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6.
Arabic

vowels

6.1. Neutral Arabic has three short and three long vowels, with some remark-
able taxophones, due to the influence of certain consonants and of syllable struc-
ture. There are more variations for /a@)/ and less for [u()/, while [i@)/ is in an inter-
mediate position.

There are two ‘diphthongs’ as well, [ai, au/, which, for practical purposes, are best
considered as sequences of [a/ + [i, u/, since their actual realizations are obtained pre-
cisely by juxtaposing the various taxophones of the three vocalic elements.

fig 6.1. Neutral Arabic vowels: monophthongs.
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fig 6.2. Neutral Arabic vowels: diphthongs.
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fig 6.3.1. Neutral Arabic spread vowels: orograms (including variants shown in fig 6.6-7).
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fig 6.3.2. Neutral Arabic rounded vowels: orograms (including variants shown in fig 6.6-8).

2

u

=
e
L)

o

e

D

The influence of ‘modern dialects’ on the local pronunciation of supranation-
al Arabic is very strong, even if unintentional. So strong, in fact, that it even oc-
curs in teaching recordings, especially in the case of [ai, au/ but also of the basic
vowels.
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fig 6.4. Neutral Arabic vowels: labiograms (including variants shown in fig 6.6-8
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fig 6.5. Neutral Arabic vowels: palatograms (including variants shown in fig 6.6-8).
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What we describe here is the actual neutral pronunciation, which does not nec-
essarily correspond to everything one may hear even from educated native speakers.

Nevertheless, the reader who follows exactly the model proposed in this book
will certainly achieve a kind of ‘neutral’ pronunciation (not a regional one), even
if —for the vowels— this usage is quite close to that of Levantine Arabic (' § 15.2).

This is true, in particular, for /ai, au/, seen that elsewhere they are generally re-
alized as monophthongs ([e:, o] or, at most, as narrow diphthongs, [E1, ou]).

The different variants of Arabic are not mere ‘accents’ of the same language,
but partially different ‘dialects’, which in turn affect the language itself.

Let us consider, for instance, Gulf Arabic and Egyptian Arabic, while Maghreb
Arabic is different still (especially Moroccan Arabic). However, here we will most-
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ly consider ‘supranational’ (or, somehow, native-like ‘international’) Arabic pro-
nunciation (although a few major differences will be dealt with, too —  § 6.7, &
12 & () 14-15).

6.2. The unmarked values of [i(), a@, u)/, the ones that a native speaker would
instinctively employ to articulate vocalic segments in isolation, are [i(), a(), u)]
(shown by the black markers in the vocogram of fig 6.1). In addition to them, it is
indispensable to properly recognize and reproduce all the taxophones that are list-
ed below.

Another important feature of modern neutral pronunciation is that any [V:/
will be realized as [V] (or [V'] at the most) in unstressed syllables, unlike classical
Koranic pronunciation, which dictates instead that vowel length be preserved as
scrupulously as possible in every instance.

[i/ 1.1 [1] if preceded or followed by /¢, d, s, 2, q/,

2 [1] if preceded or followed by /h, §, , g/,

1.3 [1] in checked syllables (with different consonants than in 1.1),

1.4 [i] in unchecked syllables (except 1.1-2);
1.5 (in /ai/) as [i/, for 1.1-4;
1.6 [1()] between [¢, d, s, 2, q/ (in (un)checked syllables),
1.7 [1)] if preceded or followed by /¢, d, s, 2, q/ (in (un)checked syl-
lables),
i9] in all other cases (in (un)checked syllables);

[

[a)/ 1 [a@] if preceded and followed by /¢, d, s, 2, q/,

2 [a@] if preceded or followed by /¢, d, s, 2, q/ (and [1])

3 [a@)] if preceded or followed by [h, &, k, R, ¢/,

4 [a@)] if preceded and followed by other consonants (including [?,

h, A]),

[a] if unstressed and in utterance-final position (except 2.2),

2.6 [a] for [a@)/, if unstressed and in utterance-internal word-final posi-

tion, including monosyllables (except 2.1-3),

2.7 [a; ah] [aly/, for -ab (ta’ marbiitah ['ta® masbutah)]) in pausal
position (with no influence as in 2.2-5),

2.8 (in /ai, au/) as [a/, for 2.2-4;

[u/ 3.1 [u] if preceded % followed by /¢, d, s, 2, q, h, §/,
2 [u] in checked syllables,
3.3 [u] in unchecked syllables (except 3.1),
3.4 (in [au/) as [u/, for 3.1-3;
[u/ 3.5 [u(] in syllables checked by /¢, d, s, 2, q, h, §/,
3.6 [u@)] in all other cases.

-

1.8
2.5

6.3. According to the distributions just seen, ﬁg 6 1 shows the realizations of the
Arabic —short and long— vowels, [i®/ [0, 10, )], [a®)/ [a®), a®), aw), «@] (and
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[D)], a conservative Koranic variant, o fig 6.6), [u@)/ [ue), s].

Here are some examples, which we present in their pausal form, stripped of
case endings or any other terminations: gif ['qi], g7gan [q¥'qam], sidi ['sudi], sadiq
[sa'drql, bint [biat], fil [1il]; saqi® [so'qus], saff ['sak:], taha [¢acha], ba'da [basda],
rabin ['sa:fin], hada ['ha:da], walad ['walad], bab [bab]; siq ['suql, huna ['hunal,
sif ['sut], kusiam [gu'swml], funduq [tfuoaduq].

fig 6.2 shows the different realizations of /ai, au/, which result from the combi-
nation of [a-, a-, a-] + [, -1, #] or + [-u, -u], according to context. Let us examine
a few words, first in pausal form: bayt [bart], ayn [San], gayl [qail], fawz [favz],
lawn [lavn].

But, with a termination, by virtue of which the (phonetic) syllable containing
the diphthong becomes unchecked: baytun [baitun], ayn-i [$aini], gaylin [\qailin],
fawzan [tauzan], lawnu-hu [launuhul, awlidu-kunna [?aula-dukonnal. Further
examples: ayna [aina], 2wdah [$auda; -af], mugawwam [muv'qauwam] ?[‘qaw-
wam].

It is important to note that the above should be taken with a grain of salt, since
even neutral diphthongs show a noticeable degree of elasticity, and nothing prevents
us from articulating —say— gay! as ['\qail] and gaylin as ['qailin] (mostly in mediatic
accents), provided that the first element of the diphthong preserves the correct vocal-
ic quality. A similar criterion should be applied to the taxophones of [au/.

6.4 fig 6.6 shows some more peculiar yet frequent realizations of [ai, au/: [e, E1;
o1, ou], which are very widespread outside neutral Arabic. However, one’s pronun-
ciation may still be considered neutral, although ‘colloquial’, even if it uses such
variants, provided all other articulations are appropriate.

Therefore, one should not be surprised to hear realizations such as bayt [bet,
'bext], @yna [Pemna, Rer-], ayni [Semni, Ser-], fawz [foz, fouvz], lawn [lomn, loun]. As
to qayl, ['gell, 'qeil] would be possible but rather theoretical, because the very collo-
quial register associated with [e:, £1; 0z, ou] would in turn call for a more colloquial
realization of /q/ than neutral [q] is, eg [2, g, g], if not its complete loss: ['geil, 'ge1l;
Pe:l, PE1l; 'erl, 'E1l].

fig 6.6. Neutral Arabic vowels: colloquial & Koranic variants.
L
Ll
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al | |
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Finally, fig 6.6 also shows the rounded back realization of /a()/ between /¢, d, s,
%, q/ (and some other cases). As said, this [p()] is more typical of Koranic pronun-
ciation: scattered examples of it can be found here and there (and in § 6.3), and
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are often associated with solemn assertions, including quotations from holy scrip-
tures.

fig 6.7 shows further vocalic articulations, all of which are in the intermediate
area of our vocogram (typically unused in neutral pronunciation, as can be seen
in fig 6.1). The same happens for the variants of /ai, au/, as well: maydan [maidam,
ma3s-|, awlad [Paula:d, ?30-].

The white markers indicate unstressed realizations of [i, a, u/, [s, 3, o], which
are considerably centralized.

The broken-line white marker, in turn, indicates the frequent neutralization of
unstressed /i, a, uf, unified into [5], which is more typical of quick and familiar
speech. Some examples: siyaZ [sijaz3, so-, so-], tim#al [timOail, tom-, tom-], salama
[salamma, s3-, sa-], sabwan [safi'wan, s3h-, soh-], subiila [su'huila, so-, so-], mustaqq
[muf'taq:, mof-, maf-].

Such variants must have been in use for centuries, considering some well estab-
lished renditions of Arabic words, such as Moham(m)ed in many Western langua-
ges and Mebmet in Turkish for neutral Mubammad [muvhammad], or Moslem for
Muslim ['muslim].

[t is also reasonable to assume that the same tendency to merge unstressed vow-
els is one of the reasons behind the progressive erosion of the rich inflectional sys-
tem of Classical Arabic, which ultimately leads to the disappearance of most mor-
phological endings in modern ‘dialects’.

But for the pronunciation model that we want to promote, it will be advisable
to stick to the basics and refrain from excessive... innovations.

fig 6.7. Arabic vowels: unstressed colloquial variants.
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6.5. Another feature admitted in everyday pronunciation and in mediatic ac-
cents, but generally not in Koranic declamation, tends to avoid realizations like
[a@] in whole (even long) words containing /¢, d, s, &, q, h, &, K, R, €/: mabrab
['mah-£ab, 'mah-], talab [talab, -lab], tamd: ['tamdr, 'tam-|, mansib [man'su:b,
man-|.

This sort of ‘vowel harmony’ somehow applies to other vowels as well, and in-
deed, it would make the pronunciation of Arabic a lot easier, if fully implement-
ed and predictable. Unfortunately, it is neither. Learners of neutral pronunciation
should then try their best to reproduce all vocalic taxophones whenever necessary
and appropriate.

Though alien to the scopes of this work, it is worth recalling that, based on
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some historical evidence, a higher and fronter realization of /a(:)/, possibily even
an independent phoneme, is likely to have belonged to the vocalic inventory of
Classical Arabic, or at least to the Meccan variety spoken by the Prophet and ear-
ly followers.

