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I. Simplexes, prefixation, and suffixation.

This paper deals with the behavior and typology of simplex verb stems in
Russian—particularly dual simplexes and their derivatives. A simplex stem is an
unprefixed non-derived verb stem, found in such basic infinitives as Russian pabomame,
nucams, cmasums, cmams, which have the simplex stems rabotaj-, pisa-, stavi-, stan-.
Besides the simplex stem, I will also be interested in two more types of stems, based on
two possible operations that can be performed on the simplex: prefixation and
suffixation. When we prefix the simplex stem (e.g. rabotaj-, pisa-, stavi-), which is
almost imperfective, we regularly derive a new perfective verb, which shall be referred to
as a prefixed perfective; for example, using the prefix pere- for consistency: pererabotaj-,

perepisa-, perestavi-. This can be seen in Table 1, going from the first to the second line.

1A. With a derived imperfective.

1. Simplex stem paboTai-
2. Prefixed perfective ~ nepepaboTaii-

3. Derived imperfective nepepabaTbiBaii-

1B. Without derived imperfective (Aktionsart)

1. Simplex stem paboTai-
2. Prefixed perfective ~ nopab6oTaii-

3. Derived imperfective = -------------

Table 1
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One simplex and one prefixed perfective with a given prefix

Prefixation with use of pere- changes the meaning, requiring a derived
imperfective, which is formed by means of suffixation. In the case of rabotaj- and other
aj- verbs, this is the suffix ivaj-, represented as number 3 in table 1A, giving us the new
stem pererabatyvaj-, which has been both prefixed and suffixed. If step 2 adds a suffix
which is lexically not sufficiently different to require a suffixed derived imperfective in
step 3, this is the situation frequently referred to as Aktionsart or cmoco6 neiicrBus (e.g.
porabotaj-, napisa-, etc.), which results in an empty third cell in our table, as represented
in table 1B.

In most cases, the derived imperfective in step 3 uses a consistent suffix (such as
ivaj- in the previous examples), but there can be instances in which the same root has
different suffixes which go with different prefixes, or even two different suffixes with the

same prefix, with different lexical or stylistic meanings, as shown in table 2.

2A. Derived imperfective in ivaj-.

1. Simplex stem yuum-
2. Prefixed perfective Bblyuu- (pasyuyu-, 3ayyu-)

3. Derived imperfective BblyunBaii- (pasyunBaii-, 3ayunsaii-)

2B. Derived imperfective in aj-.

1. Simplex stem yuun-
2. Prefixed perfective ~ 06y4um- (U3yuu-, npuyyn-)

3. Derived imperfective 00yy4aii- (3y4aii-, Npuyyaii-)




2C. Derived imperfective in either aj- or ivaj-.

1. Simplex stem yuun-
2. Prefixed perfective ~ 06yuu- (M3yun-, npuyun-)

3. Derived imperfective nogyuaii- (0Ty4aii-, noy4ai-)

nofy4vBai- (0Ty4mBaii-, Noy4mBai-)

Table 2
A single simplex and prefixed perfective, but either one or two different types of

imperfective suffixation

I1. Dual simplexes and motion verbs.

Everything mentioned up to now represents a situation in which there is just a
single simplex form in the first cell of tables 1 and 2. We saw that there can be an empty
cell in 3 (table 1A, the derived imperfective slot), as well as dual competing derived
imperfectives with the same root, also in the third cell (tables 2A and 2B).

There can also be instances of dual simplexes, in which the dual stems share the
same root, but differ only in the suffix. The best known instance of Russian dual
simplexes occurs in the class of verbs known as verbs of motion, in which the two
simplex stems oppose the meanings determinate vs. indeterminate (also called
unidirectional/non-unidirectional, etc.). Some of the dual simplexes in the motion verb
category are suppletive, but it will be easiest if we first view the pattern using such
non-suppletive motion verb dual simplexes as beza-/begaj-, kati-/kataj-, lete-/letaj-,
polz-/polzaj-, tasci-/taskaj-, in which the two roots agree and any differences between
them are due to expected phonological rules. (The pair sadi-/saZaj- might have been
listed too, but semantic differences beyond determinate/indeterminate have caused
IsaCenko (1960: 314) and others to remove sadi-/sazaj- and bréd-/brodi- from the list of
motion verbs. There have been disputes about exactly which verbs to include in the
motion verb list going back at least to Mazon’s 1911 work on Russian morphology (see

Ward 1965: 250).



In comparison with a single simplex stem, the presence of two simplexes has
some important consequences for the three-level table we have been working with. Not
only are there two entries on the first level, instead of one (due to the presence of two
simplexes, instead of one); there are also two prefixed perfective entries at level two,
where prefixation creates a different perfective in combination with each simplex.

Furthermore, there is an obligatory syncretism of two possible types, which is
marked in the tables by showing syncretic forms in boldface. One of the two types of
syncretism occurs between the derived imperfective forms (i.e. both with the stem
vykatyvaj-, as shown in table 3. The second type of syncretism is shown in table 4. It is
found in such dual simplexes as the motion verb (with dual simplexes lete-/letaj-). Here,
the syncretism occurs between the indeterminate’s prefixed perfective and the

determinate’s derived imperfective (the stem obletaj- in both cases).

Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)
Simplex KaTm- KaTai-
Prefixed perfective BbIKaTU- BblKaTau-
Derived imperfective BBIKATBIBAali-
Table 3

Non-suppletive motion verb with syncretic derived imperfective

Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)
Simplex nete- netamn-
Prefixed perfective ~ o6rneTe- obJieTaii-
Derived imperfective o06JieTaii- 06néETbIBaN-
Table 4

Non-suppletive motion verb with syncretic prefixed perfective and derived imperfective



I would suggest that the two patterns can be generalized by stating that dual
simplexes can have a maximum of five different stems, as represented in these
derivational paradigms. Three forms are never syncretic: the two simplex stems
themselves and the prefixed perfective derived from the determinate (e.g. vykati-,
oblete-). Two cells can optionally be syncretic: the indeterminate’s prefixed perfective
and the indeterminate’s derived imperfective. Only one must obligatorily be syncretic:

the determinate’s derived imperfective. This situation is shown in table 5.

Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)
Simplex non-syncretic non-syncretic
Prefixed perfective ~ non-syncretic optionally syncretic
Derived imperfective obligatorily syncretic optionally syncretic
Table 5

Dual simplex derivation in terms of cells which are non-syncretic, optionally syncretic,

and obligatorily syncretic

Thus, the general rule of syncretism can be stated as follows: the determinate’s
derived imperfective is inevitably syncretic with one of the two derived
indeterminate cells, either the indeterminate’s prefixed perfective (e.g. obletaj-) or
its derived imperfective (e.g. vykatyvaj-). The two cells affected by syncretism can
differ, but the formal situation of syncretism remains in both the kati-/kataj- and
lete-/letaj- types. Although these individual coincidences of forms are extremely well
known, I am not aware of attempts to establish the formal syncretisms in these patterns,
i.e. that both share the use of five out of six cells in the dual simplex paradigms found in
tables 3 and 4. There is also a semantic link to this syncretic pattern, which I hope to
illustrate in more detail below.

When there is a situation of suppletion, the same patterns of syncretism can occur,
but the dual simplexes do not display the formal identity of roots that can be seen in

tables 3 and 4. Examples shown in tables 6 and 7.



Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)

Simplex en- (~exa-) e3an-

Prefixed perfective ~ 00bef- (~06bexa-) 06be3am-

Derived imperfective o0be3Kaii-
Table 6

Suppletive motion verb with syncretic derived imperfective

Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)
Simplex na- (4/a-) Xoau-
Prefixed perfective ~ OTOWA- 0TXO0/IH-
Derived imperfective orxoau- OTXaXMBaW-
Table 7

Suppletive motion verb with syncretic prefixed perfective and derived imperfective

The suppletive paradigms manifest the same patterns as the non-suppletive,
except for the fact that we assume that the roots are identical in meaning, but
idiosyncratically different in form. The same basic principles apply as in the case of
non-suppletive verbs.

Interestingly, there are also some irregular instances in which a colloquial form
arises, which breaks the pattern of syncretism, by filling in all six slots. However, one of
the six slots still has competing syncretic and non-syncretic forms, one more literary and
one more colloquial. For example, this can apply to the root ezd-, as shown in table 8.
Thus, if the indeterminate derived imperfective naezzivaj is selected, rather than the
expected naezzaj-, we have a rare instance of no syncretism in this dual simplex

paradigm.



Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)
Simplex en- (~exa-) e3an-
Prefixed perfective Haen- (~Haexa-) Hae3au-
Derived imperfective Hae3ai- Hae3xau- ~ Hae3XuBain-
Table 8

Motion verbs with competing syncretic and non-syncretic variants

A somewhat similar situation occurs with the root beg- (see table 9A). With
certain prefixes (such as o-), a syncretic derived imperfective occurs, while with other
prefixes, a colloquial derived imperfective in -begivaj- is cited, but marked as
“npocTtopeune” (Usakov dictionary), which would remove syncretism and fill all six cells
(see 9B). Interestingly, when syncretism apparently is removed, due to the use of the
stem vybégivaj-, there is still a segmental syncretism between the stems vybegdj- and
vybegaj-, which are opposed only by stress. So, perhaps it is worth investigating whether
the rule of syncretism is really a rule of segmental syncretism, unaffected by stress

opposition.

9A. Regular derived imperfective syncretism with the prefix o-.

Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)

Simplex 6exa- 6eraii-

Prefixed perfective  obexa- o6eraii-

Derived imperfective 06eraii-



9B. Possible loss of syncretism (but segmental syncretism is maintained).

Simplex 1 (Determinate) | Simplex 2 (Indeterminate)
Simplex bexa- Geraii-
Prefixed perfective ~ Bbl6eXa- BblGerai-
Derived imperfective Bblberaii- Bbl6ErMBall- (MpocTopeune)
Table 9

Variable syncretism in the derivational paradigm of beg-

Thus, we can conclude that the definition of dual simplex verbs includes an
opposition of simplexes both in the unprefixed simplex forms themselves (level 1), as
well as of the prefixed perfectives which are derived from simplex 1 and 2 (level 2).
These oppositions can minimally oppose only the verbal suffix. In addition to these two
possible oppositions, there is a principle of syncretism that prevents all six cells of the

dual simplex paradigm from being filled.

IT1. Dual simplexes outside the class of motion verbs.

Grammatical descriptions rarely discuss dual simplexes outside the class of
motion verbs and it is a subject that is not regularly taught to students. One small group
of verbs with two simplexes does not pattern like motion verbs and is not of special
interest to our discussion. The other group has many formal similarities to motion verbs
and will be discussed in more detail.

First of all, the group of non-motion dual simplex verbs which is not analogous to
motion verbs includes the dual simplex stems resi-/resaj-, stupi-/stupaj-, prosti-/proscaj-.
In these cases (see table 10), only four of the six potential cells are filled. There is no
opposition of two different prefixed perfectives. Any minimal opposition of these two
stems is always accompanied by the aspectual opposition of perfective vs. imperfective

(e.g. both resi- vs. resaj- and otresi- vs. otresaj-).



