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Abstract: The spectrum of emotional and axiological meaning plans of expressives is
quite wide. It is based on the following main features of emotiona lexica units that
distinguish them from neutral lexical units: organic connection with non-verbal
fragments of the national picture of the world; the impact of scientific and technical,
socio-economic and cultural changes taking place in society; the primary role of the
human factor; belonging to a specific lexical-semantic subsystems. Lexical
expressions have a specia status in the modeling of speech. Modern linguistics
considers expressive vocabulary as a mandatory and important component of the
system of expressive (figurative) means of texts. Lexical expressions take over the
function of an intermediary between the denotative world (objective redity, the
environment) and the inner world of a person, the range of his emotiona states,
intentions, between language and thinking. The analysis of lexical expressions through
the prism of their stylistic functions in the structure of the text motivates the relevance
of the proposed study. Its purpose is to reveal the stylistic functions of expressivesin
speech and in texts, to characterize the spectrum of emotional and evaluative semantic
plans.
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1 Introduction

Already at the beginning of the 19th century, V. von Humboldt
focused the attention of linguists on the fact that language, as a
result of active human activity, is thoroughly permeated with
emotions, its sensory sphere and evaluative dimensions. The
scientist characterized speech activity not only as a means of
communication, mutual understanding, and information
exchange, but also as a special and real world that combines
external reality with internal intentions, psycho-emotional
reactions and states, the entire inner world of a person [8].
However, for quite a long period, linguists did not pay due
attention to the study of the means and methods of verbalization
of the emotional and axiological spheres of human life, in
particular, to the study of that subsystem of linguistic units that
serve as means of expression, transmission, designation, and
description of the inner world of a person. Means and methods
of verbalization of sensory and axiological spheres of human
activity have not been sufficiently researched until now, and the
long-term ignoring of the problem by linguists, based on an
anthropocentric approach to the study of linguistic phenomena,
isrightly qualified as a“linguistic error” [15, p. 35]. Against the
background of the development of psycholinguistics and modern
war events in Ukraine, there is evident attention to studies
devoted to the means and methods of verbalization of psycho-
emotional reactions and states of a person, intra- and extra-
lingual factors causing a departure from purely logical laws of
speech activity, reorientation to the speech sphere, where
sensory and axiological zones dominate. Emotive lexica units
represent subjective vision, perception and ethnically motivated
or individualized assessment of persons, any fragments of the
environment. Modeling of emotive-evaluative meaning plans of
lexemes correlates with the components of their semantic
structures - denotative and connotative components, which is the
basis for distinguishing proper nominative (neutral) and
emotive-evaluative lexemes. All of the above motivates the
relevance of the proposed article.

The representatives of the European Neo-Humboldtism
(L. Weisgerberg, G. Ipsen, P. Hartman, etc.) elaborated and
continued the Humboldt' postulates. The beginning of the 20th
century in foreign linguistics was marked by the devel opment of

a new direction caled “idedlistic linguistics’ or “aesthetic
school’. It envisaged an active study of the stylistic, expressive,
and pictoria functions of language units at different levels, an
emphasis on the dominance of the expressive and aesthetic
functions of language in communicative activity, on the
significance of the role of the human “spirit” in speech acts, in
the processes of verbalization of the inner world of a person [5,
p. 143].The emergence and development of the new direction is
qualified as a peculiar reaction of its representatives (K. Fossler,
the head of the aesthetic school, B. Croce, H. Hatzfeld,
L. Spitzer, F. Schurr, etc.) to the insufficient attention of
linguists to the problem of the human factor in speech activity
personality and “shortcomings of the theoretical and practical
activities of the young grammar school” [5, p. 143].

Anthropocentrism, which accumulated psycho-emotional,
physical, sociological, cultural, and ethnic factors, actualized the
discursive activity of the individual, which is in an inextricable
connection with the surrounding world, fragments of the
environment, language, time and space, became the basis of
modern linguistic  stylistic research. The anthropocentric
approach actualized existential motives, focused on the
individual who acts, reveals an individua worldview and
understanding of the world, own emotions, feelings,
assessments, and influences the course of events. The Ukrainian
linguistic personaity has a distinct Ukrainian-scientific
worldview, national-cultural self-identification, and linguistic
stability, which is reflected in the national linguistic picture of
the world [6].

Functionalism became another important basic principle of
linguistic stylistic studies. It actualized the study of linguistic
phenomena “in the real time-space functioning of the language”,
made it possible to significantly deepen its knowledge and
understanding  through  “additional  stylistic  nuances,
connotations, meaning overtones, which are distinguished by
linguistic signs, constitute an open system determined by the
cultural and educational level of the speakers’ [7, p. 25].

In modern linguistic-stylistic studies, emotionally valuable
lexical units are qualified as a mandatory and important
component of the system of expressive and figurative means of
human speech activity in general and the speech of artistic and
journalistic texts in particular. Emotionally valuable lexical units
perform the function of an intermediary between the denotative
world (objective redlity) and the inner world of a person, the
range of his sensory intentions, states, and axiologica
dimensions; between language and emotions[2, p. 27].

The problems and peculiarities of the functioning of the
Ukrainian emotive-evaluative (expressive) vocabulary in artistic
contexts were reflected in the works of 1. Hrytsyutenko,
S. Yermolenko, V. llyin, V. Kalashnyk, M. Kochergan,
A.Moysienko, L. Pustovit, N. Sologub, L. Stavytska,
V. Chabanenko, |. Cherednychenko, and other scientists;
however, the problems of lexica semantics - modeling,
verbalization and objectification of emotive-evaluative meaning
plans of lexica units in the Ukrainian language - have been on
the periphery of linguistic-stylistic scientific studies for a long
time.

The modern stage of the development of Ukrainian linguistic
thought is marked by the shift of the focus of research attention
from traditional approaches to the problems of the intersection of
the spheres of scientific knowledge with ethnopsychology,
psycholinguistics, linguistic culture, etc., related to linguistics
(works by S. Yermolenko, V. Zhaivoronka, O. Selivanova, etc.).

In the works of the Polish linguist Vezhbitska, the study of the
verbalization of the category of emotiondlity through the prism
of the analysis of emotional concepts is updated. Currently,
single emational concepts and their opposing pairs are actively
being studied on the material of many languages. Ukrainian
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linguists have proposed actual ways of categorizing emotional
reactions and states of a person, his inner intentions, ethnically
marked axiological dimensions of fragments of the national
picture of the world, and are implementing various aspects of
scientific research on the material of Slavic and non-Slavic
languages. Among them, linguistic and cultura (S. Y ermolenko,
V. Zhaivoronok, |. Golubovska, Zh. Kolois, M. Bagan, etc.),
semantic (O. Taranenko, T. Kosmeda, N. Boyko, O. Borisov,
L.Kotkova et a.), psycholinguistic (V. Zhaivoronok,
O. Selivanova, T. Kosmeda, etc.), functiona (N. Guyvanyuk,
V. Kaashnyk, O. Taranenko, A. Moisienko, V. Chabanenko,
T.Khomych and etc) approaches are distinguished. The
expressive potential of phraseological units as verbalizers of
emotional reactions and human states, a number of axiological
opposites of phrases (Y. Pradid, M. Gamzyuk, G. Demydenko,
etc.), tropes as representatives of emotional semantic plans
(V. Kaashnyk, O. Taranenko, A. Moysienko, L. Kravets, etc.),
emotional and sensory semantic components in the structure of a
lexical unit (O. Taranenko, N. Boyko, T. Khomych), and others
arerevealed and tracked.

