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WAYS OF TRANSFERRING PARTIALLY WORD-FORMING AFFIXES IN THE
NATIONAL CORPUS OF THE KAZAKH LANGUAGE

Abstract. Creating a linguistic corpus that can automatically set the word-formation markings in the Kazakh
language texts requires conducting word-formation analysis in a linguistic system in a clear formal system. The reason is
that the computer distinguishes language units depending on the formal markings embedded in the memory. Therefore, in
our research work, we have considered the issues of word formation and described the ways of word-formation affixes
transfer in the National Corpus of the Kazakh language. Our research work aims to create a linguistic basis for the
inclusion of word-formation markers in the corpus of the Kazakh language. The scientific and practical significance of
the work is that the linguistic markup will be introduced and implemented in the creation of the National Corpus of the
Kazakh language. A brief description of the research methodology: in our research work we have used the descriptive
method in reviewing the problems of word formation, word-formation markers, method of analysis, and systematization
in determining the functions of affixes that perform partially word-formation functions. Main results and analysis, results
of research work: To create linguistic corpora that can automatically put word-formation markings on texts in the Kazakh
language, we have taken steps to translate word-formation analyses into a clear formal system, revealed word-formation
functions of functional affixes (-nbix/-nik, -maii/-neit, -mma/-me, -coi3/-ci3, - awl/-m, -rei/-ri) that do not fully meet the
requirements of word-formation. The value of the study: the results obtained in preparing the development of word-
formation markers in the Kazakh language, contribute to the addition and development of theoretical problems in the
areas of word-formation, morphology, and corpus linguistics of the Kazakh language. The practical importance of the
results of the research work: they can be used in lectures and seminars which are held in higher educational institutions on
the following subjects: "Modern Kazakh Language", "Word-Formation", "Corpus Linguistics", "Computer Linguistics".
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JKAPTBLIAM CO3KACAMJIBIK KBI3SMET ATKAPATBIH KOCBIMIIAJIAP/IBIH,
KA3AK TIVIIHIH YJITTBIK KOPITYCBIHIA BEPLTY KOJIIAPDBI

Annoranusa. Kazax TimiHme MoTiHAEpre aBTOMATTBHl TYpAE CoOIKACAMIBIK OENTiIeHIiM KOS alaThlH TUIIIK
KOpITyCTapIpl jKacay VINH TUIIK XKYHemeri cekacaMIBIK TalmaylapAbl HaKTHl (pOpPMaAbIK KXyWere Tycipy Kepek.
ONTKeHI KOMITBIOTEP TULMIK OipIIiKTepi KaIKa calblHFaH (opMalablK OenTiieHiMaepre Kapait axxsipatansl. COHIOBIKTaH
013 3epTTey JKYMBICBIMBI3[IAa CO3KACAM MAcCeleNepl KapacThIPbUIBIN, JKapThulail ce3KacaMbIK KbI3MET aTKapaThlH
KOCBIMIIATIapAbIH Ka3akK TUTiHIH YITTHIK KOPITYCHIHAA OepiTy XKOIIaphl CHIATTAIAbL. 3ePTTey KYMBICHIMBI3IBIH MaKCATHI
— Kaszak TUTIHIETi ce3kKacaMIbIK OeMTijeHiMIOepAl KOpIycKa eHTi3yHiH TUImiK Oa3aceln >kacay. FeutbIMm koHE
MIPAKTUKAJBIK MaHB3IBUTBIFBI: Kazak TUTIHIH YITTHIK KOPITYCHIH Kacayia JHMHTBHUCTHKAIBIK OCNTiICHIM TYpi peTiHzae
eHTi3iyeTiH O6omaabl, coraH Oacrama Oonmaabl. 3epTTey d9iCHAMACHIHBIH KBICKAIIa CHITATTaAMAChl: 3€PTTEY KYMBICHIMBI3IA
KOpITyCTaFbl co3XKacaM Maceleiepi, ce3kacaMAbIK OenrineHiMAep Typallbl MIONyJa CHIIATTaMa ofici, >KapThUIal
co3KacaMIbIK KbI3MET aTKapaThlH KOCHIMIIIaIapAblH KbI3METIH alKbIHIayAa Talaay, )Kyreney ofici KongaHeuiasl. Herisri
HOTIKENIED MEH Taliiay, 3epPTTey JKYMBICHIHBIH KOPBITBIHABLIAPGL: Ka3ak TimiHAe MOTIHAEpre aBTOMATTHI TYpIe
coKacaMIbIK OENTiIeHIM KOSl alaThIH TUIMIK KOPITyCTap.sl JKacay YIIH TUMIK JKyHeneri ce3kacaMIbIK Talgayliapbl
HaKTHl (QopMambIK >KyHere Tycipyre Kagam jkacaaplk. Ce3kacaM TalamnTapblHa TONBIK COWKeC Kele OepMenTiH
(YHKIMOHAIE KOCBIMITANAPABIH (-JIBIK/-JTIK, -Jail/-mel, -ma/-mie, -ChI3/-Ci3, - JBI/-J, -FBI/-T1) ce3KacaMABIK >KOHE
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(hopMakacaM/IbIK KbI3METTEPiH allbIll KOPCETTIK. 3epTTeyAiH KYHABUIBIFSL: Kazak TiiHmeri co3:xacaMIbIK OenriieHiMaep
o3ipjeMeciH JaiblHAay[a ajblHFAaH HOTIDKENep Ka3aK TUTIHIH ce3kacaM, MOpQOJIOrHs, KOPIYCTHIK JIMHTBHUCTHKA
cananapbl OOMBIHINA TEOPHSUIBIK MOCENeNep/l TONBIKTBIPYFa, AaMBITYFa ©3IHIIK yiec Kocaipl. 3epTTey >XYMBICHIHAH
QIBIHFaH HOTIDKENEP/iH IPAKTUKAIBIK MOHI: JKOFaphl OKY OpBIHIApbIHAA OKBITHUIATHIH «Kasipri kazak Tijiy,
«Cesxacam», «KopIycThIK JIMHIBHCTHKA», « KOMITBIOTEpIIIK IMHIBUCTHKA) TOH/IEpi OOMBIHINA OKBITHIIATHIH A3picTepae,
ceMuHap cabaKrapblH/Aa Maiiananyra 0omapsl.

