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THE PRINCIPLES OF WORD-BUILDING PARADIGMATIC
SYSTEMATIZATION OF DEVERBATIVES
IN THE UKRAINIAN LANGUAGE

Kushlyk O. P., Czyzewski Feliks

INTRODUCTION

The stem-centric direction of development of derivatology is becoming
increasingly popular in the Ukrainian linguistic studies. It provides a
substantial and systematic study of many issues which are impossible to
solve using the formanto-centric approach. Characteristic for the stem-
centric approach based on the word-building stem as a typologizational
factor allows us to predict formation of the derivative units of a certain
linguistic status denoting the part of speech, to determine the continuum of
their word-formation meanings, to determine the inventory of word-
formation means for explication of these meanings, to determine the
influence of the linguistic and extra-linguistic constituents on the
derivational capabilities.

An important step in this research is to define the word-building
potential of the verb as the most complex morphological class of words
with the most extensive system of grammatical categories, as the main
class of feature words, as the “most indicative type” of predicates, as an
organizational center of semantically elementary sentence, as a carrier of
semantic-syntaxic valency with its imminent prognostic function regarding
the filling of certain open positions around it with non-predicative nouns,
as representative of “the greatest polysemanticity among independent parts
of the language™ with a high degree of “semantic renewal and expansion
of the semantic volume™”.

As an object of study in Ukrainian derivatology, the verb was
researched two main aspects:

! I'oponenceka K. liecnoBo // IBan BuxoBanens, Karepuna I'oponencbka. Teopernuna
MOpngJIOI‘iSI ykpaincbkoi moBH. KuiB : I[Tynscapu, 2004. C. 217.
Coxkomona C. O. TlpedikcanbHnii CIOBOTBIp MIECTIB y Cy4YacHiIM yKpaiHCHKiH MOBI :
moHorpadis. K. : Haykosa nymka, 2003. C. 7.
® Illymeiixina A. B. Baratossaunicts mieciaiB KOHKpeTHOI (i3munoi mii B CydacHiif
YKpaiHCBKiH JIiTepaTypHiit MOBI : aBTOped. muc. ... Kaua.. ¢iroin. Hayk : 10.02.01. Kuis, 2007.
C. 3.
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1) the derivation of different part-of-speech classes of words and non-
part-of-speech units;

2) as a word-forming base for units of other part-of-speech classes.

The first approach made it possible to establish the historical
(diachronic) and synchronous derivation of verbs from nouns, adjectives,
numerals, pronouns, verbs and onomatop words, determination of sets of
word-building affixes that united with these part-of-speech and non-part-
of-speech units, according to which we differentiate ways of forming
derivative verbs in the Ukrainian literary language. Depending on the
morphological belonging of the stems, we distinguish the verbs motlvated
by nouns, pronouns, adjectives, numerals, other verbs and interjections”.
This approach supplied the theoretical basis for realization of the second
approach, which allowed the scholars to examine the use of verbs of
different morphologlcal origin as derivative for forming nouns, adjectives
and verbs®. The shift of attention from the word-forming affix (formant) to

* fOpuyk JI. A. TTuranss cydikcaabHOTO CTOBOTBOPEHHS JI€CIIB y CyYacHiil yKpaiHChKiit
MoBi. KuiB : Bug-so AH YPCP, 1959. 100 c.; IOpuyk JI. A. CydikcaibHuil mi€CTiBHUN
cioBoTBip / Cl0BOTBIp cydacHOi yKpaiHChKOI JiiTeparypHoi moBu. KuiB : HaykoBa nymka,
1979. C. 171-210; Bo3uwmii T. M. CnoBoTBip Hi€ciiB B YyKpaiHChKIH MOBi Yy MOpPIBHSHHI
3 pociiickkoro Ta Ounopycbkoro. JIpBiB : Buma mkoma, 1981. 187 c.; PycaniBcbkuii B. M.
Crpykrypa ykpaiHcekoro piecnoBa. KwiB: HaykoBa naymka, 1971. C. 251-280;
I'oponenceka K. I, TIpedikcanbHo-cydikcanbauii  cioBotBip //  CrloBOTBIp cydyacHOT
yKpaiHChKOi  miTeparypHoi MoBH. KwuiB: HaykoBa amymka, 1979. C.306-313;
I'oponenceka K. I'. CtpykTypa Bimimennux mgiecniB // K. I'. Toponencoka, M. B. KpaBuenko.
CroBOTBIpHaA CTPYKTypa CJOBa (BlI[lMeHHl nepuBatn). Kuip : HaykoBa mymka, 1981. C. 20—
108; KapH1HOBCLKa€ A. CJIOBOTBopqa 1 ceMaHTHYHa CTPYKTypa 3BYKOHACIi-TyBaJlbHHX
TECIIB y Cy4acHii yKpaiHCBbKill MOBi. Vxpaincvke mogoznascmeo. 1985. Bum. 13. C. 45-50;
Jlaryta T. M. CeMaHTHKO-TUIIOJIOTIYHA XapaKTEPUCTHUKA BIJICYOCTAaHTUBHUX JIE€CIIB CYy4acHOI
yKpaiHChKOT MOBH : aBTOped. amc. ... kaHa. ¢inon. Hayk : 10.02.01. Xepcon, 2003. 20 c.;
Copouan O. B. Jlekcuko-ceMaHTHYHI TPYIH BiJNMPUKMETHHUKOBUX JI€CTIB (CEMaHTUYHUN Ta
byHKIIOHANbHUHN acnekTH) : aBroped. auc. ... kaua. ¢umon. Hayk : 10.02.01. Kuis, 2005.
18 c.; babakosa O. B. CemantuyHa cTpykTypa Ta (YHKUIOHYBaHHS JI€CIiB 3BYYaHHS !
aBTOEe(b. nuc. ... kaaa. ¢imon. Hayk : 10.02.01. 3amopixoks, 2007. 20 c.

