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THROUGH TRANSFORMATIONAL ANALISIS

Abstract. The article is an in-depth analysis of a crucial aspect of the Old English language, which is focused on
the verb «3ieban». The primary objective of this piece is to comprehensively investigate and gain a deeper
understanding of the usage of this verb through the lens of Transformational analysis. This methodology involves
scrutinizing the various syntactical and grammatical structures that constitute a sentence, including the transformational
rules that govern how sentences can be transformed from one form to another. This allows us to uncover how the verb
«3ieban» was employed in Old English and how it can be interpreted by utilizing the principles of Transformational
analysis. The ultimate goal of this research is to unravel the complexities of the usage of this verb in Old English,
including its various inflections and its role in sentence structure and meaning. This research is an indispensable
addition to the field of historical linguistics as it provides invaluable insights into the grammar and syntax of Old
English. By comprehensively analyzing the usage of the verb «3ieban» through transformational analysis, this article
sheds new light on the intricacies of the Old English language and its evolution over time.
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Introduction

The verb «to give» belongs to the first half-thousand most commonly used words and is
among the top ten most commonly used English verbs [1]. With a frequency index of 2184 (5
million words), it is the fourth most frequent verb, second only to the verbs «make, take, find».

It is known that the maximum frequency of a word in the speech chain (regardless of the nature of
the text) is an unmistakable indicator of the structural (i.e. formative) function of a given word in the
language system. In English, the verbs «to be, to have, to take, to look at, to put, to walk» act as such
string verbs, the meaning of which reflects the «semantic» («internaly) form of the predicative
construction (sentence), which in primary «free» conditions correspond to one of three general types of
semantic classes subject-predicate relations: inherent, correlative and causation [2].

The verb «to give» heads the paradigmatic series of predicates of causation of the relation,
forming sentences of a certain structure reflecting this coordination of concepts.

The structural minimum of the elementary sentence formed by the verb «fo give» includes
three names, which is a reflection of the elementary situation linking the three objects of reality and
expressing the process in which the subject (the producer of the action) transmits to another person
(addressee) something related to the material world (object).

Literature

Thus, in the meaning of the verb «to give», the object and addressee orientation are combined,
which finds expression in the composition of its mandatory distribution, its valence. As for filling
positions, animate nouns of a person are most often found in the subject and first object positions,
and in the second object position — inanimate concrete nouns.

If we take into account the frequency of use of the verb «fo give» and the fact that it is one of
the «string» verbs in the English language, it becomes clear the interest in this verb of many
researchers studying its semantics and syntactic connections [3].

L.A. Lvov, analyzing the syntactic properties of double-transitive verbs in the modern English
language [4], considers their lexical and syntactic valence, by which he understands the ability of
the lexeme to combine with various subclasses of nouns in the NiVN2N3 model. He found that the
verb «to givex typically functions in three lexico-semantic variants of the N1VN2N3 model:
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N,aVN2aN3e7

NiaVN2aN3c

NiaVN2aN3c

For the verb «to givey, all positions of the NIVN2N3 model are mandatory. However, this
applies to the first variant of the NiaVN2aN3c model. If the verb «to give» is used in the second and
third versions of the NiVN2N3 model, filling in the N2 position is optional.

It is known that one or another subclass of verbs differs not only in valence but also in the
possibility of participation of construction with this verb in various transformations, so that «a set
(paradigm) of transformations possible for each subclass of verbs can be considered as a bundle of
differential features of this subclass» [5].

The construction with the verb «fo give», according to C. Filmore, has the following
transformational property: it can take part in two passive and pronominal transformations; as well as
in the transformation of the introduction of the preposition «to» [6]:

T —prep. — NIVN2N3 - NIVN3 to N

T — pass. — N, be Ven N3 (by N1)

T pass." — N3 be Ven N, (by N1)

T — what — what vNiVN,

T — whom to whom vNiVN3;

(moreover, the pronominal transformation ¢ whom can be applied only to a variant of the
construction with the preposition «to»).

As the study of Old English dictionaries shows, the modern verb «to give» in the Old English
language corresponded to a strong verb of the V class «ziefan» with the meaning «give, grant»;
«aziefan» — «give, render, give back, give up»; «forziefan» «give, grant, give up» and the weak
verb «ziefian» — «bestow gifts ony.

