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ABSTRACT 
A new approach in intonolo- gy - the introduction of lexics into intonological analysis is put forward in this paper. We try t o  show that the relationship be- tween lexical meaning and accentuation is  based on certain linguistic factors.  The mechanism of this re- lationship can be described i f  we take into account the text-forming potential of word accentuation. 

INTRODUCTION 
Following T.M. Nikola e we distinguish two :fuzylcza tionally different types of word prosodical prominence in âge utterance: 

e neutral sentence str— ess(SS)which refers to the plan of expression and serves as a means of syn- tagma phonetic organization and intonational segmenta- Ëâoîhof speech; 
a sentence accent which i s  related to  the (SA)  semantic aspect of the ut- terance and is determined by the context and communi— cative intention of the speaker (Z, p.  486—482]. Our research deals with SA or accentual prominence (AP) (the term was propos— ed by T.M. Nikolayeva [S]) as " a textual communicati- ve phenomenon" [3, p. &]. In the recent years scien- 
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t is ts accepting the idea 
of functional difference between these types of ac- cent are inclined to  treat 
AP as a multi-aspect object  of study. Nowadays the at- tention of Russian intono- 
logists is  concentrated on such problems as the des- 
îâîption of linguistic fac- 

s as regards the SS and SA [31]; the accentual 
phrase structure [3]; the 
interaction between words semantics and AP [%, 1Q7 on the one hand, and AP and text organisation (3, Q], 
on the other hand. 
Taking into account the la- tes t  results in the inves- 
tigation of AP 's  functions 
in Russian spontaneous 
speech we state that there 
exist certain semantic re— 
gularities in the accentua- 
:Îon of vaîâîus lexical 

asses wi n a iven t e 
of the text .  We t îy to  yp establish these regulari- 
t ies  by examining modern 
Russian Scientific Dis- course (RSD) the linguis- 
t ic properties of which 
have recently been de- 
scribed in the fundamental 
work by O.A.  Lapteva and others [? . 
We would like t o  put 
forward an idea that AP 
helping to  reveal the apes- ker ' s  intentions in the 
communicative act plays an essential ro le in text-for- 
mation process as i t s  one 

of the main pragmatic com-.  
ponents. 
To give p rove . to  the propo- 
sed point of view we con- 
sider two main questions: 
1. What are the linguistic 
tic factors of AP realisa- 
tion in RSD? 
2.  Can the degree of word 
accentuation potential in ‘ 
discourse be evaluated ob- 
jectively? 
The vollowing material 
served a s  the basis for our 
research: ‘ 
- spontaneous uttered texts 
of a scientific character 
(lectures, reports, dis- 
cussions); 
- summarized phonetic 
transcription of text frag- 
ments; 
— l istener's reactions to  
different types of accen- 
tual patterns. The experi- 
ment on perception shows 
that AP in RSD is  percep- 
tually marked for the au— 
dience and can be consider- 
ed as a relevant linguistic 
feature of the text proso- 
dical structure. 

RESULTS 

1. Lin uistic Factors of 
A r m  
The context analysis of ac- 
centually marked elements 
in the utterance brings us 
t o  the conclussion that 
word accentuation in RSD is  
regulated by a number of 
closely interrelated fac- 
tors such as:  thematic and 
situational text parame- 
ters ;  lexical meaning of 
the word and i t s  syntactic 
posit ion; different con- 
texual loads as wel l  as 
pragmatic orientation of 
the utterance. 
L e t ' s  consider the mention- 
ed factors in detail: 
1. Strong AP in RSD may be 
laid on the so-called key- 
words of the message:(terma 
proper names, t i t les, e tc . )  

conveying information about 
the theme and communicative 
act .  
2.  Regularly accentually 
prominent become groups of 
words with appraisal, qua- 
litative and attitudinal 
semes in their meanings. 
3. As a rule, thematic and 
other lexical elements in 
the utterance are exphasiz- 
ed within given syntactic 
contexts (connections may 
be expressed in the follow- 
ing ways: x, y . . . . ;  i I, 
i Y ;  I 111 y, Y i Y ;  ne tol' 
ko  I, no i Y ;  ne I, a Y ;  

' k a k  I ,  tek 1. Y e t c . ) .  

4.  With the help of AP the 
speaker often singles out 
and determines the bounda- 
r ies of speech segments in 
RSD thus fascilitating audi 
tive perception of a spon- 
taneous monologue. In this 
connection, certain types 
of functional and auxialla- 
ry words at the beginning 
of syntagmas and utteran- 
ces  as wel l  as initial com- 
ponents of nominative word- 
combinations and attributi- 
ve constructions may acqui- 
r e  a strong AP. 
5. Accentually marked in 
RSD‘are usually words con— 
nected by theme/rheme rela- 
tions (AP marks either 
theme or rheme g - T ;  R —- 
T , _ _ . . .  . 

€! Semantically interrelat- 
ed lexemes may also be 
marked with strong phrase 
accent in the context.  AP 
here performs i t s  deictic 
function in RSD exposing 
more explicitly the semen- 
tic ties of the text—com- 
ponents. 
7. Text lexical signals 
facilitating the orienta- 
tion in the discourse and 
conveying different prag- 
matic loads (adresation, 
motivations, qualifica- 
tions, attitudes etc . )  are 
usually accentually empha- 
sized and serve as prosodi- 
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cal  markers f o r  the l i s t e —  
ners in  RSD. 

