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NEGATION IN EASTERN KHANTY1

The paper outlines the main patterns of negation in the endangered Eastern Khanty dialects of Western Siberia. 
Eastern Khanty negation is coded primarily by the negator of two types, indicative/declarative əntə and imperative 
äl. In terms of the position of negative marker, Eastern Khanty shows consistent preference of preposing. Concerning 
the morphosyntacic symmetry of negatives, Eastern Khanty appears predominantly symmetrical, showing no mor-
phosyntactic variation between affi rmative constructions on one hand, and negative constructions on the other, while 
main variations in the marking negation concern imperatives and existentials.
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Khanty, one of the indigenous languages of the 
Uralic language family, is spoken by fewer than 
7 000 indigenous hunter-gatherers and reindeer herd-
ers out of more than 28 000 Khanty population in 
north-western Siberia.

The dialects of interest in this study are the adja-
cent eastern-most river varieties of Vasyugan, Ale-
xandrovo and Vakh totaling fewer than 200 speakers.

Typical Eastern Khanty simple clause has the SOV 
pattern. The O position varies contingent on pragma-
tic properties of the referent in proposition [1, 2].

(1a) mä mən-l-im 
1SG walk-PRS-1SG

“I walk”.

(1b) mä ajrɨt-am tɨɣl-a qarɨ-mta-s-ɨm
1SG canoe-1SG/SG DET-ILL pu l l - I N T N-

PST2–1SG/SG
“I pulled my canoe here”.
The argument in the S/A grammatical relation nor-

mally has all the traditional subjecthood properties, 
such as control over referential relations clause-inter-
nally and -externally: control over embedded non-fi-
nite clauses; control over zero anaphora across con-
joined clauses; control over reflexivization; quantifier 
movement control. Eastern Khanty is typical head-fi-
nal with no head-agreement.

In Eastern Khanty, the position in the clause im-
mediately preceding the verbal predicate is typically 
taken by the referent belonging to the part of the pro-
position containing pragmatic assertion, focus (very 
roughly equated to new information). The clause-ini-
tial position, in Eastern Khanty clauses, typically 
shows a referent belonging to pragmatic presupposi-
tion, topic referents (shared knowledge).

Eastern Khanty prosody serves a twofold purpose: 
discursive – to manifest prominent/salient discourse 
status; and delineating – to outline discourse compo-
nents. The Khanty phrasal accent is strongly associat-
ed with the pragmatic structure of the proposition. 

The distribution of pitch accents is in correlation with 
the pragmatic function of focus, and as such, corre-
lates with the semantics of the whole proposition. The 
dominant Eastern Khanty intonation contour is low-
mid falling [3], with pitch accent falling on clause 
constituents that are pragmatically prominent, i. e. fo-
cal referents.

Eastern Khanty Negation Patterns
The Eastern Khanty negative clauses code proposi-

tions, whose truth-value is asserted as false, as op-
posed to the regular indicative declarative clauses.

This discussion leaves outside the immediate focus 
the issue of nominal morphological negation – Eastern 
Khanty Abessive case, and concentrates more thor-
oughly on other negation strategies: analytical and 
lexical.

Basic Pattern of Eastern Khanty Negation
The most common effect of the use of negation in 

the Eastern Khanty is only for a portion of the nega-
tive proposition to fall under the scope of negation, 
being asserted as false, while the rest remains true, 
being the part of the proposition containing presup-
posed information:

(2) män-nə əᶘö joɣo-ta əntə
1SG-LOC again… shoot-INF NEG

uspˈet’ wer-s-äm,
«be on time» do-PST2–1SG

“I didn’t have TIME to shoot again”.
In (2), the matrix “I was in time” is asserted as 

false, while the complement “to shoot” is not affected 
by negation being presupposed, which is typologically 
a fairly common pattern [4].