It should be noted here that many English and American researchers of the Old English
language [7], [8], [9], [10] unanimously note that the prefixes «a, for» when attached to the root
verb morpheme very often do not change the meaning of the verb, but are amplifiers of the main
meaning, or introduce a specific characteristic of the completeness of the action, or enhance the
transitivity of the verb.

During the development of the language, having completely lost their meaning, these prefixes
go out of use, as evidenced by the following figures: out of 200 verbs with the prefix — «for», only 9
remained, ' and out of 570 verbs with the prefix — «a», only 7 remained.

As for the Old English verbs «agiefan» and «forgiefan», a comparison of their dictionary and
contextual meanings indicates that they mainly differed from the verb without prefixes by species
characteristics. The prefix «a» was sometimes attached to the meaning of the verb by this direction
of action, emphasizing that it comes from (out, from, forth) the subject. Then three verbs (with and
without prefixes) merged into one verb without a prefix. The verb «agiefan» disappears already in
the Early Middle English period. The verb «forgiefan» has been preserved in modern language with
a different meaning, «fo forgivey.

The verb without a prefix also absorbed the Old English weak verb «giefian», because
phonetic changes that occurred in Middle English, as well as the partial disintegration of the
category of strong verbs, helped the process of mixing various subclasses of verbs. The strong and
weak verbs merged and the result was a single verb.

The Old English verb «giefan» is a common Germanic verb.

Judging by the material of the Gothic and ancient Higher German and Scandinavian
languages, the main meaning of the common Germanic verb «gefan» was «to put an object in the
hands of another person» [11].

Textual analysis of Old English written monuments shows that this meaning is not
characteristic of the Old English verb «ziefan», which had the general meaning «to make someone a
recipient of what is at the disposal of the subject of the action or is his property, without the
obligatory actual delivery of the object» [7] and was most often used in the meaning «to give, to
bestowy, transfer something to someone as property. It is interesting to note that even now the
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frequency of using the verb «give» in this meaning is the highest and accounts for 35% of all cases
of its use in various meanings.

Materials and Methods

The authors of the study have employed a method of comparative historical analysis to study
the evolution of a language. This method involves a detailed examination of facts and phenomena
from various periods of the language's development, as well as the application of transformational
and component analysis techniques. By comparing and contrasting linguistic features and
characteristics across different stages of the language's history, the authors aim to gain a deeper
understanding of its evolution and transformation over time. This approach allows them to identify
patterns, trends, and changes in the language's structure and usage, as well as to trace the origins
and influences of different linguistic elements. Overall, this method provides a comprehensive and
nuanced view of the history of a language, shedding light on its complex and dynamic nature.

Discussion and Results

As we noted, the modern verb «to give» belongs to the five most frequently used verbs.
However, in Old English, it did not have such a high frequency of use. So, for example, in King
Alfred's translation of «Gregory's Pastoral Saga» for 40 thousand words, there are only 5 cases of
using the verb «ziefan», and in Wulfstan's «Sermo Lupi ad Anglos» (for 1620 words) — none.

This is explained, in our opinion, by the fact that at that time, along with the verb «ziefan
(aziefan, forziefan)» there was a weak verb «sell», which had the meaning «to givey.

For example: «And eh sealde his suna xpellstana Kentware rice». — «And he gave the
kingdom of Kent to his son Alstana» (Zlfric).

The verb «giefan» was used when they wanted to emphasize that something was given free of
charge, as a gift; in other cases, preference was given to the verb «sellan». This was their semantic
difference. At the end of the Old English and in the early Middle English periods, the verb «sellan»
loses its meaning in common with the verb «3ziefan» and begins to be used only in the meaning of
«to give for somethingy, i.e. in the meaning that it has in modern English.

It is known that there is a regular and obvious tendency in the language to eliminate one
member from the pairs of absolute synonyms formed in the language because absolute synonymy is.
Semantic redundancy: two signs express the same meaning, differing neither in the shade of meaning
nor stylistically. Since an abnormal situation is created in which two lexemes express the same
semantic content, one of them turns out to be redundant and is gradually being forced out of use.

