accent. They are either stressed, they “pull” the
stress on themselves (auto-accent, necessarily syllabic suffixes), or assign
the stress a specific place in the word (the syllabic / asyllabic pre-accent
and post-accent suffixes®). The auto-accentual suffixes are found in the
derivatives coxin — coxon-un-uii, 3mist” — 3mij-IH-utl;, KAPMONJISL — KAPMONJi-
UH-a, yuoyns — yubyn-uH-a, xaio — xaio-uH-a, 3epHO — 3epH-UH-d, 1dNna —
nan-dm-ui, HiC — HOC-AmM-Uill, 20J108d — 20108-AM-Ull, cmdpocma —
cmapocm-yed-mu, ndpyooxk — napyoxk-yed-mu, KHA3b — KHA3 -yedmu,
nikap — nikap -yeda-mu. Here, the word-forming suffix, regardless of the

® JIMHrBHCTHYECKMH SHLMKIONCIHYCCKHIL cinoBaps / I'm. pen. B. H. fpuea. M. :
Cosetckas sunukiionequs. 1990. C. 25.
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type of the accent paradigm of a generative word, its structural and
morphological characteristics, is always stressed. Instead, the word-
forming pairs caow’xa — cadwu-en-s, k03d — K03-eH-51, 606K — 6064-eH-51,
muwa — muwi-6-d, kozak — kozay-u-s_ illustrate the following: the Noun
suffixes -en(s), -s(a), -n(s’) require the stress on the inflexion. In the
derivatives with the Adjectival suffixes -cox(uti), -n(uti): Icndnis — icndn-
cok-uti, Kanighopnin — kanihopuiti-cok-utl, MONOKO — MOJIOY-H-UL,
cmanyis — cmanyiu-u-uu the accent usually falls on the pre-suffixal
syllable. Thus, in the accent aspect, the suffixes are not marked by the
homogenity: one is characterized with a high accent power (the majority of
suffixes), while the others may be indifferent to the accent.

In the context of the suffixes accent characteristics, it is important to
consider the following:

1. The suffixes-homonyms may differ in their accent characteristics.
So, the suffix -eyw; in the meaning ‘a person, an inhabitant’ is mainly a
pre-accent, but a diminutive suffix -eys, — aquires the stress, cf.: Kandoa —
Kando-eywv, Ilonmasa — nonmas-eyb ma 3a2iH — 3a2iH-€Yb, PEMIHb — peMi-
éys, OKyHb — oKkyH-éyb. But In both word-formation types the deviations
from the norm are possible: Yepnicie — uepnicie-eyo and kanimdn —
kaniman-eywv, pymasp — ¢pymuasp-eys. This fact gives grounds to draw the
conclusion: in the field of morphonology, we must consider the tendencies
more than the strict laws.

2. In the system of the word-formation from the Noun, the
homonymous suffixes with the same and different accent characteristics
are possible. For instance, the suffixes -uw, -uir1-, -tir,-, -uns-I-tinz-, -ung-, -
uns. They have the following meanings: -un ‘a member of a certain
nationality community’: cep6-un, aumes-un, mypu-un, that’s why the word
epeuun 1S a vivid example: A ua kpaii ceimy, 6 nesioomiti mouyi, niuse
epeuun y marxosiiu copouyi (L. Kostenko); the suffix -un;— ‘diminituve’:
cmeodic-un-a, copou-un-a, cupom-un-a; the suffix -u,— — ‘individuality’:
CHIDIC-UH-a, 3epH-un-a, yudyn-un-a; the suffix -uns-l-uin— ‘meat’: oapdn-
UH-A, 8EOMENC-UH-A, Ce8PI0 dC-UH-a, mioaeH-un-a, but ceun-un-a, run-un-a,
onen-un-a, eenp-un-a, noc-un-a (the derivatives from the monosyllabic
roots), ocemp-tin-a, cyoau-un-a, nococ-un-a; the suffix -ums-/-iin,— ‘1) the
tree; 2) the thickets, forest’: 6epész-un-a, ociiu-un-a, cmepéu-umn-a, edmédic-
un-a ‘1) the shrub or shrub rose family; 2) the collective Noun; dark red
eatable berries of this plant’ keop-un-a, kien-un-a, epab-un-a, sinvw-vin-a;
the suffix -uns ‘the meaning of possessiveness’: cécmp-un; the suffix -
ung — and ‘the meaning of possessiveness and relativity’: eoos-uin-uii,
MONOJI-UH-UI.
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The morphonological structure of the suffixal morphemes depends on
which part of the language they are attached to. The obligatory component
(it is always the final one) of the Noun suffixes from the Slavic era is a
consonant and the Verbal suffixes — vocal’. This is the defining
morphonological feature of the Ukrainian language: there is no Noun
suffix that would not contain the consonant morphoneme in the final
position: cosd — coe-en-s', cosé-un-uil, co8j-amK-o0, CO8j-au-uil;, 60068d —
6006-€1K-0, 60i6-éyb, 6006-un, 60os-uy-s. Instead, the Verb suffixes are
either mono-morphonemic vocal structures: -u-, -i-: 6amie — bamooic-ii-mu,
3Mis — 3Mij-I-mu-cs, co8d — coé-i-mu, 6006d — 6006-i-mu, Or poly-
morphonemic, however, they obligatory include a vocal segment in the
final position, for example: sdos-ysd-mu.