Formally Eastern Khanty negative clauses are ty-
pical declaratives with a negative element immediate-
ly preceding the constituent whose existence or truth-
value is falsified in the proposition. Negation is coded 
by the negator əntə, a free morpheme typically pre-
posed to the part of the proposition that is negated. 
Eastern Khanty commonly uses the negation of the 
verb phrase leaving outside of the negation scope the 
rest of the clause.
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(3) mä awet-a əntə ˈɨmt-əm
1SG sled-ILL NEG sit-PST0.1SG

“I did not SIT in the sled”.
(4) mɨŋ jəɣ-i əntə ˈqol-waɣta-wəl

1PL 3PL-ELA NEG hear-ATTN-PRS.3SG
“We won’t be HEARING from them”.
Similarly to (2, 3), in ((4)–(5)), the negator occurs 

preceding the verbal predicate, expressing the false 
assertion. The Agent argument and the Locatives ap-
pear to be outside of the scope of negation referring to 
the presuppositional part of the proposition. In (5), the 
negator appears between the verbal predicate and the 
spatial adverb “outside” closely associated with the 
predicate, thus even leaving this spatial/manner pre-
verb outside the immediate scope:

(5) jal-l-əw, küm əntə laɣɨl-wəl
stand-PRS-1PL outside NEG  look-PRS.3SG

“We wait, it does not look out”.
Prosody and Information Structure of Negation
Evident from the pitch analysis (6, 7), the dominant 

negative intonation pattern is similar to that of the 
standard direct declarative, that is low-mid falling.

(6) ST_024–025.
metä nöɣˈös ˈlök-pə  ənt-ˈim-äki,
some  sable  track-TOP NEG-PP-PRD

ˈəllə-ki ˈlök-pə ənt-ˈim, metˈäɣi-pə ənt-ˈim-äki
old-PRD track-TOP  NEG-PP some-TOP N EG -PP-
PRD

“There are no SABLE TRACKS anywhere, not even an 
OLD ONE, NOTHING at all”.

As a rule, pitch accent falls on the stressed sylla-
bles of the pragmatically prominent clause constitu-
ents (“sable tracks…, old tracks…, no tracks…” in (6)) 
and extends to the negative particle ənt- functioning 
as a negative existence predicate. This pitch accent 
pattern correlates to the underlying semantics of the 
proposition, which is a falsification of existence/truth 
value of a referent or its quality. In this, accent scope 
appears to coincide fairly well with the negation scope 
of the utterance. Pragmatically, it is exactly the non-
existence, which associates with the relation of Focus 
in the proposition ((6) “As for the tracks, there are NO 
SABLE TRACKS, NO OL D ONES, NO TRACKS at all”). An evi-
dence of topicality of the nominal constituents whose 
non-existence (counter to expectation) is the focus of 
the proposition, is the presence of the topical-empha-
tic marker -pə.

The negator əntə, typically unstressed, is by exten-
sion often considerably reduced preceding accented 
clause constituents. This is particularly obvious in 
cases where preceding the V-initial clause constituent, 
əntə undergoes strong reduction.

Verb-phrase Negation
The negative assertion pattern is consistent in 

most examples, where the negative particle occurs 
immediately preceding the part of the proposition 
that is asserted as false, thus delineating the scope of 
negation.

The negation of all modal predicates (desire (7), 
physical (8) or cognitive ability (9), obligation/neces-
sity (10), allowed event (11), projected event serving as 
purpose or condition (12)), are coded by the negator 
preceding the complement-taking modal predicate, or 
the weak (distant) manipulation verb (11):
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(7) mä onəltəɣəl-tə qat-pa mən-täti
1SG learn-IMPP house-ALL go-INF

əntə ˈqoj-l-əm
NEG want-PRS-1SG

“I do not WANT to go to school”.
(8) tintə-ta  əntə ˈalɨ-l-em

pay-INF NEG can-PRS-1SG/SG
“I won’t BE ABLE to pay for this”.
(9) muɣulinə wer-tä  əntə ˈonol-l-əm

something  do-INF NEG know-PRS-1SG
“I CAN not do anything”.
(10) nöŋ tinəŋ ot-lan män-ä

2SG expensive thing-2SG/PL 1SG-ILL 
əntə ˈmas-wəl
NEG need-PRS.3SG

“I don’t NEED your expensive things (things are to 
me not necessary)” (Gulya, 1966).

(11) qaləw əntˈim , wajaɣ qän-tʃä 
fish.net NEG animal search-INF

əntə ˈsil-wəl-t 
NEG let-PRS-3PL

“NO fishing nets, they don’t LET US track game” 
(Filchenko, 2005).

(12) jöɣ wal-ŋ-al töŋ,   timint
3SG live-COND-3SG COND  DET

wer əntə wa l-ɣas
business NEG be-PST1.3SG

“If (s)he were alive, such a thing would not have 
happened” (Gulya, 1966).

