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ABSTRACT

So far there is no phonological theory
of a sylleble. There are only some approa-
ches to such theory in some linguists' pa-
pers /1/ or unexpected guessing at the ge=
nuine laws /2;3/,.The syllabic theory has
not enough explanatory power and no theo-
retico-informational basis in any of the
cases,while these very points distinguish
present-day phonology from empirical phone-

INTRODUCTION tles /4/.

It turned out that farthest from phonology
is the part of syllable theory studying
syllable-boundary, i.e. the boundaries be-
tween separate syilables. Just here can we
find the greatest bulk of the material for
phonological interpretations. The material
can become the basis of syllables classi-
fication and the basis for comstructing
the overall syllabic theory as a part of
word phonology.

The essence of the above mentioned inter-
pretations is the statement confirmed long
ago intuitively and experimentally. The
Statement is that in the languages with
phonic system a non-syllabic phoneme choo-
8es the stronges§y position - either explo-
8ive ore implosive position. The position
is stronger if it provides more correlati-
ons and relevance of the most important
distinctive features /5/.

The Russian language 18 a brightest reall-
" 2ation of the phonic system, Just Russian
is selected by us define the phonological
rules of 8yllable-boundary; some of the-
rules hold good for other languages, some

:gsthem are unige and have different ba-

RULES OF SYLLABLE-BOUNDARY

Rule<1: A consonant or ‘
a sonorant prece -
din a vowel 1s
explosive (symbol".").

Th; examples of syllabication are:
ka~ré=va/ tcow', /2a-1'é-z2/ tiron!,

/po-ra~x8-da/ tof a ship?®,

/du-md/ tof the mind', /a.‘é-:.:a/ techo!.

The phonological background of this rule
is that the pre~vowel position is g
strong position for all the Russian pho-
nemes.Vowels seldom occur in this positi-
on = such are the cases when writing fi-
xes8 the vocalic beginning which does not
exist in reality. According torule-1 we
can speak about two syllable types:

TA and l.u;

the former begins with a consonant phone-
me, the latter begins with a non~-conso-
nant phoneme, i.e.a sonorant or a vowel
phoneme (cf.: /6, 173/ and /7, 100/.
Rule-2: A consonant prece ~

ding a sonorant

is explosive,
This rule concerns not only Russian, but
also the languages in which there is a
consonantal correlation in resonance =
voicelessness. In Russian it has the fol=-
lowing background: consonants adjoin the
explosive or some other sonorant because
it provides for them a strong position in
the feature of resonance - voicelessness,
the most important and the most unstable
feature of the phonological system /9, 6/.
The examples of syllabication are:

[ma—t:z:é-gy/ 'sailors!?, /zzaﬂ:{.a—-lgé/

.fclouds?, /Qa-prpé.—ﬁa/ Tof the decep-

tion'o * ' s T
Syllable type-2: : '

TRA, o

where T is a consonant, R is a sonorant,
A is * L]
a vowel, Final combinations of the kind
contain the same explosive consonant ang
implosive sonorant (syllable typ-3: ?I})

The examples of syllabication are:
/sx? —:c;/ ‘review!’, /?u-b}'/ 'roublet,

/voé-ga'/ 'howl?, /lfé.-gg'/ 'execution?,

a sonorant in the
absoluteultinag
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of a word is implo-
sive. .
This rule is as trite as the first ons,
Rut it is deduced, i.e. proven phonologi~
cally, in rather a complicated way.Not any
consonant at the end of the word can be
cosidered implosive. If in a language an
jmplosive position does not differ from an
explosive position in the number of corre-
lations we cannot speak about implosion.
Implosion is the loss of some relevant fe-
atures,it is the position of n e u tra-
zation. o
}niRussian (in most of its dialects) the
position of a consonant in the word’fma.l
is really an implosive position, while he-
re the most important feature o the sys-
tem - the feature of resonance - is depho-
ogized. Cf.:
mologl /két/ tcode! and ‘cat’,
14k/ 'meadow! ° °
éncl {onion'. The sonorants indifferent to
the feature of resonance also have every
ground to be in the implosive position as
in it they lose their sonority getting mi-
Xed with vowels. However it happens rarely,
when sonorants have vocalic pairs. In the
Russian literary dialect only oné sonorant
/3j'/ bas a vocalic pair = the vocalic zero
/2/ (cf,s /8/, /9, ©/, /10/. .
Cf.: /mé2'/ 'my* (m.) and /qxa;‘i'a/ ‘my*(£.)

In subdialects vocalic pairs have sono-
rants /1/ and /w/. C£.: / .u-ga-.}a./ 1£ell
down' (£.) and /au-paw/ i
1fell down' (m.); ° /tra-wd/ ‘grass' -
/tréu/ ‘of the grasses'. ** °

The phonological feature of resonance for
consonants is functionally identical with
the feature of . sonority for non-consonsnts
(vowels and sonorants)s Dephonologization
of the both is the index of an implosive
position for the Russian language.