The formal transformations of the suffixes of each of the above-
mentioned classes are not marked by the same type either. The Noun suffixes
indicate mainly the process of the final consonants alternation: cop6 — 2cop6-
OK — 2opb-ou-ok, baba — bab-yc’-a — b6abyc-envk-a (Possible the interaction
with the vowel alternation is possible: npomin-éyv — npomin-u-ux) or their
complete clipping: B’emndm — 6’emudm-eyp — 6’emnam-x-a. The Verbal
suffixes are mostly modified by clipping of the obligatory component:
naono’xa — naoo u-u-mu — naosio 4-eHH-5, 8Apma — 8apm-yed-mu — 6apm-
ie-nuk, similar to nanu-ed-mu — nanu-e-u-uil.

2. Morphonemic composition of elementary suffixes
of word-forming nests from the Noun

The analysis of the morphonological structure of the elementary
suffixes as the most important element of the suffix subsystem begins with
units of the type VC. The elementary suffix units, following
E. A. Karpilovska, we consider primitive, non-decomposable when
expressing a certain categorical or class meaning®. We consider VC
structure to be a canonical form of the Noun suffixes. And not only
because such a morphonological structure has the vast majority of suffixes,
fixed in the sample under study — 35 the Noun suffixes from 57 singled
out. This is due also to the structure of the nominal root, the consonant
ending of which requires a vocal morphoneme. In the consonant position
of these suffixes, the morphonemes are observed {u}, {n’, {x}, {m}, {8},

{eh, i}, Ix} {e’, i) {u), {c}, {u’), {n), {p}, {j}, the most regular of them

! Uypranona B. I'. Ouepk pycckoit mopdononoruu. M. : Hayka. 1973. C. 15.
Kapmninoscbka €. A. CydikcanbHa mijcucreMa Cy4acHOI yKpaiHCBKOI JiTepaTypHOI
MoBH : OynoBa 1 peanizauis. K. : [H-T moBo3nasctBa imM. O. O. [ToteOn1 HAH Vkpainu. 1999.
C.25.
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are — {x}, {n’}, {n}, {p}. The morphoneme {x} is in the final position of the
suffix -ax: mop -dx, -ax(a): mopos ’-ak-a, the suffix -ux: 166-ux, the suffix
-yK. enizo -yk, a borrowed suffix -i/x(a): die'm-ux-a. The morphoneme
{n’} is fixed by the suffixes -éunw: conos-énv, -en(s): 6obp-en-s', -yn(s).
Kpac-yH-si, -dHb. 20]106-AHb, -uH(s). boe-un’-a. The morphoneme {u} is
observed in the suffixes -umns-: ceun-un-a, -iiny-: micy-un-a, -un: HiMY-UH, -
an(u): kuj-an-u and {p! — in borrowings -i/class: xac-up, b6ank-ip; -op:
exzekym-op, -ép: eapnyn-ép. The same suffixes make more active the use
of the morphoneme {m/}: oexan-am, antomin-am, yemenm-um.

In the vocal position, any of the vocal morphonemes is possible in a
modern language, but the activity of using each of them often depends on
the genetic characteristics of the suffixes. So, in the composition of the
native morphonemes{i} and {o} the most passive. The first one is singled
out by the suffixes -/t and -inws: 6a6-iu, sonoc-inb, the second one only the
suffix — -om(a): xinn-om-a, xceop-om-a. Instead, in the suffixes of a non-
native origin the morphoneme {0} is also combined with the consonants
{n}, {p}, {3} 6enz-on, yéns-op, mpomo-03.

