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The article investigates the structural and motivational aspect of verb prefixation recorded in the
Old Ukrainian literary language of the 14th — 17th centuries. The linguistic marker of verb ellipsis is
established, which implies the possibility of double motivation, which is based on a combination of
morphological, onomasiological and semasiological approaches, taking into account the etymological
segment of prefixes. The purpose of the article is to consider the internal structure of the prefixal verb
subsystem of the Old Ukrainian language of the 14th — 17th centuries and to establish the motivational
segment in derived derivatives, which forms the word-formation model of nomination.

The word-forming model of structural-motivational and functional factors of the verb subsystem
of the Old Ukrainian literary language of the 14th — 17th centuries, produced by the word-forming
potential and means of its implementation, is revealed. The productivity of prefixal word-forming
nominals is characterized by word-forming prefixal models that are structurally and semantically
motivated by the onomasiological basis of the root verb. Historical word-formation studies show that
in the language of written monuments of the 14th — 17th centuries there is a clear tendency to increase
the role of prefixation in the verb segment, which naturally affects the activity of individual prefixes.
Verb prefixes perform a species-recognition function, that is, they lead to a change in the type of basic
verbs and modify the meaning of the state under various qualitative functions. In many groups of verbs,
prefixes performed with additional meanings that differed from prepositional structures. The
paradigmatic relationship of verb prefixes to the syntactic constructions in which they were segmented
revealed the model of affixation as a semantic-word-forming process. The relationship of prefixes with
some prepositions and their change in the meaning of the verb have an impact on the entire semantic
structure of the sentence in which they are located, not only in content but also in form. Verbal
prefixation as a method of word formation arose in the Proto-Slavic period, and the prefix systems of
modern Slavic languages are its natural continuation.

Key words: a word-forming mechanism, the Old Ukrainian language, a word-forming potency, a
verb prefixation, a word-forming model, prefix semantics.

Relevance. The accumulation of a significant amount of new factual material on the history of
Slavic, in particular Ukrainian word formation, has made it possible to create general overviews of
the historical word formation of the Ukrainian language, which, unfortunately, still suffer from
fragmentation and incompleteness of substantiated conclusions.

Given the geopolitical, Ukrainian-centric challenges of today, the word formation of the
Ukrainian language in its dynamic (diachronic) aspects requires new methodological principles and
thorough research. The history of word formation of the Ukrainian language, despite its relevance,
still remains insufficiently studied. Unlike modern, historical word formation, in particular historical
verb prefixation, is represented by a relatively small number of publications, which will serve as the
relevance of our research.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The word-formation processes of the modern
Ukrainian literary language, both in synchronic and diachronic aspects, have been studied quite
thoroughly, as evidenced in a number of publications by K. Gorodenska, E.Karpilovska,
O. Taranenko, V. Greshchuk, V. Horpynych, A. Hryshchenko, I. Vykhovants, V. Nimchuk,
P. Bilousenko, L. Didkivska, N. Klymenko, O. Bezpoyasko, T. Vozny, A. Maiboroda, L. Kostych,
I. Kovalyk, M. Kravchenko, O. Pinchuk, L. Polyuga, L. Yurchuk, I. Yatsenko, M. Chemerysova,
L. Humetska, Y. Zakrevska, I. Chepiha, V. Horobets, S. Bevzenka, L. Beregovenko, O. Krovytska,
K. Lenets, N.Romanova, S.Samiylenko, P.Tymoshenko, V.Peredrienko, K.Mykhalchuk,
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L. Bilodid, P. Zhitetsky, O. Ogonovsky, 3. Osadtsa, E. Tymchenko, O. Sinyavsky, M. Maksymovych,
O. Potebnya and many others.

