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DISCOURSE INTONATION AND
WORD ORDER IN ENGLISH
(basing on the experimental-phonetic analyses
of the discourse in English)

The article deals with the study of the importance of the intonation and the word order of discourse
either in the oral or in the written discourse. The article highlights the fact that the discourse intonation
and the word order are observed to be very important in the formation of the discourse. Besides, the
types of the discourse have also been analyzed in the article. The special attention is drawn to the us-
age of the discourse intonation via intonation contours such as the melodicy, intensivity and the time
parameters of the discourse intonation.

The essence of the cognitive approach is to approach the text as a unit of communication, the result
of speech in the hierarchy of the components of the discourse, combined with the pragmatic intention
of the author within a certain communicative situation.

The study of the text-generating function of prosody is related to the relationship between semantics
and intonation, which is one of the current issues in the field of intonation. Until recently, the study of
the semantic functions of intonation was carried out by studying the intonation structure of isolated sen-
tences, but today researchers studying intonation are trying to study the prosodic features of discourse
composed of a set of sentences. In the research work, the activity of intonation in the structure of dis-
course was studied from a pragmatic point of view. By the pragmatic function of intonation, we mean the
movement of intonation tools in the process of integrating the meaning of a text. The main way to realize
the pragmatic function of intonation is the prosodic organization of the text into units. It is noteworthy
to mention that syntax is taken as a unit of text in the article.

The article highlights the theoretical significance of the research. It expresses the study of the sound
of the discourse. The role of prosodic means in the expression of the content (frequency, melodicy,
rhythm) has been touched upon in the article as well.

The scientific novelty of the article is observed in carrying out the investigation of the intonation
features of discourse patterns in English on the basis of the linguistic materials relating to the very lan-
guage system. Basing on the experiments of the language materials, the discourse intonation and the
word order are believed to demonstrate the speakers’ moment-by-moment context-referenced choices.

Key words: discourse, intonation, experiment, word order, language, prosodic means.

C.b. MycTtadpaeBa
O3ipbaitkaH TiAAep yHMBepcUTeTi, O3ipbaikaH, baky K.,
e-mail: sahilamustafa@yahoo.com
AFbIALLBIH TIAAI AMCKYPCTbIH, UHTOHALIMSAICbl MEH CO3AEPAiH, OPbIH TOPTIiOi
(AFBIALLIBIH TIAIHAEr i AMCKYPCTbI 3KCIEPUMEHTTI-(DOHETHKAABIK,
TaAAay HerisiHae)

Makanra aybi3wa >koHe >kasballa AMKYPCTarbl MHTOHALMS MEH CO3AEPAIH OpblIH TOPTIOIHIH
MaHbI3AbIAbIFbIHA apHaAFaH. AMCKYPC KYPbIAbIMbIHAQ AMCKYPC MHTOHAUMSCbI MEH OHAAFbl CO3AEPAIH
OpbIH TOPTIOIHIH, MaHbI3bl 30P EKEHAIr akbiHAAAaAbl. COHbIMEH KaTap AMCKYPC TYPAEPI A€ HasapAaH
TbIC KaAAbIpbIAMaraH. 9cipece 8Yye3AiAiK, KAapKbIHAbIAbIK, YaKbIT LIamMaAapbl CUSKTbl MHTOHALMS
GipAikTEpiHE A€ epeKlle KOHIA OOAIHTeH.

KOrHUTMBTI aCcneKTiHiH MaHbI3AbIAbIFbI MOTIHAI KATbICbIM OiPAIri, HAKTbl KATbICbIM XXaF AasiTbIHAQF bl
ABTOPAbIH MParmMaTMKaAblK, MakKcaTbliHa HETi3AEAreH AMCKYPC KYPbIAbIMbIHbIH COMAEY HOTUXKECT peTiHAe
Kapay.

