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INTRODUCTION 

Teaching foreign languages in Uzbekistan has become very important since 

the first days of the Independence of our country, which pays much attention to the 

rising of education level of people, their intellectual growth. As our President 

I.A.Karimov said:  ―Today it‘s difficult to revalue the importance of knowing 

foreign languages for our country as our people see their great prosperous future in 

the cooperation with foreign partners‖ [1,7].   

Paying attention to the importance and value of the teaching foreign 

languages in the country, the President of the Republic of Uzbekistan I. Karimov 

said the following: ―We should process the creation of the progressive methodic of 

teaching foreign languages on the national basis in our country‖ [2, 22] . 

As the President I. Karimov said in his speech: ―On teaching intelligent 

young generation and on developing the society as high educated, only healthy, 

energetic and patient human can manage the modernization and development. The 

morality of the ideas and attempts of our great ancestors will be the basis of the 

economical changes‖ [3, 84]. 

 The actuality of the research Language has four skills: listening, 

speaking, reading and writing. The degree of one`s proficiency in these skills 

determines ones achievement in education. Language is shared and structured. It is 

meaningful and conventional, it is dynamic and systematic, it is complex and 

creative; and indeed languages are unique and similar. As a result of these 

characteristics, language is studied from various levels. Levels of language 

description are phonology, morphology, syntax, semantics and pragmatics             

The aim of the research Language is that complex human specific system 

of communication. Animals too can communicate with members of their species, 

but they don‘t have language. Their systems of communication are fixed and rigid. 

But a human being talks, and he can even imitate all other creatures by braying, 

humming, singing etc. That‘s why all humans would know made word structure.       
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The object and subject of the research: vocabularies, words, morphemes, 

suffix, prefix,      

Theoretical significance of the research: the fact that English is world`s 

most adventurous language has made it loaned word`s from many languages of the 

world, especially Latin, Greek, French and Arabic, posing difficulties for learners 

in determining meaning. Good effort should thus be made by you to improve your 

vocabulary or stock your word arsenal.      

The tasks of the work. The problem of word-building is associated with 

prevailing morphological word-structures and with processes of making new 

words. Semantics is the study of meaning. Modern approaches to this problem are 

characterised by two different levels of study: syntagmatic and paradigmatic. 

The methods of the scientific research used in this work have been 

connected with the general trends in the science of language, namely: 

– the historical approach that is retrospective exposure of native and world 

experience; 

– eliciting facts, samples and generalization them in borders of the positive 

and real practice; 

Practical significance of the research. The result and conclusion of this 

research can be applied in the sphere of lexicology, morphology. It can be used at 

the lessons of special courses on lexicology, phraseology, sociolinguistics, in 

written essays, scientific articles; diploma works on the theme of investigation and 

others. 

The structure of the research work: The research work consists of 

introduction, 4 Chapters, Conclusion and List of used literature.  

The introduction covers topicality, theoretical base of research, as well as, 

the theoretical and practical significance, the method of scientific approaches used 

in this work. 

Each chapter consists of paragraphs and contains important information and 

explanation of the pointed tasks of the work. 
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In the conclusion we tried to draw some result from the scientific 

investigation made within the main part of qualification work. In the list of used 

literature are mentioned more than 40 sources which were used in the process of 

research.              

For some people studying words may seem uninteresting. But if studied 

properly, it may well prove just as exciting and novel as unearthing the mysteries 

of Outer Space. It is significant that many scholars have attempted to define the 

word as a linguistic phenomenon. Yet none of the definitions can be considered 

totally satisfactory in all aspects. It is equally surprising that, despite all the 

achievements of modern science, certain essential aspects of the nature of the word 

still escape us. Nor do we fully understand the phenomenon called "language", of 

which the word is a fundamental unit. 

We do not know much about the origin of language and, consequently, of 

the origin of words. It is true that there are several hypotheses, some of them no 

less fantastic than the theory of the divine origin of language. We know nothing — 

or almost nothing — about the mechanism by which a speaker's mental process is 

converted into sound groups called "words", nor about the reverse process whereby 

a listener's brain converts the acoustic phenomena into concepts and ideas, thus 

establishing a two-way process of communication. We know very little about the 

nature of relations between the word and the referent (i. e. object, phenomenon, 

quality, action, etc. denoted by the word). If we assume that there is a direct 

relation between the word and the referent — which seems logical — it gives rise 

to another question: how should we explain the fact that the same referent is 

designated by quite different sound groups in different languages. We accidental 

about the vocabulary of the language; that each word is a small unit within a vast, 

efficient and perfectly balanced system. But we do not know why it possesses 

these qualities, nor do we know much about the processes by which it has acquired 

them [5,6]. 
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The list of unknowns could be extended, but it is probably high time to look 

at do know by now — though with vague uncertainty — that there is nothing the 

brighter side and register some of the things we do know about the nature of the 

word. First, we do know that the word is a unit of speech which, as such, serves the 

purposes of human communication. Thus, the word can be defined as a unit of 

communication. Secondly, the word can be perceived as the total of the sounds 

which comprise it. Third, the word, viewed structurally, possesses several 

characteristics. The modern approach to word studies is based on distinguishing 

between the external and the internal structures of the word.  By the vocabulary of 

a language is understood the total sum of its words. Words can serve the purposes 

of human communication solely due to their meanings, and it is most unfortunate 

when this fact is ignored by some contemporary scholars who, in their obsession 

with the fetish of structure tend to condemn as irrelevant anything that eludes 

mathematical analysis. And this is exactly what meaning, with its subtle variations 

and shifts, is apt to do. 

The area of lexicology specialising in the semantic studies of the word is 

called semantics. Another structural aspect of the word is its unity. The word 

possesses both external (or formal) unity and semantic unity. Formal unity of the 

word is sometimes inaccurately interpreted as indivisibility. The example of post-

impressionists has already shown that the word is not, strictly speaking, indivisible. 

Yet, its component morphemes are permanently linked together in opposition to 

word-groups, both free and with fixed contexts, whose components possess a 

certain structural freedom, e. g. bright light, to take for granted [5,8]. 

The formal unity of the word can best be illustrated by comparing a word 

and a word-group comprising identical constituents. The difference between a 

blackbird and a black bird is best explained by their relationship with the 

grammatical system of the language. The word blackbird, which is characterised 

by unity, possesses a single grammatical framing: blackbird/s. The first constituent 
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black is not subject to any grammatical changes. In the word-group a black bird 

each constituent can acquire grammatical forms of its own: the blackest birds I've 

ever seen. Other words can be inserted between the components which is 

impossible so far as the word is concerned as it would violate its unity: a black 

night bird. 

The same example may be used to illustrate what we mean by semantic 

unity. In the word-group a black bird each of the meaningful words conveys a 

separate concept: bird — a kind of living creature; black — a colour. The word 

blackbird conveys only one concept: the type of bird. This is one of the main 

features of any word: it always conveys one concept, no matter how many 

component morphemes it may have in its external structure. A further structural 

feature of the word is its susceptibility to grammatical employment. In speech most 

words can be used in different grammatical forms in which their interrelations are 

realised[5,11]. 

So far we have only underlined the word's major peculiarities, but this 

suffices to convey the general idea of the difficulties and questions faced by the 

scholar attempting to give a detailed definition of the word. The difficulty does not 

merely consist in the considerable number of aspects that are to be taken into 

account, but, also, in the essential unanswered questions of word theory which 

concern the nature of its meaning. All that we have said about the word can be 

summed up as follows. The word is a speech unit used for the purposes of human 

communication, materially representing a group of sounds, possessing a meaning, 

susceptible to grammatical employment and characterised by formal and semantic 

unity. 

           There are two levels of approach to the study of word- structure: the level 

of morphemic analysis and the level of derivational or word-formation 

analysis.Word is the principal and basic unit of the language system, the largest on 

the morphologic and the smallest on the syntactic plane of linguistic analysis.  
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It has been universally acknowledged that a great many words have a 

composite nature and are made up of morphemes, the basic units on the 

morphemic level, which are defined as the smallest indivisible two-facet language 

units.  

         The term morpheme is derived from Greek morphe ―form ‖+ -eme. The 

Greek suffix –eme has been adopted by linguistic to denote the smallest unit or the 

minimum distinctive feature. The morpheme is the smallest meaningful unit of 

form. A form in these cases a recurring discrete unit of speech. Morphemes occur 

in speech only as constituent parts of words, not independently, although a word 

may consist of single morpheme. Even a cursory examination of the morphemic 

structure of English words reveals that they are composed of morphemes of 

different types: root-morphemes and affixational morphemes. Words that consist 

of a root and an affix are called derived words or derivatives and are produced by 

the process of word building known as affixation (or derivation).      The root-

morpheme is the lexical nucleus of the word; it has a very  general and abstract 

lexical meaning common to a set of semantically related words constituting one 

word-cluster, e.g. (to) teach, teacher, teaching. Besides the lexical meaning root-

morphemes possess all other types of meaning proper to morphemes except the 

part-of-speech meaning which is not found in roots. 

          Affixational morphemes include inflectional affixes or inflections and 

derivational affixes. Inflections carry only grammatical meaning and are thus 

relevant only for the formation of word-forms. Derivational affixes are relevant for 

building various types of words. They are lexically always dependent on the root 

which they modify. Due to this component of their meaning the derivational 

affixes are classified into affixes building different parts of speech: nouns, verbs, 

adjectives or adverbs.  

           Roots and derivational affixes are generally easily distinguished and the 

difference between them is clearly felt as, e.g., in the words helpless, handy, 

blackness, Londoner, refill, etc.: the root-morphemes help-, hand-, black-, London-
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, fill-, are understood as the lexical centers of the words, and –less, -y,      -ness, -er, 

re- are felt as morphemes dependent on these roots.  Distinction is also made of 

free and bound morphemes.  

            Free morphemes coincide with word-forms of independently functioning 

words. It is obvious that free morphemes can be found only among roots, so the 

morpheme boy- in the word boy is a free morpheme; in the word undesirable there 

is only one free morpheme desire-; the word pen-holder has two free morphemes  

pen- and hold-. It follows that bound morphemes are those that do not coincide 

with separate word- forms, consequently all derivational morphemes, such as –

ness, -able, -er are bound. Root-morphemes may be both free and bound. The 

morphemes theor- in the words theory, theoretical, or horr- in the words horror, 

horrible, horrify; Angl- in  Anglo-Saxon; Afr- in Afro-Asian are all bound roots as 

there are no identical word-forms. 

                      The combining form allo- from Greek allos ―other‖ is used in 

linguistic terminology to denote elements of a group whose members together 

consistute a structural unit of the language (allophones, allomorphs). Thus, for 

example, -ion/ -tion/ -sion/ -ation are the positional variants of the same suffix, 

they do not differ in meaning or function but show a slight difference in sound 

form depending on the final phoneme of the preceding stem. They are considered 

as variants of one and the same morpheme and called its allomorphs. 

              Allomorph is defined as a positional variant of a morpheme occurring in a 

specific environment and so characterized by complementary description. 

Сomplementary distribution is said to take place, when two linguistic variants 

cannot appear in the same environment.  Different morphemes are characterized by 

contrastive distribution, i.e. if they occur in the same environment they signal 

different meanings. The suffixes –able and –ed, for instance, are different 

morphemes, not allomorphs, because adjectives in –able mean ― capable of 

beings‖. 
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Allomorphs will also occur among prefixes. Their form then depends on the 

initials of the stem with which they will assimilate.   Two or more sound forms of a 

stem existing under conditions of complementary distribution may also be 

regarded as allomorphs, as, for instance, in long a: length n. The morphological 

analysis of word- structure on the morphemic level aims at splitting the word into 

its constituent morphemes – the basic units at this level of analysis – and at 

determining their number and types. The four types (root words, derived words, 

compound, shortenings) represent the main structural types of Modern English 

words, and conversion, derivation and composition the most productive ways of 

word building. 

