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Abstract: Paradigmatic relations of word-formation are considered for both single and dual simplex
(non-prefixed) verbal stems. Dual simplexes are usually linked to motion verbs, but the paper cites
non-motion verbs where dual simplex stems derive two different perfective stems, e.g.
XBaTH-/xBaTaii- and 3axBaTu-/3axBaraii-. The regular syncretism of the derived imperfective
(3axBaThIBaii-) is noted, along with other rules for such verbs. (PaccmatpuBaercst mapagurmatuka
PYCCKOTO TJIaroJIbHOTO CJI0BOOOPa30BaHMUs B CIIydasix OHON/ABYX OeCIpUCTaBOYHBIX (CHMIUICKCHBIX)
0cHOB. Hannume 1ByX CHMIUIEKCHBIX OCHOB OOBIYHO CBSI3aHO C IJIarojiaMH JIBM)KCHUS; TOKIA]
MPUBOUT PSiJI TJIArOJIOB HE JBIIKEHHS, I/IC ABOWHbIE OECIIPHCTABOYHBIC OCHOBBI OPOXKIAIOT JIBE
OCHOBBI COBEpIICHHOT'0 BH/Ia, THIIa XBAaTH-/XBaTaii- 1 3axBaTH-/3axBaraii-. OTMeuaeTcs
CHHKPETH3M B IPUCTABOYHON (hOpME HECOBEPIIECHHOTO BU/Ia (3aXBAThIBAIi-) U psi/l APYTUX MPABHIL.)

0. Introduction.

This paper is a comparative study of the different possible aspectual paradigms of Russian verbal
stems on three different derivational levels. The first such level is represented by the simplex stem,
which is defined as a non-prefixed stem (Timberlake 2004:94). The stem pagotaii- fits this
definition. The second level of derivation represents the addition of a prefix to the simplex stem,
which has the invariant property of changing the aspect to perfective, e.g. the prefixes nmepe- or mo-
can be added to paboraii-, resulting in the perfective stems nepepa6oraii-, nopadoraii-. The third
level is that of secondary imperfective suffixation; this level is only activated when the prefix of the
second level has added a lexical meaning that differs from that of the simplex. When the second level
prefixation has added only a sublexical difference of meaning (called Aktionsart or cmocod
neiictBus), there may be no imperfective suffixation at level three. Native speakers and dictionaries
often disagree about whether a given prefixed perfective can indeed form a secondary suffixed
imperfective. In our example, the stem nmepepa6oraii- permits the formation of the suffixed
imperfective mepepa6arbiBaii-, but the stem mopadoraii- differs only sublexically from the simplex
stem padortaii- and, therefore, mopa6oraii- does not form a secondary imperfective. Note that this
verb has only one simplex stem (padoTaii-), and represents the most common Russian verb type.
However, certain small classes of Russian verbs can have two simplex stems, e.g. the so-called motion
verbs (e.g. kaTu-/KaTaii-), as well as several non-motion verbs (e.g. xBaTu-/xBaraii-). | will refer to
such instances of two simplex stems as dual simplexes. While the existence of dual simplexes is
frequently mentioned in reference to the motion verbs of Russian, it has rarely, if ever, been discussed
in relation to the non-motion verb category. This paper will attempt to examine the paradigmatic
differences between the three derivational levels of verbs with a single simplex, as well as both motion
and non-motion verbs with two simplex stems.

I. The single simplex type.

As mentioned above, this is the simplest type of aspectual derivation. There is one simplex, which is
imperfective, and the addition of a prefix to the simplex stem creates a perfective, which may or may
not form a derived imperfective. This paradigmatic relation has been shown in table 1. Part 1A shows
the non-Aktionsart type of paradigm with a derived imperfective in the third cell, while 1B illustrates
the Aktionsart situation, with a defective third cell.