The purpose of the article is to revea the specificity of means
and methods of objectification of emotional and evaluative
semantic plans of lexical unitsin the Ukrainian language.

2 Materialsand Method

In the research, philosophy and psychology are defined as the
main methodological principles, which are distinguished in
modern linguistic stylistics. They are based on postulates
formulated by scientists: 1) “knowledge of a certain people
through its language, and knowledge and understanding of a
language through knowledge of its creator and bearer - the
people” [18, p. 348]; 2) Ch. Stevenson saw the specificity of
axiological meaning in the use of language signs with a specific
purpose; their dominant function is to influence the addressee, to
cause different psychological reactions in him [17, p. 129]; 3)
“when talking about anything, a person involuntarily talks about
himself” [13, p. 715].

During the research, a complex of methods and techniques was
used, the choice of which was determined by the subject of
scientific analysis and the set tasks. In order to determine the key
concepts of emotional and axiological semantics, a systematic
review of linguistic scientific literature devoted to the linguistics
of emotions, psycholinguistic analysis of the semantics of lexical
units, and functional aspects of the studied material was carried
out. The main scientific propositions are summarized on the
basis of an interdisciplinary approach to the analysis of
emotional and axiological semantics of lexical units, in the
context of the theory of the linguistics of emotions and from the
point of view of the dominance of the expressive function in the
speech activity of communicators.

In the process of analysis, the method of linguistic observation
was used - to determine the language level (phonetic, morpheme,
morphological, lexical, semantic, syntactic, stylistic - word level
or text level) of objectification of emotional and evaluative
semantic plans of lexical units;, the method of definitional
analysis, which involves the detection of: 1) the composition of
lexemes, which contain information about emotional reactions
and states of a person in their dictionary interpretation; 2) classes
of words with lexicographically fixed emosemes and axiosemes
in the semantic structures of lexica units; 3) thematic groups of
lexemes with explicit/implicit actuaization of emosems and
axiosems of positive or negative semantic plans in a specific
dictionary definition; finding out whether emosemes and
axiosemes are recorded in the definitions of direct or figurative
meanings, whether cases of contextual modeling of emotive-
evaluative semantic plans of lexical units are confirmed in
explanatory dictionaries (in dictionary definitions of lexemes,
etc.); descriptive method (to characterize the specificity of means
and methods of objectification of emotional and axiological
semantic plans of lexica units of the Ukrainian language);
method of component analysis (to identify the features of the
semantic structures of lexical units containing emotional and

evaluative components (sems) in a dominant position); method
of contextua anaysis (to determine methods of modeling
emotional and evaluative semantic plans in usually neutral
(inexpressive) words under the influence of connections,
unexpected combinations with lexemes of other ranks within
specialy organized contexts), elements of quantitative analysis,
etc.

The research is based on factua materia collected from
explanatory dictionaries of the Ukrainian language, artistic
works of Ukrainian writers of different time limits, in particular,
contexts that contain lexical units with expressive formally
expressed (explicit) and internal emotional and axiological
semantics, have specific means of verbalizing emotions and the
axiom and factors contributing to the contextual objectification
of the connotative components of the semantic structures of
lexemes.

3 Resultsand Discussion

One of the key propositions that dominates V ezhbytska's concept
of emotionality is the thesis about the probability of establishing
connections between language and the national character of an
individual. The researcher takes as a basis the reproduction of
the inner world of a person, proposes to reveal its features based
on the specificity of the national linguistic picture of the world
[19, p. 293]. In this context, we note that in the functioning of
the Ukrainian language in recent decades, there have been
changes of a communicative and pragmatic nature, which led to
the strengthening of the psychological rejection of the “wooden”
(“0ak™) language (langue de bois), its clichés and rational
standards. As a result, there is activation and replenishment of
the stock of different levels of emotional and evauative
(expressive) tools, which have aways been considered
representatives of such important features of the Ukrainian
mentality as emotionality, humor, a somewhat ironic view of
oneself and life. Over the centuries, these features have
performed a “kind of rescue-healing function” (V. Rusanivskyi),
contributed to improving and maintaining the nation's mental
health.

The objectification of emotive-evaluative semantic plans of
lexemes can be observed at different levels of the language
system - phonetic, morpheme (word-forming), morphological,
lexical, semantic, syntactic, stylistic, at the level of the sentence
and at the level of the text.

The methods (mechanisms) that ensure the realization of
emotive-evaluative values of lexical units of the Ukrainian
language are based primarily on phonetic, morphemic (word-
forming) and lexical-semantic contrasts. They are the result of
comparison of materially expressed (formal) indicators (means)
or contextually determined emotional and evaluative meaning
plans of lexemes with their neutral counterparts. For emotionally
and evaluatively marked lexical units, aviolation of the phonetic
laws of the Ukrainian language is characteristic: the lack of
balance between vowels and consonants, their repetitions and
specific  combinations that ensure the unusuaness
(expressiveness) of the sound design of the word. The unusual
sound (phonetic objectification of emotionally and evaluatively
marked semantic plans) of lexical units actualizes a number of
basic (key) sems: ‘emotionality’, ‘valuability’ (kowtyoba,
chalamidnyk, khalepa, khaltura, pribambasy, shusyukati,
mymryty, burkotaty, varnyakati) (pharynx, tramp, trouble, hack,
gadgets, lisp, mutter, purr, snarl) and auxiliaries:
“figurativeness’ (soldafonskyi, vidmuvaty, vidbrykuvatysia- to
refuse something) (martinet, witching, kicking); “intensity” of a
sign or action (talalai, babakhnuti, lushparyty, tarabanyty) (bang,
peel, rattle), etc.

Traditionally, in the Ukrainian ethnic consciousness, the
following sounds are considered as “unpleasant”: 1) consonants
[x], [m1], [], which associatively explain the basic connotative
semes- ‘emotionality’ and ‘appreciation’ with a minus sign:
xasyamu, xakamu, xaﬂa6yt)a, xaxyna, xam, xamapkamu, xamjo,
Xamuaea, Xawopa, Xapamapkamu, Xapanyoumucs, Xapyus,
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X6epyiosamu, X6UCbKAMU, X6UWA, X60UOd, XUPSK, XAUCMAMU,
XTocm, XTOWamu, XibopKd, XAbOCMKUL, XMUKAMU, XHUKAMU,
XopKkamu, XMOKAi0; WAMKAMY, WAMOMImu, weapeomimu,
weupeamu, — wapaxamucs, — weabu  (HiMyi),  wnUHAMU,
wKabapuamu, — waplamad, — WApnak, — waxpam, — WeeHos,
wnayipyeamu, wexepseumy, Huwnopka, etc. (khavchaty,
khakaty, khalabuda, khalupa, kham, khamarkaty, khamlo,
khamliuha, khandra, kharamarkaty, kharapudytysia, khartsyz,
khvertsiuvaty, khvyskaty, khvyshcha, khvoida, khyriak,
khlystaty, khliust, khliushchaty, khlorka, khlostkyi, khmykaty,
khnykaty, khorkaty, khtokalo; shamkaty, shamotity, shvarhotity,
shvyrhaty, sharakhatysia, shvaby (nimtsi), shpyniaty,
shkabarchaty, sharlatan, sharpak, shakhrai, shvendia,
shpatsiruvaty, shekeriavyty, nyshporka); 2) combination of
“unpleasant” consonants with “unpleasant” vowels [u], [y], [€]
(according to V. Levytskyi): owcebonimu,  orcesdicux,
DHCEBIHCUKYBATNULL, — HCUBOOED,  HCUBOIO,  IHCUBONYN,  HCUMYXA,
Jrcepmu, XUpSK, SIOYUKDUNCUMU, WLY2AMU, WelbMd, dHcepemis,
yukunouxa  (2opinka),  xunenymu  (zhebonite,  zhevzhik,
zhevzhikutii, zhivoder, zhivoder, zhivolup, zhituha, zherty,
hiryak, odchykryzhity, shugat, shelma, zheretiya (a viper that
climbs trees), chikildiha (vodka), khylnuti); 3) repetition of the
same syllables: a6paxaoabpa, 6abaxamu  (6abaxuymu,
b6abaxnymucs), 6ebexnymu (bebexHymucs), suoosuuje, cepeend,
yueuxamu, Xuxukamu, — 006202071068Ull,  3MUKUMUMLL,
sukapackamucs, 2ozomamu (to laugh loudly, uncontrollably),
suwnemumu (Swear a lot), szamupumu, Hawxeaprosamu,
owananymumu (0 deceive), kawioxa, Hepozmoponmuil,
nomupumu  (bear),  mananai, mapamaiika, mamapsa,
mamaxkamu, MmuHAMucs, mymykamu, poskokowumucs (begin to
show ridiculous arrogance, hot temper; to heat up),
Ppo3KymMekysamu, mapapam (quarrel scandal), npubambacu,
ymionokamu, ymupumu (0 sreal), ymupumucs, memepimu (10 be
suddenly embarrassed, confused), owenewenuii, yumuuxysamu,
WYUYKamucst (abrakadabra, babakhaty (babakhnuty,
babakhnutysia), bebekhnuty (bebekhnutysia), vydovyshche,
herhepa, tsyhykaty, khykhykaty, dovhoholovyi, zmykytyty,
vykaraskatysia, hohotaty, vyshpetyty, zatyryty, nashkvariuvaty,
oshalaputyty, kaniuka, neroztoropnyi, potyryty, talaai, tarataika,

