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Introduction.

It is well known that the motivating basis, standing out in the structure of a motivated word, can
either coincide in phonemic composition with the basis of the motivating word, or differ from it.

In this regard, the basis of the motivating word can undergo various morphonological
transformations in the structure of the motivated one — transformations of the phonemic composition, due to
compatibility with certain morphemes that are part of the formant. These transformations take place:

1) predominantly - before suffixal morphs with the suffix method of word formation and with mixed
methods of word formation with the participation of suffixation (prefix — suffix, suffix — postfix, suffix —
complex), including in formations with a zero suffix;

2) before interfixing morphs in compound and suffixally compound words.

In other words, on the morpheme seam, at the junction of the generating stem and the word-forming
affix, not all combinations of phonemes are permissible. Often, the addition of word-forming affixes to a
generating stem causes various morphonological transformations — alternation of vowel and consonant
phonemes, stress shifting, truncation, morpheme imposition, interfixation. As a result of this, there is a
mutual adaptation of the generating basis and the word-forming affix. Note that morphonological
phenomena do not affect the semantic relations between the producing and derived words. They affect only
the formal relations between them, changing their phonemic structure.

Literature review and methodology.

Among the morphonological transformations of the basis of the motivating word, there are linear and
nonlinear transformations. Linear transformations include truncation or augmentation of the stem due to
some segment (phoneme or combination of phonemes) at the end of it or — much less often — at its
beginning; for example: wupox-uit — wup-oma (truncation of the stem due to the final combination of
phonemes |okl), ne-mo — nes-yuuui (increasing the stem due to the final consonant IBl), 6es0apn-witi —
bez0apwb-@ (simple) (truncation of the stem due to the final consonant a1, which is a suffix morph).

In most cases, linear transformations of the stems of the motivating word are found in its final part,
i.e. in the part that immediately precedes the inflectional affixes in the motivating word itself (for example,
in the verb — the inflections of the present tense, the suffix of the past tense), and in the corresponding
motivated word — the suffix or interfixal derivational morph. So, the segment /a/ (final) of the infinitive
stem of the verb read belongs to the final part: vumams: uuma-mo, uuma-n, uvuma-men» (however, this
segment is absent, for example, in the word wum-xa). The final part of the verb stem does not include the
postfix -cs/-cw after inflectional affixes, for example: 6os-muvcs, 60[j-y]-co.

A.N. Tikhonov notes that “when words are formed at the junction of the generating stem and the
word-forming affix, sound combinations arise that are not characteristic of the modern Russian language or
for this word-building type, which do not meet the norms of the combination of phonemes on morphemic
seams. This leads to the fact that the end of the generating base is simplified, subject to truncation” [5, p.
26].
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E.A. Zemskaya in the book Modern Russian Language. Word formation "notes that the truncation of
the generating stem in affix word formation is one of the types of mutual adaptation of morphemes, standing
on a par with alternation and interfixation:" in the derivative stem there is no final phoneme (or group of
phonemes) of the generating stem" [3, p. 143]. This phenomenon is exactly the opposite of interfixation. If,
during interfixing, the derivative base grows, it increases, then during truncation, it is reduced (the final part
of the base is truncated).

In modern Russian, truncation of the stems of nouns, adjectives and verbs is widespread. Usually the
suffix (or its matching submorph) or the final vowel of the root is truncated. Moreover, the final vowel of
the root is truncated only in non-declining nouns with a vowel ending. Accordingly, E.A. Zemskaya
distinguishes between morphonological and phonological truncations. The purpose of truncations, she
believes, is “to avoid violations of any laws of morphonology, namely:

a) to eliminate the accumulation of consonants on the morpheme seam, i.e. make it easier for a suffix
beginning with a consonant to join the stem;

b) eliminate the accumulation of vowels on the morpheme seam, i.e. to give a vowel-based basis,
which has a structure unusual for the Russian language, a more “familiar” form for word formation” [Ibid, p.
143].