INpocoaMKaHbiH MOTIH YMbIMAACTBIPYLLbIABIK, KbIBMETIH 3epTTey MHTOHAUMSHbIH  aFbIMAAFbI
MaceAeAepi CaHaAaTbIH CEMAaHTUKA MEH MHTOHALUMSIHBIH, HEri3iHAE KapacTblpbliAaAbl. OCbl yakbITKa AeMiH
MHTOHALMSIHbIH, CEMAHTUKAABIK, XKYMCAAbICbl COMAEYAEH, MOTIHHEH TbIC COMAEMAEPAE KAPaCTbIPbIAAbI.
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AA KemiHri yakpiTTa 3epTTeyulirep AMCKYPCTbIH MPOCOAMKAAbIK, OEMHECiH MOTIH AeHremiHAe
KapacTbipyFa KeHIiA 6eAe 6acTaabl. 3epTTeyAe AMCKYPC KYPamblHAAFbl MHTOHALMSIHbIH, GEACEHAIAIT
nparmMaTMKaAbIK, MaKcaTTa KapacTblpbIAAbl. MIHTOHALUMSIHBIH NparMaTukachiH 6i3 MOTIH MafFblHAAAPbIHbIH
bIKMAAAACY YAEPICIHAEr MHTOHAUMS KYPaAAApPbIHbIH KO3FaAbiCbl Aern TyCiHemMi3. VIHTOHaUMSIHbIH
NparMaTMKaAbIK, KbI3METiH TYMCIHYAEri Heri3ri >KOA — MOTIH BipAIKTepiHIH NPOCOAMKAABIK, YbIMAACYbI.
Makarapa CMHTAKCUC yFbIMbl OIPAIK PETIHAE aAbIHbIM OTbIP.

Makana 3epTTeyAiH TEOPUSIAbIK, MaHbI3AbIAbIFbIH KOPCETEAl. AblObICTbIH AMCKYPCTaFbl KbI3METiH
awbin 6epeai. KOHTEHTTIH NPOCOAMKAABIK, 6EPIAY KypaaAapbiHa Aa (BYE3AIAIK, PUTM) KEHIA BOAIHEAI.

AFBIALBIH TIAIHAEM AMCKYPC TYPAEPIHIH, MHTOHALMSADBIK, epeKkLUeAiKTepiHe TIAAIK Xy#He iWwiHaeri
AVIHTBMCTMKAABIK, MaTepuaA HerisiHAe 3epTTey >KYPrisiAyi MakaAaHblH FbIAbIMM >KaHAAbIFbl GOABIM
TabblAaAbl. Texipnbe HaTMXKeAepiHe CyieHe OTbIPbIN, AMCKYPC MHTOHALMSChl MEH CO3AEPAIH OpbIH
TOPTIOI COMAEYILLIHIH ME3eT-Me3€eTIMEH MBHMBTIHAIK TaHAAYbIHbIH, KOPCETKILLI.

Tyiin cesaep: AMCKYPC, MHTOHauMsl, ToXipube, CO3AEpAIH OpbiH TapTibi, TiA, npocoamka
KYpaAAapbl.
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MHTOHauMa AMCKypca M NOPSIAOK CAOB B aHTAUMCKOM $i3blke
(OcHoBaH Ha 3KcrnepruMeHTaAbHO-(POHETUYECKOM aHaAM3€e AMCKYpCa
B @HIAMIACKOM $3bIKe)

CraTb4 NOCBLLIEHA M3YUYEHNIO BAXKHOCTM MHTOHALMKM W NMOPSAKA CAOB B AMCKYPCE, Kak B YCTHOM,
Tak 1 nncbMeHHoM. CTaTbsl ocBellaeT ToT (hakT, UTO MHTOHALIMS AMCKYPCa M MOPSIAOK CAOB CUMUTAIOTCS
OY€eHb BaXKHbIMK B hOPMMPOBaHUK anckypca. Kpome 3Toro, B ctaTbe OblAM M3yUeHbl TUMbl AUCKYpPCa.
Ocob0e BHVMaHME YAEAEHO UCMOAb30BaHMIO MHTOHALMU AMCKYPCa Yepe3 KOHTYPbl MHTOHALLMM, Takue
KaK MEAOANYHOCTb, MHTEHCUBHOCTb M NMapaMeTpbl BpEMEHU B MHTOHALMKN AUCKYpPCa.

BaXkHOCTb KOrHWMTMBHOIO MOAXOAQ — MOAOMTM K TEKCTY KaK K €AMHMLE KOMMYHMKALMK, Kak
K pe3yAbTaTy peyn B MepapxmMu KOMIMOHEHTOB AMCKYPCa, a TakXe C nparmMatMyecknMm HamepeHvem
aBTOPA BHYTPW KOHKPETHON KOMMYHMKATUBHOM CUTYaLMM.