Ponnina JI. O. Cydikcanbuuii c10BoTBip iMeHHUKIB // CIIOBOTBIp Cy4acHOi YKpaiHCHKOT
miteparypuoi moBu. KuiB : HaykoBa aymka, 1979. C. 57-775; Tpereuu JI. M. Ykpaincbki
BIJII€CITIBHI IMEHHUKH 3 HYJBbOBUM cydikcom. Moso3HaBcTBo. 1977. Ne 6. C. 61-68;
Tpetresuu JI. M. TIpo CIIOBOTBIpHY CEMaHTHKY BIJIIECTIBHUX IMEHHUKIB 3 HYJIbOBHUMHU
cydikcaMu B CydacHid YKpaiHChKii MoBiI // CIOBOTBipHa CEMaHTHKa CXiJHOCIIOB’SHCHKUX
MOB : [30. crareii / Biam. pex. M. A. XXostoOprox]. Kuis : HaykoBa nmymka, 1983. C. 120-128;
[Minuyk O. @. CnoBOTBipHAa CTPYKTypa BIIJIIECIIBHUX IMEHHMKIB Cy4acHOi YKpaiHCBKOI
nitepatypHoi MoBH // Mopdosoriuaa OynoBa cydacHoi ykpaiHcbkoi MoBH. Kui : Haykoma
nymka, 1975. C. 35-83; I'pumenko A.Il. CydikcanbHuii CIOBOTBIp NPUKMETHUKIB B
yKpaincekid MoBi // COBOTBip cydyacHOiI yKpaiHChKoO1 jditeparypHoi moBu. KuiB : HaykoBa
nymka, 1979.C. 126-129, 134-138; PycaniBchkuii B. M. Tlpedikcanbamii cioBoTBip //
CrnoBoTBIp cy4acHOi yKpaiHChKOI1 JiTepaTypHoi MoBu. KuiB : Haykosa aymka, 1979. C. 235-
237; Coxomnosa C. O. IlpedikcanbHuil CI0BOTBIp MAI€CHIB y CydacHidl yKpaiHCBKIH MOBI :
monorpadist. Kuis : HaykoBa nymka, 2003. 283 c.
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the verbal stem was determined by the general tendency towards
developing the stem-centric direction in theoretical derivatology.

1. The review of literature

There are already some publications in the Ukrainian linguistic studies
dealing with general linguistic problems and more specifically within the
verbal plane, which made an important contribution to the formation of the
stem-centric approach of the development of derivatology and, therefore,
one of the tasks of the stem-centric approach is to establish a semantic
continuum formed from the meanings of words-derivatives and determine
the complex of explicators of these meanings which correlates with the
onomaseological approach in the study of word-formation units, and in the
development of functional derivatology as a field of functional linguistics.

The generative capacity of adjectives® and nouns’ has already been
analyzed on the principles of paradigmatic approach, worked out by
V. Hreshchuk, which is adequate to the stem-centric aspect of the study of
word-formation phenomena, the necessity of which was frequently
emphasized by I. Kovalyk®. The verb as the central lexical-grammatical
category of words has not been ignored by the scholars either: the typical
word-building paradigms of the verbs of some lexico-semantic groups
have been singled out, among all the specific physical action denoting
creation® and destruction'® of the object, verbs of movement', as well as
derivative verbs motivated by nouns, adjectives and interjections™.

° Ipemyk B. YKpaiHCBKHil BiIIPUKMETHUKOBHIA CIIOBOTBIp. [Bano-®pankisebk : [lnaif,
1995. 208c.; Ipemyk B.B. Teopernuni 3acagd OCHOBOILEHTPUYHOI JIE€PHBATOJIONII.
Bignpukmernukosuii  cnoBotsip // B.B.Ipemyk, P.O.Baukyp Ta inm. Hapucu 3
OCHOBOIICHTPUYHOI AepuBaToiorii. [Bano-®Opankiserk : Micto HB, 2007. C. 6-38; 107-153.