In addition to suffixation, prefixation is of great importance in the word formation of the Old
Ukrainian language. Suffixation is most widely manifested in nouns, the main sphere of functioning
of prefixes is verbs and verbal formations. The distinction between the spheres of functioning of
suffixation and prefixation is determined by the peculiarities of functioning, origin and development
of prefixes. Verbal prefixation as a method of word formation arose in the Proto-Slavic period, and
the prefix systems of modern Slavic languages are its natural continuation.

The basic unit of word-formation analysis is the word-forming formant, which in linguistic
ontology corresponds to an affix or several affixes [6, p. 120]. O. Zuban emphasizes that “establishing
word-forming motivation between cognate words is used when establishing the morpheme structure
of a word form as an auxiliary, and sometimes the main criterion of morpheme division, although
these two types of linguistic analysis differ in different tasks (determination of the morpheme
structure of a word form / determination of the way of word formation of a derived word),
methodology (morpheme analysis / word-forming analysis) and structural units (morphs and
morpheme structures of words/formative base and word-forming formant)” [6, p. 119].

In Old Ukrainian linguistics, prefixes were traditionally considered within the framework of
prepositions and were actually identified with them. This is evidenced by the oldest purely
grammatical Slavic work — a treatise on the eight parts of speech, which in the Serbian list of the 15th
century is entitled “QcpMp decTun cioBa, ~MuKo TiarojeMb u mumems” [9]. In the history of
Ukrainian linguistics, such grammarians as L. Zyzanii, M. Smotrytskyi, I. Uzhevych, M. Lozynskyi,
M. Osadtsy considered prefixes within the framework of prepositions.

O. Sinyavsky uses the term “suffix” to denote a prefix. Analyzing prefixes, the grammarian
notes that “although there are far fewer suffixes in our language than affixes, they are very diverse in
meaning and scope of use. Affixes specify, specialize, often limit and narrow the basic meaning of
words” [11, c. 138].

In “Grammar of the Ukrainian Language for Self-Study and as an Aid to School Learning”
V. Simovych calls the part of the word that comes before the root an “increment” [12, p. 107].
According to the scientist, adding a prefix to a word “completely changes the meaning of the word.”
By origin, prefixes are mostly prepositions, and “the meaning of the increment is usually the same as
that of the adjective” [12, p. 325]. The linguist 1. Verkhratsky does not separate prefixes from
prepositions, calling them “nouns” or “noun particles” [2, p. 19]. It is worth emphasizing that the
correlation of the semantics of prefixes is influenced by their genetic connection with prepositions,
the existence of which, according to V. Rusanivsky, is beyond doubt [13, p. 229].

A prefix is a functional morpheme that is located before the root or another prefix, is attached
to the whole word, and performs a word-forming and (or) grammatical function [8, p. 17]. Compared
to suffixes, prefixes are more autonomous, do not depend on the influence of inflections, and do not
carry information about the grammatical form of the word. Historical word-formation studies show
that in the language of written monuments of the 14th — 17th centuries there is a clear tendency to
increase the role of prefixation in the verb segment, which naturally affects the activity of individual
prefixes. Verb prefixes perform a species-recognition function, that is, they lead to a change in the
type of basic verbs and modify the meaning of the state under various qualitative functions [8, p. 45—
52.]. In many groups of verbs, prefixes performed with additional meanings that differed from
prepositional structures.

The purpose of the article is to consider the internal structure of the prefixal verb subsystem
of the Old Ukrainian language of the 14th — 17th centuries and to establish the motivational segment
in the derived derivatives, which forms the word-formation model of the nomination.

Research results and their discussion. The verb system of the modern Ukrainian language
goes back to the verb system of the Proto-Slavic language. One of the methods of morphological
word formation in the Ukrainian language is prefixation. A prefix is defined as a prepositive common
functional part of a series of words that performs a word-forming function in one of the acts of
derivation, changes its semantic structure in the process of language development and participates in
the formation of a number of onomasiological categories [5]. A prefix is defined as a prepositive
common functional part of a series of words that performs a word-forming function in one of the acts
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of derivation, changes its semantic structure in the process of language development, and participates
in the formation of a number of onomasiological categories [5].