Truncation of the generating stem most often occurs during affixation, for example: cyenap(uur) —
cyenap-n-ulil, oepes(n-s1) — depes-yuk-a, sn(oc) — sn-uueck-utl, o6auz(k-uit) — 6auz-ocmo, y3(k-utl) — y3-
envk-utl. Less commonly, it is observed in the addition of the foundations. In complex words, the first stem
is usually truncated, but the second stem can also be truncated, for example: urno-o-uparnckuii, mopghonoz-o-
cunmakcuueckuil, oon-o-nanr-B-viil, 06-y-nan-B-viti. The end of the producing base is also truncated. One
phoneme (vowel or consonant) or various combinations of phonemes are subjected to truncation: 6esym(u-
blill) — Oezym-ey, pesn (08a-mv) — pesH-ocme.

As rightly noted by N.S. Ulukhanov in the article "On the types of truncation of the bases of
motivating words in Russian word formation™, the part of the base that remains after the selection of the
word-formation formant is not materially completely identical to the base of the motivating word. He also
writes that the phenomena of truncation at the end and at the beginning of the stem are "phenomena of
truncation of the stem of the motivating word"; for example, at the end: zemams — 1émuux, nyckamo — nyck,
enyookutl — enyown, Tounucu — mounucckuil, AT B Hadajie OCHOBBI MOTHBHUPYIOIIETO CJIOBA: Helb3s — JIb3,
ob6oeamumsv — 602camums (oxkas.). And further: “The problem of truncation is closely related to the problem
of dividing word forms into minimal significant parts - morphs. The question of whether the cut off segment
is a morph is solved in different ways in the literature on word formation” [7, p. 96].

E.A. Zemskaya distinguishes the following types of truncation:

1) truncation of the final vowel stems of non-declining nouns. Non-declining nouns with an outcome
in a vowel, as a rule, are of foreign origin and are inactive in Russian word formation. E.A. Zemskaya
considers two cases possible in which it is possible to make their basis more common for Russian word
formation: to truncate the final vowel or add an interfix to the stem. As you can see, these two
morphonological means complement each other and are in the relationship of additional distribution, i.e. in
the presence of one phenomenon, the other is absent, for example: scanrosu-(it)-uwiti and scanioz-norii from
acamoszu. The author also gives examples of various types of derivatives, in which the vowel stem is
truncated:

A) in formations from common nouns: nazemo — narem-uwiKo, nartLbmM-uwe, NAILM-eYo, pe3rome —
pesrom-uposams (examples by E.A. Zemskoy).

B) in formations from their own names: @panko — ¢pank-ucm, Tounucu — méunuc-cxkuil, mounuc-ey,
Cyxymu — cyxym-ckuil, cyxym-ey, etc. [3, p. 145].

In Russian, the truncation of final vowels (most often i or €) in derivatives from geographical names
is widely used. Derivatives without truncation of the final vowel stem are also common. In these cases, the
interfix appears, for example: Yunu — wunu-(it)-cxuit, Jeau — oenu-(i)-cxuil, Amepuxa — amepux-(am)-cxuil,
etc.

2) truncation of final suffixes or submorphs, including consonants or combinations with consonants.
Truncated segments are suffixes or submorphs of nouns.
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In formations from common nouns, according to E.A. Zemsky, the segments are truncated: -«-:

0e8UOHKA — 0e8UOH-CKULL, CMEKANKA — CMeKan-UCmolil; -aK-, -0K-, -UK-. KO3bIPEK — KO3bIP-AMb, NPA30HUK
— npasoH-06ambv; -ey-. MyHealey — MYHeA0-CMBOBAMb; -UG-. POOUB-bll — IOPOO-CMEOBAMb; -AM-'
pesyibmam — pe3yibmam-ueHulil, pesyivmam-uolll; -ux(a)-: mMamemamuka — Mamemam-u3upoeams,

MEXHUKA — MexXH-u3ayusi.

In formations from proper names, in particular those derived from names from settlements,
adjectives with the suffix -ck- and the names of persons with the suffix -ey-, as a rule, suffixes (or
submorphs) of the producing stem are truncated: -x-: Kawmuamka — xamuwam-ckuii; -ok. Hosoepyoox —
HOB802PYO-cKull, Hosocpyo-yul, etc. [Ibid, p. 145-147].