Simplex stems pewwm- (perf.) | pewai- (imperf.)
Prefixed perfective ~ oTpewn- | --------

Derived imperfective  -------- oTpeLuai-

Table 10
Non-motion dual simplex stems with constant aspectual opposition and one prefixed

perfective

In contrast to the resi-/resaj- type, which always has a simple two-way aspectual
opposition between the two stems, there is another type of dual simplex, which has an
aspectual opposition at the simplex level, but also has an opposition between two
different perfective forms on the next level. This type (shown in table 11) includes such

stems as xvati-/xvataj-, brosi-/brosaj- and pad-/padaj-.

Simplex 1 Simplex 2
Simplex xBatu- (perf.) | xBatai- (imperf.)
Prefixed perfective ~ 3axBatu- 3axBarai-
Derived imperfective 3axXBaTbIBaMi-

Table 11

Non-motion dual simplex stems with aspectual opposition in the simplex form and two

prefixed perfectives

Just as in the case of motion verbs, we have an opposition of simplexes (although
it is aspectual here, rather than directional). We also have an opposition of the prefixed
perfectives which are derived from each of the simplex stems. Semantically, it is quite
similar to the analogous opposition among motion verbs. The prefixed perfective derived
from the i-suffixed simplex (e.g. zaxvati-) refers to a single instance, while the prefixed
perfective derived from the aj-suffixed simplex refers to more than one instance; in this

case, zaxvataj- refers to making something dirty by grabbing it, with the implication that



the object has been grabbed on multiple occasions, resulting in its getting dirty (as
Usakov describes it, “Yacmo mpoeas, xeamas, 3amapamo, 3aepszuums.” Note that the
same syncretism applies as with some motion verbs, i.e. both prefixed perfectives share
the same imperfective form.

Certain other verbs are very similar to the pattern of table 11, except for the fact
that both simplex stems are imperfective. This type includes such simplex pairs as
vali-valjaj-, vesi-/vesaj-, voroti-/vorocaj-, lomi-/lomaj-, mesi-/mesaj-, sadi-/sazaj-, and is
shown in table 12. Thus, we can say that the dual simplex level has either a purely
aspectual opposition (as in xvati-/xvataj-) or a lexical opposition (as in vali-/valjaj-). The
lexical opposition of the dual simplexes in this category is the hardest to describe. Motion
verb simplexes have the determinate or unidirectional opposition; the set of simplexes
which includes brosi- and xvati-, has an aspectual distinction, but vali-, vesi-, voroti-,
lomi-, mesi-, etc. are harder to pin down, although they vaguely recall some features of

the determinate/indeterminate opposition.

Simplex stems Bau- (imperf.) | Bansn- (imperf.)
Prefixed perfective ~ oTBa/IN- oTBaNIAN-
Derived imperfective OTBAJIMBAN-

Table 12

Non-motion dual simplex stems with no aspectual opposition in the simplex form and

two prefixed perfectives

Thus, tables 11 and 12 illustrate dual simplex verbs which are formally identical
to the non-suppletive motion verbs (such as kati-/kataj-), except for the fact that their
simplex forms do not have the standard motion verb opposition of
determinate/indeterminate. As noted, some of these non-motion simplexes oppose aspect,
while others present the case of two imperfectives. A summary list of such verbs is found

in table 13.
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Non-motion dual simplexes which Non-motion dual simplexes which are
oppose aspect imperfective
1. 6pocn-/6pocaii- 1. Banin-/Bansii-
2. Nag-/napgai- 2. Becu-/BeLuaii-
3. XBaTun-/xBatau- 3. BOPOTK-/BOpOYaii-

4. NOMU-/noman-

5. Mecu-/MeLLaii-

6. cagn-/caxali-

Table 13

both

Non-motion dual simplex stems (i.e. lacking the determinate/indeterminate feature)

There are four more instances (see table 14) in which the perfective simplex is

dialectal, regional, or otherwise not universally recognized as Contemporary Standard

Russian (see IsaCenko 1960: 309, footnote 1). Such simplexes will be placed in

parentheses. They are important mainly due to the fact that Standard Russian prefixed

perfectives are formed with them at level two in the derivational process described above.

For example, although streli- may be questionable in some styles, meaning that some

speakers do not have the simplex opposition streli-/streljaj-, there is still a level 2

opposition of prefixed perfectives in such cases: e.g. pristreli-/pristreljaj-.

1. (Kycu-)/Kycaii-

2. (MeHU-)/MeHsIn-

3. (CKoYK-)/cKaka-

4. (cTpenu-)/cTpensi-

Table 14

Non-motion dual simplex stems with a defective or non-standard perfective form

11



All have several examples in the MNacional’'nyj korpus russkogo jazyka.
(http.//ruscorpora.ru/). Some are cited in standard dictionaries, but this is very variable.
For example:

1. Ewe, — npegynpeaun, — CTPenLLb — NEHsA Ha cebsi, 1 ToXe CTPento. [3abIrvH
Cepreit. babe AHe — CTO NneT]

2. W ckoumnm ¢ fobpbix KOHen ¢ Monogoii »xeHoi. [K.C. AkcakoB. O pyccKux rnaronax
(1855)]

— PaHe Tbl MeHst MoMpeLlb, MUTPWIA, No3He NOMpPeLLb, — CMOKOWHO cKa3as AHUCKMH,
— 3T0 [e/10 He MeHSAT. [Buib JlIunatos. [JepeBeHCKNI eTEKTUB]

4. Tbl, Mak, fail emy KycO4YeK, He KycuT C nanbuem! [BsuyecnaB Pbi6akoB. Boga u
Kopabnunkn]

It should be noted that the root men- is rather complex, since it can follow more
than one basic model, depending on the prefix in question. For the vast majority of
prefixes, men- verbs behave like resi-/resaj-, in that there is only one prefixed perfective
plus its imperfective pair (e.g. zameni-/zamenjaj-). However, a dual perfective of the
zaxvati-/zaxvataj- type is possible when 00- is prefixed to the root men-, giving us the
dual perfectives obmeni-/obmenjaj-, plus syncretic imperfective obmenivaj-. This has

been summarized in table 15.