Tipek ce3mep: KopIryc, YITTHIK KOPITYC, co3)acaM, )KapThlIall ce3:)KacaM/IbIK KbI3MET aTKapaThIH KOCBIMILANap,
Tingik 6aza.
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CIIOCOBBI IEPEJAYN YACTUYHO CJIOBOOBPA3OBATEJIBHBIX AOPUKCOB B
HAIIMOHAJIBHOM KOPITYCE KA3AXCKOI'O SAA3BIKA

AunHoramus. Co3maHWe  JIMHTBUCTHYECKOrO  KOPIyca, CIOCOOHOrO  aBTOMATHYECKH  YCTaHABIHMBATH
CITIOBOOOpa30BaTENIbHBIC TIOMETHI B TEKCTAaX HA Ka3aXCKOM SI3bIKe, TPEOYeT MPOBEICHHs CI0BOOOPA30BATEILHOIO aHATH32
B JIMHI'BUCTHYECKOI CUCTEME B YETKOU q)OpMaJ'leOﬁ cucTeMeE. DTO CBS3aHO C TEM, YTO KOMIIBIOTEP PA3JIMYACT A3BIKOBLIC
€IMHUIBI B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT 3aJIOKEHHBIX B TIaMsATh opMalibHbIX MeTOK. [103ToMy B Halleil uccienoBaTenbckoit padore
MBI PacCMOTpPEIH BOIPOCHI CIOBOOOpPA30BaHHS M ONMCAIM CIOCOOBI MepeAadyn ciIoBooOpa3oBaTeNbHBIX ah(UKCOB B
HarmonambHOM — KOpIyce Ka3axCKOro si3pika. Hamia wccienoBarenbckass paboTa HampaBlieHA Ha — CO3TaHHUE
JIMHTBUCTUYECKON OCHOBBI JJIS BKITIOUCHHSI CIIOBOOOPA30BATENbHBIX MAapKEPOB B KOPIYC Ka3axCKOro si3pika. HaydHo-
MPaKTHYECKasi 3HAYUMOCTh PabOThI 3aKIFOYAETCS B TOM, YTO JTMHTBUCTHYECKAs pa3MeTka OymeT BHEPeHA U pean30BaHa
npu co3aaHnu HalmoHaIsHOro KopIryca Ka3axckoro si3bika. KpaTkoe onmcaHne METOJOMIOIMH MCCIICIOBAHMS: B HaIIeH
HCCIIEZI0BATENIBCKON PabOTe MBI HCIIONB30BAIM OMUCATENBHBI METO IPH PaCCMOTPEHHH HPOOJIeM CII0BOOOPa30BaHUs,
CJI0BOOOpa30BaTEIbHBIX MapKepoOB, METOJ] aHalM3a M CHCTEMATH3alMy IpH orpeaeieHun GyHKuuid ad@ukcos,
BBIIIOJHSIOIIMX ~ YaCTHYHO  CiIOoBOOOpasoBaTenbHble  (QyHKIMH. OCHOBHBIC pe3ynbTaThl M aQHAIHM3, HTOIU
HCCIICZIOBATENBCKOM  paboThl: ISl CO3JAHHUS SI3BIKOBBIX KOPIYCOB, CIOCOOHBIX aBTOMATHYECKH IPOCTABISATH
CIIOBOOOpA30BATEIbHEIC IIOMETHI B TEKCTaX HA Ka3aXCKOM SI3bIKe, HaMU OBUIM MPEANPUHATHI IIArd IO IEPEBOLY
CJI0BOOOPA30BaTEIbHOIO aHAINM3a B 4YETKYI (OpPMajbHYIO CHCTEMY, BBISBICHBI CJIOBOOOpa30BaTENbHbIE (QYHKIIMU
(GyHKIMOHANBHBIX a((GUKCOB (-JIBIK/-JIK, -nail/-mei, -ma/-ie, -ChI3/ci3, - Jbl/-l, -FblI/-T1), KOTOPbIE HE IMOIHOCTHIO
OTBEYaOT TPeOOBaHUAM CIOBOOOpa3oBaHus. LIEHHOCTh HCCIIEIOBAaHMS: PE3YJbTAThl, MOJIYYCHHBIC NPH IOATOTOBKE
pa3paboTKu  CI0BOOOPA30BATENbHBIX MAapKEpOB B Ka3axXCKOM SI3bIKE, CIIOCOOCTBYIOT [OIOJHEHHIO H Pa3BUTHIO
TEOpPETHYECKUX MpOoOJIeM B 00JacTH CIOBOOOpa3oBaHUs, MOP(HOIOrMU U KOPIYCHOH JIMHTBUCTUKU Ka3aXCKOTO SI3bIKA.
[pakTrdeckas 3HaYUMOCTh PE3YNIBTATOB HCCICAOBATEIbCKOH pabOTBI: OHH MOTYT OBITH HCIOJB30BAaHBI B JICKUUAX U
CeMHHapax, MPOBOJUMBIX B BBICIINX YYEOHBIX 3aBENCHISX 110 CACAYIOIINM AuCHUIUTHHAM: «COBpEMEHHBIN Ka3aXCKuUil
s1361K», «C10B0OOpa3oBanue», «KopiycHas TMHIBUCTHKaY, « KOMIIBIOTEpHAS INHTBUCTUKAY.

KiioueBble cj10Ba: KOpIyC, HAIMOHAIBHBIA KOPIYC, CIOBOOOPA3OBAaHKE, YaCTHIHO CIIOBOOOPA30BATEIBHBIC
a(puKChl, TUHIBUCTHYECKas Oa3a.

Introduction

While the word-formation field was not recognized as a separate field of linguistics, all affixes,
which are subdivided into suffixes and conjugations, became the subject of morphology, the aim of
which is to determine the morphemic composition of words as an auxiliary morpheme. Both word-
forming affixes and form-forming affixes have been studied as whole units. Considering word-
forming suffixes, which are word-forming units, and form-forming affixes, which are non-word-
forming units, at a single level is due to their common properties. First, the auxiliary morpheme
includes both word-formative affixes and nonword-formative affixes, i.e., form-forming affixes.
Secondly, both are not used separately without lexical units (root words), i.e., have no lexical
meaning.

Since morphology dealt with the problem of creating a derivative word by attaching affixes,
synthetic word formation, which is a derivative method of word formation, remained unrecognized as
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a separate branch for a long time. However, in time it was paid attention to the fact that the word-
formation process is a way of enriching the word combination of language, there are different ways
of creating a new name and it is a certain system phenomenon that was formed as a separate branch
of the Kazakh linguistics in the 90s.

