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The article describes the word-formation types of verbal nouns (procedural nouns, agentive nouns,
names of the result of action, names of the object of action, and names of the place of action) through the
prism of their components of lexical-semantic and word-formation-functional models. It is found that the
meaning of word-formation models of verbal nouns is determined by the categorical meanings of the
noun that the forming verbal stems acquire in the process of word formation. Each of these five
categories is a separate way of transforming verb semantics into noun semantics and all of them together
are segmented into the word-formation paradigm of verb nouns. The purpose of the article is to clarify
the patterns of the creation of word-formation models of the verbal nouns of the Ukrainian literary
language in structural-semantic and functional aspects.

The modification processes of the interaction of derivative and formative units as parts of speech,
the functionality of word-forming meanings, paradigmatic and syntagmatic relations between word-
forming units, word-forming types, and lexicalization of the nominative in the linguistic landscape are
investigated.

It was found that the meaning of derivatives is not always a simple sum of the meanings of the
word-forming base and the word-forming model, because polysemantic word-forming bases are often
included in a word-formation with different incomplete meanings.

The analysis showed that the word-formation paradigm of verbal nouns in the modern Ukrainian
literary language gives grounds to assert that the formative verbal bases in the word-formation process
lose their grammaticalization and are deprived of verbal semantics. With the help of a new nominal
word-formant, they express a new lexical and grammatical meaning and produce a new functional-
stylistic dominant, that is, a transference occurs, in particular a complete morphological one. When
creating verbal nouns, the transposition involves the word-formation processes of desemization and
semization.

It has been found that the formation of nouns from verbs should be characterized as a
transpositional (mutational) type of lexical derivation, since the verbal stem turns into a noun, changing
its lexical meaning. The grammatical categories of the verb associated with the verbal inflectional
paradigm, such as tense, person, mood, number, are completely neutralized in the process of word
formation. As for the categorical meanings, the carriers of which are the entire stem
(transitivity/intransitivity) or its individual elements that can be preserved in the word formation (type),
for each word-formation model it should be separately determined whether they are neutralized or
transformed in a certain way. The motivation of the word-formative (semantic) meanings of the word-
formative model or word-formative basis must be distinguished from the numerous lexical meanings of
the word-formative bases, but not derivatives, as a partial, individual factor. A word-formative model can
be considered only that nominative that regularly appears in the semantics of all or a significant number
of derivatives formed according to this model, regardless of the meanings of the word-formative bases.

Key words: word-formation model, word-formation meaning, transformation, verbal nouns, noun
category, verbal semantics, counterparts, equivalents.

Relevance. The study of word-formation paradigms will enable Ukrainian linguistics to
systematically approach the study, characterization, and description of the principles of
organization and connection of word-formation systems in the functional linguistic-stylistic
space. The study of word-formation is characterized by the identification of new methods,
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approaches, and methodologies for the study of word-formation systems, subsystems, and the
principles of their organization and interconnection. “The emergence of structurally new words,
changes in the nature of word-forming connections of formants with formative bases of various
types, an increase or decrease in the productivity of word-forming formants, an expansion or
narrowing of the semantic load of affixes — these and other facts, considered in the context of the
system, will make it possible to explain the causes and conditions of language changes as a
consequence of the system’s response to changes in the socio-political, economic life of the
people, as a factor of the system’s pressure on the nature of changes in its elements” [1, p. 50],
which serves as the relevance of the proposed investigation.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Scientists who studied the word-formation
concept, P. Bilousenko, K. Horodenska, M. Kravchenko, L. Lysychenko, O. Pinchuk,
S. Karavanskyi, M. Vakulenko, V. Nimchuk, O.Ponomariv, N. Totska, O. Serbenska,
D. Hrynchyshyn, Z. Kerst, A. Maiboroda, G. Malyshko, O. Nedilko, I. Oliinyk, P. Chuchka,
O. Bilykh, L. Poliuha, L. Humetska, S. Bevzenko, S. Samiilenko, I. Kovalyk and others, also
considered the historical development of word-formation types, including verbal nouns, analyzed
morphological features and the mechanism of noun formation. “Modern linguistic research is
increasingly focused on the analysis of semantics, which is due to the higher “mobility” of the
lexical system, which is the most vivid expression of meanings. New words appear together with
new concepts, old ones acquire new meanings in not quite typical use” [12, p. 157-160].

P. Bilousenko emphasizes the importance of studying word-formation types, taking into
account all extralingual and intralingual factors: “I. Kovalyk substantiated the need to identify
word-formation types as the main initial word-formation quantities in the synchronic, diachronic
and comparative-historical study of languages. This was a significant achievement of Slavic
linguistics — set forth by the founder of the derivational school in Ukraine, the understanding of
the word-formation type with certain modifications prevails today in almost all descriptions of
the word-formation systems of Slavic languages” [1, p. 39], which determines the integrity and
functionality of the linguistic derivational landscape of the Ukrainian literary language.