Prefixed perfective =~ 06MeHM- 0BMeEHSIA-

Derived imperfective o0MeHuBaii-

12



L.
A. oTpemu-/oTpemniaii-
type.

Only one prefixed
perfective exists, paired

to an imperfective (almost |

always in -MeHATb).

The only perfective is in
-MEHHTb.

Perfective
Imperfective

BMEHUTDb BMEHSATb

3aMeHNTb
N3MEHUTb
OTMEHUTb

nepemMeHuTb
nepemMeHsATb-1

NnoaMeHNTb
noaMeHsTb

3aMeHATb
N3MEHATb
OTMEHATb

~MNogMeHNBaTb

NMPUMEHNTDL
NPUMEHATb

CMEHUTb

The root men- fits 3 different paradigms, depending on the prefix. With ob- and vy-, -

B. nepenenaii-
| /nepenenbiBaii- type.

' The only perfective is in
| -MeHsTh, with paired

i impf. in -MeHUBaTH (Or

| no pair at all).

Perfective

i Impfective
! HAMEHSATb

| HaMeHMBaTh

; nepemeHsTb-2  (no
i impf.)

| NPOMEHSATb

| NPOMEHNBaTH

| Pa3MeHsTh
| pa3mMeHMBaTb

| CMEHSATb-2
i CMeHMBaTb

CMeHSATb-1 |

Table 15

II. Dual perfectives exist:

3axBaTH-/3axBaTai-
/3axBaTbIBaii- type.

Perfective
Imperfective

0OMEHUTL/0OMEHSATb
0OMeHMBaTb

BbIMEHUTL/BbIMEHATH

BbIMEHUBATb

men- it fits the pattern of dual perfective stems

Returning to the issue of the four dual simplexes with non-standard perfective

simplex stems in i-, if we plot one of the four verbs as a dual simplex paradigm, we still

see that the opposition between two prefixed perfectives is intact (table 16).

Simplex stems

(cTpenu- perf.)

13

cTpensii- (imperf.)



Prefixed perfective ~ oTCTpenu- OTCTPENsii-

Derived imperfective 0OTCTpenvBai-

Table 16
Non-motion virtual dual simplex stems, in which one simplex is non-standard or

non-occurring, but derives a prefixed perfective

As noted, when we have dual simplexes in i- and aj- suffixes, there is a single,
syncretic form of the imperfective (e.g. zabrasyvaj-, zaxvatyvaj-, otstrelivaj-). In other
words, only one imperfective form can correspond to the two dual simplex stems.
However, non-dual simplex stems regularly form their derived imperfectives in two
different ways—the i-suffix type with consonant mutation and the aj-suffix type without
it. Thus, at first glance, it appears that many dual simplexes have an irregularly formed
imperfective and this often is commented on in grammars. For example, zabrosi- does
not have the expected mutation in the imperfective stem zabrasyvaj-. However, 1 would
claim that this is not a real irregularity, but a regular rule within the subsystem of dual
simplex verbs, which have syncretic imperfectives for both simplex stems. In each such
case, one of the simplexes serves as the base form for the formation of the single,
syncretic imperfective stem. The base form can be easily identified in the simplexes
themselves. If the i-suffixed simplex is the base, the aj-simplex displays consonant
mutation (e.g. vesaj-, mesaj-, sazaj-, streljaj-), and the imperfective is formed by the
regular rules for i-suffixed bases, i.e. with mutation. Conversely, if the gj-simplex is the
base, both simplexes plus the imperfective will have non-mutated consonants in root-final
position (e.g. brosi-, xvati-, lomi-, -kusi-), and the imperfective is formed without
consonant mutation, by the regular rules for the aj-suffixed stems. The can be seen in

table 17:

Derivational Base is the i-suffixed form Derivational Base is the aj-suffixed form
3aBecu-/3aBemali-: 3aBemmBai- 3abpocun-/3abpocaii-: 3abpacbiBaii-
BbIMeCW-/BbiMemaii-: BbIMemmBa- 3axBaTun-/3axBaraii-: 3axBarblBain-

14



Simplexes

Prefixed

ycaau-/ycaxali-: ycaxupain- [0N10MW-/[0N10Mal-: fonamblBaii-

NpPUCTPenn-/NPUCTpensii-: NPUCTpeanBaii-  3aKycu-/3aKycaii-: 3aKycblBaii-

Table 17.

Choice of single derivational bases in dual simplex pairs

Root-final dental obstruents are the most variable among dual simplexes.
However, the aj-simplex serves as the base when the simplexes oppose aspect
(brosi-/brosaj-, xvati-/xvataj-, regional kusi-/kusaj-), but the i-simplex is the base when
the simplexes are both imperfective (sadi-/sazaj-, vesi-vesaj-, mesi-/mesaj-,
voroti-/vorocaj-). The dental sonorants (/, n) always use the i-simplex as the base
(streljaj-, menjaj-), while the labial sonorant uses aj- (lomaj-).

Verbs of this type number approximately thirteen. However, IsaCenko (1960: 313)
has stated that some of the traditional motion verbs no longer represent pure oppositions
of determinate/indeterminate (e.g. bréd-/brodi-) and should not be classified as motion
verbs, in which case they would also belong in this category. Since all thirteen of the
above cited dual simplex stems can pattern in this way with a large number of prefixes,
the total number of possible verbs is considerable. Since the number of non-motion dual
simplexes is around the same as the motion verbs themselves, one can estimate that the
system is just as large, which might suggest that students ought to be exposed to this
important system, alongside that of the motion verbs. As a quick illustration of the
potential size and importance of this system, I provide a summary of some of the dual
meanings presented by the root bros- (table 18), including the simplex pair as well as 10
more prefixed perfective pairs, together with their glosses. A similar chart can be shown

for the dozen verbs of this type, although not all roots will combine with as many

prefixes.
Stem-1 Stem-2 Approximate meaning opposition.
6pocu- 6pocaii- perfective vs. imperfective
1  B6pocK- BOpocai- ‘bpocuTb BHYTpPb.’