The vocal morphonemes {a}, {y} are followed by the noise backlingual
{k}!: ous-dx, {x}: ois-dx-a, the larynx sound {2}!: 0io-ye-a, the sonorants
{n}, {u’}: opocoouu-an-u, cop6-ame, {n’}): poe-anv, {p}: wxon’-ap,
adsoxkam-yp-a, {p’}: waxm-ap / waxm-ap’(a). In the borrowed suffixes,
the interaction of the morphoneme is possible {a} with the consonants {z/,
{0}, {m}, {oc}). nepcomn-dan, knoym-dao-a, enuckon-am, apbimp-doc. The
morphoneme {e} in the structure of the native suffixes is combined with
the morphonemes {u’}: ko3y6-ens, {n’}: nycm-én’-a, {u}: man-éu-a, {8}:
kopon-és-a, and in the structure of the borrowed suffixes —i {p}: kombaiin-
¢ép. The morphoneme {u} is characterized by the compatibility with the
morphonemes {x}: opdam-uk, {n}: mimu-un, {x}: aumap-ix-a, {u’}: cemp-
uy’-a, {u}: xusxc-uu. Only in the suffixes of a foreign origin the
morphoneme {-i1} ({i-u) functions in a combination with the consonants
{k}: cumeon-ix-a, ouniomam-ux-a, {H}: Kogej-in, anacmes-un, {m}: eman-
im, aopm-um.

Among the Adjective suffixes, the VC variant is also the most
productive: its model corresponds to 14 suffixes from the sample under
study (from the Noun word-forming nests) 21. In the vocal position the
following morphonemes are predominant: {a}, {o,} and {u}, but in a
consonant position — {u}, {8}, {m}, the suffixes -an(uir), -umns, -ting(uti):
CMOJL '-aH-ULl, CECMP-UH, HCAO-UH-UL, -U8(ull), -as(uii), -0.6-: Npaso-us-ui,
orcun-ae-uil, aic-o6-uil, s Hy-ee-uit, and o6pam-is with the morphoneme
{o1} ({o-i}); -am(uir), -um(ui): copo-amuii, macm-um-uti. The Adjectival
suffixes can be also terminated (as they begin) by other morphonemes,
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such as {u}: 6in’-au-uii, kpoxooun -au-uii; {j}: eeomémc-uil, opa-ii. The
researchers qualify the last affix as a suffix-ending °.

The consonant component in the Noun suffixes may be represented by
a combination of the consonants phonemes. The suffixes the V'C-form, in
which C = tt doesn’t do not show such a diversity of morphonemes as we
observe when C =t. In the derived Nouns such formal structures have the
suffixes-duu(sn): oépeso — depesj-auu’-a, -usn(a): 0i0 — 0i0-u3H-a, ~-UHH(5):
KYKYypyo3a — KYKypyo3-uHH -a, -uuj(e): Hoed — HOdC-UU-e, -iCMb
(MopdonosioTiYHO — {01cm’}): nmpagousuil — npago-us-icmv, -UCbK(0):
Xaoneysb — XJIONY-UCHK-O.

E. A. Karpilovska, relying on the opposition of xzon-u-ticex-o — xnon-
k-0, considers the suffix -ucsx(o) as a complex inventory. The same way
she calls the units with auxiliary, inseparable in any structure for
expressing the corresponding meanings the by the formal elements™.
Considering the suffix -ucex(o) as elementary, we explain it the following
way: it originated in the Slavic era and in this form was inherited by a part
of the Slavic languages, also by Ukrainian, cf. Polish: chifopisko, babsko,
Czech: dubisko, Ukrainian: napybuceko, odisuucvko, Bilorussian:
gsmpuicka, csim’icka and the others . The researchers do not agree on the
history of this suffix. Some consider it the oldest common Slavic
morpheme from which the Southern Slavic suffix originated -iste and
Eastern Slavic -isce. According to the point of view of the other
researchers, the suffix -isko — it is the result of contamination of earlier
suffixes -isce and -ssko™.0. V. Tsaruk writes about the genealogical
affinity of these morphemes, considering -isko more archaic. The spread of
the parallel forms in the Ukrainian language in -uw(e) the scientist
explains, “firstly, the presence of a Slovenian substrate; secondly, the
influence of the Church Slavonic language, and thirdly, the phonetic
processes of the assimilation-dissimilation character, which could lead to
the modification of difficult for the Ukrainian pronunciation the sound
[c’k]". The affixes -x(o) are -ucwi(o), nowadays, are contrasted with their

% Besnosicko O. K., Toponencska K. T., Pycanisepkuii B. M. I'pamatika yKkpaiHChKOi
moBH. K. : HaykoBa nymka, 1993. C. 126.