2 .  Evaluation of Word and 
a Group  of Words  Accen tua— 
t i o n  Potential i n  RSD 

‘Examing different par ts  of 
speech accentuat ion in RSD 
w e  came t o  a conclusion 
tha t  word accentual  poten— 
t ia l  in discourse can be 
evaluated objectively. For 
this purpose we  introduce 
a Special criterion — the 
relative accen tua t ion  in— 
dex ( i )  showing the ratio 
between the  number of ca— 
ses when the word (group 
of words)  is  found in the 
accent position and the  
number of cases of words 
non—accent  pos i t ions  in 
the t e x t .  
Accentuat ion of t h e  parts 
of speech  in RSD may be 
presented as a following 
scale: 

i 

Adjectives 0,335 
Adverbs 0 ,320 
Predica t ives  0,289 
Nouns 0,278 
Verbs 0 , 2 2 7  
Numerals 0,217 
Parentheses 0,173 
Pronouns 0,144 
Particles 0,135 
Conjunctions 0 , 1 2 2  
Prepositions 0,053 

As seen f rom the scale, 
ad j ec t i ve s ,  adverbs and 
predica t ives  — words wi th  
wide qual i f ica t ive  seman- 
t i c s  — t o p  the  l i s t  as re— 
gards the  re la t ive  accen— 
t u a t i o n  index.  Accentua— 
t i on  potent ia l  of auxi l l i— 
ary words i s  lower if com- 
pared w i t h  meaningful 
words.  - . 

In th is  way we qualif ie  
t h e  AP indexes of parti- 
cular  meanings of the most  
f r equen t ly  used in RSD 
w o r d s _ a â  w e l l  %s acce tua— 
t i o n  i n  exes  o some e- 
xemes,  lexico-semantic 

groupsJE and wide îîmantic 
zones of the text . 
I t  i s  necessary t o  n o t e  
that  AP potent ia l  of d i f -  
ferent  lexical groups, se— 
pera te  lexemes and their  
meanings varies great ly  
within one particular part 
of speech.  
The analysis of accentual 
s t ruc ture  and semantics of 
a t t r i bu t ive  word—combina— 
t ion (adjective+substan- 
t ive) in RSD [9] testifies 
t o  this  f a c t .  

- The l a t e s t  r e s u l t s  of our 
research can be presented 
in  the fo l lowing way:  
1 .  I f  we  consider nouns, 
w e ' l l  see that the  greater  
accentual  load i s  la id on 
t he  lexical u n i t s  charac— 
terizing an o b j e c t  or a 
person from d i f ferent  poi— 
n t s  of view ( i  = 1 ,30)  as 
w e l l  as on those  denoting 
qualities, properties and 
s p e a k e r ' s  a t t i t u d e s  
( i  = 1 , 2 7 ) -  
2 .  Among the adjectives 
high i-Valued are lexemes 
w i t h  opposi t ion/comparison 
semes ( i  = 2 , 7 )  as we l l  as 
l exemes  denoting the  high— 
e s t  degree of some prOper— 

x Under the  term of “le— 
xico—semant ic  group" w e  
mean "any semantic class 
of words ( lexemes)  charac- 
t e r i zed  by at  l eas t  one 
lexical paradigmatic seme 
in common" [ ï2,  p .  11g]. 

1* Considering the  t e x t  
semantic zones we fo l low 
N.!u.Schwedova stat ing 
that  according t o  language 
f u n c t i o n s  we  can single 
ou t  in  any t ex t  such se- 
mantic areas sa nomination, 
communication proper, 
qua l i f i ca t ions  and a t t i -  
t udes ,  connect ions and cor— 
relations [7]. 
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t y  ( i = % , 2 )  and a t t i tudes 
1 = 1  1 . 

g.We’can observe dif ferent  
AP ab i l i t i e s  of words wi th— 
in separate lexical c lasses .  
For example, among Russian 
pronouns declined l ike ad— 
jectives high accentua l ly  

marked . i s  lexeme drugoi 
( i=1,55) ,  medium AP—index 
characterizes lexemes odin 
( i=0 ,83 )  and k a z d y j  ( 0 , 5 9 ) .  
The major i ty  of pronouns of 
this type are wi th in  the 
range of low agcîî tuatî în 

indexes: nas , , n a— 

ko (0.41Îzae'(0.407. sa 
0 , 3 9 ) ,  e t e .  

4 .  As regards the to ta l  ac- 
centual  loads in  RSD quali- 

f ica t ive  semantic zone pos— 

sesses  the highest degree 

of AP ( i=0,733) and nomi— 
native one — the  lowest 

( i = 0 , 4 2 7 ) .  

CONCLUSIONS 

1.The r e s u l t s  obtained give 

suf f ic ien t  grounds to  s ta te  

that such parameter as re— 

lative index of accentua- 

t ion  should be l i s t e d  as 
one of l inguistic charac- 

t e r i s t i c s  of a word when i t  

i s  regarded as a discourse 

unit. 
2.13 soon as w e  can mea— 

sure AP po t en t i a l  of words 

w e  can take a new approach 

towards c lass i f i ca t ion  of 

lexics based on t h e  re la— 

t ive  accentual  values  of 
lexemes and the i r  t ex t  
loads .  This research w i l l  

con t r ibu te  t o  composing "a  

dict ionary of prosodical 

potentiality of lexemes 

( t h e i r  prominence and pho- 
nation poss ib i l i ty)“[ î ,  
p . 4 9 Q ] .  

3.The main t hes i s  of our 
work comes as f o l l o w s :  a l l  

t he  pragmat ic  sense compo— 
nents  (deno t ing  qual if ica-  
t i o n s ,  s p e a k e r ' s  a t t i t u d e s ,  

m o d a l i t y ,  various t ex t  o r i —  
en ta t i ons )  are usua l ly  pro- 
s o d i c a l l y  marked in  t he  

form of AP of some lexical 

elements in RSD. 
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