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ON ONE IMPORTANT PECULIARITY OF THE IMPERATIVE
SINGULAR IN THE DIALECT OF ARARAT

SARGIS AVETYAN

Morphological rules of forming the Imperative in the dialect of Ararat mainly
correspond to those applied in the colloquial speech of Literary Modern Eastern
Armenian. Nonetheless, some subdialects have an important peculiarity — an w
vowel-final rather than j vowel-final form in the Imperative singular of transitive
simple verbs of the the £ (< Old Arm. & and }) conjugation - which, to our knowl-
edge, so far has not been explained properly from either a diachronic or synchronic
perspective. It is argued that the form in question has been created through analogy
with the Imperative singular of three high-frequency transitive verbs (namely,
wuky, Tmp. sg. wuw , wdky, Tmp. sg. wéw , whky, Imp. sg. wpur). Therefore, it is
no accident that only transitive simple verbs of the the Z conjugation usually show
the ending w in the Imperative singular, whereas intransitive ones in the same con-
jugation class have regularly preserved the standard ending jp, the latter, in its turn,
dating back to the Old Arm. ending /i, or, possibly, the stem-final diphthong &us”
via the intermediate stage of £ (that is, &uw > F > Ji). Later the ending w of the Im-
perative singular has also been extended analogically from transitive simple verbs of
the £ conjugation to causative verbs in some subdialects (most regularly in the sub-
dialect of ValarSapat (Ejmiacin), where this has become a productive morphological
rule that admits of no exceptions).
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simple verbs, high-frequency transitive verbs, the t. conjugation, the subdialect of Valarsapat
(Ejmiacin), the ending w

H. Acaryan, when illustrating the Imperative singular of the L (<t and h)
conjugation simple verbs in the dialect of Erevan or Ararat!, adduces the dou-
blets up pjp/up pur?. He further notes that ‘the second form of the Imperative,
which has the ending w, is peculiar to the Ejmiacin region, for example,
mqui, Junw , jgpu wubidu. ngwa etc., whereas the dialect of Ere-
van proper employs nigh, junp, jgnni, etc”’®. However, H. Acafyan doesn’t
specify whether all simple verbs of the . (<k and h) conjugation in the subdia-

' In Armenian dialectology, the terms the dialect of Erevan and the dialect of Ararat are often used
in the same sense (cf., for example, A. Laribyan, Hay barbaragitut‘yun: hn¢‘yunabanut‘yun ew jewaba-
nut’ yu [Armenian dialectology: phonology and morphology], Yer., 1953, p. 218).

2 See H. Aéaiyan, Hay barbaragitut‘iwn: uruagic ew dasaworut‘iwn hay barbarneri, [Ar-
menian dialectology: A sketch and classification of Armenian dialects], Moskua: Nor-Naxuewan,
(Emlnean azgagrakan Zotovacu, vol. 8), 1911, p. 43.

? Ibid., p. 44.
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lect of Ejmiacin show the ending w in the Imperative singular. Moreover, he
doesn’t touch the question of the origin of the form under consideration.
Other dialectologists either have overlooked the issue altogether* or have sim-
ply stated, following H. Acaryan, that the Imperative singular of simple verbs
of the L. (<k and h) conjugation, is usually formed with the ending /4, and only
in some subdialects with the help of the ending ws°.

Of course, A. Grigoryan, unlike H. Acaryan, explicitly claims that in the
subdialect of Ejmiacin, all verbs mark the Imperative singular with the end-
ing w °. However, it appears to be an incautious statement which is not sup-
ported by the relevant linguistic evidence (more on which below). It is also
quite surprising and unexpected that R. Markosyan doesn’t even mention the
form in question in his comprehensive study of the dialect of Ararat. Instead,
he notes that the Imperative singular of causatives is made with the ending
n1 in the majority of subdialects, and only some of them show the ending w
7. As to simple verbs of the £ (<& and /) conjugation, R. Markosyan only
states that the desinential p2 of the Imperative singular is often dropped, re-
sulting in new vowel-final forms of the Imperative singular, such as ppnih
pwoh, Gpuwnp, ppap, etc® Still, he also cites some forms of the Imperative
singular which end in - A, as, for example, jpup p, jEpph p°. Note should be
taken, however, that the final ;2 in the ending - A2 of the Imperative singular
has been lost regularly not only in simple verbs of the £ (<& and A)
conjugation, but also in suffixed-verbs in general, with the result that now it
is practically missing in all subdialects within the dialect of Ararat!®. There-
fore, the forms jpup p, jEpph p cited by R. Markosyan, cannot be viewed as

