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SUMMARY
Andrushchenko V. O. The lexical linguistic means as 

stylistic cohesive factors of the belles-lettres style text structure 
organization

The lexical means as stylistic expressive-cohesive devices of the 
belles-letters style text structure formation are traced. The manifestation 
of the stylistic means on the lexical level due to coherence category 
realization within the supra-phrasal unity is considered. The functions 
of stylistic markers as expressive-emotive intensi  ers of implicit 
deeper meanings codi  ed within the belles-letters style text unity are 
analyzed.

Key words: lexical stylistic means, coherence category, supra-
phrasal unity, implicit deeper meanings.

. . 
( )

 81’373.611.161
   

   
    

       
    ,  

      . 
        

,  . . , . . , . . , 
. . , . . , . . , 
. . , . . , . . , . .   . 

       , 
      . 

        
     

  .     
     

        
  .

      
      

  .    ’  
 : ’    “  

”,     
  ,    

     
      ,  

       
 .

   ,  ’   
   .    

       
.      

   ,    
 ,      

 ,     ,   
  . 

   “  ”   
,        

.     ( . . , . . , 
. . , . . , . . , . .  
 .)    . - .  , 
   –  ,  “     

   ,   ,  
   ,      ” [11, 

c. 154]. . .  ,  “    
      ” [4, . 26]. 

. .  ,      
  [9, . 511]. . .   

    .   
     , ,   

  ,    (  ,   )  



44 45

2014 - . 26. ’  2014 - . 26. 

 ,   [7, . 70].    , 
       ,  ,  
,     [8, . 223; 12, . 21].   

     .   
  “ ”  ,   , 

      ,    –  
,     .

   . . ,   
“   ,   , 

  ,  ” [7, 
. 70].    “ ”   , 

    , 
  ,  ’   .  

  “ ”   
   ( . . , . . , 

. .   .). . .  ,  “  ,  
    ,    

,    .   
,     ,   

  .   ” [14, c. 26]. 
. . , 

   –  “ ,   ,   
  ,      ” 

[13, . 121].   . . ,  – 
“    ,  (   

    ,   ), 
    -      

   ” [1, . 343].
     

        
,        

,     .  
  ,   ,     

, “ ” (       
 ),    ,    

   ,    . 
     

  ( . . , . . , . . , 
. . , . . , . . , . . , 
. . , . . , . . , . .  
 .). ,      

    ,   
    .   

    : 

    , 
’  ,      

   ’ ,   [2, . 123-124]. 
  ’   ,    

      
. 

      
       

.      . 
   “    ” 

,       12-14 
 [3, . 306], ,    , 

   ,   
  ,  30,    

  60  [6, . 10].    
  90 - ,     

.   ,       
 ,     –   

      , 
         

 .
    :   

.     
 ,    . 

       
    ,   . 

 ,       
    . , 

      
 ,      

 (“    ,  
       ,  

 ” [5, . 29]).     ,   
      

,      
   ,     

,   – .   . . , 
 “       

 –      ” [10, . 8].
     

       
 ,        

     1,5   
,    .



46 47

2014 - . 26. ’  2014 - . 26. 

  (54,5%)  ,   
    ,  

. ,     ( . volontaire – 
. volunt ries ‘ , ’ < vol ntas ‘ ’) 

      10 
  ( , , , 
, , , , 
, , ),  

 – 3  ( , , 
).

     
( . advoc tus ‘  , , ’)  

  5  1, .   
    
  ,    

 4  ( , , , 
),    – 1  ( ).  

     ,    ( . 
 – . capriccio ‘ , ( .) ’) – , 

 ( . directive ‘ ,  ’ < 
directif ‘ ’ – . directivus ‘ ’ < directus 
‘ ’ < dirigere ‘ ’) – ,  ( . garant 
‘ ’) – .       

  1  : , , 
.       

