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Introduction

Regular polysemy (RP) is understood as a similar combination of senses in two or
more words of a certain thematic class'. The goal of this paper is to determine and
compare semantic regularities of two thematic classes: MOTION and SOUND. The study
is restricted to a group of motion verbs of manner of the 6excamv/6ecams type, ‘ideal’
sound verbs (epemems, cyoems, etc.- Paducheva 1998b), and syntactic derivatives (SDs)
of these verbs, 1.e. words with a lexical content identical to that of their derivators but
with another syntactic function (Kurylowitcz 1936).

Several approaches to the description of RP have been proposed.

Apresjan (1974:189) was the first to use this term. He presented a detailed survey
of binary RP relations as a list of typical paired combinations of related senses. For
example: ‘To act’ — ‘to know how to act’ (On mam nnasaem — Owu niasaem), ‘Non-
autonomous movement’ — ‘autonomous movement’ (Yenogex edem na mawiune —
Mawuna edem). In spite of the author’s insightful observations made in his pioneering
work, the binary approach can’t be used to describe the entire regularity in the semantics
of separate words or thematic classes.

An attempt to capture the entire semantic regularities of words belonging to a
semantic field was made by E.Paducheva (1998a; 1998b). She developed a paradigmatic
model based on the idea that semantic regularity can be presented as a paradigm of
lexemes (i. e. words taken in one of their senses) connected by semantic derivation. Four
parameters were considered relevant for the meaning of a lexeme — thematic class,
taxonomic category, diathesis alternations of the verb, and taxonomic categories of the
situation participants. Paducheva’s model is deductive. She characterizes the semantic
features of specific sound verbs deeply and insightfully but, unfortunately, she doesn’t
present the entire paradigm of the RP of sound verbs as a thematic class. True,
presenting the eight-sense paradigm of the verb 3genems, she claims that “almost all
‘ideal’ verbs of sound dispose of the same paradigm” (1998a: 234). However, this
paradigm is incomplete since it doesn’t include such senses as ‘speech’ (Iloodpyeu
mapaxmenu b6e3 ymoaky), ‘expressing emotions’ (/lepecmans xnonams), etc.

The derivational models approach (Rozina 2005b) focuses on derivational
relations between separate senses of a thematic group rather than description of its RP.
But in order to obtain models of sense derivation, she inductively determines all possible
senses of the phenomenon studied (motion verbs with the prefix pasz-), and breaks down
such verbs into subclasses according to the combinations of these senses.

The idea to determine all regular senses of a thematic class and characterize each
word by a set of such senses seems attractive, and it was used in the approach for this
study. It consists in the survey of the semantic structure of words under analysis,
discovering what combinations of similar, regular senses are shared by those words, with



the ultimate goal to characterize the RP of these words and determine what pattern their
RP shows”.
Levels of semantic regularity

A distinction can be made between two types of RP depending on the level of its
realization: thematic (T-Regularity), and morphological (M-Regularity). RP is usually
understood as T-Regularity, i.e. as a phenomenon which exists at the level of words
belonging to the same thematic class. Thus, motion of physical objects in a certain
manner can be expressed by the words 6exxcams / nememsv / nonsmu, etc. These words
regularly share certain derivative senses, such as ‘motion of thoughts’ (msiciu 6ecym/
aemsam / noazym), ‘motion of time’ (epemsa 6Gemxcum, nemum, nonzem) etc. However,
lexical morphemes, such as specific roots or stems, can have senses peculiar to them and
not found in other morphemes of their thematic class. Thus, the words in -u0-/-x00- have
the sense ‘making a move in a game’: Momu / xooums xonem/ meoti xo0, which is not
found in other motion words. Likewise, the words in -360x- in the sense ‘to call by
telephone’ (360nums/ nozsonums xomy-1/ (menegomnnuiii) 360nok) also demonstrate M-
regularity since this sense is not found in the other sound words studied”.

