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INTRODUCTION

The object of the study. The work is a description of one of the dialectal areas
belonging to the Eastern part of the Western Aukstaitian Kaunas dialect, i.e. the central
part of the Prienai District located on the left shore of the Nemunas river. The author has
named the subdialect of Prienai after the name of the largest settlement of the area. The
subdialect has been scarcely researched so as for the present and belongs to the section of
the western Aukstaitian Kaunas dialect that borders with the Southern Aukstaitian dialectal
area. Therefore, it possesses features typical of the aforementioned dialect.

The aim of the work is to make a consistent synchronous description of the
phonological system of the subdialect of Prienai including its vocalic and consonantal
features as well as the main prosodic phenomena. The following tasks have been raised to
achieve the aim:

1) analysis of the accentuation system and the influence of stressing on the prosodic
structure of words, making a review of the usage of secondary stress and description of the
acoustic features of primary stress;

2) analysis of the accent system, related phonological interpretation and acoustic
features;

3) description of the vocalic subsystem, making a review of the features related to
usage of qualitative and quantitative allophones of the vowels and presentation of the
typical acoustic and articulatory characteristics of vowels;

4) description of the consonantal subsystem, making a review of the consonantal
combinations and description of the acoustic and articulatory as well as some other
distinctive features of the consonantal phonemes.

The novelty and relevance of the research. Eastern subdialects belonging to
the Kaunas dialect have been left on the margin of linguistic works so far. The present
dissertation is the first systematic description of the phonological system (consonantal,
vocalic and prosodic features) used in the central part of the Prienai District. Apart from
the subjective methods (i.e. empirical observation, audition of subdialect texts and
recordings of the materials analysed) objective methods of analysis (like instrumental and
statistical methods) were applied while carrying out the research. Besides, some of the
phenomena of the analysed subdialect were compared to the facts of other (usually
neighbouring) dialects and subdialects as well as Standard Lithuanian. The data and
conclusions of the present description are expected to be of importance in relation to the
issues of Standard Lithuanian as well as for research related to Lithuanian dialect science
and other research of linguistic sciences due to the fact that the subdialect tends to
undergo rapid changes, like other dialects close to the standard language.



The structure of the work. Besides the introductory part and general
conclusions, the dissertation contains three main parts and annexes (a list of literary
sources and texts from the subdialect of Prienai).

Theses to be defended:

1. Like in other subdialects of the western Aukstaitian dialect of Kaunas, low-rise
vowels of positional length (i.e. [a] and [e] type vowels) are half-long instead of being long
in the area examined. They bear the middle accent and, in some cases, the acute accent
(when they are positioned adjacently to voiceless consonants), e.g. gd.ras ~ garas ‘steam’
(N. Nom. Sing.), g#.ras ~ géras ‘good’ (Adj. Nom. Sing. Masc.), kd.pas ~ kapas ‘a grave’,
k#.pa ~ képa ‘is frying. From the prosodic viewpoint, the so-called middle accent should
be interpreted as the stress of half-long vowels. Meanwhile, the acute accent of the
aforementioned vowels used when positioned adjacently to voiceless consonants should be
treated as a secondary allotone of the middle accent.

2. The subdialect of Prienai has a tendency of nivellation of accents, yet it is not so
clear as in Southern and Eastern Aukstaitian dialects. Shifting of the fundamental
frequency (especially the appearance time and the range of peak positions) and duration
are to be treated as the most essential prosodic features of the long accents in the area
described.

The features that mostly differentiate the accents of diphthongal syllables are the
general duration of diphthongs as well as the quantity and quality of the first component.

3. The variable middle rise vocalic phonemes /ie/ and /uo/ should be interpreted as
diphthongoids, i.e. long vowels ([i] and [u] respectively) having glide elements with no
independent counterparts in the vocalic subsystem of the subdialect. The qualitative
features of the said diphthongoids depend to a high extent on the co-articulation with the
adjacent sounds. E.g. preceding a palatalised consonant, the pronunciation quality of the
diphthong [ie] changes to a lesser extent and more evenly throughout the entire instance
of pronunciation; it has a higher pitch and more front articulation in comparison with it
preceding hard consonants. The influence of palatalised and non-palatalised consonants on
the diphthongoid [uo] is increasingly stronger the closer the sound stands to the word-final
position.

4. According to data from the experimental analysis, spectral features of affricate
consonants do not coincide with T-S type combinations: they are characterised by closer
relations between their components in the acoustic and articulatory respect and smooth
transition from one element to another. Statistically significant quantity differences also
exist between affricate consonants and 7-S type combinations, as the latter combinations
are 1.44 times longer than their counterpart affricates.

Materials investigated and the research methods applied. To carry out an
analysis of the present situation, facts of the subdialect of Prienai accumulated individually
since 1996 were used. The materials contain recordings of narrations by local
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representatives of the subdialect, various written sources transcribed using narrow
transcription, as well as words and sentences recorded on purpose for experimental
research. All the research participants are good speakers of their native subdialect due to
their constant inhabitance place being located in the subdialctal area.

Short declarative sentences were coined for the research containing the analysed
words in the middle of the sentence. The research materials were recorded in closed
premises using a SONY portable cassette recorder or a computer directly (in both cases,
using the same directional microphone). Every sentence or word was recorded 3 — 5 times
under natural tempo of speaking. Speakers would pronounce isolated vowels for
approximately one second.

Sentences and words were further transferred to computer memory and saved using
the .wav file format. Segmentation of the analysed elements was performed using the
sound processing and analysis software PRAAT 4.0 and later versions of the program
developed by University of Amsterdam researchers, Paul Boersma and David Weenink. In
addition to the sound analysis software PRAAT, the programs STUDENT.PAS and
FORMANT?2.PAS by A. Girdenis were applied for evaluation of the experimental data,
and the results of the auditory experiment were evaluated with the help of the program
UKR.PAS. Graphical representations illustrating the dynamics of changing in the
fundamental frequency and intensity as well as various acoustic and articulatory features
were drawn using the MS EXCEL software.

The area of the subdialect of Prienai. The dissertation contains a description of
the central area of the Prienai District embracing part of the surroundings of Balbieriskis
(settlements of Giraitiskés, Naravai, ISmanai, Paprudziai, Vartai), Naujoji Uta (settlement
of Damiskés and part of Vartai), Silavotas (settlements of Prienlaukis, Klebigkis), I§lauzas
(settlements of Siaulidkiai, Saltinigkiai, etc.) and ASminta (Ignacava, Srieléiai, Bagrénas) as
well as the town of Prienai located on the left shore of the Nemunas.

The northeastern, eastern and southeastern areas of the subdialect have been
described up to the Nemunas river. On the right side of the Nemunas, adjacent
subdialects also belong to the Eastern Kaunas dialect, but they have more peculiarities
typical of southern Aukstaitians than can be found in the area of the subdialect of Prienai.
Anyway, there does not exist a single clearcut isophone distinguishing the subdialects. The
main differences noticed existing between subdialects located on both the sides of the
Nemunas are as follows: 1) [a] [e] and [w] [i] changes; 2) hardening of the consonant [/]
preceding [e]| type vocalic phonemes; 3) o], [¢] and [uo] changes, etc.

According to the phonetic features, the smallest differences from the described
subdialect exist on the researched side of the Nemunas in the surroundings of Naujoji
Uta, Silavotas and I§lauZas. In the major part of the Balbieritkis surroundings (especially in
the eastern part closer to the Nemunas) differences typical of the Southern Aukstaitian
dialect are abundant, like in the subdialects spoken on the opposite side of the Nemunas.
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The area of the subdialect of Prienai, being not large in territory, is quite seamless
and can be characterised by the typical features of the Southern Kaunas dialect. The
subdialect of Prienai also contains features typical of the Southern Aukstaitian dialect.

PROSODY

Stressing. In the subdialect researched, words are divided into monosyllabic and
polysyllabic, like in other Aukstaitian and Samogitian subdialects and Standard
Lithuanian. Any syllable of a polysyllabic word can be stressed. As can be seen, stressing is
free. It performs the culminative, distinctive and delimitative functions. The prosodic
structure of words is based upon the contrast between stressed and unstressed syllables.

Both monosyllabic and polysyllabic words can be stressed. Stressed monosyllabic
words function as stressed syllables, but a contrast between a realised stressed syllable and
non-realised unstressed syllables is typical of them. In polysyllabic words, the contrast
between stressed and unstressed syllables is realised: the stressed syllable is interpreted as
central, while unstressed syllables forming a contrast with the stressed syllables are
peripheral. Enclytics and proclytics should be treated as a constituent part of a
phonological word, yet in some rare instances they may also become stressed due to the
speaking tempo, intonation and other reasons. Independent words and their forms may be
unstressed because of similar reasons adjoined to the stressed elements of the phrase.

Syllables of stressed monosyllabic words may be classified into short (consisting of
short forms) and long (constituted of long vowels, as well as diphthongs and mixed
diphthongs. Short syllables bear no accent; besides, they differ from long syllables by
different features: quantity, intensity, tone and qualitative features. Both long and short
syllables perform the culminative function — they indicate the number of notional
elements in the phrase. The same way as in Standard Lithuanian and in other dialects, the
following oppositions are possible among monosyllabic words in the subdialect of Prienai:
1) quantitative (non-distinctive), e.g. kas ~ kas ‘will dig’ : kd's ~ kés ‘will bite’, piks ~ pigs
‘will become cheap’ : piks ~ pyks ‘will be angry, etc.; 2) the long syllable accent opposition
(distinctive), cf: r<@r>ksta ~ riksta ‘is smoking’ : r<ur>ksta ~ rugsta ‘is getting sour, mai.k
~ matk ‘swig (V. Imperative, Sing.) : mduk ~ mauk ‘put on or off (V. Imperative, Sing.).

Prosodic features of polysyllabic words embrace not only quantity and accent, but
also stress. Attention should be paid that stressed syllables of polysyllabic words are not
only short and long in the subdialect described, but also half long in certain instances. The
centre of the latter syllables may be constituted from low-rise vowels of positional length
or their quantitative allophones (they should not be confused with allophones of
unstressed long phonemes!) that are half-long in the subdialect described and are
pronounced with the so-called middle accent (d2.da ~ déda ‘is putting, pafra.sus ~
patrésus rotten’). Yet in the present case, the middle accent is nothing else but pure stress
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of half-long syllables (and vowels). Regarding this, stressed half-long syllables are
classified with stressed short ones as constituent parts of one group of non-long syllables.
The prosodic syllable structure of the subdialect of Prienai (including half-long vowels)
may be represented in the following way:

Syllable
|
Non|—long Lolng
Unstressed Stre|ssed Unstr|essed Strelssed
h‘_\ h‘_\
Short Half-long Circumfl. Acute
a a a. a a a

Fig. 1. The prosodic syllable structure in the subdialect of Prienai

The subdialect analysed contains words stressed differently than in Standard
Lithuanian. Instances of stress retraction may only occur sporadically, usually due to
intonation, demotion and other phenomena.