 ,  : ,  –  
 ; , , , 

,  –   ; 
, , , ,  – 

  .
  (18,2%)   ,    

     ,   
  , ,    ( . id al – 

. idealis ‘ ’ < idea ‘ ’) –    ( . 
variante – . varians < varius ‘ , , 

’) – .     4  
 ,  – 1 ,      

     .   
      

 16  9,    – 5  7, 
.     5   

( , , , , ),   – 
7   ( , , , 

, , , ).

       
   ( . centrum – . kentron ‘ , ’), 
     .    

      160  . 
       
  ,     

 .     
 4      ( , 
, , ).     

 2  ( , ),   
      

 ,  ,  4  .
 ,    ,    

      
.    ( . format – . formatus 

‘ ’)    ,   
     , 

    –  .  
  9,1%.    13 , 

 ,    – 12.  
      

    : 
   3   ( , , 

),    – 5 ( , , 
, , ).  ,   

        
    .

        
     

 (18,2%), ,  ( . accent ‘ ’ – 
. accentus) –    ( . truc ‘ ’) – . 
     2   ( , 

 –  ; ,  –  , 
,  –  ; ,  –  ). 

    ,     
   ,     ( . 

boss ‘ , ’ – . baas)      
4     ,      

 .       
 3  ( , , , , , 

).
    

  ,  -     
,        ,   



48 49

2014 - . 26. ’  2014 - . 26. 

 .      
  ,  

  .    ( . ultimatum < 
ultimus ‘ ’) – .      

     ,   
  :    – 6  
 ( , , , , 

, ),    – 2  
( , ).

,   ,   ,   
      

 .     
  “  ”  1,5  ,  

   .      
       

   ,    
’ .    ,  

85,8% –  , 14,2% –   ,   
 .    ,    
   ,    

 ,  ’      
   ,    

  . 
      

      
   .

1.  . .    / 
. . . – 2-  ., . – . : . ., 

1969. – 608 .
2.  . .   /  . . – . : , 1974. – 

215 .
3.     / [  . ., 

 . .,  . .  .]. – . : , 1980. – 384 .
4.  . .      

  / . .  //  
   : . . . – 
, 1972. – . 1. – . 19–28. 

5.  . .    /  . . – 
, 1969. – 165 .

6.  . .     / 
. . , . . . –  : -  

 - , 1989. – 193 .

7.  . .  . 
/ . . – ., 1973. – 152 .

8. . . -
/ . . , . . . – . : 

, 1985. – 399 .
9.   :  / [ . . . , 

. . , . . ]. – 2-  . – . : . 
, 2004. – 824 . 

10.  . . -    
 / . . //  . 

      :  . – 
, 2001. – . 8–9.

11. -  .    / . -
 //   : . . – ., 1997. – . 132–134.

12.  . .      
 / . .  //    . – 1978. – 

 1. – . 20–26.
13.  . .  . . . 

 /  . . –  : , 1999. – 
314 .

14.  . .       
 (    ) : . … -  .  : 

10.02.01; 10.02.02 /   . – ., 1991. – 54 .

 . .     
       

       
       

.      “  
”     .  

  ,    , 
     

       
.

 :   , 
 ,  ,  , 

 , .

 . .   
      

   



50 51

2014 - . 26. ’  2014 - . 26. 

      
     

   .   
  “  ”  
  .   

 ,    , 
    

    
   . 
 :   

,  ,  
,  ,  , 

.

SUMMARY
Volkova N.V. The potential word-building productivity of 

native and borrowed substantives in Ukrainian
The article focuses on the contrastive analysis of the word-

building abilities of native and borrowed substantives in the Ukrainian 
language. The author de  nes the meaning of a potential word and 
studies the problem of the experimental method. The analysis of the 
potential derivatives created experimentally has made it possible to 
determine the potential word-building productivity of synonymous 
native and borrowed substantives in Ukrainian.

Key words: potential word-building productivity, native 
substantive, borrowed substantive, potential word, derivative, 
experiment.
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