On Semantic Similarity

A few remarks on semantic similarity seem to be in place here. Semantic
similarity in a set of senses is the basic requirement for RP. However, such similarity
may be of various kinds. If we consider linguistic action as a regular derivative sense of
words of sound emission, we should ignore certain semantic differences associated with
specific linguistic actions. Compare the sentences: Ilpoxypop epemen c¢ kageopur and
Cmapuuox wunen um 6 auyo nownocmu. The verb epemems means “to speak in a loud
excited voice”; the verb wunems means “to speak in a whisper”. These verbs differ in the
manner of speaking, and a similar difference can be observed in other sound verbs:
rpoMbIXaTh, Ipede3karh, TpemaTh, etc. Ignoring differences in the manner of speaking
will permit to consider the derivation “sound emission — speaking in a certain manner” as
a T-regularity. However, variations of linguistic actions can be related not only to manner
of speaking but also to its content. Thus, ceucmems as in He ceucmu, umo mol ne 3nan!
means to lie. Such a variation is not regular across the sound words but is restricted to an
individual stem and is, therefore, an example of M-regularity.

Restrictions on semantic regularity can relate to individual senses. Thus a number
of motion verbs have the sense “motion by moving lower limbs”. This sense can also be
found in examu/ e30ums, but it is restricted to horses: Jlowaou 30ecev e30am bvicmpo.

Identification of Regular Uses

The first stage of this study included a survey of senses of the words of MOTION
and SOUND and determining their complete semantic structure, to use Rozina’s term
(2005a: 52). Semantic information was based on MAC as the main lexicographic source
(with minor additions from BAC and other materials). Each word was described as a set
of semantic uses. “Use” as the unit of description corresponds to numbered senses, sub-
senses and shades of meaning registered in the dictionary (the term “use” is preferred to a
more cumbersome term ‘“‘semantic position in the dictionary” (Denisov 1984:149).
Similarity of uses in different words permitted to identify regular uses.

Based on comparing semantic structures of separate verbs, it was possible to
establish RP sets of verbs of motion and sound.



T-Regularity (Motion Verbs)

The group of motion verbs studied was restricted to 8 prefixless primary verbs of
determined motion, which, with their non-determined counterparts, form an imperfective
pair, “which can be thought of as a suppletive means of expressing Activity” (Janda to
appear). 34 regular uses were recorded for this group. The number of T-regular uses for
each verb is given in Table 1.

Table 1
T-Regular Uses of Motion Verbs*
(35 T-regular uses — 100%)
Number Number | Specific | Total uses | Uses not
Verb of uses / Verb ofuses/ | usesof | ofthe pair | shared with
(determined) % of reg. (non- % of reg. | non-det. | /% ofreg. | the nartn/
uses . uses verbs uses XOJIUTH pair
determined)
Oexath 22/ 63% Gerathb 11/31% 2 24/ 69% 0
Opectu 8/23% OpoauTh 7/20% 2 10/29% 0
exaTh 6/ 17% €31UTh 6/ 17% 2 8/23% 1
UATH 30/ 86% XOIIUTh 18/51% 4 34/ 97% -
JIe3Th 18/51% JIa3UTh 6/ 17% 2 20/ 57% 1
JIeTETh 20/ 57% JeTaTh 10/ 29% 2 22/ 63% 0
TUIBITh 19/ 54% J1aBaTh 14/ 40% 2 21/ 60% 0
HOJI3TH 22/ 63% 110J13aTh 11/31% 1 23/ 66% 1

* based on dictionaries and discourse materials

The first feature of motion verbs is the semantically dominant role of determined
verbs. As can be seen from Table 1, these verbs have more T-regular uses than non-
determined ones. The specific uses of non-determined verbs are few. Thus, such uses of
xooums are related to their inability to occur in the actual meaning (skill: Marsiu yorce
xooum/ *udem; promiscuous behavior: Ou ycman xooumo /*uomu no 6adam) and lack of
a single direction (motion over a surface: pyka ¢ yerem xoounra/*wina no xoncmy; motion
to and fro: aBepb xooum /*uoem na nemiusix). These uses are shared with other motion
verbs and even verbs of other thematic classes (see Apresjan 1974/92: 250). Cf.: On
e30um eepxom/ Jnazaem nNO OMEECHbIM cKalam/ cam Jjemaem HA 0Oe3MOMOPHOM
Odenvmannane/ niasaem; Ilanvyvl eco becanu no Kpvluke napmol/ 1emanu no CMpPYHAM;
Ceono e3ouno no cnume. babnux 6eecaem/ nazum no 6abam, Ilopwnu Gecanru 6HU3 u
86epX.