4 Cf,, for example, A. Laribyan, op. cit., pp. 225-227, M. Asatryan, Hay barbaragitut‘yan
gorcnakan asxatank‘neri jefnark [A Manual of practical works of Armenian dialectology], Yer.,
1985, p 128.

See, for example, A. Grigoryan, Hay barbaragitut‘yan dasent‘ac® [A handbook of
Armenian dialectology], Yer., 1957, p. 217, 220-221. Cf. also V. Katvalyan, Bayazeti barbaroe
yev nra lezvakan afn¢‘ut‘yunners Srjaka barbarneri het [The dialect of Bayazet and its linguistic
relationships with surrounding dialects], Yer., 2016, p. 140.

6 See A. Grigoryan, op. cit., p. 221.

7 See R. Markosyan, Araratyan barbar [The dialect of Ararat], Yer., 1989, p. 151. Cf. also
p. 173.

¥ Ibid., p. 151.

° Ibid., p. 151.

19 Cf,, for example, Osakan gyut, Hayereni barbaragitakan atlasi antip nyut‘er [Village
Oshakan, Unpublished materials of Armenian dialectological atlas], tetr Ne 20, points 641-642,
Astarak k‘alak‘, Hayereni barbaragitakan atlasi antip nyut‘er [Town Astarak, Unpublished
materials of Armenian dialectological atlas], tetr Ne 151, points 641-642, P‘arpi, Hayereni
barbaragitakan atlasi antip nyut‘er [P‘arpi, Unpublished materials of Armenian dialectological
atlas], tetr Ne 9, points 641-642, Mui gyul, Hayereni barbaragitakan atlasi antip nyut‘er [Village
Mutni, Unpublished materials of Armenian dialectological atlas], tetr Ne 44, points 641-642,
Etvard, Hayereni barbaragitakan atlasi antip nyut‘er [Etvard, Unpublished materials of Armenian
dialectological atlas], tetr Ne 86, points 641-642, K anak‘er gyut, Hayereni barbaragitakan atlasi
antip nyut‘er [Village K‘anak‘ef, Unpublished materials of Armenian dialectological atlas], tetr
Ne 230, points 641-642, Nork® gyul, Hayereni barbaragitakan atlasi antip nyut‘er [Village Nork®,
Unpublished materials of Armenian dialectological atlas], tetr Ne 79, points 641-642, Yerevan
(Kentron), Hayereni barbaragitakan atlasi antip nyut‘er [ Yerevan (Centre), Unpublished materials
of Armenian dialectological atlas], tetr Ne, 23, points 641-642, to name just a few.
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genuine dialectal forms but rather appear to be due to influence from the
literary language.

Before proceeding to discuss the Imperative singular of simple verbs of
the £ (< & and /1) conjugation synchronically and diachronically in the dia-
lect of Ararat, we must first make a clear distinction between these verbs,
which have normally retained the £ (< &) conjugation type in all verb forms,
the only exception being the new Imperative singular with the ending w (cf.
.nzqzu,, Yuiru 5, and those verbs which have historically been transferred to
the w conjugation type in the majority of subdialects and, accordingly, are
conjugated in nearly all verb forms (including the Imperative singular) in
exactly the same way as simple verbs of the w conjugation, cf. on the one
hand, dpiuy (< Old Arm. dtwy), aor. dpluugh, uplnughp, upiug...., Imp
sg. uplu . and on the other hand, dpdwnuy, fuouwy (< Old Arm. Shownby,-
hu, puouly, -hu), aor. dpdwnuigh, ShSwunughp, Shdwnug..., houwgph,
Juouwghp, juouwg..., Tmp. sg. ShSwnu , juouus, etc.'’ To our surprise,
however, some dialectologists traditionally assign verbs such as dpduinuy,
Juouuwyy, to the group of simple verbs of the £ (< &) conjugation rather than of
the w conjugation'?