Individual Constituent Negation
Apart from t he verb phrase negation strategy, 

Eastern Khanty also uses individual constituent ne-
gation strategy placing the negative particle immedi-
ately preceding the negated adverbial element: con-
verbial of manner (13), finite synthetic conditional 
(14), finite of purpose (15) – negating what is asserted 
only by the adverbial rather than the whole of the verb 
phrase.

(13) t'ʃu 'länə əj-əm kit-əm
DET time young-ATTR thing-ATTR

qu-j-t əntə qoɣ noməɣsək-min, noɣ
man-EP-PL NEG long think-CNV arrow
wer-ət, mən-ət töɣla,  qo
do-PST0.3PL go-PST0.3PL DET-ILL where 
wel-ət t'ʃu jaɣ
live-PST0.3PL DET people

“Then not thinking much, young men made arrows 
and went where those people lived”.

(14) əntə mən-ŋ-an, wöɣ-nə tul-uj-ən 
NEG go-COND-2SG force-COM take-PS.2SG

“If you are not going (to marry), you’ll be taken by 
force” (Tereskin, 1961).

(15) n’an’ jɨɣata-s-ɨm, qotʃ-ˈaɣɨ
bread check-PST2–1SG/SG burn-PST0.3SG

ili əntə qotʃ-ˈaɣɨ.
“or” NEG burn-PST0.3SG

“I checked the bread, if it BURNED or not (BURNED)” 
(Filchenko, 2008).

In relative cla uses, the negator occurs in preposition 
to each, the verbal predicate of the finite relative 
clause, and the predicate of the matrix clause, thus ne-
gating separately the asserted event of the relative 
clause, and negative presupposition of the matrix 
clause, as in (16):

(16) qoji əntə ˈwer-wəl,  əntə
who NEG work-PRS.3SG NEG

ˈil-wəl
eat-PRS.3SG

“Who does not WORK, does not EAT” (Gulya, 1966).
In finite conditional/conjunctive clauses, the nega-

tor is in preposition to the verbal predicate of the finite 
reason adverbial clause, thus negating only the assert-
ed predicate of the reason adverbial clause, rather than 
the whole of the proposition of the adverbial clause or 
the whole of the complex clause, as in (17):

(17) män-nə tu-ɣas-ɨ töŋ,
1SG-LOC bring-PST1-PS.3SG COND

jöɣ-ən män-ä əntə mə-ɣäs-i
3SG-LOC 1SG-ILL NEG give-PST1-PS.3SG

“I should have brought (it), but (he) did not give (it) 
to me” (Gulya, 1966).

Eastern Khanty Negation of Existence/State
As mentioned above, the negation of existence (or 

state) is typically coded by the participle-like form de-
rived from the negator əntə. This participial negative 
existential predicate is often affixed with the predica-
tor affix /-äki-/. In this case, the negative existential is 
acting as a regular nominal predicate, with a predica-
tor affix:

(18) män-nə tʃimläli tʃi-näm
1SG-LOC a.little  there-ALL

joɣo-s-im, tʃut-na-pa ənt-ˈim-äki
shoot-PST2–1SG DET-COM-TOP NEG-PP-PRD

“I shoot there a little, and THERE’S NOTHING” 
(Filchenko, 2005).

In cases where the referent whose existence is as-
serted as false is plural, the negative existential 
əntim is used with the plural form of the predicator af-
fix /-ätə/:

(19) ämp-ät ʃəräɣ-wəl-t, tʃu taɣɨ
dog-PL noise-PRS-3PL DET pl ace

morta toɣɨ wer-il poro-min i jəɣ-näm
all away do-3PL step-CNV and 3PL-RFL
ənt-ˈim-ätə
NEG-PP-PL

“The dogs are noisy, (they) stepped all over that 
place but they (themselves) ARE NOT THERE”.

However, also similar to some nominal predicates, 
this negative existential predicate is occasionally used 
without the predicator affix. Thus (20) contain two re-
iterations, where the first case of negative existential 
has the predicator affix, and the second does not:
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(20) worw-al-a läɣ-im-al, pun-əl
pants-3SG-ILL look-PP-3SG hair-3SG

ənt-ˈim-äki, pun-əl ənt-ˈim
NEG-PP-PRD hair-3SG NEG-PP

“(He) looked in the pants, the hair IS ALL GONE, the 
hair IS NOT THERE” (Filchenko, 2008).

