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against inflexion narrowing of individual case.

Purpose: Establishing the status of non-prepositional Genitive and Accusative in grammatical conception of
Y uriy Shevel'ov along with tracing of their load in the inside-sentence structure and clarifying the regularity indicesin
post-verbal position.

Results: Starting analysis of noun governmenability peculiarities from Accusative form as the most common
and most powerful in verbal government position, Y uriy Shevel'ov states that such property is regular in the case of his
object functions realization under transitive verbs. In object Accusative semantics there was pointed out the resultive, in
which Accusative object, repeating the verb root, forms the semantic integrity with it, and constitutes pleonasm in
stylistic aspect.

In the interpretation of by-verba directly governed Genitive Yu. Shevel'ov emphasizes that the form of
Genitive indicates the action covering only part or subject or in its path to the subject encounters obstacles that becomes
afoundation for distinction of partitive Genitive and negative Genitive. To declared two functions Y u. Shevel'ov adds
1) removal Genitive and 2) approaching Genitive that are regular for verbs with corresponding semantics, as well as for
verbal lexemes of refusal, subtraction, fear.

Discussion: Thorough study of non-prepositional Genitive and Accusative substantial casesin the grammatical
conception of Y uriy Shevel'ov showed activation of post-lexeme valence-conventional object Accusative and narrowing
of parallelism planes of both forms in post-lexeme appearance. Activation of the semantic opposition of identity among
a number of verbal lexemes with possible implementation of substantial Genitive object brings out the tendency of
strengthening of object Accusative functional load. Equally important is leveling of significance of non-prepositional
substantial Genitive and replacing it with prepositional substantial Genitive. Meanwhile the relevant tendency is the
enhance of syncretism of object and purpose Genitive, where the latter is marked by functiona status of individual
proposition and correlated with semantically similar and functionally different grammatical structures.
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The role of the Ukrainian language in the formation of a contemporary European nation, without exaggeration, is
extremely big and powerful. It is impossible to build a patriotically conscious and united nation without the nation
itself, without language, which is the connecting link between the past and the future and because human's attitude to
language defines its social value. So now, more than ever, there are all possibilities and historical grounds that
encourage studying the underlying processes of the Ukrainian language at al levels. We will try to cover particle, a
small in size, but widely used and reasonably significant stratum of Ukrainian grammatical structure.

Many scientific studies have been devoted to this part of the speech (be it an analytical syntactic morpheme by
another classification), however many unresolved issues still remain.

The scientific retrievals are still going on, which is particularly evidenced by the works of such prominent
scientists as A. Zahnitko, I. Vykhovanets, F. Batsevych, L. Bondarenko, G. Mukan et a., who have tried to suggest
definition of particles, classify their semantic types, structural types, functional capabilities, lexicographical description.

The aim of this paper is studying functional types of particles considering the definition of particle and its
manifestation in the contemporary discourse. In accordance with the purpose, the following tasks were put forward:
1) to form the modern understanding of particle; 2) to group particles by their meaning and the functions they perform,;
3) to identify communication basis of particles.

In the modern Ukrainian language particle is primarily defined as an auxiliary part of speech, that provides
additional shadesto aword or a sentence, and serves as a means of form-building and derivation. This understanding of
the particles was outlined by M. Plyushch, A. Hryshchenko, O. Ponomariv in their works. The most complete academic
interpretation of particles, in our opinion, belongs to A. Hryshchenko, as he lays the foundations to modern
understanding of particles as a class of constant functional words, which participate in designing communicative,
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modal, emotional and evauative status of statements and their parts (Hryshchenko 424), that brings us to the
interpretation of the particles, first of all, by their functional capahilities, particles as discourse words that, in fact, form
the structure of discourse, and its semantic load (Batsevych 8).

A bit different point of view is shared by I. Vykhovanets, K. Horodenska who describe particles both as
analytical syntactic morphemes, and synthetic morphemes, which have no lexical meaning (Vykhovanets 16), but by
their performed functions are purely syntactic elements.

We understand particles as analytical syntactic morphemes with impaired lexical meaning and a clearly defined
functional -communicative, emotional -expressive coloring, which are actively involved in the formation of discourse. At
the same time, we treat discourse as a process associated with the actual speech building.

Along with A. Zahnitko, the following features of particle should be outlined: 1) discourse-system-building
function; 2) situational discourse display (it goes about their own paradigmatic spheres): @) morphological; b) morpho-
syntactic — compatibility features (for example, particles xaii / nexaii for creating the imperative mood of verbs);
¢) semantic — functional -semantic (establishment of functional-semantic contents of particles) d) derivational — includes
particles in the area of al the various derivatives. This also includes text paradigm that contains all the system-usual,
occasional -author and other word-forms contents (Zahnitko, p.162).