The semantic dominance of determined verbs is related to their morphological
dominance since they are primary in the word-formation clusters (Tixonov 1985; for a
different claim see Nesset 2000). They motivate both non-determined and other verbs of
the same root. They can pass over their semantics to their derivatives of the first and
subsequent stages of derivation. Thus, nomina actionis formed from non-determined
stems inherit their semantics from both determined and non-determined verbs.

Another feature of motion verbs is the type of structure of their RP. As can be
seen from Table 1, out of their 35 T-regular uses, only one is not shared with the uomu-
xooumw pair. The most polysemous motion verb uomu shares (“includes”) most of the
regular senses of the other less polysemous verbs. An explanation of this ‘inclusive’
structure of RP probably lies in the opposition of “generalized” and “classifying” motion
verbs described in Rakhilina 2004, and the dominant role of the verb uomu for the entire
class of motion verbs (Koporskaja 1996:115).



The semantics of motion verbs concentrates mainly in the domain of Motion.
Most of their regular uses (66%) mark physical motion. The remaining (34%) mark non-
physical motion, which can be treated as belonging to other domains: Information
(xo0sm/ 6eeym/ nemsam/ navigym/ noazym cayxu);, Location in space (mponunxa udem/
beacum/ nonzem k necy); Passing of time (epems udem/ Gescum/ nemum); Human
Behavior, including Opposition (uomu/ rezms npomus nauarvcmea);, Change of Social
Status (uomu/nesmo/nonzmu 6 denymamet); Promiscuity (xooums / nazums no 6abam);,
Human Attitude (uomu/nesmv na cmepms); Parameter Changes (yenvt uoym/nonzym
6sepx, enu3/ nnasaiom); Falling to pieces (mkxanv edem/nezem/nivigem); Mental
Perception (mwicaiu uoym/ b6eeym/ nezym 6 2onosy); Emotion (cuacmwve, padocms uoem/
navlgem/ 8 pyKu,; eopeys nezem 8 0yuty/ noizem K cepoyy).

T-Regularity (Sound Verbs)
Sound verbs were restricted to 22 “ideal” verbs “which have sound emission as
their central and obligatory component” (Paducheva 1998a: 233).
The number of T-regular uses of sound verbs is given in Table 2.
Table 2
T-Regular Uses of Sound Verbs*
16 T-regular uses — 100%)

Number of Number of

Verb uses / % of Verb uses / % of
reg. uses reg. uses
01. rpemers 8/ 50% 12. cTy4aTp 10/ 63%
02. rpombIXaTh 11/ 69% 13. TapaxTeTh 10/ 63%
03. rpoxath 9/ 56% 14. Tpemartp 10/ 63%
04. rpoxoTtath 13/ 81% 15. xnonate 10/ 63%
05. rynets 9/ 56% 16. xmonare 8/ 50%
06. mpebezxaTh 8/ 50% 17. xpycTeTh 3/ 19%
07. 3BeHeTH 12/ 75% 18. menecrers 8/ 50%
08. 3BOHUTH 6/ 38% 19. mmners 10/ 63%
09. 3Byuarts 6/ 38% 20. mymeTb 10/ 63%
10. cBHuCTETH 11/69% 21. mypmaTts 8/ 50%
11. ckpuners 8/ 50% 22. menkarb 11/ 69%

* based on dictionaries and discourse materials

Table 2 demonstrates that sound verbs are not only less polysemous than motion
verbs but also that they lack a “generalized” word, which shares the majority of regular
uses with other sound verbs. This fact accounts for the “non-inclusive” structure of RP in
sound verbs, which is different from its “inclusive” structure in motion verbs.

Semantic transfer to other domains distinguishes sound verbs from most motion
verbs (69% of regular sound uses vs. 34 % of regular motion uses). Beside the domain of
sound, the derivative uses of sound verbs were found to relate to the domains of Informa-
tion (lazemvr mpewam/ 36ousm o evibopax); Linguistic Action (Iloopyeu mapaxmenu/
mpewanu); Inner State (B suckax epomvixaem; 2onoea mpewum); Existence (38yuum
cmown; wenecmum cmex); Motion (Onu xaronanu no epsazu, Mumo 36enenu/ epoxomanu
mpameau); Force (On epomvixan Kynakom no cmony/ 2poxan J0HCKOU O KACmpIonio);
Entertainment (Becw seuep mvl xonanu 6 kapmul/ cmyyaiu 8 00OMUHO).