The repeated negative assertion is coded by the 
negative existential without the predicator affix. This 
pattern appears to apply across considerable anaphor-
ic distance, i. e. when the reiteration is separated 
from its antecedent utterance by a sizable discourse. 
Thus, (21) is a reiteration of a clause (20) uttered 
10 clauses earlier in the narrative:

(21) opjat’ nöɣös lök-pə ənt-ˈim
“again” sable track-TOP NEG-PP

“Still, THERE IS NO sable track” (Filchenko, 2005).
The cases of negative existential without predica-

tor affix /-aki/ outnumber those with the affix (approx. 
60 to 40 %), which may prompt this form as a default 
coding of negative assertion of state when it is ex-
pressed for the first time. The exact implication of 
having the predicator affix on the negative existential 
is yet to be detailed, as in the case of adjectives in the 
predicate function.

(22) män-nə  krugom jəlkämtä-s-im:
1SG-LOC “around” circle-PST2–1SG

məta wa jaɣ lök ənt-ˈim
some animal track NEG-PP

“I circle around: THERE IS NOT a single animal 
track” (Filchenko, 2005).

It should be noted, that there are a number of exa-
mples where the negative particle unaffixed with 
/-aki/ is not a reiteration, but is an independent propo-
sition as in (22) above. There are no attested examples 
of the cases though, where the affixed negative parti-
ciple follows the unaffixed one. However, there are 
rare examples of the reduplicated predicator affix fol-
 lowing the negative particle (23):

(23) toɣɨ-j-əɣ-ɨ juŋa-s-əm, mətali
there-ADV-ELA get-PST2–1SG something

ənt-ˈim-äki-iki, ənt-ˈim wəl-qal
NEG-PP-PRD-PRD NEG-PP be-PST1.3SG

“I got there, THERE IS NOT a thing there, it was NOT 
there” (Filchenko, 2005).

In light of the above data, a prediction concerning 
the distribution of the predicator affix /-aki/ with the 
negative existential implies a connection to the prag-
matic features of the referent(s) whose non-existence 
is thus predicated. That is, it is most probable that ne-
gative assertion of existence will be coded by the ne-
gative nominalization uninfl ected with predicative af-
fix /-aki/ if the referent, whose non-existence is predi-
cated, is high in pragmatic identifiability/activation, 
that is, more available in the discourse universe. 
Exam ple (23) is viewed here as the supporting evi-
dence, where the reiterated final predication, the nega-

tive participle əntim, is followed by the existential 
wəlqal “(s)he was”, resulting in the literal “non-exist-
ent it was”, referring to absent “milk” whose non-exi-
stence was definitively confirmed by the SAP.

The role of the existential verb “to be” in (25), as 
well as in (26) below, is to be seen as that of an auxil-
iary bearing the appropriate TAM inflections (in these 
cases – one of the past tense markers -qal “PST1”). 
Thus, the bear negative existence predicate əntim ap-
pears to be used for either the present or the so-called 
suffixless past [1, 2] forms, while the range of mor-
phological past tense forms (and presumably aspectu-
al) occur within the [əntim + wəl-TAM “to be”] model.

(24) telefon  ənt-ˈim wəl-ˈqal.
telephone  NEG-PP be-PST1.3SG

“There WAS NO telephone” (Filchenko, 2008).
In the alternative-type existence questions (25), 

however, the latter [Neg + wəl-TAM “to be”] model 
often extends to the present-future tense propositions, 
possibly for the purpose of maintaining the symmetry 
between the two parts of the alternative/choice ques-
tion. In these cases, a regular verbal negator əntə is 
used preposed to the existential predicate “to be”:

(25) tom qat-nə qoj ˈwəl-wəl,
DET house-LOC IndPrn be-PRS.3SG

qam əntə ˈwəl-wəl?
or NEG be-PRS.3SG

“IS THERE anyone in that house, or not?” (Filchen-
ko, 2008).

In this, such existential propositions formally align 
with standard verb negation ones.