Outlined features include comprehensive study of particle structure, semantics and performed functions. Thus,
traditionally in the modern Ukrainian language there are distinguished the following functional types of particles:
1) formative; 2) derivative; 3) phrasal (negative and modal) (Plyushch, 306).

In fact, the first two types of particles are united: namely, formative particles are used for creating forms of the
verb: 6 (6u) — subjunctive mood; xaii (nexait) — imperative mood. Derivational particles serve for building words and
are eventually converted into suffixes or prefixes, for example, ne, ui, abu, de, uu, wo, 6yov, Hebyos, kazna €t a.
(Plyushch, p. 307).

At the same time, A. Hryshchenko distinguishes the following types of functiona particles. 1) formative,
2) negative, 3) affirmative, 4) interrogative, 5) modal, 6) demonstrating. The author believes that “particles don’t
include verbal postfix -cs (-c») and derivational affixes de-, ne6yow-, 6ydeu- €tc. These and other similar morphemes
perform expressive word-formative function and, therefore, have the status of affixed units” (Hryshchenko, 425).
Therefore, considering multi-aspect interpretation of particles, we can speak about their expression on the word-
formation level (creation of new words or semantic shadings), morphology (making grammatical forms of words) and
syntax, where the particles tend to value relatedness of the action, state or whole message to reality, or attitude of the
speaker to the content of expression.

We share the scientific position of A. Hryshchenko, since such interpretation does not question the status of the
particle e, which as a part of the verb-predicate affects the modality of the sentence as awhole, even if they are written
together, changing in such a way the sentence with affirmative semantics into the general negative, cf., Cmapuii
Hedouysas;, Cmapuil uye He mak 0obpe, sk pauiwe, Cmapuil NO2ano 4y8.

By content, sentences are identical: they express the incompleteness of action by various means. However, by
modality, relation of the expressed in the sentence to the reality, the first sentence is obviously generally negative
(supplement in the accusative or genitive case) may be, for example, Cmapuii nedouysas moi crosa), the second
sentence — partially negative, the third sentence — affirmative.

So the question now is not only the formal indicators — written together or separately (whether the particle ne by
itself or as part of prefix neoo- ), it goes primarily about the special status of negative particles and review of functional
capabilities of word-building particles in general. Compare, M. Plyushch does not relate particles ne, ni to word-
building, and put it in one line with obvious affixes like a6u, de, kasna, xmosna, €c.

Formative particles that traditionally include particles 6 (6u) and xait (nexaiz) involved in making conditional
forms and integral imperative verbs, at the same time affect the modality of the entire speech. So, the basic syntactic
means of modal meaning of encouraging are forms of the imperative verb (3rd person verbs of indicative mood with
particles of encouraging xatii / nexait): Hexaii 30iticnsimbcst Mpii [ npuiioe 3108y Mup.

Of course, the meaning of encouraging is conveyed not only by particles xait / nexaii, however they express
encouraging most clearly. Moda meaning of willing is expressed by the formal means of willing — the subjunctive verb
— infinitive + particle 6 (6u). Particle 6 can be located after the verb (generally, separate study is needed to determine
not only the status of particles, but also their position in the sentence, the use of composite particles within the
expression), before it, or separated from the verb by a few words, can be combined with some subordinate conjunctions
— abu, wob, axou, niou, mosbumo (Plyushch, 307), in this case we have to speak again about word-building status of
particles which primarily perform formative and modal functions at the same time, for example, Xominocs 6 spobumu
kpawe, Mooice, niwiiu 6 0ooomy, Moeno 6ymu no-inuwomy, sKou ne Gilina.

The detailed functional division of particles suggested by A. Hryshchenko can be somewhat simplified by
uniting negative, affirmative, interrogative, modal and demonstrating particles by a joint name “modal”, followed by a
classification into subtypes, as by the performed, first of all, syntax functions; these particles influence the modality of
expression in general and are actively involved in the formation of discourse.

So, among modal particles there should be distinguished: 1) the affirmative (max, asocearc, ezce, asxoce €t al.):
Aearcednc, cnio euxpeciumu ocmannit nynkm; 2) the negative (e, i, ani): Omoice, Hasimb He 6apmo nPo ye 2060pumu
(I. Karpa); 3) the interrogative (uu, xiba, nesoce With variants — uu oic, uu ne, xiba dic, ma xiba, Heeoice e, ma Hegxce):
Xiba mobi sadicko, nanpukiao, wikoau ne izoumu 3i JIveosa y bepouuis? (Y u. Pokalchuk); 4) demonstrating (e, oye,
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ocw, om, onoe, zen, and other.): Ocw i 3apas 6in 36epHyscs 00 K020Chb, XMO CcMosA8 Yy uepsi, — uu 6ysa e 3Hae, e Kpauje
suamu keapmupy... (Y U. Pokalchuk); 5) restrictively-eliminative (minoku, auwe, saxpas, came, €tc.): —... Ilepexpuioms
2emb HauuM hepmepam Kucenn, 6yoemo minbku 2ennomoougixosane 2... icmu (1. Karpa); 6) self-modal comprising
the most important functional type among all the modal particles: Hi mo6i kopoonuis, ni naze nacenenux nynkmis yu
000aii sikuxocw eeozpagiunux mouox (1. Karpa).