The purpose of the article is to clarify the patterns of the creation of word-formation
models of verbal nouns of the Ukrainian literary language in structural-semantic and functional
aspects.

Research results and their discussion. The motivation of word-formative meanings, that
IS, the semantic meanings of a word-formative model or a word-formative affix, must be
distinguished from the numerous lexical meanings of the formative bases, but not derivatives, as
a partial, individual factor. Without such a distinction, the elements of the semantics of the
formative bases are inevitably interpreted as elements of word-formative meanings. The meaning
of a word-formative model can be considered only that nominative that regularly appears in the
semantics of all or a significant number of derivatives formed according to this model, regardless
of the meanings of the formative bases [9]. Combined with the specific meaning of a separate
formative base, it constitutes the meaning of a separate derivative.

It has been established that the meaning of derivatives is not always a simple sum of the
meanings of the word-forming base and the word-forming model, because often polysemantic
word-forming bases are included in a word-formation with different incomplete meanings. “It is
from the words that a person most often uses in everyday life, which name and reflect human
relationships and interactions with the surrounding world, that whole gradational series are
formed” [3]. For example, in the word mseap 2. Heavy load, heavy burden. Tym necnooisano
opyea, epizHiua noois 3axo0ums, [ Ha cmypbosani Hawi cepys mazapem nanseae (M. Zerov) the
creative basis means only a unidirectional action (that which pulls downwards), and in the word
mseay 1. A mechanical road vehicle which, by its design and equipment, is intended for towing
semi-trailers, trailers or platforms. Kypsms Oopoeu 3a niemopamonxamu, mpaxmopamu-
miazcauamu, 6e3map1<a/wu, npocmumu Masx;ucamu. 6ce NnoeHicmio nepexKinduUiIocs Ha BO3IHHS 3epHa
(Yu. Yanovskyi) the formative basis means both unidirectional and multidirectional action (the
pulling thing and that which pulls) [8, p. 590-591]. It is noteworthy that derivatives, like non-
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derivative words, can change their lexical meanings over time and deviate from the original
meaning, which was the sum of the meanings of the word-formative model and the formative
basis. For example, the word sooiiz 1. The one who drives the car, controls it; chauffeur. 2. figur.
The one who shows the way to someone; the driver (the one who leads) has lost its original
meaning [8, p. 364]. In the Old Ukrainian language, the lexeme is declared so0iii, ooicaii in the
meaning of 1. Leader; guide. Jaii 6ooicas, six 3nacu cam, wob Hac 00 mopsi 0onpoeadus. MKp.
I'.34. 2. BoapIps, nepemnoBoe )xuBoTHOE B craze. bpayn. 24 [10, p. 302]. In modern Ukrainian, it
is used in a narrower sense (one who drives a certain type of transport): Booiit dsoxonicnoco
mpaucnopmy, npomyasuiu J8OpAHCOLKOIO 8yIuyero, 3VNUHUBCA Oils OwamHo2o OYOUHKY
(D. Bezverkhnii). The continuity of grammatical processes in the history of the Ukrainian
language expresses such deviations in the meanings of derivatives from the sum of the meanings
of the word-forming bases and the meaning of the word-forming model, which are commonly
called “semantic additions”, which complicate the determination of the word-forming meaning
of the model or affix, and in order to avoid including them in the word-forming meaning, it is
necessary to analyze as many derivatives formed according to this model as possible [5].

It is evident that the meaning of word-formation models of verbal nouns is determined in
terms of the categorical meanings of the noun that the forming verbal bases acquire in the act of
word-formation: gender, being/non-being, and five semantic categories of the noun, which
include verbal derivatives: procedural names, agentive names, names of the result of action,
names of the object of action, and names of the place of action. Each of these five categories is
essentially a separate way of transforming verbal semantics into noun semantics and all of them
are segmented into the word-formation paradigm of verbal nouns. The definition of additional
categories expresses the lexical, not the word-formation, meaning of these nominatives [9]. In
addition, a number of word-formation models of verbal nouns regularly and independently of the
meanings of the forming bases introduce into the semantics of derivatives the connotative
meaning [6] of the intensity of manifestation of a feature.