Ancient Arab linguists used the term %malab [?imala; -ah], ‘slanting, tilting’,
to describe the shift of a %/if to the vocalic quality of [e@)] (‘light’ %malab) or [e()]
(‘heavy’ %malah). Both are still present in some modern ‘dialects’ —most notably,
urban Lebanese— though not necessarily with the same distribution and mecha-
nisms as in Classical Arabic.

Certain Koranic recitation (taZwid [taz'wi:d]) styles still call for %malab in a
number of instances, which the reciter has to memorize, since even fully vocalized
Arabic orthography has no means to indicate either %malah or its exact opposite,
[«(), D], unless supplementary tazwid diacritics are employed.

6.6. Arguably, not every single realization given in fig 6.1-7 is really necessary for
a good neutral pronunciation of Arabic. Nevertheless, if these realizations are ra-
tioned and used in a natural way (speaking fluently), a greater ‘spontaneity’, similar
to that of native speakers, can be attained, again in the framework of colloquial neu-
tral pronunciation.

A systematic and complete shortening of unstressed long vowels belongs to mod-
ern and international pronunciation, as observed before. On the contrary, Koran-
ic (and in general, ‘solemn’) pronunciation not only avoids shorthening long vow-

fig 6.8. Arabic [jV, wV/ sequences: not ‘diphthongs’.
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els, but will often elongate them both for metric purposes and to make certain dis-
tinctions more evident.

Our readers are nonetheless advised that whenever homophony might lead to
ambiguity, it will be useful to articulate unstressed long vowels at least as half-long,
if not long: eg katabna [ka'tabna] ‘they (fem.) wrote’ vs katabna [ka'tabnar; -na:]
‘we wrote’.

For a useful comparison with the diphthongs given in fig 6.2, let us carefully
compare fig 6.8, which shows (central) approximant + vocoid sequences. Unfortu-
nately, too many ‘experts’ still keep on considering them ‘falling diphthongs’,
while they certainly are [CV], not [VV].

Some hints about geographic variants

6.7. Among the main variations and deviations from the neutral form (¢ § 6.3),
in certain areas, we find that [a:/ never has the [a:] timbre, in any context (as often
happens in Iraq and northern Lebanon).

Furthermore, in an almost general way, in several colloquial variants, the diph-
thongs /ai, au/ reduce to [e;, £1; 0z, 0U] (f fig 6.6), from the Maghreb to the Persian
Gulf, except in the Levant. However, the diphthongs are kept, generally, when
they are in absolute final position or followed by [j, w/.

Some examples: bayt [bart, bert, be:t], lawn [1avn, loun, lom], 2yn [Sain, SEn,
Semn]; sayyid ['saijid], ['sajjid], musawwiq [mu'{auwzq] [-aww-], nayy ['nai, 'naj:,
'najs,], law [lau, law, lag].

Especially in the Maghreb, besides (unstressed) /i, .u/, even [a/ may be dropped
(with possible, consequent, stress shifts): anta [Paata, g'ta, a'tal, galam ['qalam,
'‘qalm], lisan [lisan, I'sam], salam [salaxm, slam].



3.
Arabic

consonants

8.0. The consonantal phonemes and taxophones of neutral Arabic are shown
in fig 8.0 (including two possible more traditional variants for [z, 3/ [#] £[8], [3]
t[&], but without some inferable, or less important, taxophones, as [¢, d]).

Also non-assimilated consonant sequences, more typical of slower or more care-
ful speech, will be shown in this chapter, although in (& 9 their normal patterns
will be shown.

fig 8.0. Table of neutral Arabic consonants.
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8.1. There are two nasal phonemes, /m, n/ [m, m, a, n, g, p, 1, 1, 8, N [p]
(which means that /n/ is assimilated to a following consonant, including before /s,
1/, while /m/ can only assimilate to a following [{/, becoming [m)]) — the prepalatal
[n], which is frequent in other languages, is included for comparison, not to be con-
tused with [a]).

A few examples, as usual in pre-pausal form: mumattal [mu'ma00al], tamzid [tam-
ziid, dgi:d], Sams [{ams], Maryam ['mas-jam], Mubammad [muvhammad], nimnim
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[nimnim], Zanb [zamb, 'd&-], min bab [mimbab], anf [Pamf], bint [biat], wins
['wigf], min maktab-i [mmm'maktabi], min yawm [mipjaosm], min Rima [mieswma,
-n'¥-], min Lima [millima, -nl-], dank [dank], Gnwab [San-wa, -ah], kang ['kang], min
giawah [miNquiwa, -ah], Ingida’ [mqidaz].

However, Koranic pronunciation tends to avoid assimilating /n/ to a following con-
sonant. So, in a forced and rather unnatural way, we would have: t['dganb, minba:b,
min'maktabi, mmjaom, Panf, ‘winf, 'dank; $an-wa, -ah; kang; mm'quiwa, -ah].

fig 8.1. Arabic consonants: nasals.
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8.2.1. Arabic has no ‘/p/” (Proto-Semitic /p/, in fact, became Arabic [f/), but on-
ly /b/, which however may be realized as [p] when followed by voiceless conso-
nants: bab [ba:b], laban [laban], habs [haps]. On the other hand, neutral Arabic
has no ‘/g/’ either, but has the [g, g] taxophones of /k/ before voiced obstruents:
Ukbar [Pagbas].

However, Arabic has two voiceless stops in phonemic opposition, velar [k/ [k,
k] and uvular /q/ [q, q]. Some examples: kuskus [kuskus], miktaar [mikOax], malik
['malik], gadim [qa'dim], agdam [raqdeam], siq ['suiql, AFQur'an [RalquePain]
(t[RodqueRam]), saggatab [saqqouetah)] ([saqqoal), “G-]), gitt [qe], gimab ['qr-
ma, -ah].

Arguably, /q/ [q, q] enjoys great prestige, even among speakers who do not use
it, although very frequently it is replaced with other articulations (as will be seen
in § 8.7). Note: kalb [kalb] ‘dog’ and galb ['qalb] ‘heart’.

Furthermore, we have the peculiar diphonic dental pairs [t, d/ [t, d] and /¢, d/
[¢, d] (uvularized). In mediatic pronunciation, [t/ and [k/ may be slightly ‘aspira-
ted’, when at the beginning of a stressed syllable (but we will mark it only here):
[kh, 'th] — [h] is weaker than [h], being a laryngeal semiapproximant.

Often, [t, d] are denti-alveolar if final before a pause (but it is not necessary to use
[¢, d], unless one wants to be very precise: tadawul [ta'daxwul], $ita’ [(itar], hadd
[had:], batatis [ba'toutss] (F[¢0x]), dart [dast] (F[doss; 'dost]), daZir [dazis, -dgre].

Although neutral Arabic has no [g], except for assimilation, this contoid occurs
in several modern ‘dialects’ as a variant of either [3/ or [q/ (that is to say, not both
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in the same dialect). Therefore, it is natural that these isolated phonemes may cur-
rently be brought to normalization. So, they change their articulations, in order
to form a more homogeneous and coherent structural system. Even the shift of /3/
to [3] (instead of the more Koranic —and ancient— [d&]), or to [g], is a part of this
trend. Again, in Koranic pronunciation, /¢, d, q/ can certainly be labialized: [, d,
q] (in fact, this peculiarity, which in several other languages may be felt to be un-
educated or vulgar, is, on the contrary, perceived as better and adapt for religious

purposes: dart ['dost], galb ['Golb]).

fig 8.2. Arabic consonants: stops (including English [t, d], for comparison).

@ @ "D ,,

8.2.2. Our last neutral Arabic stop phoneme is [2/ [?], the so-called ‘glottal stop’,
represented in written Arabic by the famous hamzah [hamza, -ah], an important
diacritic — technically, not a ‘letter’ of the Arabic alphabet on its own, but a ‘true
letter’ in our transliteration, with its capital shape, as well: %, 2.

This phoneme may occur in every position, single or geminated, just like any
other consonant: amin [Pa'mimn], sa%h ['sareth], ma’ ['ma:?], zanna’ [zanna?], ra’
['¥a?s], bad?’ [bad?], sa”al [sar?a:l].

In the examples above, [?/ has a semantic value, ie it is either part of the tri-
consonantal root from which the word derives, as is the case with %m-n, z-n-%, s,
b-d-, and s-*/; or it is etymologically related to the root, as in sa%5 and ma’, whose
roots actually are s-w-% and m-w-h. There are also cases in which ? corresponds to
an original y in the root and vice versa.

Unsurprisingly, the relatively unpredictable alternation between %, w, b, and y
is one of the difficulties involved in looking up words in Arabic dictionaries, where
entries are not arranged alphabetically, but listed below their basic root.

Besides, Arabic phonotactics dictates that all phonic syllables begin with a con-
sonant, and when there is no consonantal onset, due to etymological or morpho-
logical reasons, [?/ is added to somehow ‘protect’ what otherwise would be a bare
vowel (or diphthong): 4b [?ab], %danah [2ide:na, -ah], umm [Pom:].

An interesting case is ruasa’ [sura'sa], the plural form of 72°s: the former 2/
is clearly etymological, the root being -%s, while the latter is morphological, as it
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belongs to the suffix -2° within the ‘broken plural’ pattern CuCaCa’. But at the
same time, this final /?/ plays an important morpho-phonetic role, for it makes it
possible to attach case endings -, -, -a without producing the sequences -au, -ai,
-aa, which Arabic phonotactics does not admit as valid diphthongs.

Most typically, we found the ‘prosthetic [?/” before the article al- in post-pausal
position, ie at the beginning of an utterance: almaktab [2al'maktab]; but %/l-bay-
tu wa-l-maktab [Palbaitu wal'maktab], not *wa-ual-maktab. (The apheresis of a4,
[Val-]-[VL-], and of other initial short vowels will be explained below.)