tatarva, tatakaty, tyniatysia, tutukaty, rozkokoshytysia,
rozkumekuvaty, tararam, prybambasy, uliuliukaty, utyryty,
utyrytysia, teterity, osheleshenyi, chymchykuvaty,

shushukatysia); 4) repetition of one consonant in combination
with different vowels: subesxamu, smemowumucs, camerumu
(engorge), eyeomimu, eyzHumu, 3asixamu, 30a6imu, 36ep3mu (to
say nonsense), uyusepimu (to become clumsy, crusty, rough)
(vybevkaty, vteliushchytysia, hatelyty, huhotity, huhnyty,
zazikhaty, zbabity, zverzty, chuchverity); 5) repetition of one
vowel in combination with different consonants: aeaxano,
6anazypumu, 6anamym, 6apaxno, earanoamucs (to walk idly,
loiter), emenenamu (to understand), emepebumu (to insert),
eanaxamu (to speak loudly), copoiscumucs (ahakalo, balahuryty,
balamut, barakhlo, valandatysia, vtelepaty, vterebyty, halakaty,
horoizhytysia); 6) the presence of “unpleasant” consonant
compounds in the phonetic design of the word, which are
associatively connected with the pejorative meaning of the
lexical unit.Sound combinations with the vibrant [r] and sound
combinations: [br] - pawwucm, 6paxopob, 6penvkamu,
b6abpamucs (to do something slowly), 6pexamu, 6puoxui,
6pudoma, opuwkamu (to behave swaggeringly; brag, boast);
opymanvhutl, 6psaxcuamu (to play a musical instrument clumsily
or carelessly), 6pasnymu (to throw with force, hitting something,
etc. (rashyst, brakorob, brenkaty, babratysia, brekhaty, brydkyi,
brydota, bryshkaty; brutalnyi, briazhchaty, briaznuty); [dr]:
Opaznusutl, OpaKoHI6CbKUll, Opana (Weuoko mikamu Kyou-
Hebyob), Opab (dian. obiopaneyw, 60CsK), opanamu (UEUOKO
siocmynamu, 3anuwamu SAKy-He6yOb mepumopiro), Opanixcka
(30upcmeo, epabixcHuymeo), opetipumu (bosmucs mpyoHowis,
nebesneku;,  JaAKamucs, — poszyoniogamucs), — OpemeHymu,
OpeHuamu(OpeHbkamu), OpenvbKim, OpusHymu (meuoko nodiemu,
ymexkmu abo CUlbHO 80apumu  Ko2o-HeOyov), Opibomimu
(2060pumu  Oydxice weudko, crkopomoskoio), etc. (drazlyvyi,
drakonivskyi, drala, drab, drapaty, drapizhka, dreifyty,
dremenuty, drenchaty (drenkaty), drenkit, dryznuty, dribotity).

Thematically, ignoring sound aesthetics and the experience of
perceiving the unpleasantness of lexical units in the Ukrainian
language is recorded in the phonetic forms of words that convey
deviations from normative speech or reproduce sound effects
accompanying walking, certain dynamic, sudden (unpredictable,
unexpected) movements, actions, etc.. 6Gosxamu, 6yavkamu,
Oypuamu, 6ApHAKAMU, 2APUKAMU, 2APKABUMU, 2Y2HABUMU,
doicepromamu, O3eHbKamu, OeeKamu, iceOOHImu, Telromamu,
JqAwiamu, mypmomamu, Mpromimu, JACKamu,  Mumpumu,
Mupkamu, mpickomimu, xapamaprkamu; yananamu,
wiKanoubamu, woeeamu, wacmamu, oomapabanumu (to reach),
6pb0xamuc;t; cexamu, camumu, XJabocmamu, JsAacKkamu,
b6ebexrymu (throw with force), 6emkamu, 6epxuyamu (suddenly
fall, overturning), 6examu (to fall hardly; to hit hard), to roar
(quickly move forward), xnonamu, opsizkamu, 6ayamu, yeaxamu,
ymakamu, menenvkamu, Ozenvkamu, etc. (bovkaty, bulkaty,
burchaty, varniakaty, harykaty, harkavyty, huhniavyty,
dzherkotaty, dzenkaty, bevkaty, zhebonity, gelgotaty, liashchaty,
murmotaty, murmotity, liaskaty, mymryty, myrkaty, triskotity,
kharamarkaty; chalapaty, shkandybaty, chovhaty, shastaty,
dotarabanyty, brokhatysia; hekhaty, hatyty, khlostaty, liaskaty,
bebekhnuty, bemkaty, berkytsaty, bekhaty, khlopaty, briazkaty,
batsaty, chvakaty, tsmakaty, telenkaty, dzenkaty).

An indicator of phonetic objectification of emotional and
evaluative meaning plans of lexical units can aso be their
novelty, exoticism (often in combination with foreign phonetic
design) and even the incomprehensibility of the meaning for
individual speskers of the language in a certain period of its
development: consulting, broker, establishment, impeachment,
teenager, distributor, etc. Let us compare with Stevenson's
thoughts: “ Sounding a word by itself can physiologically be able
to express certain emotions, and this supports the skills formed
in the process of use” [17, p. 130].