The material of our research showed that the verb «sellan» already in 1032 had the meaning «o
selly: «And he ne maz hapor ne 3yaen ne syllan». — «And he can neither give nor sell it». (Zlfric)

From the moment when the verb «sellan», acquiring the meaning of «sell», ceases to be
synonymous with the verb «ziefan», the frequency of use of the latter increases significantly. So, in,
«The Peterborough Chronicle» for 22 thousand words, 67 cases of using the verb «ziefan» (mainly
without the prefixes «— a, — for») were encountered.

Since the verbs «ziefan» (asziefan, forziefan) and «ziefian» merged into the modern verb «to
givey, it seemed interesting to us to study the valence of these ancient verbs.

By valence we mean the syntactic syntagmatic deep connection of verbal lexemes that
generates models of elementary sentences, that is, such sentences in which all its members are
necessary and sufficient for its semantic and structural completeness, sentences that reflect
elementary situations of reality and which 'are the foundation on which various types of sentences
can be built, such as expanded syntactic constructions.

When describing the valence of a verb, it is necessary to take into account not only how many
vacant positions are allowed with the verb, but also the qualitative side of the environment that is
characterized by:

1) types of syntactic relations, the implementation of which is determined by the analyzed
verb in the finite form (relational valence);

2) morphological form of the components (partners) of the verb, with the help of which these
syntactic relations are actualized (configuration valence);
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3) semantic groups of nouns acting as verbal «actants» and thereby creating the lexical and
semantic environment of the verb (semantic selectivity).

Only the study of the valence of the verb in its relational and configuration manifestation and
its semantic selectivity will allow us to present quite consistently the complex internal structural
organization of a verb.

Our research has shown that in Old English the verb «3iefan» was used as a directed action
verb, whereas in modern English the verb «give» can be used as a directed or non-directed action
verb. For example:

She gave you some coffee. (directed action verb).

They heard the kitchen door give. (non-directional verb).

The verb «ziefan (forziefan)» in the meaning of «give, give, welcome» had a stable (constant)
valence concerning both NP — objects, and in the model of the elementary sentence N1VN2N3, all
positions were mandatory.

For this verb, the presence of both NP — objects is necessary; omission of any of them leads to
structural and semantic incompleteness of the sentence, makes it ungrammatical, and those rare
cases of the possible absence of one or another NP — an object can equally be explained by special
conditions of the context and situation, specific emotionality and rhythm.

In the model of the construction N1VN2N3, the subject position always contains a name of a
person or a personal pronoun replacing it. The first object position with the syntactic status of an
indirect complement is usually filled with a noun of the person in the «Dative Case» or a pronoun
replacing it. There are several cases when there is Ncll in this position and a single case is an
inanimate concrete noun. The second object position with the syntactic status of a direct
complement is more often filled by a noun in the «Accusative Case». In this position there are
nouns of all subclasses, but more often — inanimate nouns, concrete, sometimes — abstract, and
rarely — nouns of a person.

Thus, the verb «ziefan (forziefan)» typically functioned in three lexico-semantic variants of
the N1VN2N3 model:

N1 aVN2 aN3c

N1 aVN2 aN3c

N1 aVN2 aN3a

There are isolated cases of variants:

N1 aVN2coll -N3c¢

N1 aVN2 aN3c

We investigated the narrow valence of the verb «3iefan», i.e. its manifestation concerning the
narrower subclasses of N included in the NP direct object, because «the study of the valence of the
verb and the structure of the deep sentence cannot be limited to the introduction of only two
subclasses of N into the NP — object ..., narrower subclasses of words introduced into NP — the
objects of the deep sentence also have their influence on the composition of the verb phrase, on the
structure of the deep sentence» [12].

The verb «fo give» is a verb of broad semantics. It can practically realize its basic general
meaning in combination with any inanimate concrete and many abstract nouns, with animate nouns
non-face, and in some cases even animate nouns of a person.

