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Abstract

In this paper, the various theories developed by linguists to account for nomi-
nal derivation in the Russian language will be analyzed. Nominal deriva-
tion involves an analysis of word formation as it relates to morphology, vo-
cabulary, and grammar in the Russian language. The discussion is based
on the central difference between inflection and derivation, especially the
way how the derivational processes create transitory classes of words and
forms of expression, including diminutives and augmentatives. In addi-
tion, the paper makes comparisons in explanatory adequacy of the mor-
pheme based as compared to stem-based models of lexical representation.
The results show that Russian nominal derivation is a very organized, but
very loose system, which does not adhere strictly to categorical demarca-
tion, but has such phenomena as syncretism and productive suffixation
(e.g., -ost’, -tel’, and -nik). Finally, the paper places the Russian nominal
morphology into the context of the larger modern discussions, stating that
the combination of formal structural analysis and semantic and functional
flexibility would be necessary to come up with a comprehensive explana-
tion of language structure and cognitive representation.
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KpI/lTI(I'—IeCKOC HCCICIOBAHUEC B3IVIA10B JIMHIBUCTOB HA JCPUBALIUIO
CYHICCTBUTECJIILHBIX B PYCCKOM SI3BIKE

AccucreHnt npenogasarens: 3axpa Jxxacum Moxammen

AHHOTAIUA

B nmanHOW crarbe OyayT NpoOaHANIM3UPOBAHBI pa3IMYHBIE TEOPHH,

pa3paboTaHHBIC TMHTBUCTAMU JIJIs1 OOBSICHEHUSI UMEHOCJIIOBHOU JICpUBAIIH
B pyccKOM s3bike. VIMeHOCNOBHasi JepuBallvs MPEANojiaracT aHalu3
CJIOBOOOPA30BaHUS C TOUKH 3PEHUS MOP(DOIOTHH, IEKCHKH U TPaMMaTHKH

PYCCKOTO A3bIKA. B ocHoBe gaHHOTO O6CY)K)1€HI/I$I JICKUT OCHOBHOC PA3JINIUNC

MEXITY

Q)HCKTI/IBHBIMI/I H ACPHUBAIMOHHBIMH IIpOoL€CCaMM, B YAaCTHOCTH TO, KakK

JICpUBAIIMOHHBIE TIPOLIECCHI TMPHUBOMAT K O0Opa30BaHUIO BPEMEHHBIX
KJaccoB CJIOB M (hopM BBIpaKEHMsI, BKJIIOYas YMEHBIIUTENIbHBIE U
yBenuuuTeNbHbIe (hopMbl KpoMme TOro, B cTaThe MPOBOIUTCS CPAaBHEHHUE IO
CTENEHU O0BACHUTENbHOHN aJIeKBaATHOCTH MOp(eMaTHIeCKIX U KOPHEBBIX
MOJEJIEH JTIEKCHYECKOTO MTPEICTaBICHHMS.

Pe3y.]'II)TaTI)I IMMOKAa3bIBAIOT, YTO PYCCKasd MMCHHasA ACpHUBalUA IMPCACTABIACT

co0Ol OueHb OPraHW30BaHHYIO, HO B TO € BpeMs BeCcbMa CBOOOAHYIO
CHCTEMY, KOTOpas HE NPHUACPKUBACTCS CTPOTOTO0 KAaTErOPHAIBLHOTO
pasrpaHUYeHMs, HO UMEEeT Takue (EHOMEHBI, KaK CHHKPETU3M H
NpOAyKTUBHAs cypdukcanust (Hampumep, -0CTh, -Telb-U -HUK) B
3aKJIIOYEHUE B CTaThe PAacCMATPUBACTCS MECTO pPyCcCKod Mopdomoruu
MMEHHBIX CJIOB B KOHTEKCTE 0oJiee MIUPOKUX COBPEMEHHBIX TUCKYCCHIA,
IIPH 3TOM OTMEYAETCS, YTO JIsl BRIPAOOTKH BCEOOBEMITIOIIETO OObSICHEHHUS
SI3BIKOBOM CTPYKTYpbl M KOTHUTHBHBIX TIPEJCTABICHUH HEOOXOIMMO
codyetanne (HOpPMaIbHO-CTPYKTYPHOTO aHaIM3a C CEMAHTHYECKOW U
(YyHKIIMOHATIBHON THOKOCTBIO.

KiaroueBble ciioBa

JlepuBanus UMEHHBIX clloB — Pycckast mopdonorus — CnoBooOpa3oBaHue

— MopdemMo-ocHOBaHHbBIE
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1-Introduction

Nominal derivation is in the middle of linguistic theory, which is the point of
intersection of morphology, lexical structure, and grammatical categoriza-
tion. The interest of nominal derivation in Russian, partly because of the
richness of the derivational system and partly because of the complex in-
terplay of form, meaning, and the grammatical role taken. The analysis of
these processes is based on morphology, which is the study of words based
on their grammatical characteristics and laws of their formation (Bobanaz-
arova & Nurmamatov, 2022, p. 115). There is a basic difference between
inflection and derivation, especially when it comes to the development of
correlative forms that do not intoxicate the lexical meaning even after the
affixes are included (ibid, p. 117). The morphology thus becomes the key
to the structure of sentences in order to control the variations in the form
of words in the name of communication, and the Russian nominal system
is organized on the principles of objectiveness and categories used to iden-
tify the syntactic behavior of the noun gender, number, and case (ibid).