Morphology studies the morphemic structure of a word, classes of a word, and its grammatical
categories, studies the nature of the formation of word derivative words, word-forming methods, and
ways of forming a new name. Morphology studies the word as a root morpheme and in terms of
classes of words, which are divided according to the overall grammatical meaning of words,
lexicology makes the object of lexical meanings of root and derivative words. And word formatting
is based on the word-formation meaning in derived words. The main unit of language — a word is to
be studied from various sides of linguistics. Depending on the variety of goals of this study they are
differentiated by levels and designate specific objects of study. There are also independent objects of
study of morphology and word formation, which in the past were constantly considered at the same
level. But there are more complex, controversial issues of morphology and word formation, which
are interwoven and intertwined in comparison with other levels of linguistics.

Materials and methods

Practically many affixes in our language have the property of creating new meaningful words
while formative affixes within the grammatical categories of word classes, give a grammatical
meaning to the connected word, expressing a word-formation or a form-formation function. Their
activity can be clearly distinguished by the conditions of classification of affixes in a language. And
some affixes, while not subject to the conditions of classification, have a bilateral function and
exhibit an intermediate character. For example, in Kazakh, these affixes called "bifunctional affixes"
(K. Shayakhmetov), and "functional affixes" (S. Isayev), have been the subject of special study.
While Tatar scholar of Turkic languages Nasilov calls "inclusion affixes" and "intermediate affixes",
Tatar scholars M.Z. Zakiev and F. Ganiev give some of these affixes in the paradigm of the case
category. M.A. Khabichev, a researcher of the Balkar-Karachaev language, calls them "comparative
form™ (-mait/meit), "equivalent form™ (-ura/me), "area form™ (-mei/mi), “negative form” (-cwi3/ci3), etc.
Determining the linguistic nature of such affixes, standing between word formation and morphology,
is a complex and topical problem. Usually, these affixes are regarded as word-formation suffixes of
adjectives and adverbs. Very often, however, these suffixes contradict the conditions for
distinguishing between word-forming and form-forming affixes. Nevertheless, word formation
includes moments in which the word-forming function of functional affixes in such an intermediate
layer is visible, sometimes examples are given in which a purely grammatical meaning prevails. And
their form-formative functions are not mentioned at all in the field of morphology. This is because
they are not regarded as part of any grammatical category of the classes of words considered by
morphology.

The affixes that perform this dual function are studied in dissertation works on Kazakh
linguistics, and this problem, though repeated over and over again, remains unnoticed both in
academic grammar and in individual monographic textbooks.

The composition of all words used in a language consists of root words and added grammatical
forms. Therefore, we consider it necessary to clearly define the word-forming and form-forming
functions of functional affixes, consider the situations generated by word-forming units in the field of
word-formation, and give different grammatical adverbs in the speech act as a part of morphology.
This two-way function of functional affixes was theoretically raised in Kazakh linguistics by the
famous scholar Y. Mamanov (Mamanov, 1973: 89).

To clarify the reasons for solving the problem posed on this topic and identify ways to solve it,
we shall analyze the thoughts and opinions expressed in the Turkic languages and scientific research
in the Kazakh language about the linguistic nature of these affixes and justify the need to find one
solution to this controversial issue, which so far remains unnoticed in the textbooks and grammars of
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the Kazakh language. After revealing the problem, the word-formation services of functional affixes
will be considered in the chapters concerning word formation of individual classes of words.

Words created with the help of these affixes performing word-formation functions are an
independent lexical unit, so in explanatory dictionaries, they are presented in the register lines.

However, there are also frequent cases where these functional affixes are attached after word-
forming, i.e. form-forming suffixes and adverbs of various grammatical shades. We must distinguish
clearly between the word-formation and form-formation services of these functional affixes to
determine in which cases they fulfill a word-formation function.

The suffix -zeix/nix, by conjunction with the roots of nouns, fulfills the function of a noun
producing nouns, of a superlative, relative meaning, producing adjectives (adamowik, scaxcoiivix,
munoepagusnvi, coinovik, €tc.). Similarly, this suffix is also used after participles. For
example, coinecendix, camxanowik, dxcas2anovlk, anumaplk, Oepepiik, etc. are units of speech in
use. These words as independent lexical units are not listed in the register rows of the explanatory
dictionaries. It is also because of their universal nature, which means that any participle can continue
to produce tense substantives by attaching the suffix -zwix/zix to the formal verb. Because this affix
was so polysemous, at the beginning each word was shown as a separate part of speech, sometimes
together and sometimes separately. For example, in early grammar, the suffix -zsix/zix is considered
part of an adjective as well as a noun. Because in this period, nouns and adjectives were not
completely separated from each other as a separate class of words. One scholar refers to it only as
part of the noun class, one group as part of adjectives, and another group as part of nouns and
adjectives. Some works define it as the genitive case of a name.

The suffix -zeix/rix is an adjective-multifunctional affix. It is an affix to root words and word
forms with different word formations and grammatical meanings. Although there are various
conflicting opinions among scholars as to the word-formation and class of words or form-formation
functions of the suffix -zsix/nik, it has mostly correctly defined the meanings it expresses.

In the works of scholars, the suffix -zeix/nix is considered as part of both nouns and adjectives,
and its meanings are taken in relation to these two classes of words, with a second group of scholars
stating that its main function was mainly to create nouns, and later this person became an
independent word from some related nouns, emphasizing the birth of new words, i.e., the main
function is to create nouns and attributes. Few scholars recognize the suffix -zeix/zix as a formant. In
this group, N.A. Baskakov and Y. Mamanov are of particular note.

N.A. Baskakov shows the suffix -zeix/nik as an attribute-forming noun in Karakalpak
languages, in the historical-typological morphology of Turkic languages, written in 1979, he defined
it as a morpheme-producing substantive form of the noun (Baskakov, 1952: 159). Therefore, the
scientist considered the suffix -zweix/nix as a morpheme producing either a substantive form or a form
of attribute determination, depending on its function in a sentence.