The relative pronouns alladi [?alladi], allati [2allati] ('S 9.4.5 for their ‘ir-
regular’ stress pattern), alladina, &c, whose first syllable etymologically is the
definite article, exhibit the same behavior: maktab-i, allads... [maktabi-- ?alladi]
‘my office, which...” vs @lmaktabu lladi... [Pal'maktabul ladi-] ‘the office that...”.

Even the word ‘Allah’ behaves the same, though there is no consensus among
scholars, especially Arab academicians, as to whether the first syllable A/- corre-
sponds to the definite article (f Italian Iddio [id'di-c], from I/ Dio, lit. “The [only]
God’): rallah [Patta:f] vs li-Liah [Iillaxh)).

8.2.3. If all phonic syllables must begin with a consonant, on the other hand,
Arabic phonotactics does not tolerate more than one consonant in that position,
except rare cases of loanwords not yet adapted to Arabic phonology. Initial con-
sonant clusters are resolved in various ways, which nevertheless always involve a
short vowel: an epenthetic ‘echo vowel’ as in Tarabulus [¢a'¥abulus] “Tripoli’; or,
more frequently, a prosthetic vowel.

When words with [*CC-] (ie with an initial consonant cluster) occur —in con-
nected speech— after a word ending in a vowel, it is not necessary to add the vow-
el (nor [?/), therefore the two words are linked.

If, instead, the preceding word ends in a consonant, then, the vowel is added,
but [?/ is not. The reader is referred to grammars, where this phenomenon (indi-
cated by a diacritic called waslah ['wasla; -ah]) is generally dealt with quite widely.

We can find this in connection with the article, certain verbal forms, the im-
perative and a dozen nouns. Among these, the most important are: %6 [?1bn, -bn,
-ben], %mru’ [P1meuvr], %sm [1sm, -sm, -stm], %#nani [210'na:ni]. Also note: ratay-
tu bn-i [sa®aitob 'ni:], babu l-bayt [babul bart].

8.2.4. The a of the definite article al- in fact is a prosthetic vowel, which in post-
-pausal position will —in turn— call for the prosthetic [?/ that we have examined
above. (Be noted that in modern ‘dialects’ and the corresponding regional accents
of ‘Standard Arabic’, the article normally begins with [k, 1] or some sort of ‘[5]’,
not necessarily ‘protected’ by [?].)

The fact remains that whichever vowel is prefixed, the only portion of the definite
article that matters is -/, or its assimilated variants when followed by ‘solar letters’.

If the preceding word already ends in a vowel —a thematic long vowel or a case
ending, for example— the consonant cluster will be directly connected to it in fluid
speech, and no supplementary prosthetic vowel will be needed anymore. That ex-
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plains wa-lmaktab and similar cases: fi [maktabi [-Zadidi lladi fi-hi... [ilmaktabil
jadi:dil]adififi] ‘in the new office where...” (lit. ‘in the office the new which in it...").

Many other words feature a prosthetic vowel that can be elided, one of the best
known being %sm [P1sm, 1sm] ‘name’: while ‘the name’ regularly is %/-%sm [?al-
P1sm] (two prosthetic vowels with two prosthetic [?/!), ‘what is your name?’ is ma
smu-ka? [¢masmuka-], instead. Hence the famous incipit: bi-smi Llahi r-rabmani
r-rabim [bismillahis sah'mamnis sahizm:|] ‘in the name of Allah the clement (and)
the merciful’.

The tendency to rely on the preceding word is so widespread that certain words
and morphological markers genuinely ending in a consonant will acquire a sup-
plementary vowel —in this case, a paragogic vowel— that will make the liaison pos-
sible even if the prosthetic vowel could theoretically serve for that purpose. For
example, min maktab-i [mim'maktabi] ‘from my office’, but mina lmaktab
[minal'maktab] ‘from the office’; and Zalasat bint-i [3alasat binti, 'ds-] ‘my daugh-
ter sat down’, but Zalasati I-bint ‘the girl/daughter sat down’ [zalasatil biat, ds-],
which, by the way, implies a stress re-adjustment.

8.2.5. It is important to note that the %/if signalling the presence of a prosthetic
[?V-] remains written —in the Arabic script— even if neither is pronounced, in or-
der to keep the word recognizable, but in that case, the %/if should carry a dia-
critic called waslah —from wasl ‘connection, liaison’— though this in practice is
rarely done. Our Romanization, instead, only spells out what is actually uttered.

Constrictives (or ‘fricatives’)

8.3. Among the phonemes belonging to this articulation manner, we find /{/
[£]: farid [ta'sid], ifsad [21f'sa:d]. The corresponding voiced phone [v] only occurs
as an assimilatory taxophone of [/, as in lafz [lave, -v8], but not as an independ-
ent phoneme. In loanwords adapted to the Arabic phonic inventory, foreign [v/
is generally changed to [f/: Fiktir [fik'tu] “Victor’, tilfizyin [tilfizjun] ‘televi-
sion’, fidiyi [Midiju] ‘video’, Fiyatnam [fiatnaxm] “Vietnam’, F(a)ladimir [fa)ladi-
'mix] “Vladimir’; or to /w/, as in Bahlawi [bahlawi] ‘Pahlevi’, a Persian loanword.

fig 8.3. Arabic consonants: constrictives (including the possible variants for [z, 3/ [3, td; 2, £3]).
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In addition, there are two diphonic pairs, which pose no problems, [0, d; s, z/
[0, 95 s, z]: talat [Oala:O], madir [madis], damm [dam:], dars ['dass], zar [zax],
kanz [kanz].

However, there are two more diphonic pairs with variations that may pose
some phonemic dilemmas. They are /s, g/ [s] [#] (¢[8]) and [, 3/ [{] [3] (*[d&]).

We prefer [z, 3] for their voiced members, as they are more modern and more
integrated in the phonemic system than their more Koranic variants [, dz], which
are considered more prestigious (even by those who do not use them). But, since
they have a different place or manner of articulation, they would complicate the
phonemic system — not slightly, indeed.

However, they can be used — especially in a kind of pronunciation which aims
more at a traditional than at an international accent: sursur, -ir ['sUssus, sus'sus],
rakis [sakus], and mabziz [mah'zuie, -0u:d], zami® ['za:mi?, #6-].

Also: “ishad [21(ha:d], asya’ [Rafjar], musawwas [mufawwal, -auwal], asadd
[Ra'lad:], rassas [salfaf], as<sams [2al{ams], Zamil [za'mil, d&ga-], aima’ [Pazmas,
Pads-], taZ ['tas, -&].

In the pharyngeal place of articulation, we find the voiceless constrictive [h/ [h]
(currently, the ‘corresponding’ voiced sound, the famous %yin, is considered to be
constrictive, as well, but in neutral pronunciation, it is clearly an approximant, /$/
[$], as we will see below, § 8.4.2).

Examples: hubbiyy [hubbij:], mabtiam [mah'twm], mubaddir [mvhaddse], fa-
rib [faseth], fabhas [fahhaf].

Arabic also has a diphonic pair of uvular constrictive trills, [k, r] (as will be
seen). Phonemically they might be represented with the official symbols [, ¥/, but
it will be more appropriate and convenient to use the same symbols (for the two

levels): [k, r/ [k> R]-

Approximants

8.4.1. Let us first consider the least peculiar ones (although there are rather free
occurrences). Thus: [j, w/ [j, w], even realized as [i, u], for /Cj*, Cw"/ (and, possi-
bly, for [%C, *wC/, in colloquial variants, as no doubt in the different dialects) and
[VijV, VwwV/ [ij, §j; uw, tww], but [ijj", uww?/ [1j:, vwz].

Some examples: yawir [jarwit], wasiyyah [wa'sijja, -ab; uj-], wusil [wuo'suil],
sayyid ['sajjld, 'saijld], nawwam [naw'wezm, nau'w-], nayy ['naj:;, 'naj, 'najs;, ‘'naij],
manbiyy [man'fj:;, “Arj;, “Arjs ijz, “Aj;, A0z Ahii], 2bw [Pabw, -bw, -bg, -bu] (o
%abu [?abu] [Pabuz/). The Koranic pronunciation prefers [-jj-, -ww-], as in the cases
seen above.

A note about the very common ending -iyyah: we shall present [-1jja, -ah] as
typical in our transcriptions, but again, [i-] is fine as well, and even well-educated
speakers might go as far as [i()a] in fast, colloquial or mediatic pronunciation.
Something like [-i()ah] would be theoretically possible, too, but quite inconsis-
tent with the un-colloquial, conservative [-af].
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Let us also consider these further examples, which show us the differences be-
tween modern pronunciation and traditional Koranic pronunciation.

In principle, they coincide even with the most important cases where, even in
colloquial accents and dialects, [ai, au/ do not change into monophthongs ([&:, oz]).

This happens when they are in absolute final position, and when in front of /j,
w/ or after [i:, u:/, respectively, or when final, after a consonant.

The following examples show this: kay [kai] ![kai, kaj, kaj] ( kayy [kaij]
t'kaj:, kaj:, kajzl), layyan [laijan] {[lajjan, lajjan, lajjan], uwmy [Somi] {[Ssomjp,
Somp?, Somj?], law [lau] [lawe, lawe, la§?], dawwar ['dauwas] ¢['dauw-, daww-],
Udinwab [$a'dwwa, -ah] {[-uw-, -ug-], sahw [sahu] {[sahwe, 'sahwe, 'sah§?], afw
[Safu] {[Safw, Safw, Saff, Safu]. Let us also consider: asSarw [2af{asw, -as§, -asu].

fig 8.4.1. Arabic consonants: central appmxzmants (& some possible stronger variants: semi-
constrictive and constrictive) [j, w/ [j, i, js Ww> W» §
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8.4.2. As we said above (§ 8.3), the Arabic phoneme /§/ [¢] is an approximant
(and generally, in mediatic pronunciation, it is laryngealized as well, [¢], which is
fairly easy to detect by its lower intrinsic tonality and creaky voice).

But plain [§] is sufficient for a good (and neutral) pronunciation, provided it
does not become a simple vowel like [, x], although short, non-syllabic, [4, 3]
might be acceptable (corresponding to creaky-voiced full vocoids [4, z] in medi-
atic accents and ‘dialects’).