The form of the Imperative singular of simple verbs of the £ (< & and )
conjugation also differs in origin from a similar form in some other dialects
which, however, has not arisen by analogical extension (as described above)
but through a regular sound change &w > w or kur > F > ur. For example, in
the dialect of Agulis, where the penultimate syllable usually carries the accent,
the Old Arm. diphthong &uz has yielded # in the accented syllable, and w in
the unaccented position, cf. gnhy (< gpky), Imp. sg. qpt’, uphy(< uply),
Imp. sg. Yupt, tuwnfy (< tuwnfy), Imp. sg. tuwnt, on the one hand, and
Juwphy (< Juwpl), Imp. sg. fawpw', pulhy (< pwlby), Imp. sg. puljw), etc,,
on the other hand'. This is also the case in the dialect of Karchevan'4, whereas
in the dialect of Kakhavaberd, the phonetic change Zuw > w has regularly
taken place in accented as well as in unaccented syllable, cf. fupup 7 (< udty),
Imp. sg. jupifw "and g plify (< muuplly), Imp. sg. pu pgw etc.’® In the
dialect of Arabkir, however, the Old Arm. diphthong &uz of the Imperative
singular appears to have become 7 via the transitional stage £ The point is

' Cf., for example, OSakan gyul..., points 631-633, 641, 644, Astarak k‘atak‘..., points
632-633, 641, Muhi gyul..., points 632-633, 641, Elvard..., points 632-633, 641, K‘anak et
gyut.. pomts 632-633, 641.

2 Cf, for example Osakan gyut..., points 632-633, 641, Astarak k‘atak®..., points 632-
633, 641, Muhn gyul..., points 632-633, 641, Etvard..., points 632-633, 641, K‘anak‘er gyut...,
pomts 632 633, 641.

3 See S. Sargseanc®, Agulec‘oc® barbaro (zokeri lezun): lezuabanakan hetazotut‘iwn [The
dialect of Agulis: almgulstlc study], Vols. 1-2, Moscow, 1883, pp. 119-120, also pp. 34, 49-52,
108- 109
15SeeH Muradyan, Kar¢ewani barbaro [ The dialect of Karéewan], Yer., 1960, pp. 130-136.
See H. Muradyan, Kak‘avaberdi barbars [The dialect of Kak* avaberd] Yer., 1967, pp.
62-63, 138-140.
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that the diphthong &uw has normally given £ as evidenced by such forms as
Unptwy > Ynpky, unkwl > Junk |, gnpbwb > gnpk ', etc.'® On the other
hand, the vowel £ has regularly given (/w in final position not only in the 3
person singular of the Present Indicative, Optative and Subjunctive (all three
going back to the Old Armenian Present Indicative), but in some independent
words and proper nouns as well, as for, example, nzufj, 3 person sg. Present
Indicative Jniumir ip, fuu/ky, 3 person sg. Present Indicative fuilir bp, ZEghlk

> ZEnlu, Ughol > Ughoul, etc.'? Therefore, considering that the further devel-
opment of the newly originated vowel £ (< Old Arm. Ew ) has been precisely

identical to that of the inherited Old Arm. Zin the dialect of Arabkir, it seems
quite reasonable to think that the final « in the Imperative singular of simple

verbs of the & conjugation (cf. k), Imp. sg. fui/iiz)'® has also arisen through
the regular sound change Zuwz > £ > u.
As to the w-final Imperative singular of simple verbs of the £ conjugation