Prefixation, unlike suffixation, is the main marker of exclusively verbal word formation. With
the help of prefixes from verbs, both verbs with a new meaning and verbs with a new shade of
meaning are formed. It is noteworthy that when forming a verb, not one, but several prefixes can be
used simultaneously. The Old Ukrainian language is characterized primarily by biprefixation, that is,
the formation of verbal nominatives using two prefixes, while multi-prefix verb formations are a
limited phenomenon: gwipockowosamu, Hagnomunamu, 3nPOGoOHOSAMU,  3ANOBTEMPUMUCS,
3anobmeamu, 3anozeamu, 3anomozmucs, zanopyuamu. Multi-prefix verb formations in the Old
Ukrainian language appear in the 14th — 15th centuries, and there are also a number of nominatives
that are multi-prefix only etymologically, because they feature connected and non-derivative single-
prefix bases (3anosrsoamu).

The role of the prefix in the verb system of Slavic languages is significant. The factual material
of the study conceptually illustrates the conclusion that prefixes arose in the Proto-Slavic language,
long before the separation of Slavic languages into separate independent languages. Researcher
N. Romanova notes: “prefixation arose in deep Proto-Slavic antiquity, and perhaps even earlier, since
ancient prefixes are common to Slavic and Baltic languages™ [3, p. 178]. Verbs in spoken language
are mostly used with prefixes, and only a small number of verb units are found in a prefixless form.
For example, the Slavic simple prefixless verb form -jamu // (-eamu) is not attested in the Ukrainian
language in its unprefixed form, but verb formations from it with the appropriate prefixes are widely
used: oouamu, natinamu, suamu, 3auuamu, nionamu, oounamu and others. It is worth noting that the
Old Ukrainian verb, like the Slavic one, could be used with one, and more often with several prefixes.
For example, 6patu (nanibpatu, BuOparu, HaOpatu, 3a0patu, nmiaidparu, nepedpatH, 310patu). The
continuity and fragmentation of historical word formation appeals to multifacetedness in establishing
the motivated segment of the prefixation of a derivative unit and multifaceted interpretation.
Researcher P. Bilousenko notes that “what is imagined by native speakers today can be realized
tomorrow in the creation of new words and will become a fact of language” [1, p. 18]. The deep-
rootedness of verb prefixation in the Proto-Slavic period was expressed by the most productive word-
forming prefixes: -6 (6s), -6b1, -00-, -3a-, -Ha, -0, -00, (-00v), -om, (-omv), -no, -noo, (-nOOv), -npu, -
npo, -nepe, -pos, (-poc), -c, (-cv), -oy and others, but the degree of their productivity was different.
Most verb prefixes are of prepositional origin. Verb prefixes tend to combine with genetically related
bases, the use of which reflects the history of the development of centuries-old traditions [16]. The
addition of various prefixes to a prefixless verb modifies its meaning according to spatial, temporal
and other features of action, and serves to expand the nest of related words.

The prefix method is the main one in the formation of verbs from verb stems. It has been
established that the more productive the prefix, the more often it forms a structural-semantic type and
vice versa:

1. The structural-semantic type (partiality or incomplete manifestation of action) declares the
prefix -npu-, npucmynamu, npucrOrmu, npuobBLYAMY, NPUOOTBEAMY,  NPUO300OUML,
NPUNAMPOBAMUCS, NPUNOMAHYMU, NPURYWAMU, NPUASHUMUCS, npuybodscamu, npuwusamucs. A
KOJIKOKpomHe 300poHA8cs, He npucmynaroyu Ha muu e2o ciosa. Ak. Iloar.c. (KC.L XXII, 14)
[Timchenko, B 2, p. 236]; «IIpucreoremuy uiu «cuoromuy Ha coboprs He ecmv «npedcrooemuy. 1lamn.
542 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 236]; Ca 0o o6ueti 36epxnocmu ne npuwueanu. AIl. 1042 [Timchenko, B. 2,
p. 241]. The prefix, in combination with the verbative, expresses various locative meanings together
with the semantics of movement, therefore the prefixed verb, which plays the role of a predicate in a
sentence, contains the seme “movement” (real or imaginary), which is a condition for the formation
of a locative-directive plan of content. Prefixes that represent various parameters of locative
semantics form verb structures mostly with action predicates [4].

