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Purpose. The article is devoted to connecting possibilities of Noun. The functional method helps to solve syntactical problems that
regard to the structure of a sentence. Ukrainian linguistics has many studies that are devoted to Verb possibility of making sentences.
The purpose of the article is to describe the possibilities of Noun to form Noun nomination of a few words.

Methods. The main methods of the study were: a descriptive method; comparison method; modeling method; method of distributive
analysis.

Results. Noun has one of the central places in the system of the parts of speech. It can denote items and can be the main component
of a sentence. Noun is one of the components that organize a sentence.

Most semantic unities are based on synsemantical Noun, that can’t nominate object denotations. This property contributes to
the forming of unities of different structure with the synsemantical Noun. Ukrainian synsemantical Nouns are formed from synsemantical
Verbs, some absolutive Nouns with certain meaning and nouns with figurative sense. Synsemantical Nouns can’t be formed from Verbs
that mean nature state.

In Noun nomination of a few words the Noun forms strong position for depended component. This component compensates
the Noun synsemantics. According to these depended components we can distinguish such models of Noun nomination of a few words:
non prepositional Noun / Pronoun model, prepositional Noun / Pronoun model, infinitive model.

Synsemantical Nouns manifest selectivity according to dependent words. Such Nouns can’t connect with words that incompatible
with their grammar or semantics. Grammatical connection is determinate by valence of synsemantical Nouns. The words that nominate
object denotations with mutual exclusion can’t form the unity.

Conclusions. There are such groups of Noun nominations of a few words: according to the structure: two-component, three-
component; according to the open / close structure: close, open types; according to the Noun prognostication of position: one
directional and two directional; according to morphological method of expression: non prepositional Noun nomination, prepositional
Noun nomination, adverbial Noun nomination. At the same time two first groups are divided into such models: non prepositional Noun
components in genitive case, in dative case etc.
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Meta. CrarTs mpUCBSYEHA CIIONYYYBAIEHUM MOXIIMBOCTAM iMeHHHKA. (DYHKIIOHANBHUHA MiAXil BHOCHTH iCTOTHI KOPEKTHBH
110710 BUIIJICHHS CUCTEMH CHHTAKCHYHUX OJMHUIIb, iXHBOI iepapXii, GpyHkuii. @yHKIIOHATBHAH METOA A0NOMarae BUPILINTH CHHTAK-
CHYHI 3aBJaHHs, IO CTOCYIOThCS CTPYKTYPH peucHb. B yKpalHChKill JIHTBICTHII € 6araro JAOCHiIKeHb, SIKi MPUCBSIUCHI Ji€CTIBHUM
MOJKJIMBOCTSIM YTBOPIOBATH pedeHHs. MeTa i€l cTaTTi — ONMUCcaTH CHOMy4YyBajlbHi MOXIJIMBOCTI IMEHHHKA 1100 YTBOPEHHS KijbKac-
niBHO{ IMEHHHKOBOI HOMIiHAIIii.

MeTtoau. OCHOBHIMH METOAAMH JOCIIIKEHHS OYyIIN: OIMCOBHI METO/; METOJ MOPIBHSIHHSI; METOJ MOJETIOBAaHHS; METO]] PO3IIO-
JTBHOTO aHai3y.

Pe3ysnbraTu. IMEHHUKY HaJEXUTh OJHE i3 LEHTPAJIBHUX MICIIb Y CUCTEMi YaCTHH MOBH. BiH MOXXe MO3HAYaTH MPEAMETH i Moxe
OyTH TOJIOBHUM KOMITOHEHTOM PEUCHHS. IMEHHUK — OZIMH i3 KOMIIOHEHTIB, 10 aKTHBHO Oepe yJacTh Y peueHHEBOTBIPHHUX MPOIECaXx.

