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FUNCTIONAL AND SEMANTIC EXTENSION OF THE SENTENCE
OF THE MODERN UKRAINIAN LITERARY LANGUAGE

OLEKSII VOROBETS

Abstract. The latest linguistic research has witnessed a strengthening of the analytical
consideration of syntactic semantics, the introduction of functional-semantic approach to
determining the specifics of the sentence, its nucleus and potentially nucleus components in the
inter-categorical section. It is obvious that the analysis of the sentence semantic organization takes
into consideration the functions of individual syntaxemes, their system relations network, as well
as syntactic properties of grammatical classes of words. At the same time, there arises a problem of
complex analysis and interpretation of the mechanisms of semantics and functioning of a syntactic
organization in general, as well as each of its units in particular. Typology of the syntactic system
of the Ukrainian language, introduction of changes into the "from semantics to function", "from
function to semantics”, "complex, semantic and functional potential”" ideas, all these contribute to
the study of syntactic constructions on both the superficial and deep meaning levels. It is
noteworthy that linguistic semantics relies on the idea of "non-alternative picture of the world" that
is a generalized picture of a one-dimensional type, which excludes the option of complementary
and mutually contradictory procedures in its interpretation.

Singling out of the extenders in the syntactic plane is connected to the extending way of
thinking of the individual, which provides a defining conceptual background of scientific
developments, acting as a tool for understanding reality in general and the extending basis of
sentence construction in particular. It is the extended view of the surrounding reality allows
interpreting the branched system of semantic components and meanings in various structural
syntactic units.

Given that the sentence, its structure, responsible for the unity of both the superficial and deep
meaning, is the sphere of functioning of syntactically tuned elements, and, therefore, a multifaceted
unit allowing interaction of formal, semantic and syntactic features of sentence entities, it is the
multifaceted nature of a sentence that provides the context for extenders study.

Functional-semantic extension of the sentence consists of a four-component hierarchy of
extender models: elementary extender; extender complex; extender system; mega- extender, and
that indicates the semantic potential of the studied syntactic units both from the standpoint of
potentially main / main predication, and in terms of functioning in a framework of simple and
complex sentences. The study of the problem is complemented by transformational intentions of
the extending components, and it allows reaching to the deep meaning of the sentence through
functional-semantic features.

Keywords: syntax, functions, elementary extender, extender system, extender complex, mega-
extender.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The latest linguistic research has witnessed a strengthening of the analytical consideration of
syntactic semantics, the introduction of functional-semantic approach to determining the specifics of
the sentence, its nucleus and potentially nucleus components in the inter-categorical section. According
to V. Kononenko the functional-semantic dimension is the sphere for the analysis of the semantic
structure of many typical predicate components, taking into account the means of their representation,
given that the phenomenon of predication can be viewed from several aspects, in particular as a
manifestation of interaction of not one but several semantic components that characterize the predicate
center in this or that way [6 Predicate in sentence structure. Kyiv; Ivano-Frankivsk; Warsaw, 2012.
p-8]. It is obvious that the analysis of the sentence semantic organization takes into consideration the
functions of individual syntaxemes, their system relations network, as well as syntactic properties of
grammatical classes of words [4 Zagnitko A.P. Theory of modern syntax. Donetsk, 2008. S.210]. In
particular, scientific study of the status of the main members of a sentence and its secondary members,
contributing to its extension, requires a holistic analysis and revising of traditional scientific paradigms
concerning classification systems of propagating semantics based on either one feature (formal,
semantic, pragmatic, functional, etc.) or several features, taking into account their complex
representation (formal-semantic, functional-semantic, etc.).

At the same time, there arises a problem of complex analysis and interpretation of the mechanisms
of semantics and functioning of a syntactic organization in general, as well as each of its units in
particular. Typology of the syntactic system of the Ukrainian language, introduction of changes into the
"from semantics to function”, "from function to semantics”, "complex, semantic and functional
potential" ideas, all these contribute to the study of syntactic constructions on both the superficial and
deep meaning levels.

2. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

The definition of the research functional aspect is related to the interpretation of the concept of
'function’ within the syntactic units terminological paradigm. Vykhovanets L.R. argues that "syntactic
function reflects the behavior (i.e. of a smaller unit) in the system of a certain whole (i.e. of a larger unit
from a certain standpoint), the element-substrate of the function in the surrounding environment" [1
Vykhovanets I.R. Essays on the functional syntax of the Ukrainian language. Kyiv, 1992. P.5].In a
broad sense, in linguistics a function is designed to outline the purpose of language in human society,
the role of the language unit when used in speech.

To have the researched components properly marked further, there is a need to clarify the
interpretations of the concept of 'sentence scheme structure'. It is traditionally perceived as an abstract
sample sentence, which includes a necessary minimum of components for its construction. The notion
of the minimum of components can be based either on the formal organization of the sentence as
predicate units, or on the formal or semantic structure of the sentence, i.e. the structural sentence
sufficiency. Taking into account the polarization of the ideas of the formal and semantic approaches in
the study of the functional potential of the sentence components, the semantic understanding of the
structural scheme is favoured.

It is noteworthy that linguistic semantics relies on the idea of "non-alternative picture of the world"
that is a generalized picture of a one-dimensional type, which excludes the option of complementary
and mutually contradictory procedures in its interpretation. In this context, Demenchuk O.V. advocates
both need and expediency of modeling the content of a linguistic unit or class of linguistic units on the
example of the concept of a multidimensional type of situation, which mimics the dynamics of the
world of discourse conceptualization from the perspective of different worldview variants
[3 Demenchuk O.V. Linguistics of sensory perception: dynamic models in the semantics of perceptual
vocabulary of Ukrainian, Polish and English languages. Rivne, 2014. P. 7]. This approach allows the
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semantic component of linguistic description to adjust its semantic interpretation falling in line with its
deep structure.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Singling out of the extenders in the syntactic plane is connected to the extending way of thinking
of the individual, which provides a defining conceptual background of scientific developments, acting
as a tool for understanding reality in general and the extending basis of sentence construction in
particular. It is the extended view of the surrounding reality allows interpreting the branched system of
semantic components and meanings in various structural syntactic units.

Extenders are qualified as minimal syntactic units characterized by the totality and structured unity
of their semantic content, which results from the synthesis of one, two or more components
characterized by combined functional-semantic properties that act as syntaxemes for both the
substantive and predicative components. For example: (1) Mos dobpa zocnodutisi, npasda, dae Meni pano
i eeeuepi WKAAHKY Kkaéu O0e3 xAiba 1 yykpy, are A00uHA He MOXe UUM  300060AbHUMUCH
(B. ITiamornarpnuit) [(1) My good hostess, however, gives me in the morning and in the evening a cup of
coffee with no sugar and bread , but man can hardly be satisfied with it (V.Pidmohylny)]; (2) Tpucma
poxie xodumo no koay (/. Kocrenko). [(2) For three hundred years we have been walking as if in a circle
(L.Kostenko)]. In the example [1] the amount of attribute-extenders, objective extenders, the
component of the sentence — temporale results in the semantic structure shift in general, in the example
[2] extenders have become a part of a predicate and denote the obligatory temporale.

Given the existence of multiple levels of language as an organic system characterized by
interpenetration and mutual influence on different levels, the analysis of syncretic components of a
sentence as syntactic level structures requires a multidimensional approach that allows covering more
means and ways of extenders expression in the semantic sentence model. The interpretation of
functional-semantic extension of a sentence as an integral unit is carried out through the hierarchy of
extenders models [2 Vorobets O.D. Distribution as a syntactic category of non-elementary sentences.
Scientific Bulletin of Kherson State University. Series Linguistics. Kherson, 2018. Ne 34. S. 7-9].

1. Elementary extender. Example: (3) /I npuiidy saempa (1. Bianae) [I will come tomorrow (1. Vilde)] —
an extender model with temporal semantics; (4) A cbozodni Muxaiira sapizaru... (M. Marioc) [And
today Mykhailo was killed... (M. Matios)] - an extender model with temporal semantics. Comparing the
temporal extenders in sentences [3] and [4], we see a relevant difference concerning the semantic
meaning, as the component fomorrow in the final position can be defined as optional, while
temporative foday in the initial position is enhanced by an additional component andis definitely
obligatory both from the standpoint of semantics and its functions.