Like in other dialects, multisyllabic words of the subdialect may often contain
secondary phonological and non-phonological stresses depending on the primary stress.
Syllables having a secondary non-phonological stress also called stress reverberation do
not perform any independent function; therefore, they are attributed to word peripheral
positions, like unstressed syllables. They are automatically dependent on the primary
stress, rhythm, morphology and other factors. Primary stress and secondary phonological
stress may perform the main culminative function in the subdialect described (i.e. it
indicates the number of notional elements in a speech flow — ka ras ~ k3 ras ‘what will be
found’ vs. ka.ras ~ karas ‘war’), as well as the distinctive function (distinction of words and
their forms — kasi ~ kasi ‘you will dig' : kasi ~ kasi ‘you are digging, nupéstu. ~ nupesty
‘would pluck’ : nupestir ~ nupest(] ‘plucked’ (Gen. Pl.) and an indirect delimitative function
in certain instances (i.e. it indicated limits of notional elements when both the primary
and a secondary trochaic stress occur in one (usually, trisyllabic) word.

Realisation of secondary stresses has a facultative character in the subdialect, i.e.
their presence or absence depends on the speaking tempo, text expressivity, intonation
and other factors. Only usage of secondary morpheme stress has a more consistent
character in the subdialect.

Experimental research indicates that accentogenic morphemes (i.e. ones that may
9



get stressed in other words or forms) differ more or less from their never stressed
counterparts by a higher tone pitch, higher intensity and often by better-preserved natural
quantity and quality.

The subdialect is also characterised by quite frequent usage of double-peaked stress:
its first component should be attributed to secondary stresses, while the second
component — to primary ones. Like in other Lithuanian subdialects, this type of secondary
stress is realised in the researched subdialect in the long syllable preceding the stressed
syllable, i.e. a short stressed ending and should be interpreted as “weak”, forming
opposing the primary “strong” stress.

In the instance of a double-peaked stress, the syllables acquiring the week stress and
positioned preceding the short stressed word-final syllable (or, in less frequent instances,
non word-final syllable) usually preserve their quantity (or even become longer) and
quality and other prosodic features typical of stressed syllables.

Stress is expressed in the subdialect as a complex of prosodic features. Research
indicates that not only the duration of a stressed syllable, its fundamental frequency and
the intensity are important factors for perception, but also the quality. Natural acoustic
and articulatory features of stressed vowels are more prominent than those of respective
non-stressed syllables.

Mean rates of stressed and unstressed vowel intensity and (especially) fundamental
frequency maximum mean rates correspond to the general tendency: stressed vowels are
pronounced with higher-pitch and wusually stronger voice than their unstressed
counterparts. The same applies to vowel quality: more or less longer central components
of stressed syllables, as well higher duration differences between stressed and unstressed
vowels is spotted in mid-word positions (especially speaking of long vowels).

Stress gives prominence to natural acoustic and articulatory features of long and
short vowels, e.g. stressed front vowels are slightly more front and closed, while back
vowels become more back and often acquire lower pitch than respective unstressed ones.
Due to high tenseness of long unstressed vowels and quite high level of their intensity,
they almost seem to be not shortened at word endings, although the indicators of the
fundamental frequency, duration and qualitative parameters are to a higher or lesser extent
different from their stressed counterparts. It should be noted that acoustic features of long
and short stressed vowels are more prominent inside the word.

Accents. All the long syllables bearing the primary stress are realised having one of
the two phonological accents: acute or circumflex. Accent opposition plays a distinctive
role — this function is considered to be the main function of accent, as it distinguishes
words and forms that are identical in other respects. Cf. ritksta ~ ruksta ‘is smoking’ +
rirksta ~ riigsta ‘is getting sour, judsta ~ judsta ‘is blackening' # jiiosta ~ jlosta a tape’;
laa.k ~ latk ‘away # lduk ~ lauk ‘please wait. As accents differentiate larger-scale

phonological features, including syllables whose central elements are diphthongs and
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vowel-consonant combinations, they are considered independent prosodic elements.

Like in Standard Lithuanian and other dialects, the acute-circumflex contrast is the
most prominent in syllables having composite centres: when circumflex diphthongs are
pronounced, voice pressure is concentrated in the second part, and the second compound
of a biphonemic element is lengthened, while the first element is reduced to a higher or
lower extent (cf. gfdd.smo. ~ griatismo ‘thunder (N. Gen. Sing.), ai.guli. ~ aigulj ~ eigulj
forester’ (Acc. Sing.), dabar. ~ dabaf ‘now’). Respectively, voice pressure of acute
biphonemic combinations is concentrated on the first part. Thus stressed first components
of such combinations are usually lengthened resulting in long components (cf. sdule.s ~
saulés ‘the sun’ (Gen. Sing.), smiriki. ~ smuikiy fiddlers' (Gen. PL.), dirbda—o. ~ dirbdavo
‘used to work)).

Pronunciation of circumflex and acute syllables whose centre contains long vowels
instead of biphonemic combinations does no result in such a large contrast between the
initial and final parts of the syllables, yet slow speaking results in apparent differences.
Acute syllables are pronounced more abruptly and intensely, but it is hard to distinguish
which part o the syllable acquires more intense vocal pressure in a typical rapid speech
tlow.

In some rare instances (usually in more rapid and unclear speech) the second
component of circumflex diphthongs may be reduced in word-final positions due to
different reasons, i.e. it is pronounced using the shorter circumflex variation — the middle
accent.

As circumflex syllables are used more often than acute ones in the subdialect, the
circumflex is considered the unmarked member in the accent opposition. The circumflex
is also more usual at word-final positions, but the acute is encountered more often in this
position in comparison with Standard Lithuanian, e.g. a) in nominal dative forms ending
with —m (kitam ~ kitam ‘another’ (Dat. Sing.), daindm ~ dainém ‘songs (Dat. Pl.), b) in
some monosyllabic words (jie ~ jie ‘they, tilos ~ ttos ‘those’ (Acc. Pl.), dd ~ da ‘yet, tdis ~
tais ‘that (Nom. Sing.), etc.), ¢) in some adverbs (pus@u ~ pusiau ‘by half, visdi ~ visai
‘totally’) and d) in different verb forms (skadit ~ skandyt ‘to sink, tarndut ~ tarnaut ‘to
serve, skafdik ~ skandyk ‘sink’ (V. Imperative, Sing.), noré ~ noré ‘wanted, b6 ~ b6 ‘was,
were’, etc.). The acute is not absolutely rare in other Aukstaitian subdialects, either. This
indicates that the traditional assumption regarding the frequency of circumflex syllables in
the Aukstaitian dialect still needs accurate examination.

Although stressed syllables in word-final positions are realised more frequently with
the circumflex accent, not in all the cases is this accent pronounced in an identical way,
e.g. the perceived variations are laikai. times’ (N. Nom. Pl.), maisai. ‘sacks’ (N. Nom. Pl.),
sakai. ‘tree gum’ (N. Nom. PL.), vs. laikai. (/laikai) ‘you are holding’ (V. 1st. Pres., V. 2nd.
Pres.), maiSai. (/maiSai) ‘you are mixing’ (V. 1st. Pres., V. 2nd. Pres.), sakai. (/sakai) ‘you
are saying (V. lst. Pres., V. 2nd. Pres.). The accent differences of such word endings is
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also indicated in the subdialect of Prienai by the general duration of the diphthongs and
the quantity and quality of the first component, as well as the fundamental frequency and
intensity. According to the data received from the auditory experiment, the forms
discussed here are also reliably distinguished by auditors (experiment participants). This
indicates that the compared word forms do not yet totally coincide in the subdialect.

Accent opposition is usually neutralised in unstressed syllables: syllables (especially
diphthongal) preceding stressed syllables have a tendency of pronunciation with the
circumflex accent. In syllables following the stressed position, the circumflex is only heard
in the syllables constituted from naturally circumflex morphemes (usually the old
circumflex endings), and, in other instances, acute post-stress accent is more common in
word-final syllables, especially if they occur due to phonetic or morphological shortening
and have undergone metatony, cf. ne-du dém ~ nedudém ‘we did not weave’, 'mdf git ~
mérgyt ‘to variegate’, kamba'fu ki- ~ kambaritiky ‘in a small room’, 'ké [#.i ~ kdlei ‘whil¢’,
da'baf. tés ~ dabartés ‘now, etc.

The analysis of vowel duration, the fundamental frequency, intensity and quality of
acute and circumflex vowels in the subdialect of Prienai indicates that differences of
duration are lower between sound having different accents than between stressed and
unstressed sounds, but even small differences in circumflex and acute vowel durations are
statistically significant: acute sounds are shorter in the subdialect.

Qualitative feature differences are quite moderate in comparison between acute and
circumflex vowels: the main differences occur in relation with the position of the second
formant or the dynamics. The circumflex gives more prominence to acoustic features of
stressed monophthongs. It was noticed that accent differentiation depends more in the
subdialect on the phonemic composition of the syllable than in the Southern Aukstaitian
Sakiai subdialect.

Acute vowels are pronounced with a higher tone pitch; besides, the peak value of
the fundamental frequency begins prominent more rapidly in pronouncing these vowels
than in the case of circumflex vowels. The conducted exploratory experiment indicates
that the fundamental frequency is one of the most significant distinctive features between
the circumflex and the acute. It became clear that intensity has no high distinctive power
concerning accent distinction.

When pronouncing a sound with the circumflex accent, the voice sounds
continuous, i.e. it remains even throughout the entire instance of pronunciation: it rises
gradually and may lower slightly (yet not necessarily) at the very final position of the
sound solely. When pronouncing an acute sound, no such voice evenness is present: voice
is rising initially to a higher or lower extent and usually starts descending in the middle of
the pronunciation instance. The range among acute sound tonal curves is often wider than
that of their circumflex counterparts.

The conducted research on diphthong duration, fundamental frequency, intensity
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and qualitative features allows stating that their accents are far more distinctive than those
of long vowels. Among the distinctive features regarding accents are the general duration
of diphthongs and the quantity of the first component and, more importantly, its quality.
The fundamental frequency and intensity are only considered to be auxiliary distinctive
elements among this type of accents.

VOCALISM

The phonological subsystem of vowels. The vocalic phoneme inventory of the
researched subdialect consists of 7 long phonemes /i u* ie uo ¢ o a/, 1 half-long phoneme
/a./ and 5 short phonemes /i u <9> <e> a/, among which <o> and <e> should be
regarded as peripheral:

Long Half- Short
long
/i w i u
ie uo
e o <o>
a. <e>  al.

