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The study of the phonological system of the 

Turkic (Kazakh, Kyrgyz, Karachay-Balkarian, 
etc.) languages should begin with the definition 
of the prosody of a word: the patterns of 
dividing speech into syllables and sounds 
depend on prosody, prosody helps to determine 
their articulatory and acoustic character [4; 5; 
7]. The main prosodic property of the Turkic 
languages is synharmonism. 

Synharmonicism as the basis of the 
phonological description of the Kazakh sound 
system was studied by A. Baitursynov in the 
process of creating a synharmonic alphabet and 
spelling based on Arabic graphics. In his works, 
starting from 1912, the scientist for the first 
time carried out the classification of the sounds 
of the Kazakh language from the position of the 
types of lingual synharmonism. According to A. 
Baitursynov, there are two types of words in the 
Kazakh language: one type is hard, the other 
type is soft. As part of a hard word, all sounds 
are hard; as part of a soft word, all sounds are 

soft [1; 2, p.390]. Thus, back in 1912, the 
understanding of the vowel harmonism of the 
Kazakh word and the Kazakh sounding speech 
was laid as a means of ensuring the integral 
design of the word as a whole, covering both 
vowels and consonants in its composition. The 
contribution of A. Baitursynov to the 
development of Kazakh linguistics and, in 
particular, to the development of the ideas of the 
theory of synharmonism is huge. 

This was noted by M. Dzhusupov, who 
analyzed the works of the scientist in detail and 
carefully and highly appreciated his work. As a 
result of the analysis, M. Dzhusupov concludes 
that A. Baitursynov's research was more of an 
applied nature. He set as his goal the creation of 
an alphabet and spelling principles that reflect 
the synharmonic nature of the Kazakh sound 
system in written speech. At the same time, he 
took as a basis the sounds and combinations 
that were perceived by the ear of a Kazakh 
speaker, that is, the sounds necessary for a 
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normal understanding of speech and perception 
[8, p.19]. In addition, taking into account the 
dependence of the consonant sound on the 
nature of the vowel sound, he introduced into 
the alphabet a special diacritical mark 
“dәekshi”, which indicated the synharmonicity 
of the word and all sounds in its composition, 
dictating the softness of the pronunciation of 
both vowels and consonants [6; eight]. 

In 1925, the work of H. Dosmukhamed uly 
[9] was devoted to the study of the law of vowel 
harmony in the Kazakh and Kyrgyz languages. 
According to the scientist, vowel harmonism is a 
real fact, characteristic of languages of Turkic 
origin, which manifests itself in the fact that all 
sounds in one word are pronounced either hard 
or soft [9, p.82]. Proceeding from this, H. 
Dosmukhamed uly believes that the traditional 
understanding of synharmonicism as the 
harmony of vowels is wrong, since consonants, 
like vowels, play a special role in the 
organization of words, they also set the tone for 
the sound and are pronounced in a solid word - 
synharmonious , in a soft word - singharmo 
softly. Thus, instead of the traditional term 
harmony of vowels, he uses the term vowel 
harmony, since both all vowels and all 
consonants are subject to monoharmony in the 
composition of the Turkic word. M. Dzhusupov, 
having analyzed the works of H. Dosmukhamed 
uly, believes that “such an understanding of 
vowel harmony was given for the first time and 
should have given rise to a promising direction 
in the study of prosody of the word of vowel 
languages” [8, p. 48]. 

So, in the study of H. Dosmukhamed uly, 
devoted to the analysis of the synharmonic 
nature of the Kazakh sound system, 
synharmonism is defined as the main basis for 
the description of Turkic sounding speech, 
covering not only the phonetic structure of the 
language, but also word-formation, 
morphological. According to the scientist, 
“Kazakh-kyrgyz tilinde synharmonism zaңyna 
konbeitіn soz, soz ozgerіsi zhok” (in the Kazakh 
language there are no words and their forms 
that would not be subject to the law of 
synharmonism) [9, c.84]. 

Synharmonism as a fundamental basis of 
Turkic phonology is also affirmed in the works 

of H.K. Zhubanov. The great merit of the 
scientist is that back in the 30s he made a 
conclusion about the syllabic nature of the 
Kazakh language [10, c.331]. In this connection, 
the problems of syllable and vowel harmony 
were considered in close connection with each 
other. 

Modern research by M. Dzhusupov proves 
that hard and soft phonemes, sounds of the 
Turkic languages stand out in isolation when the 
analysis is based on the theory of position. For 
example, in the Kazakh language in 
synharmonic words: at, as, ak, al, az. The last 
consonants are clearly contrasted, although 
they are all synharmonious in these words. The 
same is observed in soft synharmonic words. 
For example: ҽл, ҽн, ҽл; no, em, es. 

As you can see, the idea of the theory of 
phonology of vowel harmony was laid down in 
Kazakh linguistics at the very beginning of the 
20th century. However, subsequently it remains 
unsupported and loses its meaning, being 
referred to only as “vowel harmony”. What is 
explained, according to A. Dzhunisbekov, by the 
influence of studies on Turkic phonetics, in 
which the leading, moreover, the only prosodic 
unit was considered verbal stress, as in Russian 
[4, p.4]. In this case, the influence of accent-
phonemic theories is evident, which do not take 
into account the internal specifics of the Turkic 
languages in general, and the Kazakh language 
in particular, i.e. the role of synharmonism, 
which is the prosodic dominant of the Turkic 
sounding speech. This led to the fact that in a 
number of works on Kazakh phonetics (in the 
60s-70s), as well as on comparative phonetics 
and in comparative grammars of the Russian 
and Kazakh languages, the law of 
synharmonism is considered only as a harmony 
of vowels (Kenesbaev S., Turkpenbaev N.U., 
Tursunov D.T., Khasanov B., Aralbaev Zh., 
Akhanov K.A. and others). 