They are characterized by modal words functions, as self-modal particles aso express meaning of subjective
attitude to the reported, provide words or a statement with generally different emotional evaluation: confidence,
uncertainty, possibility, probability, doubt, etc., indicate the speaker’s immediate reaction caused by the respective
situational communicative conditions.

Particularly A. Hryshchenko suggests distinguishing the following shades of meaning of the self-modal particles:
a) assumption, doubt, uncertainty of veracity of the reported: mos, nemos, nibumo, memnauebmo, moenss, nedse me,
nenaue, niou €t a., for instance, Bio ixnvoco cmopody Peowvka nedse ne sxasxaa (1. Karpa); b) reinforcing, categorical
expression, a special highlight of the whole message or parts of it (so-called reinforcing particles): i (i), ma, max, aor,
maku, yoce came, 0ecb, AKoch, cobi, mobi, eono €tc., for instance, Cmapuii éucokuii 2opix 3a eiknom bapabanug y
WUOKY 8adNCKUMU 3ellenyeamu, | — Oiemefdodice — 11020 0Y10 3HAYHO KOPUCHIUWLE CYXAMU, HIJIC CAYH-MPeK i3 3aIUUEH020
babyeio mox-woy ¢ menesizopi (1. Karpa); ¢) will expression, a call to action: dasaii, 200i, ny, s (sce) €tc., for instance,
Hy uozo mu cymyeur! Bee wge nonepeoy! (Y u. Pokalchuk); d) retelling, establishing communication with its source, with
other events and facts (wos, mosnsns): Oxcana 3atiwna 3nosy, moenss, cnpasa sxace ¢ (Hryshchenko 426).

It is worth outlining separately particles (both simple and compound by the structure) acting as independent
expressions, so called sentence equivalents, that include functionally different particles, for example, — Ta diouy mamy!
Yu 6u, 6abo, 30ypinu? — Pedvbka 3yinuna Kyiauku i cmana 8 episHy cmilky 6oiiogozo naywoka. — Om s éam 3apa dam
(I. Karpa); —Henpasoa! H mo6i nabpudaio... — Aac max? Tu nepecadoxcycu... (YUu. Pokalchuk); —...Tu nasuuecs
aimamu? — Ta de! Meni om npucHunocs 00HO20 pazy 8 Mempo, Wo 5 NoJemis, i 1 menep 3Har0, K ye JAIMamu...
(Yu. Pokalchuk); — Mooicnueo, i cbocooni nputioew? — Hi! Touno ni!

Also, there are distinguished quantitative particles that indicate the approximate quantity, discrepancy in
something (matioce, nedse ne, mpoxu me, €tc.). In contrast to the congruent restrictively-outlining particles, these
particles coexist after the verb-predicate, not before it, cf. Bucmasa mpusara neose ne mpu coounu (quantitative
particle); A npusim sona meni xou nepedara? (1. Karpa) (restrictively-outlining particle).

However, the position of particles in the sentence requires a separate study, especially compound particles
(multi-compound, analytical unity (according to A. Hryshchenko)) that can express one meaning and thus occupy a
remote position, but not al of them and not aways, for example, 4 wo cmapa dodasana npo axice mam cim i sicim,
Peovra i ne namaeanacs emoponamu... (1. Karpa); Iloxu Pedvka mipkysana, nouyia 6oHa yi cioga HAcnpagoi uu mo
6yn0 numwe MinbKu OYpuanHa 6 HCugomi 8i0 20100y, 2emb 3 IHWI020 KIHYA npokapkano: — A kpawe, mixail, mixkai,
Hebozo! Tam edice euono 6yoe... (1. Karpa). In the first sentence rearrangement of components of the complex particles
ispossible, whilein the second oneit is not possible.

So, the mentioned considerations regarding the status of particles in the system of parts of speech, their
definition as a unit of discourse, functional abilities, can suggest the following conclusions.

Firstly, the particle is an analytical syntactic morpheme with weak lexical meaning and a strong functional and
communicative, emotiona and expressive coloring that is actively involved in the formation of discourse. The discourse
should be understood as a process associated with the creation of real speech.