The word-formation model “JIO + -unus, -mms” has the main meaning of procedural names
of neuter non-beings: /{o niznvboco cHiOanKysanus 080x noopye Ha iXui 3anpocunu NPUEOHANACS
Ul 00Ha 3 eocmetl 2omernio. Tenep 6in He OymMas npo mpu AYs, KyceHv X1iba u cinb, 60 Mazypuxa
mana kpawi wacmyeanna. — A sk eam maxuil nepebic noditi? — ynepuie 3a 8ecb 4dac 036d6Cs
Mmonooutl cryxcueuti, wo 3anucysas ceiouenns (D. Bezverkhnii). And facultative is the name of
the result of the action of non-beings of the neuter gender: Cogis Ilasniena oxunyna oxom
2aNABUHY, HENoOaniK OOMUHANO O3I0PUAHHA B000CHAOY 3 YpUWAd: 600d Hecla C80I0 CHIHeH)
XONI0OHeyy 8 00iUMU 2paHimHux KameHuis. JIynanu auwie muxi CXAUNYGAHHA AnHU mMa WyM
gooocnady. Bu om, yoce eubaume, ane, nonpu yce eauie KGIMKYBAHHA, — YUMOCb 000Ope
oneuaneni (D. Bezverkhnii). The meaning of the result of an action is often combined with the
procedural meaning in the same nouns formed from the stems of transitive verbs of the
perfective form. Nouns formed from the stems of imperfective verbs, while retaining the specific
formants, partially retain the semantics of incompleteness, the development of the action, and
therefore the meaning of the result of an action is not inherent in them [4]. Only in rare cases,
nouns formed according to this model from the stems of the imperfective form can also have the
meaning of the result of an action: Taxi nouyseannsa, asxc ckpusumuco xouemvcs, — 60HA i,
biodonawna, maxk cxoxica Ha JUMOH, KU, NepenpouLyio, yce 00bpade uuasuil He 00Hi 401081yl
pyKu, nowenxku oooanra Eneonopa Axisna, ocyonusum noensioom npoeootcarodu OO0Hy 3
nocmosiiuys 2comento (D. Bezverkhnii). Derivatives formed according to the model from the
bases of transitive verbs have the meaning of the object of action: Poszmicmunuce 6
anapmameHmax Ha HateUuujoMy noeepci comenio, mam, 0e JTUMmaA ACKpago20 ceimia po3ousaio
cymHieu i mpueocy Eneonopu AHxienu 3a euopawmio posmosy 3 Bikmopom Yaocuybkum.
Cmpsnuuii, kompuil 3a36uyail 3aumascsa cnpagamu ixuvoi poounu, nogioomus Cogii Hpiescokill,
WO HA PAxXYHKY NPOXAHoi cymu, 3a wumma eeuipnvoi cykni, npocmo nemae (D. Bezverkhnii).
However, the number of such nouns is so small that they can be considered the result of lexical
reinterpretation of nouns, and not a consequence of another meaning of the above model,
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although secondary word-forming meanings may arise as a result of such unidirectional and
regular lexical reinterpretation.

The word-formation model “/IO + @” has a complex semantic structure. The suffix @
deprives the verb stems of all suffixal morphemes and at the same time neutralizes all verbal
features in them, except those associated with the prefix and root. Such a “truncated” form of the
verb stems is easily associated with everything that can be motivated by the name of an action,
and first of all, with substantive names of actions [12]. It has been established that nouns formed
according to this model fall into all five semantic categories of verbal nouns, and the main
meaning of this model is the procedural names of masculine non-entities: [fikasa napa —
3amooicHe noopydicics 3 nposinyii? Yu daeamuil aomipanr ma 1020 KOXAHKA, 1 80HU X08AI0Mb
CBIll 2PIX0BHULL Nepentd y MaxKux-om Henpumimuux «napudcaxy», ax Haw? Bubip Codhii
Ilasnisnu 6y8 060ymanum i kame2opuuHum. JI8i capHo 60pami nami s16HO Hemepniade YeKalu Ha
nepenim (D. Bezverkhnii). Optionally, the model forms names of the result of an action —
masculine non-beings, names of the place of action — masculine non-beings, agentive names of
the masculine gender — beings/non-beings, names of the object of action — masculine non-beings:
Cogiss emums cmana HO8010 YIKABOK AMPAKYIEI, HA SKY 6CI I KOJCeH XOMIinu HAOUSUMUCS, 5K
Ha MucmeyvbKull GUMEIP, HeMOB80U BOHA OCb-0Cb MAE 3HUKHYMU, K CMIHA OUMy NiCas
eghekmHo20 MPIOKY SAK020Ch 3aidcoxncoco @iensapa. Bonu ne Opourosanu anapmamenmis
3a30ane2iosb, a momy maxuti nisHiu npuxio 30enmedsicue Pomana leanosuua. 3 inuiozo 60Ky, 0ins
HeBeNUUKO20 B03UKA 3 CIHOM, WO 1020 3a36UYall 3a1UA8 RACMYX HA 8e4ip, Npasopyy 8i0 opim
cmauni 0ns konetl, 6yina scinka (D. Bezverkhnii).