Examples: %yn [Sain], %2la [Sala], ma‘i ['ma$i], ma% [maSal, ba%a [basdal, bi'tu
[bistul, na'na’, -na® ['na$na$, nasnasl, fa™aliyyab [tassalijja; -ahl, sal® ['sals], ma*
['ma$§], rub® [subs].

As a useful device for reflection and comparison, fig 8.4.2 shows the orograms

fig 8.4.2. Arabic consonants: the voiced pharyngeal approximant [$] (not a constrictive!) and
its interplay in contact with different vocoids.
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of [¢] and the vocoids it can be in contact with. In these sequences, it is important
not to think that some full vocoidal phones can somehow compensate for the oc-
currence of a real [¢] (as seen above).

It is occasionally possible to hear some peculiar regional —non-neutral- variants,
as a laryngealized stop, [4], or else a pharyngealized laryngeal contoid, [?], eg: ['nas-
na$, na%'nas, 'napna?, napnazp].

8.4.3. Our last Arabic approximant phoneme is a true laryngeal phone, /f/ [h,
h], and has a very free occurrence (f fig 8.4.3). The lenis voiced [f] is the variant
that we shall present as most typical in our transcriptions, for both simplicity and
consistency; furthermore, [A] is a better choice for non-native learners to keep /f/
distinct from [h/. Our readers, however, must be aware that [/ may switch to the
lenis voiceless [h] when near a pause or a voiceless consonant, or when geminate.

Examples: %ttiZah [2ittizech, -h; -dz-], mubtar 'mohtas, -h-], hadibi ['ha:dihi,
h-], mahbil [mabhbul], %nbizam [Pinhizaim], hafnaf [Ratnad, h-], hiya ['Rija, h-],
karb [kath, -h], bib [bih, -h], gahwabh ['qab-wal, wabbaz [wah'haz, -hh-; -&].

As many examples have shown so far, our Romanization represents ¢a° marbi-
tah simply as b, since the cases in which there might be confusion with % are neg-
ligible. So we simply write @l-madinab [Palma'dina, -ah], if the word is to be pro-
nounced as such; but non-pre-pausal forms would restore the etymological -+: %4l
-madinatu [Palma'dimatu], madinat-i [ma'dimnaiti], madinatu-hu [madinatufu],
and so on.

fig 8.4.3. Arabic consonants: the laryngeal voiced approximant /fi/ [f] (not a constrictive!) and

its voicelss taxophone [h].
h @ h ﬂ‘»

8.4.4. Besides, before diacritical dots were added to the basic ‘skeleton’ of ear-
ly Arabic orthography (rasm), there was no visible difference between a ‘real’, ety-
mological ha’ and a ha’ used as the pre-pausal variant of the (mostly feminine)
marker -#, so a sequence like m-k-t-b-h would legitimately stand for maktabu-hu
[mak'tabuiu] ‘his office’ and maktabah ['maktaba, -ah] ‘alibrary’ alike (to men-
tion only one of the translations possible for each word).

Context and good command of the grammar will help to sort out most doubts.
Plus, Latin-alphabet transliterations will usually spell out all vowels, another potent
means of disambiguation, as the couplet maktabu-hu : maktabah clearly demon-
strates.

At the end of the day, our Romanization simply reflects how words are to be
articulated in a certain context, so we shall spell almadinab if pronounced [2al-
ma'di:na, -ah] in isolation (post-pausal %/ and pre-pausal -ah), but al-madinatu
[ralma'dinaitu] if one wants to articulate the entire word, which may well sound
too affected but certainly is not at all wrong.
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8.4.5. If a more precise transliteration for ta° marbiitah were really requested,
something like a hyphenated -b (eg al-madina-h) would do fine without having to
resort to yet another special glyph.

Be noted that -ab is pronounced [a, ah] primarily, but [ah), a(h)] if preceded
by any consonant which is capable of modifying timbres. It is to be noted that a
realization with [A] represents a very careful, Koranic pronunciation, while the
normal realization of -ab” is [a]: hazzah ‘movement’ [hazza, -ah] but: hazza ‘(he)
shook’ is only [hazza].

Thus, in sentences, any -ab (ta’ marbiitah), not followed by a pause, is [a]: mus
kilah mikanikiyyab fi sayyarat-i [mofkila mikanrkijja fisajjasati]. When actually
followed by a pause, it is [a]: muskilah [mufkilal].

Finally, as a useful device for reflection and comparison, fig 8.4.2 shows the oro-
grams of [¢] and the vocoids it can be in contact with. In these sequences, it is im-
portant not to think that some vocoidal phones can somehow compensate for the
non-occurrence of a real [$].

Trills

8.5.1. Arabic r is typically realized as an apical voiced wvularized trill, [¢], in
stressed syllables, and generally as a tap, [¢], in unstressed syllables (cf fig 8.5). In
mediatic pronunciation, it can also be more simply velarized: [¢, £], on the other
hand, together with further more ‘emphatic’ coarticulations, such as true (pre)pha-
ryngealization, [g, [; 1, ], more suitable in Koranic recitation. Accordingly, we
have chosen to phonemicize this Arabic rhotic as ‘[¢/’, rather than simply ‘/r/’.

However, it is important to stress that [#/ does not belong to the ‘emphatic’
group, and in fact, ancient Arab grammarians and elocution masters would clear-
ly advise against articulating 2’ with too much tafkim ‘heaviness, thickness’, the
traditional term for ‘(consonantal) emphasis’.

On the contrary, it is quite common that any uvular/velar component disap-
pears when ¢/ comes in contact with [i(), 1] and no timbre-changing consonant is
present: 7im ['riim], birr [bir], but 7iq ['¥1:ql, girr ['que]. It is possible to hear the
alveolar approximant [z], mainly for final 7, but this pronunciation is more mediat-
ic and not recommendable.

8.5.2. For simplicity and consistency, we shall stick to [, €] everywhere: ribg
[s1pql, marbi’ [masbu:s], maribh ['masth], mirrih [miesith], mirah [mikah], fur-
fur, -ar [fostos, fostus].

As seen, the vowel quality of [a@)/ in contact with [¢/ cannot be any fronter than

fig 8.5. Arabic consonants: ¢rills.
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[a@]. That is why many Arabic speakers have little trouble distinguishing the typ-
ical American realizations of [, e/, [, A], in a couplet like Sam : sum, which they
may easily be re-interpreted as ‘sam’ ['sam] and ‘sam’ ['sam]. More problematic
would be the distinction between ram and rum, which would be likely merged in-
to [ram], since neutral Arabic phonotactis would not allow [¥am] for ram.

8.5.3. As already said, Arabic has a diphonic pair of uvular constrictive trills, [,
R/ [K> Rl ( fig 8.5): baksis [bak'(i], kawk ['wauk], fakkari [tagx'kati], gadan ['ra-
dan], sagir [saRrix], balig [balir], masgil [mazrul] ”[-{'r-], tawageul [ta'wargol].

Laterals

8.6. There is one lateral phoneme in Arabic, [/ [1] and [[, [, ], 1] (the last taxo-
phone occurs in contact with /¢, d, s, %, q/; it also occurs as a phonostyleme (ie a
kind of stylistic phoneme), too, in the word 2allah [?alta:h] ‘Allah’ (with [-f/ be-
ing frequently dropped), even when used in connected speech and compound
words: %n sa‘a Llah [21pfa: patta:h] if God will’, Gyatu Liah [Raijatst ta:h, paja-
tolta:f] (and frequently [Pajatuita:f] as a compound word) ‘sign of God, ayatol-
lak’, SAbdullah [Sabdutta:h] ‘Abdullah, Abdallah’.

That is not the case with -7 Liah [-illa:f/ sequences: bi-smi Liah [bismilla:f] ‘in
the name of God’, al-hamdu li-Llah [?alhamdu lilla:h] ‘praise to God’.

For coarticulation, [[] is followed by [{, 3/ds], [1], by [j1, [I] by /t, d; s, z; ©, d/:
mutala’li’ [mutala?li?], talbis [talbis], layl [1ail], tal? [0alz, -d&s], malyan [mal-
jeun], zallagah [zallaqal], talgih [tatquh]. For the typical complete assimilation
of /1] in the article @/,  § 9.1.1.

fig 8.6. Arabic consonants: laterals (and []] for comparison).
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Some hints about geographic variants

8.7. Very often, [0, d/ are pronounced like /t, d/, mainly in big cities in North
Africa (where [s, z/ are frequently semigrooved, [z, z], f fig 8.7), or like /s, z/ as well,
particularly in the Middle East. In each one of these cases, a phonemic distinction
is lost.

In Iraq, [#/ is [8], as in traditional and Koranic pronunciations; elsewhere it is



8. Arabic consonants 71

often realized as [2], as in Egypt and Syria, but it may even be confused with /¢,
d/, above all in the Maghreb.

The grapheme 2im, [3] [3], has very many geographical, social, and religious,
variants. The normal [3] prevails in the Middle East and in North Africa, while
[&] (typical of Koranic reading) is used in Jordan, Saudi Arabia (typical of the Bed-
ouins) and Iraq.

But in some areas, as in Egypt (Cairo), Sudan and Oman, we find [g, g]; else-
where, even [gj], as in Luxor (southern Egypt), and [j], are used.

By the way, there are good reasons to believe that the original articulation of
Zim actually laid somewhere in between [g] and [j], considering the scattered but
inequivocal occurrences of (Proto)-Semitic loans in other languages, most notably
Zamal ‘camel’,  Hebrew gamal, Greek xnunhog, Latin camelum.

Therefore, a word like Zab [zab/ will be ['za:b] in the Levant (Lebanon, Pales-
tine, and Syria) and in Africa (except Egypt and Sudan, as we have just said). But
it will be ['dzeb] in the Arabian Peninsula, the Persian Gulf, Jordan, Iraq, and among
the rural and the nomadic peoples in Morocco.