BinpmiicTs CMUCIOBUX €JHOCTEH 6a3ylOThCsl HA CHHCEMAaHTHYHOMY IMEHHUKY, SIKHH MOXKe MO3Ha4daTh 00’ekTHHMiT fneHotar. Llg Biac-
THUBICTb CIIPUSIE YTBOPEHHIO €IHOCTEH Pi3HOI CTPYKTYpH i3 CHHCEMAHTHYHUM IMEHHHKOM. YKpaiHCBKI CHHCEMAaHTHYHI IMEHHUKH YTBO-
PIOIOTBCS BiJl CHHCEMaHTHYHHX AIECIIB, ISIKHX aOCOMIOTHUX IMEHHHKIB i3 HEBHUM 3HAYCHHSIM Ta IMCHHUKIB i3 IIEPECHOCHHM 3HAYCHHSIM.
CHHCEeMaHTHYHI IMEHHUKH YTBOPIOIOTHCS BiJl IIECIIB, 110 03HAYAIOTH CTaH IPUPOAH.

VY kinbkacniBHIM iIMEHHUKOBIH HOMIHAMIT IMEHHUK YTBOPIOE CHIJIBHY ITO3HUIIIIO JUIS 3aJI€)KHOTO KOMITOHEHTa. L{eif KOMITOHEHT KOMITEHCY€
CHHCEMATHKy iIMEHHHUKA. BiMOBITHO 710 1MX 3aJI€KHUX KOMITOHEHTIB MU MOYKEMO BUALTUTH TaKi MOJIENI KiTbKACTiBHOT IMCHHUKOBOT HOMi-
Haii: 6e3npUitMEeHHNKOBO-IMEHHHKOBI / 3aiiIMEHHUKOBI MOZIEITi, MPHHMEHHHKOBO-IMEHHUKOBI / 3aiMEHHHUKOBI MOJIeJi, iH(IHITUBHI MOfIei.

CHHCEeMaHTHYHI iIMEHHUKH MPOSBISIOTH BHOIPKOBICTh BIIOBITHO N0 3aJIe)KHUX CIiB. Taki iMEHHUKHA MOXYTh ITOE€THYBAaTUCS 3i
CJIOBaMH, HECYMICHUMU IPaMaTHYHO YU CEMaHTHYHO. | paMaTHYHUI 3B’ 530K BU3HAYAETHCS BAJICHTHICTIO CHHCEMaHTHYHUX IMEHHHKIB.
CroBa, 10 HOMIHYIOTh 00’ €KTHHI IE€HOTAT 13 B3a€MHHUM BHKIIFOUCHHSM, YTBOPIOIOTH €/IHICTb.
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BucHoBKH. [CHYIOTH Taki TPy KilbKaciiBHOI iIMCHHHKOBOI HOMIHAIIii: 3a OyZOBOIO: ABOKOMIIOHEHTHA, TPUKOMIIOHEHTHA; 3a
CTPYKTYPHOIO BiJKPHUTICIO / 3aKPHTICTIO: 3aKPUTOTO, BIAKPHTOTO THITY; BIANIOBIZHO O MPOTHO3YBAHHS ITO3MIT IMEHHHKOM: OIHO-
CIPSIMOBaHa i ABOCHPSIMOBaHa; 38 MOP(OIOTYHUM BUPAKCHHSAM 3aJISKHHX BiJl CHHCEMaHTUYHOTO IMEHHHKA CIIiB: Oe3NpHIAMEHHHKO-
BO-IMEHHHUKOBI, MPUIIMEHHHUKOBO-IMEHHUKOBI, 1H(IHITHBHI, IPUCIIBHUKOBI. ¥ MeXax KOXKHOI i3 IIUX TPy BUILUIIEMO BapiaHTH IPH-
IMEHHHKOBHX 00O0B’I3KOBHX KOMITOHEHTIB i3 BJIACTHBUMH iM ()OPMaIbHUMH Ta CEMaHTHYHUMH 03HaKaMH. CHHCEMaHTHYHUN IMCHHUK
«00upae KOHTEKCTHHUX MapTHEPIB», Y MOEJHAHHI 3 SKMMH LIIICHO pealli3ye CeMaHTHKY, 3a0e3nedye THM CaMHUM TpaMaTH4HY i 3Ha-
YEHHEBY IPABUIBHICTh, MOBHY HOPMATHBHICTh KOHCTPYKI — CEMAHTHYHUX €THOCTEH, Ha 0a3i SAKUX YTBOPIOIOTHCS MPUIMEHHUKOBI
000B’SI3K0BI KOMIIOHEHTH 3 BiATIOBITHUM CHHTAaKCHYHUM 3HAUYCHHSIM.