The word-formation model “DO + -xa” has the main meaning of procedural names of
feminine non-beings and the optional meanings of names of the result of an action — feminine
non-beings, agentive names of feminine — beings (persons): Ioxoiexa 3assuna, wo mo2o Ous 8in
3aCcKO4UB 00 CBO€T Kapmupu auuie Ha KiibKa XeunuH. Po3nouasuiu 36uuny npoeyisauKy, JHCiHKA
07151 200UMbCSL NOCMOANA OLISL MICLKOI YNpasu, nepeKuHy8uUCh KLIbKOMA 8iMalbHUMU (pazamu
3 nepeKynkamu. Ymim, nio eineys ii NOKIUKA8 iHWUL, K KOAUCH | Hazadana i eopoxycka, Ycms
ooci ne 3nana, kyou nooiscs nepwuti kasanep (D. Bezverkhnii), and non-beings (nunxa, noinka,
npsoka) and names of the object of action — feminine inanimate objects (HakuKa, HaauBKa). It is
evident that in the modern Ukrainian language this model in the meaning of procedural names
and names of the result of action is being supplanted by a more active synonymous model.
However, this model has become established in the agentive meaning, where the lexicalization of
derivatives has occurred, and in the meaning of procedural and result of action — in the field of
technical terminology.

The word-forming function of the model “JIO + -ja” is the creation of procedural names of
non-beings of the feminine gender. Optionally, this model forms the names of the result of an
action and the object of an action of the feminine gender: — He sapmo mypoysamucs, mos
manenvka Conro, — 3 npumuckom mosus Tumiwi, — yce eapaso, Houiensn 6 Ycmunu Mapxienu
6yoe npucmotinor i 3amuwiHor. Hpieecoki 6dice Kinbka pokie sk nownoounuce, are Coghii i
doci Oyno uyoHo noeumu cebe Ha OyMyi npo me, WO B0HA MAE HYON0BIKA | HOZOHA 3d KPAWUM
manoymuim saxinuunacs (D. Bezverkhnii). It is noteworthy that in some derivatives the main
procedural and optional meanings can be combined.

The word-formation models “/10 + -wus, -Huna, -naea, -neua” form intensive-procedural
nouns of feminine non-beings. The connotative meaning of intensity has led to the active
inclusion in the models of verb stems with the suffix -om-, although the mentioned models
regularly assign the meaning of intensity to stems without this suffix: 4 uu ne cmocyemocs, 6ysa,
Ys HazaibHicms 00HIEl 3 nocmosnuyb comenio «JIonOon», wo Hum Kepye nau Psaskin, oOe i
siodynacs pizanuna? Ioniyianm Ceimosutl KaxukHy8, 3 OCMAHHIX CUI HAMA2AOYUCL 30epieamu
OQiyitiHuLl MOH, MUM YACOM 80PONCHEUA 3aNONOHUNLA NONIYEUCLKUL 8I00iN0K. Ale Halleipute, HA
oymky Cunveecmpa Aszuxoeuua, 6y10 me, Wo HUHI CKpi3b wacmaia noniyis, i ysa OicaHuna,
2PIOKAHUHA JISIKAIU NOCMOSIbYIE 20mento, d We 6iH MAE GUOLIUMU OOHY 3 KIMHAmM O Yux
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HUWNOPOK  3AKOHY, AKI NOHAO Yyce NpacHymv  BUCIYHCUMUCL Neped  HaA4albCmEOM
(D. Bezverkhnii).

Word-formation models “JIO + 6a, -oma, and the model of foreign origin -(a)yis”:
Knamsb6a — piu nocana, neuanvno npoodypmomis Epix ¢hon Peil, cudsuu nopso 3i c80€r0
OPYHCUHOIO. K 80OHU CKA3ANU, EOUHE, U0 BUMALAEMBCA 80 MeHe — Yye HeBelUUKd KOHCYTbmauis.
Cumynayia Monooux noaiyianmis y po3kpummi 3104uHny 3myuiyeana noaiyianma Ceimoeozo
ocmamouno nepebpamu iniyiamusy ¢ ceoi pyku (D. Bezverkhnii) have the main meaning of
procedural names of feminine non-entities and the optional meaning of names of the result of an
action — of feminine non-entities, which in some cases can be combined with the main meaning
in one derivative.

According to the word-formation model “JIO + -nux” masculine agentive nouns are
formed — beings/non-beings. Verbal suffixes in this model can be either retained or cut off,
which led to the emergence of doublets: Tymewmniii nosimosuii ynpasnuk cvo2ooni nepeo
noyOHeM 3anianyeas 8izum 00 iocmaenozo noniyianma Tumowa Ynacosuua Hpiescbkoeo,
wob enadnamu AKicb cnpasu 3 Kynienero Kinvkox waxm y FOsziekax (Huni J[oHeybk)
(D. Bezverkhnii). The word-formation model “JIO + -v” functions only in the meaning of
agentive masculine nouns — beings: Yepes nux, kuami, 2emo 3a6y6 nuivbhyeamu 00po2y, 6i0 4020
71e0b He HACKOYUS HA NY3amo20 nekapsl, KOMputi, He COPOMIAYUCL NEPEeXoANCUx, ue 00820 a8
neysaxcrnozo nozonuua (D. Bezverkhnii) and non-beings. Some derivatives combine the
meanings of beings (persons) and non-beings. Agentive names of non-beings are the secondary
meaning of the model.