2. Repetition of the action declares the prefix -nepe-: nepedaposamu, nepexynamu,
nepexkycumu, nepeiadosamu, neperewjosamu, Nneperutosamu, NepeHaHamu, nepemmuKUeamy,
nepenamamosamu, nepenupamu, nepecyoumu, nepegopmosamu, nepexosamu. CnyscebKy OHOU
Annu nepeoaposanu, abu na nauioio cerouuia. Pyk. Xp. 350 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 93]; Conro
mopzoeamu u nepeKynamu aioo wuHKoeamu Hamsv ne oonyckaem u 3abopousem. Ku. Jlyuk. 1571,
1. 93 06. [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 96]; Toeowv: nanv Heanv xazan myio uepedy 3 cenodxcameti 00 080pda
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ceoez2o 3aenamu u nepeauvosamu. Ku. Jyuk. 1565, 1. 204 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 96]; Eounw opyzozo
nepenupamu. Ilan. 789 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 98]; Camwv moaxo nampeiapxa modcems cyov c8ol,
eciu 3axouemdw, nepecyoumu. Ilan. 608 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 101]; Ilepegpopmosaru cunosw
ucmunuxv Ha nacunku. Ben. 11, 173 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 102]; O6ypuncs na Tebanwvt 3a moe, dnce
Amenuukos nepexosanu. Pyk. Xp.158 [Timchenko, B. 2, p.102]. The prefixal mode of verb
formations illustrates the existence in the Old Ukrainian language of the 14th—17th centuries of
synonymous/antonymic derivational derivatives. The linguistic marker of verb ellipsis implies the
possibility of double motivation. Derivatives of this type scale the verb subsystem of the Ukrainian
language throughout the entire historical formation of the modern Ukrainian literary language.

3. The prefix 6»- in verbs of motion indicated the direction of action from outside to inside:
8veoNOCUMU, BLOUMY, BHLOUBANU  BLOONCUMUCA, BLOPAHAMU  BLBOOUMUCA, BHEOUHUMUCA,
8bBONIOUUMY, — BBBOJIOYUMUCA,  BLKOBAMU,  GOKPULAMU,  BLKPOVICUMUCA,  BLKHHANCUMUCA
BVIONHCUMNUCA,  BLUTBCAPUMUCA,  BBHEBTSCIUMU  8bUELOBRUUMU  82DYHMOBAMY,  BNIOOUMIUCH,
ecragumucs, emenamucs. Llepkosv Xpucmosa maks 62pyHmosana u yMoyHeHa ecmo, advl He Ynaid.
16. 344 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 88]; 3» umrnba onoco nancmea emensaromscs 6b NPUCYOb KOPYHHLII.
Arwsp. 1, 90 (1538) [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 124]; Coboproe npusnano u ezconowerno. Ilam. 516
[Timchenko, B. 2, p. 87]; He 3nato, 6 komopwiii 00bluaii 6 H#coHy u 8 CMamoxs MOU AKUUCH YOJI08€KD
sxnenyemocs. Ku. Jlyuk. 1570, 1. 115 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 103]. The word-forming potential of
prefixes mostly expresses the general meaning of the nominative and fragmentarily syncretizes the
narrowness and concreteness of semantic and motivational shades. Prefix verbs can form participial
and adverbial forms.