Let's consider the sentence (5) Tewa enoui cmoznara: npucnuraca padiauia (/1. Kocrenko) [Mother-in-
law moaned at night: she dreamt of radiation (L. Kostenko)] - a model with temporal semantics. The
represented component at night isidentified as an elementary extender with transformational
features: Hacmaaa niv [Night has come] (potentially the main predication) + Tewa cmoznara: npuctiuracs
padiayis [Mother-in-law moaned: dreamt of radiation] (main predication) = Koam nacrasa nig, Teuja
cmoznara: npucruracs padiauis [When night came, The mother-in-law moaned: dreamt of radiation]. Also [5]
includes a component npuctuaacs padiauis [dreamt of radiation] that is an extension model with causal
semantics that can be interpreted as a mega-extender, compare: Hacmara niu [There was a night]
(potentially main predication) + Teua cmoznara [mother-in-law moaned] (main predication) + npucruaacs
padiauis [dreamt of radiation] (potentially main predication) = KoAu nacmana Hiu, meuya cmozHard, OCKiAbKU
il npucnuiacs padiayis. [When the night came, the mother-in-law moaned as she dreamt of radiation).
Therefore, extenders determine temporal and causal identifications, being situated in the initial and
final positions of the sentence model, thus, one can speak of a temporal-causal relationship - "super-
predicate". According to Kononenko V.1, transformational procedures at the sentence level determine
whether it is possible to reduce the predicate value to the concert concept in its multidimensional
meanings and realizations [5 Kononenko V.I. Concepts of Ukrainian discourse. Kyiv; Ivano-Frankivsk,
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2004. P.5-7], which provides a possibility to consider semantically charged and functionally tuned
extending components as conceptual units.

2. Extender complex. Example: (6) Mozo moxAusa nepemoza 6 Yxpaini 6 Matibymuvomy
sazpoxkyeamume Henepedbauyeanumu Hacaiokamu i 0Aa  3axionux Jdemoxpamiii  (O. 3a0y>KKO)
[His possible victory in Ukraine in the future may result in unpredictable consequences for Western
democracies as well (O. Zabuzhko)] — an extender model with attributive, objective, temporal, locative
semantics; (7) Mamponka 3 dumumnoto tide 6 Ayz 3a xydoboro (M. Matioc) [Matronka with a child goes to
the meadow following cattle] (M. Matios) - an extender model with objective, locative semantics.

Let's dwell on the sentence (8) Yepes xuiscokuit Matidan npouiniau mirvtioru Arodeii (O. 3a0y>KKO)
[Millions of people passed through the Kyiv Maidan (O. Zabuzhko)] - a model with locative and
attributive semantics: in its initial position there is an extender complex uepes xuiscoxuii Maiidan
[through the Kyiv Maidan] with its interdependent locative-attributive semantics that provide the
sentence with its meaning both systematically and informatively, branching out the basic and limited
predicate basis.

3. Extender system. Example: (9) Bir npucaas coozo0ni meni 6 xamy mozo xama (M. Marioc) [He
sent my torturer to my house today ] (M. Matios) - an extender model with temporal, objective, locative
semantics; (10) [Tozasdae na ceéoi 2py6i zymaxu, 3a6ab6rani o eepxy xarse (B. SAsopiscekuit) [ [He] looks
down at to his crude rubber boots, dirtied to the top (V. Yavorivsky)] — an extender model with the
objective, attributive, locative semantics.

Let's analyze the sentence (11) Yepes yto Auxoeicny nepcnexmuey MiAviloHU YKPAiH1yi6 i 3HAX00AMbCA
3apas na eyauyax (O. 3a0Oyxko) [Due to this ominous perspective, millions of Ukrainians are now on the
streets (O. Zabuzhko)] - an extender model with causal, attributive, temporal, locative semantics, where
extending system Yepes uro Auxosicty nepcnexmusy [Due to this ominous perspective] and sapas na syauusax
[now on the streets] are of causal and temporal -locative nature, positioned at the beginning and in the
absolute end of the construction and combining four components compositionally, they form an
extenders frame, which frames the subject-predicate center of the sentence semantically and
functionally.