According to the model “Z1O + ’ko, -aka” derogatory personal agentive masculine nouns
are formed: Cyma, s8i0gepmo Kaodicyuu, Hemand, 6miM, NOKU WO BIOKIAJIMO ye NUMAHHSA, —
Hanoaie cayicaxa. Ynepuie 3a 6ecb yac 036a6Cs MONOOUL RUCAKA, WO 3ANUCYBAE CBIOUEHHS, —
Ab6o uepe3 xoxanms, — ye we 6inow HamseHymo, — zamucaunacy Cogpisi (D. Bezverkhnii). The
word-formation models “10 + -ypa, -oxa, -yea” are characterized by the meaning of derogatory
personal agentive nouns of the common gender: Xooa, nocmasea, manepu — yce nouunacmocs 3
Yb020: MOH, YMIHHA nodamu cebe, a He Oymu, K 3amaszypa, cepeo Kiibkocmi can)ipie y meoemy
HOBOMY HAMUCMI, CKIAOHOCMI Mepedcu8a Ha CYKHI Ul mo2o, YU 2anmo8aHd GOHA 3010MUMU
HUmMKamu..., — yi oOueni Hacmaumoeu Ycmuna Mapkiena nam’amana U 00ci, €8AMoO
00MPUMYTOUUCH 8KA3I80K 0aéHO cnouunoi ¢ bosi 6abyi.

— Ilpueaoyro, — 8’ionuso ckazana noxoiska, — nizHo eseuepi... Xoua Hi, cmpusaiime, wjo s
8ep3y, — MOYHO He 88euepi, a 8 HOUl, MOJNCIUBO HABIMb Ni0 PAHOK, XMOCb NOCMYKA8 V 08epi, s
nooymana AKulicob eonouroza i He iouununa. 1o Anneuxka minoku Ha 6ueisa0 CHOKIliIHEHbKA ma
muxa — HAcnpaeodi X 6OHA We ma Xamnyea ma axgepucmka, — npumosnsiia mimka Inawa 3
Kanyensapii, He 3abysawouu 3eadamu, wjo Aunmeuuuma 6abys we ma npoudoxa Oyia
(D. Bezverkhnii), but optionally, names of the object of action — feminine non-beings — can also
be created.

The word-formation model “Z10 + @a” in the modern Ukrainian language has the main
meaning of the names of the result of an action — feminine non-beings: — Om «serbmuwarnosni
20Cmi», — 8 20J10CI JHCIHKU OpUHING 10omb, djlle CIbO3MUBA 3NAKAHICMb HIKYOU He 3HUKIA, — ye
tomy eionnama, 3a siKy medxc He 3a0ynu. Monooa npucayxcnuys, ax zanpumimuia Cogis, meoic
Mana 3aniakaHuil 6u2iao, eupea, wo ymeopuaacs y ii oywi 3a 0onoc Mompi CHidcenuuxu, sxa
npayroe y micyesomy kabinemi neparocmpayii. /lewuysmu 6unosniosanu 36i0mu ece, 00 4020
Modxcha 6yno 6 npuuenumucs i eunazopooa ne sabapunacs (D. Bezverkhnii), and optional
meanings of procedural names of feminine non-beings: 11jo6 oOisnamucs npo nacmpii Bipu
Kykesuu, docmamubo 610 ROOUBUMUCS, K 80HA NOYUHAE CEill PAHOK, 5K il 6neeHeHa X00a ma
2pa na popmeniano saxonnosanu mewxanyie 2omenro (D. Bezverkhnii) and agentive names of
beings (persons) of the same gender: /{pyorcuna noniymeticmepa ’Kusoensdoea doconanacy 00
DPO3MO8U, — MOJICe, MO NOKOIBKA, a, MOJICe, AKUUCH 3a0a YUCMUE KUULEHT NOCMOATbYAM 2OMEIO.
— A dyorce na ye cnodisarocs, yepeosull WMamo4ok micmeuxka onunuscs ¢ pomi Mompi, —y eac €
ons meHe ingopmayia. — Tax, nHesadxciuso, 36i0Ku 5 Oi3HaANACA Me, WO CKOPO 3Hamumeme U 6u, a
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yu moodce ys basika 2apanmysamu npasousicme ckazanoeo (D. Bezverkhnii). Most agentive
personal names of the common gender have a connotative meaning of disdain, but it is an
element of the lexical meanings of the derivational bases, not the model [7], and it is absent in
derivatives formed from bases with a neutral meaning.