The range of nouns combined with the Old English verb «ziefan», registered by us as a result of
the analysis, is not wide and, as it seems to us, accidental. It is determined by the nature of the texts
available to us. Therefore, the study of the semantic selectivity of the verb «ziefan» and its specific
manifestation — lexical compatibility presents some difficulties, because, among the insignificant
number of nouns acting as verbal partners, it is impossible to distinguish any semantic classes
(ideographic groups). And yet, after analyzing the entire set of nouns that make up the lexical
compatibility of the verb «ziefan», we can distinguish two semantic groups and investigate whether
the introduction of nouns of these groups of BNP — the second object affects the valence of the verb.

If in the second object position, there are inanimate concrete nouns, such as «rice-kingdom,
earldom-earldom; minstre-monastery; biscoprice-bishopric, abbotrice-abbey», the valence of the
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verb does not change, the semantics of the verb narrows somewhat, the verb «ziefan» appears in
one of the semantic variants of its general meaning and means «to confer, grant, or bestow (a favor,
honor, office, privilege, etc»; if in this position there are nouns that are the name of real estate (land;
are — property), the verb «ziefan», without changing the valence (the structural minimum of the
verb phrase includes two NP objects), acquires a different shade of the general meaning to confer
gratuitously the ownership of some possession on another person.

Thus, the analysis of the «narrow» valence of the verb «ziefan (forziefan)» shows that the
introduction of narrow subclasses of N in the positions of NP objects does not affect the valence of
the verb; only the semantics of the verb changes somewhat, narrowing and concretizing. But since
the verb already had a broad conceptual basis at that time, the logical basis of its main meaning was
preserved in all its semantic variants.

In the Old English language, two passive transformations of the construction with the verb
«3iefan (forziefan)» are simultaneously formed and begin to function;

T pass. NIVN2N3 — N3beV — en N2 (fram N)

T pass. NIVN2N3— N2beV —en N3 (fram N).

The most common lexical and semantic variants of the N3 model with beVen N2a and N3¢ be
V a en. In the latter case, when the structural minimum of the construction is limited to one NP —
the direct complement of an untransformed construction standing in the subject position of a passive
transform, a change in valence signals a change in the meaning of the verb. The second passive
transform appeared already in the 10" century in the following lexico-semantic version:

N2a beV —en fram Nla

There is an assumption that in verbs with two additions, the first one has a passive
construction of the type «4 book was given (to) him». When it was necessary to emphasize the
importance of an indirect supplement, it was put in the first place: «He was given a book». This
contradicted the usual, accepted word order in the sentence when the noun or pronoun preceding the
verb in the personal form indicates the subject, and the words of class N following the finite verb
indicate the complement, so the pronoun in the «Objective Case» was replaced by the pronoun in
the «Subjective Case» and, thus, the construction «Was not given a book» arose.

This explanation of the occurrence of the second passive for verbs with two additions is found
in Old English [13].

Unfortunately, the very initial study of Old English texts shows that this hypothesis, although
tempting in its logical sequence, still cannot explain the process of the emergence of two passive
transformations of the construction with the verb «zievan (forziefan)».

So, back in the X century, when both verbal partners, expressed by a noun or pronoun, could
precede the finite verb and practically occupy any place in the sentence, in the same author (Zlfric)
in the passive transformation of the construction with the verb «zievan (forziefan)» in the position
of the subject, we find both N3 and N2.

For example: «3ead is eare sawle forziefan to sewyssienne and to styrenne hire 3gen lify. —
«Reason is given to the soul to direct and to govern its own life» (ZElfric).

«Swa ic eom forziefan fram Aelmihtigan Gode». — «So am I granted (allocated) by Almighty
God». (£lfric).

Probably since the N3be V-en (N3) models functioned simultaneously and that both N3 and
N2 of the untransformed structure could occupy the position of the subject in the passive
transformation, as well as N3 and N2 could be reduced when they did not occupy the position of the
subject in the passive transformation by transforming, we can do conclusion about the same
structural and semantic meaning of both verbal partners.

In the Old English language, since the IX century, a «prepositional transformation» of the
construction N1VN2N3 was formed:

to

T prep. NIVN2N3 — N1VN3 in to N2

nto
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When the first position of the object was Ncoll, we almost always, with very rare exceptions,
find the prepositions «to, in, to, into» before this noun used in the dative case.

In the science of language, it has been repeatedly stated that an indirect complement cannot be
used independently.