In Kazakh linguistics, Y. Mamanov's conclusions are also similar to N.A.Baskakov’s. He says:
"In Turkic and Kazakh languages the suffix -zsix/nix is considered one of the most productive
affixes... But not all nouns with the suffix -zeix/zix are derived root words included in the vocabulary
of the whole language. Most of them refer to verb forms that are used only temporarily in speech. For
example, in Kazakh, there are no normal ready-made words like yiinik, gonrepiik, Tepesenik but in
speech, it is used in such collocations as 6ip yinix xipniu, exi mepesenix atinex, cmoaOblK A2aiu,
oanmepnix kazaz. Therefore, one group of nouns with the suffix -zeix/nix refers to a lexical whole
formed from a derivative root (Ty3apik, 6acThiK, CyJbIK, ayaanasik), and the second group is verbal
forms temporarily used in sentences and word combinations (exenmik, yiik, KYpbIKTHIK), they are
not included in the language dictionary... The suffix -zeix/nix is attached to nouns, adjectives,
numerals, and past participle forms indiscriminately. Containing one-word class or several word
classes is a characteristic feature of the morpheme that forms a grammatical form. If this is so, then
naturally the phenomenon that the primary function of the suffix -zeix/zix is to create the form, and
later, as a result of continuous use of certain words in a particular concept, their meaning is clarified
and they become derived root words" (Mamanov, 1973: 26-30).
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It can be seen from Y. Mamanov's conclusions above that the scholar did not deny that the
suffix -zwix/nix has a word-creating function, but believed that it originally was an affix that had a
form-creating function. Consequently, it is clear that this affix is an affix that has a word-creating
function within nouns and adjectives. Irrespective of how the word formation is formed, the suffix -
qwiklnix 1S @ compound noun and adjective. At the same time, its function of creating a form that is a
unit of speech and does not create new words generates substantives and attributes has been duly
recognized by scholars. Some scholars have emphasized both such functions and given them a name
that corresponds to their linguistic nature. In Turkic languages V.M. Nasilov, F. A. Ganiev, M.Z.
Zakiev, M. A. Khabichev, K. Shayakhmetov, S. Isayev, and other researchers have come to believe
that the performer of the "double function” is the affixes. For example, in Uzbek. S. Usmanov
represents a person in a group of affixes that have two functions. In addition to forming nouns and
adjectives, this person defines that the word has a linking function in the sentence.

The Tatar scholar V.M. Nasilov includes it in a special group — "introductory affixes", i.e.
between the word-forming and form-forming systems. F.A. Ganiev shows that the suffix -zeix/rix is
both a word-formative and a grammatical element. According to the fulfillment of these two different
functions, the suffix -zeix/zix is considered a grammatical homonymic affix and is called a "semi-
functional affix" (Ganiev, 1974: 49). M.Z. Zakiev considered the attachment function in two ways.
M.A.Khabichev states that the suffix -zsix/zix is in a row of syncretic affixes forming both words and
forms (Khabichev, 1989: 137). According to K. Shayakhmetov, who did his Ph.D. thesis in Kazakh
linguistics on "Dual functional affixes", the substantive-adjective derivative function of the suffix -
aviglnix 1S its first function.

The suffix -zeix/nix is a suffix that can be added to all nouns. But it cannot be an independent
lexical unit where all related words are part of the same vocabulary. There are not many specific
nouns in our language that are formed by adding these suffixes. For example: unenix, opwinouvix,
MyHOIK, Ke30iK, oCiMOIK, CblinblK, bazapavik, Karpinowulk, etc. It is indisputable that these words are
created with the presence of the suffix -zwix/zix. But we must consider these words as words not
arising from the word-formation function of the suffix -zwsix/nix, but created by the semantic, rather
than a synthetic way of word formation, that is, words that have reached the vocabulary through the
development of meaning. The reason is that not all words with the suffix -zeix/zix can be words in
their own right, there are very many words that remain an attribute-defining meaning. For example,
yitnik, momrepiik, keisekrik, etc. word forms should not be taken together with the words given
above. These words do not differ in structure from the preceding words, that is, in both cases, the
suffix -zwix/nix is added to the nouns, but the resultant meaning is different. These words are not
derived words included in the vocabulary as the preceding ones, but only word forms used in the
speech process. Y. Mamanov called them temporal words (Mamanov, 1973:33).

In Turkology the suffix -oaii/oeii is called declination by the Turkic scholar P.M.
Melioransky, and the suffix -maii/neii gets the name "comparative case” in the scholar's works. In
Kazakh linguistics, it was first shown as part of syllogisms by Professor K.Zhubanov. The scholar
showed that the related adverb is the suffix -maii/neit (Zakharov, 2005:392).

The tendency to identify the suffix -oaui/oeii as case affixes have been continued by P.M.
Melioranskii and K. Zhubanov. N.P. Dyrenkova calls it an "equalizing case” in the Oyrot language.
F.A. Ganiev in his article on the synthetic and analytical cases in the Tatar language inserts the suffix
-nait/mei in the paradigm of cases (Ganiev, 1974: 54-55).

In Kazakh linguistics, G. Musabaev has clearly shown that the suffix -oaii/oeir can serve as a
case formant. In Turkic studies, I. Kenesbayev defined the suffix -oaii/oeii as a case-formant, which
is the most convincing evidence that the definition is incorrect (Musabaev, 1973: 154). The Kuman
languages researcher M.A. Khabichev considers -oati/oeii a type of formative affixes. Assigning to it
the name "affixative form", he separately describes the transformation of word classes into this form
(Khabievich, 1989: 35).

Although he didn’t assign the feature of case-formation to the suffix -oaii/oeu, the scholar Y.
Mamanov stated: "Materials of Turkic languages, including Kazakh, show that prefixes -csi3/ci3, -

15 © A.BailTypChIHYIIBI aTBIHAAFBI T1T O171iMi HHCTHTYTHI



ISSN 2411-6076, elSSN 2709-135X TILTANYM Ne 1 (89) 2023 https://ww.tiltanym.kz

oatiloeit, -walwe are mostly grammatical indicators forming functional forms of nouns. ... the
words oapoaii, xkypmmai, myiumeoeu and JKomunaoaii, axenoeti, cmonoau are all derived affixes
looking at the unity of their outward faces. These words (the latter) should be recognized as an
attributive form expressing the meaning of comparison of a noun™ (Mamanov, 1973: 33). And the
preceding examples, i.e. the words xypmmaii, myiimeoeti, dapoar did not arise from the word-
formation function of the suffix -oaii/oeu, they are recognized as gradually formed into a lexical
whole by semantic means from the grammatical forms created by this suffix.

