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Abstract. The main purpose of the scientific article is to consider the status of
morphonology and its problems on the basis of the morphonology of the Proto-Slavic language.
The goal is also set for further in-depth research of morphonology - a preliminary reconstruction
of the vocabulary of the proto-language on the basis of a comparative etymological study of the
vocabulary of all languages of this group. The idea is expressed that the morphonological
features of the Slavic languages were already laid down in the Proto-Slavic language.

For their reconstruction, a special role is played by the data of the Old Russian language as
one of the dialects of the proto-language, and the data of the Old Russian dictionary are of
particular importance.

At the same time, some differences are possible in the chronological depth of
reconstruction for different cases, since the early Slavic period is distinguished in the history of
the Proto-Slavic language, before the tendency to the loss of closed syllables and the period after
the loss of closed syllables (Late Pre-Slavic period). The tendency to the loss of closed syllables
contributed to the monophthongization of diphthongs, which significantly transformed not only
the phonological, but also other systems of the Proto-Slavic language, primarily its
morphonology.

On the basis of the study and description of the theoretical ideas of famous linguists of the
20th and 21st centuries, such a scientific problem as the problem of studying the connection
between the phonological structure of morphemes and their word-formation functions is
determined. Therefore, much attention is paid to the study of the role of alternations functioning
in word formation.

The urgency of the problem is that the consideration of the relationship of phonetics and
grammar both in synchronicity and in diachrony is not only constantly put forward as a
necessary aspect of linguistic research in theoretical works, but also becomes an indispensable
part of modern descriptive, historical and comparative grammars. Special studies are devoted to
the morphonology of individual languages.

The opinions of various scientists about the place of morphonology in science (part of
grammar, phonology, inter-tiered level, etc.) are given. The role of N. Trubetskoy as a
representative of the Prague linguistic circle in the formulation of the problem of morphonology
is noted.

The article has a certain theoretical significance, since it develops problems related to the
study of the historical conditionality of many phenomena in modern Slavic languages. The work
is interesting for specialists in the field of Russian linguistics, students studying the history of the
language and modern Slavic languages.
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Morphonological problems, the interest in which arose within the framework
of the Prague Linguistic Circle, have recently attracted the attention of many
linguists.

Consideration of the relationship between phonetics and grammar, both in
synchrony and diachrony, is not only constantly promoted as a necessary aspect of
linguistic research in theoretical works, but also becomes an indispensable part of
modern descriptive, historical and comparative grammars. Special studies are
devoted to the morphonology of individual languages.

Introduction

The term "morphonology", as well as the definition of the boundaries and
tasks of this area of linguistic research, were first proposed by Trubetskoy in two
articles published in the "Proceedings of the Prague Linguistic Circle": "Sur la
morphonologie" (1929) and "Gedanken {iber Morphonologie" (1931).
Morphonology was specified by N.S. Trubetskoy as a part of grammar that studies
the morphological use of phonological differences [2].

In the range of objects of study of morphonology, he eventually included the
following questions: phonological structure of morphemes; combinatorial sound
changes that a morpheme undergoes in conjunction with other morphemes;
alternations with morphological function.

“Based on the above definition of the purpose of morphonology as the study
of the morphological use of phonological differences, the inclusion of the study of
combinatorial changes at the boundaries of morphemes in morphonology seems
controversial, since these changes just eliminate the phonological differences of
morphemes.

However, the difference between the rules for combining phonemes on the
border of morphemes from the rules for their intramorphic compounds and the
difference in the rules for combining phonemes on the borders of morphemes of
different classes may serve as a basis for including this problem in
morphonology”’[1]. The next work of N.S. Trubetskoy "Das Morphonologische
System der russischen Sprache" (Prague, 1934) is a description of the
morphonology of the synchronous linguistic state; however, the scientist himself
pointed out the importance of morphonological analysis both in statically
descriptive (synchronic) and historical (diachronic) language learning [2].