Semantic Inheritance in Clusters of Verbs

Semantic inheritance of derivative verbs requires a special study but some
preliminary observations may be mentioned here.

Usually a derivative can inherit some uses from its derivator, while some other
uses are not inherited. The non-inherited uses include the uses forbidden for the
derivative and special uses developed by the derivative itself.

Relations of verbs in clusters deserve a special study. Tentative observations
partially support the view that markers of Aktionsarten do not change the lexical
semantics of the primary verb (A. Sheljakin, cited in Avilova 1976:267).

Determined motion verbs are usually treated as derivators of clusters, in which
non-determined verbs are derivatives on a par with prefixed and other verbs. Moreover,
non-determined verbs inherit fewer uses from their determined counterparts than
derivatives of determined verbs in no- (see Table 3).

Table 3
Semantic Inheritance of Derivative Motion Verbs
(based on MAC)
Number | Non- Number | Number Perfective Number | Number
Derivators | ofuses | determined of of derivatives of of
in MAC | derivatives | jnherited | special in no- inherited | special
uses uses uses uses
OexaTh 14 Oerath 9 4 mooexaTh 14 0
Opectu 1 OpoanTh 1 1 nmobpecTu 1 0
exaTh 4 €3]IUTh 2 3 roexaTh 4 1
UATH 53 XOJINTh 31 15 IIOUTH 48 4
JIe3Th 21 JIa3UTh 5 0 10JIE3Th 21 0
JIETETh 11 JIETaTh 5 3 MOJICTETh 10 3
IIBITh 15 IJIaBaTh 9 6 MTOILIBITh 15 0
MOJI3TH 13 10J13aTh 6 1 MTOIOJI3TH 13 0

Certain derivatives are explicated in dictionaries only by reference to their
derivators, which implies their complete semantic inheritance®. Such are the derivatives
of determined verbs in no- nobexcams, nonezmo, nonoasmu, nonavims, which are used as
Ingressives. Other verbs are somewhat restricted in their inheritance. Thus, noremems
inherits 10 uses out of 11 of the verb zemems. One use (‘to be spent quickly’ is forbidden
(cf.: Jenveu max u nemsam /*nonremsm). Besides, it has 4 special uses (‘to be fired’ — On
nonemen/*nemen ¢ pabomul, etc.). The verb noumu inherits 48 uses (out of 53). It has 5
forbidden uses (‘Agreed!” Hoem!/ *Iloiioem, etc.) and 4 special uses (‘to begin to do
something’ Cnoso 3a c1060 u onu nownu /*unu obeuname opye opyea, etc.)

The comparison of the semantics of prefixed sound verbs with that of their
derivators showed that most of their uses are inherited. Lack of inheritance was noted in
uses transferred to other domains. Thus, lack of homogeneity, which excludes derivatives
in 3a- (Zaliznjak 2006), can be observed in some uses of sound verbs marking activities
accompanied by sounds, such as hitting (wenxan /*3awenxan eco 6 106); killing (xronan/
*3axnonan myx); photographing: (wenxan /* sawenxan mens), etc.



Semantic Inheritance of SDs

Differences in semantic inheritance are observed not only in derivative verbs but
also in syntactic derivatives (SDs), in which syntactic transposition is accompanied by
semantic stability.

A feature of SDs of motion is their formation from the non-determined stems. In
spite of their morphology, these SDs usually demonstrate a double-verb inheritance from
both determined and non-determined verbs. Thus, all uses of xodv6a and xooxa were
inherited from both verbs. However, there are cases when SDs demonstrate a single-verb
inheritance. Thus, xoorcoenue inherited the use ‘perceived motion of sounds’ from uomu
rather than xooums: 6ananc - smo xoocoenue 38yxa om nesoeo karaia 0o npasoeo (cf.:
38yKk udem /*xo00um uz osyx xonouox). Conversely, the use of xo0 ‘motion to and fro’
(0epanuuumens xooa 0sepu; xo0 nopuins) was inherited from xooums rather than uomu
(0sepv x00um/ *udem na nemusnx/ nopwHu xoosm /*udym eeepx u enu3z). Single-verb
inheritance can be also observed in other SDs. Compare: niasarnue: ‘change in quantity’
nnasanue Kypca eamomol from xypc eanomolr niagaem/*nivigem,; noazavue: ‘motion of
objects in water’: nonsanve 160un no pexe from abounsvr noazym /*nonzarom no pexe.