" Baukyp P. O. CrTpykTypa CIOBOTBIpHHMX TNapaJurM YyKpaiHCBKHUX Ha3B TBapMH Ta
pocnuH : aBToped. auc. ... kaHa. ¢imona. Hayk : 10.02.01. IBano-®pankiBcek, 2004. 20 c.;
Bepkemyxk 1. C. [lepuBartiiinuii nmoTeHIiajg iMEHHUKIB y CydacHiil yKpaiHCBKil MOBI : aBTOped.
auc. ... kaaa. ¢imon. mayk : 10.02.01. IBano-®pankiBcek, 2007. 20 c.; Bamox 3. O.
CroBOTBipHA TapagurMaTHKa IMEHHHMKa B yKpaiHCBKii MoBi : MoHorpadis. Kuis; Ilonrasa :
ACMI, 2005. 356 c.; Mukuru O. JI. CTpyKTypHO-CEMaHTHYHA THIIOJOTISI CIOBOTBIPHHX
napaJurM iIMEHHHKIB Y CydacHiM ykpaiHChbKiii MOBi : aBTOped. auc. ... KaHA. (ijgoa. HayK :
10.02.01. IBano-®pankisebk, 1998. 20 c.

8 Koasuk I. I. CltoBOTBip iMEHHHKIB Y cepbO-TyKHIbKEX MoBax. JIbeiB, 1964. C. 4344,

Jlxouka I. ®@., Tlocmasceka H. M.  Bigmiecnisuuii  cinosotip //  B. B. Ipemyk,
P. O. Baukyp Tta iH. Hapucu 3 ocHoBoLleHTpHYHOI JepuBatosorii. IBano-®@pankiBcek : MicTo
HB, 2007. C. 154-324; Jlxxouka I. ®@. JlepuBariiiHuii MOTEHIiaT Ti€CIIiB KOHKPETHOT Pi3UIHOT
nii 3 CEMAHTHKOIO CTBOpEHHs 00’ekta : aBToped. auc. ... kaHxa. ¢inon. Hayk : 10.02.01.
IBano-®pankiscbk, 2003. 20 c.

Jlxouka I. ®@., Tlocnascebka H. M. Binmiecnisuuii ciooteip //  B. B. Ipemyk,
P. O. baukyp ta iH. Hapucu 3 ocHOBOLIEHTpHUYHOI fepuBaTosiorii. IBano-dpaHkiBchk : MicTo
HB, 2007. C. 259-324; IlocnaBcbka H. M. CTpyKkTypa i CEeMaHTHKa CIOBOTBIpHUX Mapagurm
TECIIB 13 ceMOr0 pyHHYBaHHS 00’ekTa : aBToped. Auc. ... KaHA. ¢imon. Hayk : 10.02.01.
IBanO-®pankiBcek, 2006. 20 c.
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The actuality of the proposed study is caused by the need to generalize
the principles of word-formation and paradigmatic systematization of the
deverbatives on the basis of conducted researches in order to refine, improve,
deepen the theoretical foundations (methods, mechanisms, techniques) of
typologization of the described material and to identify the material taking
Into account other essential parameters or features, which contributes to the
consistency and comprehensiveness of logical conclusions in the process of
spreading of the stem-centric approach on the whole verbal system.

2. Results and discussion

The basic concept of stem-centric derivatology is the concept of a stem
with the function of a means of intra-structural typology. Focusing
attention on a stem makes it possible to determine the partial linguistic
identity of the motivational word, lexical and grammatical semantics,
syntagmatic and paradigmatic, phonetic and morphemic structure, the
origin that determines the derivative potential of the analyzed unit. An
indicator of derivative potential is the word-building paradigm — a complex
system-formation unit that comprises a set of derivatives of one stage of
formation united by the identity of the derivative stem. Such a definition of
the word-building paradigm attests to the undeniable hierarchical
subordination of its word-formation nest. However, there are other
attempts to qualify the word-building paradigm known in linguistics.
In particular, it was identified with other complex units, including:
1) word-formation nest as a set of common root words, in which each
element occupies a specific place, defined by the system of language and
fixed by the linguistic norm™ or part of a nest'*; 2) with a word-formation
chain of common root words, in which each derivative is a product of the
next one™ ; 3) with a unit that implements a single semantic model™® or a

1 Anamens H. B. CioBOTBipHA MapajurMaTiKa JieciiB pyxy B CydacHiil yKpaiHCBKiit
MOBI : aBTOped. Auc. ... Kaua. ¢inoi. Hayk : 10.02.01. IBano-PpankiBebk, 2016. 20 c.

12 Kymmik O. TI. CroBOTBipHa MapagurMaTiKa MOXiZHAX i€cTiB B YKPATHCHKiH MOBi :
moHorpadis. Iporoouy : Komo, 2015. 384 c.

¥ TuxonoB A. H. MHOKECTBEHHOCT CJI0OBOOOPA30BaTEIbHON CTPYKTYpHI CJOBa U
pycckast nekcukorpadus / Pycckmii a3pik. Bompockl ero ucCTopuM U COBPEMEHHOTO
cocrosiHus. Mocksa : Hayka, 1978. C. 31.