Description of materials and methods

Hence, the purpose of our research is the preliminary reconstruction of the
vocabulary of the proto-language on the basis of a comparative etymological study
of the vocabulary of all languages of this group. At the same time, special
attention is paid to the study of the role of alternations functioning in word
formation.



There was also noted the interdependence of the morphological and phonetic
systems of the language manifested, on the one hand, in the ability of the
morphonological system to both facilitate and hinder the development of phonetic
changes, and on the other hand, in the ability of phonetic changes to cause
displacements and breaks in the morphological system [2]. Morphonology,
according to N.S. Trubetskoy, is central to grammar.

Results

For the Old Russian language itself, questions about the root vocalism of root
and suffixal names, as well as about replacing the correlation of root names with
verbs by derivation of names from verbs are irrelevant: the identity of the vocalism
of names to vocalism of verbs, in connection with the derivation of names from
verbs, prevailed as a principle of nominal verbal word formation back in late
period of the Proto-Slavic language.

However, the consideration of these issues on Old Russian material with an
orientation towards the Proto-Slavic language not only makes it possible to
determine some features of the nominal word formation in the Proto-Slavic
language; it also has a certain value for studying the prehistory of the Old Russian
language as a dialect of the Proto-Slavic language, allowing to raise the question of
the degree of isolation of this dialect in the Proto-Slavic language in relation to, for
example, the root vocalism of names correlated with verbs, i.e. the question of the
presence of their own Proto-Slavic archaisms and innovations in the Old Russian
language.

Since when considering the Old Russian material, we constantly take into
account the possible projection of the corresponding problems into the Proto-
Slavic language, and some questions in general turn out to be relevant only for the
Proto-Slavic language, therefore we have to repeatedly turn to the reconstruction of
the Proto-Slavic state on the basis of the Old Russian dictionary. At the same time,
some differences are possible in the chronological depth of reconstruction for
different cases: the depth of reconstruction is determined by the nature of the issues
under consideration.

The periodization of the history of the Proto-Slavic language is based on the
distinction between the period before the loss of closed syllables (early Proto-
Slavic period) and the period after the loss of closed syllables (late Pre-Slavic
period).

The tendency to the loss of closed syllables, one of the manifestations of
which is the monophthongization of diphthongs, has significantly transformed not
only the phonological, but also other systems of the Proto-Slavic language, first of
all, its morphonology.

This is evidenced by the dependence of the change in the regularities of the
root vocalism of root names on the monophthongization of diphthongs: the



opposition of the vocalism of a name to the vocalism of a verb (in quality or
quantity) turns out to be relevant for the morphonology of nominal verbal word
formation only before the monophthongization of diphthongs. Therefore, the
description of the root vocalism of root and suffixal names and the corresponding
verbs i1s best considered at the level of the Early Slavic period, i.e. before
monophthongization of diphthongs.

To consider other issues, reconstruction at the Late Pre-Slavic level (after the
monophthongization of diphthongs) is sufficient: at this level, for example, the
reconstruction of suffixes is given.

Morphological types of nouns are defined as * -o, * -jo-, * -a-, * -ja-, * -i-, * -
U-, * -u-stems, but in the vast majority of cases, when speech refers to the late pre-
Slavic period, these names are used conventionally to designate various
paradigmatic classes that go back to these types of bases. As an independent
paradigmatic class, the names of the neuter gender with the old * -o- (and * -jo-) -
base are distinguished, since in the derivational relation they differ from the stems
on the * - (and * -jo-) masculine gender.

The aforementioned randomness and limitedness of the fixed Old Russian
dictionary forces us to include in the study, along with formations corresponding to
productive word-formation models, also single formations that are related by root
to more or less extensive nests, but do not have one-suffix correspondences (that is,
according to the generally accepted terminology included in only one, root series).