In complex nominal predicates with the nominal 
(attributive) part and the existential “to be”, similar to 
(23) above, the negative particle, according to the ge-
neral pattern, appears in preposition to the nominal 
part, thus negating quality asserted by the nominal, 
rather than the existence of the entity itself. Thus, in 
(26), it is the quality “thin” that is asserted as false, 
rather than the existence of the animal itself, with the 
verbal negator əntə thus preceding the attribute “thin” 
rather than the copula “to be”:

(26) wajaɣ  əntə ˈkäntʃ-im wəl-ˈqal
animal  NEG thin-ATTR be-PST3.3SG

“(That) animal WAS not THIN” (Filchenko, 2008).
This pattern of the verbal negator immediately pre-

ceding the nominal predicate applies also to the cases of 
nominal predicates with absent copula or predicator affix:

(27a) əntə ˈəllə,  əj al 
NEG big one year

“Not a BIG (one), one year old”.
(27b) ˈärki – ˈəntə, ˈəj-äli (əntə ˈärki)

much   NEG one-DIM (NEG many)
“NOT MANY, just ONE” (“Not MANY”) (Filchenko, 

2008).
In (27b), an apparent Russian contact-induced 

change in the syntax of negation takes place, with the 
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negative particle accented and postposed to the nega-
ted quantifier. This is later self-repaired in the cont-
rolled reiteration (27b in brackets).

In the discussion of the Eastern Khanty negation of 
existence, it is important to make a note of a rare but 
attested analytical construction similar to the complex 
nominal predicate ((26) above). It ma kes use of the 
[NomPrd + Aux] model, where the role of the nominal 
is taken by the negative participle əntim inflected with 
the predicator affix -äki, while the verb jitä “become” 
acts as an auxiliary:

(28) ənt-im-ˈäɣi ji-ˈɣäl.
NEG-PP-PRD become-PST1.3SG

“(S)he passed away” (Filchenko, 2008).
Eastern Khanty Proposition Negation
The whole proposition may also fall under the 

scope of negation, when the whole of the proposition 
is asserted as false. This is typically the case in refuta-
tion-answers or rejection replies to imperative or pro-
posing utterances, as in (30a), (30b):

(29) ˈəntə, tʃi əntə ˈqaqɨ wajaɣ,
NEG DET NEG young.brother animal

təmə ˈqasɨ tʃil-wəl
DET man crying-PRS.3SG

“NO, this is not a BEAR, this is a PERSON crying” 
(Filchenko, 2008).

(30a) ɨnl-a!
sit-IMPR.2SG

“Sit in!”
(30b) ˈəntə, män-nə pəskäri mas-wəl

NEG 1SG-LOC fast need-PRS.3SG
“NO, I have to hurry” (Filchenko, 2008).
Eastern Khanty Imperative Negation (Prohibitives)
Eastern Khanty imperatives have the special nega-

tive particle äl used to code the negative impera-
tive/prohibitive utterances or negative requests:

(31) män-oɣ qoq-qə-pa äl mən-ä
1SG-PRL far-PRD-ALL NEG go-IMPR.2SG

“Don’t go far away from me!” (Filchenko, 2008).
(32) tʃəkə sem-en-kə tɨɣl-ä äl

very  heart-COM-PRD  here-ILL  NEG
jöɣ-itən
come-IMPR.2DU

“Don’t you (two) come close so baldly!” (Kalinina, 
1970).

The negative particle äl here always appears 
stressed and preposed to the verbal predicate in the 
imperative mood form. Eastern Khanty imperatives, 
being the non-declarative strong manipulative speech 
acts, are associated with the scope of irrealis, as they 
refer to the states-of-affairs whose event-time will 
follow the speech-time, i. e. which are projected to 
occur in the future. The scope of negation in these 
cases extends over the whole of the proposition, thus 
eliciting the non occurrence of an action. The existen-
ce of the special negation pattern for imperatives is 

though rare but a well attested typological pattern [4, 
с. 317].

Eastern Khanty Lexical negation (negative lexi-
cal verbs)

Eastern Khanty also makes limited use of the lexi-
cal negation, i. e. uses a lexeme with inherent negative 
semantics, primarily with the sense of “lack of mental 
or physical ability”:

(33) nuɣ-pa porɨslə-wəl, küm lüɣä-tä
up-ALL scramble-PRS.3SG outside get.out-INF

kürɣêt-äɣi
cannot-PST0.3SG

“(S)he scrambles up, (but) cannot get out” (Filchen-
ko, 2008).