             According to the number of morphemes words can be classified into 

monomorphic and polymorphic. Monomorphic or root-words consist of only one 

root-morpheme, e.g. small, dog, make, give, etc. All polymorphic word fall into 

two subgroups:  derived words and compound words – according to the number of 

root-morphemes they have. Derived words are composed of one root-morpheme 

and one or more derivational morphemes, e.g. acceptable, outdo, disagreeable, etc. 

Compound words are those which contain at least two root-morphemes, the 

number of derivational morphemes being insignificant. There can be both root- and 

derivational morphemes in compounds as in pen-holder, light-mindedness, or only 

root-morphemes as in lamp-shade, eye-ball, etc. 

             The clue to the correct understanding of their comparative value lies in a 

careful consideration of: 1)the importance of each type in the existing wordstock, 

and 2) their frequency value in actual speech. Frequency is by far the most 

important factor. According to the available word counts made in different parts of 

speech, we find that derived words numerically constitute the largest class of 

words in the existing wordstock; derived nouns comprise approximately 67% of 

the total number, adjectives about 86%, whereas compound nouns make about 

15% and adjectives about 4%. Root words come to 18% in nouns, i.e. a trifle more 
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than the number of compound words; adjectives root words come to approximately 

12%. 

               But we cannot fail to perceive that root-words occupy a predominant 

place. In English, according to the recent frequency counts, about 60% of the total 

number of nouns and 62% of the total number of adjectives in current use are root-

words. Of the total number of adjectives and nouns, derived words comprise about 

38% and 37% respectively while compound words comprise an insignificant 2% in 

nouns and 0.2% in adjectives. Thus it is the root-words that constitute the 

foundation and the backbone of the vocabulary and that are of paramount 

importance in speech. It should also be mentioned that root words are characterized 

by a high degree of collocability and a complex variety of meanings in contrast 

with words of other structural types whose semantic structures are much poorer. 

Root- words also serve as parent forms for all types of derived and compound 

words[24,58]. 

             In most cases the morphemic structure of words is transparent enough and 

individual morphemes clearly stand out within the word. The segmentation of 

words is generally carried out according to the method of Immediate and Ultimate 

Constituents. This method is based on the binary principle, i.e. each stage of the 

procedure involves two components the word immediately breaks into. At each 

stage these two components are referred to as the Immediate Constituents. Each 

Immediate Constituent at the next stage of analysis is in turn broken into smaller 

meaningful elements. The analysis is completed when we arrive at constituents 

incapable of further division, i.e. morphemes. These are referred to Ultimate 

Constituents. A synchronic morphological analysis is most effectively 

accomplished by the procedure known as the analysis into Immediate Constituents. 

ICs are the two meaningful parts forming a large linguistic unity.  

              The method is based on the fact that a word characterized by 

morphological divisibility is involved in certain structural correlations. To sum up: 

as we break the word we obtain at any level only ICs one of which is the stem of 
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the given word. All the time the analysis is based on the patterns characteristic of 

the English vocabulary. As a pattern showing the interdependence of all the 

constituents segregated at various stages, we obtain the following formula:  

un+ { [ ( gent- + -le ) + -man ] + -ly}. Breaking a word into its Immediate 

Constituents we observe in each cut the structural order of the constituents. 

A  diagram presenting the four cuts described looks as follows:  

1.   un- / gentlemanly 

2.   un- / gentleman / - ly 

3.   un- / gentle / - man / - ly 

4.   un- / gentl / - e / - man / - ly 

A similar analysis on the word-formation level showing not only the 

morphemic constituents of the word but also the structural pattern on which it is 

built.   The analysis of word-structure at the morphemic level must proceed to the 

stage of Ultimate Constituents. For example, the noun friendliness is first 

segmented into the ICs: [frendlı-] recurring in the adjectives friendly-looking and 

friendly and [-nıs] found in a countless number  of nouns, such as unhappiness, 

blackness, sameness, etc. the IC [-nıs] is at the same time an UC of the word, as it 

cannot be broken into any smaller elements possessing both sound-form and 

meaning. Any further division of –ness would give individual speech-sounds 

which denote nothing by themselves. The IC [frendlı-] is next broken into the ICs 

[-lı] and [frend-] which are both UCs of the word.  Morphemic analysis under the 

method of Ultimate Constituents may be carried out on the basis of two principles: 

the so-called root-principle and affix principle[24,84]. 

               According to the affix principle the splitting of the word into its 

constituent morphemes is based on the identification of the affix within a set of 

words, e.g. the identification of the suffix –er leads to the segmentation of words 

singer, teacher, swimmer into the derivational morpheme – er  and the roots teach- 

, sing-, drive-. According to the root-principle, the segmentation of the word is 

based on the identification of the root-morpheme in a word-cluster, for example the 
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identification of the root-morpheme agree-  in the words agreeable, agreement, 

disagree. 

          The morphemic analysis of words only defines the constituent morphemes, 

determining their types and their meaning but does not reveal the hierarchy of the 

morphemes comprising the word. Words are no mere sum totals of morpheme, the 

latter reveal a definite, sometimes very complex interrelation. Morphemes are 

arranged according to certain rules, the arrangement differing in various types of 

words and particular groups within the same types. The pattern of morpheme 

arrangement underlies the classification of words into different types and enables 

one to understand how new words appear in the language. The structure of stems    

should be described in terms of IC‘s analysis, which at this level aims at 

establishing the patterns of typical derivative relations within the stem and the 

derivative correlation between stems of different types[5,18]. 

               There are three types of stems: simple, derived and compound. Simple 

stems are semantically non-motivated and do not constitute a pattern on analogy 

with which new stems may be modeled. Simple stems are generally monomorphic 

and phonetically identical with the root morpheme. The derivational structure of 

stems does not always coincide with the result of morphemic analysis. Comparison 

proves that not all morphemes relevant at the morphemic level are relevant at the 

derivational level of analysis. It follows that bound morphemes and all types of 

pseudo- morphemes are irrelevant to the derivational structure of stems as they do 

not meet requirements of double opposition and derivative interrelations. 
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Main part 

The definition of “word” 

We shall try to define every new term on its first appearance at once simply 

and unambiguously, if not always very rigorously. The approximate definition of 

the term word has already been given in the opening page of the book. 

The important point to remember about definitions is that they should 

indicate the most essential characteristic features of the notion expressed by the 

term under discussion, the features by which this notion is distinguished from other 

similar notions. For instance, in defining the word one must distinguish it from 

other linguistic units, such as the phoneme, the morpheme, or the word-group. In 

contrast with a definition, a description aims at enumerating all the essential 

features of a notion[24,28].  

The word may be described as the basic unit of language. Uniting meaning 

and form, it is composed of one or more morphemes, each consisting of one or 

more spoken sounds or their written representation. Morphemes as we have 

already said are also meaningful units but they cannot be used independently, they 

are always parts of words whereas words can be used as a complete utterance (e. g. 

Listen!). The combinations of morphemes within words are subject to certain 

linking conditions. When a derivational affix is added a new word is formed, thus, 

listen and listener are different words. In fulfilling different grammatical functions 

words may take functional affixes: listen and listened are different forms of the 

same word. Different forms of the same word can be also built analytically with 

the help of auxiliaries. E.g.: The world should listen then as I am listening now . 

When used in sentences together with other words they are syntactically 

organised. Their freedom of entering into syntactic constructions is limited by 

many factors, rules and constraints (e. g.: They told me this story but not *They 

spoke me this story). 
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The definition of every basic notion is a very hard task: the definition of a 

word is one of the most difficult in linguistics because the simplest word has many 

different aspects. It has a sound form because it is a certain arrangement of 

phonemes; it has its morphological structure, being also a certain arrangement of 

morphemes; when used in actual speech, it may occur in different word forms, 

different syntactic functions and signal various meanings. Being the central 

element of any language system, the word is a sort of focus for the problems of 

phonology, lexicology, syntax, morphology and also for some other sciences that 

have to deal with language and speech, such as philosophy and psychology, and 

probably quite a few other branches of knowledge[24,29]. 

 All attempts to characterise the word are necessarily specific for each 

domain of science and are therefore considered one-sided by the representatives of 

all the other domains and criticised for incompleteness. The variants of definitions 

were so numerous that some authors (A. Rossetti, D.N. Shmelev) collecting them 

produced works of impressive scope and bulk. 

A few examples will suffice to show that any definition is conditioned by the 

aims and interests of its author. Thomas Hobbes (1588-1679), one of the great 

English philosophers, revealed a materialistic approach to the problem of 

nomination when he wrote that words are not mere sounds but names of matter. 

Three centuries later the Great Russian physiologist I.P. Pavlov (1849-1936) 

examined the word in connection with his studies of the second signal system, and 

defined it as a universal signal that can substitute any other signal from the 

environment in evoking a response in a human organism. One of the latest 

developments of science and engineering is machine translation. It also deals with 

words and requires a rigorous definition for them. It runs as follows: a word is a 

sequence of graphemes which can occur between spaces, or the representation of 

such a sequence on morphemic level. 
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Within the scope of linguistics the word has been defined syntactically, 

semantically, phonologically and by combining various approaches. It has been 

syntactically defined for instance as ―the minimum sentence‖ by H. Sweet and 

much later by L. Bloomfield as ―a minimum free form‖. This last definition, 

although structural in orientation, may be said to be, to a certain degree, equivalent 

to Sweet‘s, as practically it amounts to the same thing: free forms are later defined 

as ―forms which occur as sentences‖[6,142]. 

E. Sapir takes into consideration the syntactic and semantic aspects when he 

calls the word ―one of the smallest completely satisfying bits of isolated 

‗meaning‘, into which the sentence resolves itself‖. Sapir also points out one more, 

very important characteristic of the word, its indivisibility: ―It cannot be cut into 

without a disturbance of meaning, one or two other or both of the several parts 

remaining as a helpless waif on our hands‖.  The essence of indivisibility will be 

clear from a comparison of the article a and the prefix a- in a lion and alive. A lion 

is a word-group because we can separate its elements and insert other words 

between them: a living lion, a dead lion. Alive is a word: it is indivisible, i.e. 

structurally impermeable: nothing can be inserted between its elements.  

The morpheme a- is not free, is not a word. The situation becomes more 

complicated if we cannot be guided by solid spelling.‘ ―The Oxford English 

Dictionary", for instance, does not include the reciprocal pronouns each other and 

one another under separate headings, although they should certainly be analysed as 

word-units, not as word-groups since they have become indivisible: we now say 

with each other and with one another instead of the older forms one with another or 

each with the other[18,35]. 
 
When discussing the internal cohesion of the word the 

English linguist John Lyons points out that it should be discussed in terms of two 

criteria ―positional mobility‖ and ―un interrupt ability‖. To illustrate the first he 

segments into morphemes the following sentence: 

The - boy - s - walk - ed - slow - ly - up - the - hill 
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The sentence may be regarded as a sequence of ten morphemes, which occur 

in a particular order relative to one another. There are several possible changes in 

this order which yield an acceptable English sentence: 

slow - ly - the - boy - s - walk - ed - up - the - hill up - the - hill - slow - ly - walk - 

ed - the - boy - s 

Yet under all the permutations certain groups of morphemes behave as 

‗blocks‘ — they occur always together, and in the same order relative to one 

another. There is no possibility of the sequence s - the - boy, ly - slow, ed - walk. 

―One of the characteristics of the word is that it tends to be internally stable (in 

terms of the order of the component morphemes), but positionally mobile 

(permutable with other words in the same sentence)‖[12,203].
   

A purely semantic treatment will be found in Stephen Ullmann‘s 

explanation: with him connected discourse, if analysed from the semantic point of 

view, ―will fall into a certain number of meaningful segments which are ultimately 

composed of meaningful units. These meaningful units are called words"[20,30]. 