" Tuxonos A. H. [IpoGnembl  W3y4deHHs]  KOMIUIEKCHBIX  €OMHMII  CHCTEMBI
cioBooOpa3oBaHus // AKTyallbHbIe MPOOJIEMBI PYCCKOTO CIIOBOOOpa3oBaHMs : [cO. HaydH.
crateii]. TamkenT : YrutyBum, 1982. C. 7-13.

15 Strakova V. Substantivni derivace (v ruitiné a &estine). Praha, 1973. C. 87.

1® Meranerko I'. I1. O c10Bo06GPa3oBaTe/IbHON MApajurMe — OJHOM U3 KOMIIOHCHTOB
TEOpUHU CJIO0BOOOpa30BaHUs. H3yuenue epammamuyeckoeo Cmpos A3blKa U Nnpenooasanue
epammamuxu ¢ gyze u wixose. Kumenés : llItuanna, 1976. C. 72.
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set of word-formation categories, directly formed on the basis of a certain
class (parts of language, semantic groups)'’ and others. All these
approaches testify to the desire of researchers to embrace the concept of
“word-building paradigm” of different linguistic realities, which are to
some extent important for the theory and practice of word-formation, but
often deny each other or are relevant only to some of the analyzed material.

The top of the word— building paradigm is a verb belonging to a
particular structural unit. Modern researches, performed on the level of the
stem-centric approach to the analysis of word-formation phenomena of the
study of the verbal system, testify that the criteria for selecting the stems of
the common part of the linguistic identity to the role of the top of the word-
building paradigm are unequal. For example, the tops of word-building
paradigms in the studies of I. Dzhochka, N. Poslavska and N. Adamets are
verbs of one or another lexico-semantic group, which is conditioned by the
unity of the semantics of the group of verbs. Moreover, within the semantic
similarity further internal structuring of meaning is possible, which in turn
unites the narrower corpus of words. Exploring the word-building
paradigm of verbs of a specific physical action to denote the creation of an
object, I. Dzhochka specifies the general semantics by adding another eight
subgroups, separating the verbs that denote the following actions: “build,
erect any structures”, “to make things with one’s hands”, “create recesses,
openings, etc.”, “cook dishes, food”, “create various types of records”,
“create, make an object by connecting parts (components)”, “create various
types of images of objects (signs, drawings, charts, etc.)”, “create an object
(generalized meaning)”*®. If the word-formation capabilities of verbs in
these subgroups coincide, then the proposed taxonomy only specifies the
semantics of the topmost verbs; whereas if the word-building potencies of
some of them differ from each other, then this serves as a basis for the
corresponding generalizations, which clarify the theoretical foundations of
the problem solved, since it is foreseen to find out possible additional
meaningful shades of words (lexico-semantic variants), which show
different potential, identify the causes of it, predict potential capability
regarding word-formation activity.

Studying the generative capability of verbs of a particular physical
action to denote demolition (destruction) of an object, N. Poslavska

o Manyuapsa P. C. CinoBooOpa3oBaTenbHO-ceMaHTHUeCKass napaaurma. Co. Hayy. mp.
MITINNA um. M. Topesa. Mocksa, 1980. Beimn. 164. C. 56.

18 Jlxouka I. ®@., Ilocmasceka H. M. BimmiecniBuuii  cinosoteip // B. B. Ipemyk,
P. O. Baukyp Tta iH. Hapucu 3 ocHoBoLeHTpUYHOi AepuBarosorii. [IBano-®pankiBcek : MicTo
HB, 2007. C. 157-158.
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systematizes the actual material using the method of specification,
according to which the structuring of the lexical-semantic group of verbs
depends on the hierarchy of semantic components of the words belonging
to it™. In other words, the decisive parameter for selecting the top of the
word-building paradigm of verbs with the meaning of destruction is the
categorical-lexical seme (or archiseme) of destruction as an explicator of
the general idea of destructive influence; in its turn, the categorical-lexical
seme is subordinated to differential seme, which specifies the archiseme by
delineating the features of the fragment of destructive influence, its
participants, etc. Hence the top of word-building paradigms appear “not
verbal lexemes, but their separate lexical-semantic variants”®.

Another researcher, N. Adamets, establishing a typology of word-
building paradigms of the verbs of movement in modern Ukrainian, selects
a semantic field as a unit of systematization of verbal semantics because, in
her belief, it most fully reveals the conceptual meaningful interaction of all
structural elements. The author agrees that the semantic differentiation of
verbatives with the seme of movement is based on the use of not the whole
semantic space, but only the individual lexico-semantic variants®.