15



perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

BOpacbIBaii-

3abpocu- 3abpocaii-
3abpacbiBali

pobpocn-  gobpocaid-
Ao6pacblBali-

Habpocu- Habpocaii-
HabpacbIBaii-

oTbpocu- oTbpocaii-

oT6pacbIBail-

nepebpocn- nepebpocaii-

nepebpacbiBaii-

npuépocu-  npubpocai-

npuépackIBai-

VS.

‘B6pOCKTbL B HECKO/IbKO MPUEMOB.’

‘bpocuTb Kyaa-H. faneko.’

VS.

‘bpocas, LWBbIpAA, 0CbiNaTb, MOKPbITb.’

‘bpocuTb A0 KaKoro-n. mecra’
VS.

‘OKOHUUTL bpocaHme.’

‘BpOCUTb UTO-H. NOBEPX KOF0-Yero-H.” vs

‘bpoCUTb YTO-H. BO MHOXECTBE WU

npruemMos.’

‘bpoCUTb B CTOPOHY’
VS.

‘OTOPOCUTL B HECKO/MBKO NpremMos.’

‘bpocuTb Yepes yTo-n’
VS.

‘bpocas, nepemMecTUTb BCE, MHOr0€e.’

‘bpocuTb, f06aBNAA’

VS.

‘B HECKO/bKO NpreMoB HabpocaTb’

16
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Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

Prefixed

perfectives

Derived

imperfective

8 npobpocu- npobpocait-  ‘MponycTUTb CKBO3b YTO-’
VS.
npobpacblBali- ‘bpocuTb BCE, KMaasd MNOCTEMEHHO OAWMH NpeaMeT 3a
apyrum.’
9 pasbpocu-  pasbpocail-  ‘bBpocuTb B pasHble MecTa.’
VS.

pas6pacbIBaii- ‘bpocasi, pasmeTaTb, 6pPOCUTb B HECKO/MbKO MPUEMOB WK B

6ecnopsake.’

10 c6pocu- cbpocai- ‘bpoCUTb BHU3 C YEro-n.’
VS.

c6pachbIiBaii- ‘C6poCUTb BCE UM B HECKO/bKO NPYEMOB.’

Table 18

Dual simplex and prefixed perfective formations with the root BROS-

IV. Dual unprefixed series with the nu-suffix.

In addition to these instances of non-productive dual simplexes, there is a much
larger and productive type which opposes the suffix nu- to gj-. Since unprefixed verbs
with the nu-suffix are not considered to be simplexes, because of their derived status, let
us use the neutral term “unprefixed” for the first level. The second level presents the
familiar pattern of two prefixed perfectives which are opposed to each other and the third
level has the very same syncretism seen above. Just as one of the simplexes must serve as
the single base form for the formation of the syncretic imperfective (usually the
aj-simplex, as in zabrasyvaj-), the aj-simplex also serves as the unified base for the
syncretic imperfectives which are shared by nu- and aj- suffixed verbs, as shown for the

example ki(d)nu-/kidaj- (table 19):
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Unprefixed stems KnHy- (perf.) | Kngan- (imperf.)
Prefixed perfective  3aKkuHy- 3aKupgan-

Derived imperfective  3aKuapblBaii-

Table 19

Dual stem paradigm of verbs with nu-/aj- suffixation

The meanings are virtually identical to those of the similar series with the root
bros-, since both roots have the basic meaning ‘throw, toss’. Nevertheless, IsaCenko
separates these two instances (1960: 272) and analyzes 6pocums as a perfective simplex,
but KMHYTb as a derived verb with a semelfactive suffix. As to why 6pocums cannot also
qualify as a derived semelfactive, since the nearly identical KUHyTb does, IsaCenko
replies: “O6 ooHOKpamuoOM 3HAYEHUU MOICHO 2080PUMb TULUUDL 8 MEX CYYAsX, 20e MaKoe
3Hauenue euipadceno popmansho cydgurcom (600nyms) unu npucmaskoii.” It would
seem that this is confusing formal and semantic issues, in view of the similarity of
meaning and general patterning. I would question the need to separate the 6pocums and
kunyms classes. In view of the identical patterning, I will group all such non-motion

verbs together as non-motion dual simplexes.

Table 20 gives several more examples of prefixed perfectives which share the same root

and which are derived with the nu- and aj- suffixes.

Yepn nmx TONkK
YepnHyTb | yepnatb MUXHYTb | nuxatb TONKHYTb | ToKaTb
BbIUEPHYTb | BblYEPNATb  BMWXHYTb | BNMXaTb BTONKHYTb | BTO/KATb

[OYEPMHYTb | AOYeprmaTb  BbIMMXHYTb | BbIMMXaTb  BbITOMKHYTb | BbITOMKATb
3a4YepnHyTb | 3a4epmaTh  3anuXHYTb | 3anMMxaTb  3aTOMKHYTb | 3aTO/KaTb
OTUEprHyTb | OTYepnaTb  MepenuxHyTb : NepenuxaTb HaTONKHYTb | HAaTONKaTb

nepeyepnHyTh | nepeyepnatb MOAMUXHYTb | MOANMXaTb  OTTONKHYTb | OTTOMKATb
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MoYepnHyTb | MoyepnaTb  MPOMMXHYTb | MPOMMUXaTb — MEPETONKHYTb | NepPeTONKaTh
CUepnHyTb | cuepnatb PAcMWXHYTb | pacnuxaTb — MPUTONKHYTb | MPUTO/KATH
YNUXHYTb | ynuxaTb NPOTONKHYTL | NPOTO/IKATH