M3yueHune TekcToobpasytoLen yHKLMM MPOCOANMM OTHOCUTCS K B3aMMOCBSI3M MEXAY CEMaHTUKOM
M MHTOHALMEN, YTO SBASIETCS OAHMM M3 aKTYaAbHbIX BOMPOCOB B 06AACTM MHTOHAUMK. AO HEAABHEro
BPEMEHU, M3yUeHMe CeMaHTUUYECKMX (YHKUMIA MHTOHALMM BbIMOAHSAOCL M3YyYeHUMEM CTPYKTYpbl
WMHTOHALIMW B M30AMPOBAHHbLIX MPEAAOXKEHMSX, HO CErOAHS y4eHble, M3yyasd MHTOHAUMIO, CTapatloTCs
M3y4aTb MPOCOAMYECKME UEPTbl AMCKYPCa, COCTOSLLErO U3 psAa NMPeAAOXKeHMIA. B nccaeaoBaTeAbckom
paboTe akTMBHOCTb MHTOHALIMM B CTPYKTYpe AUCKYpca ObiAa M3yUeHa C nparMaTuyeckomn TOUYKM 3pEHMS.
[Moa nparmMaTnyeckon yHKUMEN MHTOHALMM Mbl UMEEM BBUMAY ABMXKEHME MHCTPYMEHTOB MHTOHALMM
B MpoLecce MHTerpaumm 3HaueHust Tekcta. OCHOBHOM MyTb OCO3HATb MparmMaTtlyeckylo (yHKUMIO
MHTOHALIMM -3TO MPOCOAMYECKas opraHM3aums TekcTa no eAMHuuam. BakHo OTMeTUTb, UTO B cTatbe
CMHTAKCUC paccMaTpMBaeTCs Kak eAMHULIA TeKCTa.

CraTb9 OCBelLaeT TEOPETUUECKYIO BaXKHOCTb MCCAeAOBaHMS. OHa BblpaXkaeT M3yueHWe 3ByKa B
AMcKypce. B ctatbe Tak)ke 3aTpoHyTa POAb MPOCOAMYECKMX CPEACTB B BblPa>KeHMM KOHTEHTa (4acToTa,
MEAOANYHOCTb, PUTM).

HayuHas HOBM3Ha CTaTbM 3aKAOYAETCS B MPOBEAEHUMM MCCAEAOBAHWMS WMHTOHALMOHHBLIX 4epT
MOAEAelt AMCKYpCa B aHIAMIMCKOM 493blke Ha OCHOBE AMHIBUCTMYECKOrO Martepumasa, OTHOCSILLErocs
K camoi $3blkoBoi cucTteMe. OCHOBbIBasCb Ha 3KCMEpUMEHTaxX S3bIKOBOTO MaTeprana, MoAaraem,
YTO MHTOHALMS AMCKYpPCa M MOPSAOK CAOB AEMOHCTPMPYIOT KOHTEKCTHO-COOTHECEHHble BblOOpbI
roBOPSLLEr0 MrHOBEHbE 32 MIHOBEHBEM.

KAroueBble cAOBa: AUCKYPC, MHTOHALIMS, SKCTIEPUMEHT, NMOPSIAOK CAOB, S3blK, CPEACTBA MPOCOANM.

Introduction

In linguistics, especially in Western linguis-
tics, since the English phonetist D.Jones, intonation
was accepted as a movement of tone. But before
D.Jones, intonation was understood as a more com-
plex phenomenon. ‘... intonation is a phonological
means by which individual words, depending on the

context and situation, transform the information into
independent units or combine them according to the
grammatical rules of the language to form a whole
in which a strong connection is formed through it.
Intonation serves the realization of the communica-
tion among people’ (Veysalli, 2008: 188). The opin-
ion belongs to F.Y.Veysalli. As it is seen, the defini-
tion covers the intonation of a sentence.
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Discourse intonation and word order in English (basing on the experimental-phonetic analyses of the discourse in English)

In the study of discourse, the identification of its
types has always been at the forefront. As a result of
research in this area, two main types of discourse are
known to be distinguished. They are oral and written
discourse types (Kapacuk, 2000: 5-10). This differ-
ence is due to the transmission of information. Thus,
during oral discourse, the transmission channel is
propagated by air waves, i.e. acoustic, and during
written discourse, it is visual-graphic. Incomplete-
ness is observed in oral discourse as well. Thus, the
speech continues with repetitions, is built with units
of intonation separated from each other at intervals,
has partially exhausted intonation contours and usu-
ally consists of some syntagms. It is noteworthy to
mention that syntagm is formed in the speech-brain
process; it expresses the integrity of a meaning, and
it can consist of one or more rhythmic groups de-
pending on the situation (Kapacuk, 2002: 122). The
transmission and reception of the information is re-
alized through syntagms which have semantic, syn-
tactic and phonetic completeness in different types
of discourse.