4. The distributiveness of the action (the action is performed by one or many subjects and
extends to numerous objects) declares the prefix -no-: nomypuumucs, nownaxmremu, noxarnboeamu,
nouaorsmu, noKapoosamu, NOIASIMU, NONUCAMU, NONOPOMU, NOKPUMUCS, NOAAAMU, NOKPONIAMU,
noxkpyxoseamu, noaueamu, noxkacosamu, noaomposamu, v. (Pol. polotrowac), nonxnymu,
1. (1. potkngc), noanumu, ti. (. potnic), nonucosamucs ti. (IW1. popisywac Sig), NONOAOXamu,
nomeapumu, Ti. (IUL. potwarzyc¢), nowkopynremu, Ti1. Chrev nowxopynrenw. JIH. Mapk. 111, 249
[Timchenko, B. 2, p. 204]; Ca Jlyykuti énadvika nomypuuns. an. 1246 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 196];
Hownsaxmrau u nocopreau ecme. Aro3p. 223 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 204]; Mosurv umvs npasdy, u e
noxarbosanv. T'an. 1, 95 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 199]; B» eco uzbre nouaoronu. JlH. Xan. 357
[Timchenko, B. 2, p. 201]. In sentences where such formations appear, various adverbial words and
word combinations are very often used, which specify the distributive meaning of the verb.

A type of prefixal verb conjugation is reduplication, i. e. the repetition of identical prefixes
within the same verb. For example, prefixal reduplication is the prefix -nono-: Cnpocrocms 3»
Hesrscmotro mremo Camypua nonosusnss. Pyk. xp. 298 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 171]; bopwy cupozo na
00H020 4YN08MKA U HA €0eHb pPa3b ujecyiHe HONOUCIU OMb Maiapa Oumoz2o Kynumu Oblio
Hesosmoocro. Ben. 56 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 171]; Moycam®s cs nonoanumu 6cre prauu KOmopuiu coym
nucawnvl 8 3akonr. Ilep. EB. 78 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 171]; Mene camoco 36unv u scouny moio,
8bIBONIOKUIU 30 BOIOCHL C KAMOPbL, MAKbIICE 30U, 3MOPO06ATb, Oemu nonoaoxans. Ku. Jlyuk. 1564,
1. 236 [Timchenko, B.2, p.196]; [llupokoco namcmea mazanku nononearsmu. All 1802
[Timchenko, B. 2, p. 171]; Ilonopomu nosopu. Pyx. Xp. 165 [Timchenko, B. 2, p. 171]. The iterative
meaning of a verb is very often supported and reinforced by various lexical-semantic and syntactic
models. As for the prefix-prepositional verbal composition, it should be considered in the context of
semantic-syntactic, motivational relations in the sentence. This was emphasized in his scientific
research by researcher M. Stepanenko [10]. The scientific concept of verbality by researcher
O. Potebny is based on onomasiological principles: “...created a psycholinguistic model of the birth
of a word, sentence and part of speech in the process of comprehension by the human mind of
infinitely diverse phenomena and processes of the surrounding world” [3, p. 299]. In prefixal
reduplication, the segmentation of full-meaning and service morphemes is established. In such word-
formation reception, the greatest differences of polyprefixal verbal nominatives from monoprefixal
formations are revealed. It is declared that the secondary prefix is directly connected with the primary
prefix, which it semantically determines, and it is through it that the interaction of the secondary
prefix with the root occurs. The primary prefix acts as an active semantic-grammatical means. At the
same time, the prefixal morpheme also performs another function, limiting the semantics of the
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secondary prefix. It is illustrated by examples that the secondary prefix segments variants of semantic
meanings.