19 Kapminoseska €. A. CydikcanpHa IMiiCHCTeMa CydacHOi yKpaiHCBKOI jiTepaTypHOi
MOBH : OynmoBa i peami3anis. K. : [a-T moBo3naBcTBa im. O. O. ITore6ni HAH Vkpainu. 1999.
C. 48-49.

1 Berynm 10 mOpiBHSIBHO-ICTOPHYHOTO BHBYEHHS CJIOB’SHCBKHX MOB / 3a peil.
O.C. Mensanuyka. HaykoBa mymka. 1966. C. 118.

12 Pyauunbkuii . Hapoctku —ute, -ucbko, -cbko. Binniner : Hakinan YBAH. 1967.

13 Hapyx O. B. Ykpaincpka MoBa cepejl 1HIIMX CJIOBSHCHBKMX MOB : €THOJIOTIYHI Ta
rpamaTuyHi napamerpu. JHinponerposerbk : Hayka 1 ocsita. 1998. C. 235.
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meaning: it is diminutive in the first suffix and rude in the second suffix.
Therefore, in our opinion, there is no sufficient reason to correlate today
the suffix -ucwk(0) with a structurally simpler one -x(o).

The consonantal segment of these Noun suffixes is formed by the clusters
of the morphonemes, which are usually identical in the acoustic
characteristics {x’n’}, {cm’}, {em), {c’x}, {wuu} as compared to {3n}. Another
feature of these complexes is: if the consonantal phonemes differ in the way
they are created, the slit is always preceeded by an plosive or an affricate. In
the vast majority of suffixes, the position of the vocal component is replaced
by a morphoneme {u}. The morphoneme {o.} is actualized in the affix -icmo,
and the morphoneme {i;} — in the affixes -izu, -icm.

The noun suffixes of the analyzed group are stylistically labelled units
with a collective meaning: unn(s), -usn(a), peorativity: -uw(e), -ucok(o), of
the subject feature: -icms. The adjective suffix -acm— is also expressively
coloured, used mostly in spoken and fiction speech in the meaning of
‘having something in abundance, endowed with something in excess’:
bpuna — opus-acm-uil, 2pusa — -epus-acm-uli.

In the list of non-linguistic suffixes of such a morphonemic structure,
the suffixes -awm, -ewm are distinguished, in which the sonorous
morphoneme preceides the noise voiceless. The two other affixes ({-iyzm}
and {-i;cm}) coincide with the configuration of the morphonemes: “noise +
sonorous”, “noise + noise”.

Among the Noun suffixes are those consisting of one consonant
segment, that is, the C-form suffixes. It is about the substantive suffixes -
6-, -1-, -J-, -u-, -u— and the Adjective suffix -x-: 6pam — 6pamea, myscux —
MYaHC8a; Uyoumu — yyouno, eepboa — 8epo’sa, yuean — yueawia, CyimaH —
CYImanuia,; 8 101 — 8 TOHKUl, AYHA — JIYHKUU.

A special kind of the Noun suffix with zero (#) morphonemes in the
position of the vocal segment. In some morphonological conditions they
are represented by the phonemes /o/ abo /e/, and in the others, a phonemic
zero corresponds to them — the alternative pairs e/, o//o or a//e, v//0:
ny3am-éyvb — Ny3dH-oY-uK, Cmdae-OK — CMaé— oK-06-Ull, MAUCMEP-oH-51 —
Maticmep-envb-K-a, BIKOH-gY-€ — BIKOH-e4-K-0, 8ali3-0K-ad — 6aJi3-04-K-a.
Different researchers qualify them differently: some classify to the vocal
suffixes, the others classify them as consonantal. The position of the
former was most clearly justified by K. Kovalik: the shifting vowel, and
besides, the front row is indicated by alternations that occur in the finals of
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the formation stem™. H. P. Neschymenko supports the opposite idea: the
suffixes with the variable manifestation of the initial segment are either
non-vocal or consonantal, since the dominant role belongs to the alomorph
with a phonemic zero®.