The following phonemic oppositions are possible:

1) qualitative, cf. piks ~ pyks ‘will be angry : piks ~ pigs ‘will become cheap’, rito. ~
ryto ‘morning (Gen. Sing.) : rito' ~ rito rolled, skirs ~ skis ‘will peach’ : skiis ~ skus ‘will
peel, pirsto. ~ plsto ‘puffed (Adj. Gen. Sing.) : pisto ~ pisto ‘is blowing’, Sviés ~ $viés ‘will
shine’ : $vis ~ $vis ‘will dawn’, kieto. ~ kieto ‘hard’ (Adj. Gen. Sing.) : kito ~ kito ‘another
(Gen. Sing.), etc.;

2) qualitative:

a) according to the horizontal position of the tongue, cf. nesies ~ nesies ‘you are
carrying’ : néstios ~ nésiuos T shall carry, grazés ~ grazés ‘will get more beautiful’ : graZé's ~
grazids ‘beautiful’ (Adj. Gen. Sing. Fem.), keli ~ keli ‘you are lifting’ : kelti ~ kelitt ‘T am
lifting’, etc.;

b) according to the vertical position of the tongue, cf. tisk ~ tisk ‘please drag : tésk
~ t@sk ‘please continue, pliso. ~ plySo ‘tore’ : pléso. ~ plé3o is tearing, riésto. ~ ridsto
rounded’ (Adj. Gen. Sing. Masc.) : r@sto. ~ résto notched’ (Adj. Gen. Sing. Masc.), etc.

According to the principles of dichotomic phonology, the hierarchy of distinctive
features among vocalic phonemes may be illustrated using a dendrogram (see Fig. 2),
where the branches on the right-hand side signify phonologically marked (positive)
features, and those on the left-hand side signify unmarked features. Correlation sets of the
subdialect contrast each other according to the below-indicated pairs of distinctive features
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corresponding to the number in the chart: 1) ‘long’ vs. ‘non-long’, 2) ‘front’ vs. ‘non-
front’, 3) ‘close’ vs. ‘open’, 4) ‘high-rise’ vs. ‘non-high-rise’, 5) ‘half-long’ vs. ‘short’, 6)

‘variable’ vs. ‘non-variable’.

1
|
| |
2 2
’_L |
|
3 3
|
|
4 4
5
6 6
a a. u i a 0 Uo u e ie i

Fig. 2. A dendrogram of vocalic phonemes in the subdialect of Prienai

As the vowels [a.], [a] and [e.], [e] ([e.], [2]) have no common positions in the area
described due to the [e] type vowel dephonologisation the subdialect has undergone at the
only relevant position, i.e. absolute initial position of words, they should be regarded as
allophones of the phonemes /a./ and /a/. Because of the influence of Standard
Lithuanian, only the vowel [e] (and [ei]) may be used at word-initial positions. Therefore,
the phoneme /e/ should be included in the general phonological subsystem of vocalic
phonemes in the subdialect (see Table 1), at least as a peripheral element.

Table 1. The distribution of low-rise vowels

Vowels Positions Phonemes
[#—] [C—] [C—]

[a] + +
le] ([e]) (+) + /a/ (/e/)
[a.] + +
[e] ([e.]) + /a./
[a] + +
[e] ([2]) + /a/

Experimental research on the duration has proven that the subdialect has three
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length variations of low-rise vocalic phonemes — they contrast at the stress position of
word stems (cf. ra:sto. ~ rasto ‘a wooden beam’ (Gen. Sing.): ra.sto. ~ rasto ‘found’ (Gen.
Sing.), rastu. ~ rasty ‘wooden beams’ (Gen. Pl.) : rastu. ~ rasty ‘would find’ (V. 3rd.),
pafr@-sus ~ patresus ‘having fertilised’ (Sing. Fem.) : pafre.Sus ~ patresus ‘rotten’ (Sing.
Fem.), pafrésa.s ~ patreses ‘having fertilised’ (Sing. Masc.) : pafré.Sz.s ~ patreses ‘rotten’
(Sing. Masc.). Vowels of positional length are shorter than their counterpart vowels of a
nasal origin by the ratio 1 : 1.29. Besides, small qualitative differences exist between long
and half long low-rise vowels. The back vowel [a7] has a slightly lower and slightly darker
in pitch than the respective long vowel. Long front vowels, especially 2], have variable
articulation: initially the pitch of the vowels [e¢] and [#] is slightly higher than that of
respective half-long vowels, and at the end of the instance of pronunciation, lower pitch
becomes a characteristic feature of the long vowel.

The front diphthong [ie] and the back diphthong [uo] should be regarded as
diphthongoids — they are long phonemes of a highly variable rise constituted of stable
sounds — quite a tense long vowel ([i] or [u] respectively) and a glide phoneme, which is
pronounced differently depending on the prosodic features and co-articulation with the
first component and the adjacent consonant. The so-called glide phoneme glides in the
direction f increasing back and open articulation, and the organs of speech are increasingly
relaxed, but it is often complicated to say what sound is final, as there exist no
independent phonemic counterparts of the final band and a glide phoneme in general in
the vocalic subsystem of the subdialect of Prienai. The said fact is a reason to regard the
variable rise phonemes /ie/ and /uo/ as members of the phonological subsystem of vowels
rather than diphthongs.

Like other vowels, the phonemes [ie] and [uo] are higher rise sounds when they
precede palatalised consonants, in comparison with a position preceding hard consonants.
The regressive impact of consonants on the variable rise phonemes [ie] and [uo] in the
stressed position gradually becomes stronger if they are in positions closer to word
endings, i.e. closer to consonants.

Quantitative variations of vowels. Like in other subdialects of the Kaunas
dialect, short vowels of the Subdialect of Prienai do not undergo larger quantitative
changes in stressed and unstressed word stem and word-final positions.

In equal word-stem or word-final positions, stressed long vowels are longer than
respective unstressed vowels; long vowels are pronounced keeping speech organs more
tense, their qualitative and other distinctive features are more prominent. Yet in both
stressed and unstressed positions the subdialect speakers always retain well the qualitative
opposition between long and respective short vowels.

The long phonemes /i u' ¢ o' a are realised not only in the form of long, but also
half-long allophones: a) the long vowels [], [w], [¢], [o] and [a] ([e], [2]) are also used in
the stressed position in some other instances, cf. Seimi'ni ke's ~ Seiminykés ‘housewives’
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(Gen. Sing.), sto'ra ~ stora ‘fat’ (Nom. Sing. Fem.), Za'sis ~ Zasis ‘goose’, dra’'siis ~ drasts
‘brave’ (Nom. Sing. Masc.), etc., b) the allophones of half-long vowels [i.], [u.], [e.], [o.]
and [a.] ([e.], [2.]) are used in unstressed word-stem and word-final positions. When half-
long character of vowels occurs in unstressed positions, it does not perform a distinctive
function.

Qualitative variations of vowels. Qualitative variations of vowels depend on the
adjacent sounds and other factors.

Following palatalised consonants at word-stem and word-final positions, back
vowels are realised in the form of the fronted allophones [i], [&], [3], [¢0] and [uo], e.g.
vanfdenu, ~ vandeniu ‘water’ (Instr. Sing.), uZ_aki. ~ u akiG ‘behind the eyes’, bib tika. ~
bibliotika ‘library’ (Acc. Sing.), atvaZioje ~ atvaZitoja ‘s coming, are coming’.

Allophones of phonemes having a more front articulation — /u u 9 0" uo/ are also
used in stressed and unstressed word-stem positions preceding palatalised consonants.

The palatalised or hard character of the adjacent consonants has impact on the
distribution of the quantitative allophones of the vowel phonemes /a a/, as [a], [a] and
[a.] are used following hard consonants, and [e]/[e], [e.] and [e] are used following
palatalised consonants, especially having in mind that they are also usually followed by
palatalised consonants or front vowel phonemes. The said vowels are more back and more
open to a higher or lower extent and are usually realised in the form of the consonants [e],
[2.] and [2] following palatalised consonants in the cases when the centre of the syllable
they precede is a back vowel or a diphthong starting with it, as well as, in frequent cases,
preceding a pause (break).

The hard or palatalised nature of consonants is also a factor on which the
distribution of qualitative allophones of the positional length vowel /a./: half-long |[a.]
occurs following hard consonants, and [e.] following and preceding palatalised consonants
or following palatalised consonants and preceding front vowels, and [2.] preceding hard
consonants or back vowels.

In word-stem positions, the short vowel [¢] and the allophone /a./ of the positional
length phoneme have more front articulation and are more closed preceding palatalised
consonants than in the position preceding hard consonants, cf. kasi ~ kasi ‘you are
digging’ : kasit ~ kasu ‘I am digging’, mali ~ mali ‘you are grinding’ : malit ~ malu ‘I am
grinding’.

In the position before nasal vowels or following them, nasalised allophones of
vocalic phonemes are used, cf. ma.le. ~ malé ‘grinded’ (V. 3rd. Past) : vd.le. ~ valé
‘was/were cleaning’, n2.Sa ~ nésa ‘is carrying’ : p2.Sa ~ pésa ‘is plucking’, etc.

The allophone [a] of the vocalic phoneme /a/ may be reduced both individually
and as a component of the diphthong [ai], as well as in mixed diphthongs. In this case, a
slightly higher and more front variation [a] is used. The labialised variation [¢] may be
used in the diphthong [au] in certain instances.
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The main acoustic and articulatory features of vowels. The performed
comparison between spectral characteristics of isolated vowels of the subdialect of Prienai
and those of cardinal vowels by D. Jones allows stating that some isolated vowels of the
subdialect of Prienai ([o], [w])should be contrasted with the primary vowels (;[o:], s[u:]),
while others ([#], [i], [¢], [«], [a.], [a], [o], [u]) with both primary and secondary or
secondary cardinal vowels by D. Jones both according to their acoustic and articulatory
features. It is complicated to distinguish which cardinal vowels could be counterparted
with the isolated vowels [e], [e.] and [e], as they are located in the middle section of the
acoustic space of sounds according to their rise.

Compared with primary cardinal vowels, the majority of vowels are shifted in the
middle direction of acoustic space.

Extreme articulation according to the horizontal and vertical position of the tongue
is the most typical of the back middle-rise vowel [o] in the subdialect of Prienai, as its
spectral features almost totally coincide with those of the primary vowel ;[o:]. The back
high-rise vowel [w] is only slightly less inclined to extreme articulation — its primary
counterpart g[u] is still more prominent compared with it.