Table 1. One simplex and one prefixed perfective with a given prefix.
1A. With a derived imperfective. 1B. Without derived
imperfective (Aktionsart)

Simplex: paboraii- Simplex paboraii-
Prefixed nepepaboTaii- Prefixed ropaboraii-
perfective perfective

Derived nepepadaThIBaii- Derived | ---mmem-
imperfective imperfective

II. Verbs of motion.

By definition, a verb of motion possesses two unprefixed imperfective stems (i.e. dual simplexes),
which are grammatically opposed by the feature determinate/indeterminate (also known as monodirec-
tional/polydirectional). In the motion verb paradigm (tables 2 and 3), two simplexes are shown on the
first level of the derivational paradigm. The second level contains two prefixed perfectives, one de-

rived from the determinate, and the other from the indeterminate. Verbs of motion can be divided

into two groups on the basis of the formal relation of the two simplex stems. One group of dual sim-
plex stems shares the same root and only differs in the suffixal part of the stem (e.g. kaTu-/karaii-,
Talu-/TacKaii-, Jiere-/JieTaii-, moJi3-/moJ3aii-), shown in table 2. The other group has simplexes
with suppletive roots or various irregular root alternations (e.g. nua-/xoamn-, Hec-/Hocu-, Je3-/J1a3u-), as
seen in table 3.

Table 2. Non-Suppletive Verbs of Motion

A. Full paradigm. B. Partially defective (Aktionsart)

Paradigm
Simplex stems | kaTu- | KaTaii- Simplex stems | katu- KaTaii-
Prefixed CKaTu- | cKaTaii- Prefixed TIOKaTH- | TOKaTa-
perfective perfective
Derived CKaThIBaii- Derived |- MOKaThIBa-
imperfective imperfective

Table 3. Suppletive Verbs of Motion

A. Full paradigm. B. Defective (Aktionsart)

Paradigm
Simplex stems | ua- XOJIU- Simplex stems | ua- XOJIU-
Prefixed 3al1- 3aX0/IH- Prefixed MOWI- | TOXOaH-
perfective perfective
Derived 3aXO0M- | 3aXaKUBai- Derived | -m--mm | cmmeee-
imperfective imperfective -

The concept of word-formational suppletion has been clearly defined by Mel’cuk (1995:463), who
states, ‘““AHaJIOTOTHYHO TOMY, KaK OOCTOHT JI€II0 B CHCTEME CIIOBOM3MEHEHNS, CYIILICTHBHEIC
CJI0BOOOpa3oBaTesbHbIC POPMBI 3aHUMAIOT KIICTKH, PEYCMOTPEHHBIE CUCTEMOI1, HO HE 3aHsThIe.”
Note that all six potential cells are never filled with six different forms; the maximum number of
different cells is five, as seen both in tables 2A and 3A. This suggests that both suppletive and
non-suppletive verbs of motion have a regular syncretism of two cells. In the case of kaTu-/karaii-
(table 2A), the syncretism is seen in the shared derived imperfective form for both stems
(ckaThIBaii-). In the case of the suppletive simplexes na-/xoau-, the syncretism occurs between the
prefixed perfective derived from the indeterminate and the derived imperfective which is ultimately
derived from the determinate simplex (3axoau-). (An apparent exception to this rule of syncretism
occurs when the prefix is BbI-. In this case, we see the pattern no syncretism in the six cells, as
follows:

Simplex stems Wa- XOIU-
Prefixed perfective BBINI- BBIXOH-
Derived imperfective | BEIXOAH- | BBIXa)KUBaii-

However, note that the usually syncretic forms are opposed only by means of the stress opposition
(BBIXOOUTH VS. BLIXOAUTH), demonstrating that the syncretism must be at the segmental level, allow-
ing for six opposed cells only when a pure stress opposition occurs, as in the single case of the prefix
BbI-.)

In 2A and 3A, one sees that each simplex can derive both a prefixed perfective and a derived
imperfective. Although the simplexes themselves are grammatically opposed as determinate vs.
indeterminate, this feature does not oppose the prefixed forms on levels two and three of the
paradigms. In our specific example of table 3A, the stems ua- and xoau- clearly represent the
determinate/indeterminate opposition, but does the opposition of the two prefixed perfective stems
3aiia- and 3axoqu- embody this opposition in any way? Does the grammatical opposition of
determinacy convert to a lexical opposition of an Aktionsart vs. non-Aktionsart type after the
derivational process of prefixation? While a definitive answer cannot be given at this point, it does
look as if the feature of determinacy (at level one) is in complementary opposition with whatever
lexical features oppose the two stems at levels two and three.