In the discourse process, the speaker and the
addressee are involved in the same speaking envi-
ronment. In this case, it is characterized by the ref-
erence of emotions, the use of gestures and other
verbal means (Abdullayev, 1998: 14).

When speaking of oral discourse, it would be ap-
propriate to touch on the intonation of the discourse.
Unlike the sentence intonation mentioned above,
intonation should be understood in a broader sense
in the discourse analysis. Intonation is a key indi-
cator of the formal-substantive organization of the
discourse. At the level of discourse, the intonation
contours interact with each other to create its pro-
sodic pattern. Discourse analysis always contains
elements that can create discourse. The beginning
and the end of these elements are more pronounced
with intonation signs. These characteristics include
tone movement, tone intensity and tone time (Yadi-
gar, 1993: 94).

It is known that intonation is a phonological
device with a regular sequence of different tones,
timbre and strong sounds pronounced by a speaker.
With its help, words and phrases become a whole
idea and are perceived by a listener as a whole idea
(Veysalli, 2008 : 264). In this case, the role of into-
nation in the discourse we encounter in all areas of
our lives is undeniable. Discourse intonation shows
the connection between the speaker and the listener,
as well as the connection with the discourse as a
whole. In addition, all intonation options are inter-
related in the context in which they are used in.
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Experiment

It is important to state that the history of the study
of discourse intonation is connected with the names
of D.Brazil, M.Coulthard, C.Johns in the 70-80s of
the last century (Brazil, Coulthard, Johns, 1980: 12-
24). They paid special attention to the intonation of
discourse in the teaching of English. Discourse into-
nation (DI) plays an important role in the language
learning and teaching process. In modern times, this
trend is evolving and DI is observed to be studied
as a field of academic research (Crystal, 1995: 145).

Investigations show that DI should not be stud-
ied through teaching grammar while it is better to
study it in the functional process. The ambiguity of
the discourse intonation is reflected in the multifac-
eted aspects of communication, which manifests it-
self in the form of a corresponding connection to
the interactive discourse (bopGoreko, 1981: 13).
The speaker’s choice of intonation should reflect not
only the linguistic information but also the different
shades of emotion. D.Crystal identifies six types of
discourse intonation. They can be listed like the fol-
lowing:

1. Emotional,

2. Grammatical,

3. Informational;

4. Textual,

5. Psychological;

6. Indexical (Crystal, 1995: 249).

Unlike D.Crystal, 4 types of intonation are de-
fined by P.Roach. They can be introduced as 1) at-
titude intonation; 2) accentual intonation; 3) gram-
matical; 4) discourse intonation (Roach, 1991: 163).

Examining the research, it can be concluded that
intonation can be approached as a means of break-
ing down the acoustic chain of sounds that make up
a sentence (Thompson, 1995: 255). In this case, if
we interpret the emotional and intellectual side of
intonation, we come to the conclusion that the emo-
tional study of intonation deals with the expressive-
ness of information, emotional tone, the use of non-
verbal and phonological stylistic features of speech
as well as the extent to which extralinguistic fea-
tures are conveyed. Intellectual approach studies the
linguistic side of information, its informativeness,
etc. (Mammadov, 2010: 9).

It is not necessary to know how the speaker is
feeling in order to convey any information. There-
fore, F.Veysalli believes that it is important to study
the emotional and intellectual aspects of the dis-
course intonation in isolation from one another. In
addition, F.Veysalli identifies two functions of the
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discourse intonation in contrast to the division of
linguists about the intonation functions mentioned
above (Veysalli, 2010: 65). He states that the orga-
nization of a sentence by intonation belongs to its
external function, and the division of a sentence into
its constituent parts belongs to its internal function.
In real negotiations, the two sides act as a unit, and
their separation is noticed not to be so easy (Veysal-
li, 2010: 66).

Note that other linguists also have their own di-
visions about the functions of the discourse intona-
tion. Thus, based on these divisions, we can group
the discourse intonation function into four groups:

1. Based on a linguistic form; it includes gram-
matical (discourse intonation is used in general and
special questions) or lexical (discourse intonation of
modal words such as truly, really, surely, etc.) into-
nation.

2. Relational or interpersonal; it includes inter-
est, courtesy, distrust, and so on.

3. Accent intonation; this type of intonation
is mostly used to express conflicting opinions in
speech, etc.

4. Intonation used in speech or interpersonal
communication; this type is mainly used in sentenc-
es expressing request, command, suggestion, etc.