The semantic-phonological approach may be illustrated by A.H.Gardiner‘s 

definition: ―A word is an articulate sound-symbol in its aspect of denoting 

something which is spoken about"[7,355]. 

The eminent French linguist A. Meillet (1866-1936) combines the semantic, 

phonological and grammatical criteria and advances a formula which underlies 

many subsequent definitions, both abroad and in our country, including the one 

given in the beginning of this book: ―A word is defined by the association of a 

particular meaning with a particular group of sounds capable of a particular 

grammatical employment"[13, 30]. 

This definition does not permit us to distinguish words from phrases because 

not only child, but a  pretty child as well are combinations of a particular group of 

sounds with a particular meaning capable of a particular grammatical employment. 
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We can, nevertheless, accept this formula with some modifications, adding that a 

word is the smallest significant unit of a given language capable of functioning 

alone and characterised by positional mobility within a sentence, morphological un 

interrupt ability and semantic integrity[10]. 

All these criteria are necessary because they permit us to create a basis for 

the oppositions between the word and the phrase, the word and the phoneme, and 

the word and the morpheme: their common feature is that they are all units of the 

language, their difference lies in the fact that the phoneme is not significant, and a 

morpheme cannot be used as a complete utterance. 

 Another reason for this supplement is the widespread scepticism concerning 

the subject. It has even become a debatable point whether a word is a linguistic 

unit and not an arbitrary segment of speech. This opinion is put forth by S. Potter, 

who writes that ―unlike a phoneme or a syllable, a word is not a linguistic unit at 

all"[16, 78]. He calls it a conventional and arbitrary segment of utterance, and 

finally adopts the already mentioned definition of L. Bloomfield. This position is, 

however, as we have already mentioned, untenable, and in fact S. Potter himself 

makes ample use of the word as a unit in his linguistic analysis. 

The weak point of all the above definitions is that they do not establish the 

relationship between language and thought, which is formulated if we treat the 

word as a dialectical unity of form and content, in which the form is the spoken or 

written expression which calls up a specific meaning, whereas the content is the 

meaning rendering the emotion or the concept in the mind of the speaker which he 

intends to convey to his listener. Summing up our review of different definitions, 

we come to the conclusion that they are bound to be strongly dependent upon the 

line of approach, the aim the scholar has in view. For a comprehensive word 

theory, therefore, a description seems more appropriate than a definition. 
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The problem of creating a word theory based upon the materialistic 

understanding of the relationship between words and thought on the one hand, and 

language and society, on the other, has been one of the most discussed for many 

years. The efforts of many eminent scholars such as V.V. Vinogradov, A. I. 

Smirnitsky, O.S. Akhmanova, M.D. Stepanova, A.A. Ufimtseva — to name but a 

few, resulted in throwing light on this problem and achieved a clear presentation of 

the word as a basic unit of the language. The main points may now be summarised. 

The word is the fundamental unit of language. It is a dialectical unity of 

form and content. Its content or meaning is not identical to notion, but it may 

reflect human notions, and in this sense may be considered as the form of their 

existence. Concepts fixed in the meaning of words are formed as generalised and 

approximately correct reflections of reality, therefore in signifying them words 

reflect reality in their content on this problem and achieved a clear presentation of 

the word as a basic unit of the language. The main points may now be 

summarised[24,30]. 

The word is the fundamental unit of language. It is a dialectical unity of 

form and content. Its content or meaning is not identical to notion, but it may 

reflect human notions, and in this sense may be considered as the form of their 

existence. Concepts fixed in the meaning of words are formed as generalised and 

approximately correct reflections of reality; therefore in signifying them words 

reflect reality in their content. The acoustic aspect of the word serves to name 

objects of reality, not to reflect them. In this sense the word may be regarded as a 

sign. This sign, however, is not arbitrary but motivated by the whole process of its 

development. That is to say, when a word first comes into existence it is built out 

of the elements already available in the language and according to the existing 

patterns. 
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SEMANTIC TRIANGLE 

The question that now confronts us is this: what is the relation of words to 

the world of things, events and relations outside of language to which they refer? 

How is the word connected with its referent? 

The account of meaning given by Ferdinand de Saussure implies the 

definition of a word as a linguistic sign. He calls it ‗signifiant‘ (signifier) and what 

it refers to — ‗signifie‘ (that which is signified). By the latter term he understands 

not the phenomena of the real world but the ‗concept‘ in the speaker‘s and 

listener‘s mind. The situation may be represented by a triangle. 

 

Here, according to F. de Saussure, only the relationship shown by a solid 

line concerns linguistics and the sign is not a unity of form and meaning as we 

understand it now, but only sound form. Originally this triangular scheme was 

suggested by the German mathematician and philosopher Gottlieb Frege (1848-

1925). Well-known English scholars C.K. Ogden and I.A. Richards adopted this 

three-cornered pattern with considerable modifications. With them a sign is a two-

facet unit comprising form (phonetically and orthographic), regarded as a linguistic 

symbol, and reference which is more linguistic than just a concept. This approach 

may be called referential because it implies that linguistic meaning is connected 

with the referent. It is graphically shown by there being only one dotted line. A 

solid line between reference and referent shows that the relationship between them 

is linguistically relevant, that the nature of what is named influences the 

meaning[24,32]. 
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 This connection should not be taken too literally; it does not mean that the 

sound form has to have any similarity with the meaning or the object itself. The 

connection is conventional. 

 

Several generations of writers, following C.K. Ogden and I.A. Richards, 

have in their turn taken up and modified this diagram. It is known under several 

names: the semantic triangle, triangle of signification, Frege semiotic triangle, 

Ogden and Richards basic triangle or simply basic triangle. We reproduce it for the 

third time to illustrate how it can show the main features of the referential 

approach in its present form. All the lines are now solid, implying that it is not only 

the form of the linguistic sign but also its meaning and what it refers to that are 

relevant for linguistics. The scheme is given as it is applied to the naming of cats. 

 

The scheme is still over-simplified and several things are left out. It is very 

important, for instance, to remember that the word is represented by the left-hand 

side of the diagram — it is a sign comprising the name and the meaning, and these 

invariably evoke one another. So we have to assume that the word takes two 

apexes of the triangle and the line connecting them. In some versions of the 

triangle it is not the meaning but the concept that is placed in the apex. This 
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reflects the approach to the problem as formulated by medieval grammarians; it 

remained traditional for many centuries. 

 In the modification of the triangle given here we have to understand that the 

referent belongs to extra-linguistic reality, it is reflected in our mind in several 

stages (not shown on the diagram): first it is perceived, then many perceptions are 

generalised into a concept, which in its turn is reflected in the meaning with certain 

linguistic constraints conditioned by paradigmatic influence within the vocabulary. 

When it is the concept that is put into the apex, then the meaning cannot be 

identified with any of the three points of the triangle[8,16]. 

The diagram represents the simplest possible case of reference because the 

word here is supposed to have only one meaning and one form of fixation. 

Simplification is, however, inherent to all models and the popularity of the 

semantic triangle proves how many authors find it helpful in showing the essence 

of the referential approach. 

The diagram represents the simplest possible case of reference because the 

word here is supposed to have only one meaning and one form of fixation. 

Simplification is, however, inherent to all models and the popularity of the 

semantic triangle proves how many authors find it helpful in showing the essence 

of the referential approach. There are three main types of motivation: phonetically 

motivation, morphological motivation, and semantic motivation[24,34]. 

When there is a certain similarity between the sounds that make up the word 

and those referred to by the sense, the motivation is phonetically. Examples are: 

bang, buzz, cuckoo, giggle, gurgle, hiss, purr, whistle, etc. Here the sounds of a 

word are imitative of sounds in nature because what is referred to is a sound or at 

least, produces a characteristic sound (cuckoo). 

 Although there exists a certain arbitrary element in the resulting phonemic 

shape of the word, one can see that this type of motivation is determined by the 
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phonological system of each language as shown by the difference of echo-words 

for the same concept in different languages. St. Ullmann[20,88] stresses that 

phonetic motivation is not a perfect replica of any acoustic structure but only a 

rough approximation. This accounts for the variability of echo-words within one 

language and between different languages. Gf. cuckoo (Engl), Kuckuck (Germ), 

кукушка (Russ). Within the English vocabulary there are different words, all 

sound imitative, meaning ‗quick, foolish, indistinct talk‘: babble, chatter, gabble, 

prattle. In this last group echoic creations combine phonological and 

morphological motivation because they contain verbal suffixes -le and -er forming 

frequentative verbs. We see therefore that one word may combine different types 

of motivation. 

Words denoting noises produced by animals are mostly sounding imitative. 

In English they are motivated only phonetically so that nouns and verbs are exactly 

the same. In Russian the motivation combines phonetical and morphological 

motivation. The Russian words блеять v and блеяние n are equally represented in 

English by bleat. Сf. also: purr (of a cat), moo (of a cow), crow (of a cock), bark 

(of a dog), neigh (of a horse) and their Russian equivalents. 

The morphological motivation may be quite regular. Thus, the prefix ex- 

means ‗former‘ when added to human nouns: ex-filmstar, ex-president, ex-wife. 

Alongside with these cases there is a more general use of ex-: in borrowed words it 

is unstressed and motivation is faded (expect, export, etc.). 

The derived word re-think is motivated inasmuch as its morphological 

structure suggests the idea of thinking again. Re- is one of the most common 

prefixes of the English language, it means ‗again‘ and ‗back‘ and is added to verbal 

stems or abstract de verbal noun stems, as in rebuild, reclaim, resell, and 

resettlement. Here again these newer formations should be compared with older 

borrowings from Latin and French where re- is now unstressed, and the motivation 

faded. Compare re-cover ‗cover again‘ and recover ‗get better‘. In short: 
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morphological motivation is especially obvious in newly coined words, or at least 

words created in the present century. Сf. detainee, manoeuvrable, prefabricated, 

racialist, self-propelling, vitamins, etc. In older words, root words and morphemes 

motivation is established etymologically, if at all. 

From the examples given above it is clear that motivation is the way in 

which a given meaning is represented in the word. It reflects the type of 

nomination process chosen by the creator of the new word. Some scholars of the 

past used to call the phenomenon the inner word form. 

In deciding whether a word of long standing in the language is 

morphologically motivated according to present-day patterns or not, one should be 

very careful. Similarity in sound form does not always correspond to similarity in 

morphological pattern. Agential suffix -er is affixable to any verb, so that V+-er 

means ‗one who V-s‘ or ‗something that V-s‘: writer, receiver, bomber, rocker, and 

knocker. Yet, although the verb numb exists in English, number is not ‗one who 

numbs‘ but is derived from OFr nombre borrowed into English and completely 

assimilated. 

The cases of regular morphological motivation outnumber irregularities, and 

yet one must remember the principle of ―fuzzy sets‖ in coming across the word 

smoker with its variants: ‗one who smokes tobacco‘ and ‗a railway car in which 

passengers may smoke‘. Many writers nowadays instead of the term 

morphological motivation, or parallel to it, introduce the term word-building 

meaning. In what follows the term will be avoided because actually it is not 

meaning that is dealt with in this concept, but the form of presentation[24,36]. 

The third type of motivation is called semantic motivation. It is based on the 

co-existence of direct and figurative meanings of the same word within the same 

synchronous system. Mouth continues to denote a part of the human face, and at 

the same time it can metaphorically apply to any opening or outlet: the mouth of a 
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river, of a cave, of a furnace. Jacket is a short coat and also a protective cover for a 

book, a phonograph record or an electric wire. Ermine is not only the name of a 

small animal, but also of its fur, and the office and rank of an English judge 

because in England ermine was worn by judges in court. In their direct meaning 

neither mouth nor is ermine motivated. 