In this case, word-forming and form-forming doublets arise, that is, a two-prefix species pair is
semantically and grammatically almost always equivalent to a single-prefixsecies pair:
3aapewmosgamu, 3a0oaxcumucs, 3axkeumuymu, 3akeremuymu, v. (Pol. zakwitngc), 3adymremucs,
v. (Pol. zdumiecsie),  3axamenrsmu  v. (Pol. zakamieniec¢),  3anuuvkosamu,  3anoermpumu,
3ano6reMpumu, 3aHeMoWTsmu, 3anopowumu, 3amapacosamu, 3anoeooumucs, v. (Pol. zatarasowac),
3aycmumu, 3agpapbosamucs, 3aghpacosamu, v. (Pol. zafrasowac), 3agpacosamucs,
v. (Pol. zafrasowaé sig), 3auepsonreeamucs, 3auepsonrsmu. The verb prefix -sza- (acts with the
meaning of the beginning or end of an action) usually does not change either the semantics of the
verb or its specific meaning.

Conclusions and prospectives. So, initially prefixes acted only as a word-forming means, that
is, when attached to a verb, the prefix changed its lexical meaning, forming a new word. Regarding
the grammatical meanings of verbs, prefixes were initially neutral. However, having become part of
a verb, that is, a morpheme, they gradually lost their original lexical meanings and acquired
additional, more abstract meanings, which could directly affect the grammatical features of verbs, for
example, specify time limits and methods of action: poseorowamu, pozepomumu, pospevicosamucs,
PO3CerBMamu, PO3CEIMUMUCS, POZCIMYNUMUCS, PO3CIAOUMUCS, PO30OHTBIMUCS, DO3ZNOJIOHUMUCH,
posnopowosamu, pospadosamucs (long-term, unlimited action), 6wi6yOHAMU, 6bl2OAUMU,
gbleagmosamui, BbI361L30UMUCH, BbINHCEOPAMU, BbINO2OOUMUCS, BbIXOHOONCUMU, BbINOKYIYEAMU,
sblybeeyumu, eviuunkosvigamu (action limited to its beginning), 6wv30ecvoosamu, 6v30uUMU,
8b301A200bEAMU, 8b30IUCMAMU, 8b3010YOUMU, 8b3D0Nb3HOBAMU, 8b3OLICIPAMUCA, 8b30b2AMUMU,
8b30bCUMUCS, 8b300UMU Bb30BCLHEMU, 6b3DLICMPAMU, 6b30beaMU, 8b300PONCUMU, Bb3DONLMU,
6v30vHOYMuc4 (an action whose duration is limited by a beginning and an end), yxamenosamu
(Pol. ukamionowac), ykpueoumu (Pol. ukrzywdzic), ykoponosamu, (Pol. ukorowac), ykepynmosamu,
(Pol. ugruntowac), yxpusrcosamu, (Pol. ukrzowac), ymewrxosamucs, ymoeopuyumu, ynyzoosamu (an
effective, completed action).

It is noteworthy that in the ancient language a new grammatical category of form arises with a
clear contrast between perfective and imperfective verb forms, and prefixes have become the main
means of expressing this category. Most prefixes in the Old Ukrainian language of the 14th — 17th
centuries perform a dual function: they form verbal units with new semantics or with a new semantic
shade and at the same time give them the meaning of the perfect form.

Verbal prefixes are inherently ambiguous, and when combined with different verb stems, they
can give them different semantic shades. All Old Ukrainian prefixes were inherited by the Ukrainian
language, but some of them have undergone significant changes.

Thus, prefixation as a method of word formation arose in the Proto-Slavic period, and the prefix
systems of the modern Slavic languages are its natural continuation. The outlined problem demonstrates
the traditional continuity of historical word formation in different periods of the formation of the
Ukrainian language and the heritability of word-forming means for creating derivatives.