in the dialect of Ararat, analogical influence from three high-frequency tran-
sitive verbs, namely, wufj, Imp. sg. zuuzu,, wdky, Imp. sg. zuéuz,, wiliky, Imp.
sg. wpui , is quite likely to have been responsible for the appearance of the
form in question. An indirect support for this explanation appears to come
from the fact that only transitive simple verbs of the the £ (< & and p)
conjugation usually show the ending w in the Imperative singular, whereas
intransitive verbs in the same conjugation class have normally retained the
standard ending j, the latter, in its turn, going back either to the Old Arm.
ending /ip or the diphthong &us via the transitional stage £ (that is, i < F <
Eur §19. Incidentally, this pattern operates not only in the subdialect of
VatarSapat but in some others (in those of Astarak Osakan Pcarpi, Eivard etc. )
as well, cf. on the one hand, p[mbzu gppu Z:I]nu ]uzuguz gpnppu,
wphw (uurhu ), Lz]LuuzL[Lu uppur, tpwqur, thnpuar, punfw, and on the
other hand, wpph, Gpuwmp, yugh, etc.® Although the subdialect of
VatarSapat (Ejmiacin) has not been described and analysed within the
framework of Unpublished Materials of Dialectological Atlas of the
Armenian language, an analysis of the relevant linguistic material available
in the book Hay zZotovrdakan hek ‘iat ‘ner, h. 2, (Yer., 1959) [Armenian Folk
Tales, vol. 2, Yer., 1959], reveals the operation of the same above

® Sce Melik* S. Dawit‘-Bek, Arabkiri gawarabarbare: jaynabanakan ew k‘erakanakan
usumnasiru‘iwn [The dialect of Arabkir: a phonetic and grammatical study], Vienna, 1919, pp.
129- 130
Ibld pp. 118-119, 259.
® Ibid., p. 259.
° For a historical account of p-final forms of the Imperative singular in Armenian dialects,
see S. Avetyan, Main factors conditioning the absence of the final p and the origin of the final h
of the Imperative singular in Armenian dialects. // Banber Yerevani hamalsarani. Banasirut‘yun
[Bulletin of Yerevan University: Philology], 2023. Ne 1, pp. 68-78.
20 Cf., Osakan gyut..., points 641, Parpi..., points 641, Astarak k‘atak‘..., points 641,
Etvard..., points 641.
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morphological rule based on the distinction of transitive vs. intransitive
verbs in the subdialect of VatarSapat as well, cf. Up wlwpwup shiw (p
547)2, onphpy Awhw (p. 565), Ubq wquumu (p. 511), hwjupur, pk’ (p.
551), wunnu (p. 552), nipopl gplu (p. 96) on the one hand, and wwnlj
(p. 421), [ubilfzh Qpunquh p» (p. 417), fuwp (p. 269), fuwnp (p. 100), plj (p.
100), etc., on the other. Later the ending w of the Imperative singular has
also been extended analogically from transitive simple verbs of the £
conjugation to causative verbs in some subdialects (most regularly in the
subdialect of VatarSapat, where this has become a productive morphological
rule, admitting of no exceptions, cf. Gwpupwgpu, nhp hu pdnp htan (p.

274), whglugnm " smlh tu npunp (p. 90), Mnhbidp emp zgpu (p. 268),
wphup ygpw Uh wdwuh dke (p. 346), etc.).

However, one should also take account of the fact that in the correspond-
ing volumes of the Hay Zotovrdakan hek ‘iat ‘ner, [ Armenian Folk Tales], along-
side genuine dialectal forms, there do infrequently occur some forms of the
Imperative singular which are readily explainable due to influence from the
colloquial speech of Literary Modern Eastern Armenian. Specifically, this
seems to be the case with A-final by-forms of the Imperative singular of simple
verbs of the [ conjugation in the relevant subdialects, as, for example,
... Jmpp , gunuguyut, h’woljipn «thwilh ... wsplpny (p. 490) beside Gl
hwolbipn fuhu «qiow’” wyphpn thwliih'p» (p. 489), Dunmlp, wunndp (p
408), wiph hud wnfh (p. 492) beside bu pupihg vhp wnfw (p. 173) (from the
subdialect of O3akan), hud wuwfj (p. 237), pgh pmpn (p. 81) beside gnipqgy
pgu (p. 80) (from the subdialect of AStarak), Smip tdp Suzfupr (p. 612) beside
tdp v Swpa (p. 608), Un, dklpn [unpp (p. 481) beside U.'n, dkly funpuu
(p. 481), dF ,Zu] fwnpu (p. 610) (from the subdialect of P arpi ).22