As to compounds, their motivation is morphological if the meaning of the 

whole is based on the direct meaning of the components, and semantic if the 

combination of components is used figuratively. Thus, eyewash ‗a lotion for the 

eyes‘ or headache ‗pain in the head‘, or watchdog ‗a dog kept for watching 

property‘ are all morphologically motivated. If, on the other hand, they are used 

metaphorically as ‗something said or done to deceive a person so that he thinks 

that what he sees is good, though in fact it is not‘, ‗anything or anyone very 

annoying‘ and ‗a watchful human guardian‘, respectively, then the motivation is 

semantic. Compare also heart-breaking, time-server, lick-spittle, sky-jack v. 

An interesting example of complex morph-semantic motivation passing 

through several stages in its history is the word teenager ‗a person in his or her 

teens‘. The motivation may be historically traced as follows: the inflected form of 

the numeral ten produced the suffix -teen. The suffix later produces a stem with a 

metonymical meaning (semantic motivation), receives the plural ending -s, and 

then produces a new noun teens ‗the years of a person‘s life of which the numbers 

end in -teen, namely from 13 to 19‘. In combination with age or aged the adjectives 

teen-age and teen-aged are coined, as in teen-age boy, teen-age fashions. A 

morphologically motivated noun teenager is then formed with the help of the suffix 

-er which is often added to compounds or noun phrases producing personal names 

according to the pattern `one connected with...‘[24,32]. 

The pattern is frequent enough. One must keep in mind, however, that not all 

words with a similar morphemic composition will have the same derivational 

history and denote human beings. E. g. first-nighter and honeymooner are personal 
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nouns, but two-seater is ‗a car or an aeroplane seating two persons‘, back-hander is 

‗a back-hand stroke in tennis‘ and three-decker ‗a sandwich made of three pieces 

of bread with two layers of filling‘.  When the connection between the meaning of 

the word and its form is conventional that is there is no perceptible reason for the 

word having this particular phonemic and morphemic composition, the word is 

said to be non-motivated for the present stage of language development. 

Every vocabulary is in a state of constant development. Words that seem 

non-motivated at present may have lost their motivation. The verb earn does not 

suggest at present any necessary connection with agriculture. The connection of 

form and meaning seems purely conventional. Historical analysis shows, however, 

that it is derived from OE (ze-)earnian ‗to harvest‘. In Modern English this 

connection no longer exists and earns is now a non-motivated word. Complex 

morphological structures tend to unite and become indivisible units, as St. Ullmann 

demonstrates tracing the history of not which is a reduced form of nought from OE 

nowiht[4] <no-wiht ‗nothing‘[20,90]. 

When some people recognise the motivation, whereas others do not, 

motivation is said to be faded. Sometimes in an attempt to find motivation for a 

borrowed word the speakers change its form so as to give it a connection with 

some well-known word. These cases of mistaken motivation received the name of 

folk etymology. The phenomenon is not very frequent. Two examples will suffice: 

A nightmare is not ‗a she-horse that appears at night‘ but ‗a terrifying dream 

personified in folklore as a female monster‘. (OE таrа  ‗an evil spirit‘.) The 

international radio-telephone signal may-day corresponding to the telegraphic SOS 

used by aeroplanes and ships in distress has nothing to do with the First of May but 

is a phonetic rendering of French m'aidez ‗help me‘. 

Some linguists consider one more type of motivation closely akin to the 

imitative forms, namely sound symbolism. Some words are supposed to illustrate 

the meaning more immediately than do ordinary words. As the same combinations 
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of sounds are used in many semantically similar words, they become more closely 

associated with the meaning. Examples are: flap, flip, flop, flitter, flicker, flutter, 

flash, flush, flare; glare, glitter, glow, gloat, glimmer; sleet, slime, slush, where fl- 

is associated with quick movement, gl- with light and fire, sl- with mud. 

This sound symbolism phenomenon is not studied enough so far, so that it is 

difficult to say to what extent it is valid. There are, for example, many English 

words, containing the initial fl- but not associated with quick or any other 

movement: flat, floor, flour, and flower. There is also nothing muddy in the 

referents of sleep or slender. To sum up this discussion of motivation: there are 

processes in the vocabulary that compel us to modify the Saussurian principle 

according to which linguistic units are independent of the substance in which they 

are realised and their associations is a matter of arbitrary convention. It is already 

not true for phonetic motivation and only partly true for all other types. In the 

process of vocabulary development and we witness everyday its intensity, a 

speaker of a language creates new words and is understood because the vocabulary 

system possesses established associations of form and meaning[24,33]. 
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Derivation  

Derivative Structure 

The analysis of the morphemic composition of words defines the ultimate 

meaningful constituents (UCs), their typical sequence and arrangement, but it does 

not reveal the hierarchy of morphemes making up the word, neither does it reveal 

the way a word is constructed, nor how a new word of similar structure should be 

understood. The morphemic analysis does not aim at finding out the nature and 

arrangement of ICs which underlie the structural and the semantic type of the 

word, e.g. words unmanly and discouragement morphemically are referred to the 

same type as both are segmented into three UCs representing one root, one 

prefixational and one suffixational morpheme. 

 However the arrangement and the nature of ICs and hence the relationship 

of morphemes in these words is different — in unmanly the prefixational 

morpheme makes one of the ICs, the other IC is represented by a sequence of the 

root and the suffixational morpheme and thus the meaning of the word is derived 

from the relations between the ICs un- and manly- (‗not manly‘), whereas 

discouragement rests on the relations of the IC discourage- made up by the 

combination of the prefixational and the root-morphemes and the suffixational 

morpheme -ment for its second IC (‘smth that discourages‘)[8,96]. 

Hence we may infer that these three-morpheme words should be referred to 

different derivational types: unmanly to a prefixational and discouragement to a 

suffixational derivative. The nature, type and arrangement of the ICs of the word is 

known as its derivative structure. Though the derivative structure of the word is 

closely connected with its morphemic or morphological structure and often 

coincides with it, it differs from it in principle. 
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Derivative Relations 

According to the derivative structure all words fall into two big classes: 

simplexes or simple, non-derived words and complexes or derivatives. Simplexes 

are words which derivationally cannot‘ be segmented into ICs. The morphological 

stem of simple words, i.e. the part of the word which takes on the system of 

grammatical inflections is semantically non-motivated
l
 and independent of other 

words, e.g. hand, come, blue, etc. Morphemically it may be monomorphic in which 

case its stem coincides with the free root-morpheme as in, e.g., hand, come, blue, 

etc. or polymorphic in which case it is a sequence of bound morphemes as in, e.g., 

anxious, theory, public, etc[8,97]. 

Derivatives are words which depend on some other simpler lexical items that 

motivate them structurally and semantically, i.e. the meaning and the structure of 

the derivative is understood through the comparison with the meaning and the 

structure of the source word. Hence derivatives are secondary, motivated units, 

made up as a rule of two ICs, i.e. binary units, e.g. words like friendliness, 

unwifely, school-masteries, etc. are made up of the ICs friendly + -ness, un- + 

wifely, schoolmaster+-ish. The ICs are brought together according to specific rules 

of order and arrangement preconditioned by the system of the language. It follows 

that all derivatives are marked by the fixed order of their ICs. 

The basic elementary units of the derivative structure of words are: 

derivational bases, derivational affixes and derivational patterns which differ from 

the units of the morphemic structure of words (different types of morphemes). The 

relations between words with a common root but of different derivative structure 

are known as derivative relations. The derivative and derivative relations make the 

subject of study at the derivational level of analysis; it aims at establishing 

correlations between different types of words, the structural and semantic patterns 

words are built on, the study also enables one to understand how new words appear 

in the language. 
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The constituents of the derivative structure are functional units, i.e. units 

whose function is to indicate relationship between different classes of words or 

differently-behaving words of the same class and to signal the formation of new 

words. It follows that derivational functions are proper to different linguistic units 

which thus serve as ICs of a derivative. It must be also noted that the difference 

between classes of words is signalled by both the derivative structure of the word, 

or to be more exact by the stem it shapes, and by the set of paradigmatic inflections 

that this structure presupposes. For example, the nominal class of words to which 

derivatives like historian, teacher, lobbyist are referred is signalled by both the 

derivative structure, i.e. the unity of their ICs history+-ian, teach+ + -er lobby + -

ist shaping the stems of these words — and the nominal set of paradigmatic 

inflections which these stems precondition, i.e. histori-an(O), historian(s), 

historian('s), historian(s‘)[8,98]. The class of words like enrich, enlarge is likewise 

signalled by their derivative structure (en- + +rich, en-+large) and the verbal set of 

paradigmatic inflexions. Hence the paradigmatic systems of different classes of 

words have, among their functions, the function of distinguishing the formal make-

up of word classes. It follows that the paradigmatic system of inflections in cases 

of meaningful absence of the 1С which determines the class membership of the 

motivated stem functions as the sole indication of its derived nature. 

Derivational Bases 

A derivational base as a functional unit is defined as the constituent to which 

a rule of word-formation is applied. It is the part of the word which establishes 

connection with the lexical unit that motivates the derivative and determines its 

individual lexical meaning describing the difference between words in one and the 

same derivative set, for example the individual lexical meaning of words like 

singer, rebuilder, whitewasher, etc. which all denote active doers of action, is 

signalled by the lexical meaning of the derivational bases sing-, rebuild-, 

whitewash- which establish connection with the motivating source verb. 
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Structurally derivational bases fall into three classes: 1) bases that coincide 

with morphological stems of different degrees of complexity, e.g. dutiful, dutifully; 

day-dream, to day-dream, daydreamer; 2) bases that coincide with word-forms; 

e.g. paper-bound, unsmiling, unknown; 3) bases that coincide with word-grоups of 

different degrees of stability, e ,g. second-rateness, flat-wasted, etc. 

1. Bases built on stems of different degree of complexity make the largest 

‗and commonest group of components of derivatives of various classes, e.g. un-

button, girl-ish; girlish-ness, colour-blind-ness, ex-filmstar, etc. Bases of this class 

are functionally and semantically distinct from all kinds of stems. Functionally, the 

morphological stem is the part of the word which is the starting point for its forms, 

it is the part which semantically presents a unity of lexical and functional meanings 

thus predicting the entire grammatical paradigm. The stem remains unchanged 

throughout all word-forms, it keeps them together preserving the identity cf the 

word. Thus the stems in the above-given words are ex-filmstar, unbutton which 

remain unchanged in all the forms of each word as, e.g., ex-filmstar(O), ex-

filmstar(s), ex-filmstar(‘s), ex-filmstar(s). Stems are characterised by a phonetic 

identity with the word-form that habitually represents the word as a whole (the 

common case singular, the infinitive, etc.)[8,99]. 

A derivational base unlike a stem does not predict‘ the part of speech of the 

derivative, it only outlines a possible range and nature of the second IC and it is 

only the unity of both that determines the lexical-grammatical class of the 

derivative. A derivational base is the starting-point for different words and its 

derivational potential outlines the type and scope of existing words and new 

creations. The nominal base for example, hand- gives rise to nouns, e.g. hand-rail, 

hand-bag, shorthand, handful, to adjectives, e.g. handy, or verbs, e.g. to hand. 

Similarly the base rich- may be one of the ICs of the noun richness, the adjective 

gold-rich, or the verb to enrich. 
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Semantically the stem stands for the whole semantic structure of the word, it 

represents all its lexical meanings. A base, semantically, is also different in that it 

represents, as a rule, only one meaning of the source word or its stem. The 

derivatives glassful and glassy, e.g., though connected with the stem of the same 

source word are built on different derivational bases,, as glassful is the result of the 

application of the word-formation rule to the meaning of the source word ‗drinking 

vessel or its contents‘, whereas glassy — to the meaning ‗hard, transparent, easily-

broken substance‘. Derivatives fiery, fire-place, to fire, fire-escape, firearm, all 

have bases built on the stem of the same source noun fire, but the words like fire-

escape fire-engine and fire-alarm are semantically motivated by the meaning 

‗destructive burning‘, the words firearms, ceasefire, (to) fire are motivated by 

another meaning ‘shooting‘, whereas the word fiery (as in fiery speech, eyes) is 

motivated by the meaning ‘strong emotion, excited feeling‘. The same difference 

can be exemplified by the words starlet, starry, starlike, starless which are all 

motivated by the derivational base meaning ‗a heavenly body seen in the night as 

distant point of light‘, as compared to stardom, starlet, to star motivated by the 

base meaning ‗a person famous as actor, singer‘ though both represent the same 

morphological stem of the word star[8,100]. 