The phonetic objectification of emotional and evaluative
meaning plans of lexical units is traced in artistic contexts,
which are characterized by the use of sound symbolism. Its
emergence is due to the interaction of different types of
sensations -acoustic, motor, visual, etc.: “I'apmudep, 2anac, 2am
v eai”™Harmider, clamor, hum in the grove’ (T. Shevchenko);
“Yymu: xkpy! kpy! kpy! B uyocuni ympy,/ 3axu mope nepeneuy,/
Kpunonvka 3impy” “Hear: cool! cool! cool! | will die in a
foreign country,/ | will fly across the sea/ | will destroy my
wing” — the vowe U is a symbol of death, grief (B. Lepky);
“Ocinniil 0env, oCiHHili denwb, ocinniu! O cuniil OeHb, 0 CuHill
denv, o cunitl! Ocanna oceni, o cym! Ocanna. Hesowce ye ocins,
ocinb, 0! — ma cama” Autumn day, autumn day, autumn day!
Oh blue day, oh blue day, oh blue! Hosanna to autumn, oh
sadness! Hosanna Is it autumn, autumn, oh! - the same”
(L. Kostenko).

Similar to sound-symbolic words in terms of their functional
load, in artistic contexts, there are onomatopoeic lexemes and
exclamation derivatives, which also appear as atypical, unusual
against the background of neutral-nominative (phonetically
unmotivated) xyoxkyoaxamu, waekamu, Kaxkamu, KUuKamu,
mnpycekamu (drive the cat away), poxxamu, Xxpioxamu,
ysexkamu, az?Kamu, azakamu, zedkamu, cemvKamu, nxekamu,
mroKamu, okamu, gykamu, akamu, examu, 208Kamu, KyKyKamu,
nymramu, coorxamu, €tc. (kudkudakaty, niavkaty, kakhkaty,
kyshkaty, tpruskaty, rokhkaty, Kkhriukaty, tsiavkaty, aikaty,
ahakaty, heikaty, hetkaty, pkhekaty, tiukaty, okaty, fukaty, akaty,
ekhaty, hovkaty, kukukaty, numkaty, sobkaty): “Oce e mamaii
meni nao Oywero”*Don't worry about my soul!” (Ostap
Vishnya); “He mamyu, xonu cmapwi 2osopsims ™ Don't touch
when elders speak” (M. Stelmakh); “ Vxproxanace [fed up] meni
sawa pepma!”™1'm fed up with your farm!” (Oles Gonchar), let
us compare it with the dialecta yxoprxamucsa(to get tired)
(ukhorkatysia) (get tired).

Thus, the specificity of phonetic means of objectification of
emotional and evaluative semantic plans of lexical units in the
Ukrainian language consistsin the violation of established norms
and ways of sound design of the word, in ignoring the phonetic
laws of the Ukrainian language (lack of melodious balancing of
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vowels and consonants, their repetitions and atypical
combinations), which gives rise to the sound unusualness
(expressiveness) of the lexical unit. The objectification of
emotionally and evaluatively marked semantic plans of lexical
units involves matching the specific sound of the word-sign
(sound complex) with the specificity of its semantic structure,
with the dominance of the connotative component and its basic
components - evaluative and emotive semes, often with a distinct
actualization of imagery, intensity, parametricity, etc.

Active materially expressed (formal) indicators (means) of
objectification of emotional and evaluative semantic plans of
lexical units in the Ukrainian language include the morphemic
(word-forming) level. Structural motivators serve as word-
forming markers of emotive-evaluative lexical units and their
semantic plans: the use of emotive-evaluative creative bases,
subjective evaluation affixes, modification and transformation of
phraseological units, and the creation of emotive-evaluative
composites based on them, modeling of a specific category of
lexical units - individualy - author's occasionalisms, which with
their formal innovation serve as a contrast to the usual neutral
lexical units.

The works of O. Bezpoyasko, K. Horodenska, V. Hrestchuk,
A.Hryshchenko, N. Klymenko, I. Kovaik, K. Lenets,
L. Rodnina, H. Sagach, G. Semirenko, V. Tokar, V. Khristenok
and other scientists are devoted to the study of means and
methods of word formation in Ukrainian linguistics. The
attention of linguists is primarily focused on the study of neutral
(non-expressive) lexemes of various linguistic affiliations.
Regarding the expressive means of word formation, it was found
that the main attention of scientists was focused on the analysis
of subjectively marked units of the suffix system of the
Ukrainian language. Characterization of the productivity of
suffixes that form ethnically marked augmentatives and
diminutives, which with the development of emotional and
evaluative semantic plans “grow into names of subjective
evaluation”, was carried out [13, p. 184]. However, emotional
and evauative semantic plans can also manifest as multi-
structural lexical units, which are the result of the interaction of
different word-formation methods, word-formation types and
their models. Suffixes of subjective assessment, which contain
semes of positive/negative emotional-evaluative characteristics
(aswell as neutral ones) belong to closed classes. The mentioned
formants are combined with the creative bases of amost all
meaningful parts of speech, explicating a fairly developed
system of creating emotional and evaluative semantic plans of
lexemes that serve as a means of expressing artistic contexts:
“Bona Oil00pucenvka, HOCUK y Hei 2VO3UKOM, HONCEHAMKA Y
sonoxamenvruxuepesuxax. “She is white-haired, her nose is a
button, a little girl in hary shoes..” (Ostap Vyshnya);
“ Hivoeenvra napa?“ “Not a good couple?’ (Oles Honchar);
...uemino mam wock Ha camicinbkomy Oui ', * A igys, dieuuruna,
oigyeanvruyst/  Jlo Kooicyxa, Kodicywenvka max i eopnemucs,/ A
6abyns, 6abynuns, 6adycenyis/ Jlo diguuceka, Oiguunucbka max i
mymmbcsi  /~  Cupomuna ¢,  CUpOmMYIs,  CUPONMAWEYKd,
Babymamys, babymamko, 6abyconeuxo...” “ ...there was something
pinched at the very bottom” (Gr. Tyutyunnik); “And a girl, a
virgin/ To a coat, a coat, and so on/ And a grandmother, a
grandmother, a grandmother/ To a girl, a girl, and huddles / -
Orphan, orphan, Grandmother, grandmother, grandmother” (1.
Drach); “ Kono mebenvro s — ousucy” “1'm around you - look...”
(M. Vingranovskyi), “...6i0 epsizioku ceoei, 3100102u, i 8 6aHHI He
siomuemecsy” “... you can't wash yourself off your mud, you
villain, even in the bath” (Oles Honchar).

Means of word-forming objectification of emotional-evaluative
semantic plans of lexemes are: 1) emotional-eval uative creative
basis (word): 6apaxonvrux, baranopacuux, baxypka, 3axcepa,
3anyoa,cnecuseys,  npueepeda, nepeopexa  (barakholnyk,
baliandrasnyk, bakhurka, zazhera, zanuda, spesyvets, pryvereda,
perebrekha), etc.; 2) a single subjectively marked affix or a
combination of several affixes, among which there is aso an
emotionally evaluative one: 6abiii, 106yp, bopodaii (-ans, -au),
XBOCMUCLKO (-UYOK, -uye, -s2da, -saKd, -apa), oQiyepHs, XumpyH
(-yxa, -k, -A40K), OinOK, AimMmeuko, JHcueeceHvKutl, NOLIMUKAH,

MUXOHSl, OPIMAILIO,KYYEPSIBEHbKUL, IHCOBMICIHLKUL, YaACMICIHbKUL,
icmonwru (babii, lobur, borodai (-an, -ach), khvostysko (-ychok, -
yshche, -yaha, -yaka, -yara), ofitsernia, khytrun (-ukha, -yak, -
yachok), dilok, litechko, zhyvesenkyi, politykan, tykhonia, drimailo,
kucheriavenkyi, zhovtisinkyi, chastisinkyi, yistonky), etc., 3)
benvkomyn (-yxa), 606KyH, Opexau (-yH, -yxa), banodloea, neomeca,
6EPECKVH (-yXa), XapyuszsaKka, MOpOaHs, He30apucbko, ceunmyc (B
CBUHS 2) niOauseHv, wkanivika (BiI ILIKAaNa), HNApuUEeHbKUL,
Kuylonvka, mepeoi, gigoura, ueanvbko, wmapkay, ysayinoka (Big
yays 3) (belkotun (-ukha), bovkun, brekhach (-un, -ukha),
bandiuha, neotesa, vereskun (-ukha), khartsyziaka, mordan,
nezdarysko, svyntus (vid svynia 2), pidlyzen, shkapiika (vid
shkapa), parshyvenkyi, kytsiunka, terebii, fifochka, chvanko,
shmarkach, tsiatsinka (vid tsiatsia 3), etc.