Although semantic identity with the derivator is a requirement of SDs, they do not
inherit all the uses of their derivators. Thus, 6ee inherited 11 out of 24 uses of the
beacamnv/ becamo pair. Its forbidden uses are: ‘boiling over’ (Monoko 6excum — *6ee
monoka); ‘fleeing’ (Ilpomusnux Oesxcan — *0ee npomusnuka); ‘courting’ (Ilems 6ecaem
3a Kameui — *6ez Ilemu 3a Kameit), etc.

SDs of sound verbs involve certain problems connected with 1) direction of
derivation (Is epoxom a derivative of epoxomamu, or vice versa?), and 2) relation between
sound and action within one sense (Is epoxomanve Nomen Actionis in certain contexts but
not in others?). The first problem can be resolved by adopting Melchuk’s approach of
mutual motivation of SDs, according to which, say, paccmampusams 111 yields Sy
paccmompenue 11 , while paccmompenue 11, in its turn, yields Vo paccmampusame 111
(Mel’¢uk, Zholkovsky 1984: 692, 695). The second problem can be resolved if we don’t
insist, as E. Uryson (2003:158) does, on hard and fast border lines between actions and
sounds within one sense since it is often impossible to distinguish between the meaning
of a pure sounding action and sound accompanying that action. Consider: 2yxz
NPOPLIBACS 8 NPOMENCYMKAX MeAHcOy epombixanbem opkecmpa (is it 8 npomescymrax,
K020a 2POMbIXANL OPKeCmp, OT 6 NPOMENCYMKAX MeNCOY O2IYUUMETbHLIMU 38YKAMU
opxecmpa?).

22 sound verbs yield 55 SDs, whose uses can be broken down into: 1) uses
marking action with sound; 2) uses marking action without sound (360xr ‘gossip’; eydéoc
‘bash’; epoxanve ‘murder’); 3) uses marking physical objects, which is more typical for
slang than for literary words. Compare: eydox ‘policeman’; ceucmox ‘lips’ (Ilocoou,
ceucmok Hamaoicy); 36on small change, etc.

Although semantic identity with the derivator is recognized as a property of SDs,
they do not inherit all the uses of their derivators and develop special uses of their own,
which becomes especially evident due to a paradoxical feature of SDs, a frequent
availability of several syntactic derivatives to one derivator. Why should one derivator
yield multiple SDs? An explanation may be that different SDs inherit different uses of the
derivator, and certain uses select certain SDs. Thus xooums no macazunam implies



xoocoenue / xo0vba but not *xo0 no maeasumam; while uoem 6oiui implies x00
/*xootrcoenue /*x00vba 601.

A number of factors contribute to the selection of a particular SD. They include:

- Word-Formation meaning for which different suffixes are responsible. Since “sister”
SDs normally belong to different word-formation types, the explanation seems to be in
the fact that the semantic structure of a SD combines the inherited lexical senses with the
word-formation meaning. Consider the SDs x00, xodvba, xoxcoenue, xooka. On one
hand, they reveal certain similarity since they inherited the same uses from the verbs
uomu and xooums. Thus, xoorcoenue, xo0 and xooka inherited the use ‘motion of a
vehicle’: ummepean xoocoenuss asmobdycos; Iloe30 3amednsn xo0; NOCIeOHASL XOOKA
epysoeuxa. Another three SDs xoorcoenue, x00v6a, xooka inherited the use ‘joining smth,
becoming somebody’: Muozue yuenvie cosepuianu xoxcoenue 6o eracms. Iux ux xo0vowl
80 81ACMb NPUWENCA HA MU 200bl, E20 X00Ka 60 61acmb OKOHUULACL HEYOayell.

- Style. This factor is immediately connected with the Word-Formation markers. Thus,
SDs in -#uj-(e) are typical for scientific, official and journalistic discourse (Vinogradova
1984: 12); SDs in -x-(a) are represented in special professional discourse. SDs in zero
suffixes often have the meaning of a single action. They are productive in conversation
and fiction, and also in technical and sporting terminology. They develop the senses of a
result and a physical object more often than other SDs (Vinogradova 1984: 15). SDs in
-0(a) mark a continuous action. SD’s in -#s are conversational, etc.