The allocation of a suffix in such formations is theoretically sufficiently
substantiated in the works of G.O. Vinokura and A.I. Smirnitsky. The use of single
formations is essential not only because they can be representatives of the suffixal
models that have not been accidentally fixed by other derivatives, but also to an
even greater extent because, even being truly single, "fragmentary" formations,
they are sometimes indirect indicators of the direction of development of word-
formation processes ... Of course, quantitative differences in the material related to
different word-formation models are constantly taken into account.

Discussion

In theoretical works, objects of morphonology and its place in grammar are
discussed. It is essential here that the focus of attention is constantly on questions
about the phonological structure of morphemes and about alternations [4], [5], [7].

At the moment, the question of the level belonging of morphonology remains
open. So, N.S. Trubetskoy, A.A. Reformatsky and R.I. Avanesov classify
morphonology as phonology, however, “the recognition of the phonological
structure of a morpheme as an object of morphonology does not mean that
morphonology is a part of phonology” [3]; E. Stankevich, M. Komarek, M.
Haspelmat — refer it to morphology, E.A. Makaev and E.S. Kubryakov - to the
inter-tier level, which does not have basic units.



N.S. Trubetskoy identifies morphonology as “a link between morphology and
phonology. He substantiated the need for a linguistic description of morphonology
as a science of "morphological use of phonological means" [8].

Considering the phonological structure of morphemes, researchers pay
attention to the heterogeneity of the structure of morphemes belonging to different
classes (roots, prefixes, suffixes, endings; roots, forming different parts of speech,
etc.), and therefore the problem of studying the relationship of the phonological
structure of morphemes with their derivational functions.

Studying alternations from the point of view of their grammatical role,
researchers define alternations as an additional means of expression in morphology
and word formation, which usually accompanies suffixation and does not have an
independent morphological function (according to Kurilovich's terminology,
submorphs) [6].

Kurilovich considers this role of alternations to be associated with
polarization, that 1is, to "establish the maximum difference between the
substantiating and substantiated forms" [6].

However, alternations can also be directed at the formation of forms or words
as an independent grammatical means, as internal inflection. Such alternations are
called grammatical alternations [7].

The study of alternations that function in word formation is often defined as
the main object of morphonology.

Undoubtedly, the morphonological and derivational characteristics of the
proto-language of a group of related languages (in this case, the Proto-Slavic
language) ideally presupposes a preliminary reconstruction of the vocabulary of
this proto-language on the basis of a comparative etymological study of the
vocabulary of all languages of this group.

In the absence of such a reconstructed dictionary, presented in the form of an
etymological dictionary based on the reconstruction of not only bases but words,
there can be made an attempt to determine some of the morphonological and
morphological features of the word formation of the proto-language based on the
analysis of the dictionary of one of the daughter languages, best known as one of
the most archaic ones in a number of essential features.

Of course, the corresponding dictionary must be taken in its most ancient
fixation, and the morphonological description must operate in terminology of the
proto-language.

Of particular interest is the morphonology and morphology of the nominal
verbal word formation of the Old Russian language, which is the product of the
development of the Russian language as a dialect of the Proto-Slavic language
immediately before the disintegration of the Proto-Slavic community and some
time after this disintegration.



Therefore, some of the most common characteristics of the Old Russian
nominal verbal word formation can be attributed to the Proto-Slavic language of
the later period.

On the other hand, in the absence of a reconstructed dictionary of the Proto-
Slavic language, it seems quite justified to consider, on Old Russian material, with
the necessary orientation to the material of other Slavic languages, some questions
concerning the word formation of the Proto-Slavic language itself, namely, the
question of the role of root vocalism in the formation of root names and in suffix
word formation, the question of the relation of the suffixal nominal verbal word
formation to the nominal paradigmatic classes, the question of replacing the
correlation of root names with verbs with the derivation of nouns from verbs.