Having compared qualitative features of isolated sounds from the Eastern
Aukstaitian Kucitnai subdialect, the subdialect of PaSusvys of the Western Aukstaitian
Siauliai dialect, the Northern Kaunas Luk$iai subdialect, the Svirkai subdialect of the
Eastern Aukstaitian Vilnius dialect, the Erzvilkas subdialect of the Northern Samogitian
Raseiniai dialect and the subdialect of Prienai, a general tendency was noticed, i.e. the
inclination to avoid extreme articulation of cardinal vowels. However isolated vowels in
the subdialect of Prienai are least deviated from their counterpart sounds by D. Jones.

Isolated vowels differ from those articulated in a natural flow of speech in the
subdialect of Prienai, yet the vowel interrelations remain unchanged: [#], [i], [¢]. [e]. [e.],
le], [#], [2.] and [e] should be regarded as front, and [a], [a.], [a], [0], [2], [¢] and [u] as
back vocalic sounds. High-rise vowels are [#], [i], [w], [u]; the sound [¢] is adjoined to
them; middle-rise vowels are [o] and [2], and the vowels [e.], [e], [e], [#], [2.], [e], [«], [a.]
and [a] should be treated as being low.

The acoustic and articulatory features of the majority of sounds pronounced n
isolation are more prominent in comparison with the respective sounds pronounced in
sentences. A general tendency was noticed that high vowels are pronounced more openly
in connected speech, and low vowels are respectively closer than respective isolated
vowels. Besides, front vowels (except [e], [e.] and [e]) are slightly more back and low ones
are more back in connected speech as compared with their isolated counterparts. Only the
vowels [e], [e.] and [e] have a more front articulation and a slightly lighter pitch than
respective vowels pronounced in isolation.
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CONSONANTISM

The phonological subsystem of consonants. The consonantal phoneme
inventory of the subdialect of Prienai is little different from that typical of Standard
Lithuanian. Including the sounds of foreign origin <f f x £> that belong to the periphery
of the consonant subsystem, the total of 43 independent consonantal phonemes are found

<ffxx>mmni

- A A A
A Vv Vv © AV vV v ©

in the described dialect: /ppbbtfddkkggcc35¢E855s822882%
vojllr#/.

Independence of the said consonantal phonemes is indicated by oppositions
according to the mode and place of pronunciation, as well as examples of voicelessness
and voicedness:

1) the mode of pronunciation (modal) opposition, cf. bd.la. ~ bala ‘a swamp’ (Acc.
Sing.) : gd.la. ~ gala ‘an end’ (Acc. Sing.) : Za.la. ~ zala ‘harm’ (N. Acc. Sing.) : sd.la. ~
sala ‘an island’ (Acc. Sing.), pé.ftie ~ pértie ‘to strap’ : zé.ftie ~ zértie ‘to showel’ : vé.rftie ~
vértie ‘to bead’ : gé.ftie ~ gértie ‘to drink’ : Sé.ftie ~ Sértie ‘to feed’ : bé.ftie ~ bértie ‘to
spread’ : né.ftie ~ nértie ‘to plunge’, etc.;

2) the place of pronunciation (local) opposition, cf. bd.re. ~ baré ‘scolded’ : ta.re. ~
taré ‘said’ : va.re. ~ varé ‘drove’ : dda.re. ~ daré ‘did’, paf.so. ~ paiSo ‘is asking’ : daf.Zo. ~
dafzo ‘garden’ (Gen. Sing.), etc.;

3) the voicelesness vs. voicedness opposition, cf. kéle. ~ kélé ‘lifted’ (V. 3rd. Past) :
géle. ~ gélé ‘a flower’, tafdi. ~ tariat ‘I said’ : dafai. ~ dariat ‘I did’, etc.;

4) the hardness vs. palatalisation opposition, cf. lda.pu. ~ lapy ‘leaves’ (Gen. Pl.) :
la.pu. ~ lapiy ‘foxes’ (Gen. PL.), Zalir ~ %alj ‘rufous’ (Gen. PL) : Zalir ~ Zalij ‘green’ (Gen.
PL), Zalés ~ 7alds ‘rufous’ (Gen. Sing. Fem.) : Zalés ~ %alids ‘green’ (Gen. Sing. Fem.),
suStie ~ ststie ‘to scab’ : §ustie ~ siustie ‘to ramp’, etc.

Consonants of foreign origin (<f x>) are quite new peripheral phonemes finding
place only in loan words that are not old, as well as in proper names and some
interjections. The usage of these peripheral consonants depends on the discourse (topic) of
speaking, the circumstances, etc. They are most often substituted with Lithuanian sounds
having similar articulation.

The consonant [h] is almost never used among elderly generation speakers, and
only scarce instances of usage have been found. The consonant [h] is usually substituted
with [g] in the area described, e.g. gematsgenas ~ gematogeénas ~ hematogenas
‘haematogen’, gorizintas ~ gorizontas ~ horizontas ‘horizon’, etc. Even young speakers of
the subdialect often use [h] as a substitute for [g].

For the sake of grammatical expedience and with regard to the phonological
subsystem of vocalic phonemes in the subdialect of Prienai, the so-called traditional
interpretation of hard and palatalised consonants is followed n the present work. On the
basis of this interpretation, hard and palatalised consonants are treated as independent
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phonemes, as they apparently serve the distinctive function when they precede non-
fronted and fronted allophones of back vocalic phonemes (ga</>u ‘end’ (N. Instr. Sing.) #
ga<I>u ‘I can’, Za<I>6's ‘rufous’ (Gen. Sing. Fem.) # Za<I>Gs ‘green’ (Gen. Sing. Fem.),
fa<I>1 ‘rufous’ (Gen. Pl.) # Za<[>i ‘green’ (Gen. PL), etc.).

It should be noticed that the phonological interpretation of the palatalised
consonants [f] and [d] in the described subdialect is slightly different than that in Standard
Lithuanian and some other Western AukStaitian subdialects: the consonants /#/ and /d/
are independent (non-peripheral) phonemes in the area described; they are not only used
in precedence of palatalised consonants and front vowels, but also preceding back vocalic
phonemes (/a/ type phonemes and their allophones).

The plosives [k] and [g] usually do not get palatalised when preceding palatalised
consonants, but they do not hinder palatalisation of further consonantal phonemes.
Palatalisation does not always occur with the phonemes [p], [b], [m] when they precede
palatalised consonants.

Affricates are considered independent members of the consonant subsystem in the
dialect researched due to the following basic reasons: a) exploratory experimental research
indicates existence of qualitative and quantitative differences between affricates and T-S
type compositions; b) because of their position in consonantal compositions; c¢) due to
their close relations with the sounds /s z § z/.

Preceding a pause (break) and a voiceless consonant belonging to another word in a
speech flow, voiced noise consonants become voiceless. Yet after getting voiceless, they
retain lower tenseness and weaker articulation in comparison with respective voiceless
consonants.

The conducted syntagmatic consonant analysis indicates that syntagmatic classes of
consonants and consonant combination structure of the area described do not essentially
differ from Standard Lithuanian. All the final combinations in the subdialect are mirror
variants of respective initial consonant groups, sometimes extended with non-motivated
consonants /t/ and /k/.

With regard to phonemic paradigmatic relations and neutralisation phenomena, all
the consonants of the subdialect may be identified on the basis of 9 pairs of distinctive
features: (1) ‘sonorant’ vs. non-sonorant; (2) ‘nasal’ vs. non-nasal’; (3) ‘fricative’ vs. ‘non-
fricative’; (4) ‘affricate’ vs. ‘non-affricate’; (5) Tlabial' vs. ‘non-labial’; (6) ‘front-tongue’ vs.
‘non-front’; (7) ‘alveolar vs. ‘dental’; (8) ‘voiced’ vs. ‘voiceless’; (9) ‘palatalised’ vs. ‘hard’ (see

Fig. 3).
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Fig. 3. A consonant classification dendrogram of the subdialect of Prienai

Consonant spectra and distinctive features. The description of phonological
characteristics of consonants was made regarding not only the formants that predetermine
specific features, which are usually only typical of sonorant consonants (only they are not
as prominent as in the case of vowels), but also certain spectral peculiarities of adjacent
vowels.

Plosive consonants. Every plosive consonant has a similar impact on both the
beginning (when preceding a vowel) and the end (when following a vowel) of the
spectrum of respective vowels. Second and third formant differences of consonants have
special prominence, including their initial position in the spectrum and the dynamics of
adjacent vowel formant beginnings, as well as intensity, height and shortness of their
spectra.

When articulating voiced plosive consonants, a significant role is played by friction
and voice. At the moment of plosion, vibrations are distributed throughout a wider range
of frequencies in comparison with pronunciation of respective voiceless consonants. When
pronouncing voiceless plosive consonants, the main role goes to the source of noise or
friction. A pause and a burst of low energy is typical of them, seen in spectrograms as a
certain kind of a column. It is the widest in the case of the consonants [k] and [k], ad the
narrowest — with [p] and [p].

The labial plosives [p] and [p] are pronounced with the least noise; regarding the
qualitative differences of adjacent vowels, it is possible to attribute these sounds to the
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class of low sounds. Out of the voiced consonants, the least intense and lowest ones are [b]
and [b] respectively. When comparing [p], [f] and [b], [b], it should be noted that they
differ in sonority; a slightly lower pitch is typical of the voiced consonants respectively.
These labial plosives have a clear difference from other plosives in the height of their
pitch, i.e. as low consonants from high ones.

The front-tongue consonants [f] and [f] are more intense sounds in comparison with
[p] and [p]; regarding the spectrum of their adjacent vowels, it is possible to attribute them
to the class of high sounds. Respectively, the voiced consonants [d], [d] are also more
intense than the labial [b], [b]. Besides, voiced sounds differ from their voiceless correlates
[f] and [f] in their, yet [d] and [d] are more intense and have a slightly lower pitch than [¢]
and [f] respectively. Regarding the spectral dispersion of adjacent sounds, it should be
noted that the hard consonants [t| and [d] noticeably increase the pitch of adjacent back
vowels at their beginning and the end respectively.

The most intense consonants in the subdialect of Prienai are the front-tongue
(front-palate) and mid-tongue (mid-palate) sounds [k] and [k], as well as [g] and [g]; they
are also attributable to high-pitch consonants, except for being compact sounds. Like in
the case of [t] and [d], the hard [k] and [g] also noticeably increase the height of pitch
articulation of adjacent back vowels.

It should be noted that spectra of respective voiced and voiceless plosives are
similar, except for the fact that at word-initial positions, the spectrum of voiceless
consonants is much more dispersed and not so prominent from the moment of plosion
until the beginning of sonority because vocal folds do not vibrate during voiceless
consonant pronunciation.