The model “JIO + -una” is unambiguous, only the names of the result of an action are
formed from it — feminine non-beings: O6ruuus monoouka cnoromuino 6i0 NOCMAaBIEHO20
numanua Apcenmisn Kpudica, 6iH 3po3ymis, wo 3 'sA6uUnacs mpimuHa y ixHix CmOCYHKAX, pYKuU
11020 3ampycunucs i, abu Ybo2o HIXMo He NOMIMus, 6iH CMUCHY8 iX y Kyiaku. Yeecov yeil uac
Bixmop cnoxitinicinoko nponescas y nigicKy, ocopHymuii mypoomorw mammeuHix meocecmep,
auwe OpARUHA HA WOyl Ha2adyeaia npo nobumms uvepe3 OAGHIl KAPMAPCbKUll 0Oope
((D. Bezverkhnii). The meaning of the result of an action in this model is so stable that even
from the bases of intransitive verbs nouns with only this meaning are formed. Names of the
result of an action — masculine non-entities are the main meaning of the model “JIO + -ox”: Bin
JUweHb 6e3nopaoHo Cmoss, HAMA2aYUCh XANHYMU CBINHCO20 NOBIMPs 6 N1e2eHi, CMUPEHHUM
no2NA00M NPOBI6 NO CMOIY, 0e 1excas 00PUBOK 3anucKku, 00cmaegieroi osopeyvkum. Ha mumeo
Jlany oxonuno skecb mpugoxche gi0uymms, — 6UIAUGOK CIMPAXy — HeNpUOOPKAHO20, NEPBICHO2O,
MEApUHHO20, nepeod sKum He 30amua eécmosmu dcoona cusa icmoma (D. Bezverkhnii).
Optionally, this model forms procedural names of non-beings of the masculine gender: Cogisn
cuoina 8 niemeHoOMy Kpicii, wo NOCKPUNY8aio 8i0 HeK8aniu8o2o0 No20UOY8auHs, HA oOnuuyi ii
HEeNnpuxo8aHo MIHULACA 8YaAlb 6e4IPHbOI 8MOMU, — He MAKUll PO36UMIOK NOOil OYiKy8and 8io
yvoeo kuiscokozo sizsumy (D. Bezverkhnii) and agentive names of beings (persons): — Tiroku e
Kaodicu, — €nuszasema He CmMpuMana 3HYWAIbHO20 MOHY, Wo Moobi ye He cnodobaniocs, mu uje
motu xo0ok (D. Bezverkhnii) and non-beings: Cepeo poskudanux peueii, sansecs nomasok, wo
npueepmys ysazy monrooozo noniyisnma (D. Bezverkhnii).

The only word-formation model in the modern Ukrainian language is “J1O + -60”, the main
meaning of which is the name of the object of the action of a neuter inanimate object: 3i
Cno2aodis 8UNIUBAIO KALAMYMHE UOUBO YUOPAUIHLOT HOUL. 3a Kapmamu Bikmop npozpas He max
yace U baeamo acuenayiu, wjo o6yno eeruxoro piokicmwo. Ha éxooi Coghito 3ycmpie nosasicHozco
BIKY weeluyap, Kypueo nepeonoxkoio uyvb0o2o 3amioxo20 Micys 3 6uysiiumMu o060epmumu
wnanepamu ma oeuiesumu QIpaHKamu, O20PHYMUX CULAPHMHUM OUMOM NOCMOSIbYIE, Nnieyi
JHCIHKU NOBANCHO PO3NPABUNUCS 610 ecelloi My3uKu ma KOKemaugoz2o cmixy dam. Lle 6yno
¢anmacmuune oilicmeo — cmpawine, Micmuune, 3a2adkose, s 6 Hagimb cKazas — OpyoHe, ae Hc
ganmacmuune (D. Bezverkhnii). It is noteworthy that in derivatives formed from the stems of
verbs denoting a productive action, the meaning of the object of the action is combined with the
meaning of the result of the action: 3axinuuswu 3 mpanesorw, Tumiu Yracosuu nocnsanys Ha
bazpsine mepexcuso 3axo0y cOHYs i n00ascs 00 CB0IX Kone2-3HAUOMUX, KOMPI YeKanu HAd HbO2O Y
cksepuxy 6inss Cmapokuiscokozo nonaiyiiinoeo éiooinka (D. Bezverkhnyi). Optionally, two names
of actions were formed according to this model — neuter inanimate objects (xcumeo, nicso):
Iloxoiska Hacvka, acumeo 5Koi 00MedCeHO Yy CRIIKY8AHHI, K 3a8iCOU, MOGYKU U 3
HeNnpuxo8anum npe3upcmeom npunecia na maysx conooki naioku (D. Bezverkhnii).