- Directionality. Thus motion of clouds is usually perceived as unidirectional. Therefore,
obnaka becym no neby yields bez obnaxos no meby rather than *6ecanue or /*6ecommus
061aK08.

- Taxonomic class of the subject. The difference between xo0s6a and xoorcoenue can be
explained by the subject type, which is usually human in x00s6a: x00v6a 6 mazazun vs.
XooicoeHue /*xo0vba conrnya.

There are other factors affecting the choice of a sound SD: intensity, duration,
diminutiveness, estimation, etc.

Let is consider SDs of the verb ckpunemw: cxpun, ckpunok, cxpuneuue,
ckpunomus, ckpunus. These nouns retain the primary meaning of the verb, with
additional shades of meaning caused by their word-formation types: duration (cxkpunox is
short; ckpunommns is long); intensity (ckpunox is weak, ckpunomus is strong), etc.
Likewise, the SDs cmyk, cmyxomox, cmyuanue, cmykanwve, cmykomns reflect differences
in their word-formation semantics and style: cmyxomox (quick and frequent knocking) —
a separate act of an action perceived as diminutive. Cf.: crabvui cmyxomok é 0gepwv/
*cmykomok kynraxom no cmony; cmykomusi (long frequent knocking) is conversational
and has a negative estimation. / 0oa 6orum om eéawei cmykomuu / * cmykomxka.

Along with the description of factors contributing to the occurrence of certain
SDs, one should mention factors forbidding their use but they seem to be more difficult to
pinpoint. Thus, sound production marked by Instrumental of Source is forbidden for
many SD’s of sound. This use is permitted for nouns in -Hje, -€x, (cf: epemenue nocyooii;
2poxamnve Kyaakamu, 2yoéxc kiaxconamu) but is forbidden for many suffixless nouns and
nouns in -oT, -HA (*ckpun Oeepwro;, *epoxom /*epoxomms/ *epom nocyooii; *eyo
kaaxconom). It might be assumed that combination of such nouns with Instrumentals is
forbidden because they mark sound rather than action. But counter-examples don’t
support such an assumption. These nouns permit Instrumental of body parts, which don’t



seem to be conceived as Instruments: cxpun / cmyk 3y6amu; xpycm nanvyamu; Xi0NoK
PVKOU, WenK Yenocmsamu, CmyKomHs Kyiakamu. Some nouns can combine with
Instrumental: cmyx xmowom/ nocyooil/ nankou; xaon/ X10noK 08epwvio, 2a3emou; UjeiK
KHYMOM, HONCHUYAMU.

Another forbidden use is linguistic action. This use is permitted for some SDs
(eyoenve, ckpunenue, cxkpun, mpeck, etc.). But for the majority of sound names it is
forbidden. Thus, epom, epoxomanve, Opebese, etc. cannot express speech, contrary to
corresponding verbs. Compare: Jlexmop epemen ¢ xageopwt - *epom nekmopa, Ax mot, —
epoxoman [eo - *epoxomanve /leoa, Cynpyea Opebesocana emy 'ma yxo — *Opebese
cynpyeu.

M-Regularity

T-regular uses don’t exhaust the semantics of motion verbs. Thus out of 53 uses
of uomu only 30 are T-regular. Many of the remaining uses are shared with the
de'rivatives of the same root, and are therefore M-regular. Compare the root -ze3-/~1a3-
‘penetrating with a hand inside smth’: ze3mo / 1a3ums 6 wkag 3a xnueou; nazanue 6
kapman,; -tem- ‘falling’: Coumuiii ¢ Hoe, on nemen /neman Ha noa; 1ém Kaneiu.

Certain sound-related roots also have M-regular uses. Compare: -dpebese/snc-
‘visual instability’: ¢ownapu, Opebeszoscawue ceemom, Opebeszdcanue ceéema, Opebese
uzobpaxcenus, -wénx- ‘photographing’: I[l[énknu Mmens y Rnamamuuxa; weIKaube
Mypucmos.