Stems that serve as this class of bases may themselves be different 

morphemically and derivationally thus forming derivational bases of different 

degrees of complexity which affects the range and scope of their collocability and 

their derivational capacity. Derivationally the stems may be: 

a) Simple, which consist of only one, semantically non motivated 

constituent. The most characteristic feature of simple stems in Modern English is 

the phonetic and graphic identity with the root-morpheme and the word-form that 

habitually represents the word as a whole. 

As has been mentioned elsewhere simple stems may be both monomorphic 

units and morphemic sequences made up of bound and pseudo-morphemes, hence 
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morphemically segment able stems in such words as pocket, motion, retain, 

horrible, etc. should be regarded as derivationally simple. 

b) derived stems are semantically and structurally motivated, and are the 

results of the application of word-formation rules; it follows that they are as a rule 

binary, i.e. made up of two ICs, and polymorphic, e.g. the derived stem of the word 

girlish is understood on the basis of derivative relations between girl and girlish; 

the derived stem of a greater complexity girlishness is based on the derivative 

relations between girlish and girlishness. This is also seen in to weekend, to 

daydreams which is derived from the nouns week-end and day-dream and are 

motivated by the derivative relations between the noun and the verb. It especially 

concerns derivatives with a zero IC, i.e. meaningful absence of the derivational 

means in which case the distinction between the stem of the source word and the 

motivated stem of the derivative is signalled by the difference in paradigmatic sets 

of inflections which they take[8,100]. 

For example, the stem of the verb (to) parrot, though it consists of one overt 

constituent and is a one-morpheme word, should be considered derived as it is felt 

by a native speaker as structurally and semantically dependent on the simple stem 

of the noun parrot and because it conveys a regular relationship between these two 

classes of words — verbs and nouns. The same is true of the stems in such words 

as (to) winter, a cut, a drive, etc. 

c) Compound stems are always binary and semantically motivated, but 

unlike the derived stems both ICs of compound stems are stems themselves. The 

derivative structure and morphemic composition of each IC may be of different 

degree of complexity, for example, the compound stem of the noun match-box 

consists of two simple stems, the stem of the noun letter-writer — of one simple 

and one derived stem, and the stem aircraft-carrier — of a compound and derived 

stem. 
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The structural complexity of the derivational bases built on derived and 

compound stems is a heavy constraint imposed on the collocability and semantic 

freedom of these bases and consequently on their derivative potential. Compare, 

for example, the derivational capacity of the simple stem girl, which can give rise 

to girly, girlish, grilles, girl-friend, and the limited capacity of girlish which gives 

only girlishness and girlishly. 

2. The second class of derivational bases is made up of word-forms. It is 

obvious that word-forms functioning as parts of the word lose all syntactic 

properties they possess in independent use. This class of bases is confined to verbal 

word-forms — the present and the past participles — which regularly function as 

ICs of non-simple adjectives, adverbs and nouns. The collocability of this class of 

derivational bases is confined to just a few derivational affixes such as the prefix 

un-, the suffix -ly, in e.g. unnamed, unknown, unwrapped, etc., smilingly, 

knowingly, etc. The derivational bases in question may be also collocated with 

other bases which coincide only with nominal and adjectival stems, e.g. 

mockingbird, dancing-girl, ice-bound, time-consuming, ocean-going, easy-going, 

etc. 

3. The third class of derivational bases is made up of word-groups. Free 

word-groups make up the greater part of this class of bases. Like word-forms, 

word-groups serving as derivational bases lose their morphological and syntactic 

properties proper to them as self-contained lexical units. Bases of this class also 

allow of a rather limited range of collocability, they are most active with 

derivational affixes in the class of adjectives and nouns, e.g. in words like blue-

eyed, long-fingered, old-worldish, do-gooder, second-rateness, etc[8,101]. 

Thus, we may conclude that each class of bases, though it makes use of one 

of the structural units of vocabulary, is distinct from it and differs from it both in 

form and meaning. The greater  the  degree of structural complexity of the base the 

more limited its derivative potential. 
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Derivational Affixes 

Derivational affixes are ICs of numerous derivatives in all parts of speech. 

Derivational affixes differ from affixational morphemes in their function within the 

word, in their distribution and in their meaning. Derivational affixes possess two 

basic functions: 1) that of stem-building which is common to all affixational 

morphemes: derivational and non-derivational. It is the function of shaping a 

morphemic sequence, or a word-form or a phrase into the part of the word capable 

of taking a set of grammatical inflections and is conditioned by the part-of-speech 

meaning these morphemes possess;   2) that of word-building which is the function 

of repatterning a derivational base and building a lexical unit of a structural and 

semantic type different from the one represented by the source unit. The 

repatterning results in either transferring it into the stem of another part of speech 

or transferring it into another subset within the same part of speech. For example, 

the derivational suffix -ness applied to bases of different classes shapes derived 

stems thus making new words. In kindliness, girlishness, etc. it repatterns the 

adjectival stems kindly-, girlish-, in second-rate-ness, allatonceness it turns the 

phrases second rate, all at once into stems and consequently forms new nouns. In 

most cases derivational affixes perform both functions simultaneously shaping 

derived stems and marking the relationship between different classes of lexical 

items. However, certain derivational affixes may in individual sets of words 

perform only one function that of stem-building[8,102]. The derivational suffix -ic 

for example performs both functions in words like historic, economic, classic as it 

is applied to bases history-, economy-, class- and forms stems of words of a 

different part of speech. But the same suffix -ic in public, comic, music performs 

only its stem-building function shaping in this case a simple stem. The same is true 

of the suffix -ous in such words as joyous, courageous, famous as compared with 

anxious, conscious, curious. Stem-building is the common function shared by both 

derivational and non-derivational morphemes, but with the non-derivational 
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morphemes it is the only structural function. Besides, the non-derivational affixes 

shape only simple stems, for example, the morpheme -id in stupid, rapid, acid, 

humid; the morpheme -ish in publish, distinguish, and languish. It follows that 

non-derivational morphemes are not applied to stems, but only to root-morphemes 

or morpheme sequences. 

Semantically derivational affixes are characterised by a unity of part-of-

speech meaning, lexical meaning and other types of morphemic meanings
2
 unlike 

non-derivational morphemes which, as a rule, lack the lexical type of meaning. It is 

true that the part-of-speech meaning is proper in different degrees to the 

derivational suffixes and prefixes[8,103]. It stands out clearly in derivational 

suffixes but it is less evident in prefixes; some prefixes lack it altogether, in others 

it is very vague and in this case it finds expression in the fact that these prefixes 

tend to function in either nominal or verbal parts of speech. Prefixes like en-, un-, 

de-, out-, be-, unmistakably possess the part-of-speech meaning and function as 

verb classifiers when they make an independent IC of the derivative, e.g. deice, 

unhook, enslave; derivational prefixes a-, un-possess the adjectival part-of-speech 

meaning, e.g. unhesitating, unknown, unkind, etc., amoral, asynthetic, asymmetric, 

etc. In prefixes со-, under-, mis- this type of meaning is vague but they tend to be 

active in one part of speech only:‘ со- in nominal parts of speech (i.e. nouns and 

adjectives), e.g. co-pilot,  co-star, co-president; mis- and under- are largely verbal 

prefixes, e.g. underwork, underdo, underfeed, etc. The prefix over-evidently lacks 

the part-of-speech meaning and is freely used both for verbs and adjectives, the 

same may be said about non-, pre-, post-. The lexical meaning in derivational 

affixes also has its peculiarities and may be viewed at different levels. 

1) The lexical (denotation) meaning of a generic type proper mostly not to an 

individual affix but to a set of affixes, forming a semantic subset such as, for 

example, the meaning of resemblance found in suffixes -ish, -like, -y, -ly 

(spiderish, spiderlike, spidery); the causative meaning proper to the prefix en- 
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(enslave, enrich), the suffixes –ise (-ize), -(i)fy (brutalise, formalise, beautify, 

simplify, etc.); the meaning of absence conveyed by the prefix un- and the suffix -

less; the meaning of abstract quality conveyed by the suffixes -ness, -ity, etc. 

2)On the other hand derivational affixes possess another type of lexical meaning 

— an individual meaning shared by no other affix and thus distinguishing this 

particular affix from all other members, of the same semantic group. For example, 

suffixes -ish, -like, -y all have the meaning of resemblance, but -like conveys an 

overall resemblance, -ish conveys likeness to the inner, most typical qualities of 

the object, -y in most cases conveys likeness to outer shape, form, size of the 

object. Suffixes -er, -ist both possess the meaning of the agent, but the 

distinguishing feature of the suffix -er is that it conveys the meaning of the active 

doer (animate or inanimate), whereas -ist conveys the meaning of profession 

(flutist, biologist) and followers of principles and beliefs (socialist, leftist) and thus 

has the meaning only of human beings. Derivational affixes semantically may be 

both mono- and polysemantic[8,105]. 

Derivational affixes are highly selective and each is applied to a specific set 

of bases which is due to the distributional type of meaning found in all affixes. All 

affixes are selective as to the structural peculiarities of bases (their morphemic, 

derivational, phonological and etymological features), some in addition are highly 

responsive to the lexical-semantic properties of the bases they are collocated with. 

For example, the adjectival suffix -able is collocated with verbal bases with 

practically no semantic constraints imposed on them. On the other hand the 

adjective-forming suffix -ful1 is restricted in its collocability to nominal bases of 

abstract meaning (useful, beautiful), while its homonym the noun-forming -ful2 

also collocating with nominal bases chooses bases of concrete meaning and within 

this class only nouns which have in their semantic structure a semantic component 

‗container‘ (chestful, lungful, bagful). 
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COMPOUND WORDS 

  Compound words are words consisting of at least two stems which occur in 

the language as free forms. In a compound word the immediate constituents obtain 

integrity and structural cohesion that make them function in a sentence as a 

separate lexical unit. E. g.: I'd rather read a time-table than nothing at all. The 

structural cohesion of a compound may depend upon unity of stress, solid or 

hyphenated spelling, semantic unity, unity of morphological and syntactic 

functioning, or, more often, upon the combined effect of several of these or similar 

phonetic, graphic, semantic, morphological or syntactic factors. 

The integrity of a compound is manifest in its indivisibility, i.e. the 

impossibility of inserting another word or word-group between its elements. If, for 

example, speaking about a sunbeam, we can insert some other word between the 

article and the noun, e. g. a bright sunbeam, a bright and unexpected sunbeam, 

because the article a is a separate word, no such insertion is possible between the 

stems sun and beam, for they are not words but morphemes here. In describing the 

structure of a compound one should examine three types of relations, namely the 

relations of the members to each other, the relation of the whole to its members, 

and correlation with equivalent free phrases. 

Some compounds are made up of a determining and a determined part, 

which may be called the determinant and the determinatum[14,11]. The second 

stem, in our case beam, is the basic part, the determinatum. The determinant sun 

serves to differentiate it from other beams. The determinatum is the grammatically 

most important part which undergoes inflection, cf. sunbeams, brothers-in-law, 

passers-by. There are non-idiomatic compounds with a perfectly clear motivation. 