Conclusion

Thus, for the reconstruction of the Proto-Slavic state, the data of the Old
Russian dictionary are of particular importance. At the same time, some
differences are possible in the chronological depth of reconstruction for different
cases, since the early Proto-Slavic period is distinguished in the history of the
Proto-Slavic language, before the tendency to the loss of closed syllables and the
period after the loss of closed syllables (Late Proto-Slavic period). The tendency to
the loss of closed syllables contributed to the monophthongization of diphthongs,
which significantly transformed not only the phonological, but also other systems
of the Proto-Slavic language, first of all, its morphonology.
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Anaatna. FeuipiMu MakamaHblH HETI3T1T MakcaThl-MOP(OHOJOTHUSHBIH MOpTedeci MeH
OHBIH MOCeJIeNIEPiH MpacyaBsH TUTiHIH MOP(OHOIIOTHSCH HeTi3iHe KapacTelpy. COHBIMEH Kartap,
MOpP(HOHONOTUSAHBI OJaH opi TEpeH 3epTTey MakKcaThIMEH Oyl TONTHIH OapibIK TUIAEPIHIH
JICKCUKACHIH CaJIBICTBIPMAJIbl 3TUMOJIOTHUSIIBIK 3€PTTEY HETi3IHAC MpaciaBiH CO3MIK KOPBIH
KaiiTa Kypy MiHAeTi Koibutran. Kazipri ciaBsiH TiiaAepiHiH MOP(OHOIOTHUSIIBIK epeKIIeNiKTepl
MPOTOCTIABSH TUTIH/IE OYPHIHHAH KAIBINTACKAH JIETCH O alThUIAIBI.

Omnapapl KaiiTa Kypy YIIiH OPOTOTUIIHIH AUANEKTUIEpiHiH Oipl peTiHae ecKi OpbICc TITIHIH
JEpeKTepi epeKIle pest aTKapaabl, all €CKi OPBIC CO3MITIHIH JEePEKTEepl epeKIle MaHbI3Fa Ue.

ConplMEH Karap, op Typil >KaFdaiapia peKOHCTPYKIMSHBIH XPOHOJIOTUSLITBIK
TEpeHAIrinAe Keilip alppMambUIBIKTap OO0Mybl MYMKIH, OWTKEHI MPOTOCIABSH TiTIHIH
TapUXbIHJA CJIaBSH TUTIHIH alfalliKbl, TYHBIK OYBIHIAPIBIH >KOFally YpHICiHEe AeiiH, Ke3eHI
OenrineHeni kKoHE OFaH KEHiHri, TYWHIK OYBIHIApIBIH KOFalybl, K€3€HI epeKIleneHedi (Kemr
ClaBsiHFa  JediHri ke3eH). TyiblKk OybIHOApABIH  JKOFally  YpAicli  AUQTOHTTapIbIH
MOHO()TOHHM3AIUACHIHA BIKITAT €TTi, OYI TeK (OHOJOTHUIBIK FaHA €MeC, COHBIMEH Karap
MIPOTOCIIABSH TIIIHIH OacKa KyHelepiH, €H alJIbIMEH OHbIH MOP(OHOJOTUICHIH ©3TePTTi.

Maxkaia aBrops! 20-21 FacsIparbl O€iriTl TUHTBUCTEPAIH TEOPHUSUIBIK UACSIAPBIH 3€PTTEY
MEH CHIarTay Herizdigae wMopdeManapabiH (OHOJIOTHSUIBIK  KYPBUIBIMBI  MEH  OJIAPJIbIH
COKACAMIIBIK KBI3METTEPiHIH OalJIaHBICHIH 3EPTTEY MOCENeCi CHSIKTBI FHUIBIMH MOCEIe
aHbIKTaiibl. COHNIBIKTaH Co3)KacaMa KbI3MET €TETiH aybICIaIbUIAPAbIH POJIH 3epPTTEyre Kol
KOHLJI OeiHei.