M-regularity is widely developed in slang. Compare slangy uses of sound roots:
-2y0- ‘boozing-up’: bydem eyoemw 6cto Houw, 2yOHyau sHamuo! 2yoéxc 0o ympa 6 bape;
-ceucm- ‘lying’: He ceucmu! Paznocums ceucm npo Cuooposa, OH c8UCmyH, -cmyy/K-
‘denunciation’: Ocmopoorcno ¢ num — on cmyyum, OH, cyka, HasepHo cmykHya, Ha nezo
6oL cmyk; On cmykay,; Cmyuanue é opeansy.

Extension to a wider thematic vocabulary

Although small groups of words were used to describe RP of Motion and Sound,
many other words of these domains can also express the same kind of regularity.
Compare other motion verbs expressing T-regular uses:
‘motion of a vehicle’: B danvnem mope Kopabau ecynsiom; no dopoce nieiucy menecu,
Mawuna 1opkHyna 6 mouHens;
‘passing of time’: Bpems meuem medneHHO/ Nbemcs HeOMEPamumo;/ MYumcs NoOJIHbIM
Xo000m/ Hecémcs beueHbiM HOMOKOM,
‘changing in quantity’: memnepamypa ckauem, yeHwvl KOIeOIOMCA, OasleHue naddaemn.

T-regular uses can be found in other sound verbs as well:
‘sound emission of a creature’: 6bem ‘nepenen,; 0épeaem kopocmenn,
‘sound emission of a device’: OpskHyn 360HOK, Kamep 0YOHUL MOMOPOM;
‘linguistic action’: gopkoganu noopyicKu, 2a6Kal Ha NOOYUHEHHDLX,
‘spreading information’: 06 smom 6ce eazemui gonunu / mpyoun / pegenu / HCyrHciucaiu;
‘expressing emotions’: Hao wymkot pacan / cocoman,; om 6oau pegen / 8wl / 8U3dNCAL OM
gocmopea.

The border line between T- and M-Regularity is not absolute. If the adopted
restrictions of material are removed, M-regular uses can become T-regular. Such are the
uses ‘being current, in progress’: Paboma udem/ osudicemcs 6s10; ‘be humiliated, grovel



to somebody’: nonzame, npecmvikamvcs neped xem-1; ‘denouncing somebody’:
cmyuamo, 36IKaMb, WNPEXHYMb HA K-, etc.

Conclusion
To sum up, this study showed that

1. RP is a semantic phenomenon, which, as a set of similar senses, characterizes
groups of vocabulary united by a theme or a morpheme, and is based on cognitive
associations between various situations of the real world (Po3una 2005a:45)

2. Semantic regularities in the domains of Motion and Sound have demonstrated
both similarities and differences. They are similar in that they are not restricted
within their domain but “invade” into other domains. They are different in the
pattern of regularities, which is inclusive in motion words, and non-inclusive in
sound words.

3. Semantic identity with derivators as a property of SDs is far from being absolute.
Availability of several SDs to one derivator can be explained by their differences
based on a number of factors including word-formation meaning, style, etc.

NOTES

1. Requirements for regular polysemy (RP) can vary in strictness. Semantic
similarity of at least two meanings of at least two words was considered sufficient for RP
in Apresjan 1974/1992: 211. The requirement is more demanding in Apresjan 2000:10,
where many or all words a semantic class must have similar meanings. RP can be
observed in both thematic and semantic classes. For differences between them, see
Paducheva 2004: 42-43.

2. The derivational relations of senses present a special task which is not treated
in this paper.

3. This sense can be found in a more representative list of sound verbs, cf.
opsikamo / Opsiknyms : bpsiknu mue uacoe 6 10. Ona onamo 6psaxaem no menephony.

4. Semantic inheritance differs from word-formation motivation. Motivation
reflects derivative relations between the derivator and words which derived from it
regardless of semantic similarities. Thus oepems ‘to smack, to whack’ is motivated by, or
derived from, epems ‘to warm’ although it does not immediately inherit the meaning of
warming.

5. The same idea (informing authorities, acting as an informer) is marked in
English slang by the words squeak ‘cxpumers’, ‘mumats’; squeal ‘Buzxarth’, hence
squeaker, squealer ‘secret informer’. This sense probably developed from the derivative
sense of rat ‘informer’, to rat on somebody ‘to inform authorities about somebody’.
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