Here the meanings of the constituents add up in creating the meaning of the whole 

and name the referent either directly or figuratively. 
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Thus, when the combination seaman was first used it was not difficult to 

understand that it meant ‗a man professionally connected with the sea‘. The word 

differentiated in this way a sailor from the rest of mankind. When aviation came 

into being the same formula with the same kind of motivation was used to coin the 

compound airman, and also aircraft and airship to name the machines designed 

for air-travel, differentiating them from sea-going craft. Spaceman, spacecraft and 

spaceship, built on the model of airman, aircraft and airship, are readily 

understood even when heard for the first time. The semantic unity of the 

compounds seaman, airman, spaceman, aircraft, spacecraft, airship and spaceship 

is based on the fact that as the conquest of the sea, air and outer space advanced, 

new notions were created, notions possessing enough relevant distinctive features 

to ensure their separate existence. The logical integrity of the new combinations is 

supported by solid spelling and by the unity of stress. When the meaning is not 

only related to the meaning of the parts but can be inferred from it, the compound 

is said to be transparent or non-idiomatic. The non-idiomatic compounds can be 

easily transformed into free phrases: air mail → ‗mail conveyed by air‘, night 

flight > ‗flying at night‘. Such compounds are like regularly derived words in that 

their meaning is readily understood, and so they need not be listed in 

dictionaries[24,108]. 

On the other hand, a compound may be very different in meaning from the 

corresponding free phrase. These compounds are called idiomatic. Thus, a 

blackboard is very different from a black board. Its essential feature is being a 

teaching aid: not every board of a black colour is a blackboard. A blackboard may 

be not a board at all but a piece of linoleum or some other suitable material. Its 

colour is not necessarily black: it may be brown or something else. Thus, 

blackboard ↔ ‗a  board which is black‘. 

G. Leech calls this not idiomatic but petrified meaning; the expression in his 

opinion is suggestive of solidifying and shrinking of the denotation, i.e. of the 
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word becoming more restricted in sense. His examples are: a trouser-suit which is 

not just a ‗suit with trousers‘ but ‗suit with trousers for women‘. He also compared 

wheel-chair and push-chair, i.e. ‗chair which has wheels‘ and ‗chair which one 

pushes‘. They look interchangeable since all push-chairs have wheels and almost 

all wheelchairs are pushed, and yet wheel chairs are for invalids and push-chairs — 

for infants[11,226-228]. 

A compound may lose its motivation and become idiomatic because one of 

its elements is at present not used in the language in the same meaning. The word 

blackmail has nothing to do with mail ‗post‘. Its second element, now obsolete 

except in Scottish, was used in the 16th century meaning ‗payment‘ or ‗tax‘. 

Blackmail was the payment exacted by freebooting chiefs in return for immunity 

from plunder. This motivation is now forgotten and the compound is idiomatic. 

 We shall call idiomatic such compounds the meaning of which is not a 

simple sum of the meanings of the determinant and determinate. The  analysis  of 

semantic relationships existing between the constituents of a compound present 

many difficulties. Some authors have attempted a purely logical interpretation. 

They distinguish copulative, existential, spatial and some other types of 

connection. Others, like H. Marchand[14,30], think that the most important factor 

is that the under lying concept may be grammatical. He illustrates the verb/object 

relation by such compounds as skyscraper or housekeeping and subject/verb 

relation in rattlesnake and cry baby. The first element in well-being or shortcoming 

is equivalent to the predicate complement. 

N.G. Guterman pointed out that syntactic ties are ties between words, 

whereas in dealing with a compound one studies relations within a word, the 

relations between its constituents, the morphemes. In the compound spacecraft 

space is not attribute, it is the determinant restricting the meaning of the 

determinate by expressing the purpose for which craft is designed or the medium 

in which it will travel. 
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Phrases correlated with compounds by means of transformational analysis 

may show objective, subject/predicative, attributive and adverbial relations. E. g. 

house-keeping : : to keep house, well-being : : to be well. In the majority of cases 

compounds manifest some restrictive relationship between the constituents; the 

types of restrictions show great variety. Some examples of determinative 

compound nouns with restrictive qualitative relations are given below. The list is 

not meant to be exhaustive and serves only to illustrate the manifold possibilities. 

Purpose or functional relations underlie such compounds as bathrobe, 

raincoat, classroom, notice-board, suitcase, identity-card, textbook. Different 

place or local relations are expressed in dockland, garden-party, sea-front. 

Comparison is the basis of blockhead, butter-fingers, floodlight, goldfish.. 

 The material or elements the thing is made of is pointed out in silverware, 

tin-hat, waxwork, clay-pipe, and gold-foil. Temporal relations underlie such 

compounds as night-club, night-duty, summer-house, day-train, season-ticket. Sex-

denoting compounds are rather numerous: she-dog, he-goat, jack-ass, Jenny-ass, 

tom-cat, pea-hen. When characterising some process, the first element will point 

out the agent (cock-crowing), the instrument (pin-prick), etc[24,115]. 

Many compounds defy this kind of analysis or may be explained in different 

ways: thus spacecraft may be analysed as ‗a craft travelling in space‘ (local) or ‗a 

craft designed for travelling in space‘ (purpose). There are also some tautological 

compounds such as pathway, roadway and the French translation loan courtyard. 

They are especially numerous in uneducated speech which is generally given to 

producing redundant forms: tumbler-glass, trout-fish,   engineman. 

Often different relations are expressed by the same determinant: ear-ache 

(local) ‗an ache in the ear‘, earmark (comparison) ‗a mark like an ear‘, ear-lobe 

(part) ‗a lobe of the ear‘, eardrop (purpose) ‗a drop for the ear‘, ear-ring (local or 

purpose). Compare also: lip-reading (instrumental relations) ‗interpretation of the 
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motion of the lips‘; lip-service (comparison) ‗superficial service from the lips 

only‘; lipstick (purpose) ‗a stick of cosmetics for rouging lips‘. 

In the beginning of the present chapter it has been mentioned that in 

describing the structure of a compound one has to examine three types of relations. 

We have discussed the relations of the elements to each other, and the relations of 

the whole compound to its members. The third approach is comparing compounds 

with phrases containing the same morphemes, e.g. an ashtray → ‗a tray for ashes‘. 

The corresponding structural correlations take the following form: 

Ashtray __ hairbrush __ paperknife a tray for ashes a brush for hair a knife for 

paper 

Such correlations are very helpful in showing similarity and difference of 

meaning in morphologically similar pairs. Consider, for example, the following: 

Bookselling  _ bookbinding bookmaking sell books bind books make books 

A bookmaker is not one who makes books but a person who makes a living 

by taking bets on horse-races. The method may be used to distinguish unmotivated 

compounds. Compounds that conform to grammatical patterns current in present-

day English are termed syntactic compounds, e. g. seashore. If they fail to do so, 

they may be called a syntactic, e. g. baby-sitting. 

In the first type the functional meaning and distribution coincide with those 

of the elements of a free phrase, no matter how different their lexical meaning may 

be. This may be shown by substituting a corresponding compound for a free 

phrase. Compare: A slow coach moves slowly. A slow-coach moves slowly. 

Though different in meaning, both sentences are grammatically correct. In 

these compounds the two constituent elements are clearly the determinant and the 

determinatum. Such compounds receive the name of endocentric compounds.  

There are, however, other compounds where the determinatum is not expressed but 
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implied. A killjoy ‗a person who throws gloom over social enjoyment‘ is neither 

‗joy‘ nor ‗kill‘ and the case is different from the slow-coach above, as in the 

corresponding free phrase ‗kill‘ is a verb in the Imperative Mood and ‗joy‘ is a 

noun on which the action of this verb is directed. A phrase of this type cannot be 

used predicatively, whereas the predicative function is typical of the compound 

killjoy. H. Marchand considers these words as having a zero determinatum stem 

and calls such compounds exocentric, e. g. cut-throat, dare-devil, scarecrow 

because their determinatum lies outside as opposed to the endocentric: sun-beam, 

blackboard, slow-coach, wall-flower. The absence of formal determinatum results 

in the tendency to append the inflectional ending to the element that happens to be 

final. Thus,  brothers-in-law, but in-laws. E. g.: Laws banning unofficial strikes, 

go-slows and slow-downs ("Morning Star"). 

THE CRITERIA OF COMPOUNDS 

As English compounds consist of free forms, it is difficult to distinguish 

them from phrases. The combination top dog ‗a person occupying foremost place‘, 

for instance, though formally broken up, is neither more nor less analysable 

semantically than the combination underdog ‗a person who has the worst of an 

encounter‘, and yet we count the first (top dog) as a phrase and the second 

(underdog) as a word. How far is this justified? In reality the problem is even more 

complex than this isolated example suggests. Separating compounds from phrases 

and also from derivatives is no easy task, and scholars are not agreed upon the 

question of relevant criteria. The following is a brief review of various solutions 

and various combinations of criteria that have been offered[24,114]. 

The problem is naturally reducible to the problem of defining word 

boundaries in the language. It seems appropriate to quote E. Nida who writes that 

―the criteria for determining the word-units in a language are of three types: (1) 

phonological, (2) morphological, (3) syntactic. No one type of criteria is normally 

sufficient for establishing the word-unit. Rather the combination of two or three 
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types is essential".
  

E. Nida does not mention the graphic criterion of solid or 

hyphenated spelling. This underestimation of written language seems to be a 

mistake[15,147].  

For the present-day literary language, the written form is as important as the 

oral. If we accept the definition of a written word as the part of the text from blank 

to blank, we shall have to accept the graphic criterion as a logical consequence. It 

may be argued, however, that there is no consistency in English spelling in this 

respect. With different dictionaries and different authors and sometimes even with 

the same author the spelling varies, so that the same unit may exist in a solid 

spelling: headmaster, loudspeaker, with a hyphen: head-master, loud-speaker and 

with a break between the components: head master, loud speaker. 

 Compare also: airline, air-line, air line’, matchbox, matchbox, match box’, 

break-up, breakup. Moreover, compounds that appear to be constructed on the 

same pattern and have similar semantic relations between the constituents may be 

spelt differently: textbook, phrase-book and reference book. Yet if we take into 

consideration the comparative frequency of solid or hyphenated spelling of the 

combinations in question, the criterion is fairly reliable. These three types of 

spelling need not indicate different degrees of semantic fusion. Sometimes 

hyphenation may serve aesthetic purposes, helping to avoid words that will look 

too long, or purposes of convenience, making syntactic components clearer to the 

eye: peace-loving nations, old-fashioned ideas[24,117]. 

This lack of uniformity in spelling is the chief reason why many authors 

consider this criterion insufficient. Some combine it with the phonic criterion of 

stress. There is a marked tendency in English to give compounds a heavy stress on 

the first element. Many scholars consider this unity of stress to be of primary 

importance. Thus L. Bloomfield writes: ―Wherever we hear lesser or least stress 

upon a word which would always show a high stress in a phrase, we describe it as 

a compound member: ice-cream ['ajs-krijm] is a compound but ice cream 
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['ajs'krijm] is a phrase, although there is no denotative difference in 

meaning"[6,228]. 

It is true that all compound nouns, with very few exceptions, are stressed on 

this pattern. Cf. ‗blackboard : : ‗blackboard’, ‗blackbird : : ‗black'bird; ‗bluebottle 

: : ‗blue'bottle. In all these cases the determinant has a heavy stress, the 

determinatum has the middle stress. The only exception as far as compound nouns 

are concerned is found in nouns whose first elements are all- and self-, e. g. ‗All-

'Fools-Day, ‗self-con'trol. These show double even stress. 

The rule does not hold with adjectives. Compound adjectives are double 

stressed like ‗gray-'green, ‗easy-'going, ‗new-'born. Only compound adjectives 

expressing emphatic comparison are heavily stressed on the first element: ‗snow-

white, ‗dog-cheap. Moreover, stress can be of no help in solving this problem 

because word-stress may depend upon phrasal stress or upon the syntactic function 

of the compound. Thus, light-headed and similar adjectives have a single stress 

when used attributively, in other cases the stress is even. Very often the stress is 

structurally determined by opposition to other combinations with an identical 

second element, e. g. ‗dining table : : ‗writing table. 