Ki1104oBi ci10Ba: ceMaHTHYHI €JHOCTI, CEMaHTHKA, CIIONYYIyBaJlbHI BIACTUBOCTI CJIOBA, CHHCEMAHTUYHUI IMCHHUK, IMCHHUKOBA
KiJIbKacJliBHA HOMiHALlis.

1. Introduction

In modern linguistic science, attention is drawn to the issues that are now at the centre of interest of syntactic theorists
and are receiving ambiguous answers.

Functional analysis helps to reflect the verbal nature of the syntax in the language system, its subordination to the two
main functions of language — communicative and cognitive — more clearly.

Functional approach makes significant adjustments to the allocation of the system of syntactic units, their hierarchy
and function.

In Ukrainian studies there is a significant theoretical and practical development in terms of the study of formal-
grammatical, semantic and functional features of the verb (works by I. Vyhovenets, V. Rusanivskiy, A. Zagnitko,
O. Melnychuk, K. Gorodenska, N. Ivanitska, S. Ermolenko, J. Andersh, N. Guyvaniuk). Exploring the multilevel
nature of the verb, scientists began to distinguish the following classes of verbal vocabulary: “relational” (N. Ivanitska,
V. Schmilauer, A. Zagnitko); “Relative”, “independent” (L. Shcherba, V. Vinogradov); “Syntemantic” (A. Marti,
O. Gulyga, N. Dziubyshyna); “Verbs of open semantics” (R. Haisina, G. Zolotova); “Semantically unsaturated” (W. Jung);
“Not sufficient” (M. Mirchenko); “Not closed” (M. Brinkman); “Intentional” (Y. Oravets, R. Mrazek, M. Volodchenkov);
“Verb of incomplete predication” (V. Hak).

In Ukrainian studies, the first attempt to distinguish absolute and relative verbs was made by N. Dzyubyshyna, she
divided verbs into autosemantic and synsemantic according to their main feature “semantic completeness / incompleteness”
(Dzyubyshyna, 1979: 8). A. Zahnitko is inclined to think that the formal-grammatical and semantic-syntactic, as well as
the actual syntactic organization of the sentence of the verb structure, depends on the absolute and relative properties
of the verb vocabulary (Zahnitko, 2001: 270). Focusing on the formal-syntactic level of the sentence, N. Ivanytska
connects the appearance of obligatory distributors in verbs with the inability of such verbs to express the finished meaning
with their own phonemic composition (Ivanytska, 1986: 32-34).

Establishing semantic-syntactic classes of words, determining the patterns of lexical content of syntactic constructions,
as well as identifying patterns of influence of word compatibility on the syntactic structure of a sentence allows solving
the problem of interaction of lexica and syntax.

The Ukrainian language has a rather complex system of word relations. The word compatibility, the realization of its
semantics depends on the part-of-speech affiliation, morphological structure, lexical and grammatical features. In our
study, the components of Noun nominations of a few words are considered on the basis of the connecting properties of full
words at the phrase level. The relevance of the research is due to the need for in-depth study of the semantic potential
of the full word.

The noun belongs to one of the central places in the system of parts of the language (Vykhovanets, 2004: 41). Centrality
is caused by the property of the noun to denote objects (semantic aspect) and it acts as the main component (formal-
grammatical aspect). One of the organizing components of the sentence is the noun.

The purpose of the article is to find out the basic connecting properties of a noun.

The main methods of the study were: a descriptive method that made it possible to thoroughly analyze the binding
properties of the noun; comparison method was used to establish the relationship between required and optional components;
modelling method — to construct sentences with a sufficient set of components for the sentence as a communicative
structure; method of distributive analysis — to identify the connecting characteristics of nouns in order to distinguish
synsemantic ones among them.

2. Semantic unities of noun type

Noun nominations of a few words are formed on the basis of: two-element semantic unities — subordinate noun
phrases with a basic synsemantic noun (8i0sidysanHs 3ausme, 6mpyuanHs 6 6YOIGHUYME0, NOBEPHEHHs OOP2Y, NOULUE
0052y, nposedenns ouckycii, yumanns knueu) and on the basis of three-element semantic unities with a basic synsemantic
noun (Hadanuss 0ONOMO2MU MAN0300e3neYeHUM, 3a0e3neYents HaCeleHHs eNeKMPUKOIO).