IV. Dual simplexes other than verbs of motion.

While verbs of motion have often been treated in terms of their dual simplexes, representing the fea-
ture of determinacy, I know of no specific discussion of the role of dual simplexes in verbs outside the
motion category, i.e. among verbs whose simplex (unprefixed) stems do not observe the opposition of
determinate/indeterminate. This section will introduce the major types of dual simplexes verbs in the
non-motion category.

In one group of non-motion dual simplex verbs, (e.g. pemu-/pemaii-, crynu-/crynaii-,
npocru-/npomars), 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 pemn- vs. pemaii- and orperu- vs.
oTpemraii-), as shown in table 4 (see Garde 1980:368 and Isacenko 1960:141 for a list of such verbs).

Table 4. Non-motion dual simplex stems with constant aspectual opposition and one prefixed
perfective.

Simplex stems peun- (perf.) pemaii- (imperf.)
Prefixed perfective oTpems- | e
Derived imperfective | cemeeeee oTperai-

In contrast to the pemm-/pemaii- type, which always has an aspectual opposition between the two
stems, there is another type, in which the aspectual opposition only occurs at the simplex level, and
which can have two different perfective forms on the second level of prefixed perfectives, which are
then lexically opposed to each other. This type includes such stems as 6pocu-/6pocaii- and
XBaTH-/XBaTaii-, as shown in table 5.

Table 5. Non-motion dual simplex stems with aspectual opposition only in the simplex form and two
prefixed perfectives.

Simplex stems xBaru- (perf.) xBaraii- (imperf.)
Prefixed perfective 3axBaTH- 3axBaraii-
Derived imperfective 3aXBaThIBaii-

Certain other verbs are very similar to the pattern of table 5, except for the fact that both simplex
stems are imperfective. This type includes such simplex pairs as Baau-/BaJsii-, Becu-/Bemaii-,
JIOMHU-/JIOMaii-, MecH-/Memaii-, caxu-/caxai-, and is shown in table 6. Thus, we can say that the
dual simplex level has either a purely aspectual opposition (as in xBaTu-/xBaTaii-) or a lexical
opposition (as in Bajn-/BaJisiii-).

Table 6. Non-motion dual simplex stems with no aspectual opposition in the simplex form and two
prefixed perfectives.

Simplex stems Banu- (imperf.) Basiii- (imperf.)

Prefixed perfective OTBaJIU- OTBAJISIHi-

Derived imperfective OTBAJINBAi-

There is yet another category of this type, in which one of the dual simplexes may be either
substandard, dialectal, or non-existent, but which still contains two prefixed perfectives, one of which
is derived from the virtual second simplex which does not surface as such in the standard language.
Examples of this type include -ckoun-/ckaka-, -Kycu-/Kycaii-, -MeHH-/MeHIi-, -CTpeJIH-/CTpesii-.
(The virtual property of one of the simplexes in each pair is indicated by a hyphen which precedes the
stem, since it can only occur when preceded by a prefix.) This type is illustrated in table 7.

Table 7. Non-motion virtual dual simplex stems, in which one simplex does not occur as such, but
derives a prefixed perfective.

Simplex stems -CcTpenu- ctpensii- (imperf.)

Prefixed perfective OTCTpEIIu- OTCTpesii-

Derived imperfective OTCTpeJINBaii-

In the type illustrated in table 7, there is no aspectual opposition on level two, where there are two
prefixed perfectives. As is the case whenever there are two opposing stems at the level of the prefixed
perfective (cf. tables 2, 3, 5, 6, 7), there is a lexical opposition. Among these prefixed perfectives, mo-
tion verbs derived from indeterminates seem to share a property with non-motion verbs which are de-
rived from simplexes which use the —aj- suffix. They tend to have meanings which refer to actions
which are restricted in time, repeated, or quantified, similar to the usual Aktionsart meanings. For ex-
ample, the perfective 3axoan- (derived from indeterminate xoau-) refers to the beginning of the ac-
tion, and orcrpesnstii- refers to a cessation of the action of shooting. The opposed stems (3aiia- and
oTcTpeJin-) are not so easy to characterize in terms of the typical Aktionsart meanings, defined as
‘drop by’ and ‘shoot an object off of something else’. Since one class of dual simplex stems even
lacks an overt realization of one of the simplexes, it would seem that one of the most critical defining
features of this class is the binary opposition of two different prefixed perfectives.