Rule-3 gives syllable types: TAT, TAR, RAT,
RAR,  TRAT, TRAR. ¢ ¢ ¢
o a7 VoTXY VesRule-#it A sonorant
preceding a sonorant is
implosive. '
Phonologically this rule is confirmed by

the fact that this position 1s weak in the ..

feature of "sonority - vocality", i.e. so-
norants are vocalized in it if they have
vocalic pairs. C£.: /vaa'-na/ 'war', dial.
/wou=-nd/ ‘'wave'. ¢ A e _

¢ If a sonorant has no voca-
lic pair it is not vocalized befor another
sonorant, but it gains implosion: /val-na/
‘wave', /tén-na/ 'ton', /kex-ma/ ° .
‘stern', * ° ° * s
/tturt-mi/ ‘prison’, /‘a.a;—]..a/ tof the eag-

let'. A sonorant can ge in(xplgiigg at theR)
beginning of a word too (syllabls type R).
Cfg.: /m-rék/ ‘gloon', /1'-n&/ 'of the

flax', /m-nd/ 'am crumpling', /m-n'y/
tcrumple}*.

At the end of a word two sonorants pre-
sent an example of double implosion, but
the implosive segments belong to diffe-
rent syllables:

/v8yt-n/ 'of the wars', /gdz-n/ 'bugle’.

Rule-5:4 sonorant pre
ceding a conso
nant is implo-
sive.

Phonological background for this rule ig

similar to that for rule-4. The examples

of syllabication are: -

/1.;:562'-158./ t{roika', /135.}-15&/ tatick?,
/k'§r-ka/ 'pick!', /tal-pd/ 'growd’,
/a.é}'-ga/ 'alfal, /lfag—'gé-f'a}'/ 'potato-
e;'. Cf. also: /}'-qé/ tof the ice?',
/;'-q.'j'-r.xa/ *block of ice', /r-2§/ 'of

the rye', /1-51'1/ tam telling a lie'.

At the end *

of the word an implosive sonorant toge-

ther with an implosive consonant present
the same syllable demonstrating an extra-
ordinary mirror reflection in the arran-
gement of structural elements.

Cf.: /gkdl't/ 'skald', /mérg/ 'fruit ju-

ce', /pil't/ 'control pamel' - the implo-

sive elefleits of a syllable come the re-

verse way as comared with the explosive
elements,

Rule-6: A consonant prece
ding a consonant
is neutral in the
way of explosion-
implosion,

i.s. non-explosive and non-implosive or

both explosive and implosive.

The neutral consonant T is a certain in-

tersyllabic element, . , ~

however it is not an independent syllable
and according to the situation it belong
to one of the adjacent syllables. '

In fact the neutral explosive-implosive

position mixes consonants in the feaWt"

"resonance - voicelessness" and conseq“:n

tly it follows the law of implosion. Bd

it reveals assimilative dependence o3

next syllabic. ,

Cf.: /\.ral‘.-‘zjgé/ tmagict, /Ya-ggal/ trail-

way station' and/né3-ka/ 'leg!. Cf. als¢
/o a-¢ccd/ ¢ . DU
* T*  tof the father', /a.og'-g'ym/

*stepfather?,
The existence of the intersyllabic_ele-
ments which are not independent sylla-
bles and which adjoin either the precé-
ding or the following syllable complicd
tes the procedure of word syllabicatiod:
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Not independemt syllables, neutral seg-
ments have to adjoin the preceding or the
following syllable becoming positionally
implosive or explosive. The essence of po-
sitional explosion or implosion is that
it depends on the informational force of
syllables. As a rule the most informatio- .
nal syllable of a word is stressed and
this very syllable subordinates the seg-
ment neutral in the way of explosion -
implosion and makes this segment a part

of its own.

The neutral segment T complicates the syl-
lable without changing its structure much.
Cf.: syllables TA and TTA. But in some ca-

ses adjoining the neutral segment makes

the syllable of one type resemble the syl-
lable of another type.

Cf. syllables: TAR, TART and TART,

Quite evident is the actual neutraliza-
tion of syllables wich results from ad-
Joining the neutral segment T. While such

3

neutralization brings about the increase
in the number of close syllables we can
admit that just open syllables have the
greatest informational value in present-
day Russian and in the languages of the
same system. )

At the beginning of a word the neutrsal
segment T is always positionally explosi-
ve:

/5??5-1‘/ tfeoar?, /pf.;'j-c.:a,/ tbird? etec.

At the end of a word the position of a
neutral segment is unusual: the syllables
having an implosive consonantal element
are complicated by the segment T so that
the latter takes the position ™ after
the vowsl and precedes the implosive seg-
ment proper: /go§§/, /Yo§§/ ‘wax?',

cf, alsc: /S:'ygk:f/ 'Singh?,
/bérg*s'/ 'bortsch!,

/vé2'sk/ tof the troops'.

Classification scheme of Russian syllabemes:

~

12 3 4 5° & 27 8
Nomes of distinctive features:

DF-1 :absence of consonantal implosion”,

DF-2 “absence of consonantal explosion”,

DF-3 "absence of sonorant explosion",

Bz;‘l- absence of the vocalic syllable-bea-
R .

DF-5 "absence of Somorant implosion™, '

CONCLUSION

"E

ﬁ conclusion we can state for sure that

y sian there are strict rules of ar-
ralngins phonemes about syllables. These

€8 obey phonological laws which are 6
o number., As to the syllables proper the-
s Stand out among them the syllabic stru-
bures which do without a vowel syllable-

earsr, A consonant cannot form an inde-
pendent gyllable, :
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