As stated above, analogical extension seems to have been the most plau-
sible motivation for the remodelling of the Imperative singular of the /con-
jugation simple verbs in the concerned subdialects of Ararat, with the verb
wuky having played a pivotal role in this process. As known, this verb,
unlike other simple verbs of the & conjugation, featured a deviant form end-
ing in a stem vowel zin the Imperative singular, namely, wuw (< the aorist
stem wuuig due to the prehistoric loss of the stem-final g) already in Old
Armenian. Apart from this, the above analogical change may have been fa-
cilitated by the fact that the aorist of the verb wuéy, in its turn, has been
reshaped by analogy with the / conjugation simple verbs in the dialect of
Ararat and now it is conjugated regularly just as other simple verbs of the £

2! Here and below, for the forms cited from the subdialect of Vatar3apat, the corresponding
pages of the book Hay Zotovrdakan hek ‘iat ‘ner, h. 2, (Yer., 1959) [Armenian Folk Tales, vol. 2,
Yer., 1959], are referred to in brackets.

22 Here for the forms cited from the subdialects of OSakan, Astarak and P‘arpi, the
corresponding pages of the book Hay Zotovrdakan hek ‘iat ‘ner, h. 1 (Yer., 1959) [Armenian Folk
Tales, vol. 1, Yer., 1959], are referred to in brackets.
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conjugation, cf., for example, wukgph - aor. 1 sg., wukg —aor. 3 sg., wukghi
—aor. 3 pl. versus Old Arm. wuwgh, wuwg, wuwghl, respectively. Fur-
thermore, it is noteworthy that the Imperative plural of the verb wuf; has
also been remade on the model of the / conjugation simple verbs in the dia-
lect of Ararat (cf. wuk p vs. Old Arm. wuwgk p), whereas the form of the
Imperative singular has remained intact. The above situation is consistent
with typological evidence, according to which the Imperative singular is
usually more resistant to analogical change due to higher frequency of use
than the Imperative plural, which frequently and more readily undergoes
analogical change and morphological restructuring?.

As far as the verb wd£; is concerned, it had a root-stem of aorist which
also functioned as the Imperative singular in Old Armenian, cf. aor. stem
wé-, Tmp. sg. w 8. However, the verb wé#; has undergone twofold analogi-
cal changes in the further development of the Armenian language: on the
one hand, new aorist forms have been created analogically after those of
regular simple verbs of the % conjugation, and on the other hand, the form of
the Imperative singular has been remade on the model of the verb wu#y,
hence the Imp. sg. wdéw conforming to the form wuw . Though it is hard to
say exactly when the new analogical Imp. sg. wdw has arisen, it is notewor-
thy that it has fully displaced the earlier form of the Imperative singular in
nearly all dialects of the Armenian language. Therefore, the form wéu,
being itself a relatively earlier analogical formation, is also likely to have
favoured or contributed to the analogical remodelling of the Imperative sin-
gular of the /conjugation simple verbs in the dialect of Ararat.

And, last but not least, the respective forms of the verb wi&; may also
have encouraged the above analogical change. Specifically, the morphologi-
cal relationship between the Imperative singular and Imperative plural could
contribute to the creation of a new analogical form of the Imperative singu-
lar based on the Imperative plural by the principle of proport1onal analogy24
namely, wpw (Imp. sg.) — wpk p (Imp. pl.) : x — Junk p, where x = tfunu .
In addition, the morphological relationship between the aorist and the Im-
perative may have been another facilitating factor, especially in those sub-
dialects where the 3 person singular of the aorist ends in —£g (as, for exam-