The foresters here is due to an implicit contrast that aims at distinguishing 

the given combination from all the other similar cases in the same series, as in 

‗passenger train, ‗ freight train, ex'press train. Notwithstanding the unity stress, 

these are not words but phrases. Besides, the stress may be phonological and help 

to differentiate the meaning of compounds: 

'overwork ‗extra work' 

'over'work ‗hard work injuring one‘s health' 

'bookcase ‗a piece of furniture with shelves for books' 

'
book'case ‗a paper cover for books' 
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'man'kind ‗the human race' 

'mankind ‗men‘ (contrasted with women) 

'toy,factory ‗factory that produces toys' 

'toy'factory  ‗factory that is a toy‘. 

It thus follows that phonological criterion holds for certain types of words 

only[17,1039-1042]. 

The classification of compounds according to the structure of immediate 

constituents distinguishes: 

1)  compounds consisting of simple stems: film-star; 

2)  compounds where at least one of the constituents is a derived stem: chain-

smoker; 

3) compounds where at least one of the constituents is a clipped stem: 

Maths-mistress  (in British English) and math-mistress (in American English). The 

subgroup will contain abbreviations like H-bag (handbag) or Xmas (Christmas), 

Whodunit n (for mystery novels) considered substandard; 

4) compounds where at least one of the constituents is a compound stem: 

wastepaper-basket. 

In what follows the main structural types of English compounds are 

described in greater detail. The list is by no means exhaustive but it may serve as a 

general guide. 

Compound noun, adjective and verb. 

Within the class of compound nouns we distinguish endосentriс and 

exocentric compounds. In endocentric nouns the referent is named by one of the 
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elements and given a further characteristic by the other. In exocentric nouns only 

the combination of both elements names the referent. A further subdivision takes 

into account the character of stems. The sunbeam type. A noun stem is determined 

by another noun stem. This is a most productive type, the number of examples 

being practically unlimited. 

The maidservant type also consists of noun stems but the relationship 

between the elements is different. Maidservant is an appositional compound. The 

second element is notionally dominant. The looking-glass type shows a 

combination of a derived verbal stem with a noun stem. The searchlight type 

consisting of a verbal stem and a noun stem is of a comparatively recent origin. 

The blackboard type has already been discussed. The first stem here very 

often is not an adjective but a Participle II: cutwork. Sometimes the semantic 

relationship of the first element to the second is different. For instance, a green-

grocer is not a grocer who happens to be green but one who sells vegetables. 

Compound adjectives regularly correspond to free phrases. Thus, for 

example, the type threadbare consists of a noun stem and an adjective stem. The 

relation underlying this combination corresponds to the phrase ‗bare to the thread‘. 

Examples are: airtight, bloodthirsty, carefree, heartfree, media-shy, noteworthy, 

pennywise, poundfoolish, seasick, etc. 

The type has a variant with a different semantic formula: snow-white means 

‗as white as snow‘, so the underlying sense relation in that case is emphatic 

comparison, e. g. dog-tired, dirt-cheap, stone-deaf. Examples are mostly connected 

with colours: blood-red, sky-blue, pitch-black; with dimensions and scale: knee-

deep, breast-high, nationwide, life-long, world-wide. 

The red-hot type consists of two adjective stems, the first expressing the 

degree or the nuance of the second: white-hot, light-blue, reddish-brown. 
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The same formula occurs in additive compounds of the bitter-sweet type 

correlated with free phrases of the type adjective1 and adjective2 {bitter and sweet) 

that are rather numerous in technical and scholarly vocabulary: social-economic, 

etc. The subgroup of Anglo-Saxon has been already discussed. 

Scholars are not agreed on the question of compound verbs. This problem 

indeed can be argued in several different ways. It is not even clear whether verbal 

compositions exist in present-day English, though such verbs as outgrow, 

overflow, stand up, black-list, stage-manage and whitewash are often called 

compound verbs. There are even more complications to the problem than meet the 

eye. 

H. Marchand, whose work has been quoted so extensively in the present 

chapter, treats outgrow and overflow as unquestionable compounds, although he 

admits that the type is not productive and that locative particles are near to 

prefixes. ―The Concise Oxford Dictionary", on the other hand, defines out- and 

over- as prefixes used both for verbs and nouns; this approach classes outgrow and 

overflow as derivatives, which seems convincing. 

The stand-up type was in turns regarded as a phrase, a compound and a 

derivative; its nature has been the subject of much discussion[24,123-126]. 
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INFLECTION 

This article is about the grammatical change of word form in linguistics. For 

the change in pitch or loudness of the voice in linguistics, see Intonation. For 

inflection in mathematics, see Inflection point. For music, see Diatonic and 

chromatic inflection and Accidental (music). Inflection of the  Portuguese or 

Spanish or lexeme for "cat". Blue represents the masculine gender, pink represents 

the feminine gender, grey represents the form used for mixed-gender, and green 

represents the plural number; the singular is unmarked. 

In grammar, inflection or inflexion is the modification of a word to express 

different grammatical categories such as tense,  grammatical mood,  grammatical 

voice, aspect, person, number, gender and case.   Conjugation  is the inflection 

of verbs; declension is the inflection of nouns, adjectives and pronouns. 

An inflection expresses one or more grammatical categories with an 

explicitly stated prefix, suffix, or infix, or another internal modification such as a 

vowel change. For example, the Latin ducal, meaning "I will lead", includes an 

explicit suffix, -am, expressing person (first), number (singular), and tense (future). 

The use of this suffix is an inflection. In contrast, in the English clause "I will 

lead", the word "lead" is not inflected for any of person, number, or tense; it is 

simply the bare form of a verb[40]. 

The inflected form of a word often contains both a free morpheme (a unit of 

meaning which can stand by itself as a word), and a bound morpheme (a unit of 

meaning which cannot stand alone as a word). For example, the English word 

"cars" is a noun that is inflected for number, specifically to express the plural; the 

content morpheme "car" is unbound because it could stand alone as a word, while 

the suffix "s" is bound because it cannot stand alone as a word. These two 

morphemes together form the inflected word "cars". 

Words that are never subjected to inflection are said to be invariant; for 

example, "must" is an invariant item: it never takes a suffix or changes form to 
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signify a different grammatical category. Its category can only be determined by its 

context. 

Requiring the inflections of more than one word in a sentence to be 

compatible according to the rules of the language is known 

as concord or agreement. For example, in "the choir sings", "choir" is a singular 

noun, so "sing" is constrained in the present tense to use the third person singular 

suffix "s". 

Languages that have some degree of inflection are synthetic languages. 

These can be highly inflected, such as Latin, or weakly inflected, such as English. 

Languages that are so inflected that a sentence can consist of a single highly 

inflected word (such as many American Indian languages) are called polysynthetic 

languages. Languages in which each inflection conveys only a single grammatical 

category, such as Finnish, are known as agglutinative languages, while languages 

in which a single inflection can convey multiple grammatical roles (such as both 

nominative case and plural, as in Latin and German) are called fusion. Languages 

such as Mandarin Chinese that never use inflections are called  analytic 

or isolating[40]. 

In English most nouns are inflected for number with the inflectional 

plural affix -s (as in "dog" → "dog-s"), and most English verbs are inflected 

for tense with the inflectional past tense affix -ed (as in "call" → "call-ed"). 

English also inflects verbs by affixation to mark the third person singular in the 

present tense (with -s), and the present participle (with -ing). English short 

adjectives are inflected to mark comparative and superlative forms (with -er and -

est respectively). In addition, English also shows inflection by ablaut (sound 

change, mostly in verbs) and umlaut (a particular type of sound change, mostly in 

nouns), as well as long-short vowel alternation.  

For example: 
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 Write, wrote, written (marking by ablaut variation, and also suffixing in 

the participle) 

 Sing,  sang, sung (ablaut) 

 Foot, feet (marking by umlaut variation) 

 Mouse, mice (umlaut) 

 Child, children (ablaut, and also suffixing in the plural) 

 

Main articles: Declension and Grammatical conjugation 

Two traditional grammatical terms refer to inflections of specific word classes: 

 Inflecting a noun, pronoun, adjective or determiner is known as  declining 

 it.  The affixes may express  number,  case,  or gender. 

 Inflecting a verb is called conjugating it. The affixes may express 

 tense, mood, voice, or aspect[37]. 

An organized list of the inflected forms of a given lexeme is also called 

its declension, or conjugation, as the case may be. Below is the declension of the 

English pronoun I, which is inflected for case and number. 

 singular Plural 

nominative I We 

oblique me Us 

possessivedeterminer my Our 

possessivepronoun mine Ours 
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reflexive myself Ourselves 

 

The pronoun  that is also inflected in formal English according to case. Its 

declension is defective, in the sense that it lacks a reflexive form. 

 singular&plural 

nominative who 

oblique whom 

possessive whose 

reflexive – 

 

The following table shows the conjugation of the verb to arrive in the 

indicative mood. It is inflected for person, number, and tense by suffixation. 

 

Tense I you he, she, it We you they 

Present Arrive arrive Arrives Arrive arrive Arrive 

Past arrived arrived Arrived Arrived arrived Arrived 
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The non-finite forms arrive (bare infinitive), arrived (past participle) 

and arriving (gerund/present participle), although not inflected for person or 

number, can also be regarded as part of the conjugation of the verb to 

arrive. Compound verb forms such as I have arrived, I had arrived, or I will 

arrive can be included also in the conjugation of this verb for didactical purposes, 

but are not overt conjugations of arrive. The formula for deriving the covert form, 

in which the relevant inflections do not occur in the main verb, is pronoun + 

conjugated auxiliary verb + non-finite form of main verb. 

Inflectional paradigm 

A class of words with similar inflection rules is called an inflectional 

paradigm.  Typically  the similar rules amount to a unique set of affixes. Nominal 

inflectional paradigms are also called declensions, and verbal inflectional 

paradigms are also called conjugations. For example, in Old English nouns could 

be divided into two major declensions, the strong and the weak, inflected as is 

shown below: 

The terms "strong declension" and "weak declension" are primarily relevant to 

well-known dependent-marking languages
]
(such as the Indo-European 

languages
]
 or Japanese). In dependent-marking languages, nouns in ad positional 

phrases can carry inflectional morphemes. (Ad positions include prepositions and 

postpositions.) In head-marking languages, the ad positions can carry the inflection 

in ad positional phrases. This means that these languages will have inflected ad 

positions. In Western Apache (San Carlos dialect), the postposition -ká‘ 'on' is 

inflected for person and number with prefixes. Traditional grammars have specific 

terms for inflections of nouns and verbs, but not for those of ad positions[37]. 

Inflection is the process of adding inflectional morphemes (smallest units of 

meaning) to a word, which indicates grammatical information (for example, case, 

number, person, gender or voice, mood, tense, or aspect). Derivation is the process 
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of adding derivational morphemes, which create a new word from existing words, 

sometimes by simply changing grammatical category (for example, changing a 

noun to a verb). 

 Words generally are not listed in dictionaries (in which case they would be 

lexical items) on the basis of their inflectional morphemes. But they often are listed 

on the basis of their derivational morphemes. For instance, English dictionaries 

list readable and readability, words with derivational suffixes, along with their 

root read. However, no traditional English dictionary lists book as one entry 

and books as a separate entry or do they list jump and jumped as two different 

entries. 

Languages that add inflectional morphemes to words are sometimes 

called inflectional languages, which is a synonym for inflected languages. 

Morphemes may be added in several different ways: 

 Affixation, or simply adding morphemes onto the word without changing 

the root, 

 Reduplication, doubling all or part of a word to change its meaning, 

 Alternation, exchanging one sound for another in the root (usually vowel 

sounds, as in the ablaut process found in Germanic strong verbs and 

the umlaut often found in nouns, among others). 