Thus, one of the foundations of integrating derivatives into word-
building paradigms is the lexico-semantic unity of their stems. Such a view
IS quite reasonable, since the meaningful unity stipulates the structural and
semantic homogeneity of word-building paradigms, and the further internal
semantic differentiation of verbs provides a more pronounced prediction of
the valency and adjunct surrounding and contributes to the establishment
of valency types inherent in the original units. All this collectively
determines the word-building capability of the analyzed verbs. However,
typologization of the topmost verbs based on the semantic criterion does
not take into account the origin of the verbs themselves, which can be both
non-derivative and derivative, which also greatly influences their word-

Y9 Jkouka I ®@., IlocmaBceka H. M.  BigniecniBruit cnosotBip // B.B.Ipemyk,

P. O. baukyp ta iH. Hapucu 3 ocHOBOLIEHTpHUYHOI AepuBaTosiorii. IBano-®dpanHkiBChK : MicTo
HB, 2007. C. 159.

20 Jlxouka I. @., [TocnaBceka H. M. BigmiecniBamii cnoBotBip / H. M. IlocnaBcbka, //
B. B. Ipemyk, P.O.Baukyp Tta in. Hapucu 3 OCHOBOLEHTPUYHOI JepuBaToiorii. Isano-
®pankiBerk : Micto HB, 2007. C. 160.

21 Anamens H. B. CrnoBoTBipHa MapagurMaTuka AI€CIIB PyXy B CydyacHIN YKpaiHCBHKIH
MOBI : aBTOped. Auc. ... kKaua. guroin. Hayk : 10.02.01. IBano-®dpankiscbk, 2016. C. 4.
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formation activity: non-derivative verbs are more active in producing
derivative units than the derivative ones™.

A completely different picture arises in the case when derivative verbs
are selected as top of word-building paradigms. Their derivation gives rise
to a specific implementation paradigmatic approach to them. The main
criterion for allocating derivative verbs to the role of the top of the word-
building paradigm is the derivation of words of one lexico-grammatical
category of words and the unity of word-formation meaning, the
expression of which is a certain word-formation tool — suffix, prefix,
suffix, etc. In particular, the top of the word-building paradigm of verbs
motivated by nouns can be word-formation types of verbs with word-
formation meanings "to be the one who is called a noun stem", e.g.:
coHyaprosamu, 20POOHUK)Y8amMU, epabaprosamu, oiemsapysamu,
3Haxapyeamu (SaCT.), Kawosapumu, Kosajlroeamu, KOHIOXapumu,
kocaprosamu,  kKouecapumu  (po3M.),  Kpasyrosamu,  Kyxapoeamiu,
Kyxoeapumu, KYWHIpYyeamu, manapyeamu, MelbHUKY8amu,
MIDOWHUKY8amMu, NACIYHUKY8amu, nacmyxyeamu, pubanumu,
ceKkpemapumu, ckomapumu, ckomaproeamu, cirrocapumu, cjirocaproeamu,
cmonapysamu, etc.; "to process an object with substance named by a
derivative noun stem", e.g: eoxpumu, eowumu, 21azypysami,
2yOpoHysamu, OepHyeamu, 30J0mMumu, Kavipoaumu, aamyHysamu,
macmuyumu, Hikearoeamu, Oﬂiqbumu, napagbiﬂumu, naamunyeamu, etC .;
"act as an instrument named by a derivative noun stem", e.g.:
2INbUOMUHY8aMU, epetoepysamu, ouckysamu, Kananopysamu,
nomnyeamu, kamanyjibm)yeamu, KEPpHYyeamu, Komnocmyeaniu, Hieefuoeamu,
npecysamu, ckpenepysamu, mpiepysamu, uusentosamu, €tc. Since some
word-formation meanings are common to two or three word-formation
means, this gives reason to combine word-formation types of verbs with
such means into a single group of derivative verbs of word-building
paradigms. For example, the word-formation meaning of verbs motivated
by nouns "to process an object with substance named by a derivative stem"
is peculiar to the suffixes -yBa— / -oBa-, -u— / -i— which makes it possible
to separate the verbs with these two suffixes as the top of a typical word-
building paradigm, e.g.. sockysamu and eowumu, napagpinyeamu and
napaghinumu. However, if derivatives of verbs with a common word-
formation meaning expressed by different word-formation formants create
different typical word-building paradigms, then such verbs as the top of

22 I'peryk B. TeopeTwuHi 3acaay OCHOBOLIEHTPUYHOI IEPHBATONIOTII. Bi JMPUKMETHUKOBHI
cnosotgip / Ipemyk B. B, Baukyp P. O. Ta in. Hapucu 3 OCHOBOLICHTPHYHOI AEPHBATONOLI.
IBano-®pankiserk, 2007. C. 37.

114



word-building paradigms are distinguished depending on the word-
formation means as well.

The verbs motivated by adjectives have a somewhat more complex
hierarchical structure than the ones motivated by nouns. Their word-
formation meanings, formed by a definite lexico-semantic group of derived
adjectives and word-formation means, are subordinated to a more
numerous classification unit — structural-semantic type. The fact that the
verbs belong to structural-semantic types of inhoatives (or verbs with the
word-generating meaning “to acquire the feature called by the base
adjective™), essives (or verbs with the word-meaning “to demonstrate a
feature called by the base adjective”) the word-formation meaning «to
endow with a feature called by the base adjective)®, on the one hand,
regulates their unification into lexical-semantic groups, and on the other —
causes their word-formation potential by additional factors specific only to
the structural and semantic types. In particular, the division of verbs
motivated by adjectives into inhoatives, essives or causatives is to some
extent related to their correlation with the predicates of process, state and
action, whose valent-derivative capability is different.