The specific status in the Ukrainian language belongs to the
ancient, but quite active and distinctive in terms of emotional
and evauative dimensions subcategory of diminutiveness
(smallness). Although manifestations of diminutiveness can be
traced in al Slavic languages, its objectification in them is far
from the same, since the functional orientation of diminutive
formations is determined not by communicative needs, but by
expressive and figurative ones, which directly depends “on the
peculiarities of the national-psychic composition of the speakers
of one or another languages’ [12, p. 34]. This is represented by
the materials of bilingual dictionaries, which record the
quantitative advantage of Ukrainian words with diminutive-
ameliorative suffixes compared, for example, to Russian ones.
Thus, one lexeme of the Russian language “rebenochek” (a
child) in the dictionary corresponds to nine Ukrainian ones
(Oumunxa, oumunouxka, OumuHoHbKA, OUMUNYA, OUMUHYAMKO,
Oumuns, Oumunsmko, Hemogismko, figurative areuxa)
(dytynka, dytynochka, dytynonka, dytyncha, dytynchatko,
dytynia, dytyniatko, nemovliatko, figurative lialechka) [14, vol.
3, p. 183], and five Russian manvuuk, manpuuwra, marvyonka,
manvuonox, manmvuyean (malchyk, malchyshka, malchonka,
malchonok, malchuhan) correspond to fourteen Ukrainian [14,
vol. 1, p. 650-651]. The eleven-volume dictionary records even
more - eighteen (xroniiko, xnonyioea, xaonua, XiONuax,
xXaondamko, XJION4eHA, XJ0N4uUK, XJaon4duHa, XJIONYUHKA,
XJIONYUCHKO, XIONYUYOK, XJOnduwe, XJI0n's, xaon'sea, Xion'si,
xaon'smro, xaon'smouxo, xaonax) (Khlopiiko, khloptsiuha,
khlopcha, khlopchak, khlopchatko, khlopchenia, khlopchyk,
khlopchyna,  khlopchynka,  khlopchysko,  khlopchychok,
khlopchyshche, khlopia, khlopiaha, khlopiak, khlopiatko,
khlopiatochko, khlopak) [14, vol. 11, p. 84-86]. The given
examples prove that the Ukrainian language has an exceptionally
rich system of word-forming means - formal (mainly suffixal)
verbalizers of emotional-evaluative semantic plans of lexical
units - to reveal the subtlest emotional-sensual states of a person,
emotional-evaluative intentions of the speaker and their
objectification.

It is important to note that even when diminutive formations are
used to verbalize and convey the physical smallness of a thing
(used in an objective-distinguishing function), they become a
means of actualizing anthropological coordinates, imply taking
into account subjective factors, because it is common knowledge
that “small is characteristic to be nice” (Sh. Balli).

The analysis of the actual material proved that the diminutive-
ameliorative suffixes usualy serve as single markers of the
emotive-evaluative semantic plans of lexemes, combining with
neutral creative bases: 3gicmouka, coneuxo, MicaueHbKO, OeHbOK
(zvistochka, sonechko, misiachenko, denok) (news, sun, moon,
day). Diminutive-ameliorative suffixes are able not only to give
neutral creative bases positive semantic shades, but aso to
influence the semantic structures of lexemes with an emotive-
evaluative creative base, participating in the modification
(“improvement” or “deterioration”) of the semantic plans of
lexemes. “Improvement” was observed in the cases of the
combination of a diminutive-ameliorative suffix with a negative-
evaluative creative base: eopisicenvru, mopoouka, munux,
OpexyHeyb, HAPY2OHbKA, HEBONEHbKA, He2000HbKA, NY3aAHYUK
(contemptuous KYNnuuK), inmpuoicka, nozanenvKutl,
nozanecenvkutl, nackyonenwkuti (vorizhenky, mordochka, typyk,
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brekhunets, naruhonka, nevolenka, nehodonka, puzanchyk
(contemptuous kupchyk), intryzhka, pohanenkyi, pohanesenkyi,
paskudnenkyi), etc. Accordingly, “deterioration” is revealed in
the semantic structures of lexemes with neutral (often abstract)
creative bases, to which diminutive-ameliorative suffixes are
attached: meopiiixa, ideiika, noesitika, npobremka, memxa,
piweneyn, cmametika, 3e MIAUOK, yapuxu, Hapodeyn,
nucapeys(teoriika, ideika, poeziika, problemka, temka,
rishenets, stateika, zemliachok, tsaryky, narodets, pysarets), etc.
(“uumarome piweneyw, i I'nam diznacmocs, wo 11020 3aCy0HCeHO
na 3acranns ¢ Cubip” “...the verdict is read, and Hnat learns that
he has been sentenced to exilein Siberia’ (M. Kotsyubynskyi).

Therefore, the diminutive-ameliorative suffixes of the Ukrainian
language reveal a particularly wide range of emotional and
evaluative meaning plans of lexemes. In artistic, journalistic
contexts, oral speech, they usualy explicae the semes
connotations: kindness, tenderness, affection, sympathy, as well
as contempt, irony, etc. Specially organized contexts reveal the
ambivalent status of diminutive-ameliorative formants as part of
lexical units.

Derived lexical units with augmentative-pejorative suffixes
testify to an equally developed system of suffixes that explain
the connotative semes: rudeness, contempt, etc. Emotionally and
evaluatively marked formants provide negative characteristics of
fragments of the environment, emotional-evaluative conclusions
about persons or objects not directly, but only by interacting
with creative bases.