4. Mega-extender — ambiguous in the interpreting theory, the example being: (12) InxoaAu seuepom,
KOAU COH Nidcy8ascst 00 AlKKa max OAU3eHLKO, W0 C60iMU MOXHAMUMU NAADUAMU MOPKABCA NOGIK,
Aapxa 6auura 06adysmov 0e6’s1moz0 uepsts, AKUL 6UMAXY6a6 He Mo O0MOOHbEPOIO 3 yykepkamu, He mo
AUCMIBKO10 3 20AYOUUKOM, WO Hece Aucm Y 03YyOky [Sometimes in the evenings, when the sleep crawled
to the bed so closely that its furry fingers touched the eyelids, Darka saw the twenty-ninth of June, which
was waving with what seemed either a packet of sweets, or a postcard with a dove carrying a letter in
its beak] - a model of a Mega-extender, which acts as an initial-final outline with a temporal-attributive
functional-semantic meaning. The statements under study go beyond the so-called simple sentence,
and this indicates that the extender has the potential to function completely fine as part of a complex
sentence, from the traditional point of view.

Given that the sentence, its structure, responsible for the unity of both the superficial and deep
meaning, is the sphere of functioning of syntactically tuned elements, and, therefore, a multifaceted
unit allowing interaction of formal, semantic and syntactic features of sentence entities, it is the
multifaceted nature of a sentence that provides the context for extenders study. Our special attention
goes to the functional-semantic dimension, because, according to the most common point of view of
Slavic linguistics, it is a predicate, or even a subjective predicate structure that creates as a semantic
invariant of the sentence, that acts as the basis of the transfer of the basic meaning or situation [7
Kononenko I.V. Typology of sentence members in Slavic languages. Warsaw, 2020. p. 188.].

4. CONCLUSIONS

Functional-semantic extension of the sentence consists of a four-component hierarchy of extender
models: elementary extender; extender complex; extender system; mega- extender, and that indicates
the semantic potential of the studied syntactic units both from the standpoint of potentially main / main



Functional and Semantic Extension of the Sentence of the Modern Ukrainian Literary Language 135

predication, and in terms of functioning in a framework of simple and complex sentences. The study of
the problem is complemented by transformational intentions of the extending components, and it
allows reaching to the deep meaning of the sentence through functional-semantic features.
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Bopo6ens Oaekciit. PyHKITIOHaAbHO-CeMaHTUYHe ITOIINMPeHHs pedeHHs CyJacHOI YKpaiHChKOI AiTepaTypHOI
MoBu. JKypnar puxapnamcvrozo yrisepcumemy imeni Bacurs Cmepanuxa, 8 (2) (2021), 131-136.