MoceneHiH ©3eKTUIri MbIHama: (OHETHKa MEH TI'paMMAaTHKaHBIH e3apa OailIaHBICHIH
CUHXPOHHMSJIA, JIUAXPOHUANA Ja KApacThIpy TEOPHUSUIBIK EHOCKTEpJE JHMHTBHCTUKAIBIK
3epTTeyepiH KaXeTTl acleKTici peTiHae YHeMi KONBLIbI KOWMaibl, COHBIMEH KaTap Kasipri
3aMaHFbl CHITATTAMANIBIK, TAPUXH, CAIBICTBIPMAJIBI TI'paMMAaTHUKAIAPABIH axbIpamac Oelirine
aitHananel. JKeke TingepaiH MOp(OHOJIOTHsIIapbIHA apHABI 3ePTTEYJIep apHAJIFaH.

MophOHOIOTUSHBIH  FBUIBIMAAFBI  OPHBI Typalibl op TYpJl FausIMAapAbIH IMiKipiepi
KENTIpUIreH (rpaMMartuka, (OHOJOTHs, JeHreapanblk aeHreil sxone 1.0.) H.TpyOeukonasin
MOpP(HOHOJIOTHST MOCECHI TYXKBIpbIMaayaarel [Ipara JTUHTBUCTHKAIBIK MEHOCPIHIH OKuII
PETIHET] poIi aTar KepCeTiITeH.

MaxkananslH Oenrisi 6ip TEOpUSUTBIK MaHBI3EI 0ap, OUTKEHI OJ1 Ka3ipri claBsH TUIAepiHAeri
KONTEreH KyObUIBICTAp/IbIH TAPUXHM HETi31HJIE KAJIBINTACKAaHBIH 3epTTeimi. JKyMbIC opbic Til
OimiMi canmachIHAAFBl MaMaHIApra, TUIAIH TapuXbl MEH Kasipri claBsH TUILAEpIH 3epTTEHTIH
CTY/JICHTTEPIe¢ KbI3bIKTHI.

Tipek ce31ep: MophOHOIOTHS, KE3EKTECTIPY, MPOTOCIABSH TiJli, €CKi OPBIC TiMi.
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Annoranusi. OCHOBHOM I1€bI0 HAYyYHOM CTaThU SIBISETCS PACCMOTPEHUE BOMPOCA O
craryce MopdoHomorun u e€ npoOneMaTHKH Ha Marepuasie MOP(GOHOIOTHH MpPACIaBSHCKOTO
si3bp1ka. CTaBUTCS TaKXkKe IeJb Ui JaTbHEHIIEro yriryOJIeHHOTO UCCIIeI0BAaHUS MOP(OHOIOTHH -
NpeABapUTENIbHAST PEKOHCTPYKLMS CIOBapsl Ipas3blka Ha OCHOBAHMM CPABHUTEIBHO-
STHUMOJIOTHYCCKOI'O UCCJICA0OBAaHUA JICKCUKH BCEX A3BIKOB [[aHHOﬁ TpPYHIIbL. BrickaseiBaeTcs niaes,
4TO0 MOpP(]OHOIOTHYECKHE OCOOEHHOCTH CIABSHCKHX SI3BIKOB OBUIM 3aJ0XKEHBI YK€ B
MPaCcIaBIHCKOM si3bIKe. [[JIsl MX PEKOHCTPYKIIMH OCOOYIO POJIb MTPAOT JaHHBIC JIPEBHEPYCCKOTO
A3bIKa KaK OJHOTO W3 JUAJIEKTOB IMpasi3blka M OCOOYI0 Ba)KHOCTH MPEACTABISAIOT JaHHBIC
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IpeBHEpycckoro cioBaps. [Ipu 3TOM BO3MOXKHBI U HEKOTOpPBIE Pa3IU4Ms B XPOHOJOTHYECKOU
NIyOMHE PEKOHCTPYKIMH JUIsl Pa3HbIX CIIy4aeB, TaK KaK B HCTOPHH IPACIABSIHCKOTO S3BIKa
BBIJICTISICTCSl PAaHHEINPACIaBIHCKUI TEpUOA, 10 TEHACHLUU K YTpaTre 3akpbIThIX CIOTOB U
Mepuo/ia TMOCJe YTpaThl 3aKPBITHIX CIOTOB (IO3IHENPACIaBIHCKUN miepuon). TeHaeHuus K
yTpaTe 3aKpbITBIX CIIOTOB CHOCOOCTBOBaja MOHO(DTOHTHM3AIMK JUPTOHTOB, KOTOpas
CYIIECTBEHHBIM 00pa3oM mpeoOpa3zoBajia HE TOJIBKO (DOHOIOTUYECKYIO, HO M JIPYTHE CHCTEMBI
MPACIaBsSHCKOTO S3bIKa, PEXkKIE BCEro — €r0 MOP(OHOIOTHIO.