With such a statement, the view is closed, according to which any individual addition is an
addition to the object.

However, Pocheptsov believes that in modern English there is a small group of verbs with an
address orientation, and with such verbs, the addressee's complement can be used independently
without explicit or implicit connection with the object's complement. He refers to verbs to this
group: «call, write, pay» [14].

We agree with the opinion of Pocheptsov [14]. We can find a similar group of verbs with a
single addressable orientation in Old English. The weak verb «ziefan», meaning «to endow small
and medium-sized businesses», belonged to this group.

The weak verb «ziefian» was rarely used. The construction, the core of which was this verb,
differed from the construction with the verb «ziefan (forsiefan)» in its structure: its «derived
indicator» was limited to one NP object in the verb phrase, and N, included in this single NP object,
stood in the dative case. In addition to the strong addressable valence, the verb «ziefan» had a weak
valence concerning the circumstance of the mode of action.

«Not him, cinelikzeodedy. — «I didn't give him royal gifts».

A verb with the prefix «aziefan» can mean «to give, to give» in the same way as a verb
without a prefix. But more often the prefix «a» brought a shade of completeness to the meaning of
the verb or emphasized the direction of the action from (out, from, forth) the subject of the action,
and the verb «aziefan» implemented in the context one of the semantic variants of its general
meaning «fo visualize, to restore, to return». The verb retains its valence, and the structural scheme
of the construction with the verb «agziefan» at the level of word classes is represented by the model
N1VN2N3. The filling of model positions at the level of subclasses of words is the same as for the
construction model with the verb «ziefan». It should only be noted that here, in position N3,
inanimate concrete nouns predominate. Typical lexical and semantic variants of the model:

NlaVN2aN3c

N1 aVN2coll N3¢

N1 aVN2 aN3a

The latter option is rare. The subclass of the noun filling position N3 does not affect the
meaning of the verb and does not cause a change in its valence.

The application of the reductive transformation to the construction with the verb «aziefan» in
the meaning of «render, restore, and return» shows that both verbal phrases NP are mandatory, i.e.
necessary for its structural and semantic completeness. In some rare cases of exclusion of NP indirect
complement or NP direct complement in sentences, they are easily restored from a broader context.

As for the possible transformations of this construction, the same pattern can be traced here,
which we noted when analyzing the construction with a verb without the prefix «ziefan»: when the
position of the first object is filled with noll, the prepositions «to, in to, into" are put in front of it.
This NP and the addressee's prepositional NP can either precede or follow the NP direct object. The
construction with the verb «agiefan» has one passive transformation of N3 into V — en N2.

When analyzing the «narrow» valence of the verb «aziefan», several semantic groups of
inanimate concrete nouns were found, the introduction of which into position N3 caused not only a
change in meaning but was also accompanied by a change in the valence of the verb.

These are nouns that are the name of money (the verb takes on the meaning «to pay») or the
name of a certain tax to the sovereign or the church (the meaning of the verb is to hand over to a
superior what is due or is demanded), as well as nouns that are the name of military fortifications
and settlements (the meaning of the verb is to give up, to leave).

When a noun is introduced into the NP - direct complement, which is the name of money or a
certain tax, then the mandatory environment of the verb is limited to one NP - direct complement:
the inclusion of an NP — indirect complement in a verb phrase is optional. Thus, we can say that
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within the framework of these constructions, the verb has a strong valence for the direct object and
a weak one concerning the addressee's object.

When the NP — direct object includes a noun that is the name of military fortifications or
settlements, the valence of the verb «aziefan» is limited to one NP - object.

Conclusion

It should be noted that the nouns included in the NP — the direct complement of the
construction with the verb «ziefan» (aziefan, forziefan) are difficult to reduce into semantic
(ideographic) groups. The combination of the verb with some of them causes a significant shift in
the lexical meaning of the first, however, these changes in semantics that the verb undergoes, the
general meaning that the entire verb phrase receives, take observation of them out of the limits of
syntax and makes them the subject of lexicology and phraseology research.