Another significant property of dual simplexes with an opposition of two prefixed perfectives is the
syncretism of the suffixed imperfective stem which is derived from these two prefixed perfectives.
Isacenko thought it exceptional (" Tum 3a6pocums//3a6pacvisams: 0XUAaAEMOE YepEeIOBAHHE ¢/
orcytctByer” 1960:189) that such a perfective stem as 3a6pocu- does not undergo a consonant
mutation of s>$ in the formation of its derived imperfective stem, 3a6pacbiBaii-. I would suggest that
this is not an exception, but a rule of Russian, related to the fact that 3a6pocu- is derived from a dual
simplex type, and coexists with the second prefixed perfective 3aépocaii-. Whenever prefixed
perfectives are derived by the prefixation from dual simplex stems, one of the two simplexes functions
as the derivational base form for both, for the purposes of forming the derived imperfective, as
follows:

1. -aj- (or -a-) is primary and there is no consonant mutation in either the simplex or the derived
imperfective, in the following stems: 6pocaii-, 1omaii-, xBaTaii-, Kycaii-, ckaka-, like the
motion verbs kaTaii- and Tackaii-.

2. -i- is primary and there is a mutation both in the -aj- simplex and the derived imperfective:
BaJIflii-, MeHslii-, Melaii-, cTpeJisiii-, Bemaii-, caxkai-.

The possible reasons for the invariable syncretism of the derived imperfective and its derivation from
one of the two simplexes are intriguing questions and suggest that dual simplexes, which share
everything in the stem except the -i- or -aj- suffixes, stand on the borderline between being a single
lexeme and two lexemes, and are thus subject to various types of cross-contamination. In this
connection, it might be useful to consider Mel’¢uk’s distinction between the terms
“nexcema...~Bokadyna” (1995:500).

V. Some conclusions and practical considerations.

One can say that all paired instances of dual simplexes and dual prefixed perfectives have a choice of
grammatical or lexical opposition. The grammatical opposition of determinate/indeterminate occurs in
simplex stems of verbs of motion (kaTu-/karaii-); the grammatical opposition of aspect occurs in
some of the dual simplex pairs of non-motion verbs (6pocu-/6pocaii-, pemn-/pemnraii-) . However,
when two stems (either simplex or prefixed) differ only in their suffix and are not opposed by either
the grammatical features of determinacy or aspect, we are dealing with a lexical opposition which
recalls the difference between non-Aktionsart and Aktionsart meanings (BaJju-/Baisii-,
JIOMHU-/JI0Maii-, 3aXBaTH-/3aXBaTaii-, 0TCTPeJIN-/0TCTPestii-, etc.). Such verbs with dual simplexes
and dual prefixed perfectives can lead to a rather complex situation, since a given root with two
simplexes can present a different situation for each prefix. A given prefix may form a semantically
different prefixed perfective with each of the dual simplexes (e.g. if the prefix 3a- is used with
perfective simplex xBaTu-, we obtain 3axBaTuTh ‘grab’, but when used with the imperfective simplex
XBaraii-, we obtain 3axBaraTh ‘soil as result of grabbing”). Of course, both share the syncretic
imperfective 3axBarbiBaTh. However, another prefix might be used only with either the -i- simplex,
or the -aj-simplex, instead of forming prefixed perfectives with both simplexes. Correspondingly, one
or both of the prefixed perfectives may or may not admit the formation of a derived imperfective.
Table 8 gives examples of the dual simplex use and shared imperfectives for the 11 verbal roots
identified.



Table 8. Examples of dual simplexes with two prefixed perfectives and a shared imperfective.