In Kazakh linguistics, the dual-functionality of the suffix -odaii/oeii is outlined in
K. Shayakhmetov's Ph.D. thesis "Dual functional affixes". K. Shayakhmetov calls the word-
formation function of the suffix -oaii/oeu to attach to singular nouns in nominative case its primary
first function and expresses its formative function in 13 different ways. According to Shayakhmetov,
the affix -oaii/oeii is attached to plural nouns (oxenepaeii), after the possessive form (yiinzeii), after
the oaswiloeci (Hamaznarpinai), after the form -wixi (kazaxrikingeir), modal words (6apnaii),
numerals (keipbikTaii), proper nouns (IleaFbicTait), participles (carsinatbiamaii) and action nouns
(Shayakhmetov, 1973: 51-91). K.Shayakhmetov thought that the suffix -oaii/oeu should be regarded
as a derivative suffix only when attached to the root of singular nouns in the nominative case.

In Kazakh grammar, the suffix -ceis/ciz is mostly defined as a relative adjective suffix.
However, in our language it is not uncommon for the suffix -cs13/ciz to be conjugated after a closed
verb or to be conjugated before the roots of nouns, not creating an independent lexical unit, but
giving rise to irrelevant tenses of negation. For example: 6apycoi kan, kimancwiz, Karamcwiz Kany,
okycwiz Kary, etc. M. A. Khabichev in Turkic languages refers to an absence, a negation form in such
affixes -cwi3/ciz (Khabievich, 1989: 62).

In Kazakh linguistics, K. Shayakhmetov says that this adjective serves as a direct adjective to
the root of nouns — word-former and after form-forming suffixes — form-former. The researcher gives
almost all the two-function affixes he has studied consistently with this system. However, the
addition -cwi3/ciz always gives a word when it is added to a noun root. This absence and negation also
produce meaningful speech units. For example, if the suffix -ce3/ciz gave rise to derivative adjectives
iN metiipimoi, koninoi, a phrase like kimancwiz xany, opamanceiz keny creates word forms that are only
used in speech and are not included in explanatory dictionaries as independent lexical units.
Consequently, this additional form serves two different functions, not only when it is added after
suffixes generate or transform a word, but also when it is added to the word root. In Turkology, it is
called by the terms "semi-functional”, "syncretic", "intermediate”, "insertive", "bifunctional”, etc.

There are also those in Turkology who recognize the suffix -cwi3/ciz as an adverb similar to the
suffix -oaitloeir. M.Z. Zakiev introduces the suffix -cei3/ciz into the accusative case paradigm under
the name of "deprivative case' (Zakiev, 1964: 102). F.A. Ganiev also divides the adverbial paradigm
into synthetic and analytical adverbs and adds the suffix -ceis/ciz to the adverbial system under the
name of "deprivative case" (Ganiev, 1970: 82).

There are also those in Turkology who recognize the suffix -cwi3/ciz as a form of a noun. In
particular, N.A. Baskakov calls the attribute-defining form of the noun. The Kumanian languages
researcher M.A. Khabichev determines that absence common to all classes of words (lichen) is an
indicator of the form.

In Kazakh, Y. Mamanov explains the suffix -csi3/ciz, which attaches to all noun roots, proper
nouns, referential pronouns, plural forms, dependency, and pronouns, which initially served as a
grammatical form generation and then gradually transitioned to word formation function (Mamanov,
1973: 31).

The suffix -zs1/2i is an antonym to -cwi3/ciz mentioned above and the multifunctional affix. The
suffix -ce13/ciz is a negation to the dormant word, and has no grammatical meaning, -zsi/2i has
adjectival meaning to the ownership, dependency value. Opinions on the grammatical meaning of the
opposition in all grammar are mostly consistent the moot point being in their word formation and
form formation. In Kazakh grammar, this affix is recognized as a derivative suffix of the relative
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adjective. And in Turkological works, this affix is considered not only adjective-forming but also as a
grammatical formant with possessive meaning.

The suffix -zei/2i 1s defined as an adjective-forming affix in the grammar of the Tatar language
(1969), the grammar of the Turkmen language (1970), the grammar of the Azerbaijan language
(1973), the grammar of the Kazakh language (1967) and others. Therefore, in Turkic studies, one
group of scholars defines the suffix -zs1/2i as a one-way adjective-formant, while others define it as
both an adjective-formant and a substantive-formant in the two classes of words.

In A. Iskakov's monography "Modern Kazakh", the suffix -zei/zi is defined as a productive
adjective-forming suffix and the following examples are given. The scholar gives the words arakrsr,
aceputi, HHA0ATTHI, Maiaaabl and CHBIPIIBI, Oatasbl, Ty, aFanrTel in one line.

N.A.Baskakov defines -zwi/ni as the "possessive form™ affix, which generates the attribute-
defining form of names.

M. Z. Zakiev in his grammar of the Tatar language recognizes the suffix -zs1/2i as a word
transformer, which refers to the case endings. In the paper written by the Tatar scholar F. A. Ganiev
to systematize the paradigm of cases, the suffix -zst/2i is built into the system of cases in a synthetic
group of cases called "possessive case" (Ganiev, 1970: 77-79).

The suffix -walwe is considered one of the productive adverb-forming affixes in the Kazakh
language. But the breadth of its collocations does not meet the condition of collocations of word-
forming adjectives. In other Turkic languages, it has been defined as a case-forming or formative
affix. And in Kazakh grammar, it is defined as an adverb-producing suffix. However, it is said not
always to produce adverbs, that is, it has only a grammatical meaning. It is also considered dual-
functional.

Both Turkological works and grammar of the Kazakh language give priority to considering it as
a part of adverbs. In Kazakh linguistics, the overwhelming majority of scholars consider the suffix -
walwe as an adverbial suffix. In textbooks and academic grammar, it is also indicated as an adverbial
suffix.

Turkology also has a definition of the suffix -walwe as a case-forming affix. The suffix -
walwe is first defined as case-forming in the '‘Grammar of the Altai language'.

In Kazakh grammar and textbooks, the suffix -zei/2i which is the most productive relative
adjective formant is defined as word-forming. This affix may be joined to root words with the
meaning of the season. In addition, the conjugation is joined indiscriminately to words in the genitive
case, creating a grammatical abstraction. There are misconceptions in the textbooks that the suffix -
ewi/2i serves as an adjective-formant joining after the genitive case.

For example, in A. Iskakov's monography "Kazirgi Kazakh tili": "Affixes with spatial concept
join to some nouns, adverbs, as well as names in the genitive and original (rare) case forms, and
make relative adjective whose meanings refer to their lexical content. For example aywizebr, mopei,
mynki, iwki m.0. 6anadagel, Kimanmaewvl, collieceHoei, OpMmaiblKmaesl, 3a600magvl, yexmazwl etc."
(Iskakov, 1991: 173). ‘The academic grammar of the Kazakh language’ (1967) the words to which
the suffix -zwi/2i is attached are considered compound words.