In the Old English language, the elements of the deep construction N1VN2N3 in surface
sentences could occupy a wide variety of positions concerning each other, since their order depends
the general structural organization of the sentence, as well as on what they were expressed by (noun
or pronoun). However, among the numerous variants of the arrangement of the components of the
construction in surface sentences in the Old English language, there are tendencies not to separate the
verb from the additions, not to separate the additions from each other. The order «indirect object +
direct object» prevails over all other variants of the arrangement of the components of the structure.

Even the limited material that we have obtained as a result of the analysis of Old English texts
allows us to conclude that the shift of the lexical meaning of the verb from the general conceptual
base of its main meaning is accompanied by a change in the valence of the verb.
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«3IEFAN» KOHE ATrblVIIIbIH ETICTIT'T
7KI9HE OHbI TPAHC®OPMAIUAJIBIK TAJIIAY APKbLJIbI TYCIHAIPY

AnaaTna. by Makanga KeH € aFbUIIIBIH TUTIHIH HETi3Ti acHeKTiIepiHiH Oipi - aWThUIBIMHBIH CHHTaKCHCTIK
KOHE CEMaHTHKAJBIK KYPBUIBIMAAPHIH KaJBINTACTHIPYIOa MaHBI3IBI POJ aTKapaThiH «3iefan» eTicTiriH TepeH 3eprTTey
6ompIn TaObUIaABl. JKYMBICTBIH HETI3TI MaKCaThl — COMJIEMHIH TYPJi KYPBUIBIMIAPBIH, TYPJICHIIPY MEXaHU3MICPiH
aHBIKTayFa MYMKIHJIK OepeTiH TpaHc(opManusUIbIK TaJIIay 9iCHaMachl HETIi31H/Ae OHBI KOJIaHy epeKIIeIiKTepiH JKaH-
KaKTBl Tangay. TpaHChOpPMANMSUIBIK TOCLT €TICTIK JKYMBIC ICTEUTIH CHUHTAKCHUCTIK MOJEIBICPIl CrKeH-TerKeii
KapacThIpy/Ibl, OHBIH BAJICHTTUIIK CHIIATTAMAIaPbIH, AKTAHTTAP,IBIH TAPATYbIH JKOHE IPAMMATHUKAJBIK KaTerOpHsIapibl
OULIpy TOCUIIEpPIH Taigaydbl KaMTHIbL. ETICTIKTIH opTypii (GeKnusuiblk (QopManapbsiHa, COHBIH IIIHIC INAK,
OeliMIUIiK JkoHE Naybic (hopMaliapbliHa, COHAAN-aK OJapIblH MAJIiMIIEMEHI KypbUIbIMIAyAaFrbl peJliHe epeKile Haszap
aynmapsinaapl. Herisri KypbUIBIMIApIsIH KOMMYHHUKATHBTI MIiHJETTEp MEH CHHTAKCHUCTIK JKaFmaiimapra OaiaHBICTBI
KaJllai e3repTilyi MYMKiH €KeHiH OaKpulayFa MYMKIHIIK O€peTiH TYBIHIBI JXoHEe TpaHChOpMaIus MpolecTepi
KapacThIpbUIAIbI.

3epTTey KOHe arbUIIIBIH TimiHAETi «4iefan» eTicTiriHiH KYpBUIBIMIBIK JKOHE CEMAHTHKANBIK EPeKIIeNiKTepiH
Kyiteaeyre, cCOHAai-aKk OHbI OPTYPJI MOTIHIIK KOHTEKCTEpZe KOJJIaHYy 3aH/bUIBIKTAPbIH aHBIKTayFa OarbITTaJFaH.
Hotmxenep KeHe arbUIIIBIH TUTIHIH TPaMMAaTHKAJIBIK KYPBUIBIMBI MEH OHBIH TAPUXU JMHAMHKACHIH TEPEHIPEK TYCiHyre
pIKIan ereni. OcpUIaina, )KYMBIC TAPUXU JTUHTBUCTUKAHBIH, CHHTAKCHCTIK TCOPUSHBIH JaMybIHA KOHE JKAJIIbI TePMaH
TUIICPiHIH 3BONIOIHMSCHIH 3€PTTEYTe alTAPIBIKTAN YIEC KOCAbI.