The semantic unity of the noun type is joined by a large number of sysemantic noun words, which together with their
dependent word forms form the ground of structures on the basis of which Noun nominations of a few words are formed.

Most noun words that form semantic unities of the noun type are words of a synsemantic nature because
of their inability to nominate subject denotes by their own phonemic composition (Admoni, 1973). This property
contributes to the formation of noun words of semantic unities of different structure, in which noun synsemantism is
compensated by the dependent word forms of other parts of the language, mainly nouns. Synsemantism is peculiar to:
a) verbal nouns (deverbatives) (Ivanytska, 1986: 38); b) autosemantic nouns in certain meanings; ¢) noun words with
a figurative meaning.

79



«lIliedennuil apxise» (pinonoziuni HayxKu)
wSouth Archive” (Philological Sciences)

The total number of noun words formed from verbs is much smaller than the verbs themselves. There are no verbal
nouns formed from the vast majority of autosemantic verbs in the Ukrainian language. This is especially true of impersonal
verbs, such as those denoting the state of nature (cuioicumu, nepeepumimu, sopimu, 3ampsuumu, OHIMU, GIXONUMLU,
simpumu, susacHamucs) or the physiological state of certain organs of the human body: 6ozimu (about part of the body),
mepnuymu (about the limbs), ceepbimu (about the body or its parts), nimimu (about the body or its part), etc. Absolute
impossibility of verb-noun word-forming correlation is revealed by autosemantic verbs to denote the state of nature with
prefixes, for example, in a subgroup of verbs with semantics of ingressiveness (3agecuimu, 3aeevopimu, 3amorcuuumu,
saxypoenumu), intensity (possecnimucs, posepumimucs), iteractivity (nonoepumimu), delimitativity (noxmapumu),
finiteness (nepedowumu). The above-mentioned regularity explains, first of all, the denotative fixity of semantics on
the procedural in the complete absence of the subject denotation, and therefore the noun or pronoun in the function
of a subset capable / incapable of being transformed into a generic noun (ceimae — ceimanus (4oro?)).

Strong positions formed by noun words in noun-type semantic unities have the ability to substitute noun (pronoun) word
forms in indirect pronouns without prepositions, which compensate for the synsemantism of noun words: 6pszxim mawium,
BUHUKHEHHS enioemii epuny, 80100IHHS 30PO€EI0, BON00THHA MAUHOM, 2A6KAHHA COOAK, 2azughikayis cena, 3anycK paxemu,
3aCMOCy8ants 3aKOHI8, 3ACOCY8AHHA 30pOi, 30UpaHHA 8pOdCaAI0, ONMUMI3AYIA SUPIWEHHS NUMAaHL 30Ymy CUpOSUHU,
ompumanHa inghopmayii, npobnema ymunizayii no6ymosux 8i0xodis, NPogedeHHs Cli0Cmea, npoyec NOwupeHHs iHgexyii,
npoyec YumanHs, po3KpAOaHHs 3eMli, POSKPAOAHHS KOWIMIS, CIYHCIHHA HAPOOY, CRIGUYMML OpY206i, CIUCTICb 8UKIA0Y etC.

Like synsemantic verbs, synsemantic nouns are selective about dependent words with appropriate grammatical
and lexical features and cannot be combined with others that are incompatible with their “grammar” or semantics.
The grammatical compatibility is limited by the semantic-grammatical (valence) signs of the synsemantic nouns, and their
lexical compatibility is denotative. Nouns with violation of structural and semantic laws of semantic unity formation:
COMIHH3L 02ipKU, po3 €OHanHs cmocyHKu etc. cannot be obligatory compatibility. Also, words that denote subject denotations
that mutually exclude one another cannot be combined (Ivanytska, 2001): po3’ednannsa zenis, 36upanna nouymmis etc.
Words that have a partial match of seme may be matched.