Table 9. BPOC

Simplex Pair Prefixed Perfective Pair Imperfective

Opocu-/ 6pocaii- 3abpocu-/3abpocaii- 3a0pachIBaii-
‘throw far’ vs. ‘cover by throwing’

BaJIU-/BaJISIH- pa3Bau-/pa3Basii- pasBayBai-
‘ruin, destroy’ vs. ‘spread on a field’

BeCHU-/BeIIai- 3aBecH-/3aBellai- 3aBelINBai-
‘cover with curtains’ vs. ‘hang all over’

JIOMH-/TIOMaii- epesioMu-/TiepesioMaii- nepenamMbpIBaTh
‘break in two’ vs. ‘break many things’

MecH-/Menai- nepeMecH-/mepemMerai- HepeMenInBaTh
‘knead’ vs. ‘mix’

XBaTHU-/XBaTaii- 3aXBaTH-/3aXBaTaii- 3aXBaThIBATh
‘grab’ vs. ‘make dirty by grabbing’

-CKOYH-/CKaKa- 3aCKOYH-/3aCKaKa- 3aCKaKHUBaTh
‘jump across’ vs. ‘gallop far away’

-CcTpenu-/cTpensii- MIPUCTPEIH-/TIPUCTPEIISi- MIPUCTPETHBai-
‘kill by shooting’ vs. ‘test a gun’s aim’

-KycH-/Kycai- HepeKycH-/IepeKycaii- HepeKy ChIBaii-
‘bite through’ vs. ‘bite many people’

-MEHH-/MEHSH- 00OMeHn-/00MeHsi- oOMeHHnBaii-
‘accidentally exchange’ vs. ‘exchange’

-cajy-/caxan- pocaau-/pocaxan- IpOCaXxuBaii-

‘spend’ vs. ‘spend time planting’

Table 8 provides a single dual simplex example for each of the eleven non-motion verbs with lexical
oppositions in this category. In order to accommodate all of the verbs in table 8, only a single prefix
example was selected for each verb. Table 9 is an example of a more comprehensive chart, with
examples of dual perfective stems formed with 10 different prefixes, but for a single one of the eleven
dual simplex stems, 6pocu-/6pocaii-.

Stem-1 Stem-2 Approximate meaning opposition.
Simplexes Opocu- Opocaii- perfective vs. imperfective
Prefixed 1 | BOpocu- BOpocaii- ‘throw in’ vs. ‘throw several times’
perfectives
Derived BOpachIBaii-
imperfective
Prefixed 2 | 3abpocu- 3abpocaii- ‘throw (cast) a long distance’ vs. ‘throw and cover
perfectives with (mud)’
Derived 3a0pacsIBait
imperfective
Prefixed 3 | mobpocu- | mobpocaii- | ‘throw up to a specific place’ vs. ‘finish throwing’
perfectives
Derived noOpachiBaii-
imperfective
Prefixed 4 | mabpocu- | Habpocaii- ‘throw on (e.g. clothing on one’s shoulders)’ vs.
perfectives ‘throw many times or in quantity; sketch hastily’
Derived HaOpackIBaii-
imperfective
Prefixed 5 | orbpocu- otOpocaii- ‘throw several times (e.g. stones)’ vs.
perfectives ‘throw off to the side; round off a number’
Derived oTOpachIBaii-
imperfective
Prefixed 6 | mepebpocu- | mepedpocaii- | ‘throw everything, one after the other’ vs.
perfectives ‘throw across’
Derived nepedpacsiBaii-
imperfective
Prefixed 7 | npubpocu- | npubpocaii- | ‘throw several times’ vs.
perfectives ‘throw something additional, extra’
Derived npudpackIBaii-
imperfective
Prefixed 8 | mpobpocu- | mpobpocaii- | ‘exhaust (e.g. deck of cards) by throwing’ vs.
perfectives ‘throw across; make a mistake while throwing’
Derived npoOpaceIBaii-
imperfective
Prefixed 9 | pa3dpocu- | pazbpocaii- | ‘carelessly throw several times in a scattered
perfectives direction’ vs.
Derived pa3bpacsiBaii- ‘scatter by throwing’
imperfective
Prefixed 10 | copocu- cbpocaii- ‘throw several times’ vs.
perfectives ‘throw off of; throw downwards’
Derived cOpacbIBaii-
imperfective