As pointed out before, /q/ [q] is often realized as [?], above all in Cairo and oth-
er big cities; but it becomes [$; k, k] as well (or even [g, g], as in Libya), particu-
larly in central-southern Egypt, in rural areas of Morocco, and among Saudi-Arabia
Bedouins (who often, typically, change [k/ into [t{], in their dialects). For instance,
qalb ['qalb/ may be: ['qalb; '@alb, 'alb, kalb, 'galb].

In the Levant, [*?/ is generally quite weak, therefore we could transcribe it as
[?] (instead of [?]). In the Maghreb, [?/ may not even be present at all.

fig 8.7. Comparison between grooved, semigrooved and ungrooved (or slit) dental consonants.
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9.
Arabic

structures

Taxophonics

9.0. In this chapter, we will deal with assimilation, quantity, and some typical
reductions of colloquial speech, still within neutral pronunciation (although with
some geographical variants).

Assimilation of the definite article

9.1.1. The consonantal coda of the definite article (@)/- [@a)l"C/ undergoes full
assimilation, [(?a)C*C], when followed by any of the so-called ‘solar consonants’,
al-hurifu Samsiyyah [Ralho'rwtof fam'sijja; -ah]: [t, d; ¢, d; 0, 0, 5,2, §, 358, 2 n,
£, 1/ (we have to include [3/, in modern pronunciation — see below). Arguably, 1/
does not trigger any real assimilation, being just a mere taxophonic juxtapositon.

The term Samsiyy ‘solar’, although frequently passed for something philosoph-
ical or poetic, is simply a practical (but highly disputable) classification expedient,
since the Arabic word for ‘sun’ triggers assimilation: as<Sams [2af{ams]. However,
its antonym, ‘moon’, does not: al-gamar [?al'qamas]; and that is why all other
consonants are traditionally called ‘lunar letters’ (al-hurifu l-gamariyyah [2alho-
ruful qama'sijja; -ah]).

The assimilation is mandatory and knows no exception. The official orthogra-
phy always spells out the lam of the article even if assimilation occurs. However,
we have decided not to do so in our transliterations and transcriptions, according
to the general principle of phonemic realism that our Romanization scheme in-
tends to follow.

Examples: at-tazir, ad-dars, ‘attalib, ad-dayf, at-tamar, ad-dahab, ‘assiq, az-
zawZ, as-Sabab, az-Zamal (see below), us-sabiin, ‘az-zubr, an-nir, ar-razul [Pat'ta:
1, Pad'dass, Passalib, rad'darf, PabBamas, 2addahab, rassuiq, razzavsz, 2affa-
bab, Pazza'mal, Passabun, 2agzuhs, Pannus, raskazul].

9.1.2. Conservative speakers and scholars will consider it improper to apply
this assimilation mechanism to Zim [3/, based on particular considerations that
might certainly be historically sound, but do not take into account the phonemic
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situation of the language as it is spoken today.

In fact, the assimilation of the article became a basic feature of Arabic phonology
in very remote times, when the pronunciation of Zim was rather closer to [g] (as in
today’s typical Egyptian pronunciation), or [gj] (as a southern Egyptian variant),
than to [ds, 3].

Consequently, just like modern /-lk-, -1q-/, the ancestral /-1g-/ remained unas-
similated. That explains the inconsistent behavior of speakers with such minimal
pairs as as-Samal vs @Z-Zamal, that many realize as [Palza'mal], the sole supposed-
ly ‘correct’ form, by virtue of which the so widespread and legitimate realization
[Razza'ma:l] should be... rejected.

9.1.3. However, [Pazza'ma:l] is exactly what a large number of educated and
proficient speakers of Modern Standard Arabic perceive as the most natural articu-
lation, the one that suits best their instinctive propensity for an internally consis-
tent language.

In alogical —and phonological— way, serious publications (free from traditional
‘erammatical’ bias in a strictly phonic matter) certainly give [-33-] as perfectly le-
gitimate, more than [-d&gdz-] or mediatic [-gg-] (thus, with the not recommendable
addition of {[padgdza'me:l], and ”[pagga'ma:l]).

In fact, structurally, [3/ perfectly corresponds to [{/. And it seems rather odd hav-
ing to defend its rightful nature (in spite of traditional outdated beliefs), because
this mechanism is so deeply rooted in the instinctive linguistic feeling of native
speakers.

This certainly consolidates the correctness of our choice to posit [3/ rather than
/&3] as the more convenient structural phoneme, forming a diphonic pair with /{/.
By the same token, we have preferred a more realistic Romanization %Z-7... instead
of alZ...

9.1.4. Here are some examples with their full transcriptions (not to forget that
this substantially is a phonetics book):

assams [2al{ams], arraqs [Paskags] t[‘raqs], at-tutun [Pattuton], az-zalal [Paz-
zalal], ad-diq [2ad'deq], ai-Zamal [2azzamal] (and {[?al'dza-], ”[?ads'dza-, 2al'ga-;
Pag'qa-]); but, of course: “al-babr [2albahg, -ahs¢], alkusk [Ralku(k], alwalad
[Palwalad].

Other assimilation phenomena

9.1.5. In fluid neutral speech (but not in mediatic accents), voice assimilation is
quite common, with voiced obstruents becoming voiceless, before voiceless conso-
nants, and vice versa: %Ztama’a [21{'tamasal, %sdaq [?azdaq].

Other cases of assimilation involving place % manner of articulation are possi-
ble, as we will show below, according to the ‘strength’ criterion that we will see in

§ 9.1.9-15.



9. Arabic structures 75

However, we must say, various publications do not always agree on a single
‘strength criterion’. For example, let us re-examine %Ztama% [21{tama$a], form vim
of the verb Zama' ['zamaga]: the ‘stronger’ phone apparently is the [t] of the -ta-
infix, which devoices Z. However, the following form-viir verbs show a different

behavior —frequently, reciprocal assimilation— which is even recorded by the official
orthography: ‘%izdana [2vzdeamal, %idda’a [?1ddaSal, %ddakara [P1ddakasa].

9.1.6. And, likewise, with ‘emphatic’ consonants: %stabara [Pss'tabasal, %idtaraba
[Pst'¢abasral, %ttalama [Pxttalamal, %ittalas [Px¢'¢alaSa].

9.1.7. Another kind of assimilation that is usually recommended in neutral pro-
nunciation, though not indicated by the official spelling, is the full assimilation of
/d, 3; ¢, &, 2/ to the [t/ that is present in the perfective terminations -tu, -ta, -ti,
-tumd, -tum, and -tunna; for example, waZadtu and %@kadta should be rendered as
[wa'zattu, Pa'kattal.

However, as the recordings enclosed with language courses prove, such assim-
ilation is not always automatic with /3, %/, which —being constrictives— are easier
to be kept distinct from the following dental stop /t/; and in the case of /¢t, dt/, a
compromise like [¢¢] is possible, instead of [tt] (see below).

There are also assimilation phenomena that are mainly dictated by Koranic re-
citation practices, such as in the case of the indefinite case endings -un, -in, -an fol-
lowed by a word starting with /1, m, ¢/: [n”l, n"m, n"¢/ > [I"l, m"m, ¢"¢/. Other cas-
es of assimilation occur in normal speech, instead, but are somehow more extreme
and less obvious to categorize, eq gad sami%a [qassami§al, lam yurid sayan [lam
jusr{ (aivan], ib%¢ dalika [?1b%ad 'dailikal, ihfaz Zaraka [1hiaz ‘gaeakal.

Frankly, it seems disputable whether foreign learners should really memorize
all the possible combinations and employ them in daily conversation, when even
native speakers are never consistent in doing so. On the other hand, one should
be aware that neutral Arabic words may be subject to more or less pervasive as-
similation, and non-native speakers should be able to deal with that to improve
their listening skills.

9.1.8. As far as active use of the language is concerned, we believe that the best
advice we can put forward is: always apply assimilation to the article, where re-
quired by current use (more than by ancient rules), not only in those cases that are
explicitly recorded in writing, but also, as said in § 9.1.9-12, in spite of different
possible behavior in neutral, mediatic, and traditional accents — including prag-
matic usages (as shown there).

Outline of current assimilation types

9.1.9. Phonation type: the first obstruent assimilates to the second obstruent of
whichever kind (but not to approximants, [j, w; $; fi, nor to sonants, [m, n; 1; €/,
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where we have: [CC] (but /Ch/ > [Ch], as shown below), and [CC”, CC"]). In addi-
tion, let us also consider the follovvlng ‘stylistic’ differences.
Obstruents + obstruents: [CC/ » [CC], [CC] (careful), [CC] (slow & mediatic),
obstruents + obstruents: /CC/ » [CC], [CC] (careful), [CC] (slow & mediatic).

Some contexts (and variants)
/dt/ m[dd], [sr/ » m[sr], [s§] - [sS], [sR] > [2r] 7[sR], [s§] - [sS]
[S&/ > [3r] "[{R] /S‘i/ S /Sd/ > [3d] ™[3d, &dJ, [3t/ - [[t] [§t. ], /CA/ > [Ch]

9.1.10. Place/manner of articulation (for [n, 1)): the first element assimilates to
the second. /nC/ > [n:C] (homorganic nasals in 7, but seminasals in 2, and non-ho-
morganic in 9).

Some contexts (ana’ variants) :

[nj/ > pj m[]aj [nj], /nw/ > [gw] ™[gw] 9[nw], /nl/ 1] 7[nl] 4[nl, 11],

[ng/ > ]Q[nf ¢¢], [nt] > [at] [at], [nd/ - m[gd],

[In/ » [nn] 0] 4[In, nn], [le/ > [e£] 7[1¢] 4(1s, f{-‘]

9.1.11. Place|manner of articulation (for coronals): the simpler element (/t, d;

0, 3; s, z; {, 3/) assimilates to the more compex (/¢, d; s, /), or, in some cases, to
the second one.