Some of the derivational patterns in Russian are high productive as well as
have a definite semantic role. The most productive ones in constructing an
abstract noun are nouns with the suffix -octs that unites the quality sense
and the grammatical role of a noun as a separate speech category (Zhang
Shuchun, 2020, p. 102). This trend is indicative of the way of encoding
semantic data and at the same time it maintains morphosyntactic features,
which is a typical example of an interdependence of meaning and form as
applied to the nominal morphology of the Russian language.

The tradition of Russian nominal derivation is historically based on struc-
tural and descriptive traditions. The presupposition of the standard Rus-
sian Grammar-80 model is that there are ten parts of speech in pedagogi-
cal and linguistic descriptions that are based on the classification of parts
of speech proposed by Vinogradov: significant words, functional words,
modal words, and interjections (Bobanazarova and Nurmamatov, 2022,
p. 118). The main idea lies in syncretism, which indicates the transitional
types of words combining grammatical and syntactic components of vari-

A Critical Study of Linguists’ Views on Nominal Derivation in the Russian Language

Y4)



Peer-reviewed quarterly journal issued by Department of Linguistic and Translation Studies In Bayt Al-Hikma

No.of deposit at Library and Archives 686 / 1999

ISSN 2221-9498
Info@baytalhikma.iq

ous parts of speech, which depict the fluid and multifaceted character of
derivational processes in Russian (ibid, p. 118). Word formation is also
closely related to the process of adding morphemes as the minimal unit
of meaning in the language, as it has been mentioned, word formation is
closely related to the two levels of language. As the word formation pro-
cess is related to the introduction of additional morphemes, it can be linked
to morphology, to be more exact, to morphemes” (Bokhadirovna, 2021, p.
2376). The linguistic morphemes are the tiniest and indivisible units in the
language, they possess the strictness of meaning needed to discuss suffix
behavior, derivational opaqueness, and productivity (Bokhadirovna, 2021,
p. 2377).

In Russian, derivation, particularly the use of diminutives and augmentatives,

is expressive and serves as another example of a combination between
form and meaning as it does not alter the word-class and morphosyntac-
tic characteristics of the underlying word (Hippisley, 1996, p. 202). Net-
work Morphology approaches, including hierarchy-based approaches to
linguistic knowledge, where declension classes inherit properties of more
general nominal categories, and research on suffix selection has shown
that formal gender based on declensional class, and not semantic gender,
controls the behaviour of hybrid nouns (ibid, pp. 208, 214, 217).

The contemporary theoretical approaches also focus on the argument of cog-

nitive structuring of the mental lexicon and the controversy of morpheme-
based and stem-based of lexical representation. The fact that Semitic lan-
guages contain evidence that roots and word-patterns are abstract cognitive
units that are not dependent on anything relating to semantic or phono-
logical considerations points to the fact that morphology is an independent
level of linguistic representation (Boudelaa and Marslen-Wilson, 2015, p.
955). The method supports significant Russian views of distinguishing the
formal structural properties of suffixes and the variable semantic interpre-
tation that may be used to clarify the phenomenon of the lack of transpar-
ency, syncretism, and productivity of the derivational patterns in Russian
nominal morphology (Boudelaa and Marslen-Wilson, 2015, p. 955).
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It is on this backdrop that the current research would attempt to provide a
critical review of the perceptions of linguists towards nominal derivation
in Russian language. Through the examination of the theoretical stances
of major positions, classification systems and methodological assumptions
of the research questions, the study aims to explain how various linguis-
tic traditions conceive the idea of derivation, and to assess their relevance
in explaining derivation. Through this, it helps bring the Russian nominal
morphology to a more subtle comprehension and places it in a wider con-
text in the current realm of the morphological theory.

2-Methodology

This paper applies a qualitative and descriptive-analytical method to study
the concept of nominal derivation in the Russia language to investigate
the interaction between morphology, word structure and grammar in the
word building process. It takes into account historical, regional and mod-
ern views, the difference between derivation and inflection, such complex
phenomena as syncretism and forms of expression, and models of morpho-
logical units, such as morpheme-based and word-/stem-based. Through the
synthesis of these viewpoints, the paper will assess the transformation of
linguistic theory in addition to placing the Russian nominal morphology in
the context of the current topics.