Names of places of action — non-beings of the feminine gender have a model “10 + -us”
in nouns of this type the suffix -u(s) often appears in a complicated form (-apus, -nbHS):
Cnansns, niocomogiena 01 OpY*CUHU BIOCABHO20 NONIYIAHMA, 8KA3YEANA HA BUSAE NOBA2U 00
makoi wanosanol i 3amodcHvoi nHosocneuenoi epaghuni (D. Bezverkhnii). There is also the
model “JI0 + -uwe” which denotes non-beings of neuter gender: Cogis nouysanacs oogoni
HEKOM@OpMHO 8 makiti KOMNAawuii, yci yi 00U Oyiu AKUMUCHL HAOMIpY 6e3mypOomHuUMU,
Heceplio3HUM, ) 20]106aX AKUX MiNbKu yavouwe. Tumiu Ynacosuu we neped CHIOAGHKOM NO4a8
pos3dbupamu 3eanuuge nanepis, w0 NOBEPHYIU U020 Y MUHYILL CNO2A0U MA HA2A0ANU NPO 8ANCKULL
nouamok i npuemne 3aeepurenns tozo kap’'epu (D. Bezverkhnii). The main function of the
majority of word-formation models of verbal nouns in the modern Ukrainian literary language is
the creation of procedural and agentive names [11]. The other three semantic categories of verbal
nouns are usually formed optionally according to models with a primary procedural meaning: the
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name of the result of an action, the place of action, and less often, the object of action or agentive
(the name of the object of action) meaning.

It is noteworthy that polysemy and synonymy are widely developed in the system of
verbal-noun word formation of the Ukrainian language. The absence of specific formal word-
forming means for most names of the result of action, object of action and place of action
complicates their opposition to procedural and agentive names. The fact that they are formed
from the bases of transitive verbs helps to distinguish the names of the result of action and object
of action from procedural names that are identical in word-formation structure [9]. The semantic
opposition of the five categories of verbal nouns declares its expression at the grammatical level:
paradigmatically and syntagmatically. Word-formation synonymy, which is a means of enriching
the expressive capabilities of the language, is inherent in agentive and procedural names.

Conclusions and research prospects. Observations of the word-formation paradigm of
verbal nouns in the modern Ukrainian literary language give grounds to assert that the formative
verbal bases in the word-formation process lose their grammaticalization and are deprived of
verbal semantics. With the help of a new nominal word-formation formant, they express a new
lexical and grammatical meaning and produce a new functional-stylistic dominant, that is, a
“transposition” occurs [3, p. 56], in particular a complete morphological one.

The process of forming nouns from verbs should be characterized as a transpositional
(mutational) type of lexical derivation, since the verbal stem turns into a noun, changing its
lexical meaning. The grammatical categories of the verb associated with the verbal inflectional
paradigm, such as tense, person, mood, number, are completely neutralized in the process of
word formation. As for the categorical meanings, the carriers of which are the entire stem
(transitivity/intransitivity) or its individual elements that can be preserved in the word formation
(kind), for each word-formation model it should be separately determined whether they are
neutralized or transformed in a certain way [9]. When creating verbal nouns, transposition
involves the word-formation processes of desemization and semization. We see the prospect of
further research in the study and analysis of the frame dominant of verbal nouns.
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Anomauyia. Bcmyn. Y cmammi onucano cno8omeipHi munu  8i00I€CAIBHUX IMEHHUKIG
(npoyecyanvbHux HaA36, A2eHMUBHUX HA38, HA38 pe3yibmamy 0ii, Ha38 00 ekma Jii ma Haze micys Oii) Kpizb
npUsMy CKIAOHUKIG JIeKCUKO-CeMAHMUYHUX MA CLOBOMBIPHO-QYHKYIHUX Modenel. 3’sacosano, wo
CeMaHmMUKa CA0BOMBIPHUX MoOenell GIO0IECAIBHUX IMEHHUKIB BUABISIEMbCSA 68 KAMe2OPIUHUX 3HAUEHHSX
iMeHHUKa, wo iX Habysaiomv MEIpHI OIECIIBHI OCHOBU 8 Npoyeci c108omeopy. st KOAHCHO20 3 po3padia
8I00IECNIGHUX IMEHHUKIG XapaKkmepHull c6itl cnocio mpancgopmayii 0iecni6Hoi ceManmuxu 8 iMeHHUKOS).

Mema cmammi — 3’sacysamu 3aKOHOMIPHOCMI CIOBOMBIPHUX MoOenell 8i00iECIBHUX IMEHHUKIB
VKPAIHCHKOT IimMmepamyphoi MO8U 6 CIPYKIMYPHO-CEMAHMUYHOMY MA QYHKYIUHOMY ACNEKMAax.