PAcTO/NKHYTb | PacTONKaTb

Aepr coB npbIr

BblAEPHYTb Bblgepratb  CYHyTb coBatb MPbIFHY Tb npbiratb
3aEpHYTb 3a4épraTb 3aCyHYyTb 3acoBaTb [LONPbITHYTb fonpbiraTb
HaaEpHYTb Hagépratb HaCyHyTb HacoBaTb  3arpbIrHYTb 3anpbiratb
064€pHYTb obaépratb  BCYHYTb BCOBaTb OTNPbITHYTb OTnpbIraTh
nepeagpHyTbL nepesépratb MOACYHYTb MoAcoBaTb  MPUMPLITHY T npunpsiratb
MoAEPHYTb nogépratb  MepecyHyTb rnepecoBaTb YNpbIrHYTb ynpbiraTb
NPOAEPHYTb EI‘IpO,CI,épI’&Tb : :

pasnepHyTb pasgépraTb

COEPHYTb CAepratb

Table 20

Examples of prefixed perfectives which share nu-/aj- suffixation, grouped by root

Some additional nu-/aj- stem pairs with similar properties are as follows:
pliunu-/pleva-, kuvyrknu-/kuvyrkaj-, stuknu-/stukaj-, tis(k)nu-/tiskaj-, tja(g)nu-/tjiagaj-,
xarknu-/xarkaj-,svyrnu-/svyrjaj-,scipnu-/Scipaj-, etc.

Many analysts have commented on the irregular formation of the imperfective
pair of nu-verbs such as zaki(d)nu-, i.e. zakidyvaj-, since it is derived from zakidaj-. 1
would regard this as regular, following the principle of syncretism within our six-cell
model. I would suggest that the most interesting semantic opposition here is that of the
two prefixed perfectives, such as zaki(d)nu-/zakidaj-, especially since there are many
other prefixes which can be opposed, e.g. vki(d)nu-/vkidaj-, vyki(d)nu-/vykidaj-,
doki(d)nu-/dokidaj-,  naki(d)nu-/nakidaj-,  oki(d)nu-/okidaj-,  obki(d)nu-/obkidaj-,
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otki(d)nu-/otkidaj-; virtually all of the same formations as exist with bros- can be formed
with kid-, including the opposition of two prefixed perfectives with a shared imperfective.
The use of nu- raises the number of such instances far above the dozen or so cases that
can be found with the older i- and agj-suffix pairs and emphasizes the importance and

productivity of these verbs to the structure of Russian.

V. Semantic properties of dual simplexes.

Semantically, just about all of the verbs with the 6-cell paradigmatic system of
dual simplexes refer to actions which can be viewed as consisting of many repetitions of
the same action, such as throwing, shooting, grabbing, dumping, breaking, etc. IsaCenko
(1960: 307-9) has referred to such verbs as “multiphase” (“munocoghasucnuvie enaconwt™),
where the i- or nu- suffixed verbs represent a single phase, and the agj-stems are
multiphase. This tends to be more obvious with simplex perfectives such as brosi-, xvati-.
Certain imperfective pairs might be described in this way (vali-/valjaj-), but the precise
lexical differences between the simplexes vesi-vesaj-, mesi-/mesaj-, lomi-/lomaj- do not
readily lend themselves to an interpretation of single phase vs. multiphase. On the other
hand, numerous instances of the opposed prefixed perfectives of these verbs do provide
clear examples of the phasal opposition, including verbs which oppose the nu-suffix to
aj-.

I would suggest that the semantic subclasses of prefixed perfectives, which are
derived from dual simplexes, might be described as shown in table 21, where type I refers
to phasal oppositions between the two prefixed perfectives and type Il includes instances
when one prefixed perfective or the other is unopposed with either spatial or Aktionsart

meaning.

I. Instances when spatial prefixes can apply to both stems (single phase and multiphase),
with identical prefixal meaning in both, forming a minimal opposition between the
suffixes of the two stems; i.c. there is identity of form and meaning of the prefixes and

roots in the opposed terms.

Single phase/Determinate Multiphase/Indeterminate
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BOpoCHK-
BblOpOCK-
BbIKYyCU-
oTXBaTn-
ycaaun-
noakaru-
pacTaLu-
NPOTUCHY-
NPUCTYKHY-
OTYepnHy-
BCYHY-
OTTOJIKHY-
Har/Ha- ~ HaroHu-
NnoAcKoYun-

(Cpenatb NPbDKOK  Ha

MecTe.)

BOpocaii- (B6poCUTb B HECKO/IbKO NPUEMOB.)
Bblbpocali- (BblI6pocuTb 04HO (OAHOI0) 3a APYrvM.)
BblKyCail- (BbIKyCWTb UTO-H. B HECKO/IbKO MPUEMOB.)
oTxBarai- (OTXBaTUTb B HECKOJIbKO MPUEMOB.)
ycaKai- (¥YcaguTb B HECKO/IbKO NPUEMOB.)

nogkatan- (MogkaTuTb MOAO YTO-H. B HECKOJbKO

npuemoB.)

pacTackai- (YHecTu, yTalumTb B HECKO/IbKO NMPUEMOB)
npoTunckai- (MpPOTUCHYTb B HECKO/IbKO NPUEMOB.)
npucTykai- (MpUCTYKHYTb B HECKOJIbKO NPUEMOB.)
oTyepnaii- (OTYepnHyTb B HECKOMbKO NMPUEMOB.)
BCOBa- (B HECKO/bKO NpYemMOoB BCYHYTb.)