Palatalised plosive consonants differ from their counterpart hard plosives in the
height of pitch: the following plosives of raised pitch should be regarded as sharp
consonants: [b], [d], [g], [p], [fland [k]. Pitch height differences are particularly noticeable
between [k] and [k] as well as [g] and [g].

As noticed, the duration of plosive consonants is related to the place of consonant
articulation: the shortest duration in the subdialect is typical of labial plosives. Possibly,
the obstruction caused by speech organs at the front of the mouth is overcome faster than
one existing deeper in the mouth cavity.

The prominence of aspiration depends both on the type of the syllable and adjacent
consonants, their type, etc. The clearest aspiration is found with short stressed and
circumflex syllables. Aspiration is also amplified by a penultimate consonant of the same
type, i.e. a plosive (nuliipk’ ~ nulupk ‘please peel’).

Fricative consonants. The voiceless consonants [s], [§] (and [§], [S]) differ
primarily from their voiced counterparts [z], [Z] (and [£], [£]) by their intensity and pitch
height. A higher pitch is characteristic of voiced consonants; their spectra differ mostly
because of he activity of vocal folds. The so-called column of the spectrum of voiced
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consonants is slightly dispersed at the beginning. Meanwhile, it is even throughout the
entire instance of pronunciation in the case of voiceless consonants.

When comparing [s] and [3], it should be noted that the spectrum of the alveolar
sound [$] is much more intense and prominent and characterised by a lower pitch than the
dental counterpart [s]|, and a comparison between [z] and [Z] indicates a more intense and
lower spectrum of the alveolar [Z].

As can be seen, it is alveolar fricatives that should b regarded as low-tone higher
energy sounds, while dental consonants — as lower energy sounds.

From the articulatory standpoint, affricates are intermediate sound between plosives
and fricatives. Acoustically, affricates are perceived as consonants having a plosive phase,
which is realised via high-frequency frictions that are close to fricative sounds.
Instrumental research has also been carried out in relation with quality and quantity of
individual fricative consonants, T-S type combinations and affricates. In pronunciation of
affricates (both the plosive and fricative components), the tip of the tongue is either at the
alveoli or at the lower teeth. When pronouncing T-S type combinations, the tip of the
tongue, while passing from the first element to the second, shifts its position. In the case
of the combination [¢§] it shifts from the teeth to the alveoli, and in the case of [ts] — from
the upper teeth to the lower teeth. Such tongue shifting from one position to another
takes an instant of time, therefore, consonant combination are longer than respective
affricates. Besides, the moment of articulatory shifting is an important distinctive
qualitative feature between T-S type combinations and their counterpart affricates. Thus a
conclusion can be drawn that T-S type combinations are not identical to affricates either
in their quality of quantity.

Sonorant consonants. In the articulatory respect, sonorant consonants are
cardinally different from plosives. The consonants [j|, [l], [m], [n], [r] and [v] are also
characterised by vowel features: during their pronunciation, the obstructions that are
formed do not hinder quite fluent air escape; They have a dominant fundamental
frequency and very faint friction typical of plosives and fricatives. So sonorant consonants
are phonemes whose source is periodical vibrations, like in the case of all vowels. Their
qualitative characteristics are mainly predetermined by the first two formants, yet it should
be noted that they are not so prominent as vowel formants. In research of nasal sonorant
spectra, additional attention was also paid to the spectrum of the adjacent vowels.
Experimental research indicates that the impact of nasal sonorants results in a lower pitch
and more back articulation of adjacent vowels than the impact of respective non-nasal
vowels. Yet the said influence is not equal: vowels positioned between nasal sonorants are
nasalised more (i.e. the second formant of the vowel positioned between them is lower
throughout the entire instance of pronunciation) than vowels positioned adjacently with
one nasal sonorant respectively (i.e. the second formant of the vowel positioned adjacently
with one sonorant only s only lower for a certain period during pronunciation).

22



It was distinguished that [r] is non-vibrant in the subdialect described. In a flow of
speech (in sentences) it is pronounced in a similar mode in different word and syllable
positions — the tip of the tongue vibrates only once.

Experimental research shows that the strongest impact of all the consonants is on
the initial or final section of the formants of adjacent vowels. Therefore, the quantitative
vocalic features of the subdialect should be researched instrumentally on the basis of the
purest excerpt of the vowels, i.e. the middle section or middle formants (F,, F,, F;).

GENERAL CONCLUSIONS

1. The analysis of the phonological system and other features of the Western
Aukstaitian Prienai subdialect of the Southern Kaunas dialect allows stating that the
aforementioned dialectal area is a distinctive subdialect that differs from the other
surrounding subdialects of the Eastern Kaunas dialect, especially so-called subdialect of
Priedzukis where peculiarities typical of Southern Aukstaitians are abundant. Empirical
research and comparison of respective data from closer dialects and subdialects indicate
that that the dialect is close to the phonological system of the Southern Kaunas dialect in
its prosodic structure and vocalic and consonantal features. In this respect, there exist
differences in the subdialect of Prienai not only from Southern Aukstaitian and Northern
Kaunas dialects, but also from the phonological system of Standard Lithuanian.

2. Experimental research results indicate that, like in other places belonging to the
Western Kaunas dialectal area, the low-rise [a], [e] type vowels of positional length are not
long but half-long in the describe dialect. Therefore, they are stressed using the middle
accent or, in some instances (when they are adjacent with voiceless consonants), the acute
accent, e.g. gd.ras ~ garas ‘steam’, g&.ras ~ géras ‘good’, kd.pas ~ kapas ‘a grave’, k2@.pa ~
képa ‘is frying’. From the prosodic viewpoint, the so-called middle accent should be
regarded n the subdialect as a stress variety of half-long vowels. When positioned adjacent
to voiceless vowels, the pronunciation of the acute accent of half-long vowels does not
phonetically differ from proper acuteness. Yet in the functional aspect syllables having this
variation should be related to stressed short syllables because, for instance, they do not
hinder stress shifting to stress-attracting endings accordingly with he Saussure and
Fortunatov’s law, cf. k2.pa ~ képa ‘is frying’, vs. keptt ~ kepu ‘I am frying’, kd.pas ~ kapas
‘a grave’, bet kapus ~ kapus ‘graves’ (N. Acc. Sing.). Therefore, the acute accent of half-
long vowels should be regarded as a secondary allotone of the middle accent.

The system of the prosodic syllabic structure is different in the subdialect of Prienai
from Standard Lithuanian due to stressed half-long syllables whose centre may be
constituted from allophones of the vocalic phoneme /a./, i.e. [a.], [e.] ([2.]). In the

researched subdialect, stressed half-long and stressed short syllables make a single class of
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non-long syllables. The centre of unstressed half-long syllables may only consist of
allophones of long vowels.

3. Like in other dialects and Standard Lithuanian, the stress is expressed as a
complex of prosodic features in the described dialectal area. According to instrumental
research data, the factors important for perception of stress in the subdialect are the
fundamental frequency of syllables, intensity and, especially, duration. In fact, intensity
values are slightly less significant in this respect than in Standard Lithuanian.

Vowel quality is also significant for stress perception: stressing highlights the
natural acoustic and articulatory features of long and short vowels, e.g. stressed front
vowels are more front and closer, while back vowels become more back and mostly
acquire a lower pitch than their unstressed counterparts.

Due to high tenseness of long unstressed syllables and quite high level intensity,
they sound almost unshortened in word endings despite the fact that their principal
frequency, duration and quality parameter values differ from respective stressed vowels.
Both in stressed and unstressed positions, the quality opposition between long and
respective short vowels in the subdialect.

4. Besides primary stress, multisyllabic words may have one or even more
secondary stresses. Secondary stresses may be phonological and non-phonological. Their
realisation has a facultative character in the subdialct, i.e. their presence or absence
depends on the tempo of speaking, text expressivity, intonation and other factors. Only
the usage of secondary morphemic stress has a slightly more consistent character.

Experimental research shows that accentogenic morphemes (i.e. morphemes having
the ability to become stressed in other words or forms) differ from their never stressed
counterparts in a higher tone pitch, higher intensity and often in a better-preserved
natural quality and quantity.

In the instance of a double-peaked stress, the syllables that acquire weak stress
usually retain their quantity (or are even lengthened like in the subdialect of Sakiai
belonging to Northern Kaunas dialect) and quantity as well as other prosodic features
typical of stressed syllables when positioned preceding a short stressed word-final (and
sometimes non-final) syllable.

5. The acute-circumflex opposition is realised in long non-final syllables. Word-
final syllables are more often realised having the circumflex accent, but the traditional
statement about the occurrence frequency of circumflex syllable in the Aukstaitian dialect
(including the subdialect of Prienai) still needs accurate examination due to the following
reasons:

a) accent variations of some endings having different origins have not yet totally
coincided: experimental and auditory research results indicate that accents in the endings
of words like sak<ai.> ~ sakai ‘tree gum’ (N. Nom. PL.) : sak<ai.> ~ sakai ‘you are saying’
(V. Ist. Pres., V. 2nd. Pres.) differ not only in their qualitative features, but also in the
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general diphthong duration and the quality of the first component, as well as the
fundamental frequency and intensity, in contrast with Southern Aukstaitian and Northern
Kaunas subdialects;

b) the acute in word-final positions is more abundant in the subdialect analysed
than in Standard Lithuanian, e.g. a) in nominal dative forms containing -m, b) in some
monosyllabic words, ¢) in some adverbs, and d) in different verb forms.

The middle accent is sometimes used in final syllables (e.g. vienais mz.tais ~
vienais métais ‘one year’), and should be regarded as a circumflex allotone.

6. Accent differentiation in the subdialect depends on the phonemic composition of
long syllables to a larger extent than in Standard Lithuanian and in the West Aukstaitian
Sakiai subdialect. The most prominent distinction exists between accents of diphthongs
and diphthongal combinations, while the weakest — among long vowel accents. As accents
of long vowels are distinguished less than in the West AukStaitian Sakiai subdialect, a
conclusion may be drawn that a certain trend of accent nivellation exists in the described
dialectal area, yet it is much less expressed than in Southern or Eastern Aukstaitian
dialects.

Phonemic composition of sentences predetermines the significance of distinctive
features of accents. Regarding the results of instrumental experiments, the differential
feature of long vowel accents that should be interpreted as the most essential is the values
of fundamental frequency, followed by duration, also a significant feature.

The features allowing to distinguish diphthongal accents to the most are the general
duration of diphthongs, quality and quantity of the first component. Not all the qualitative
parameters are of equal importance for perception of diphthong accents. E.g. on the
contrary to Standard Lithuanian, neither the first nor the second component tenseness is a
significant distinctive feature of accents in the researched dialect.