The onomatopoetic verbs in the function of the top word-generating
paradigm, expressing the common word-formation meaning “to produce
the sound called by the sound-imitating word” by means of the word-
formation suffix -a- / -ka-, -ya- have differences in the typical word-
building paradigm caused by other factors, namely, depending who makes
the sound (animal or human) or what object produces the sound, according
to which they are differentiated into bestial, that is, verbs that express the
sounds made by animals, e.g.: mypxkamu, mypxomamu, mypxomimu,
HABKaAmMU, NI6KAmu, NiONao0bOMKaAmMu, nyauxamu / nyykamu, pexxkamu,
poxkamu, CcKpekomamu, CKpeKomimu, cmpeKkomamu, CmpeKomimu,
cropkamu, clopkomamu, clopyamu, mypkamu, etc.; homonal, that is, verbs
that transmit the human sounds, e.g.: eueuxamu, nasmxamu, nxyxamu,
mynamu, Xpymamu, XpymMKamu, xXpymuamu, xXpynamu  nxuKamu,
nXuHbKamu, xuxukamu, xuxomamu, xuxomimu, xaunamu, XHUKamu,
xyxamu, etc., object, i.e. verbs, denoting sounds produced by different
ObjeCtS, €.0.. 03eHbKamu, 03eHbKOmamu, 03eHbKOMimu, Kpecamu, 1anamu,
Jaackamu, JaAcKomamu, JAACKOmMImu, nieckamu, cmyKkamu, CmyKomamu,
cmykomimu, mapaxkamu, mapaxkomaniu, mapaxkomimu, mejleHbKamu,
MOpoOXKamu, mopoxKomamu, mOpoOXKOMImu, mopoxmimu, mpIiCKamu,

2 Kynutuk O. I1. CnoBoTBipHa nmapagurMaTuka MOXiJHUX JI€CTIB B YKpaiHChKINA MOBI :
monorpadis. poroouu : Kono, 2015. C. 137.
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mpickomamu, mMpICKOMImu, mMpACKamu, XaboCKamu, XAbOCmamu,
XJACKAMu, XpACKamu, XpsACKOmimu, yopkamu, yopKomamu, yopKomimu,
UbBOXKAMU, YbBOXKOMIMU, YIOKAMU, etc.”

Consequently, in contrast to the lexical-semantic unity of nouns,
adjectives, as well as verbal non-derivative stems as a means of
classification of derivatives formed from them, derivative (pronoun,
adjective) verbs in this role are united by the common word-formation
meaning, and the verbs motivated by onomatops also have a common
source of the sound they produce.

The principle of paradigm formation implies the separation of specific
and typical word-building paradigms®.

A specific word-building paradigm captures the entire set of
derivatives of the first level of formation. The common element in their
meaning and the meaning of the top word is a relevant feature on the basis
of which the structural-semantic features of derivatives and their word-
formation meanings are determined. In addition, the need to make a
separate specific word-building paradigm is stipulated by the peculiarities
of verbs of this or that word-formation type, determined by a common
word-formation meaning, word-formation affix and a motivational (noun,
adjective or onomatops) stem, to produce a different number of
deverbatives.

The filling of a particular word-building paradigm in accordance with
the part of speech derivatives is structured by morphological zones® —
indicators of the length of word-building paradigm. The sequence of
locations of such zones is different. Some researchers follow a sequence of
grammatical analysis of parts of speech, namely: noun parts of speech
(nouns, adjectives) followed by verbs. Accordingly, the substantive,

24 Kymmuk O. I1. CrioBoTBipHa MapagurMaThKa MOXiTHUX JIIE€CTIB B YKpPaiHCHKIN MOBI :
monorpadis. Iporoouu : Komo, 2015. C. 239.

> 3emckas E. A. O napaJiirMaTHYECKUX OTHOIICHUSAX B CJI0BoOOpa3zoBanuu // Pycckuit
a3bIK : Bompock! ero uctopuu u coBpeMeHHOro coctosiuusi. Bunorpagosckue urenus [-VIII.
MockBa : Hayka, 1978. C. 71, ManyuapsHa P. C. Hekotopsle BOMpPOCHI COMOCTaBIICHUS
cioBooOpa3oBarenbHbIX Kareropuii / [lpodiemsr cemantuku. Mocksa : Hayka, 1974. C. 287,
I'pemyk B. Ykpaincbkuil BimnpukMeTHUKOBUM cnoBoTBip. IBano-®pankisewk : [Tnaii, 1995.
C.12; TIpemyk B.B. Teopermuni  3acagd  OCHOBOLIEHTPUYHOI  JE€PUBATOJIONII.
BignpukmernukoBuii  cnootsip // B.B.Ipemyk, P.O.Baukyp Ta inm. Hapucu 3
OCHOBOIIGHTpUYHOI JaepuBatoiiorii. I[Bano-®pankiBcbk : Micto HB, 2007. C. 10-11,
Bamox 3. O. CnoBoTBipHa napagurMaTika IMEHHHKA B YKPAiHCBKiil MOBi : MoHorpadis. Kuis;
ITomrraBa : ACMI, 2005. C. 31.