0TTO/Kai- (OTTONKHYTb B HECKO/bKO MPUEMOB.)
HaroHsli- (HarHatb Kyaa-. B HECKO/IbKO NMPUEMOB.)

noackaka-  (MpmbnmsmTbca  BCKayb  (Npeumyll. O

BCaAHUKE).)

II. Instances when there is no minimal semantic opposition between the two simplex

stems, since there is no constant prefixal form and meaning across the two simplexes.

a. When spatial prefixes (e.g. B-, Bbl-, OT-, etc.) apply only to the single-phase or

determinate stem.

Single-phase/Determinate Multiphase/Indeterminate

BB/~
BKYCW-
MPUKyCK-

nogbpocu-

(*BBandn- not registered.)
(*BKycali- not registered.)
(*npukycai- not registered.)

(*nopbpocait- not registered.)
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BOMNA- (Perf. *BXx0au- not registered.)

npunag- (*npunagaii- not registered.)

b. When an Aktionsart prefixes which apply only to the multiphase stem (or, more rarely,

only to the single-phase or determinate stem).
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Single-phase/Determinate Multiphase/Indeterminate

No such Aktionsart with 3a6pocaii- (HayaTb 6pocaTs.)
prefix. f06pocaii- (OKOHUNTL 6pocaHme

No such Aktionsart with npo6pocaii- (Bpocatb, copacbiBaTb B TeUeHUe KaKoro-ii.
prefix. BPEMEHU.)
No such Aktionsart with 3agansii- (Havatb Bansth.)

prefix. 3axoam- (HauaTb X0auTh.)

No such Aktionsart with sanaaii- (Havatb nagarb.)

prefix.

No such Aktionsart with

prefix.

No such Aktionsart with

prefix.

Table 21

Basic semantic categories of dual simplexes

If we attempt to differentiate prefixal usage with motion verb simplexes (id-/xodi-,
beza-/bégaj-, lete-/letaj-) from that of non-motion simplexes (brosi-/brosaj-,
xvati-/xvataj-, ki(d)nu-/kidaj-), it turns out that the motion verbs generally are not
multiphase verbs, such that their determinate and indeterminate prefixed perfectives are
not opposed. The motion verb pattern for prefixed perfectives specifies that the
determinate series has exclusive rights to the spatial series of prefixes (e.g. voj/d-, zaj/d-,
perej/d-, proj/d-, uj/d-, vyj/d-), while the indeterminate series has an almost exclusive
domain over the Aktionsart series of prefixes (with the notable exception of the single
prefix po- (in ingressive or resultative meanings), noted by IsaCenko (1960:322).

The non-motion dual simplexes can also have instances of exclusive spatial
prefixal use, on the part of i- or nu-suffixed stems, just as the aj-suffixed stems can have

exclusive Aktionsart usage. However, their major difference lies in the many examples of
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spatial prefixal usage which oppose spatial single-phase to spatial multiphase. A good
example of this can be seen in the semantic opposition of vbrosi-/vbrosdj-. Usakov’s
totally expected definition of the single phase type is “bpocutb BHYTpb.” If we look at the
definition of the multiphase Bbpocatb, we find “B6pocuTb B HECKONMBbKO NpremoB.” Note
that the definition is remarkable in that it is precisely that of the other member of the
opposition, with the qualification that it occurs in several phases. In fact, this definition
can be viewed as a formula, where X represents the single phase stem and the definition
states that the multiphase equals X “6 neckonvxo npuemos.” However, the formula does
not have to hold exactly, if the clear sense is one phase vs. many, since dictionaries are
not compiled with such mathematical precision and many multiphase events take on
additional meanings, such as the one mentioned about making something dirty by
touching it over and over again (i.e. on a multiphasal basis). Using the search term “s
Heckonvko npuemos,” 1 was able to search an electronic version of the Usakov dictionary
and retrieve many verbs which contain the basic formula. Unsurprisingly, it contains a
relatively large number of the multiphase verbs which have been referred to above.
However, it also contains three of the traditional motion verbs: kati-/kataj-, tasci-/taskaj-,
and nag/na-/nagonjaj-. This suggests that these two verbs are among the very few (or
only) verbs which combine the determinate/indeterminate and single phase/multiphase
oppositions. In most other instances, they are in complementary opposition. It is worthy
of note that two of these three motion verbs (kati-/kataj- and tasci-/taskaj-) have the
suffixal pattern (i- and aj-) which is more characteristic of the non-motion dual simplexes
than of the typical motion verbs, and that their syncretism follows that of the non-motion
type (in that the two derived imperfectives are syncretic). This may give us a clue
towards solving the riddle of why some dual simplexes have the syncretism of the
indeterminate’s prefixed perfective and the determinate’s derived imperfective (e.g.
3axooums in its two different syncretic uses, one perfective and one imperfective), while
others have the syncretism exclusively within the derived imperfectives of both stems.
The answer may lie in the possibility vs. impossibility of a pure opposition of single
phase vs. multiphase (see table 21), for if vbrosi-/vbrosaj- had the same syncretism as
zaxodi-, (both as the imperfective pair of zaj/d- and as a prefixed perfective built on the

indeterminate stem xodi-), the multiphase opposition vbrosi-/vbrosaj- would be
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ambiguous (i.e. vbrosaj- would be used for both vbrosaj- and vbrasyvaj-, in that
hypothetical case), referring both to the multiphase opposition of the two perfectives as
well as to the aspectual opposition. As it stands now, there are two clearcut oppositions:
vbrosi-/vbrosaj- for phase, and vbrosi-/vbrasyvaj- for aspect. The only oppositional
sacrifice is that the distinction between the two imperfectives is neutralized and thus
unmarked for phase, which appears to be part of logic of the system, in any case. The
situation with non-phase motion verbs is completely different. For example, here is no
minimal semantic opposition of zaj/d- with another perfective which preserves the
meaning of the prefix. There are two hermetically sealed and separate prefixal systems:
spatial and Aktionsart. Thus, the zaj/d- will only enter into a minimal opposition, based
on aspect, with the imperfect zaxodi-. The Aktionsart zaxodi- is from another semantic
sphere entirely. In this way, each of the two types of dual simplex syncretism support one
the two major subcomponents of the dual simplex system: the motion system and the

phasal system. Table 22 summarizes this situation.