Our research work applies the method of description in reviewing the problems of word
formation, word-formation designations in the corpus, the method of analysis and systematization in
determining the word-formation and form-formation activity of two-functional affixes, software
method in preparing the development of automatic word recognition in the corpus.

Literature review

The works of Kazakh scientists A. Baitursynov, K. Zhubanov, I. Kenesbaev, S. Jienbaev, G.
Begaliev, N. Sauranbaev, A. Iskakov, K. Akhanov, etc., and the works of Turkic scientists like M. Z.
Zakiev, F. A. Ganiev, N.A. Baskakov, M.A. Khabievich have formed the basis of our research work.
The works on word formation of the Kazakh language (N. Oralbayeva), academic "Kazakh
grammar”, textbooks for higher educational organizations (A. Iskakov), scientific and theoretical
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works on corpus linguistics, the website "The corpus of Kazakh language texts" of the Applied
linguistics department, etc. have formed the theoretical and methodological basis of the research.

One of the special objects of research were the terms "dual-functional” affixes by K.
Shayakhmetov, "dual-functional™ affixes, and "functional affixes" by S. Isayev. While Tatar Turkic
language scholar Nasilov calls them "inclusion affixes" and "intermediate affixes", the Tatar scholars
M. Z. Zakiev and F. Ganiev give some of these affixes in the paradigm of the case category. M.A.
Khabichev, a researcher of the Balkar-Karachai language, calls them "comparative form" (-naii/nei),
"equivalent form" (-mra/me), "possessive form™ (-nwi/imi) “negative form” (-cwi3/ci3), etc., and consider
such form-forming functions a separate topic Determining the linguistic nature of such affixes,
standing between word formation and morphology, is a complex and topical problem. In his
monograph "The grammatical nature of words in the Kazakh language" S. Isayev called such affixes
contextual, functional affixes, indicating them as a branch of word-formation affixes in the
classification of affixes, and he calls the words to which these affixes are attached as "temporal
words" (Isayev, 1998: 173). There are not many scholars who recognize the suffix -zwix/aix as a
formative formant. In this group, we did a self-analysis, highlighting N.A. Baskakov and I. Mamanov
gave their thoughts on this complementary activity. In Turkic languages V.M. Nasilov, F.A. Ganiev,
M.Z. Zakiev, M. A. Khabichev, K. Shayakhmetov, S. Isayev, etc. researchers have come to
believe that the affix is the performer of the “"double function”. Thus, in the Uzbek language S.
Usmanova faces -nwix/zix in the group of affixes performing two functions. This person determines
that in addition to forming a noun and an adjective, the word has a binding function in the sentence.

The textbook "Modern Kazakh Language” by A. Iskakov for high schools in all three editions
published in 1964, 1974, and 1991 reflects all occurrences of attachment of the suffix oau/oeii to
nouns, pronouns, numerals, and pronouns and defines them as a relative adjective productive suffix.
For example, in the textbook participles are attached form-forming suffixes and the following
examples are given: >xaObicKaHa#l, OO/DKaraHIal, JKbUIapaai, enep/ei, OapaTblHIal, OKUTHIH/IAM
(Iskakov, 1991: 174).

The Kuman languages researcher M.A. Khabichev permanently excludes -oazii/oeu from the list
of formative affixes. Although in Kazakh linguistics the scholar Y. Mamanov stated that the suffix -
oatiloetr is not a case forming affix, but a grammatical formative affix.

Results and discussion

Thus, the suffix -zeix/nix firstly is joined to some roots of nouns at the time of the speech,
creating an attribute-defining form denoting relative, dimensional meaning (kxotitexmix mama,
mepesenix azau, €tc.). Also, when the suffix -zeix/nix is attached after the form of the participle -
aplep (bapapvix, kopepuik, atimapaeix), it does not substantiate nouns, but instead adds a relative,
dimensional meaning, as if it were attached to the roots of nouns, creating an attributive form.

Secondly, it is the noun substantive form after the participles and names of action words (-
eanovikleenoix; -y+uvikly+iix, -amvinovixleminoix).

In the corpus, we considered the function of -reix/nix (kamanaBIK, TAPAKOPIIBIK, OMACKHI3IBIK,
KananblK, aymaaHabik) to make nouns/adjectives as a sign of word-formation. In this case, the -
awiklnix affix is connected directly to the root. And when we consider the participles (6acwineanouvix,
KopraganowiK, Kepepiik, atumapavix, €tc.), we add to the morphological denotation as we create the
substantive form. We have already mentioned that in some cases of direct attachment of -zeix/nix to
the root, it does not produce words, but only units of speech (keiiexkmix mama, mepesenix azau,
Olinexemoix).

One functional affix that requires a clear definition of word-formation and form-formation
activity is the identity of -oaii/oeir. In the Kazakh textbooks, this affix is denoted by a suffix causing
an adjective, including a relative adjective.
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Figure 1 — Recognition of -nieix/mik words in a corpus

The suffix -oaiiloeii is also joined to noun roots and is joined after verb forms, resulting in
meaningful units of speech. It is not always the case that the suffix -oaii/oei is directly connected to
noun roots and has a derivational function. For example: ximanmaii, karamoaii, ycmenoeii, nepoeoetl,
etc. Since nouns that are connected to -oazii/oeu are units of speech, it is impossible to list them all in
the same register of explanatory dictionaries. Despite attaching to the root, it has the same meaning
as case prepositions like "cusixer, Topizai” used along with the roots, that is it supplements the
meaning of the comparison to the adjective. When -oaii/oeii is joined to -eawleen, -aplep affixes (-
eanoaiilzenoerr) and also when joined to possessive, plural forms (-svoaiilimoeit, -napoatilnepoert; -
oazvioatloezioenr) it gives the meaning of comparison and has the form-forming function.

Based on such functional meanings, scholars have recognized this affix in every aspect. While
one group of scholars recognizes it as an adjective-generating affix, the next group supports the idea
that it is a purely formative suffix, and another group now considers it a ‘two-functional' affix,
suggesting that one group performs both this word-formation and form-formation function
(Shayakhmetov, 1973: 101). All the scholars, though, underline that it attaches a comparison
meaning.