Accent contrast is usually neutralised in unstressed syllables. A clearer accent can
only be heard when a syllable is emphasised using a secondary stress. Pre-stress syllables
usually have the circumflex accent. Similarly to other southern subdialects of Western
Aukstaitian, the acute accent is more common in long post-stress syllables, especially in
word-final positions; the circumflex is usually used in old circumflex endings only.

7. The inventory of the subdialect’s vocalic phonemes, which is different from the
Northern Kaunas subdialect, and from the Southern Aukstaitian dialect, and from
Standard Lithuanian, consists of 7 long phonemes (/i u ie uo ¢ o a/), 1 half-long /a./ and
5 short phonemes: /i u <o> <e> a/, two of which (<o> and <e>) should be regarded as
peripheral.

8. The vowels [a.], [a] and [e.], [e] ([2.] and [27]) should be regarded as allophones
of the phonemes /a. a/, as they have no common position: the subdialect has undergone
dephonologisation of front low-rise [e] type vowels in the only relevant position, i.e. the

word-initial position (cf. dzuola. ~ azuola ‘oak’ (Acc. Sing.), a.sétis ~ asotis ‘jug’ (Nom.
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Sing.), d.sla. ~ asla ‘dirt floor’ (Acc. Sing.). The short phoneme /e/ has been still included
in the vocalic phonological subsystem as peripheral because it may be used in word-initial
positions in some words adopted lately from Standard Lithuanian (e.g. éra. ~ éra ‘an era’
(Acc. Sing.).

Low-rise vocalic phonemes of three distinct lengths contrast in stressed word-stem
positions (cf. rasto. ~ rasto ‘wooden beam’ (Gen. Sing.) : ra.sto. ~ rasto ‘found’ (Gen.
Sing. Masc.) and rdstu. ~ rasty ‘wooden beams’ (Gen. Pl.) : rastu ~ rasty ‘would find’ (V.
3rd.). According to the data derived from experimental research, vowels of positional
length (i.e. half-long vowels) are shorter than respective vowels of nasal origin (i.e. long
vowels), but they are longer than short vowels. Qualitative differences also exist among
low-rise short, long and half-long vowels.

9. The front phoneme /ie/ and the back phoneme /uo/ are to be regarded as mid-
rise phonemes (in contrast with Standard Lithuanian where they are high-rise phonemes)
of very high variability. Sound analysis and acoustic experiments indicate that these
vocalic phonemes are diphthongoids consisting of a fairly stable tense long vowel ([#] or
[r] respectively) and a glide element having no independent phonemic counterparts in the
vowel subsystem of the subdialect of Prienai; its quality depends on the prosodic features
and co-articulation with the adjacent sounds.

In the position preceding palatalised consonants, the quality of [ie] changes less and
more evenly throughout the entire instance of pronunciation; it acquires a higher pitch
and more front articulation than in the position preceding hard consonants respectively.
The diphthongoid [uo] undergoes influence of a hard or palatalised consonant increasingly
stronger the closer it is situated to the final position (i.e. to the consonant). According to
the data of the comparative analysis, [ie] and [uo] in the subdialect have a more open
articulation in positions preceding hard consonants than their counterparts in Standard
Lithuanian.

10. A comparison of qualitative features of isolated sounds in the Southern
Aukstaitian Kucitinai subdialect, the subdialect of Pasusvys belonging to Western
Aukstaitian of Siauliai, the Northern Kaunas LukSiai subdialect, the Svirkai subdialect
belonging to Eastern Aukstaitian of Vilnius, the Erzvilkas subdialect belonging to the
Northern Samogitian of Raseiniai and the subdialect of Prienai has disclosed a general
trend to avoid extreme articulation of cardinal vowels. However, isolated vowels in the
subdialect of Prienai are least deviated from their counterpart primary vowels by D. Jones.

11. Empirical data and experimental sound analysis allow stating that the inventory
of consonant phonemes in the subdialect of Prienai consists of 43 independent consonant

The subdialect’s subsystem of consonantal phonemes differs from that existing in
the northern part of the West Aukstaitian Kaunas subdialect mainly in the phonological
interpretation of the palatalised sounds /7 d/, and additional differences from of Standard
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Lithuanian include absence of certain phonemes in the subdialect (/h h/), as well as the
frequency of usage of some consonants. E.g. /&/ and, namely, <f f x > that should be
regarded peripheral are used less frequently in certain cases in the subdialect.

As the vowels [a.], [a] and [e.] and [e] ([2.], [#]) are realised in the subdialect as
allophones of the phonemes /a. a/, the palatalised sounds /f d/ are treated in the
researched subdialect as independent non-peripheral phonemes, cf. fd.ko. (f2.ko.) ~ téko
‘fell onto someone’, da.gi.t (d#.gi.t) ~ dégyt ‘to burn’ and td.ko. ~ tiko ‘path’ (Gen. Sing,.),
da.gi. ~ dagj ‘thistle’ (Acc. Sing.).

12. Phonological peculiarities and distinctive features of noise consonants are
determined by the initial or final part of the spectrum of adjacent vowels, the duration of
consonant spectrum, intensity and height. Noise consonants are extremely different in the
character of dynamics that the second and third formants in the initial or final sections of
adjacent vowels possess, as well as in the tempo of shifting and in the position in their
spectrum. Meanwhile, voiceless plosives and fricatives also differ in spectrum duration,
intensity and height.

Affricates do not coincide in their spectral features with 7-S type combinations:
they are characterised by closer relations between their components in the acoustic and
articulatory respect and smooth transition from one element to another. Statistically
significant quantity differences also exist between affricate consonants and T-S type
combinations, as the latter combinations are 1.44 times longer than their counterpart
affricates.

13. Qualitative differences of sonorant consonants are predetermined by their own
formants of higher or lower distinctness, while differences between sonorants also depend
on the spectrum of an adjacent vowel: due to nasal resonance, the pitch of vowels is
noticeably lowered in the positions adjacent to and, particularly, between nasal sonorants.

The consonant [r] is slightly different from its Standard Lithuanian counterpart in
its mode of pronunciation: according to instrumental analysis data, both stressed and
unstressed [r] results in no more than one vibration in a natural speech flow in the
subdialect of Prienai.

According to the data of the present situation analysis, the consonant [[] is
pronounced palatalised when it precedes front vowels in the dialectal area of the subdialect
of Prienai. Therefore, the limit of [/] hardening in the positions preceding [e] type vocal
phonemes (see LKA 2, maps No. 15, 27) should be shifted slightly to the east in the
direction of the Nemunas.

14. The strongest impact of all the consonants is on the initial or final section of the
formants of adjacent vowels.

15. All the final combinations in the described dialectal area are mirror variants of
respective initial consonant groups, often extended with non-motivated consonants /t/
and /k/, similarly to Standard Lithuanian.
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RYTINIU KAUNI§KIU PRIENU SNEKTOS FON OLOGIJA
Reziumé

Darbo objektas. Darbe aprasomas vienas i$ vakary aukstaic¢iy kauniskiy rytinés
dalies arealy — centriné Prieny rajono dalis kairiajame Némuno krante, pagal didZiausia
vietove autorés pavadinta Prieny $nekta. Sis iki Siol dialektology menkai tirtas plotas
priklauso tai vakary aukstaic¢iy kauniskiy daliai, kuri ribojasi su piety aukstaiciais ir turi Siai
tarmei budingy ypatybiy.

Darbo tikslas — remiantis empirine medziaga, eksperimentinés analizés
duomenimis ir statistiniais tyrimais nuosekliai sinchroni¥kai aprasyti Prieny S$nektos
fonologine sistema: vokalizma, konsonantizma ir svarbiausius prozodijos reiskinius. Tikslui
igyvendinti atlikti Sie uzdaviniai:

1) istirta kiriavimo sistema, kir¢io jtaka prozodinei zodziy strukturai, aptartas
Salutiniy kirciy vartojimas, aprasyti pagrindinio kir¢io akustiniai pozymiai;

2) iSanalizuota priegaidziy sistema, fonologiné interpretacija, akustiniai pozymiai;

3) aprasyta vokalizmo sistema, aptarti kiekybiniy ir kokybiniy jy alofony vartojimo
ypatumai, pateiktos budingosios balsiy akustinés ir artikuliacinés charakteristikos;

4) aprasyta konsonantizmo sistema, aptarta priebalsiy junginiy struktura; apraSyti
akustiniai ir artikuliaciniai bei kai kurie kiti priebalsiniy fonemy skiriamieji bruozai.

Darbo aktualumas ir naujumas. Rytinés kauniskiy $néktos iki Siol kalbininky
buvo paliekamos tyrimy nuogalyje. Si disertacija — pirmasis sisteminis Prieny rajono
centrinés dalies fonologinés sistemos (konsonantizmo, vokalizmo ir prozodijos) aprasas. Be
subjektyviyjy metody (empiriniy stebéjimy ir $nektos teksty bei tiriamosios medziagos
jrasy klausymo), rasant darba pasitelkti ir objektyvieji — instrumentiniai ir statistiniai
metodai. Be to, kai kurie tiriamosios S$nektos reiskiniai lyginti su kity, daugiausia
kaimyniniy, tarmiy ar patarmiy bei bendrinés lietuviy kalbos faktais. Sio apra$o duomenys
ir isvados turéty buti aktualus lietuviy kalbos dialektologijai, bendrinés lietuviy kalbos
reikalams, sociolingvistiniams ir lyginamiesiems tarmiy bei kity kalbotyros mokslo Saky
tyrimams, nes $nekta, kaip ir kitos bendrinei kalbai artimos $nektos, turi tendencija sparciai
kisti.

Darbo aprobavimas. Dalis tyrimo rezutaty disertantés jau buvo pristatyta trijose
respublikinése doktoranty mokslinése konferencijose Vilniaus universitete ir dviejose
tarptautinése mokslinése konferencijose Vilniaus pedagoginiame universitete, taip pat
mokslinése publikacijose (zr. Moksliniy publikacijy disertacijos tema sqrasg).

Darbo struktuara. Disertacija sudaro Jvadas, trys pagrindinés dalys (Prozodija,
Vokalizmas ir Konsonantizmas), Baigiamosios iSvados ir Priedai (Literatiira ir Prieny Snektos
tekstai).
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Ginamieji teiginiai:

1. Kaip ir kitose vakary aukstai¢iy kauniskiy Snektose, tiriamajame plote pozicinio
ilgumo zemutinio pakilimo [a], [e] tipo balsiai esti ne ilgieji, bet pusilgiai ir yra kir¢iuojami
su vidurine arba tam tikrais atvejais (greta dusliyjy priebalsiy) — su tvirtaprade priegaide,
pvz.: ga.ras ~ garas, g@.ras ~ géras, kd.pas ~ kapas, k2.pa ~ képa. Prozodijos atzvilgiu
vadinamoji viduriné priegaidé laikytina pusilgiy skiemeny kir¢iu, o greta dusliyjy
priebalsiy tariama tvirtapradé kalbamyjy pusilgiy balsiy priegaidé — Salutiniu vidurinés
priegaidés alotonu.