The specificity of augmentative-pejorative formants of the
Ukrainian language is in their emotional and evauative
diversity. Thus, the formants -ak, -yak, -chak provide the
characteristics of a person, often expressing disapproval (ousax,
nusk) (dyvak, pyiak) (weird, drunkard) and irony (crusmsix)
(slyzniak) (slug), and only occasionally the suffix -yak expresses
approva (dobpsx) (dobryak) (kind). A number of formants
together with the corresponding creative bases model an
unfavorable characteristic of a person by action: -yu (zimyn), -sax
(nusk), -naK (kpuensk), -nux (6abnux) (-un (litun), -yak (pyiak), -
liak (kryvliak), -nyk (babnyk)) (with a hint of contempt). The
formant -yn ensures the formation of emotional and evaluative
names of persons according to interna and externa
characteristic features: ouxyn, cainyn, moscmyn, kopomyn; -un-o
(dykun, slipun, tovstun, korotun; -yl-0) - only on the outside -
30oposuno(zdorovylo) (healthy). The suffix -eys(-€ts) servesas a
companion for neutral meanings (ykpaireys, 6opeys, xnoneyv)
(ukrainets, borets, khlopets) (Ukrainian, fighter, guy), as well as
ironic (xapaxmepeys, 6abeys) (Kharakterets, babets) (character,
woman) and derogatory (cnecuseyv) (spesivets) (angry). The
combination of the formant -eys(-ets) with the corresponding
cregtive bases actuaizes semes ‘approval’, ‘admiration'
(monooeyv) (Molodets) (well done). The mentioned suffix takes
part in the modeling of emotional and evauative names of
persons according to a certain characteristic feature, peculiarities
of behavior and relations between subjects. 6Geszymeys,
3a0punaneysb, NIAKCUGEYdb, CKyNeyv, pesHUseYb (bezumets,
zadrypanets, plaksyvets, skupets, revnyvets), etc. The formant -
au (-ach) together with the creative base ensures the formation of
negative evaluative values - interna (psau) and external (rocau)
features of a person. The pgjorative color also has the suffix -uz
(o) (-il (0)) (300posuno). The formants -yx (-iox), -yn-a (101-1) —
(uk (-yuk), -ul-ya (yul-ya)) participate in the reproduction of
both positive and negative characteristics of a person (eapriok,
yucmiok, uucmions; cmapyx, kpueyis (harniuk, chystiuk,
chystiulia; staruk, kryvulia)). The augmentative-pejorative
suffixes -aw, -on (-ash, -on) ensure the creation of a negative
gualification of the subject by type of activity (mopeaw,
condagon) (torhash, soldafon). The formants -yr(a), -tor(a), -
ar(a), -ar(a) (-uh(a), -yuh(a), -ah(a), -yah(a)) manifest distinctly
pejorative emotional and evauative meanings (gsosyroea,
nantoea, bandioza, 3noodioea, 6ocayioea) (vovtsiuha, paniuha,
bandiuha, zlodiuha, bosiatsiuha). In combination with pejorative
creative bases, they intensify their semantics, conveying
condemnation, disdain for a person (zedaproca, xammoza,
n'anoea) (ledariuha, khamliuha, pianiuha). These formants are

characterized by the modeling of enlarged and coarsened
semantic plans of lexemes that name animals, etc. The suffixes -
yean, -iean(-ugan, -yugan) strengthen the meaning of
disapproval of a person (didyear) (didugan) or afragment of the
environment (¢improean) (vitryugan), model the coarse-
pejorative semantics of lexical units. The formants -aw, -aus, -
env(-an, -an, -en) serve as means of objectifying the negative
characteristics of persons based on age, appearance, and mental
abilities (cmapuean, 300posans, oxamw, Oypems) (staryhan,
zdorovan, okan, duren); -yp(a), -top(a) (-ur(a), -yur(a)) combine
the semantics of objective increase with a negative evaluation
(cobayropa, nociopa) (sobatsiura, nosiura), represent the sharply
revedled semantics of rudeness and contempt (6ocsayropa)
(bosiatsiura), sometimes reveal an ironic-humorous emotional
semantic plan (nimuypa, nixmypa) (nimchura, pikhtura) and
gravitate towards colloquial language, giving neutral bases
(roots) distinct shades of coarseness.

Individual pejorative lexemes with this suffix have a number of
counterparts, represented by synonymous co-root models with
other formants: nciopa — ncapa — ncroka — ncroea — nesika,
6ocaylopa — 6ocayloza (pSyura — psyara — psyuka — psyuga —
psyaka, bosyatsyura — bosyatsyuga), etc. The suffix -iz (-iy)can
be combined with both neutral formatives (s00iu, xoniur) (vodiy,
koliy) and provide modeling of emotional and evauative
meaning plans, carrying out explication: pampering, humiliation
(mamiy), lack or insufficient literacy (epamomiit), negative social
characteristics of persons (kpaoiu, sepmiir). The formants -au, -
au (-ai, -yai) take part in the modeling of negative evaluativeness
—eopnai (horlay). A high degree of functional activity is inherent
to the suffix -ucex(o) (-ysk(0)), which, in combination with
creative bases, conveys: a) a disapproving assessment of persons
- XJONYUCBKO, HYONO0BIYUCHKO, OIOUCLKO, NAHUCHKO, HE30aPUCLKO
(khlopchysko, cholovichysko, didysko, panysko, nezdarysko); b)
the increased pejorative meaning of the general plan
-KADAHUCLKO, OKVHUCLKO, COMUCHKO, 40OOMUCLKO, 300pUCHKO,
mymanucvko,  eimpucerko(kabanysko, okunysko, somysko,
chobotysko, zborysko, tumanysko, vitrysko). Connecting with
the foundations (roots) of abstract semantics, the anayzed
formant appears as an active means of creating a coarse and

peorative  evaluation - cmixosuceko,  NOCMIX06UCHKO,
CMPAMOBUCHKO, CMuUA0BUCHKO (compare with
neutralnacosucero, JHCUMHUCHKO) (smikhovysko,

posmikhovysko, stramovysko, stydovysko).

Feminine nouns with augmentative-pejorative suffixes combine
the semantics of coarseness (enlargement) with a pejorative
evaluation and explain a familiar-disparaging attitude to the
subject of thought. This semantic and word-forming group is
represented by the following formants: -yx(a), -ox(a) -
banaxkyxa, -ax(a) — pubaxa, -yk(a), -wK(a) — Xon00wka,
2psA3I0Ka, 3MIOKaA, -ux(a) — MHuxa, -omax(a) — epydomaxa, -
wun(a) — nimepamypwuna, -ayi(s) (nepenae ipoHir) —
myopayis, -ek(a) — nawexa, -enyi(s) — wmykenyis, ee(a) —
mopbeza, -epi(s) — mawunepis, -Heu(a) — 2ypKomHeya, -omu(s) —
2YypKOmMHS, ~-OmHus6(a) — 2ypKOMHAGA, ~AHUH (a) — 2ynanuna, -1ie-
+-x (-ukh(a), -yukh(a) — balakukha, -akh(a) — rybakha, -uk(a), -
yuk(a) — kholodiuka, hriaziuka, zmiiuka, -ykh(a) — mnykha, -
omakh(a) — hrudomakha, -shchyn(a) — literaturshchyna, -atsi(ia)
(peredaie ironiiu) — mudratsiia, -ek(a) — pashcheka, -entsi(ia) —
shtukentsiia, eh(a) — torbeha, -eri(ia) — mashyneriia, -nech(a) —
hurkotnecha, -otn(ia) — hurkotnia, -otniav(a) — hurkotniava, -
anyn (a) — hupanyna, -liv-+-k) (indicates the result of an action
that does not meet the social norm, standard) —spisusniexa
(zrivnidivka), etc.

