The traditional approach from the point of view of languages morphological classification is not effective enough due to the fact that they do not as a rule demonstrate overall uniformity and consistency in their grammatical characteristics: both inflexional and analytical phenomena can often be observed within one and the same language and so on. English, for example, uses both analytical (prepositions, auxiliary verbs, word order) and agglutinative (number endings and endings like – ing and -ed) means. In many languages inflexional and analytical forms can be combined within one paradigm (compare Russian “читаю”- read [ri:d] (inflexional) — читал – read [red] (inflexional) — буду читать – will read (analytical)).  Therefore the classification approach is opposed to the typological one which is based on parameters or characters list but not on classes list: every language is characterized according to this set of parameters.
 Consequently, the result of investigation for such a method of typological observation of languages consists in not referring every language in question to this or that (the only) class but in complex language characteristics by a number of characters when one languages group is determined by one parameter and the other group is determined by the other. 
Naturally, character typology can operate by the parameters referring to different levels of language system – not only to morphological but also to phonological and syntactical ones. 

The clause considering phonology  run about determination of a special class of syllabic languages like Chinese, Vietnamese, Burmese and a number of others along with “traditional” non-syllabic ones. There mentioned the parameters by which differentiation by syllabic and non-syllabic languages occurs: (A) possibility/impossibility of morphemes presented by the units that are smaller than a syllable for the language in question, (B) possibility/impossibility of re-syllabation.  According to the same parameters two more classes of languages can be determined, and then we can have a phonological typology of the languages from this point of view or by this parameter. Two additional classes of languages that can be determined by (A) and (B) are Indonesian languages in which the morphemes meaning “shorter” than a syllable are impossible to occur but re-syllabation is quite possible contrary to Mon-Khmer languages where re-syllabation is impossible but there can be one consonant prefixes, infixes, etc.  Consequently the typological characteristics of languages for which the above defined parameters (A) and (B) are effective can be presented in the following way (“plus” stands for possibility, “minus” means impossibility). 
PS: please note that there is a misprint: (A) возможность/невозможность для данного языка морфем, означающие которых представлены единицами, меньшими, нежели слог,