26 They are also called blocks, sub-paradigms, small paradigms.
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adjective and verbal zones are located in the word-building paradigm®’.
Some linguists place derivatives of the adduct zone after the verbal
derivatives, which is caused by its limited content®. In addition, when it
comes to the adjective zone, there is no unanimity among scholars
regarding the adjective. The similarity of the word-formation
characteristics of adjectives and present participles as well as the frequent
adjectivation of the latter gives ground to analyze them among derivatives
of the adjective zone®. According to others, the participle is traditionally
considered a form of a verb and, therefore, a word-changing category,
therefore it is inappropriate to consider them in word formation.

The internal systematization of derivatives based on the paradigmatic
approach is also facilitated by their positioning vertically within the
morphological zone. For this reason, derivatives also have different
considerations, but it is already customary to submit them depending on
the method of formation and within the method — on the means of
formation. Therefore, word-building paradigms with the topmost verbs are
preceded by suffix derivatives, then prefix, prefix-suffix, then -
composites, and even further — derivatives, which is caused by the
transition of words from one part of speech to another®. It is this principle
that contributes to the identification of the ways and means of using verbal
stems in the processes of derivation. Correlated to the word-formation
capability of topmost verbs, systematized by belonging to a particular
lexico-semantic group, or, if it is a derivative of a verb, to a certain
structural-semantic type, and within its word-formation type, are their
word-formation means: derivatives of a substantive derivative: mostly
suffixed derivatives; in contrast, verbal zone derivatives appear in the
suffix, prefix, prefix-suffix, prefix-postfix, and post-fixation ways of
formation.

Within a particular word-building paradigm of this or that topmost
verb, the linguists establish a continuum of word-formation meanings

27 Jlxouka I. ®@., TlocnaBceka H. M. Bingiecnisamii  cnosotsip //  B. B. Ipemyk,

P. O. baukyp Ta in. Hapucu 3 ocHOBOIIEHTpHYHOI AepuBaToorii. IBano-®OpankiBCcbk : MicTo
HB, 2007. C. 202-215; 277-283.

28 Kymmik O. T1. CroBOTBipHa mapagurMaTiKa TMOXiAHAX Ti€cTiB B YKPAiHCHKiH MOBi :
moHorpadis. Iporoduu : Komo, 2015. C. 104-106, 222, 230-231, 250.

2 Jxouka I. ®@., Tlocmasceka H. M. BimmiecniBumii  cnosotsip // B. B. Ipemyk,
P. O. baukyp ta iH. Hapucu 3 ocHOBOLIGHTpHUYHOI JepuBaTosiorii. IBano-dpaHkiBChKk : MicTo
HB, 2007. C. 202.

S § pemyk B. B. Teopetnuni  3acaa  OCHOBOIICHTPUYHOI  JE€PUBATOJIOTII.
Bignpukmernukosuit  cioBoreip //  B. B.Ipemyk, P.O.Baukyp Ta in. Hapucu 3
OCHOBOLIEHTPUYHOI AepuBaTosorii. IBano-®pankisesk : Micto HB, 2007. C. 13.
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(set of semantic positions) of derivatives. The well-known scholar Milos
Dokulil distinguished three types of word-formation meanings:
transpositional, mutational and modificational: transpositional, mutational
and modifying®".

The transpositional word-formation meaning implies a change in the
part-of-speech classification of a given word, provided its semantics are
preserved. It is implemented in the noun to denote an object action
(process or status). The formation of verbs of such nouns is a natural act,
which is caused by the known unity of the opposites of the noun and verb,
which are constituents of this unity and function only within its limits.
Most convincingly, this principle is evidenced by the verb’s ability to
perform the syntactic function of a subject. Getting into the position of the
subject, the verb acquires the functional attributes of the noun, which at the
same time creates incompatibility of the categorical meaning of the verb
occupied by its syntactic position. Correlation of the meaning with a non-
proper syntactic function is due to the replacement of a verb with a noun,
since for the latter this position is primary, proper. The verbs acquire the
categorical meaning of the nouns because in the sentence they express such
syntactic links and semantically-syntactic relations to other words, like
nouns. However, the lexical meaning of such nouns, which is to name
actions, states, processes, does not motivate their categorical meaning —
grammatical objectness. This contradiction is a consequence of the
secondary formation of these nouns on the basis of verbs, since derivatives
always differ in their lexical meaning from non-derivative units, with
which they are combined into one category — a part of speech®.

A mutational type of word-formation meaning is formed when the
derived word acquires a new categorical characteristic or a new meaning of
a lexico-grammatical category. The part-of-speech nature of the derivative
may or may not change. Derivatives with the following meanings can
potentially be formed from verbs: the performer of the action, the
addressee of the action, the tool of action, the action, the material, the
result of the action, the place of action, the verbal quality, the objected
quality of the action, the carrier of the quality of the action®.