Russian also can have pairs of imperfectives which take different suffixes, depending on stylistic and
other lexical factors. On the surface, they look very much like to situation described above, but there
is only one simplex and there is a stylistic opposition of two imperfectives, rather than a lexical oppo-
sition of two perfectives. The simplex yunTs is an example, as follows:

Table 10. Competing imperfective formations

Simplex y4u-

Prefixed perfective

MOJy4H-, TIOY4H-, OTy4H-

Derived imperfective-1 | nogayuaii-, noyuai-, oryuai-

Derived imperfective-2 | mogy4nBaii-, moy4uBaii-, oTy4uBaii-




Thus, while a root such as BPOC can have the opposition of two perfectives derived from different
simplexes (3abpocu-, 3abpocaii-), with a shared imperfective 3adpacsiBaii-, the competing imperfec-
tive type has one simplex (yum-), one prefixed perfective for a given prefix (moyuu-), but two possible
imperfectives (moyu4aii-, moyumsaii-). The verb mensits is particularly complex, since it follows the
dual simplex pattern with some prefixes, but the competing imperfective model in others:

Table 11a. MEN as a dual simplex.

Simplex MEHH- MEHSH-
Prefixed perfective 00OMeHH- | OOMeHsIH-
Shared derived imperfective | oOMeHuBaii-

Table 11b. MEH as a competing imperfective formation.

Simplex MEHU-
Prefixed perfective IO IMEHH-
Derived imperfective-1 | moamenstii-
Derived imperfective-2 | nogMeHuBaii-

This has been a brief survey of the paradigmatic differences between a variety of Russian verbal stems
which share the property of having dual simplexes. It has been seen that this stem category shares a
number of specific features of morphophonemics, such as the property of stem-final consonant
mutation, as well as specific properties of syncretism, particularly of the derived imperfective form.
Future work might work towards a comprehensive listing of such verbs, as well as a pedagogical
description of the complexities of the dual simplex class.
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Appendix: Listings of further examples from the Reverse Dictionary