Some contexts (and variants):

[tE, dC; sC, zE[ > [#€, dC; sC, 2C], [Ct, £€d; Cs, €z] > [€¢, £d; Cs, g
[te] > [tt], [td] > [dd], [¢t] > [s¢], [dt] > [&¢], [tz] > [dz] ™[zz], [te] > [dz
[ts] > /t3/ [d3], [kz/ > [gz], [s§, sff > [§§] ™[ss, {[], [s€] > [s€
SS S SSS [ss, SS /38/* [ss], [38] - [ss], [32] > [zz], [2E] » [2€

[s] > [ss], [{s/ >

9.1.12. Place[manner of articulation (for back consonants): the simpler element
(/8/ [8, h]) can assimilate to the more compex (/h; $; q; K, R/), or, in some cases,
to the first one.

Some contexts (and variants)

[kq/ - [kk], [qk/ - kk qq [xh/ - [kxl, [RA/ > [Rh] ™[RR, KK]
/sh, iﬁ hs, hih, R, ﬁi/

9.1.13. Here are some of the most frequent combinations, for practice: ribhin
li ['erphil lic], mubtallun [mop'tallon], habsun [hapsun], abqa [Papqal, %i#bat [210-
bet], muZtama® [moftamas], mahbib [maﬁbub] mabziz [mahzoz], makzan ['mag-
zan], madkal [matgal], masZid ['mazzid] (!['mazdsid]), and:

masgitl [mazrul] ”[{r-], asga [Pazral, maqbil [maG'bLLI], Uzfara [Rastaga], mag-
s [mag'uwf], agfala [axtalal, tabta¥idu [tap'taSidul, tusbibu [‘togbihu], akbar
[agbas] ™[-gb-], nagdan [nacdan] ”[-¢g'd-].

Others: ta’bin [ta?bin], ma®tiar [ma?Ous], birun [bresuon], mitras [mitsas], mat-
b [matSuwb], atlafa [Ratlafal, atqal ['aOqal], a#na [?abnal, mairih [mazsuh],
maZnin [maznwn], tabsin [tah'sin], maktim [mag'tum], and:
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makfa [magtal, madrasah ['mad-sasa; -ah], adla [?ad-la], mazbah ['magbahl],
maz'ir [mazsus], muznib 'mognib], martabah ['mastaba; -ah], girdun ['qedon],
maryam ['mas-jam], mazri® [mazso:], muzmin ['mozmin], tazhu ['tazhu].

9.1.14. Others: musri® ['muse1§], miswak [miswak], masta ['maf(ta], maswi
['maf-wi], misbah [migbea:h], masra® [massa$], adZa’a [2adzasal, adafa [Padsafal,
madwi ['mad-wil, maqtal ['maqtal], matbik [matbu], matan [mat$um], or:

atyab [Rat-jab], azlama [Razlamal, maznin [magnun], fursa [forsal, ardun
[Pasdun], kurtin [gostwn], malhiz (malhow], alsaqa ['atsaqal, tal's [talsal, ma™
Zian [maSgumn], maraf [masswf], @mal [2a$'ma:l], 4gla [?ap-la], and:

miftah [miftah], afraza [at-sazal, mafkik [mafkuk], mawdi® [maudss], maw-
kib ['maukib], magha 'maqghal, maktab [maktab], maksir [makisus], makwa
['mak-wa], mal’an [mal?am], mal%n [mal?wn], alyan [?ak-jan].

Further: amtia [Pamtigal, amtara [Pameagal, Gmkan [Pimkeam], “ntafa’s [P1ata-
fagal, “inma’ [Pum'ma], in%kafa [2insakafal, “htamma [ith'tammal, mabmin [mah-
'mun], 2hwa [Pah-wa), awhama [Pauhamal, and:

yayasu [jaivasu], aygana [Razqanal, aynama [Painamal, ablan [Pablan], nahnu
['nahnul, wa-Liah! [watta:h)], tagtaqa [taqeaqal, 2g'2qa [Saqsaqal, mukk 'mok:],
figh [fxqh].

9.1.15. In addition: sifr ['sif§, f¢], naml [naml, -ml], mahma [mahi'ma:], mawz
['mawz], sizn ['s13n, 30], fabrastu-hu [tahrastuhul, %n saa Llah [2ipfatatta:f] (collo-
quially, [pipflatta:f], ugawimu [oqawimul, luzZatu-ha [luzzatuhal, atruqu [2at
fuqu), and:

%imam [2imem], yamsi [jamlil, lahiq [lathiq], [a%b [1asib], tisa ['tistal, sab%in
[sab'Swn], #izb [hizb, -b°], kubz ['kubz, -z°], hiya ['hia] t['hija], Sariyyah [su'sijja;
-ah], awwal [Pauwal, -ww-], huwa ['hua] ['huwal, hallaq [haltaq].

Also: @hadu [Rahhadul, %72, habib-i [1e31th (habibi)], %ftah aynay-ka [?iitah
hainaika], %ftab hadiyyata-ka [?iftah hadijjatakal.

Vowel and consonant quantity

9.2.1. In Arabic, the quantity of both vowels and consonants is distinctive. In our
phonemic transcription and transliteration, the consonant quantity is shown by gemi-
nation: [CC[, CC. In phonetic transcription, the same notation [CC] is fully appropri-
ate between vowels, for it helps to parse phono-syllables correctly: us<attu [raffattv].

In fact, one should expect a slight, but perceptible, difference between stressed
and unstressed syllables, at least in a tune, such as [?a{fattu, -+¢], but that is not re-
ally necessary except in very precise, ‘hyper-phonetic’ transcriptions, describing very
careful speech.

Elsewhere, it is better to resort to simple lengthening, [Ci]: assatt [2affat"]. How-
ever, that really applies only to words in pure pre-pausal form, which is the excep-
tion, not the rule, in Arabic.
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Unless we want to point out that a certain word was pronounced that way in a
specific recording, or must be pronounced that way for whatever reason, it will be
more convenient to stick to ‘[CC]” everywhere. In this way, we can safely transcribe
rabiyy as [$asabijj], implying that [1jj-] is the basis for [alsasabijju, Sasabijjatan,
Safabijjun(a)] & — plus, of course, [$asabiji, -ij:] and even [$asabiz], as we have seen
previously (f § 8.4.1).

Vowel length is represented the same way in both phonemic and phonetic tran-
scriptions: ‘/Vi/ [Vi]’. Again, it is predictable that in a protune, [V:] may reduce to [V']
(or even lose its lengthening at all, [V], in very fast speech). As said before ('S 6.2),
unstressed long vowels are [V'] only in very formal % Koranic pronunciation, other-
wise they are generally shortened to [V].

9.2.2. In very colloquial speech, unstressed [i, u/ tend to reduce to some sort of
[5]-like vocoid (f fig 6.7), or to drop entirely, provided this does not lead to the
formation of a three-consonant cluster: kitab [kitab, ko'tarb; k'tab]; o @lkitab [al-
kita:b, palke'ta:b], but not *[Palk'ta:b].

On the other hand, again in non-formal Arabic, terminations are often dropped
even in connected speech. In that case, two word-final consonants may happen to
be followed by a word-initial consonant; and since three-consonant cluster are not
allowed, a short vowel is inserted: generally, [i/ or the colloquial [5].

Furthermore, long vowels tend to shorten a little in stressed checked syllables
(but less than in unstressed syllables): us-sig [2as'suiqu, Pas'su"q”].

Reduction or elision of morphological markers

9.3.1. The ‘codified” reduction or loss of case endings, verbal terminations, and
other morphological markers has occurred in Classical Arabic since preIslamic times,
and it still is scrupolously applied in reciting religious texts, and above all, poetry.

Koranic orthography itself, from which modern orthography derives, is based on
the principle that words should be spelt out in their pre-pausal form, riskily leaving
the reader the task of adding the required terminations when reading aloud.

That means that, in theory, one may pronounce all word-final morphological
markers in every instance: it is zot a mistake! Nonetheless, such practice is neither
requested nor encouraged when aiming at the best possible pronunciation.

As said, all of that was and is ‘codified’ according to a complex of morpho-syntactic
rules rather than phonology and phonetics per se, and therefore, our readers are advised
to consult their grammar handbooks and teachers for a detailed account of those rules.

9.3.2. In modern, colloquial pronunciation, things are rather different: the more
colloquial/informal the register is, the more frequent reductions and elisions will
be. Very often, that is not due to any ‘codified’ pattern, but rather to the understand-
able difficulties that contemporary Arabic speakers themselves encounter in dealing
with incredibly and absurdly complex grammar rules.
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As a matter of fact, those rules have already been considerably simplified, follow-
ing some of the current behavior found in the modern ‘dialects’.

There is even a ‘modernist’ trend that considers such simplified, ‘de-inflected’
version of Arabic as the sole credible compromise between the written-only literary
language and the spoken-only ‘dialects’.

We would be the first to welcome the adoption of a less heavily inflected lingua
franca as the new official ‘standard’ Arabic, since pronunciation, too, would become
much easier to teach and learn (to say nothing about its own rightful ‘dignity’).

Unfortunately, such option has proven unfeasible so far: first and foremost, due
to the puristic conservatorism that associates Classical Arabic with Islam; but also be-
cause of some structural constraints of the language itself, which make people consid-
er final markers still relevant in too many cases.

Therefore, against our own propensity for consistency and predictability (and
simplification, as well), we should be forced to recommend our readers to do their
best to speak Arabic with all required inflections.

9.3.3. Thus, whenever a doubt arises, it may be wise to introduce a short pause
so that pre-pausal uninflected forms can (legitimately) be used; but remember: this
‘trick” should be used only as extrema ratio and never within sequences that logically
should be pronounced as a whole, such as @lmadinatu lFeabirah [Palmadinatol ka-
birral))] (noun + adjective), bintu 7-Zar [biatuz 'gaze, - 5] (status constructus), dakala
lwalad ['dagalal ‘walad] (verb + subject), wazadtu-hu (verb + object suffix; note also:
[wazattuful), f7 Hunduq [filfonduq] (preposition + noun).

Verbs and pronouns are more likely to maintain their endings, which often have
distinctive and pragmatic values.

Some of the following examples have legitimate colloquial variants with dropped
vowels: hada kitab [hada kitab, haidak tab], @lhibru tayyib [2alhib-¢u ‘taijib,
tgajjib], katabtu bi-hi [ka'taptubihi, ktaptubhil, kana fi Lbayt [karna filbart], ra%y-
tu l-bayt [sa?aitol bart].