The perspective is seen in a comprehensive study of the morphological means of word
formation, based on the material of the Old Ukrainian literary language of the written monuments of
the 14th — 17th centuries, by combining word-formation and onomasiological analyses.
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Anomauyia. Bemyn. YV cmammi  00cniodceno CmpyKmypHO-MOMUSAYIUHUL ACNeKm  OIECHIBHOT
npegikcayii, 3agixcosanoi 6 cmapoykpaincoxiu nimepamypuin  mosi  XIV-XVII cm. Cucmemno
NPOAHANIZ06AHO OUHAMIKY CEMAHMUKO-CLOBOMEIPHO20 npoyecy npe@ikcanvho2o 0ieciosa 6 NIOUWUHI
MOp@oN02iuHOl, CIOBOMBIPHOL, CUHMAKCUYHOI napaduem YKpaincekoi moeu. Momusayiino-epamamuymi
BIOHOWEHHST NpeqpiKCie 13 O0esKUMU NPUUMEHHUKAMU I 3MIHA HUMU 3HAYEHHs OIECI08A 6NAUBANOMb HA
CEMAHMUYHY CIPYKIYPY DedeHHsl, 6 SKOMY GOHU AKVYMYIbOBAHI, He juuie 3a 3MICmoM, a U 3a (popmoio.
Hiecnisna npeghikcayis sk Mooenv Cl080MEOPEHHSL GUHUKAA We 8 NPACI08 SHCbKULL Nepiod, a npe@ikcanbhi
cucmemu Cy4acHux Cl108 aHCbKUX MO8 € 3AKOHOMIPHUM ii NPOO0BHCEHHAM.

Mema cmammi — posenanymu SHympiwHio 0y008y npe@ikcanvhoi Oiecaisnol  niocucmemu
cmapoykpaincokoi mosu 6 nucemuux nam 'smxax XIV-XVII cm. ma ecmanogumu Momueayiinuii cecmenm y
NOXIOHUX Oepusamax, wio opmye cio8OmMeIpHy MoOeib OIECi6HOI HOMIHAYIL.

Memooonozia 0ocniodceHHs OKpecieHa KOMNIEKCHUM SUKOPUCAHHAM Memoois, 3aCmoCcO8Y8aAHUX Y
CYYACHITl TiHegicmuyi, 30KpemMa ONuUco8020, KOMHNOHEHMHO20, MPAHCHOPMAYiliHO20, OUCHPUOYMUBHO2O,
3ICMABHO20, BANCHMHICHO20, NOPIGHAILHO-ICMOPULHO2Z0 MemOo0i8 00CnioxceHHs Olecnienoi npegikcayii 6
CeMAHMUKO-DYHKYIUHOMY AcneKkmi.

Pesynomamu. Ycmanoseneno MmosHuti mapxep OIi€CHiBHO20 eNincucy, AKull IMNIIIKYE MOJNCIUBICHDb
noositiHOI  mMomusayii, wWo Cnupacmovcs HA NOEOHAHHSA MOPGON02TUH020, OHOMACIONO2IUHO20 mMA
CemMacionoeiynoeo nioxooie 3 ypaxy8anHHIM emumoLociuHo2o ceemenmy npegikcie. OnpusieneHo ciosomeaipuy
MOOeNb CMPYKMYPHO-MOMUBAUIUHUX MA QYHKYIUHUX YUHHUKIE OIECI6HOI niocucmemu CmapoykKpaiHcbKoi
aimepamyproi mosu XIV-XVII cm., npodykogany closomeopuoro nomenyiclo ma 3acobamu ii peanizayii.
Cxapaxmepu308aHo NpoOOYKMUBHICMb NpepIKCaAlIbHUX CI080MBOPUUX HOMIHAMEM 34 CLOBOMBIPHUMU
npeqikcanbHUMU MOOeNAMY, WO CMPYKMYPHO Md CEMAHMUYHO MOMUBOBAHI OHOMACIONOSIYHUM OA3UCOM
KopeHegoz2o Oiecnosa. 3aceioueHo, wo 6 CMApoOYKpaiHcwbKiti mosi nucemuux nam’amox XIV-XVII cm.
NPOCMENCEHO BUPA3HY MeEeHOeHYit0 00 30inbUuieHHs poi npegikcayii 8 Jiecni6HOMy ceeMeHmi, Wo NPUPOOHO
3yMo8ieHe akmuericmio okpemux npeghikcis. /liecnieni npeghikcu 6UKOHyI0OMb UOOPO3NIZHABAILHY (DYHKYIIO,
MoOMmMO IMIIIKYIOMb 3MIHU 8UOY OCHOBHUX OIECITI8 Ma MOOUGDIKYIOMb 3HAUEHHS CIAHY Ni0 PISHUMU AKICHUMU
@yuxyiamu. ¥ bazameox epynax diecnig npegixcu nocmaroms i3 000amMKOSUMU 3HAUEHHAMU, KOHMAMIHAYIT
AKUX GIOPIZHAIOMBCA 8i0 NPUUMEHHUKOBUX CIPYKIYD.