B HOBiTHIX AIHIBICTMUHMX AOCAIAKEHHSX CIIOCTEPIira€ThCsl IMOCUAEHHs aHaAiTMYHOIO PO3TAAAY
CMHTaKCMYHOI CeMaHTHUKM, BIIPOBad>KeHHS (PYHKI[IOHaAbHO-CEeMAHTUYHOIO IIiAXOAYy AO BU3HAYEHH:
cnenuiky pedeHH:, JOrO sAepHMX Ta IIOTEHINIHO SIAEPHUX KOMIIOHEHTIB Ha MiXKaTeropiifHOMy
3pisi. OueBnAHO, IO aHaAi3 CeMaHTMYHOI OpraHizallii pedeHHs Ilepeabavae posrass (PyHKLIN OKpeMIX
CHHTaKCeM, MepeXi CUCTeMHUX BigHOIIEeHb Mi’XK HMMM, CMHTaKCMUHMX BAACTMBOCTEN IpaMaTU4HUX KAaciB
caiB. Bognouac mocrae HpO6AeMa KOMILI€KCHOTO aHaaAidy Ta IHTepIIpeTallil MeXaHi3MiB CeMaHTUKM i
(YHKITIOHYBaHHSI CMHTaKCMYHOI OpraHiszallii 3aradoM Ta KOXHOI ii OoAMHHUII 30KpeMa. Twumoaorisaris
CMHTaKCUYHOI CUCTEMMU YKpalHCBKOI MOBY, IepedopMaTyBaHHs iAeit “Big ceMaHTuMKM Ao PyHKuii”, “Big
PyHKIii 40 ceMaHTMKN”, “KOMILAEKCHUII, CEMaHTMYHMII Ta (PYHKLUIOHAaABHMII IIOTeHIiaa” ¢(OpPMYIOTh
BIBUEHHS IIOBEPXHEBOTO Ta TAMOMHHOIO CMMCAY CUHTaKCMYHMX KOHCTpyKuin. Caig BpaXoByBaTy, IIIO
AIHTBICTMYHA CeMaHTMKa 3O0pi€HTOBaHa Ha igel0 “Oe3zaabTepHaTHMBHOI KapTMHM CBiTy” — y3araabHEHOI
KapTUHU OJHOBMMIipHOIO THILy, sIKa He IlepesOada€ B3a€MOJOIOBHIOBAABHMX i B3a€MHO CyIepeyAMBIX
npoueayp 1l iHTepmpertanii. BuokpemaeHHs mnommMpiosadiB y CHHTaKCHMYHi IIAOIIMHI IIOB'A3aHO i3
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MOIINPIOBaABHNM MUICJAEHHSAM iHAUWBiJa, sKe 3a0es3lledye€ BM3HAUYaAbHO KOHIIENTyalAbHE TAO HayKOBUX
PpO3po0OK, BMUCTYyIAIO4M iHCTPYMEHTOM AJAs PO3yMiHHS AIMICHOCTI 3aradoM Ta IIOIIMPIOBaABHOI OCHOBU
pedYeHHEBOI KOHCTPYKIIii 30Kpema. CaMe mommpeHe OadeHHS HABKOAMIIIHBOI AIiMICHOCTI Ja€ 3MOTY
iHTepIIpeTyBaT!l pO3Tady>kKeHy CUCTeMY CeMaHTMYHMX KOMIIOHEHTiB Ta CMUCAIB B Pi3HOCTPYKTYPHMX
CUHTaKCMYHMX OAMHMIAX. 3 OrAsAy Ha Te, IO pPeYeHH:A, MOro CTPyKTypa, sKa YTBOPIOE €AHICTDh
ITOBEPXHEBOI'O i TAMOMHHOIO 3MicTy, € cepoio PYHKIIIOHYBaHHS CUMHTAaKCMYHO HaJaIlITOBAaHUX €]€MEeHTIB, a
oTXe, DararoacrieKTHOIO OAMHUIICIO, A€ B3a€MOAIIOThL (bOpMaALHi, CeMaHTMYHI Ta CHMHTAKCU4YHI O3HaKU
peYeHHEBUX CyTHOCTeli, IOIIMpIOBadi BM3HAYa€MO 3 IIOrAsi4y OaraToacIleKTHOCTI pedeHH:, IpU IIbOMY
0co0AMBY yBary NpUAIASEMO (PYHKIIIOHaAbHO-CEMAaHTMYHOMY BuMipy. @PyHKIIiOHaABHO-CEMaHTUYHE
MIOIINPEeHHsI peuyeHHs1 00’'€AHy€ HaBKOAO ceOe YOTHMPHOXKOMIIOHEHTHY i€papXilo Mojeseil HOIIMpIOBaviB:
eleMeHTapHMII MOIIMpPIOBay; IOINMMPIOBaAbHII KOMIIJAEKC; ClcTeMa IOIIMpIOBaviB; Meramnommpiosay, o
CBiAYMTD IIPO CeMaHTUYHUII OTeHIliald A0CAIAXKyBaHUX CMHTaKCMYHMX OAMHMUIID SIK 13 ITO3MIHI NOTeHIIiTHO
OCHOBHOI / OCHOBHOI IIpeAMKariii, Tak — i 111040 QYHKIIIOHYBaHHS y CKAaAl IPOCTOTO Ta CKAaAHOTO peYeHH:I.
JocaigxeHHss TpoOAeMU  CYMPOBOAXYETHCS  TpaHcPoOpMaLiMHMMM  iHTEHIiAMU  HOMIMPIOBAABHUX
KOMIIOHEHTIB, IIO AAa€ MOXXAUBICTh IIPOCAIAXXYyBaTM IAMOMHHMII CMMCA pedeHH:S depe3 (PYHKIIIOHAABHO-
CceMaHTH4YHi O3HaKM.

Karo4dosi caoBa: cunHTakcmc, ¢QyHKIII, eleMeHTapHMII IOIIMpPIOBay; IOIIMPIOBAJABHUII KOMILAEKC;
cucTeMa NOIIMPIOBadiB; Merarnomynpoosad.