There are few units of such morphonological structures in the suffix
subsystem of the modern language, but they are characterized with a high
word-formation activity. The phoneme /e/ within these suffixes is
combined with the phonemes /4 /, /u/, /n’/, /a/, /ul, where as a /o/ — only
with /x/, /4/, more over with those, which belong to one morphoneme {x/,
cf.. xaszam-ox — kazam-ou-ox i kazam-ok-oé-un. The suffix -ex (in a
morphonemic spelling — {-#1) is fixed only in xo3-enr < xo3a. Alongside
with it, another suffix of the same morphonemic composition is used in the
derivative nouns — -#31-, however, it does not interact with the Noun but
with Verbal stems, forming the substantives of a neutra gender in the
meaning of ‘something that has something to do with the action, named by
a formation stem basis’, ie., the suffix-homonym: ceimumu — ceim-e1-o —
ceim-en-k-0, cioamu — cio-01-0 — Ci0-€1-K-0, OKUCIUMU — OKUC-€L.

Zero morphoneme in the place of the vocal element of the suffix VC-
form is fixed in only one borrowed morpheme — -op. 1éxm-op — nexkm-op-
uc-a. The alternation o/s marks it, and it marks the whole stem in one
morphonological position — before a vocal sound, a borrowed suffix -uc(a)
to indicate a feminine gender. Before other suffixes -op functions without
the alternation: aéxm-op-k-a, néxm-op-cok-uii, néxkm-op-cme-o. This
alternation marks also the stems with op in the status of a sub-morph:
akm/op — akmp-uc-a, OupeKm/op — oupexm/p-uc-a.

The Noun suffix -cme— and the Adjectival suffixes -n— and -cox—
should evidently belong to the structures of the #C-type, although the
vocalized morphs of these suffixes are not marked by the word-formation
activity, being used only in occasional forms: 6oe — 66ic-ecok-uti, 60o#c-
ecme-0, Nadic — NANHC-eCobK-Ull, XAHIHCA — XAHIHC-eCME-0, OYK6A — OVKG-eH-UlI.
The vowel is more often used in the short form of the Adjectives in -nuu,
formed by those who acquired a qualitative meaning, for example:
cpionui/cpioen. B oomici maemnuyi — cpiven nepcmens...(l. Drach) or
ouenuil/ ousen. Tam oueen oum i xama we kasxkosa (L. Kostenko). Thus,
the C-type morph is a dominant structure that brings these suffix
morphemes closer to the consonant class, but does not identify with them.

1 Kowalik K. Budowa morfologiczna przymiotnikéw polskich. Wroctaw : Ossolineum.
1977. S. 29.

% Hemmmenko T. I1. [Ipobnemartuka aepuBanmoHHo mopdononoruu. Crasauckoe u
bankanckoe sasvikosnanue. M. : Hayka. 1982. C. 307.
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The derivatives such as these can serve as a confirmation: 6ok — 610k-
yeda-mu — O10KY8d-IbH-Ull, 0eHb — OH -yeéa-mu — OHtosd-ibH-uil: the non-
clipped verbal stems, ie., vocal, interact with the morph of the suffix -#— —
-1on-. O. V. Isachenko interprets the morphonological structure of such
forms in another way: “The element {I} ... is a morphological element that
has no meaning at all, but is endowed with the function of transforming the
verbal stems into the substantive ones” and the researcher suggests naming
all such elements the formatives™.

Among the elementary noun suffixes are those borrowed units, whose
structure is VCVC, for example: nianem-apiii, ougpmone-oio and VVC:
uesueHK-1aH-a.

In the morphonological aspect, the verbal suffixes differ from the
Nouns not only by the nature of their obligatory component, but also by the
fact that they do not use the potencies of the phonological subsystem of the
language so powerfully. The canonical form of this class of word-forming
morphemes is the form V. It is present in the suffixes -u— : 6ampadax —
bampau-u-mu; -i-: 36ip — 36ip-i-mu, NOAYM 51 — HOJYMj-AH-Ull — NOJYM “SIH-1-
mu; -a-: 00i0 — 00i0-a-mu, po3ym — pO3YM-H-UU/PO3YMH-IUL-Ull —
posymuiu-a-mu. The Slavic by origin suffix -xy has the form CV, but in
the combination with the Noun roots / the stems it is not fixed, cf.: rather
regular adjectival formations xyouii — xyo-ny-mu, kucauil — Kic-Hy-mu.