We have not a few derivative roots to which the suffix -oaii/oeii is adjoined. For example,
anmamMcaniai, yei3mai, cokrtanmait, tutred, etc. However, they were formed on the basis of the
presence of the semantic approach rather than the synthetic approach of word formation, i.e., the
constant joining of the suffix oai/oen and its gradual transformation into a lexical whole. Y.
Mamanov believes that the natural phenomenon is that as a result of the constant use of some words
in a particular concept, the meanings are clarified and it becomes a derivative root word (Mamanov,
1973: 30).

Derivative works (anmmamcanaii, ypi3aaii, cokranaii, turrei, etc.), formed by transformation
(lexico-semantic approach) with the suffix -oaii/oeir denotations in the corpus are not shown as word-
formation suffixes and recognized as roots. This is because syntactic word-formation does not
perform the main function in them. And in cases where the above form is not found in the register
word list, it is morphologically designated as "comparison form™ (CF), because it complements the
meaning of comparison with words.
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Figure 2 — Recognition of -maii/neit words in a corpus

When it comes to the adjective class of words, we should note its system of transformation,
which may constitute a grammatical category, the adjective degrees. S. Isayev pointed out that the
adjective degree is a system of speciation of qualitative adjectives only (Isayev, 1998: 138). It is
known that the suffix -cw3/ciz is the suffix that generates a relative adjective, but one of the words
formed with this affix may take adjective degrees. For example: wmeiipimciz - meiiipimcizoey -
Metipimcizipex - ome Meuipimcis; a20enciz - a0encizoey - 20encizipex - mviM 20enci3 - eme 20encis.
In this place the words meiipincis, aoenciz are expressed at the very beginning a relative essence,
i.e., dominated by lack of kindness, tact, and then moved on to qualitative criticism. That is why
these words take on the suffixes of degrees of comparison. And we cannot convert words repoecis,
kanamcwiz etc. with these suffixes. For example, we cannot say nepoeciz - nepoecizoey - nepoecizipex
- eme nepoecis; Kimancels - Kimancel30ay - Kimancwelsvipax - eme ximancwiz. \Words such as
Mmetiipimcis, aoinemcis, kopeenciz and which have become qualitative adjectives mentioned in the
corpus designation, and words used in speech such as ximanceis, xeiinexciz are shown by the
morphological analyzer as homonymous suffixes, in one case — as a root adjective, in the other — as a
noun + absence form (AF).
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Figure 3 — Recognition of -ce13/ci3 words in a corpus

There is a view in Turkicology that the suffix -zei/zi is functional, i.e., both an adjective-
formant and possessive case-formant affixe. For example, turkologist E.l. Ubryatova said that the
suffix -zet/ni served as a word developer and expressed grammatical relations, sometimes expressing
grammatical relations and becoming a syntactic conjunction. MA. Khabichev pointing out that the
main function of the suffix -zst/2i is formative, does not exclude its function evoking the adjective
(Khabiyevich, 1989: 36). F.A. Ganiev calls the suffix -zeu/zi a "semi-functional affix" that forms an
adverb and an adjective (Ganiev, 1974: 52).

K.Shayakhmetov’s candidate thesis "Dual functional affixes" says that in the Kazakh
language -zs1/2i affix performs two different functions (Shayakhmetov, 1973: 94).

The category of degree of adjectives is a system of transformation characteristic of qualitative
adjectives. We identify the aforementioned aoenmi, axwiiovr, unabammer words as relative
adjectives. But these words can be transformed into a category of sadness, such as qualitative
adjectives.  Example: unabammor-unabammolnay-unabammeipak-ome — unabammol; — 20enmi-
a0enmipek-a0enminey-oeme a0enmi etc. Thus, these words have reached the degree in which they are
used in the concept of beginning with 20e6i 6ap, unabamer 6ap (Mamanov, 1973: 138).

The words orcakcwt, scaman, nawap, mayip can be seen as similar, which means qualitative
criticism. Thus, these words should be recognized as qualitative adjectives. This similarity can be
seen in terms of qualitative adjectives.

So, the suffix -zei/2i performs two different functions when attached to singular, nominative
nouns: first, it creates new vocabulary units, and secondly, it gives rise to speech forms, i.e. -zwi/ni is
a two-functional affix whose first function is to give rise to form, i.e., it gives rise to the possessive
(all) form of the noun. This is the second function of word formation through the lexical and
semantic method of word formation.

P. M. Melioranski calls the affix -oaii/oei a relative case affix and said that the meaning of this
case can rarely be expressed in -walwe. We may say that Turkology has somewhat established a
point of view defining the suffix -walwe as a case suffix. Professor K. Zhubanov was the first to
consider it as a case ending in general Turkology, including Kazakh linguistics. The scientist calls the
suffix -walwe the adverbial case suffix. Its most popular types include "ueme, conra, kaHiia,
Kasakira, merime" (Zhubanov, 1999: 379). A.M.Shcherbak in old Uzbek grammar, based on the
limiting, dimensional meaning of the suffix -walwe, gives it a name a 'limiting case' (Shcherbak,
1987: 60). A. I. Rassadin points it out among the cases in the grammar of the Tofalar language. A
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comparison of this voluminous continuation meaning of the affix shows that is used more than the
liminal (Rassadin, 1978: 47). Tatar scholar M. Z. Zakiev incorporates this affix into the paradigm of
cases under the name of the "allegorical case™ in his paper dedicated to the systematization of case
endings (Zakiev, 1964: 91). V.G. Guzev, describing the categories, the word transformative name,
points to the suffix -walwe in the system of cases with the name "equative"” (Guzev, 1987: 78).

In Turkology, there is also a point of view that regards the suffix -wa/ue as a form-forming
affix. In Karakalpak Languages, N. A. Baskakov points out the adjective affix -walwe as an affix
producing an attribute-modifier noun form. He does not state this adverbial suffix. M. A. Khabichev
recognizes the suffix -walue as an indicator generating comparison form common for all classes of
words in Kuman languages grammar (Khabievich, 1989: 78).

In Kazakh linguistics, Y. Mamanov defines the suffix -walwe as a grammatical indicator
giving rise to the functional form of a noun. The scholar gives the following examples: "JKaymen
Amaneendiwe cozvicoiyoap. Kunanvicma batimeneswe cotinendep. Hazxken 6i30iy Kyoazubimblzuia
wipeneoi”. The author emphasizes that the words "baumeneswe”, "kyoazuwma™, " Amaneenoime" in
this sentence cannot be attributed to derivative words. It is also not a correct decision to consider the
determinative form of nouns, such as "ouwa, xeickawa, mypriwe, ozeewe Words, and JKakaeswa,
azanapeiyuia, moteanoapeiyua”, as a derivative root adverb in the same frame. And the ezeewe,
mypnriwe, etc. words included in the derivational adverb cannot be understood as deriving from the
word-formation activity of the suffix -walwe. We must recognize them gradually semantically
formed into a lexical whole from the grammatical forms created by these affixes" (Mamanov, 1973:
33).