The semantic unity of the noun type has semes that are necessarily explicated, which leads to binding compatibility
of reference words with dependent as compensators for incomplete noun semantics: Ammocgepa capaua, mpugosicua, 6cs
Hebesneka i 6opomvoa, iuHUL YNao i niouom, PO3KEIn HAOIT i PO3IYKU, HOUYMMA CUNU 11 3HECUNIA | Oe3KOHEUHO 0082d
dopoea <...> (M. KomobuHcskui); Jo HatipeanbHiuux KapmuH 60Ha 000A€ TIpUdHi NOKPACU, WO He pa3 Haeadyiombs
CcuUM@OHIi, Oe 6PANHCEHHA KPAEBUDIB | NOUYBAHHA Oy 31U8AI0MbCS 8 HeNnoOilbHy capmoniio (Jlecs Ykpainka); 3po3yminus
npupoou 011 cywacHozeo moocmea menui icmomue, Hidie Kopucmannsn 3 nei (I1. 3arpeGenwuuit);, Ilowtupenicmo
KoHhnikmie, ixus ponv y cycninteHOMy dscummi npusepmanu ysazy 00 Hux we i3 uacie 2nuooxoi cmapogunu (13 xyph.);
Ceamo — ye eenepanvrutl 02120 cu (B. BUHHUYEHKO).

3. Types of Noun nominations of a few words

There are the following types of Noun nominations of a few words:

— Dby structure: two-element (cnoswcusanus yyxpy), extended structure (30amuicme 8i0HO8IEHHA CYOUH MO3KY);

— on the closed / open structure: closed type (0onomoea manozabesneuenum), open type (nepegipka comognocmi <...>);

— predicted noun positions: unidirectional (maxanns pyxamu), bidirectional (epyuenns npemii nepemoscysm),

— according to the morphological expression of the words dependent on the synsemantic noun: noprepositions-noun
(3bupanns epooicaro), prepositions-noun (empyuanns y cnpasy), infinitive (06iysuxa nputimu), adverb (opanxa epyuny).

We distinguish the following main groups of models of compound nouns (of several words): without prepositional
noun / pronoun, prepositional noun / pronoun, infinitive. Within each of these groups, there are variants of noun mandatory
components with their formal and semantic characteristics.

The system of components of Noun nominations of a few words consists of nouns and infinitive word forms
used in synsemantic nouns to compensate for their insufficient semantics in the semantic unities of different
structures: cnpoba empyuamuca y diansHicms niopo3oiny, npacrnenns 0o ecmyny ¢ HATO, nepexio npuxmemHuxis
6 IMEHHUK, HeCnPOMONCHICMb 00 KePIGHUUMEA KPAIHOI0, HeMOJICIUGICMb ROCRIIKY8AMUCA 3 JTI0OUHOI0, 30aMHICMb
C/106OCNONYUEHHA 00 MPAHCHOHYSAHHA Y PeYeHHA, 30amHICMb €1068d 00 NOEOHAHHA 3 (NOBHO3HAUHUM) C/IO60M,
3A1€ACHICD €108 8I0 81ACMUBOCHICT MOMUBAMOPA, BMPYUAHHS 8 CAPA8U Di3Hecy, 8i0M08a RIOCYOHO20 8i0 3ycmpiui
3 adeokamom etc.

Considering the morphological expression, the dependent component of Noun nominations of a few words is classified
according to the corresponding structural models, for example: without the preposition-noun / pronoun components
in the genitive case, without the preposition-noun / pronoun components in the dative case, etc. In addition, taking
into account the inter-component semantic-syntactic relations, and therefore the syntactic semantics of the obligatory
noun component, we distinguish, for example, without preposition-nouns / nouns with object value (object semantics),
preposition-noun / pronoun components with a circumstantial meaning (circumstantial semantics), etc.

4. Conclusions

Thus, the synsemantic noun “selects context partners”, in conjunction with which it implements semantics, thereby
providing grammatical and semantic correctness, the linguistic normality of constructions — semantic unities, on the basis
of which nouns are obligatory components with corresponding values.

Compulsory noun components are distinguished in the system of noun mandatory components, expressed in the forms
of generic, dative, noun, and noun pronouns without nouns.

Further study of models of Noun nominations of a few words will allow determining what syntactic value the above-
mentioned nominations can express.
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