A highly active is the common Slavic suffx in pronoun word-forming
nests is characterized by the common Slavic suffix -ysd-in the word-
formation nests from the Noun, the morphonological type — the form VCV.
This suffix differs from the above-analyzed in its stress: in its original
allomorph, the segment a stands out: eopc — sopc-ysda-mu, eopcysd-nn-s,
sopcysd-nvh-utl, sopcysa-ionuk, and in the morphs-variants — the first:
8ydnb — 3a-6yas -ysd-mu — 3agyanvosa-w-utl. The suffixes -u-, -nux are able
to make the suffix -yea— (in particular its allomorph -is-) unstressed:
MAHOPpU — MAHOP-Y8A-MU — MAHOPIG-H-UU, MdHeyb — MAaHy -yed-mu —
manyie-nux. Therefore, in the accent aspect, they are more powerful than
the suffix -ysa-.

The Adverbial suffixes can also interact with the Noun roots. They are
semantically neutralized endings (sometimes formative suffixes) of the
parts of the language: this class of words was formed mainly in a
morphonological and syntactic way. Therefore, in a morphonological
aspect, they are not marked by originality or homogeneity. Most of the

1% Pcauenxo A. B. Poib yceuenus B pycckoM ciioBooGpasosannn. Internanional Journal
of Slavic Linguistics and Poetics. 1972. XV. Mouton-The Hague. P. 109.
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adverbial suffixes have the obligatory element — a vowel morphoneme:
puccro, epyuny, cnpaeoi, the rest — a consonant morphoneme: cuepxom,
eypmom. The adverbialized verbal forms, unlike the Nouns and the
Adjectives, mainly do not retain their affixes, but are replaced by the
specific word-formation suffixes, for example: -ma, -omd: cuovma,
Kpaovkomd.

In addition to elementary, with the Noun stems interact the multi-
element (non-elementary) inventory suffixes'’. These are etymologically
derived units that arose by the way of reallocation. The sample of the Noun
word-forming nests indicates that it is not always easy to draw a line
between the inventory elementary and inventory non-elementary suffixes.
The most fundamental reason for this distinction is the quantitative
characteristics of such units. An affix, which is different from another by
the presence of a left additional segment and is more frequent — it is not a
suffix with an interfix (a sub-morph), but an independent one'®. For
Instance, the suffix -ux, used to denote the name of a person by his/her
profession or the type of activity: zdsus — nasu-uk, cmepno — cmeph-uKk,
can be found only in modern derivatives from the Adjective (kaoposuii
oghiyep — kaopos-ux). In its turn, the suffix -nux, is predominant among the
derivatives from the Noun: #x + -uk: 6r100xcém — b6100xcémnux, dedorm —
deghonmuux, Oidcnopa — OidCHOPHUK, KBOMA — KBOMHUK, KOHMPAKM —
KOHMPAKMHUK, 0uopu — o@QuopHuUK, nidp — nidpHUK, CHUCOK —
CNUCOYHUK, (pecmuedib — qbecmuedfszuklg. Therefore, it is expedient to
recognize -ux and -nux as different morphemes and, accordingly, -nux — a
non-elementary inventory suffix.

In the form of the multi-element inventory suffixes there are three
types: CVC, VCC, VCVC. The CVC-type suffixes form the Noun words.
These include the suffixes -nux, -wux (-uux), -wun (-uumn)-: 6yxo — éyui-
HUK, bapabadn — 6apabdn-wuK, 840 ma — 80 m-yuK, KO3dK — KO3du-4um-
a, Ilonmasa — Ilonmaswuna. The VCVC-type suffixes are connected with
the Adjective word-formation system: -yeam— (cop6-ox — copbk-ysam-uii),

7 Kapminosceka €. A. CydikcansHa MmiicHCTeMa CydacHOi yKpaiHCBKOI JiTepaTypHOi
MOBH : Oynosa i peami3anis. K. : [a-T moBo3naBcTBa im. O. O. ITore6ni HAH Vkpainu. 1999.
C. 48-49.

8 3emckas E. A. [IpoayKTUBHOCTh M YJICHUMOCTh. Passumue co8pemerHo20 pyccKoco
azvika. Cnosoobpasosanue. Ynenumocmo crosa. 1972. M. : Hayka. 1975. — C. 216.

19 Kucmox JI. 1. [Tinxonu 10 BUBYEHHS HOBOI MOXiAHOI JIGKCUKH. YKpaiHChbKa MOBa B
KOHTEKCTI cy4yacHoi cnaBicTuku: Monorpadis / H. @. Kmumenko, €. A. KapminoBcbka,
JI. TI. Kucmrok, 1O. B. Pomantok; Bign. pea. €. A. KapninoBceka [EnexkTpoHHe BUAaHHSA].
K. 2019. C. 612-613 Pexxum nmoctymy : https://r2u.org.ua/data/other/Ukr.mova_v_konteksti
suchasnoi_slavistyky(2019).pdf.
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-o6um— (mandan — manan-osum-uii). The VCC-type units — the Adjectival,
the Noun forming suffixes: -eux— (kypkyao — KypKya-énk-0), -onvk-I -envk—
(K03d — Ki3-OHbK-a, 3037151 — 303V/1-eHbK-A; BUUIHSA — BUUIH-€8-ULl — BUULH-
esenbK-ull), -i6H— (Yap — yap-ieH-a, aumap — aumap-ieH-a), -06H— (0yx —
0yX-06H-Ull).