Discussion.

Thus, truncation phenomena are many and varied. "Some of them have a purely™ technical "meaning,
being caused by reasons of a formal nature, others are word-forming means and are accompanied by
truncation of the "semantics™ of the word (rerenwiii — oxkas. zenwiit, etc.)” [7, p. 113].

Another type of linear transformations occurring on the border of morphemes is interfixation. Many
scientists have addressed the problem of separating interfixes in a word, asking themselves the questions
into which parts the word is divided; whether all the parts into which a word is divided have a meaning. In
answering these questions, they occupy two opposing positions:

1) not all parts into which a word is divided have meanings. Among them there are significant units
and units devoid of meaning;

2) all the parts into which the word is divided have a meaning; in the word there are not and cannot
be insignificant parts.

From this it can be seen that the supporters of the first point of view adhere to the idea of isolating
insignificant connecting elements in the word, which belongs to N.S. Trubetskoy. He called such elements
Verbindungsmorphemen (“*connecting morphemes” [6, p. 2]) and attributed to them, for example, -j- in verb
forms (vuma-( j )-ym, oena-(j )-ym etc.).

G.O. Vinokur, in an article published in 1959, proposed to introduce the concept of formatives. By
formatives he understood such elements of the word "which in themselves have no meaning and serve as
purely mechanical means of connecting meaningful unities with each other” [1, p. 398]. Moreover, among
the formatives, the scientist distinguished two varieties: a) connecting formatives in complex words
(nap(o)xo0, non(y)naremo); b) thematic formats, which serve "to give the base the kind that it needs so that
an ending can be attached to it, for example, nucamo, remameo, nuwews, rroouws" [Ibid, p. 403].

Interfixes are "morphonological means that facilitate the conditions for the compatibility of word-
forming affixes with productive stems and thereby contribute to the expansion of the word-formation base of
the Russian language, involving in the process of word-production words, the bases of which are based on
combinations of phonemes that make it difficult to attach suffixes or greatly limit their combination
possibilities™ [5, p. 23].

As A.N. Tikhonov, “the emergence of interfixes is associated with the need to overcome certain
morphonological obstacles in word formation, eliminate unwanted phonemic combinations on the
morpheme seam, with the need to create favorable morphonological conditions for the combination of
generating stems and word-forming affixes” [Ibid, p. 23].

A.N. Tikhonov singles out in the composition of the word marching elements that serve "to connect
the generating basis and word-forming affixes, but have neither word-formation, nor grammatical meaning"
[4, p. 370], and suggests calling them by the term structure. In his opinion, these elements include: parts of a
word used as a "spacer"” between the generating base and the word-forming suffix: xyne-ii/u-viii, amepux-
anley, cna-nvln-s.

However, E.A. Zemskaya considers the term "interfix" to be the most successful, since it “has a
transparent inner form - cf. the terms “prefix”, “suffix”, “postfix”, etc., including the term-element -fix and
Latin prefixes with spatial meaning [2, p. 75], and also, in relation to other terms with —fix, the term
“interfix” indicates that it denotes a part of a word. However, it is on a par with terms that name the parts of
a word that have meaning. This is the name of the types of morphemes: "suffix", "prefix", "affix", etc., while
the interfix, without meaning, does not belong to the number of morphemes. From the point of view of E.A.
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Zemskoy, it is more important that this term clearly means: “I name a part of a word, and not something
else” [Ibid., P. 75]. As for Tikhonov's term "structure", it does not in any way correlate with the morpheme,
does not oppose it. The term "structure™ expresses too general a meaning. He's not specialized enough.

Comparing the terms “interfix" and “structure”, E.A. Zemskaya notes that the ability to generate
derivatives is an important feature of the term. From the term "interfix", for example, one can easily form
the adjective "interfix" and the noun "interfix". And from the term "structure" the adjective is formed easily
("structured™), and the noun is difficult, and so on.