2 Cf. A. Y. Aikhenvald, Imperatives and Commands, Oxford University Press, 2010, pp.
339-351, 362-364. Cf. also S. Avetyan, Hramayakan yelanake dasakan hayerenum tipabanakan
yev patmakan tesankyunic‘ [The Imperative in Classical Armenian from a typological and his-
toeical perspective]. // Banber Yerevani hamalsarani. Banasirut‘yunn, [Bulletin of Yerevan Uni-
versity: Philology], 2021, Ne 3, p. 41ff, and S. Avetyan, Ardi hayereni ynt‘ac‘ik
p‘op‘oxut‘yunneric‘ meke kirarahen lezvabanut‘yan luysi nerk‘o [One of the Ongoing Changes in
Modern Armenian in the Light of Usage-Based Linguistics]. / Banber Yerevani hamalsarani.
Banasirut‘yunn, [Bulletin of Yerevan University: Philology], 2019, Ne 2 (29), pp. 48-62.

For proportional analogy, see R. S. P.Beekes, Comparative Indo-European Linguistics:
An Introduction, 2™ ed., revised and corrected by M. de Vaan, Amsterdam/Philadelphia,
2011, pp. 75-76.
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ple, in the subdialect of Valarsapat, cf. aor. wplgh, wpkghp, wpkg.... and
Imp. wpw’ - wpk p) rather than —nzg (as, for example, in the subdialect of
Ashtarak, cf. aor. wpkgh, wpkghp, wpnig. ... and Imp. wpw - wpk p).

Perhaps one might assume that the w-final form of the Imperative sin-
gular of the Zconjugation transitive simple verbs in the dialect of Ararat, has
resulted from a regular sound change tw’ > w, or kw" > k > w, whereas
both the j-final form of intransitive verbs and the j-final by-form of some
transitive verbs, continue the Old Arm. ending jp. To put it another way,
the ending /i (prior to the loss of the final ;2) may have spread analogically
from simple verbs of the former /A conjugation to simple verbs of the Z(< Old
Arm. k) conjugation in some subdialects but has not fully displaced the al-
leged survival of the Old Arm. stem-final diphthong kw’, hence the above
doublets Swpuw /Swjup , punpuw /hpnph , pusw puish “and so on. How-
ever, the lack of reliable and independent examples of the presumed sound
change tw" > w, or kw" >k > w in the concerned subdialects, on the one
hand, and the obvious restriction of the ending w’ to transitive verbs, on the
other hand, clearly speak against such an assumption. The point is that ar-
ticulatorily motivated sound changes, as a rule, take place mechanically and
without any regard to the morphological characteristics (including the dis-
tinction of transitive vs. intransitive verbs) of the words occurring in the
relevant phonetic environments. Therefore, analogy is most likely to have
been responsible for the appearance of new w vowel-final forms of the Im-
perative singular in the dialect of Ararat, as laid out above.

To sum up, the w vowel-final forms of the Imperative singular of the £
(< & and j) conjugation simple verbs occurring in some subdialects within
the dialect of Ararat, so far have not received due attention in Armenian
dialectology. A detailed analysis of the relevant synchronic as well as dia-
chronic evidence leads to the conclusion that the forms in question are quite
likely to have arisen through analogy with the Imperative singular of three
high-frequency transitive verbs, namely, wuky, Tmp. sg. wuw , wésk;, Imp.
sg. wéw , whky, Imp. sg. wpuw , with the verb wulky having played a pivotal
role in this process. An indirect support for this explanation appears to come
from the fact that only transitive simple verbs of the the £ (< & and p)
conjugation usually show the ending w in the Imperative singular, whereas
intransitive verbs in the same conjugation class have normally retained the
standard ending A, which, in its turn, goes back either to the Old Arm. end-
ing jip or, possibly, the stem-final diphthong & via the transitional stage £
(that is, &uw > F> }). Later the ending w of the Imperative singular has also
been extended analogically from transitive simple verbs of the / conjugation
to causative verbs in some subdialects (especially, in the subdialect of
Vatar$apat (Ejmiacin), where this has become a productive morphological
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rule which admits of no exceptions).