3. Morphonological transformations
in the structure of suffixes from the Noun wrd-formation

The suffixal morphemes, as the subjects of morphonological positions,
not only cause the changes in the contact zones of the root morphemes or
the stems, but may themselves undergo morphonological transformations.
It is necessary to distinguish between two types of circumstances that
cause these transformations. On the one hand, the suffixes are modified as
components of the generative stems, for instance: cndav-on-s — cndn-eno-
K-a, 400im-0K — 4o0im-0uy-oK, MaluH-06-uli — maiun-ig-k-a, on the other
hand, — the bearers of the word-formation meanings. The latter occurs only
when, under certain morphological conditions, the root (the stem)
alteration is impossible or insufficient. In this case, the word-forming
suffixal morpheme is changed by a left extension to its main (original)
alomorph of the sub-morph (rarely sub-morphs).

All characterized morphonological types of suffixes can be
submorphized. Thus, the Noun suffixes of the canonical form (VC) under
certain morphonological conditions are altetred by the C-type sub-morphs,
in particular, -u/, -u/, -/, cf.; Iloavwa — non’-ax, but Kpum — xpum-u/ax,
3axi0 — 3axio-u’/ax; Jlveie — nvsisj-an-u, but Ilonmdea — nonmae-u/an-u;
xeicm — xeocm-am-uii, but yzop — yzop-u/am-uii, 3nicme — 310cm-16-uil,
but xeopoba — xeopob-n/ue-uii, crboma — crbom-n/us-uil.

This type of of The Noun suffixes can be modified by the sub-morphs
of the VC-type, cf.: drenv — onen-un-a, ceuns” — ceun-un-a, but eeomior —
seomedic-am/un-a, HOUK —inouy-am/un-a, though there is: inouy-un-a;
KHA3b — KHS fc-ud, DUt yicap — yicap-es/uu; noed — noswc-uwy-e, but ouso —
oue-os6/uwy-e, Kaexaz — kaexds-eywv, but Jonbac — oonbdc-is/eyv, Anonis —
sanon-x-a, but Kumdu — kumaj-an/k-a. In the latter case, the appearance of
the sub-morph is caused by the action of a semantic factor — to avoid
homonymy, cf.: kumduxa (fabric) and xumas'uka (a female of a Chinese
nationality formed from xumaeys). The following opposition illustrates the
same phenomenon: kopeétika (copt Mm’sica), epéuka (371aK) — KopesiHKa,
epeuanka (from kopéeywv, epex). The stems of some Nouns (mostly
borrowed ones) cause the suffixes to build up with two sub-morphs: oxdszis
— OKA3I-OH/ANb/H-Ul, KOMA — KoM-am/03/n-ul, Kanm — kaum-i/an/cme-o.
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Different morphs of the same suffix morpheme may be attached to the
stems of a particular morphological class. For example, the Noun suffix -
qn(o). 1t combines with a verbal stem in a non-transformed form: oeporc-a-
mu — 0épaica-in-o, samk-a-mu — 3amxa-in-o.\With the Noun stems — in a
transformed form due to the sub-morph -u/, which compensates the
omitted the stage — the verbal stem in -umu: yin — yin-u/1n-o, Koueped —
Kouepoic-1/IH-0, poedu — poeau-u/nu-o. From the above-mentioned
examples it is clear that the Verbal, the Noun derivatives differ in the very
place of the accent: the submorphic morph pulls it on itself, while the
original morph causes it to move to the 1st syllable of the stem. By this
feature, the derivative 6amoorc-u/nn-o should be called the derivative from
the Noun, in spite of the verb 6amooic-1i-mu.

The functional significance of the building up as a morphonological
means can be also attested by the Verbal derivative 60owc-x/a-mu. Unlike
the common root words: 6oorctimucs, 6oeyeamu it contains an built up
suffix, whose sub-morph (-k /) attests to the derivation from the form
booxce, Used in the function of the Interjective, cf.: ou — ou-x/a-mu, ny — ny-
K/a-mu, etc.