BPOC BEC

6pocuth 6pocath 3abpackIBaTh BECHThH BEIIATh 3aBCIIMBATh

3a0pocHTh 3abpocath HabpackiBaTh 3aBECUTh 3aBeNIaTh HaBCIIMBATh

no3abpocuTs | Habpocath BOpachIBaTh HaBECHTh HaBeIllaTh 3aHaBCIIMBATh

HabPOCHTH noHabpocark | moaOpackBaTh 3aHABECHTh oOBemark o0BenINBaTH

BOPOCHTH BOpocaTh nepebpachiBaTh 00BeCHTH HepeBelaTh | TOJBEIINBATH

noadpocuts | noxdpocarb pas0pacbiBath TOJIBECUTh pasBelmath | NEepeBEIINBATh

nepebpocutsb | mepebpocars | B3OpachiBaTh MEePEBECHTH JIOBEILIATh pasBelnBaTh

pasbpocuts | pasbpocaTh pubpackIBaTh pa3BecHTh CBElIaTh B3BEIINBATH

B30pOCHTH nopasbpocars | 10OpackBaTh B3BECUTh yBemarb TIPUBEIINBATH

npudpocuts | mpubpocars noGpaceIBaTh TIPUBECUTH JIOBELINBATh

J0GPOCHTH Jnobpocars poOpackIBaTh JIOBECHTh HEJIOBEIINBATh

npoSpocHTs | modpocaTh cOpackIBaTh HEJIOBECUTh YPaBHOBEIIMBATh

cOpocuTh npodpocaTh oTOpackIBaTh YPaBHOBECHTb TIPOBELINBATH

oT6pocuTh cbpocathb BBIOpachIBaTh TIOBECUTh CBEIIMBATh

BBIOPOCHTH orbpocath TPOBECHTH OTBEINBATh

BBIOpOCATH CBECUTb YBELIMBATh

OTBECHUTh BBIBCIIWBATL
YBECUTDH

BAJL BBIBECHTh

BaJIUTh BaJISAIThH 3aBaJinBaTh

3aBaJIUTh HaBaJATh HaBaJIMBaTh

HABAJIUTh o0BaAThL 00BaIMBaTh

OGBZU'IHTI: TICpeBAIATH BBAJIMBATh

BBAIIUTH pa3sBanATh | MOJBANMBATH

TIOJBANINTG | M3BAIATH nepeBaIiBaTh

TIpEBAUTh | MOBAIATH pa3BanTMBaTh

pasBalMTL | CBAIATH B3BAJIMBATh

B3BJIUTh OTBANATH NPUBATHBATH

TNPUBAIIUTH YBaIATH T0BaJIMBaTh

MOBAJIUTh BBIBAJATH TNpOBAIMBATh

TNPOBAIUTH CBaJIuBaTh

CBaJIMTh OTBAJINBATh

OTBAJHTh YyBanMBaTh

YBAINTh BBIBAIMBATH

BBIBATHTh

JIOM
JIOMHTB JoMaTh 3a1aMBIBATh
3aT0MHUTH HaJIOMaTh HalaMbIBaTh
00IOMHTH obGmomath olOnambIBaTh
HaIOMHATH noo6IOMaTh | HaJUIAMBIBATH
NO/NIOMHUTh Ha/lIoMaTh 110/ VIaMbIBaTh
TNEPEIIOMUTH 110/J1I0MaTh TepeiaMbiBaTh
TPETOMUTH nepenoMarh | pasiamMbIBaTh
OUICIIOMHUTH pasjomatb B3JIaMbIBaTh
PasjIOMHUThH B3JIOMATh H3J1aMbIBaTh
H3OMHTH H3IOMaTh JI0TIaMBIBaTh
JIOTIOMHTh JI07I0MaTh TI0JIaMBIBATh
TIOIOMHTH nonomMath pOJIaMbIBaTh
TPOJIOMHTD [pOJIOMATh | CIIAMBIBATH
CIIOMUTBb cioMaThb OTJIaMbIBATh
OTJIOMUTH 0TIIOMaTh yﬂaMblEaTh
BBUIOMHUTb yinomatb BblIaMbIBaTh

BbLIOMATh

MOBBUIOMATH
MEC
MecuTh Memarth 3aMeIINBaTh
3aMECHTh 3aMelaTh HaMeIINBaTh
HAMECHTb HaMeInaTh BMELINBATH
BMECHTb BMeIIaTh TO/IMEIINBATH
MOAMECHTb | MOAMEINATh | [EpPeMeLINBaTh
TEPEMECHUTD | MEPEMEINATh | Pa3MELIMBaTh
PasMeCuTh pasmeiaTtb TIPUMCLINBATH
TIPUMCCHTH npUMECIIATh JIOMCIIMBATh
JIOMECHUTh JAoOMelIaTh TIOMCIIMBATh
TIOMECHTh nomenaTh MPOMCIINBATH
MPOMCCHTh | MPOMEINaTh | CMCINNBATh
cMecuTh cMelath YMeIIBaTh
OTMECHTH yMemarh BBIMCIIHBATH
yMecHTh BBIMEIIATH
BBIMECHUTH
XBAT
XBaTUTh XBaraTrb 3axBaTbIBaTh
3aXBaTUTh 3axBaraTb HaxBaThIBaTh
OGXBaTVlTl: HaxBaTaTb OGXBaTblBaTb
MOIXBATHTb | 0OXBATATh TIOJIXBATHIBATh
MePeXBATHTH | MEPEXBATaTh | MCPEXBATHIBATH
NPHUXBATHTH | TOXBATATH TPHXBATHIBATh
OXBATHTH pacxBarath | OXBAaTHIBATH
NPOXBATHTb | OTXBATATH MPOXBATHIBATH
CXBaTUTh CXBaThIBaATh
PpacxBaTUTh pacxBaTbiBaTh
OTXBAaTUTh OTXBaTbIBATh
YXBATUTh YXBaTbIBATh
BBIXBATHUTH BBIXBATbIBATh