By making any choice in the intonation system
of the discourse, the speaker indicates what he/she
has undertaken to achieve the goal of the moment,
and a situation of misunderstanding arises between
himself/herself (the speaker) and the hearer (the
listener) (dembsiakoB, 2005: 34). Speakers choose
the intonation according to their understanding and
share it with the audience. This manifests itself in
conversations among speakers and listeners on a
topic they share equally or in a context that is ap-
propriate to a particular context. Although syntax
and intonation are related in purposeful speech, they
are considered to separate areas of intonation se-
lection ([efik, 1994: 169). In general, it should be
noted that the close connection between intonation
and syntax is undeniable. Although syntax and into-
nation are separate disciplines, the DI expressed in
them reflects the normal connection between tone
units and clauses. However, the study of discourse
intonation is possible with the methods developed
by phonology (Coulthard, 1977: 95).

The only possible way is to divide the discourse
into syntagms in terms of structure and intonation.
Linguists G.Brown and G.Yul write in this regard:
‘In fact, the structural units of oral discourse are in
the form of speech paragraphs, and they are called
paratons’ (Brown, Yule, 1983: 78). The intonation
curve states that there is a signal to start a new para-

graph. ‘Spoken paragraph’ or ‘paraton’ is known
by border discourse markers as in the written para-
graph. Paraton shows the beginning of the discourse
and then the speaker makes a topical change in the
speech. Initially, the speaker states what he/she
means. This happens with a shield tone. The end of
paraton means that the discourse ends as a process.
This can be expressed in a very low tone, a weaken-
ing of the amplitude, and a prolongation of the pause
(Crystal, 2003: 129).

F.Veysalli does not agree with the fact that
these authors emphasize the subjective side of the
discourse intonation. He points out that their ap-
proach is based on the age, gender, dialect, etc. of
the participants. The intonation components in the
discourse cannot describe the intellectual side of the
discourse. He relates it to the fact that a tone can be
a means of membership as a component of intona-
tion though it can never be a unit of membership. It
is noteworthy to highlight that the syntagm theory
developed by academician L.V.Sherba School helps
in such membership (Veysalli, 2008: 78). Thus, in
the internal organization of any discourse, there can
be a syntagm as a unit that has a phonetic whole
effect, is a grammatically formed structure, and it
has a specific semantic meaning. There is no break
within the syntagm, although it can only be assessed
as a physiological condition. In the analysis of dis-
course, we must not forget that everything in speech
serves to give a semantic meaning. Therefore, it is
not enough to just go up and down in the discourse.

Result and discussion

It is noteworthy to mention that the following
experiments have been carried out in the laboratory
named “Experimental phonetics laboratory” at
the Azerbaijan University of Languages under the
leadership prof. F.Y.Veysalli who is known to be the
specialist in this field.

Example 1.

(Do you know / how to hue the rainbow /?

Example II

(Are you sure / he is in jeopardy /? As it is seen,
the sentences have been divided into two syntagms
(The syntagms are introduced by slash /).

The two sentences are used to introduce question
discourses according to the type of intonation
These two sentences have been pronounced in two
syntagms by the two speakers.

The sentence ;Are you sure he is in jeopardy?
was pronounced in two syntagms by the first
speaker though the second speaker pronounced the
following sentence in one syntagm:
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Discourse intonation and word order in English (basing on the experimental-phonetic analyses of the discourse in English)

In the discourse ;Do you know / how to hue the
rainbow? the main tone frequency is observed to
be in the range of 125-103 hs. The melodicy of the
sentence is observed to be 108 hs at the end of the
progrediyent syntagm. It is 103 hs in the terminal
syntagm.

The main tone frequency is noticed to relevantly
be 160-102 hs as well as 76-100 hs in the syntagms
in the speech of the second announcer. At the

end of terminal syntagms, a relative increase in
melodicity is observed. The interval differences
between the syntagms are the following: it is 116-
91 hs in the speech of the first speaker; it is 135-
82 hs in the speech of the second speaker. The
interval difference is 25 hs in the speech of the first
speaker; it is 53 hs in the pronounciation of the
second speaker. (see: grf. 1.1 (I announcer), 1.1a
IT announcer).