In both the Noun and the Adjectival suffixes, the syllabic sub-morphs
of the VC-type are largely identical in a morphonemic manifestation. In
the consonant position, the sonorants morphonemes {u}, {1}, {8}, {j} are
most often used in this case here: {n} —to {a}, rarely {o}, {e}, {u}; {8} —t0
{i}, {ul; i} —to {i}; {n’} — to {a}. The majority of sub-morphs in their
morphonemic composition coincide with the suffixes — native or borrowed,
although the unique forms also occur, e.g.: xozax — ko3-apa’/ye-a cynpotu
Kim — kom -ye-a.

In the verbal word-formation system, the modifications are made by
building up segments -ip/(-up/), -i3/(-u3/), -(u)¢hix/, -cms/, the suffix -yea—
undergoes some alterations more often, especially when combined with the
stems of the borrowed substantives: mownononis — momnonon-iz/yeda-mu,
nuicé — nuic-up/yed-mu, niké — nik-ip/yed-mu, 2az — eas-ugirk/yed-mu,
menno — menio-Qik/yeda-mu, akmop — akmop-cme/ysa-mu. The sub-
morphs {-iyp/), {-i13/} appeared from the desemantization of the foreign
suffixes (Lat. -ire-, Ger. -izieren) during the penetration of borrowings in
the Ukrainian language vocabulary. The Latin suffixoid -gix/ (from ficatio
‘pobiro’, in compound words denotes ‘3miiicHIOBaHHS, BTUICHHS') iN
Ukrainian vocabulary lost its independence and became a sub-morph. The
verbal suffix -a— is able to modify with the help of the sub-morph -nuu/:
Jl08e1ac — 108enac-Huy/a-mu, 0apmojio — oapmoi o-nuy/a-mu. The suffix -
nuu/a— spread in the Ukrainian language under the influence of the Russian
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language, in which it was singled out “due to the rearrangement of the
verbal stems formed from the Nouns with the suffix nouns -#ux> %°

CONCLUSIONS

The morphological affixal way of derivation is characterized by the
highest degree of productivity in the system of word-formation from the
Noun. In addition, as opposed to the prefixes and the suffixes, the suffixes
Interact much more with the Noun stems. In terms of morphonology, the
affixes of the Noun word-forming nests are heterogeneous. Fixed in the
analyzed material the word-forming prefixes are one / two-part structures
with a limited morphonemic composition — {0}, {6}, {2}, {p}. {n}, {n’}, {6},
{m}, {c}, {3}. The greater morphonological diversity is marked by the
suffixal morphemes, which are grouped into two classes. The first one (the
most numerous) is formed by the units, the obligatory component of which
Is the consonant morphoneme. The second class is the one, in which this
role belongs to the vocal morphoneme. The first ones are the VC-type
nominal suffixes with one or two consonants in the position of the
consonant component C. The second ones — the verb V or VCV-types. The
Noun suffixes use the potencies of the language morphonological system
much more powerfully, but they are far from being complete, since they
are morphonemes (for example, {0}, {3°}, {¢}), which are not fixed in any
of the Noun suffixes. In addition, the morphemes of a particular
morphonemic composition illustrate some attachment to a certain style. In
the course of the derivational processes, the suffixes may undergo the
morphonological changes either by alternation (in the function of the
constituent of the generative stem or by the way of building up (in the
function of the derivative).

SUMMARY

The article emphasizes affixation as a leading method of producing
derivative noun word-forming nests. The relevance of taking into account
the peculiarities of the morphonological structuring of both components of
the word-forming structure — the root / the stem and the word-forming
suffix, is confirmed. Its elements are recognized as morphonemes and sub-
morphemes. The peculiarities of constructing the plan of expression of
prefixal and suffixal morphemes were emphasized, the basic structural
manifestations of each of these varieties were established. It is shown that

20 CrnoBoTBip cydyacHO! yKpaiHCBhKOi JiTepaTypHOi MoBH : MoHorpadis. K. : Haykosa
aymka. 1979. C. 183.
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the suffixal derivative suture is more significant in the context of
morphonology, because on it the interaction of word-forming morphemes
Is accompanied by various transformations of their external plans. We find
out which morphonemes prefer prefixes and which suffixes are
morphemes. The nature of the arrangement of morphony in the elementary
suffixes of the noun phrase formation is analyzed. Ways and means of
morphonological modification of suffixes in derivatives with noun roots
have been established.
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