9.3.4. As far as ‘pre-pausal forms’ are concerned, let us see some illustrative ex-
amples, keeping in mind that this is an ‘orthological’ phenomenon that people use
to pronounce words iz tunes, including preceding words, semantically and syntac-
tically linked (to the exclusion of grammemes).

This category includes final short vowels (with or without indefinite suffixes -un,
-in, -an): kataba [kataba, katab], yaktubu [jaktubu, jaktsb], litan yaktuba [1i2anp
jaktuba, jaktub], ff madarisa [fima'dasisa, -s1s], f7 baytin [fibaitin, -bart]; baytun
[baiton, baut], mundu zamanin waZizin [muvadu zamanin wa'gizn)].

As seen, ‘nunated’ endings -un, -in can be completely elided in pre-pausal form,
while accusative indefinite (and adverbial) ending -a7 is supposed to become [a:/ [-a],
at least in traditional pronunciation: %'tabu ‘isrina dinara [?a$ta:bu Gif¥ima dinar-
£a"] — dinara actually being the pre-pausal form of dinaran, accusative singular in-
definite of dinar. Worth noticing are reduplicated adverbs such as katiran katira

[ka'Oi:ean kaOi:ea”].
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However, luckily, this rule is increasingly perceived as too conservative, and in
everyday speech, one may encounter full preservation of -an or systematic reduc-
tion to -2 everywhere, depending on the speakers’ degree of cultural and linguis-
tic proficiency, as well as on their dialectal habits.

Full elision is uncommon, because unlike -un, -in, which can only be indicat-
ed in Arabic spelling by means of diacritics or are left unmarked, the presence of
-an is signaled by a final 4/if, whose orthographic conspicuousness is a potent ‘re-
minder’ to the speakers, at least when they are forced to read aloud written texts.

9.3.5. Nothing more is to be said about #2° marbiitah except for its behavior
when preceded not by the usual [a/, but by [ai/, ie -at- plus the appropriate case end-
ings. Many Arabic speakers are inconsistent in their pre-pausal form rendition, and
in fact, the theoretical -@b [“a:(h)/ is much less common than what is really heard
more often, ie -at, eg hayat [hajat] ‘life’, zakat [zakea:t] ‘ritual alms’.

There are but a handful of such instances, and their rarity probably is the main
reason why that habit has lastly prevailed over the rule. It is also possible that some
sort of analogy with the homophonic plural ending -a#, and the presence of stress
(unlike unstressed -ab), may have played a role, too, in influencing native speak-
ers’ preferences.

9.3.6. In addition, colloquially, very often [?/ is not maintained when it occurs
within words or at the end of words. So, it is dropped or changed into /j, w/, or
else it may lengthen a possible preceding vowel: mi%h ['mi?a, -ah, 'mi-, 'mij-, 'mii-],
ya‘kudu [ja?gudu, jagudu, jagu-], ra’ ['¥ars, 'Fas), sama’ [sa'ma:r, sa'maz].

When two hamzas occur in contiguous syllables, the first one is certainly main-
tained: 2a% ‘aZalu-hum [zara @azalubom, -@)azalhom].

In /Cj, Cw, Cg¢, Cl/ sequences (and, more logically, /Cm, Cn/), the Arabic syllab-
ification is heterosyllabic, [Ctj, Ct*w, Cfr, C!l/: mitras [mitsas], ‘atlafa [?atlafa],
madrasah ['mad-sasa; -ah], %adla [Pad-la], Maryam ['mas-jam], musri® [mus-£1$],
miswak [miswerk], maswi [mal-wil, afraza [?at-sazal, makwa ['mak-wal, %alyan
[Pak-jan], @hwa [Pah-wa].

9.3.7. In final position, after consonants, the sonants (/m, n, ¢, 1/) may be real-
ized in different ways, according to how accurately one speaks. From a phonemic
point of view, they are just consonants, but —phonetically— they may be normally
voiced (or devoiced, mainly in front of a voiceless consonant), or intense (‘syllab-
ic’), or even with a short epenthetic vowel (like [1, ], [1, #] — colloquially or mediat-
ically also [5, ], as even voiced obstruents can do).

Thus: gism ['qesm, -sm, -som, -stm], ladn [ladn, -dn, -don, -din], fatn [Hatn, -tn,
-ton, -tin], dubn [dofin, -hn, -An, -hon, -A], badr [bads, -ds, -dos, -dze], Misr
['miss, -s¢, -s¢, -sof, -si¢], fatl [fat], -tl, -tol, -tsl], ratl [vatl, -¢l, -€3], -&l].

We strongly suggest to avoid epenthetic vowels in international pronunciation
and resort to intense consonants, instead, but only when that is really indispensa-
ble to articulate an otherwise difficult sequence to pronounce.
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9.3.8. Here are some examples of typical Arabic taxophonics: ta’bin [ta?bin], ma”
tir [marOwe], matiizb ['matSub], atgal [2abqall, madkal ['matgal], madiar [mad-
Swxe], tazhu [tazbul, masZid 'mazzid], masta 'maltal, masgil [mazrul] 7[-(rul].

And: masra® ['massa§], adZa’a [Radzasal, ‘ad'afa [Radsatal, azlama ['Pazlama],
maZin [masgun], ma'riaf [maSsuwt], @mal [2a$mel], magsis [magfuf] 7[-rfuf]
maqha [maqhal, mal’an [mal?am], yayasu [jairasul, ‘awhama [Pauhama].

bl

Stress

9.4.1. Theoretically, the perfect rendition of short and long vowels, as well as
of single and geminated consonants would suffice to make one’s pronunciation of
Arabic fully intelligible, irrespective of stress.

However, for pronunciation to be considered as truly neutral, it is required
that stress falls on the appropriate syllable, too. This does not mean that this ‘rule’
is always respected in mediatic and regional accents. As a matter of fact, stress in
not distictive in Arabic. Thus, it is not really important, communicatively.

In fact, in mediatic and regional accents, stress is often on a different syllable
than predicted by rules.

The neutral rule is simple: the stressed is on the first ‘heavy syllable’ encoun-
tered counting from the end of the word. An Arabic syllable is considered to be
‘heavy’ if its nucleus is either:

(@) along vowel or a diphthong followed by at least one consonant, even if that
consonant, in fact, belongs to the following syllable — in symbols: /V:C*, VVC¥; ViC,
VV#C/; or:

() a short vowel followed by two consonants, again, even if the second conso-
nant belongs to the following syllable — in symbols: /VCC; VC/C/.

9.4.2. Therefore, a word like kitabun is to be parsed as ki-ta-bun from a purely
phono-syllabic point of view, but as %i-tab-un’ in order to detect syllable heavi-
ness, which leads to [kitabun/. The same parsing applies to the compound kitzb-i
[kitabi/.

According to (b), we have kattaba [kattaba] but kattabtu [kattaptu] and kat-
tabtu-kunna [kattaptukonna], because, as said, the stress pattern will always re-
-arrange itself counting from the last syllable backwards.

If none of the last three syllables is heavy, the stress will fall on the third last,
eq kataba [kataba], and never any earlier than that, as for example in the com-
pound word kataba-hu [ka'tabafu].

9.4.3. For a detailed list of all the possible combinations, let us refer to the list
below: the symbol /$/ stands for ‘light syllables, ie [(C) V¥, (C)V¥, (C)VV*, (C)VC#/,
while /$/ indicates ‘heavy’ syllables, ie [(C)V:C*, (C)VVCH; (C)V#C, (C)VV*C/.

Finally, /$/ indicates either a light or heavy syllable —indifferently— with no di-
rect influence on stress assignment:
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2 syllables: [S$, '$$, $$/,

3 syllables: ['$S$$, '$5$, $'$$, $8'%/,

4 syllables: [$$S$, $55%, $$58, $3$$, $5$%/,

5 syllables: /$$'95$, $$H'558, $S958, $$$5$, $$58$, $$88%/,

6 syllables: /S$$'SS$, $$$SSE, $HSSSH, $S5558, $$$$53, $$$$%8, $$559/.

9.4.4. As said, all the stress patterns given belong to modern neutral pronuncia-
tion. A dialectal peculiarity found in Lebanon (which should not be followed) puts
a final stress on words ending in [V, VV*#/ (which, in neutral pronunciation, are not
‘heavy’ enough to bear a stress): min-huma ['mmnhumal (and |[mmbu'ma:]).

An Egyptian peculiarity consists in having a form like katabata as [ka'tabata] pro-
nounced [katabata] (in Cairo) or [katabata] (in Northern Egypt — but [kataba'ta:]
in Lebanon), and so on.

9.4.5. Prefixes, such as the definite article, the conjunction wa-, and monosyllabic
prepositions (like bi-, fa-, la-, li-, which are hyphenated) do not influence the applica-
tion of the stress rule: yadun, alyadu, wa-lyadu, bi-lyadi — all stressed on [fja-]: [jadoun,
Pakjadu, walkjadu, bikjadi].

That also explains why the relative pronouns %/ladi and %llati are pronounced
[?alladi, Pallati], not *[?alladi, Pallati], since as said, %/ is nothing but the definite
article. Arguably, friendlier and morphonological spellings would be @l-ladi, al-lati.

An apparent exception to the rule arises when a monosyllabic prefix forms a com-
pound with full pronouns or pronominal suffixes, eq wa-huwa [wahua] *[wahuwal,
bi-hi [bihi], bi-ka [bikal, fi-hi [tihi], li-huma [lihuma], la-kuma [lakuma]. Here, a
friendlier spelling, on the contrary, could be with 7o dash. Let us compare: alay-kum
[$alaikom] and mas-kunna [masakonna], with their heavy second last syllables.

As far as secondary stress in polysyllabic words is concerned, it tends to occur more
or less on alternate syllables, but sometimes preferring the heaviest ones.

Lastly, here are some examples: rasil [sa'sul], safanz [satagz], murasil [mu'samsil],
tarassul [taksassol], ‘Gsimah [Saisyma; -ah], mutafawwiq [mutatauwq] {[Mfawwzq],
mufaraqab [mufaxaqa®y)], madrasab 'mad-sasa; -ah], darak-i [dasaki], muktalifah
[mur'talita; -ahl], wZalu-hum [Razalubom], kataba-hu [katabahul.