KinTri ce3mep: Typa o0O0bekT, j>kxaHamMa OOBEKT, MOJAENb, KOHE arbUIMIBIH TUI, TUIMIK KYpBUIBIM,
TpaHcHOpMAIHUSIIBIK TAIAY.
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K BOIIPOCY O JPEBHEAHTJIMHCKOM I'JIAT'OJIE «3IEFAN» U ETO
HUHTEPHPETAIIHU C IOMOIIBIO TPAHC®OPMAIIMOHHOTI'O AHAJIM3A

AnHoTanms. J[aHHAs CTaThs MPEACTABISACT COOOH yriyOIEHHOE UCCIICTOBAHUE OIHOTO U3 KIIFOYCBBIX ACIICKTOB
JIPEBHEAHTIIMHCKOTO SI3BIKA — TJIAT0JIa «3iefany, UTPaloMIero 3HAYUTEIbHYIO PONIb B JOPMHUPOBAHUH CHHTAKCHYECKUX H
CEMaHTHYECKHUX CTPYKTYp BbICKa3biBaHUS. OCHOBHAas Iedb pPaOOTHI 3aKIIIOYAaeTCs BO BCECTOPOHHEM aHAIM3e
0COOCHHOCTEH ero ymoTpeOJieHHss Ha OCHOBE METOJOJOTHH TPaHC(OPMAIMOHHOTO aHajlu3a, KOTOpas I03BOJIACT
BBEIIBUTH TJIYOWHHBIE WM TIOBEPXHOCTHBIE CTPYKTYPHI MPEUIOKEHHS, a Takke MEXaHW3MbBI UX NPeoOpa3oBaHHSA.
TpaHchopManMOHHBIA TOAXOJ TPENNOJaraeT AETAIbHOEC PACCMOTPEHHE CHHTAKCHYECKHX MOJENeH, B KOTOPBIX
(YHKINOHHPYET THaron «3iefany, aHalm3 €ro BaJICHTHOCTHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK, TUCTPUOYIIMHM aKTaHTOB M CIOCOOOB
BBIPQKCHUS IpaMMaTHYeCKuX Kareropuil. Oco0oe BHUMaHHE YACISICTCSA Pa3IMYHbIM (ICKTUBHBIM (JOpMaM Tiaroia,
BKITFOYasi BPEMCHHbBIC, HAKIIOHCHYECKUE U 3aJI0TOBbIC (DOPMBI, a TAKXKE UX POJIM B CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHU BBICKA3BIBAHMSL.
PaccmarpuBaroTcs mporiecchl IepUBalUM M TpaHCHOPMAIMH, MO3BOJSIOIINE MPOCICINUTh, KAaKUM 00pa3oM 0a30BbIC
KOHCTPYKIIUU MOTYT MOIUA(DUIIMPOBATHCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT KOMMYHHKATHBHBIX 33714 M CHHTAKCHYCCKHUX YCIIOBHIA.

HccrenoBanre HampaBIEHO HA CHCTCMATU3alMI0 CTPYKTYPHBIX W CEMaHTHYCCKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH
(YHKIMOHUPOBaHUS Iaroja «3iefan» B APCBHEAHTIUIICKOM S3BIKE, a TAK)KEC HA BBISBJICHUC 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH €ro
YHOTpeOJIeHNsI B Pa3NWYHBIX TEKCTOBBIX KOHTEKCTaX. [lomydeHHBIE pe3ymbTaThl CIIOCOOCTBYIOT Oojee TiTyOOoKOMY
MMOHUMAaHHUIO TPAMMAaTHIECKOTO CTPOs JPEBHEAHTIINHCKOTO S3bIKA W €T0 MCTOPHUYECKON TMHAMUKH. Takum o0pas3om,
paboTa BHOCHT CYIISCTBEHHBIH BKJIAJ B Pa3BUTHE MCTOPUYECKON JTMHTBUCTUKH, CHHTAKCHUECKOW TEOPHH M M3YUCHUE
9BOJTIOIMH TE€PMAHCKHX S3BIKOB B IIEJIOM.
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KaioueBble cioBa: npsimMoil 00beKT, KOCBEHHBIH OOBEKT, MOJEJb, JPEBHEAHTTIMHCKUI S3BIK, CTPYKTYDa,
TpaHc(OpMalMOHHBIH aHAIH3.
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