2. Prieny 3$nektoje esama ilgyjy balsiy priegaidziy niveliacijos polinkio, tik jis ne
toks rySkus kaip piety ir ryty aukstaiciy tarmése. Esmingiausiais ilgyjy balsiy priegaidziy
prozodiniais pozymiais aprasomajame plote laikytini pagrindinio tono judéjimas, ypac
auksciausiy virSuniy pasirodymo laikas bei diapazonas, ir trukmeé.

Dvibalsiniy skiemeny priegaides labiausiai diferencijuoja bendroji dvibalsiy trukmé
ir pirmojo démens kokybé ir kiekybeé.

3. Kintamo vidutinio pakilimo balsinés fonemos /ie/ ir /uo/ laikytinos diftongoidais
— ilgaisiais balsiais (atitinkamai [i] ir [w]) su glaidiniu elementu, kuris savarankisky
atitikmeny ¥nektos balsiy sistemoje neturi. Siy diftongoidy kokybiniai poZymiai labai
priklauso nuo koartikuliacijos su gretimais garsais: pavyzdziui, prieS minkstajj priebalsj [ie]
visg tarimo laika kokybé kinta maziau ir tolygiau, jis aukstesnio tembro ir prieSakesnés
artikuliacijos negu atitinkamai pries kietajj priebalsj; diftongoidui [uo] kietojo ar minkstojo
priebalsio poveikis tuo stipresnis, kuo garsas arciau pabaigos.

4. Eksperimentinés analizés duomenimis, afrikatos savo spektrinémis savybémis
nesutampa su T-S tipo junginiais: joms budingi akustiskai ir artikuliaciskai glaudesni
démeny santykiai, sklandus peréjimas nuo vieno elemento prie kito. Tarp afrikaty ir T—S
tipo junginiy esama ir statistiskai reikSmingy kiekybés skirtumy: 7—-S tipo junginiai 1,14
karto ilgesni uz atitinkamas afrikatas.

Medziaga ir jos tyrimo metodika. Disertacijoje apraSomas centrinis Prieny
rajono arealas, kuriam priklauso dalis Balbiériskio (GiraitiSkés, Naravai, ISmanai,
Paprudziai, Vartai), Naujosios Utos (Dumitkes, dalis Vartij), Silavéto (Prienlaukis,
Klebiskis), I§lauzo (Siauligkiai, Saltini¥kiai ir kt.) ir A¥mintds (Ignacava, Sriél¢iai, Bagrénas)
apylinkiy bei Prieny miestas kairiajame Némuno krante.

Dabartinés situacijos analizei naudojamasi individualiai nuo 1996 m. kauptais
Prieny $nektos faktais. MedZiaga sudaro $nektos atstovy pasakojimy jrasai, smulkia
transkripcija sukaupti jvairtis uzraSai ir specialiai eksperimentiniams tyrimams jrasyti
zodziai ir sakiniai.

Tyrimams buvo sugalvoti trumpi konstatuojamojo pobudzio sakiniai, kuriuose
tiriamieji zodziai budavo pateikiami sakinio viduryje. Sakiniai ir atskiri zodziai j lapus
surasyti pagal atsitiktiniy skaiciy lentele, kad diktoriams nebuty aiSkus tyrimo tikslas.
Tiriamoji medziaga | kasetinj diktofona SONY ar tiesiai j kompiuterj (abiem atvejais
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naudotasi tuo paciu kryptiniu mikrofonu) buvo jraSoma uzdarose patalpose, nenatiraliai
iStarti sakiniai ir zodziai tyrimui nepanaudoti. Kiekvienas sakinys ar Zzodis normaliu
kalbéjimo tempu buvo jskaitytas po 3—5 kartus. Izoliuotus balsius diktoriai tesdavo
mazdaug iki 1 s.

* . wav

Sakiniai ir zodziai buvo perkelti j kompiuterio atmintj. Medziaga iSsaugota
tipo failais. Karpant tiriamuosius elementus naudotasi kompiuterine Amsterdamo
universiteto mokslininky Paulio Boersmos ir Davido Weeninko sukurta garsy apdorojimo
ir analizés programa PRAAT 4.0 ir naujesnémis jos versijomis. Be garsy analizés
programos PRAAT, eksperimenty duomenims jvertinti pasitelktos A. Girdenio sudarytos
programos STUDENT.PAS ir FORMANT2.PAS, audicinio eksperimento rezultatai vertinti
programa UKR.PAS.

Grafiskai pagrindinio tono, intensyvumo kitimo dinamika, taip pat jvairts akustines
ir artikuliacines ypatybes iliustruojantys grafikai ir kt. bréziniai piesti programa EXCEL.

Tyrimo rezultatai ir iSvados:

1. Vakary aukstai¢iy rytiniy kauniSkiy Prieny $nektos fonologinés sistemos ir kity
ypatybiy analizé leidzia teigti, kad Sis tarmés plotas yra savita Snekta, besiskirianti nuo ja
supanciy kity rytiniy kauniskiy, ypa¢ vadinamojo priedziikio Snekty, kuriose gausiau piety
aukstai¢iams budingy ypatybiy. Empiriniai stebéjimai ir artimesniy tarmiy bei patarmiy
atitinkamy duomeny lyginimas rodo, kad Snekta savo prozodine strukttra ir vokalizmo bei
konsonantizmo ypatybémis artima pietiniy kauniskiy fonologinei sistemai. Siuo atzvilgiu
Prieny Snektoje esama skirtybiy ne tik su piety aukstaiciais ir Siauriniais kauniskiais, bet ir
su bendrinés lietuviy kalbos fonologine sistema.

2. Eksperimentiniy tyrimy duomenimis, kaip ir kitur vakary aukstai¢iy kauniskiy
plote, tiriamojoje Snektoje pozicinio ilgumo zemutinio pakilimo [a], [e] tipo balsiai esti ne
ilgieji, bet pusilgiai, todél yra kiriuojami su vidurine arba tam tikrais atvejais (greta
dusliyjy priebalsiy) su tvirtaprade priegaide, pvz.: gda.ras ~ garas, g@.ras ~ géras, kd.pas ~
kapas, k@.pa ~ képa. Prozodijos atzvilgiu vadinamoji viduriné priegaidé Snektoje laikytina
pusilgiy skiemeny ir balsiy kir¢iu. Greta dusliyjy priebalsiy tariama tvirtapradé kalbamyjy
pusilgiy balsiy priegaidé fonetisSkai nesiskiria nuo tikrojo tvirtapradiskumo, taciau
funkciskai skiemenys su Siuo variantu sietini su kirCiuotais trumpaisiais skiemenimis, nes,
pavyzdziui, netrukdo kirc¢iui nuSokti j atrakcines galunes pagal Saussure’o ir Fortunatovo
désnj, plg.: k2.pa ~ képa, bet kepu ~ kepu, kd.pas ~ kapas, bet kapus ~ kapus. Taigi
tvirtapradé pusilgiy balsiy priegaidé laikytina Salutiniu vidurinés priegaidés alotonu.

Prieny Snektos prozodinés skiemens struktiiros sistema dél kirdiuoty pusilgiy
skiemeny, kuriy centra gali sudaryti balsinés fonemos /a./ alofonai [a.], [e.] ([@.]), skiriasi
nuo bendrinés lietuviy kalbos. Tiriamojoje snektoje kirciuoti pusilgiai ir kirciuoti trumpieji
skiemenys sudaro viena neilgyjy skiemeny klase. Nekirciuoty pusilgiy skiemeny centra
gali sudaryti tik ilgyjy balsiy alofonai.

3. Kaip ir kitose tarmése bei bendrinéje kalboje, kirtis aprasomajame plote
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reiskiamas prozodiniy pozymiy kompleksu. Instrumentiniy tyrimy duomenimis, Snektoje
kir¢io suvokimui svarbus kiriuoto skiemens pagrindinis tonas, intensyvumas ir ypac
trukmé. Tiesa, intensyvumo rodikliai Siuo atzvilgiu kiek maziau reikSmingi negu
bendrinéje lietuviy kalboje.

Kircio suvokimui svarbi ir balsiy kokybé: kirtis paryskina ilgyjy ir trumpyjy balsiy
prigimtines akustines ir artikuliacines savybes, pvz., kirCiuoti prieSakinés eilés balsiai buna
kiek prieSakesni ir uzdaresni, uzpakalinés eilés balsiai — uzpakalesni ir dazniau Zemesnio
tembro garsai negu atitinkami nekirciuoti.

Dél didelio nekirciuoty ilgyjy balsiy jtempimo ir gana auksto intensyvumo lygio,
galinése jie atrodo beveik netrumpinami, nors pagrindinio tono, trukmeés ir kokybiniy
parametry rodikliai skiriasi nuo atitinkamy kir¢iuoty balsiy. Kirciuotoje ir nekir¢iuotoje
pozicijoje Snektoje gerai iSlaikoma ilgyjy ir atitinkamy trumpyjy balsiy kiekybés opozicija.

4. Be pagrindinio kir¢io, daugiaskiemeniai zodziai gali turéti viena ar net kelis
Salutinius kir¢ius. Salutiniai kirdiai gali bati fonologiniai ir nefonologiniai. Jy realizacija
Snektoje fakultatyvi: jy buvimas ar nebuvimas priklauso nuo kalbéjimo tempo, teksto
ekspresyvumo, intonacijos ir kity veiksniy. Kiek nuosekliau S$nektoje vartojamas tik
Salutinis morfemos kirtis.

Eksperimentais nustatyta, kad akcentogeninés, t. y. galinCios gauti kirtj kituose
zodziuose ar jy formose, morfemos nuo atitinkamy niekada nekir¢iuojamy daugiau ar
maziau skiriasi aukstesniu tonu, didesniu intensyvumu ir daznai geriau islaikyta prigimtine
kiekybe ir kokybe.

Dvivirsunio kircio atveju silpnajj kirtj gaunantys skiemenys pries trumpa kir¢iuota
galinj (reCiau ir negalinj) skiemenj dazniausiai islaiko savo kiekybe (ar net dar labiau
pailgéja kaip ir Siauriniy kauniskiy Sakiy 3nektoje) ir kokybe bei kitas kir¢iuotiems
skiemenims budingas prozodines savybes.

5. Akuto ir cirkumflekso opozicija realizuojama ilguosiuose negaliniuose
skiemenyse. ZodZio galo skiemenys daniau realizuojami su cirkumfleksine priegaide,
taciau tradicinj teiginj dél cirkumfleksiniy skiemeny daznumo aukstaiciy tarméje, taigi ir
Prieny Snektoje, dar reikéty kruopsciai patikrinti.