The above analogical change may also have been facilitated by the fact
that the aorist of the verb wufy, in its turn, has been reshaped by analogy
with the £ conjugation simple verbs in the dialect of Ararat, and now it is
conjugated regularly just as other simple verbs of the / conjugation. Fur-
thermore, it is noteworthy that the Imperative plural of the verb wufj has
also been remade on the model of the £ conjugation simple verbs (cf. wul p
vs. Old Arm. wuwgk p). However, the form of the Imperative singular
(wuur ) has remained intact. It is quite expected and normal from the typo-
logical viewpoint considering that the Imperative singular is usually more
resistant to analogical change due to higher frequency of use, whereas the
Imperative plural frequently and more readily undergoes analogical change
and morphological restructuring.

UUrebU U4GS8UL — Upwpwuywd puppunmd Equih bpuluyulwih
Uk uplnp wowbdwhunnlnipyul pnipo — Upupwiinjut puppwnnid hpudw-
jajuih juqunipjut Abwpwbwlui juintubpp hhdtwljuind hwdwww-
nuuppwtnmd b wpnh qpujut wpbbjwhwitpith nuwlguljut nwuppbpw-
UYniud gnpénn Aubkpht: Uppnihwinbpd, npny funujwsputp nitkt dh juplnp w-
nwidiwhwnlnipintt, dwubu]npuwbu’ £(< h. hwy. &b A) antwphdwb wign-
nuiwb ywupq pul]hph hquﬂﬂl hpuluful]uﬂlulhnuf ns pk A hwtgny, wy] @ hutgny
Al (huswbu, ophtwly niqu, unw , gppu ) npp, nppwny Ukq hm]mhh [
Uhlish opu wwwnswd Yhpuyny sh pugunpty n's nwpudwdwbwljw, n's k) hw-
dududwtuljju mkuwtnithg: @wuwnwplynid t, np wnfjuy dip wnwewgk) £
pupdn Jhpwnwhwdwhuljwinipinit nitkgnn tpbp wugnnuljut pugtph (wyh
b wuky, bq. hpwd. wuw , wéky, bq. hpwd. wéw , whky, bq. hpud. wpw) hpu-
dwjulwih dutph hwdwpwinipjudp: Munh ywnwhwlwb sk, np unynpw-
pup vhwyt £ junttuphdw whgnnujut wwpq paykpt B tquijh hpuwdwjwlw-
unwd hwinbu pipnud w JEpouwnpmipjnitp, dpbispbn tnyt unttwphdwb whwb-
gnnuljubibpp yuwhwwilk) tu uunuhl A JEpowynpnipmiup, npt by, hp htp-
phi, Swgnud | h. hwy. Ap Jippwynpnipiniihg jud, htwpwynp t, hhdpwdtpe-
jub Zw Gplhpuppunhg wigibim] £ Uhowluw wunh&winy (wyuhliph fw > £ >
A): Udkih nw Equljh hpudwjwlwih @ JEpowynpnipiniup npny junujwusplk-
poud £ unttwphdwb wignnuljut wungq puykiphg hwdwpwinipjudp mwpws-
b E bl qqundwnwljub puytph Ypu (wnwyb) juinbuwgnp Yipwyny dwnup-
owyqyuinh (Eouhwsth) junujwspnid, npnid uyb nupdly b pugupmipnit sdw-
twsnn gnpédnit Ahwpwtwjut Jubnt):

Pwiunh punkp - dbwpwhwlwl Juinbiakp, Upupuuyul puppwn, Equilh hpu-
vuywlwl, wignpuluml wupq puykp, pupdp jhpunwhwdwpnulubnipnii nibkgnn
whgnnulpml puykp, & junfnuphnid, Junguppugunnp (Eouphwdsip) finuyjuép, w Jkpow-
ynpnipnel
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CAPTUC ABETSH - K oonout sasxcnoit ocobennocmu umnepamuea eouH-
cmeennoz2o uucna 6 Apapamckom ouanexkme. — Mopdonoruueckue npasuia 00paso-