Pezynomamu. Bussieno, wo 3HaueHHs: 0epusamie He 3a8icou € NPOCHON0 CYMOI0 3HAYEHb MBIPHOT
OCHO8U Ul CIOBOMBIPHOI MoOeni, 60 Hepioko Oacamo3HayHi MEIPHI OCHOBU BKIIOYEHi 8 CLOBOMEIp i3
PI3HUM HenoeHuM 00csa2om 3Hauenb. AHAn3 c1080mMEIpHOI napaduemu 8i00IECTIBHUX IMEHHUKIE Y
CYYACHIU YKPAIHCOLKIU TTMepamypHitl MO6i 0a€e NiOCmagu CmeepoNcysamu, ujo meipHi Oi€cieHi OCHOBU 6
CLOBOMBIPHOMY NPOYEC MPaAYaioms C8010 SpAMAmMuKanizayio i no36asisiomscs OI€CHi6HOI CeMAHMUKU.
3a Oonomoeoio HO8020 iIMEHHO20 CLOBOMGIPHO20 (DOPMAHMA GOHU BUPANCAIOMb HOGE JeKCUYHe |
epamamuyne 3HAYEHHsT ma NpPoOYKYIOmMb HO8Y (QYHKYIUHO-CMULICMUYHY OOMIHAHMY, MOOMO GUHUKAE
NEepeHeCeH s, 30KpeMa NnosHe Mop@onociune. Y npoyeci meopeHHSA  GIOOIECNIBHUX —IMEHHUKIB
8100y8arOmMbCsl CI0BOMBIPHI npoyecu decemizayii ma cemizayii.

Haykoea HoBusHa nonseac 6 00CAIONCeHHI MOOuikayiinux npoyecie 63aemoolii NOXIOHUX i
MBIPHUX ~ OOUHUYb SIK  CAMOCHMIUHUX —HACMUH  MOBU, (QYHKYIUHOCMI  CLOBOMBIPHUX — 3HAYEHD,
napaoueMamuyHux i CUHMASMAMUYHUX 38 A3KI8 MIdC OOUHUYAMU CJLOBOMBOPEHHS, CIOBOMBIPHUX MUNI6
ma nexcuxkanizayii Hominamemu 8 MOGHOMY NAHOWAGMA.
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Bucnoeku. 3pobneno 6ucHo80K, W0 YMEOpeHHs IMEHHUKIB 810 OIECi6 8apmo Xapakmepuszyeamu SK
MPAHCROUYIUHUL (MYMAYItiHUIl) Mun jeKxcudHoi depueayii, OCKIIbKU OI€CHiBHA OCHO8A Nepexooumsv 8
IMEHHUKOBY, 3MIHIOIOYU CB0€ JeKCUyHe 3HaueHHs. I pamamuuni kameeopii Oieciosa, no6 s3aHi 3
OIECTIBHOIO CIIOBO3MIHHOW NAPAOUSMOI0, MAKL K Yac, ocoda, cnocio, Yucio, y npoyeci clo80meopeHHs
nosnicmio Hetimpanizoeano. Ilfo c 00 KamezopitiHUX 3HAYEHb, HOCIAMU AKUX € 6CA OCHO84
(nepexionicms | nenepexionicme) uu okpemi ii enemenmu, wo Moxicyms 30epieamucs 8 Cl080meopi (8ud),
Mo 01 KOMCHOI CNI0BOMGIPHOI MoOeni NOMPIOHO OKpeMO BUBHAYAMU, Heumpanizylomscs GOHU Uu
mparncpopmyiomeca. Momugayito cl080MEIPHUX (CEMAHMUYHUX) 3HAYEHb CI08OMGIPHOI MOOeni uu
C080MBIPHO20 6A3UCY HEOOXIOHO BIOMEHCO8Y8aMU IO UUCIEHHUX JEKCUYHUX 3HAYEHb MEIPHUX OCHOS8,
ane He 6i0 Oepusamis AK YUHHUKA YACMKOB020, THOUGIOyanvrnoeo. Cro8OMEIPHOI MOOLIIO MONCHA
esaxcamuy auuie my HOMIHAMEMY, WO Pe2YNAPHO 3 ABIAECMbCA 8 CeManmuyi 6Cix Yu 3HAYHOI KINbKOCHI
Odepugamis, YMEopeHUx 3a Yi€to MOOeJLI0, He3ANIeHCHO 8i0 3HAYEHb MBIPHUX OCHOS.

Knrouosi cnosa: crosomeipna mooeib, ClO80MEIPHe 3HAYEHHS, MPAHCcHoOpmayis, 6i00i€CHiGHI
IMEHHUKU, Kame2opis IMEHHUKIG, OIECTIBHA CEMAHMUKA, GIONOBIOHUKU, eKGI8AIEHMUL.
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