We, in turn, agree with E.A. Zemskoy is that the term “interfix" is more apt to denote this
phenomenon of morphonology. The essence of interfixing, in her opinion, lies in the fact that an asemantic
(insignificant) spacer is inserted between two morphemes, eliminating combinations of phonemes that are
prohibited by the laws of morphonology or are not typical for the structure of the Russian word. Such
spacers can also appear in a word by analogy. "Intermorphic spacers playing a purely connecting function in
the structure of the word", E.A. Zemskaya calls interfixes [3, p. 117]. A number of examples can be given:
cyou-(n)-uwe, owcu-(n)-ey, ne-(6)-ey, ne-(6)-yu-uti, nacmoswy-(r)-ocmo, wocce-(j)-u-vitl, xoghe-(j)--uviit,
amepuk-(an)-cx-uii, etc.

Result.

Note that after a stem ending with a vowel phoneme, an interfix consisting of a consonant phoneme
is usually used before a suffix that begins with a vowel. This type of interfixation appears mainly in
formations from borrowed bases, since vowel stems are not typical for the structure of the Russian word (for
example: apeo — apeo-(m)-usm, kabape — kabape-(m)-ucm) or in Russian by origin stems (only for verb
stems): orcumso — ocu-(n)-ey, kopmums — kopmu-(1)-ey, nemo — ne-(8)-yuuii, etc. Consonant interfixes usually
appear after vowel stems if the suffix begins with a consonant, because vowel stems are not typical for the
structure of the Russian word. Here the interfixes -j-, -u-, -6-, -n-: koghe — Koghe-(1i)-nuiil, wocce — wocce-
(11)-Hblil, KUHO — KUHO-(WU)-HUK, UHMEPB8bIO — UHMEPBLIO-(8)-wuK, elC.

E.A. Zemskaya writes: “Being, like the alternation of phonemes, one of the types of mutual
adaptation of morphs on the morpheme seam, interfixation has a number of differences from alternations”
[Ibid, p. 125]:

1. The alternation of phonemes is a regular phenomenon. It is found in morphemes of a certain
structure in strictly defined positions, therefore it is predictable.

Unlike alternations, which operate in strictly defined positions, interfixation is not distinguished by
strictness and inevitability. Interfixing is typed, but not always a regular occurrence. If we take a number of
generating stems that are semantically and structurally similar, we cannot say with certainty which interfix
the derived word will contain. For example, adjectives from place names with the suffix -sk- can be formed
with and without interfixes, cf.. Yuma — wum-(un)-cxuit, Anma — siam-(un)-cxuit, but: Tyra — mynws-cxui,
Puea — puosic-ckuii.

2. Interfixing allows a choice of several interfixes, with alternation it is impossible. For example, you
can compare the names of minerals that contain different interfixes: xky6a-(x)-um, but anecapa-(n)-um; names
of cubs: euy-(1)-onok and eny-(u’)-onox, kabapea-(n’)-onox and kabapea-(u)-onok.

3. Interfixing usually works by analogy. A similar effect can be exerted by a word or a group of
words that are close in some respect to the formed one (in meaning, stylistic coloring, the nature of the
generating basis). Sr: asua-(n)-uzayus and menegon-uzayus, sumamun-uzayus,; wuiu-(1)-usm and apeenm-
usM; 1UC-(en’)-OHOK, 0JleH -OHOK, CJIOH -~OHOK.

A similar effect of interfixing is found in the fact that derivatives from a certain lexical-semantic
class of words usually use the same interfix, which gives the derived stems a uniform look. For example, in
adjectives in -ckuu, the interfix -in is widely used from the names, which was first encountered before the
suffix -cx- in order to eliminate the accumulation of consonants on the morphemic seam. The interfix -unu-
under the influence of analogy has also become widely used in stems that do not have an accumulation of
consonants: Aama-Ama — anma-am-(un)-cxkui, Maxaukana — maxauxan-(un)-ckuii, Bopkyma — eéopkymu-
(un)-cru, etc.
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Conclusion.

Thus, observations on the structure of the Russian derivative word show that interfixes have no
meaning in the composition of the word. They are used not only to change the form that is not characteristic
of the Russian nominal basis - to have an outcome on a vowel, but also generally serve to adapt the
generating stems and derivational affixes.
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