Nouns of the common gender (feminine-masculine) with
augmentative-pejorative  suffixes usualy provide negative
characteristics of persons. The negative semantics of increase
with a familiar-disparaging shade is provided by creative bases
combined with formants: -ax(a), -ax(a): eyasxa, 3adasak,
Mmoposika, enodusika, kpusiaka (-ak(a), -yak(a): huliaka, zadavak,
mordiaka, vlodyiaka, kryvlaka). The connotation with the
“minus’ sign has a rather wide amplitude- from disapproval (-¢
(a) — nnaxca, promca) ((-s (a) — plaksa, riumsa)) to contempt and
irony (-ow(a) — cesmowa (-osh(a) — sviatosha) (pretend-pious,
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hypocritical-righteous person). Only the formant -s2(a)(- yag(a))
combined ameliorative (po6omsiea, Odobpsiea, ckpommsea,
oionsza(robotiayga, dobriyaga, skromniayga, bidniayaga)
(sympathetically)) and pejorative (6poosza(brodiyaga) (with a
tone of disapprova), oinsea(dilyaga) (with a tone of contempt)
evaluations. The participation of suffixes in the formation of
negative emotional and evauative semantic plans of lexemes
implies: 1) the possibility of being combined only with certain
evaluative bases and 2) the specificity of their phonetic design: -
102(a) — gicadnioea, xumpioza, n'anioza; -10k(a) — 3m0Ka; -ox(a) —
3abpvoxa, -yo(a) — 3anyoa, -yp(a), -1op(a) — samazypa, -eHop(a)
— cKynenopa, -uHop(a) — CKYRUHOpA, -uHo(s) — CKYRUHOS, -
enopse(a) — ckynenopsiea, -epose(a) — ckyneposiea, -eposK(a) —
cKyneposika, -oc(a) — Heuwoca, -ic(a) — eyaweica, -ec(a) —
neomeca, -in(a) — eymvmina, -ox(a) — manopwvoxa (-yuh(a) —
zhadniuha, khytriuha, pianiuha; -yuk(a) — zliuka; -okh(a) —
zabrokha, -ud(a) — zanuda, -ur(a), -yur(a) — zamazura, -endr(a) —
skupendra, -yndr(a) — skupyndra, -ynd(ia) — skupyndia, -
endriah(a) — skupendriaha, -erdiah(a) — skuperdiaha, -erdiak(a) —
skuperdiaka, -05(a) — nechosa, -is(a) — hulvisa, -es(a) — neotesa, -
ip(a) — hultipa, -okh(a) — mandrokha), etc.

It was found that the pejorative suffix -uw(e) (-ysh(€)) in the
names of non-beings and the names of animals models mainly

enlarged  (coarse)-evaluative  word-formative  derivatives:
HooCUWe,  xeocmuuje,  Oopoduwe,  nagyuuuje,  G08uULYE
(nozhyshche, khvostyshche, borodyshche, pavuchyshche,

vovchyshche), and, accordingly, in the nominations of persons -
affective,  negatively-evaluated:  6abuwe,  ceexpymuye
(babyshche, svekrushyshche). “Improvement” of the evauative
value was observed only in the emotivesopyarcuye andxronuuwe
(druzhyshche andkhlopchyshche), which have positive (or
neutral) emotive evaluative roots.

Thus, the power of the emotional and evaluative semantic
potential of augmentative formations is quite stable, subjectively
oriented and indisputable, since they are practically unable to
reveal the “pure” objective physical increase of a thing, their
connotation is not connected and does not directly depend on
parametric denotative semes. Reproduction of intensive-
parametric features of the object without involving the emotional
and evaluative conclusions of the speaker is usually provided by
neutral phrases (compare: very strong wind (viter) and simproza,
simprozan, simpuwe (Vitriuha, vitriuhan, vitryshche); long beard
(boroda) and 6opoouwye (borodyshche)).

The specificity of the meanings of derived emotives-diminutives
(more often) and emotives-augmentatives (rarely) is determined
by their position in the communicative activity of a person, their
functional role in communicative processes and the type of
nomination - neutral or expressive.

Augmentative-pejorative suffixes, which change “minus’ to
“plus’” mainly within a specially organized context, appear to be
more consistent in modeling the typical emotiona and evaluative
meaning plans of lexemes. Among the diminutive-ameliorative
suffixes, it is difficult to single out diminutive semes (small
things, diminutives), since they can simultaneously objectify
both affection, tenderness, approval, etc., and the most diverse
pejorative shades of meaning - from familiar
(inmpuoicka(intryzhka) intrigue) to contemptuous (zemusuox
(zemliachok) (countryman)). In addition to modeling binary
emotive and axiological meaning planes, diminutive suffixes are
able to “soften” the negative-evaluative semantics of the creative

base (Gicens, kapanyszux, mupwasenvkui,  Hapy2oHvKa,
nedonenvka, nyzamenvkuil, ckanoarvuux (bisenia, karapuzyk,
myrshavenkyi,  naruhonka,  nedolenka, puzatenkyi,

skandalchyk), etc.); to strengthen it somewhat, actualizing the
ironic-despicable potential, in particular seme contempt for this:
nAacKyOHeHbKull, nocinauka, n'sHuuenvka, dighoura
(paskudnenkyi, posipachka, pianychenka, fifochka); add to the
content of the neutral creative base semesof negative plans
(disapproval, familiarity, irony, condemnation, disgust, etc.):
3aKoxXameyv, iHmMeniceHMuK, Hapooeyv, nucapeysb, NPayieHU4OK,
NnpoOCMayox, peyen3ilika,po3ymeysb, poO3yMOK, pOIbKA, POMAHEYD,
POMAHCUK, CeKpemapuk, Ccmameukd, CIOHCemux, meopiika,

munux,  Qirocoiika,  xazauuux, yapux  (zakokhanets,
intelihentyk, narodets, pysarets, pratsivnychok, prostachok,
retsenziika, rozumets, rozumok, rolka, romanets, romansyk,
sekretaryk, stateika, siuzhetyk, teoriika, typyk, filosofiika,
khaziaichyk, tsaryk) etc.

Sometimes, at the synchronic level, the means of objectification
of the emotive-evaluative meaning plans of the lexeme may not
be clearly identified and perceived by native speakers, but this
does not significantly affect the connotative (emotional-
evaluative) potential of the lexical unit. Etymological analysis
makes it possible to identify the connections of the
corresponding emotive-evaluative word with others, to find out
its connections with units of other language levels. Thus, the
semantics of the dialect lexeme of aze6edaxa (poor man) can be
motivated by identifying the interaction of two marked lexical
units (as a result of contamination), one of which is a
diminutive-ameliorative formation (ze6eouxis an affectionate
address to a man), and the other is a sympathetic-indulgent
6ioonaxa (poor man) (with the suffix of subjective assessment).

The conclusion that lexemes with diminutive formants provide
the objectification of positive-evauative semantic plans, and,
correspondingly, those with augmentative ones rovide negative
ones, should not be considered unconditional, since quite often
the “affectionate” form serves as a means of realizing “prickly”,
“biting”, “ caustic” content.

The specific means of objectifying emotiona-evaluative
semantic plans of lexical units of the Ukrainian language include
complex words that organically combine the brevity of
emotional-evaluative conclusions and semantic multifacetedness
and aptness, expressiveness. Lexical units formed by word
composition (6a6on6, 6ykeoid, eepmuzys, npagooOMoseyy,
necuconoseyb, 2pixomeopeyn, OLIOPYYKA, HCMUKPYM, KPUBOHIC,
3ipeuconosa, nacoeyb, bacamosuaiika, nycmoysim (baboliub,
bukvoid, vertyhuz, pravdomovets, pesyholovets, hrikhotvorets,
biloruchka, zhmykrut, kryvonis, zirvyholova, lasohub,
bahatoznaika, pustotsvit), etc.) reveal their connections with
metaphorical (sequential and subordinating) word combinations.
The method of their creation can be the transformation or
contraction (the phenomenon of compression) of stable phrases
-phraseological units (oywozy6 (dushohub) (to destroy the soul),
bansnopacumu  (balyandrasyty), mepesenumu  (terevenyty),
cnuzvrosisukuti - (slyzkoiazykyi) (slippery on the tongue),
sepmuxeicm, kpymuxsicm (vVertikhvist, krutikhvist) (to spin with
atail), rasonos (gavolov) (to catch a gawd), simpozin (simpozon)
(vitrohin (vitrohon)) (wind-gun) — (to drive the wind),
nycmoeonosuti  (pustoholovyi) (empty head), xpymueorosa
(3axpymuzonosa) (Krutyholova (zakrutyholova)) (twist (spin) the
head), oxozamumiosau (okozamyliuvach) (to make the eyes soft).
Emotionally evaluative semantic plans of derivatives expressive
composites can be motivated by both free phrases and
phrasemes. Expression of the connotative components of
lexemes is possible due to the addition of suffixes
(kopucmoniobeyw, epixomsopeys (korystoliubets, hrikhotvorets)
(self-interested person, sinner)) or the use of zero suffixation
method (epowoniod, auzobnoo (hrosholiub, lyzobliud) (money-
lover)).