BaHWsI UMIIEPATHBA B ApapaTCKOM IHAICKTE B OCHOBHOM COOTBETCTBYIOT TEM, KOTOPHIC
MIPUMEHSIIOTCS B Pa3rOBOPHOM PedH COBPEMEHHOTO BOCTOUYHOAPMSHCKOTO JIUTEPATypHO-
ro s3bika. TeM He MeHee, HEKOTOpPbIe 'OBOPHI HMEIOT OAHY Ba)XHYIO OCOOEHHOCTH —
bopMy, OKaHYHMBAIOIIYIOCS HA TNIACHBIH w/, a He HA TTACHBIHA /i B UMIIepaTHBe eJUH-
CTBEHHOTO WHCJIA TIePEXO/IHBIX POCTBIX TTAr0JIOB CTIPSIKEHHS E(< mp. apm. Land p),
KaK, HalpuMep, NLqul, Juwnu , gppauw - KOTopast, HACKOJIBKO HaM M3BECTHO, [0 CHX
op He ObLIA LODKHBIM 06pa3oM OOBSICHEHA HU C JUAXPOHMYECKOM, HU C CUHXPOH-
HOU TOYKM 3peHud. ApryMeHTUpPyeTCs, YTO JaHHas GopMa Oblia CO3/aHa II0 aHaJIO-
MM C MMIEPAaTHBOM €LUHCTBEHHOIO YHCJIA TPEX BBICOKOYACTOTHBIX IIEPEXOIHBIX
riaronoB (a umenwo: wuky, Imp. sg. wuw , wdky, ITmp. sg. wdw , whky, Tmp. sg.
uz_pw'). bonee Toro, rmaron wuky ceIrpan KIFOYEBYIO POJIb B 3TOM HPOIIECCE aHAIOTH-
4yecKoro nmpeobpasoBanus. [103ToMy HE CilydaifHO, YTO TOJBKO IIePEXOJHBIE IIPOCThIE
TJIaTrOJIbI CHPH)KEHI/IH l_ OGBI‘IHO IIOKAa3bIBAIOT OKOHYAHHWE W B I/IMHePaTI/IBe eIH-
CTBEHHOTO YKCJIa, B TO BpeMsI KaK HellepeXOLHBIe TIaroyIbl B TOM e KJIacce CIpsiKe-
HUS, PEryJISIPHO COXPAHUJIM CTaHAAPTHOC OKOHYAHME /1, KOTOpOE, B CBOIO OY€penb,
BOCXOZUT K APEeBHEAPMSHCKOMY OKOHYAHUIO fiji, WIM, BO3MOXXHO, K KOHETHOMY
IubTOHTY bw’ r1aroapHOM OCHOBBI yepe3 MPOMEKYTOUHYIO cTanuto £ (To ects, kw >
£ > p). OxoHUaHWE W MMITEpAaTHBA CANHCTBEHHOTO YHCNA Jajee PacIpoCTPAHHUIOCH IO
QHAJIOTHH C IIPOCTBIMHU IJIarojlaMy CIPsDKeHUS [ TakKe Ha Kay3aTHBHBIE IJIaroJibl B He-
KOTOPBIX roBopax (Hambosiee peryisspHo B roBope Barapmamara (Dumuajsuia), rae

3TO CTaJI0 MPOTYKTHBHBIM MOP(OIOTHICCKUM IIPABHIIOM, HE JOIMYCKAIOMIMM HHUKAKHX
HUCKITIOYEHUH).

KiroueBble cioBa: mopghonocuueckue npasuia, Apapamckui Ouanekm, HMIIEPATHB

EAHHCTBEHHOIO YHCJI4, IIEPEXOAHBIE IIPOCThI€ IJIar0JIbl, BBICOKOYaCTOTHBIC II€PEXOJHbIEC IV1d~
T'OJIBI, CIIDAPKEHHE l',, 2c060p BHFHPILIZHZTZ (SYMHS,ZZSHHZ), OKOHYaHre 1l
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