So, S.K. Kenesbaev, we find the following 
definition of synharmonism: "... synharmonism 
is one of the types of harmony of sounds, in 
which vowels are likened to each other by the 
participation of lips or tongue" [12, c.91-92]. 
Further, he believes that vowel phonemes are 
the basis of vowel harmony, while consonants 
“are completely and completely under the 
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influence of vowels. Thus, according to the law 
of vowel harmony, the last of the neighboring 
syllables is likened to the previous one” [12, 
p.92]. In all the studies listed above, the essence 
of synharmonism is defined in a similar way. In 
addition, it should be noted that such a 
definition of synharmonism is present in some 
studies to this day [3;11]. 

As noted above, the understanding of 
synharmonism only as the harmony of vowels 
does not fully reveal its essence, since both 
vowels and consonants are equally important 
for synharmonic consonance [4; 5; 7; eight; 
thirteen]. 

Thus, there was a need for the emergence of 
a new theory that would most optimally reveal 
the nature of vowel harmony, its role in 
describing the prosody of the Turkic word; 
patterns of dividing Turkic speech into 
morphemes, syllables, sounds, as well as 
articulatory and acoustic characteristics of 
synharmophonemes (M. Dzhusupov's term) and 
their synharmopositional varieties. 

Studies of recent decades have brought to 
the fore the theory of phonology of vowel 
harmony (singharmonology in terms of M. 
Dzhusupov or vowel monology in terms of A. 
Dzhunisbekov), according to which the prosodic 
dominant of the Turkic (Kazakh) languages is 
not accent, but vowel harmony. The 
systematization of the basic concepts, 
provisions, principles of synharmonic theory 
was carried out by A. Dzhunisbekov and M. 
Dzhusupov [4; 5; 6; 7;8]. 

So, vowel harmony is a peculiar result of 
coarticulation of vowels and consonants, a 
homogeneous timbre organization of all sounds 
that make up the phonetic image of the word as 
a whole [4, p.23; 7, p.8]. So, for example, the 
Kazakh words қal [қal] (stay), kel [k˙el˙] (come), 
kol [қ˚ol˚] (hand), kөl [k˙˚өl˙˚] (lake) are 
characterized not only by certain linear 
combinations of sounds, but also by the special 
synharmonic timbre of the whole word inherent 
in each of them. In other words, in this case, 
words are opposed not only by individual 
phonemes, but also by sound compositions, 
both vowels and consonants are equally 
affected by the same synharmonic timbre. 
Violation of the same character of the 

synharmotimbre destroys the word, makes it 
difficult to perceive. This is the main 
phonological function of vowel harmony. 

The issue of synharmonism functions was 
considered by many researchers, starting from 
V.V. Radlov to the present day (Radlov V.V., 
Baudouin de Courtenay I.A., Reformatsky A.A., 
Vinogradov V.A., Trubetskoy N.S., Baitursynov 
A., Cherkassky M.A., Bogoroditsky V. A., 
Shcherbak A.M., Polivanov E.D., Zhubanov H.K. 
etc.). In the course of the phonological analysis 
of vowel harmony, three of its main functions 
were identified and established - word-
cognitive, word-forming and derivational 
(Dzhunisbekov A., Dzhusupov M.). 

The word-identifying (or constitutive) 
function of synharmonicism guarantees the 
correct recognition of a word, which is provided 
by a homogeneous synharmonic timbre of 
words. So, monosyllabic words like tұz [t˚ұz˚] - 
tүz [t˙˚үz˙˚] (salt, foreign land), sal [sal] - sәl 
[s˙әl˙] (insert, a little) native speaker of the 
Kazakh language recognizes, both due to the 
linear combination of different sounds, and due 
to the different synharmonic timbre of these 
words. 

The word-forming (or culminative) function 
of synharmonism is that all the sounds and 
syllables that form words are combined by one 
synharmonic timbre both in monosyllabic and 
polysyllabic words. For example, the words tіz 
[t˙іz˙], tіzіnіzder; kys [kys], kysynyzdar. 

The word-distinctive (or distinctive) 
function of vowel harmonism lies in the fact that 
the vowel timbre, being an obligatory accessory 
of each word, at the same time serves to 
distinguish them, since words are opposed both 
by individual sounds and by their entire sound 
composition, i.e. synharmony, 
synharmoconsonant and synharmotimbre in 
the aggregate. For example: monosyllabic 
words tos [t˚os˚] - tos [t˙˚өs˙˚] (wait, brisket) are 
distinguished by both synharmonious and soft 
synharmonic sounds. So it is with linguolabi-
hard and linguolabi-soft synharmotimbres. 

Thus, synharmonism (and not vowel 
harmony) is the prosodic dominant of the 
Turkic sounding speech, which in written 
speech is conveyed by graphic means (letters 
and their combinations), reflecting the 
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synharmonious or soft synharmonic nature of 
the Turkic word.  
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