Ha marepuane u3ydeHus: U ONMMCaHusl TEOPETUUECKUX UACH M3BECTHBIX JTUHTBUCTOB 20-21
BEKOB OIpeiessieTCs Takasi HaydyHas nmpolrieMa, Kak mpobdiaemMa u3ydeHus CBS3U (POHOIOTHYEeCKOn
CTPYKTYpBI MOp(heM ¢ ux ciaoBooOpa3oBareabHbIMU (QyHKIMSAMU. [103TOMY 0O0JIBIIIOC BHUMAHUE
yIemnsieTcsl U3y4eHHIO POJId Yepe0BaHuM, PYHKIMOHUPYIOIIHUX B CIIOBOOOPA30BaHUU.

AKTyanpHOCTh TIpOOJIEMBI B TOM, YTO pPacCMOTPEHUE B3aUMOCBSI3M (HOHETUKH U
rpaMMaTHKU KaKk B CUHXPOHHUH, TaK M B JMAXPOHUU HE TOJIKO MOCTOSIHHO BBIJIBUTAEeTCS Kak
HEOOXOTUMBIN aCMeKT JMHTBHCTUYCCKOTO HCCIICIOBAHMS B TEOPETUYECKUX padoTax, HO W
CTAHOBHUTCS HENPEMEHHON 4YacTbl0 COBPEMEHHBIX OIUCATENbHBIX, HMCTOPUYECKUX U
CpPaBHUTEIBHBIX TpaMMarTuk. CHenualbHbIE WCCIECIOBAHUSA TOCBAMIAIOTCS MOP(POHOIOTUN
OTJICNIbHBIX S3BIKOB.

[IpuBoasTCS MHEHHS pa3IUYHBIX YUYEHBIX O MecTe MOp(OHOJOrMM B Hayke ( 4YacThb
rpaMMaTHKH,(pOHOIOTHH, MEXbIPYCHBIN ypoBeHb U p.) Otmeuaercs pons H.TpybOeukoro xak
npencTaBuTesss  [IpakCckoro  JTMHTBUCTHYECKOTO  KPY)KKa B IIOCTAHOBKE  IPOOJIEMBI
MOP(OHOJIOTHH..

Crathsi MMEET ONPEICIICHHYI0 TEOPETHYCCKYIO 3HAYMMOCTh, TaK KaK pa3padaThiBacT
npoOIeMaTHKy, CBSI3aHHYIO C HM3YYEHHEM HCTOPUYECKON OOYCIOBIEHHOCTH MHOTHX SIBICHUMN
COBPEMEHHBIX CIIaBSHCKHUX SI3bIKOB. PaboTa MHTEpecHa IJIs CHEIHAIMCTOB B 00JIaCTH PYCCKOTO
A3BIKO3HAHUS, CTYICHTOB, U3YYAIOIINX UCTOPHIO SI3bIKA U COBPEMEHHBIE CIIaBSIHCKUE S3BIKH.

KnwoueBsbie ciioBa: MOpQOHOIOTHs, YepeI0BaHMsI, IPACIIABIHCKHN S3BIK, APEBHEPYCCKHM S3BIK.
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