Haykosa Hnoeuzna nonscac 8 0ocniodxceHHi 6 niocucmemi OiecnieHoi npeghikcayii OepusayitiHux
npoyecis, WO aKymMynmowms (QYHKYIUHO-CeMAnmMuuty IHpopmayito 6 NpOoeKYii Ha MOMUBAYIUHI
3AKOHOMIPHOCII HOMIHAMUBHUX 0OUHUYb, 5KI 8I000padcaroms 0coOIUBOCHE HAYIOHANLHOI KOHYENYATbHOT
MoeHOI cucmemu 8 nucemuux nam’amxax XIV-XVII cm. [iecniena npegixcayis na eepbanvHomy pigHi
eKCNIIKOBAHA 8 CIPYKIMYPHO-CEMAHMUYHUX MOOEAX MidC NOXIOHUMU Md MEIPHUMU HOMIHamemamu, a Ha
KOCHIMUBHOMY — MOOEIIOE KOHYENMYaNbHi penayii CUHepeemuUyHol cucmemu emHOHOCIIS.

Bucnoeku. Mamepian oOocniddxcenuss oae niocmasu cmeepodicysamu, wo oieciiena npeghikcayis
BUHUKIIA Wje 8 NPACA08 HCbKUU Nepiod [ € 3aKOHOMIPHUM NPOOOBICEHHIM CIOBOMBOPUUX NPOYECi8 Y
cmapoykpaincekui nepiod XIV-XVII cm. ma munosum GupasHuKom 30i1blUleHHs C1080MGIPHOI nomenyii
npeghikcie ax cmpyKmypHo, max i Momugayitino. BouesuoHnerno, wjo 3 noxo0sicenus ci08 sHCoKi npeixcu 6ynu
NEepPBICHO CaMOCMIUHUMU CIO8AMU (30€0iNbUI020 3AUMEHHUKOB020 HOXOO0NCEHHS) NPOCMOPOBO20 Ce2MeHN,
O1U3bKI 00 0OCMABUHHUX CIi6, WO NPUEOHYBANUCA 00 IMeH abo 00 Oi€Ciis, YMBOPIWYU IX NeKCUuHe ma
epamamuyne 3HauenHs. CROMYHArOUUCL MO 3 IMEHHUKAMU, MO 3 OIECIO8aAMU, MAKI OOUHUYI 3 YACOM
NOHAMMEBO | CMPYKMYPHO 30IUNCYBATUCA 31 CLOBAMU, 3HAUEHHS AKUX B0HU YMOYHIoedu. Tax icmopuuno
BUHUKIU NPULMEHHUKY, WO PO3GUHYIUCS 3 NPUIMEHHUX Ci6, i diecnieHi npeghixcu 3i Clig, yiCUGaHux npu
diecnosax.
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Kniwowuoei cnoea: cnosomeopuuti mexauizm, cmapoykpaincoka mosa XIV-XVII cm., crosomsipua
nomeryis, oieciiena npegikcayis, cl080MEIPHA MOOeTb, CEMAHMUKA Npe@IiKca, MexaHizm oepusayil.
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