 Supra segmental variations, such as of stress, pitch or tone, where no sounds 

are added or changed but the intonation and relative strength of each sound 

is altered regularly. For an example, see Initial-stress-derived noun. 

Affixing includes prefixing (adding before the base), and suffixing (adding after 

the base), as well as the much less common infixing (inside) and curcuma fixing (a 

combination of prefix and suffix)[37]. Inflection is most typically realized by 

adding an inflectional morpheme (that is, affixation) to the base form (either 

the root or a stem). 
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Indo-European languages (fusion) 

All Indo-European languages, such as Albanian, English, German,  

Russian, Persian,  Kurdish, Italian,  Spanish, French,  Sanskrit, Marathi,  Urdu,  

Bengali and Hindi are inflected  to a greater or lesser extent. In general, older Indo-

European languages such as Latin, Greek, Old English, Old Norse, 

and Sanskrit are extensively inflected. Deflexion has caused modern versions of 

some languages that were previously highly inflected to be much less so; an 

excellent example is Modern English, as compared to Old English. Most Slavic 

languages are an exception to the general Indo-European defluxion trend, 

continuing to be highly inflected (in some cases acquiring additional inflectional 

complexity and grammatical genders, as in Czech)[40]. 

English 

Old English was a moderately inflected language, using an extensive case 

system similar to that of modern Icelandic or German. Middle and Modern English 

lost progressively more of the Old English inflectional system. Modern English is 

considered a weakly inflected language, since its nouns have only vestiges of 

inflection (plurals, the pronouns), and its regular verbs have only four forms: an 

inflected form for the past indicative and subjunctive (looked), an inflected form 

for the third-person-singular present indicative (looks), an inflected form for the 

present participle (looking), and an uninflected form for everything else (look). 

While the English possessive indicator‘s (as in "Jane's book") is a remnant of the 

Old English genitive case suffix, it is now considered not a suffix but a critic[40]. 
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Conclusion 

 There are two levels of approach to the study of word-structure: the level 

of morphemic analysis and the level of derivational or word-formation analysis. 

The basic unit of the morphemic level is the morpheme defined as the smallest 

indivisible two-facet language unit. Three types of morphemic segment ability of 

words are distinguished in linguistic literature: complete, conditional and 

defective. Words of conditional and defective segment ability are made up of full 

morphemes and pseudo (quasi) morphemes. The latter do not rise to the status of 

full morphemes either for semantic reasons or because of their unique distribution. 

 The word is a speech unit used for the purposes of human communication, 

materially representing a group of sounds, possessing a meaning, susceptible to 

grammatical employment and characterised by formal and semantic unity.  The 

lexical meaning of every word depends upon the part of speech to which the word 

belongs. Every word may be used in a limited set of syntactical functions, and with 

a definite valence. It has a definite set of grammatical meanings, and a definite set 

of forms. 

 Every lexico-grammatical group of words or class is characterised by its 

own lexico-grammatical meaning, forming, as it were, the common denominator of 

all the meanings of the words which belong to this group. The lexico-grammatical 

meaning may be also regarded as the feature according to which these words are 

grouped together. Many recent investigations are devoted to establishing word 

classes on the basis of similarity of distribution. 

 In every language the combinatorial possibility of meanings in one word 

is specific. Thus, it is characteristic of English nouns to combine individual and 

collective, countable and uncountable variants in one phonetic complex. In verbs 

we observe different meanings based on the transitive and intransitive lexico-

semantic variants of the same verb, as illustrated by the following examples: burn 

vt ‗destroy by fire‘, vi ‗be in flames‘; hold vt ‗contain, keep fast‘, vi ‗be true‘. See 

also different meanings of the verbs fire, fly, run, shake, turn, walk, warm, worry, 

etc.  The meaning of every word forms part of the semantic system of each 

particular language and thus is always determined by the peculiarities of its 

vocabulary, namely the existence of synonyms, or words near in meaning, by the 

typical usage, set expressions and also by the words‘ grammatical characteristics 

depending on the grammatical system of each language. 
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 A morpheme is also an association of a given meaning with a given sound 

pattern. But unlike a word it is not autonomous. Morphemes occur in speech only 

as constituent parts of words, not independently, although a word may consist of a 

single morpheme. Nor are they divisible into smaller meaningful units. That is why   

the morpheme may be defined as the minimum meaningful language unit. 

 According to the role they play in constructing words, morphemes are 

subdivided into roots and affixes. The latter are further subdivided, according to 

their position, into prefixes, suffixes and infixes, and according to their function 

and meaning, into derivational and functional .affixes, the latter also called endings 

or outer formatives. 

    These two types of approach, synchronic and diachronic, give rise to 

two different principles of arranging morphologically related words into groups. In 

the first case series of words with a common root morpheme in which derivatives 

are opposable to their unsuffixed and unprefixed bases, are combined, сf. heart, 

hearty, etc. The second grouping results in families of historically cognate words, 

сf. heart, cor (Lat), Herz (Germ), etc. 

 Lexicology is primarily concerned with derivational affixes, the other 

group being the domain of grammarians. The derivational affixes in fact, as well as 

the whole problem of word-formation, form a boundary area between lexicology 

and grammar and are therefore studied in both. Language being a system in which 

the elements of vocabulary and grammar are closely interrelated, our study of 

affixes cannot be complete without some discussion of the similarity and 

difference between derivational and functional morphemes[6,172]. 

 The great variety of compound types brings about a great variety of 

classifications. Compound words may be classified according to the type of 

composition and the linking element; according to the part of speech to which the 

compound belongs; and within each part of speech according to the structural 

pattern. It is also possible to subdivide compounds according to other 

characteristics, i.e. semantically, into motivated and idiomatic compounds (in the 

motivated ones the meaning of the constituents can be either direct or figurative). 

 Semantically morphemes fall into root-morphemes and affixational 

morphemes (prefixes and suffixes); structurally into free, bound and semi-free 

(semi-bound) morphemes. The structural types of words at the morphemic level 

are described in terms of the number and type of their ICs as monomorphic and 

polymorphic words. Derivational level of analysis aims at finding out the 
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derivative types of words, the interrelation between them and at finding out how 

different types of derivatives are constructed[8,105]. 

 Derivationally all words form two structural classes: simplexes, i.e. 

simple, non-derived words and complexes, or derivatives. Derivatives fall into: 

suffixal derivatives, prefixal derivatives, conversions and compounds. Each 

structural type of complexes shows preference for one or another part of speech. 

Within each part of speech derivative structures are characterised by a set of 

derivational patterns. 

There are also cases where the criteria of motivation serving to differentiate 

between compounds, free phrases and set expressions do not appear to yield 

definite results, because motivation is partially retained, as for instance in drop in, 

put on or shut up, so that the existence of boundary cases must of necessity be 

admitted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



59 

 

Bibliography: 

1. Каримов  И. А.  Юксак  маънавият – енгилмас  куч.    Тошкент: 

―Маънавият‖, 2008. –б.138. 

2.  Karimov I. A. Barkamol avlod – O`zbekiston taraqqiyoti poydevori. 

O`zbekiston   Respublikasi ―Oliy Majlis‖ IX sessiyasida so`zlagan nutqi. 

Toshkent, ma‘ruzalar to`plami.     -T.,1998.- 312 b. 

3. Karimov I. A. O`zbekiston buyuk kelajak sari. - T.: O‘zbekiston, 1999. -  

684 b. 

4. All the etymologies have been checked in the ―Webster‘s New World 

Dictionary‖. The length of vowels in Old English is not marked in the 

present book, because it is not the phonetic but the semantic and 

morphological development of the vocabulary that is our primary concern. 

5. Antrushina S.B Afanasyeva O.V. English Lexicology. M..1985-P.312. 

6. Bloomfield L. Language. P. 228. Transcription is given] as L. Bloomfield 

has it. 

7. Gardiner A.H. The Definition of the Word and the Sentence // The British 

Journal of Psychology. 1922. XII. -P. 355 . 

8. Ginzburg R.S., Khidekel S.S., Knyazeva G.Y., Sankin A.A. A Course in 

Modern English Lexicology. M., 1979.- P. 16. 

9. Ilyish B. The Structure of Modern English. L.: Prosvesheniye, 1971.– 366 p. 

10. It might be objected that such words as articles, conjunctions and a few other 

words never occur as sentences, but they are not numerous and could be 

collected into a list of exceptions. 

11. Leech, Geoffrey. Semantics. Penguin books, 1974, p.p. 226-228. 

12. Lyons, John. Introduction to Theoretical Linguistics. Cambridge: Univ. 

Press, 1969.- P. 203. 



60 

 

13. Meillet A. Linguistique historique et linguistique generate. Paris, 1926. Vol. 

I- P. 30. 

14. Marchand H. The Categories and Types of Present-day English Word-

formation. Wiesbaden, 1960.- P. 11. 

15. Meillet A. Linguistique historique et linguistique generate. Paris, 1926. Vol. 

I.- P. 30. 

16. Nida E. Morphology. P. 147; Quirk R. et al. A Grammar of Contemporary 

English. -P. 1019. 

17. Potter S. Modern Linguistics. London, 1957. -P. 78. 

18. Quirk R. et al. A Grammar of Contemporary English, p.p. 1021-1030. 

19. Sapir E. Language. An Introduction to the Study of Speech. London, 1921. -

P. 35. 

20. Skrebnev Y.M. Fundamentals  in English Stylistics. M.,: 2003. – 222 p. 

21. Ullmann St. The Principles of Semantics.  Glasgow, 1957.- P. 30.  

22. Vesnik D. and Khidekel S. Exercises in Modern English Word-building. - 286p  

23. Апресян Ю. Д. Лексическая семантика. Синонимические средства 

языка. М.. 1974.- 342с 

24. Арнольд И. В. Лексикология современного английского языка. Москва 

«Высшая школа» 1986.- 293с  

25. Арнольд И. В. Стилистика современного английского языка: 

Стилистика декодирования. 2-е изд., перераб. Л., 1981.-253c 

26.  Беляева Т. М. Словообразовательная валентность глагольных основ в 

английском языке. М., 1979.- 214с 

27.  Бенвенист Э. Общая лингвистика/Пер. с англ. М., 1977.- 245с 

28.  Бондарко А. В. Грамматическое значение и смысл. Л., 1978.-314с 



61 

 

29.  Виноградов В. В. Об основных типах фразеологических единиц в 

русском языке // Виноградов В. В. Лексикология и лексикография: 

Избранные труды. М., 1977.- 345с 

30. Звегинцев В. А. История языкознания XIX—XX вв. в очерках и 

извлечениях. М., 1965.- 235с 

31.  Иванова И. П., Бурлакова В. В., Почепцов Г. Г. Теоретическая 

грамматика современного английского языка. М., 1981.- 312с 

32. Кобрина Н.А. и др. Грамматика английского языка. Морфология.   

33.  Колпакчи М.А. Дружеские встречи с английским языком. С-Пб.: Корвус, 

1993. – 384 с. 

34.  Кошевая И.Г.,  Дубовский Ю.А. Сравнительная типология английского и  

русского языков. Минск: 1980. – 272 с. 

35.   Кунин А.В. Курс фразеологии современного английского языка. 

М.:Высшая школа, 1992. – 381 с.  

36. http://www.ziyonet.uz 

37. http://www.google.com 

38. http//www.ballov.ru 

39. http//www.homeenglish.ru 

40. http//www.mail.ru 

 

 

 

 

 

 



62 

 

ABBREVIATIONS 

a adjective 

adv adverb 

IC‘s immediate constituents 

It Italian 

Lat Latin 

ME Middle English 

ModE  Modern English 

N words belonging in Ch. Fries‘s classification to Class I, i. e. nouns and 

words that can stand in the same position 

n noun 

NED New English Dictionary (Oxford) 

OE Old English 

OED The Oxford English Dictionary 

pl plural 

prp preposition 