9.4.6. We give further useful examples: ramat [ramat], ramat-hu [tamathu], %-
had [?ahad], whadu-hum [2athadubom], Sadda [{addal, sadda-hu [addahfu], arda
[Pasdal, arda-hu [Rasda:hu], katabti [ka'tapti], katabti-hi [ka'taptihQil, muballima-
-hu [mu'hallimahu].

And: %stalga [21statqal, %stalga-hu [Pistatqa:hul, kataba [katabal, kataba-hu
[kataba:hu], katabata and katabata [ka'tabagtal, katabata-hu [kataba'ta:hu], ka-
tabata-hu [kataba'ta:hu], saZarat [(azasat], SaZaratun [(a'zasaton].

9.4.7. Here are more examples (some longer): adwiyatu-hu [Padwijatufu], maur-
tabita [mustabssal, murtabitatun [mustabzeaton], SaZaratu-hu [{azaratufiul].
And: SaZaratu-huma [[azasatuhiumal, adwiyatu-huma [padwija'tuumal, muta-
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Zanniba [muta'zannibal, mutaZannibatun [mutazan'nibaton], mutaqatila [muta-
'qaztila].

Further examples: ana [Panal, abadan [Pabadan], tawis [¢awus], sizZadat [si3-
zadaut], katib [keawtib], kitab [kitab], hawlala [haulala], bagaya [baqaijal, akaliha
[eakaluhal, “htimamu-hunna [thtimamubonnal, %stigbalatu-hunna [P1stecbalatu-
'hunna]. Let us end with madrasabh ['mad-sasa; -ah)], madrasatun [madsasaton].






14.
International Arabic
pronunciation

14.1. The international accent of Arabic, of course, is a kind of simplification,
which tends to substitute the more peculiar phones with some more natural and
widespread in different languages.

However, it is decidedly more precise than most desciptions found in specific
books and articles, as the scanty and rather misleading one in the Handbook of the
International Phonetic Association, 51-54 (with non-neutral sound files, neither for
the segments, nor for the narrative text).

International Arabic exhibits a certain reduction in the number of vowel and
consonat taxophones, as well. As regards the realizations of [a)/, only two phones
are sufficient, in stressed or unstressed syllables: [e()], for 2.3-7, and [a@], for 2.1-3
('S 6.2). Thus, there is a slight overlap for 2.3, variably resolved by single speakers.

The vowel realizations belonging to this kind of ‘international’ pronunciation
(both monophthongs and diphthongs) are shown in fig 14.1. This ‘clearer’ pronun-
ciation generally uses: [i), 1@); &), a@; v()].

It may also have [E:, o] for /ai, au/, but not in the contexts seen in § 6.2. Of
course, [9, 3, 0] are not necessary (and, least of all, [5], all seen in § 6.4, f fig 6.7).

fig 14.1. International Arabic: vowels and diphthongs.

fif [i, 1, fisf [is o] \—"%\—\—0\ [u] [o], [uf [u3]
\

\

-

[a] [e, al, [af [e:, ai \ \
||

A\
NN A
R\

L1 | Dol |

[aif [®i, et, ai, at, E] Jau/ [ev, av, o]
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14.2. As for the consonants, this international Arabic pronunciation tends to
use those of the neutral accent, with its more important taxophones, as well.

However, for the following consonants, it can certainly use some more natu-
ral and widespread contoids.

Thus, /¢, d/ may be velarized, [¢, d], or even labialized, [t, d]. So, they can have
a sort of duller timbre, which may be sufficiently different from plain [t, d].

The same is true of /s, [, which may be velarized, [s, 2], or labialized, [3, Z], to
result somewhat different from [s, z].

The possible, more complicated, variant [#/ [§] is not strictly necessary, not
even as [J], or [d]. However, [d] should be kept, being a phoneme, as well as [6].

The phoneme [§ [{] should actually be [f], although [{] would not be odd. The
same for [3/ [3, 3] (or [ds, dz], as a personal choice).

Initial [?] may be dropped, while all others have to be pronounced, at least as
[?] (which is less strong than [?]).

14.3. Asfor [h/, it is sufficient to distinguish it from both /h/ and [k/. Thus, /h/
can be realized as a stronger A, that is a phonetically more prominent contoid: ei-
ther as [h], a velar approximant, or as a velar semiconstrictive, [g].

Another possibility might be [h], whose lip rounding can be sufficient to differ-
entiate it from a plain [h].

If these requirements are fulfilled, /f/ [R, h] can safely enough be uttered as a
plain [h] (but it would be better if realized as [f], as in neutral pronunciation, in
the expected contexts).

On the other hand, for g/ [k], a uvular [x] can be sufficient (although with no
trill effect). Also /R/ [R] can, then, be realized as a normal uvular [¥] (again, with
no trill effect).

The important thing is to succeed in keeping them sufficiently different, so that
no phoneme is lost.

Arguably, the phoneme /$/ [§] is the most difficult contoid of the Arabic lan-
guage. Nevertheless, it cannot be either dropped or realized as a voiceless contoid.
Nor should it become a kind of an a vowel.

Thus, it must be exercised with particular care, either as a true pharyngeal [$]
or as a prepharyngeal [9] approximant — always voiced.

Of course, rather than changing [$] into a vocoid like [4], it might be simpler,
and perhaps a little better, to drop it and replace it by using creaky voice on some
of the voiced phones around it: either vowels or consonants, with some possible
lengthening.

So, we could have: %la [ala; 'ala], ma% ['madi; ‘mail, bitu [bitu; brtul], ma®
['ma$; 'mar], rabi® [cabiS; -bi:], rub [tub; 'tub].

fig 14.2. International Arabic: different consonants.

&G0 BR-G IR G0) I-G|
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14.4. Asfor [¢] [¢, £], a simple [c], or [r], can be sufficient. Perhaps, it can be
made a little duller, by adding lip rounding, [£, £], or some velarization, [¢, £].

Lastly, [1] could be velarized, [], or realized as a velar lateral, [L]. However, [l]
should in no way be changed into either of these two: [, L]! Let us add the oro-
grams of the few new (and simpler) contoids, shown in fig 14.2.

However, in our international transcriptions, we leave [¢, d; s, % 1], instead of

(£, d; s, 25 1].

14.5. As for stress, what has been said in § 9.4.1-7, can safely be followed, try-
ing to be consistent. However, in Arabic, stress is not distinctive, at all. In addi-
tion, there are different ‘rules’ in different places ('S 9.4.4), and native speakers
themselves can not be very consistent, indeed. Thus, stress is no real problem.

The most recommendable intonation patterns, for international Arabic, are giv-

en in fig 14.3.

fig 14.3. International Arabic: intonation.

The North Wind and the Sun

14.6. As an example of this international Arabic accent, there follows a nor-
malized transcription of the text given in § 11.2.3.

Kanat ribu $$Samal tataZadalu wa-5Sams fi ‘ayyin min-humda kanat ‘aquwai mina
[ukra, wa-idan bi-musafirin yatla®n mutalaffi'un bi-‘aba‘atin samikah. Fa-ttafaqata
la i*tibari ssabiqi fi iZ2bari F-musdfir ald kal’i aba‘ati-hi al-aqua.

2asafat vibu $Samal bi-aqsa ma “istata‘at min qiawah. Wa-lakin kullama %izdada
Iasf, ‘izdada F-musafiru tadatturan bi-abaati-hi, %ila ‘an ‘usqita fi yadi r-rib, fa-ta-
kallat ‘an mubawalati-ha. Ba%da ‘idin sata‘ati sSamsu bi-dif’i-ha, fa-ma kana mina
Imusafiri %illa ‘an kala’a ‘abaata-hu ‘ali t-taww. Wa-hakada udturrat ribu s-Samal
%a [i'tiraf bi-anna $<Samsa kanat hiya lFaqua.

Hal kanati [-qissatu Zamilah? Hal turidu an nuraddida-ha?

[kemet- 'cihof (emel tete'dge:dels weffems.| fi®eijum ‘munhume| kemet Paq-
we: munelPuyre: | we?ld bimu'seduin| fjattaio motelefflivm: biseberetun se'mix-
keh- ||| fettefaqaite.| Tele qtibewrts 'setbiqu| fivtdgbewcd mu'sedfie] Tele 'yeldt Sebee-
tihi4 *el”aq-we ||

Sasafet 'rizhof feme:l || bi*ag-sa 'mer| *istataret muv'quiwe- || welekuy: kolle-
me ?iz'de:del 9ast || >izde:del mo'serdfuo te'def6u,cem- bitebeetihi | Pile *en”usqu-
ga- fijedue 'cichy- || feteyellet Sem moheweletihe- || bed'deridun| sa'tadeti| femsu bi-
'du*ihe| femekemne munelmo'sedici| Pdle *an'yelede SebePeteho-, 'Telet 'teow- |
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'we hekede Puttucret 'tuhof (emeidl | Pilel Ptice:: bi*ennef femse| kemet- hiel
Paq-we- |
chel kemnetid 'qussato ¢dge'mizleh-]| shel to'ri:du: Pen nured'didehe|].



15.
Some national/local
phonopses (& map)

15.1. We will provide the phonopses of four main Arabic national koinés, for their
neutral accent: the Levant, the Gulf, Egypt, Morocco (adding Algerian Kabyle Ber-
ber, for interesting comparisons, and Maltese, as well).

Arguably, each of these accents certainly also presents some more marked and
popular accents and language, or dialect. In fact, their structure changes not only
phonically (also with different phonemes), but even more as far as their grammar
and vocabulary are concerned.

fig 15.01. Arabic national dialects/languages: Levantine & Gulf Arabic areas.

Gulf Arabic

Oman

fig 15.02. Arabic national dialects/languages: Northern Africa areas (including Malta, European).

. Tunisia
Moroccan Arabic & Maltese

Malta

Kabyle
Berber

Egyptian Arabic

Western

Suts Algeria