(34) män-nə kürt-im loŋo-ta jüɣ
1SG-LOC  cannot-1SG read-INF 3SG

kniʃk-al
book-3SG

“I cannot read his book” (Filchenko, 2008).
Eastern Khanty Negation in Code-switching
Negation in now frequent code switching undergoes 

common systemic changes, identifiable synchronically 
elsewhere in the Eastern Khanty. Now almost 100 % bi-
lingual Khanty-Russian speakers, in casual improvised 
speech, borrow Russian negative particles “ni/ne” sub-
stituting the native Khanty “əntə”, particularly at noun-
phrase negation:

(35) a temi ni ˈmöɣtək, ni pəˈtᶘɨ,
«but» DET «NEG» dace «NEG» rudd

ni ˈaɣərnəŋ, ni  ˈsart ənt-ˈim wəl-ˈqal.
«NEG» ide «NEG»  pike NEG-PP be-PST1.3SG

“But here, there WASN’T no DACE, no RUDD, no IDE, 
no PIKE” (Filchenko, 2008).

In this, the grammar of negation undergoes change, 
obviously following the Russian pattern with double 
negation of NP and VP individually.

Conclusions
With regard to existing typological generalizations 

concerning negation, Eastern Khanty negative clauses 
demonstrate fairly regular features, both for the genet-
ic affiliation and for the contact area. Regarding the 
type of negative marker [5], Eastern Khanty negation 
is coded primarily by the negator of two types, indica-
tive/declarative əntə and imperative äl. There is a class 
of examples, where the indicative negator əntə appears 
to function as a negative existence predicate, fur-
nished with a participial-type marker -im and fre-
quently with a productive predicator/adverbializer af-
fix -äki.

In terms of the position of negative marker [6], 
Eastern Khanty shows consistent preference of pre-
posing, in accord with the basic word-order patterns.

Concerning the morphosyntacic symmetry of ne-
gatives [7], Eastern Khanty appears predominantly 
symmetrical, showing no morphosyntactic variation 
between affirmative constructions on one hand, and 
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negative constructions on the other, apart from the 
presence of a respective (indicative vs. imperative) 
negative particle. Main variations in the marking of 
Eastern Khanty negation concerns the imperatives 
and existentials.

Based on the data at hand, Eastern Khanty is fully 
symmetrical in imperative constructions, apart from 
having a special imperative negation particle, etymo-
logically different from the sentential negation, which 
corresponds to Type II negative imperatives by [8].

Eastern Khanty negative existentials show two 
main strategies: 1) in the present-future and unaffixed 
past, bear negative existential əntim is used; 2) for the 
non-present tense forms negative existence is coded 
by the combination of the negative existential əntim 
and the copula wəl-ta “to be” acting as an auxiliary 
and bearing required TAM morphology. In the first 
strategy (bear negative existential əntim), the use of 
the predicator affix -äki (sometimes reduplicated) ap-
parently hinges on the pragmatic properties of the 
referents of the concrete proposition. In this, Eastern 

Khanty existentials are not clearly definable into ge-
neralized Types A, B and C [9], in that: a) the Eastern 
Khanty negative existential predicate əntim is obvi-
ously related to the verbal negator əntə, though; b) it 
has special predicate morphology (əntə -im (-äki)), 
and c) may be used for the past tenses as the verbal 
negator of the ordinary existential predicate (X wəlqal 
“there was X” vs. X əntim wəlqal “X there was not”), 
or even as clearly regular verbal negators in the pre-
sent tense, where a alternative between existence and 
non existence is offered (X wəlwəl, qam əntə wəlwəl 
“is there X, or is there not”). The Eastern Khanty 
negative indefinite is coded by the regular indefinite 
pronouns combined with the negative existential 
predicate əntim in a variety of negative existential 
constructions. Finally, Eastern Khanty makes quite 
limited use of negative lexical verbs, mainly of ability 
semantics, which aligns it typologically more with 
the northern Sa moyedic languages rather then with 
areally adjacent southern Samoyedic or closely rela-
ted Ugric.
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ОТРИЦАНИЕ В ВОСТОЧНО-ХАНТЫЙСКИХ ДИАЛЕКТАХ

Рассматриваются основные стратегии выражения отрицания в восточно-хантыйских диалектах в контексте 
типологических обобщений средств выражения отрицания в языках мира, в генетически родственных языках 
и в контексте обско-енисейского контактного ареала. Морфосинтаксические и семантические черты восточно-
хантыйского отрицания рассматриваются в свете таких типологически релевантных параметров, как этимо-
логия и положение маркера отрицания, морфосинтаксической симметрии отрицания, аспекты вариативности 
в морфосинтаксисе отрицания в сравнении с утвердительными индикативами, способы выражения отрица-
тельной бытийности, конструкции с отрицательными (вспомогательными) глаголами.

Ключевые слова: исчезающие языки Сибири, ареальная типология, документация языков, отрицание.
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