160 -
140
120
100
80
60 - ;
50 - ¢'dui'jui N6 ha t-: hj-: 17 're9bo- ?
404 sa 'ju: 37 h9 & 9 'd=ep7do
7777777 /17 *Klev7 'p6:t7 p6k7 @ 'Qg7 t7 h5v 7 'd= :s7//
20
saitlor
(6]
Graphic 1.1
250 A
F
200 -
150 +
100
g'du: 'ju: n6- ha t-: hj-: 17 'rebo- ? 77
_______ J'a 'jur 37 h9 & 9 'd=ep7de
50 B /17 'klev7 'p6:t7 p6k7 X '9g7 t7 h5v 7 'd= :s7//
saitler
(0}

Graphic 1.1a
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The next example in English.

In the sentence /The clever potter Poker is eager
to have a juicer// /Agilli dulusgu Poker siragokon
almaga can atir// the declarative discourse is observed.
The discourse has been pronounced in three syntagms
by the two announcers. The tone frequency of the
sentence /The clever potter/ Poker/ is eager to have
a juicer// is observed to be 50-86 hs, 128-75 hs at

250

200 -

150

the beginning syntagm by the first speaker; it is 91-
126 hs by the second speaker. It is 91-70 hs in the
terminal syntagm. The second speaker is observed
to pronounce the sentence 91-126 hs, 124-72 hs, 72-
59 hs (see graph.1.1., 1.1a). The interval difference
between the syntagms is observed to be 36-53-19 hs
by the first speaker though it is 35-52-13 hs in the
speech of the second speaker.

100

50 +

&'du: ju: n6- ha- t-: hj-: 17 'reShbo- ? 77
¢'a 'ju: 37 hQ & 9 'd=ep7dP
/17 'Klev7 'p6it7 pk7 @ '9g7 t7 h5v 7 'd=:s7//

saitler

Graphic 1.1 a

The experimental discourse intonation in English
gives us the opportunity to come to the following
results according to the intonation parameters:

The melodicy

a) the melodic organization of discourse in
English depends on the point of conversation and
the goals and objectives of communication. The
intonation structure of a syntagm consists of a
combination of the tonal levels of its individual
parts. The central part has a special significance in
the expression of the meaning of the syntagm. In
addition, the intonation contour acts as a frame in
the organization of the discourse.

The intensity

b) analysis of the intensity of discourse in English
shows that this component depends mainly on the
melodic component. The intensity is much higher in
the syntax that precedes the last syntax of the discourse.
Only in its last syntagm does the intensity decrease

as the tone decreases. Thus, when a person begins to
speak, he/she has a lot of strength and energy. However,
as the articulation program ends, the person’s energy is
depleted, resulting in a decrease in intensity.

The tone

¢) analysis of the time parameter of the discourse
in both languages shows that in its final syntax, as a
rule, the time parameter weakens. This is because
the tone of voice falls near the end of the discourse
and the tone weakens.

Along with the intonation, word order also plays
an important role in the formation of the discourse.
It should be noted that the order of the word in the
discourse is known to be the subject to the seman-
tics and a sentence proposition. Let’s analyze the
following sentence:

/In the below, on the ground floor of the two-
storied, pretty, yellow building was located the of-
fice of their party//
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Discourse intonation and word order in English (basing on the experimental-phonetic analyses of the discourse in English)

The beginning of this sentence depends on the
context. During the conversation, the participants
discuss and point out signs of relationship. This is
due to the deictic function of the word. The word
in the second place means a space. The next adjec-
tive is used directly in front of the object because
the adjective denoting quality, color is closer to the
object. This is a normal word order. There must
be enough contrast-contextual bases to change the
place of any word in this sentence (Veysalli, 2008:
80).

Conclusion

The investigations relating to the discourse into-
nation in English proves that discourse arises from
a combination of linguistic and extralinguistic com-
ponents in an act of communication. For this reason,
it is impossible to realize discourse without commu-
nication.

A review of the scientific and theoretical litera-
ture on the study of discourse intonation shows the

importance of a cognitive-discursive position in the
analysis of discourse, along with anthropocentric
parameters (intensity, emotional state, social status,
cultural background, attitude to cognitive and com-
municative structures, etc.).

The role of discourse intonation in modern for-
eign language teaching is known to be very crucial.
Although it may seem easy to learn intonation, it is
very difficult for those who are learning a foreign
language. Anyone who learns a foreign language
has difficulty understanding the natural language.
Discourse intonation in this area, with its communi-
cative values, can help any language learner to un-
derstand English better.

Lexical repetitions, syntactic and accent-melod-
ic parallels in the discourse form its intonation shell.
An important parameter of discourse is the similari-
ty of accent-melodic structures of intonation groups,
the alternation of stressed and unstressed syllables
and, most importantly, the accent-melodic structure
expressed by the localization of tone in the intona-
tion core of the discourse.
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