CKOK
3aCKOYHTh CKaKaTh 3aCKaKHBaTh
HACKOYHUTH 3aCKaKaTh HACKAaKNBATh
0BCKOYHT HAaCKaKaTh 00CKaKHBaTh
NPHBCKOYHTH | 0OCKAaKaTh BCKaKHBATh
TOJICKOYHUTh BCKakaTb TPUBCKAKUBATH
[EPEeCKOYHTh | IOBCKAKATh | [OBCKAKHBATH
NPHUCKOYUTH | IOJCKAKATh | MOJCKAKUBATH
TIPOCKOYHTH TICPECKaKaTh "EpeCKaKHBaTL
COCKOYHUTH TIpUCKaKaTh TIPUCKaKUBaTh
OTCKOYHTh JIOCKaKaTh JIOCKaKHBaTh
BCKOYHTH MOCKAKaTh MPOCKAaKHBATH
JIOCKOYHTh MPOCKAaKaTh | COCKAaKHBATh
BBICKOYHTH OTCKaKaTh OTCKaKHBaTh
yCKakath YCKAKHBaTh
BBICKaKaTh BBICKAKUBaTh
TOBBICKAKWBATh
CTPEJ
3aCTPENUTh | CTpeNiTh 3aCTpe/UBATh
TIO/ICTPCIIUTE 3aCTpeIATh HaCcTpeIuBaTh
TIPUCTPEIIUTH HaCTpeATh OﬁCTpE.TIHBaTI:
TIPOCTPEINTHL O6CTp€JTﬂTIz "O}:[CTpeﬂ"BaTb
OTCTPEIATH | HEPECTPEIATh | MPUCTPEIUBATE
BBICTPCIUTH | IPHCTPEIATE | JOCTPEIHBATH
JIOCTPEIIATE MOCTPE/INBATD
MOCTPENATh NPOCTPEIHBATH
NPOCTPEISTh | PAacCTpelHBaTh
paccTpensTh | MCCTPENIUBaTh
HCCTPEIIATH OTCTpEINBATh
OTCTPEIIATH BLICTpeHHBaTl:
BBICTPCIIATE
KYC
3aKyCHTb Kycatb 3aKyChIBaTh
MOJ3aKyCHTh | 3aKycaTh HaKyChIBATh
00KyCHTh HaKycaTth 00KyCBIBAaTh
BKYCHTb 00KycaTh HaJIKyCBIBaTh
NPEABKYCHTH | HaJKycaTh | MOIKYCHIBATH
HaJIKyCUTb HepeKycarh | MepeKyChBaTh
TOJKYCHTh TOKycaTh TPHUKYCBIBATh
NEPEKYCUTh | MPOKYCaTh | IMOKYChIBAaTh
MPUKYCUTh HCKYCaTh TPOKYCHIBATh
TIPOKYCHTh OTKYyCaTh CKYCBIBATh
CKYCHTB BBIKYCATh | PacKyCHIBATh
PAaCKyCHTH HCKYCBIBATH
HCKYCUTh OTKyCHIBATh
OTKYCHTb BBIKYCBIBATh
YKYCHTb
BBIKYCHUThH
CALL
caJuTh caxaTh CaKHBaTh
3aCaluTh HacaxaTh 3aCKUBATH
HacauTh Iepecaxarb | HACAKUBATH
ob6caauTh J0caxkaTh 00caKuBaTh
BCAa/IUTh rnocaxartb BCaXHUBaThb
HaJICaINTh TpocaxkaTb Ha/JACa)XUBaTb
MOJCA/INTE | ycaXaTh TIOJICaKNBATh
nepecauTh TiepecakuBaTh
TIPUCAIUTh TIPUCAKUBATH
0CaHuTh OCaXHBATH
JIOCAJIUTh JOCAKUBATh
1ocaiuTh NpOCaKuBaTh
NpOCajUTh CCaKUBATh
CcCcaguTh paccaxxuBaTh
paccamuTh OTCaXKHBAThH
OTCa/IUTh YCaKMBaTh
ycaauTh BBICOXKHBATH
BBICATHTh