Secondly, according to the performed functions it is advisable to distinguish two types of particles — formative
and modal. Formative ones are primarily involved in the creation of grammatical forms of verbs — conditional and
imperative, while influencing the modality of the entire sentence. Among modal particles the following should be
distinguished by their semantic shadings. affirmative, negative, interrogative, restrictively-eliminative, demonstrating,
self-modal and quantitative

Thirdly, both formative and modal particles actively participate in the formation of contemporary discourse.

In our opinion, multi-aspect study of particles is prospective, in particular, referring the definition of classifying
and qualifying features of particles in the system of other auxiliary units, semantic, syntactic and discourse-
communicative expression of particles, etc.
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Abstract

Background: The article covers widely used, significant stratum of Ukrainian grammatical structure — particles.
Many scientific studies are devoted to this part of the speech (analytical syntactic morpheme by another classification),
however, considerable number of unsolved issues still remains. Scientific research is being carried till now, that is
supported by works of A. Zahnitko, I. Vykhovanets, F. Batsevych, L. Bondarenko, G. Mukan and others, who tries to
define particles, distinguish their semantic and structural types, functional abilities, lexicographic description, etc.

Purpose: the purpose of the article is to study the functional types of particles considering definitions of particle
itself and its expression in the modern discourse.

Results: particle is an analytical syntax morpheme with a weak lexical meaning and a strongly expressed
functional and communicative, emotional and expressive coloring, which is actively involved in the formation of
discourse. According to the functions performed, it is advisable to distinguish formative and modal types of particles.
Formative particles are involved in the creation of grammatical forms of verbs — conditional and imperative moods,
while influencing the modality of the entire sentence. Among modal particles there should be outlined the following by
semantic shades: affirmative, negatives, interrogative, restrictively-outlining, demonstrative, self-modal quantitative.

Discussion: Both formative and modal particles actively participate in the formation of contemporary discourse.
Altogether, the above presented considerations prove grammatical status of particle, as particles influence the modality
of expression, have a discourse nature by the performing functions. The use of particles testifies the dynamics of
interaction of language and speech.

Key words:. particle, functional types of particles, discourse, form-building particles, modal particles.
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Ogena Tumenko
YIAK 811.14°06°373.611
EJIINTUYHI CYBCTAHTHUBU B HOBOI' PEI.ILKII71 MOBI

YV cmammi pozenamymo ymuigepbayitini npoyecu 8 HOB0ZpeywbKill MO8i, 30Kpema sAsuuje eninmuiHol
cybcmanmusayii, 3’1C08AHO CYMHICMb A6UWa YHIgepoayii' y 8Y36KOMY mMd WUPOKOMY PO3YMIHHI, BUSHAYEHO NOHAMMS
“eninmuynui cyocmanmug’, HABEOEHO MA NPOAHANIZ308AHO 3AMIKCOBAHI HOPMAMUSHUMU CLOGHUKAMU CLINMUYHI
cyocmanmusu  HOB02peybKol MO6U, BCMAHOGIEHO OCOOIUBOCMI MBOPEHHs MA  QYHKYIOHYBAHHS — eNINMUYHUX
cybcmanmugie y cyuacHiil Ho802peybKitl MO8i.

Kniouosi cnosa: ynigepoayis, ynigep6, eninmuynuii Cyocmanmus, ci1080CHOIY4eHHs.

IocTtanoBka nmpo6Jjemu. Ha cygacHoMy erari MOBO3HABUMX JOCITIKEHBb (haxiBIi BCE YACTilIe CHPSIMOBYIOTh
CBOIO yBary Ha NpOIECH TBOPEHHS CIIiB Ha OCHOBI ClIOBOCHONy4eHb. lle sBHINEe XapakTepHe Uil 0araTbox MOB,
OCKIJIbKH HOT0 3yMOBIIIOIOTh BHYTPIIIHFOMOBHI 1 T03aMOBHI YHHHHKH.

AHali3 ocraHHiX Aocaimkens i myOmikaniii. BuueHHIo mponecy yHiBepOallii MPHCBSYEHO JOCIIHKEHHS
H.®. Kimuvenko (Klymenko), .M. Iymuaka (Dumchak), H.B. Ipsuox (D'yachok), O.B. Tuxonenko (Tykhonenko),
O.I. 'ymennoi (Humenna), !0.0. PomanoBa (Romanov) Ttomo. IIpote mocmipkeHHs mporecy yHiBepOamii B
HOBOTpELbKii MOBI (paKTHYHO BIJICYTHI.

MeTow cTATTi € XapakTepHUCTHKa ENINTHYHUX CyOCTAaHTHBIB B HOBOTpEIbKii MoBi. [l mocsarHeHHS
ITOCTaBJIEHOI METH HEOOXiJHO BHKOHATH TaKi 3aBJaHHS: 3’SICyBaTH CYTHICTh SBWINA yHiBepOamii; BU3SHAYUTH MOHATTS
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