81 Dokulil M. Tvoreni slov v gesting. I. Teorie odvozovani slov. Praha : Nakl. Ceskosl.
akad. Ved., 1962. S. 29-49, 68-76.

32 I'oponenceka K. I'. Peamizariss ceMaHTHYHOTO TOTEHINATY JIECTIB Y CHHTAKCUYHUX
nepuBarax // CnoBOTBipHAa CEMaHTHKa CXiJHOCIOB’sSHChKUX MoB. KuiB : HaykoBa mymka,
1983. C. 102-103.

% Buzassyova K. Sémantické $truktura slovenskych deverbativ. Bratislava : Veda, 1974.
S. 10.
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The modifying word-formation meaning is peculiar to derivatives
which have undergone insignificant shifts in semantics within the same
part of the speech. It gives the creative word stylistic, expressive
characteristics (for nouns and adjectives) or temporal, quantitative,
resultant shades of meaning (for verbs).

However, the possibilities of realizing word-formation meanings are
often broader than those three basic types of word-formation values
suggested by M. Dokulil. This causes the problem of increasing the
structure of word-formation meaning, which is especially clearly
demonstrated in the verbs. Polish linguists R. Gzhegorchykova and
J. Puzinina singled out the fourth type of word-formation meaning — a
combined one, within which they considered transpositional-modification
and modification-transpositional formations, whose word-formation tool
combines modification and transpositional functions®. Obviously, the
same can be said of the transpositional-mutational meaning, explicated by
a derivative, which simultaneously performs transpositional and mutational
functions.

Explication of one word-formation meaning by the way of several
word-formation means testifies to the depth of the semantic position,
which is at the same time the depth of a particular word-building
paradigm — its second parametric characteristic. To illustrate this depth, for
example, in the substantive zone of the word-building paradigm, the verb
tampon is served by the deverbating mamnonysamu, mamnonysanns,
mamnonayisi, mamnonaxc (word-formation means — suffixes -Hn-, -amiii—
and -axx) with a transpositional derivative meaning "objected action".
Sometimes the usage promotes the establishment the secondary meaning
that attest to the depth of semantic position. Thus, word-formation tools
that first expressed common semantics in the language development
process became identifiers of different, though to some extent, related
concepts, such as: the objected action and the result of that action, the
objected action and the place of action, etc. Of great importance here is the
degree of frequency: the frequent use of a derivative word with a
secondary meaning can lead to displacement of the primary meaning.

A typical word-building paradigm of verbs is formed by specific
paradigms that have the same set of derivative meanings. But the set of
realized word-formation meanings, and accordingly the composition of
typical and specific word-building paradigms of a verb of a certain lexico-

% Grzegorczykova R., Puzynina J. Problemy ogolne stowotwoérstwa. Warszawa : PWN,
1998. Vol. 2 : Morfologia. S. 377.
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semantic group or definite word-formation type, do not always coincide,
which is conditioned by the basic principle of generalization of factual
material. In addition, the depth of a particular word-building paradigm
does not belong to the characteristic features of a typical word-building
paradigm because it does not change the total number of distinguished
semantic positions. Combined types of word-formation meanings of
definite derivative verbs (transpositional-mutational or modification-
mutational) do not play a typological role. However, the specific nature of
their syncretism, the delimitation of its components occurs in the
appropriate context which makes it possible to trace the dynamics of the
development of semantics in one or another direction, which at some stage
may cause the loss of the primary meaning or the displacement of the
secondary, resulting in a syncretic type of word-formation meaning
transforms in the concrete type of the word-formation meaning.

CONCLUSIONS

Establishing the word-building paradigm of the verbs in the Ukrainian
language as the central and most complex lexico-grammatical category of
words is an important stage in the development of the stem-centric
direction of derivatology. However, the existing research does not yet
cover the whole corpus of verbs of the Ukrainian language. Outside the
attention of scholars are the verbs motivated by verbal stems as well as
other lexico-semantic groups of primary verbs. Finding out to what extent
these stems will be productive in forming derivative units, what continuum
of derivative meanings they will be able to form and by which word-
formation means to realize them, should supplement modern studies with
new generalizations that would help to form a coherent picture of the
word-building paradigm.

SUMMARY

This article is devoted to the stem-centric approach as one of the
important ways of development of the Ukrainian derivatology, that
involves shifting attention in explaining word-formation phenomena and
processes from a word-formation means to a stem. The author argues that
the analysis of the words of each part of speech on the basis of the stem-
centric aspect is a necessary stage of a thorough study within the whole
word-formation system. However, the research of word-formation
capabilities of verbs as a central class of words has its own peculiarities.
Systematization of word-building potential of deverbatives — verbs
motivated by nouns, adjectives and onomatops — by means of word-
building paradigm as a complex word-formation unit, adequate to this
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process, makes it possible to perform important tasks that cannot not be
done with a formanto-centric approach — to determine the word-building
potential them: to establish a continuum of realized word-formation
meanings, to designate set of word-formation means for their realization, to
trace abilities of some of them to express additional semantic meanings.
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