There is also a tendency in Turkic studies to recognize the suffix -walwe as dual-functional.
Along with the definition of the suffix -walwe as a singular adverb, in some cases in Uzbek it
generates a form, i.e., does not generate a word," says S. Usmanov.

B.M. Nasilov calls it "insertional affixes”, indicating a separate group (Nasilov, 1958: 31-34).
The author believed that the affix -walwe performs the function of a word-former in direct
conjunction without imposing any person on it. These groupings are also functional.

In Kazakh linguistics, K. Shayakhmetov defines the suffix -walwe as dual-functional. In his
view, the suffix -walwe is neither a single word creator nor a single form-creator. The suffix -
walwe is dual-functional. The affix -walwe performs a word-formation function by attaching it to a
noun in the singular. This results in new words that belong to the adverbial category. For
example, ecxi 6uwe, akwinwa, xazaxwa. K.Shayakhmetov concludes: "The first function of the affix
-walwe is to form adverbs, that is word-formation; a second function, parallel to it is to form-
formation. If this is so, the affix -walwe is dual-functional”.

In our opinion, words with new meanings in -wal/we person were also used in a word-changing
function. The above manoaiiua, 6endemwe, xeyoewe, etc., did not arise from the word-formation
function of the suffix -walwe to the root word. They were generalized and transformed into words in
their own right by the constant conjugation with the suffix -wa/ue. This phenomenon was not carried
out from a synthetic word-formation approach but from a lexicographical approach.

The morphological analyzer of words to which the suffix -walwe is attached performs a
bilateral analysis. In the root word registry, words like ocbinwa, xasaxwa, osinwe, xvickawa,
backawa are recognized as adverbs. And children, in their own way, recognize such words as a form
of word matching (WM).
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Figure 4 — Recognition of -mra/ure words in a corpus

In Turkology, the suffix -ewi/2i is considered in three ways: word-former, form-former, and
dual-functional affix, like the above-mentioned affixes. Many scholars consider this affix as
adjective-forming both in Turkology and Kazakh linguistics.

A. Baitursynuly only defines the form -oaewi/oezi, does not give any indication about -esi/ei as
part of adverbs (kpicksI, sxa3rer). The scholar determined that -oazei/oeei are joined to the noun, and
mean that something is located in that noun (Baitursynuly, 1992: 217).

Some of those who define the affix -ewi/2i as formative, recognize it as a case-formative,
attribute-formative or grammar-formative affix.

The Tatar scholar M.Z. Zakiev has found that both the function of direct addition of the suffix -
ewi/2i to the root and the function of direct addition after case affixes are expressed in the function of
word conversion (Zakiev, 1964: 89). The scholar gives the form -daswi/oezi and -zei/ei as the second
type of adjective with the name "local case” among the adjectives.

N. A. Baskakov defines the suffix -esi/ci as a relative form giving rise to the attributive-
defining form of the names in the group of the functional-grammatical word-formation affixes. V.G.
Guzev ascribes both the function of accession to the root of the suffix -ewi/ei, and the function of
accession after case forms of the word transformation function (Guzev, 1987: 105).

The determiners of the suffix -esi/2i as dual-functional are ambiguous, that it fulfills the word-
causing function when the base is directly attached to the form, i.e. to the root, and when
compounded after the case affix it is a form-generator. MA.Khabievich according to the suffix -
ewi/2i Will both produce the word when joined to the root and will produce the form -oaswsi/oezi. The
author calls this the participle form, common to all classes of words. Examples of the manifestation
of the word-formation suffix -zei/ei activity of the scholar: 6yzinei, xvickwi, xyzei, epmenci, etc.
(Khabievich, 1989: 181).

There are not many views on the fact that the suffix -zwi/2i has two different functions in
Kazakh linguistics. Y. Mamanov defines the function of the suffix -s»1/2i to root words as performed
by the word-formation function based on the possibilities of joining to main words that change the
meaning of the appended word. For example, kewezi, kewxi, momenei, etc. And conjugation after
conjugation indicates that conjugation does not cause words (Mamanov, 1973: 21-25).

K. Shayakhmetov’s definition of the activity of the suffix -ewi/ei agrees with Y. Mamanov’s
opinion.
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Thus, the suffix -ewi/ei performs the function of creating the form in conjunction with
grammatical forms.

In cases where the morphological analyzer in the corpus comes after the adjective number, it is
taken to be a cognate form according to the term mentioned by the scholars above. And in cases of
direct accession to the root, such as xwickbi, arcaszzel, acozapeor, memenei denotes as an adjective.

u InsertTent R =

!

- =
o = = OXPEHWTS TOKCT
Onacres

PaamerTka TekcTta

KbICKb, JKa3Fbi, JKOFODFb, MOMenei, Aanagarsl, YAAEr, KeweAeri, cenaepacri

Tesenri, namzaru , yitneri, Keumeeri , cenzepaeri

[3TiaaKCwKP)

e KCHiK®)

e KC-TiKS]

aepaeri| [EClaep oK +ne KCTVK®)
epaeri/ceninepaeri [3Tiaep KK *2¢ KC+TKD]

Figure 5 — Recognition of -re1/ri words in a corpus

Conclusion

In order to create linguistic corpora that can automatically assign word-formation marks to
texts in the Kazakh language, word-formation analyses in the language system should be reduced to a
specific formal system. In the Kazakh language, various phenomena are intertwined in the field of
word formation and morphology. Especially in the synthetic way of word formation, problems of
homonyms, homoform phenomena, and functionality, i.e., multi-functionality of additions cause
difficulty in distinguishing word formation additions. That's why in our research work, to distinguish
the underlying phenomena between word formation and morphology, we described the affixes, which
are theoretically recognized as word formation affixes in linguistics, according to the criteria of word
formation, and then the functional affixes that do not fully meet the requirements of word formation
(-me1k/mik, -maii/ment, -malure, -cei3/ci3, -nbi/mi, -Fei/Ti). We have revealed word-forming and form-
forming affixes. Thus, we have distinguished what should be taken into account in their acquisition
of word-formative features and morphological features in the corpus.

«This research has been/was/is funded by the Science Committee of the Ministry of Education
and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan (Grant No. AP15473441)»
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