6. Priegaidziy diferenciacija Snektoje nuo ilgojo skiemens foneminés sandaros
priklauso labiau negu bendrinéje lietuviy kalboje ir pietiniy vakary aukstai¢iy Sakiq
Snektoje. Ryskiausiai skiriamos dvibalsiy ir dvigarsiy, silpniausiai — ilgyjy balsiy
priegaidés. Kadangi ilgyjy balsiy priegaidés skiriamos silpniau negu pietiniy vakary
aukstai¢iy Saki $nektoje, galima manyti, kad aprafomajame plote esama tam tikro
priegaidziy niveliacijos polinkio, tik jis daug mazesnis negu piety ar ryty aukstaiciy
tarmese.

Nuo skiemens foneminés sandaros priklauso priegaidziy skiriamyjy pozymiy svarba.
Atsizvelgiant | instrumentiniy tyrimy rezultatus, esmingiausiu ilgyjy balsiy priegaidziy
diferenciniu pozymiu laikytini pagrindinio tono rodikliai, taip pat svarbi trukmeé.
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Dvibalsiy priegaides labiausiai diferencijuoja bendroji dvibalsiy trukmé ir pirmojo
démens kokybé ir kiekybé. Ne visi kokybiniai parametrai vienodai svarbus dvibalsiy
priegaidés suvokimui: pavyzdziui, skirtingai nei bendrinéje lietuviy kalboje, nei pirmyjy,
nei antryjy démeny jtempimas tiriamojoje Snektoje néra svarbus priegaidés skiriamasis
pozymis.

NekirCiuotuose skiemenyse priegaidziy kontrastas paprastai neutralizuojamas.
AiSkesne priegaide galima girdéti tik tuomet, kai skiemuo pabréziamas Salutiniu kirciu.
Prieskirtiniuose skiemenyse dazniausiai vartojamas cirkumfleksas. Panasiai kaip ir kitose
pietiniy vakary aukstaiciy Snektose, ilgyjy pokirtiniy, ypac¢ zodzio galo skiemeny daznesné
akutiné priegaidé, cirkumfleksas daugiausia vartojamas tik senosiose tvirtagalése galtinése.

7. Snektos balsiniy fonemy inventoriy, kuris skiriasi ir nuo $auriniy kaunigkiy, ir
nuo piety aukstaiciy, ir nuo bendrinés lietuviy kalbos, sudaro 7 ilgosios /i u ie uo ¢ o a/, 1
pusilgé /a./ ir 5 trumposios /i u <o> <e> a/ fonemos, i§ kuriy <o> ir <e> laikytinos
periferinémis.

Balsinés fonemos kontrastuoja pagal Sias diferenciniy pozymiy poras: 1) ‘ilgasis’—
‘neilgasis’, 2) ‘prieSakinis’—‘neprieSakinis’, 3) ‘uzdarasis’—‘atvirasis’, 4) ‘aukstutinis’-
‘neaukstutinis’, 5) ‘pusilgis’—‘trumpasis’, 6) ‘kintamasis’—‘nekintamasis’.

8. Balsiai [a.], [a] ir [e.], [e] ([2.], [#]) laikytini fonemy /a. a/ alofonais, nes jie
neturi bendros pozicijos: vieninteléje relevantinéje pozicijoje — zodzio pradzioje Snekta yra
patyrusi prieSakiniy zemutiniy [e] tipo balsiy defonologizacija (plg. @zuola. ~ azuola,
a.sO'tis ~ asotis, d.sla. ~ asla ir kt.). Trumpoji fonema /e/ j balsiy fonologine sistema vis
délto jtraukiama kaip periferiné, nes zodzio pradzios pozicijoje gali buti pavartojama kai
kuriuose naujuose i$ bendrinés kalbos atéjusiuose zodziuose (pvz., era. ~ éra).

Trijy ilgumy Zemutinio pakilimo balsinés fonemos kontrastuoja kirciuotoje zodzio
kamieno pozicijoje (plg.: rasto. ~ rasto : ra.sto. ~ rasto ir rastu. ~ rasty : rastu ~ rasty).
Eksperimentinio tyrimo duomenimis, pozicinio ilgumo (t. y. pusilgiai) balsiai yra
trumpesni uz atitinkamus nosinés kilmeés (t. y. ilguosius) balsius, bet ilgesni uz
trumpuosius. Tarp kalbamyjy Zemutinio pakilimo trumpuyjy, ilgyjy ir pusilgiy balsiy esama
ir kokybés skirtumy.

9. Priesakinés eilés /ie/ ir uzpakalinés eilés /uo/ yra laikytini labai kintamomis
vidutinio (ne aukstutinio kaip bendrinéje lietuviy kalboje) pakilimo fonemomis. Garsy
analizés ir akustiniai eksperimentai rodo, kad Sios balsinés fonemos yra diftongoidai,
sudaryti i$ gana stabilaus jtempto ilgojo balsio (atitinkamai [i] arba [w]) ir glaidinio
elemento, kuriam savarankiskyjy fonemy atitikmeny Prieny $nektos balsiy sistemoje néra
ir kurio kokybé priklauso nuo prozodiniy pozymiy ir koartikuliacijos su gretimais garsais.

10. Palyginus piety aukstai¢iy Kuditiny, vakary aukstaiciy Siauliskiy Pasudvio,
Siauriniy kaunikiy Luk$id, ryty aukstai¢iy vilniskiy Svirky, $iaurés Yemaiciy raseiniskiy
Efzvilko ir Prieny $nektos izoliuotyjy garsy kokybinius pozymius, pastebéta viena bendra
tendencija — polinkis vengti krastutiniy kardinaliniy balsiy artikuliacijy. Vis délto Prieny
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Snektos izoliuotieji balsiai maziausiai nutole nuo atitinkamy pirminiy D. Joneso garsy.

Kra$tutiné artikuliacija pagal eile ir pakilima budingiausia Prieny $nektos
uzpakalinés eilés vidutinio pakilimo balsiui [0] — jo spektrinés savybés beveik visiskai
sutampa su pirminio balsio ;[o:]. I krastutine artikuliacija linkes ir uzpakalinis aukstutinio
pakilimo balsis [u], uz jji tik kiek ryskesnis pirminis kardinalinis jo atitikmuo g[u:].

11. Empiriniai duomenys ir eksperimentiné garsy analizé leidZia teigti, kad Prieny
Snektos priebalsiniy fonemy inventorius susideda i$ 43 savarankisky priebalsiniy fonemuy:
/ppbbtiddekkggcc35¢55s8228822<ff x>mmnavojlirdy.

Snektos priebalsiniy fonemy sistema nuo vakary aukstai¢iy kaunitkiy Siaurinés
dalies labiausiai skiriasi minkstyjy /7 d/ fonologine interpretacija, o nuo bendrinés lietuviy
kalbos — dar ir tam tikry fonemy neturéjimu (/h h/) ir kai kuriy priebalsiy vartojimo
daznumu: pavyzdZiui, /&/ ir ypa¢ periferinémis laikytinos <f f x £> ¥nektoje tam tikrais
atvejais vartojamos reciau.

Kadangi balsiai [a.], [a] ir [e.], [e] ([2.], [2]) Snektoje realizuojami kaip fonemy /a.
a/ alofonai, tiriamojoje ¥nektoje minkstosios /f d/ laikytinos savarankitkomis ne
periferinémis fonemomis (plg.: fd.ko. ~ téko ir td.ko. ~ tako).

12. Atsizvelgiant j fonemy paradigminius santykius ir neutralizacijos reiskinius,
visus Snektos priebalsius galima identifikuoti pagal 9 diferenciniy pozymiy poras: (1)
‘balsingasis—nebalsingasis; (2) ‘nosinis—nenosinis; (3) ‘puciamasis— ‘mnepuciamasis; (4)
‘afrikata’—neafrikata’; (5) ‘lupinis—nelupinis; (6) Tliezuvio prieSakinis—nepriesakinis’; (7)
‘alveolinis'—dantinis; (8) ‘skardusis—duslusis; (9) ‘minkstasis—kietasis. Tais paciais
pozymiais galima aprasyti ir kity pietiniy vakary aukstaic¢iy konsonantizma.

13. Trankiyjy priebalsiy fonologines charakteristikas ir diferencinius pozymius
lemia gretimo balsio spektro pradzia ar pabaiga, priebalsiy spektro trukmé, intensyvumas ir
auksStumas: ypac trankieji nepanasiis antrosios ir treciosios gretimo balsio pradzios ar
pabaigos formanciy dinamikos pobudziu, kaitos staigumu ir padétimi spektre, o
sprogstamieji duslieji ir puc¢iamieji — dar ir spektro trukme, intensyvumu ir aukStumu.

Afrikatos savo spektrinémis savybémis nesutampa su T—-S tipo junginiais: joms
budingi akustiskai ir artikuliaciSkai glaudesni démeny santykiai, sklandus peréjimas nuo
vieno elemento prie kito. Tarp afrikaty ir 7S tipo junginiy yra ir statistiskai reikSmingy
kiekybés skirtumy: 7-S tipo junginiai 1,14 karto ilgesni uz atitinkamas afrikatas.

14. Balsingyjy priebalsiy kokybés skirtumus atliepia jy paciy didesnio ar mazesnio
rySkumo formantés, o nosiniy sonanty — dar ir gretimo balsio spektras: greta ir ypac tarp
nosiniy sonanty dél nosinio rezonanso ryskiai pazeméja balsiy tembras.

Nuo bendrinés lietuviy kalbos priebalsiy pagal tarimo pobudj Siek tiek skiriasi
priebalsis [r]: instrumentinés garsy analizés duomenimis, nattraliame kalbos sraute
kir¢iuotas ir nekirciuotas [r] Prieny $nektoje daZniau suvirpa ne daugiau kaip viena karta.

Dabartinés situacijos analizés duomenimis, Prieny $nektos plote priebalsis [[] pries
priesakinés eilés balsius tariamas minkstai, todél [/] kietinimo prie$ [e] tipo vokalizma riba

33



(LKA 2, zemél.: 15, 27) bréztina dar kiek ry¢iau Némuno link.
15. Stipriausiai visi priebalsiai veikia gretimy balsiy pradzios ar pabaigos formantes.
16. ApraSomame plote visi galiniai junginiai yra atitinkamy pradiniy priebalsiy
grupiy veidrodiniai variantai, kurie daznai buna iSplésti strukturiskai nemotyvuotais
priebalsiais /t/ ir /k/, panasiai kaip bendrinéje lietuviy kalboje.
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