Various types of metaphors representing the lexical-semantic
way of expressive word formation serve as a powerful means of
informal objectification of emotional and evaluative semantic
plans of lexical units. Actually, the semantic indicators of lexical
emotionality belong to implicit means; they involve taking into
account the compatibility of lexemes, as well as the vaue
orientations of the ethnos, which are specific to the particular
language and culture of the people. Vezhbytska emphasizes that
each language is nationally specific, so it can become a basis for
reconstructing the features of the national mentality [20].

The most typical lexical-semantic transformations in the
Ukrainian language include metaphorization, represented by a
number of models such as “the name of a plant (fruit) -the name
of a person” (karuna, monons, ninis, 1ONYX, MiMO3A, HACIHHA,
nepeyv, neyepuys, nyn'sHox, 3ilidA, pen'six, Kanycma, mpaed,
nepexomunone, wuuika,seioxa(kalyna, topolia, lilila, lopukh,
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mimoza, nasinnia, perets, pecherytsia, pupianok, zillia, repiakh,
kapusta, trava, perekotypole, shyshka, yahidka), etc.). The
source of a metaphor can be any lexical-semantic sphere, in
particular, it is “atransformed image that maintains a connection
with marked fragments of reality and is ideographically
correlated with the “earthly” model of the world and the spiritual
sphere of a person” [9, p. 91]. Metonymic transfers are mainly
represented by two models: 1) “sign - its bearer” (beauty, talent,
perfection, attractiveness, beauty, sympathy, glory, conscience,
pride, dirty, blindness, darkness) and 2) “proper name - common
name’ (nysup, aseyp, Ooukixom, iyoa,kaiH, Kpe3, KyniOoH,
Mmaxiasenn, meeepa, ninam, mapmiog (Bubble, Augur, Don
Quixote, Judas, Cain, Croesus, Cupid, Machiavelli, Megera,
Pilate, Tartuffe), etc.).

The objectification of emotional and evaluative semantic plans
of lexemes is usually provided by derivative metaphorical bases,
which are closely related to the metaphorical image of the
creative base. Modifications of the image were observed against
the background of the use of the existing metaphorical lexeme as
a kind of base for creating new emotiona and evauative
meanings (mainly from the bases of nouns): aweenrll —
anzenvcorutl (affectionate, submissive, gentle, kind), ruyap 1T —
nuyapevkutl (educated, emphatically polite), rasa Il — ragumu
(to be inattentive, unhurried), eresmsx II — enesmsxysamuil
(clumsy), 2aowka IT — 2aowuuu (dangerous, treacherous), seip 11
— 3¢ipimu (to become fierce, cruel; to be mad, to be mad), smis I1
— suiinui (angry, insidious, hostile), smiimucs,incax IT —
Dicumucs  (8sSUME),  maidcauumucs  (Strain  internaly),
nemiwka 21 (about an indecisive, characterless person) —
nemexysamuti (clumsy, lethargic, phlegmatic), iuna 211 (about
something fake) — nunosui IT (fake, real), auc IT — mucuuumu,
masna Il — masnyeamu, masnysanus, 6apan Il — obapanimu
(become dark; get very confused), etc.

The analysis proved that the adverbia verbs aways preserve the
emotive-evaluative semantics of the motivator, although it is
located in the consciousness of the speakers on more than one
temporal or spatia dlice and cannot be unambiguously perceived
by them. Thus, the emotive to poskoxowumucs
(rozkokoshytysia) (to start showing ridiculous arrogance, hot-
temperedness; to get fired up) is formed in a prefixed way from
another evaluative emotive — xoxowumucs (kokoshytysia) (to
behave arrogantly, haughtily, to rebel, to brag, to show off), the
lexical motivator of which is the dialectic xoxow (kokosh)
(rooster). The evaluative semantics of the derived verb is
conditioned by the metaphorical image of a nisensIl (cockerel)
(kokosh P) - about a cocky and hot-tempered person.

At the semantic level, the contrast between emotionaly and
evaluatively marked word and its neutral correlate can be
established on the basis of component analysis, characteristics of
the components of the semantic structures of tokens. The
semantic structure of the first lexeme is much richer, it is
distinguished by the presence of such components as
emotionality, evaluability, intensity, parametricity, imagery, etc.,
which are representatives of the connotative component in their
most diverse combinations.

So, the analysis revealed that emotional-evaluative lexical units
are characterized by a fairly wide field of transferable semantic
plans, based on semes, fixed in direct (nominative) meanings,
since derived figurative semes cannot arise spontaneously. Their
character is motivated by a semantic invariant (denotative
component), which manifests the position of a certain word in
the lexical system of the national language. Realizing and
understanding an expressive metaphor or metonymy is helped by
national stereotypes, on the basis of which these transfers are
based, and thought processes that provide awareness of the ways
of their emergence, as well as directing mental efforts to
overcome the logical incompatibility of combined meanings
through the detection of semantic agreement between them.

4 Conclusion

The analysis of means of verbalization of emotive-evaluative
semantic plans of lexical units of the Ukrainian language made it

possible to single out static and dynamic functional spheres,
formed principles of structuring of functional-semantic fields of
emotionality and axiologicality, which explain, in addition to
means, a weath of different ways of expressing emotive-
evaluative semantic plans of lexical units, mechanisms of their
contextual implementation.

Emotionally-evaluative semantic plans of lexical units represent
a phenomenon marked and motivated in a certain way. In the
Ukrainian language, the following methods of objectification
(motivation) of emotional and evaluative semantic plans turned
out to be the most characteristic for them: phonetic, word-
forming, and semantic. Each method has in its arsena specific
means, indicators that appear as direct verbalizers of emotional
and evaluative semantic plans of lexical units. These include:
phonetic (specific sound repetitions, sound imitation, sound
symbolism, presence of specific sound combinations, phonetic
exoticism of a lexica unit, etc.); word-forming (exceptionally
rich, extensive and specific system of diminutive-ameliorative
and augmentative-pejorative formants, motivation at the word-
forming level, etc.); semantic (figurative (metaphorical and
metonymic) values that arose as a result of expressive (usua or
occasional) nomination).

The specificity of means and methods of objectification of
emotional and evaluative semantic plans of lexica units of the
Ukrainian language today is determined by the quantitative and
methodical, methodological diversity of approaches to analysis,
the actualization of the semantic level, objectified through the
prism of features of the Ukrainian national character.

We see the prospects for further research in the understanding of
basic extralingual factors, which involves taking into account the
types of speech activity, the goa and task of communication, the
gender of communicators, social status and the type of social
activity of a person. These factors have an influence on the
frequency and regularity of the use of emotive-evaluative lexical
units, determine the limits of their functioning, form the
specifics of the manner and style of expression, affect speech
organization both at the level of a separate lexical unit, a number
of linguistic means, microtexts, and macrotexts.

Today, Ukrainian linguists face very important tasks, among
which there is the study of the processes of activation of the use
of emotives, the functioning of emotive-evaluative lexemes as a
linguistic reality of the war period, the relevance of the analysis
of wartime texts and dictionaries.
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