Simplex 1  Simplex 2
Simplex 6pocu- 6pocaii-
Prefixed perfective = B6pocu-  BOpoOcaii-

Derived imperfective BOpacbIBaii-

Table 22
Suggested reason for imperfective syncretism in simplexes with the multiphase

opposition

In other words, if vbrosi-/vbrosaj- had the other type of syncretism, vbrosaj- would be
both the imperfective of Bopocu- and its multiphase partner. This syncretism does occur
in motion verbs (e.g. uomu/xooums), where there is no multiphase partner and BX0oau-
cannot occur as a multiphase perfective of this type.

The perfective pair uaenamwv/naconsms, specifically marked as colloquial

(paseosopHuiii), 1s a rare exception to this principle, since the meaning of perfective
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nagonjaj- corresponds to our typical multiphase formula (defined as “Haenams kyoa-u. 6
Heckonbko npuemos (pase.).”’), which indicates a pure phase opposition with the spatial
prefix na-, yet it has the syncretism of the indeterminate prefixed perfective and the
determinate derived imperfective, rather than of the two imperfective forms. In terms of
our examples and tables, this would mean that verbs listed in part I of table 19 should
conform to the syncretic pattern of shared imperfectives, which true of all those listed,
except for nagonjaj-. The irregular morphology of the stem g/na- may account for this,
since the present tense of g/na- uses a suppletive i-suffix formation, as will be shown in
more detail below.

Upon closer inspection, it turns out that the difference between verbs which admit
a pure phasal opposition (e.g. the type vbrosi-/vbrosaj-) has more of a morphological
correlation than a correlation with “motion” and “non-motion.” There are a few clues that
lead to this conclusion. Firstly, one of the ‘“non-motion” dual simplex stems,
nacTb/nagan-, stands out as both having different suffixes than all the others as well as
lacking the pure phasal opposition, having only spatial meanings with one simplex and
Aktionsart with the other, i.e. type I, rather than type I in table 21. Secondly, two of the
“motion” dual simplexes, kati-/kataj- and tasci-/taskaj-, stand out for precisely the
opposite reason—they are the only motion verbs with the i-/qj- dual simplex pair of
suffixes, and they do admit phasal oppositions of type I. Of course, the suffixal pair
nu-/aj- also admits the phasal opposition. Therefore, we might assume that the possibility
of the phasal opposition depends on a dual simplex pair with an obligatory i- or nu- suffix
in either the determinate or single-phase simplex. The indeterminate or multiphase aj-
suffix cannot be the invariant, since some simplex pairs have the i- or nu-, but lack the aj-
per se (e.g. pljunu-/pleva-, sunu-/sova-, -skoci-/skaka-); however, we can say that the
simplex suffix alongside i- or nu- must be either gj- or a- (@ must be its initial and only
vowel). The ostensible exception to this pattern—nagnat /nagonjat —looks like it lacks
the i-suffix, but is actually conjugated as an i-suffix verb in the present tense, and does
have the aj-suffix as its other simplex.

If we summarize all of this information, the basic pattern can then be presented as

follows:
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The Two Major Types of Dual Simplexes

Type L.
Formal properties:

1. Dual simplexes with the suffix i- or nu- in the single-phase or

determinate form.

2. Syncretism of dual imperfectives.

Semantic properties:
1. Admit pure phasal opposition.

2. Unmarked for determinate/indeterminate opposition.

Non-motion Motion

(Lacks determinate/indeterminate opposition)  (Has determinate

i-/aj dual nu-/aj- or nu-/(ov)a- dual /Indeterminate

simplexes simplexes opposition)

Type I1.

Formal properties:

1. Never uses the suffix i- or nu- in the
determinate form.

2. Absence of syncretism across the
two imperfectives (with rare

exceptions).

Semantic properties:
1. No pure phasal opposition.

2. Marked for determinate
/indeterminate opposition (all are

motion verbs).
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6pocu-/6pocai-
XBaTW-/XBaraw
(Kycu-)/Kycai-
(MeHK-)/MeHsn-
(CKouun-)/cKaka-

(cTpenu-)/cTpensin

Ba/IN-/Bansin-
Becu-/BeLLaii-
BOPOTM-/BOPOYail-
NOMM-/nomaii-
Mecu-/MeLLain-

cafu-/caxain-

AEpHY-/Aéprai-
KUHY-/Knpan-
KOBbIPHY-/KOBbIPAA-
KyBbIPKHY-/KYBbIpKai-
MUXHY-/NNXai-
NAKOHY-/NNeBa-
MpPbIrHY-/MpbIrai-
CTYKHY-/CTyKaii-
CYHy-/cOBa-
TUCHY-/TUCKaiA-
TONKHY-/TONKaW-
TAHY-/TAram-
yepriHy-/vyepnai-
LUBbIPHY~/LUBbIPANA-

WUNHY-/WmMNai-, etc.

Tallm-/TacKal-
KaTu-/KaTai-

FOHWN-(~THa-) /TOHSAIN-

Table 23

bexxa-/berai-
B&3-/B0O3U-
Bé4-/BOAN-
en-(~exa-)/e3gu-
na- (A/g-)/xopn-
nes-/nasu-
nete-/netain-
HEc-/HoCU-
NNbIB-/NNaBan-

non3-/non3a-

(6pen-/6poan-)

Summary table of formal and semantic properties of dual simplexes and their aspectual

derivatives
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