3-Analysis

Nominal derivation in the Russian language is an intricate relationship of
the morphological structure, lexical meaning, and grammatical role. The
main thing about this system is the separation of derivation and inflection.
Whereas inflection alters the word to reflect the grammatical category (e.g.
gender, number, case) of the word, e.g., cton (“table”) cTomna (genitive sin-
gular) cTonsl (nominative plural): derivation creates new lexical items with
different meanings or roles. Derivational processes tend to produce inter-
mediate word categories, e.g. nouns which are derived out of adjectives
(xpacora “beauty” «— kpacusblii “beautiful”’) and verbs (mucarens “writer”
« macartb “to write”). Such examples can be used to show how derivation
does not only create new lexical units, but also confines the borders be-
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tween more traditional parts of speech, showing the fluidity of the Russian
word-making process.

Another main characteristic of Russian nominal derivation is that it is pro-

ductive and expressive. Suffixation is essential for forming diminutives,
augmentatives in addition to forms of expression. For example, the noun
noM (i.e. house) can form diminutives such as nomuk (i.e. small house) and
nomouek (i.e. small house), in addition to augmentatives like qomumie (i.e.
large or impressive house). Similarly, personal nouns exhibit expressive
derivation: manpuuk (i.e. boy) can yield mampuumika (i.e. little boy).

Derivational processes not only expand the vocabulary but also add subtle

meanings, social connotations, and stylistic variations. However, some
words can have multiple roles, which makes classification tricky. For in-
stance, the noun pyxka can produce pyuka, which can mean “small hand”
(diminutive) and “pen.” This demonstrates that the derived words may
bear multiple grammatical and semantic roles. This complexity avoids
hard structural models. In addition, it requires approaches that are related
to meaning and function.

Investigating morphemes can talk much about derivational patterns. The

morpheme-based methods consider morphemes to be indivisible units of
language that can be applied in understanding the functioning of suffixes.
By way of illutrsation, the suffix -Huk is used in the nouns such as yuenuk
(student) and others to indicate the person who does something or he is
related to something. In such a manner, - -HuK contributes to the formation
of the meaning of derived nouns and emphasizes the part morphemes play
in the formation of words.

Conversely, the stem- or word-based models focus on larger units: like stems

or root templates, taking into consideration the patterns of lexical distribu-
tion and derivational paradigm productivity, such as the systematic pro-
duction of nouns on the basis of verbs with the -tens suffix (ctpouts “to
build” — ctpoutens “builder).

However, these two methods are useful in their contribution to the problem

of the study and do not exhaust the dynamic character of the interaction of
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form and meaning in the Russian derivation. Putting these perspectives to-
gether will give a more accurate view of derivation at structural, semantic
and functional levels.

Discussion

The analysis of Russian nominal derivation shows the complex connection
among many things such as structure, meaning, and grammar. It is found
that derivation cannot be explained in isolation of semantics. Therefore,
derivation and lexical categories are created in the same time. These forms
encode meaning as well as stylistic elements.

So, any form of the word formation should have something to do with form
as well as meaning. Derivational suffixes are used for structure and expres-
sion. They contribute in forming new words and in adding meaning. This
can be seen in diminutives 1om — nomMuk ‘house-small house’ and agen-
tive nouns nucarp - nucarenb, ‘to write — writer’. The study sheds light
on the transitional and mixed forms, include the nouns which are formed
from certain adjectives or verbs which are suitable for the traditional gram-
matical categories. Some words such as kpacora (beauty) and cTpoutens
(builder) show that derivation is able to create forms which are not suitable
for the grammatical categories.

This reflects that there is a need for the availability of flexible models which
are related to structure, meaning in addition to cognition, instead of strict
classification.

The comparison between morpheme-based and stem- or word-based ap-
proaches shows the strengths and weaknesses of each type. Morpheme-
based frameworks explain suffix behavior well, such as the consistent use
of -nuk to form relational or agentive nouns. Stem- or word-based ap-
proaches, on the other hand, show the nature of linguistic productivity and
show how derivational strategies work.

As an illustration, the frequent use of -Tens is used to form agentive nouns
from verbs. These approaches offer a view on the structure and meaning
of Russian nouns.
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It can be said that the present paper puts the Russian nominal derivation in
many debates related to the morphological theory. The trends in the Rus-
sian data can be used to illustrate the major concerns in word formation
that can be attained in any language, including the presence of form-mean-
ing-productivity interactions, the problem of syncretism, and the issue of
cognitive representation of morphemes. The present paper shows that the
Russian formation of nouns can produce a valuable test for the morpho-
logical models by descriptive, cognitive, and functional approaches.

Conclusion

It can be concluded that this paper provided introduction to nominal deriva-
tion in the Russian language. It also showed how words transform in one
grammatical category to another through nominal derivation. Derivation is
not confined to a single grammatical category, but rather it is a mixture of
structural, lexical, and stylistic effects.

Thus, the discussion of the morpheme-based approach and that of the word-
based approach reveals that a midway approach between the two ap-
proached and they can give a more comprehensive picture of the patterns
of derivational morphology. In summary, the Russian nominal derivation
has a high degree of form, meaning, and cognition. This interaction maps
out the Russian morphology that can exist in modern grammar.
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