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Abstract. Today, the issue of identifying the typology of word formation,
which is based on the functional load of the formative words, becomes
relevant for the development of Ukrainian derivatology, and its solution
is possible only within the framework of a recently developed approach.
In word formation, it is called base-centric because it is focused on the
stem as a typology-based factor. The purpose of the base-centric direction
is to describe the derivational potential of different classes of formative
lexemes, to specify the linguistic and extra-linguistic factors that determine
their word-forming ability. The research goal is to identify the structural
and semantic typology of the relevant noun units, find out the factors
that regulate the derivational capacity of Ukrainian names of trade tools,
body parts and metals. The key tasks are as follows: to analyse the factors
influencing the word-forming ability of formative nouns; to consider the
semantic correlation of formative nouns and their derivatives; to study ways
and means of realization of derivational meanings of the desubstantives.
The research subject is linguistic and extralinguistic factors of producing
lexemes from names of trade tools, body parts and metals. The study materials
can be used in derivation studies when describing a derivative family of
words, for characteristics of the word-formation system of desubstantives
in the papers of monographic nature. Findings and materials can be used
for the compilation of morpheme and word-forming dictionaries as well
as academic courses on morphemics and word-formation and in relevant
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textbooks and study guides. Ukrainian names of trade tools, body parts,
and metals are included in the lexical system of the Ukrainian language
as lexical-semantic groups of words. Taking into account the semantic
characteristics of the formative words under consideration, their structural
and functional parameters, it is defined the dominant factors that influence
the word-formation capacity of the studied groups of formative bases. They
are as follows: lexical semantics of formative words, symbolic nature of
meanings, stylistic marking, synonymous character, derivation / non-
derivation, system substitution (it refers to derivative’s redundancy given
that a derivate with another formant is formed from another formative word
but with the same meaning or common functional lexical unit of non-word
formation structure takes its place in the lexical system of the language).
Implementation of the outlined semantics by derivatives originating
from the names of trade tools, parts of the body and metals is due to a
variety of means among which suffixation dominates. The means of word
formation are also prefixes, confixes (especially when creating derivatives
from somatisms), postfix -csi, which is combined with suffixes or confixes.
Compound derivatives are formed by word-, compounding or word-,
compounding with suffixation elements.

1. Introduction

For a long time, the key role in the systematization and classification of
derivatives as well as their structuring was given to a word-formation morpheme
that performs classification, conceptual, clarifying, semantic and evaluation-
stylistic functions, and the role of the derivational base has been ignored.

At the present stage of the development of Ukrainian derivatology,
the issue of identifying the typology of word formation, which is based
on the functional load of words, becomes relevant, and the solution of
this issue is possible only within the framework of the approach that has
been formed recently. Word-formation calls its base-centric because it is
oriented on the formative base as a typological factor. The purpose of the
base-centric direction is to describe the derivational potential of different
types of formative lexemes, to find out linguistic and extra-linguistic factors
determining their word-formation capacity.

The reference to the noun as a formative base is because the noun and
verb as the central parts of the language form the nucleus of the word-
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formation base of Ukrainian derivation, and the names chosen for the
study represent a large layer of Ukrainian vocabulary whose denotations
play an important role in human life. The selection of the mentioned three
groups of formative words is due to their different semantic-grammatical
characteristics that allow identifying the factors that determine the derivative
behavior of formative words and influence their word formation power.

The research goal is to identify the structural and semantic typology of
the relevant noun units, find out the factors that regulate the derivational
power of Ukrainian names of trade tools, body parts and metals.

According to the purpose in view, there are specific tasks:

— to analyse factors which influence the word formation capacity of
formative nouns;

— to consider semantic correlation of formative nouns with their
derivatives;

— to study the ways and means of implementation of word-formation
meanings of the specified desubstantives.

The research object is noun-based word formation of the modern
Ukrainian language.

The research subject is linguistic and extra-linguistic factors producing
lexemes from the names of trade tools, parts of the body and metals.

Lexical-semantic groups of the names of trade tools, parts of the body
and metals, which are characterized by the common nature of general
categorical meaning of objectivity, are contrasted each other with a number
of lexical and grammatical features that affect their derivative potential,
determine the corpus of word-formation meanings with which derivatives
from the specified group of formative words can be formed. Such groups
of formative words are a good basis for a multifaceted study of the word-
forming capacity of nouns as a class of formative words.

Base-centric studies of the derivational potential of nouns imply the
separation of the studied formative words from the substantive space, their
inventory, the establishment of quantitative composition and intragroup
structuring and characterization of semantic-grammatical peculiarities
which are important in terms of their influence on word formation.

The complex unit of definition and description of word formation capacity
of classes of formative words is the word formation paradigm. The range of
semantic positions of the typical word-formation paradigm of the names
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of trade tools, parts of the body and metals and their realization by specific
formative words, length and depth of positions objectify the derivative behavior
and word-formation productivity of the formative words under consideration.

2. The aspects of factors study

The base-centric study of word formation involves the establishment
of factors which regulate the word-forming behavior of different classes
of formative lexemes. The identification of such factors is important in
modern derivatology because it allows to establish certain patterns of
word formation processes, in particular, in derivation from the names of
trade tools, parts of the body and metals, to predict the formation of new
derivatives, to find out the reasons for failure of word-formation capacity of
root words in the individual semantic positions etc.

The issue of factors regulating the word-formation behaviour of formative
words has been studied by a large number of scholars, however, at the
present stage, it is still insufficiently studied. Thus, in Russian linguistics,
the following scholars have dealt with the issue under consideration:
O. Zemska [5], I. Myloslavskyi [11], V. Lopatin [9], I. Ulukhanov [12],
L. Denysyk [3], M. Kapral [6] et al. In Ukrainian linguistics, V. Greshchuk
[2], N. Klymenko [8], O. Mykytyn [10], I. Dzhochka [4], R. Bachkur [1]
et al. have studied the issue. In Ukrainian adjective-base word formation,
special attention is paid to the semantics of formative adjectives, their
structural characteristics and valence in all their manifestations: “The
system factors that determine the word-formation behavior of a formative
word are semantics and compatibility of a formative word closely related
to it” [2, p. 9]. According to N.F. Klymenko, one of the factors which
influence the derivative behavior of a word is a degree of word formation. It
is found that the farther the derivative from the top member of word family
is, the lower its word-formation capacity is: “The simpler the structure of
a word-formation model is, that is, the smaller the degree of word-forming
transformations of a base within a model is, the more words interpret
it in the language... Increase in complexity of the model and degree of
transformation of the base is accompanied by a decrease in the number of
words which translate this word-formation model” [8, p. 19].

Studying the derivative behavior of nouns, the authors determine the
following set of factors of their word-formation capacity: quantitative
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parameters and qualitative composition of specific word-formation
paradigms of different lexical-semantic groups of nouns depend on the
lexical and grammatical semantics of the top word, its phonomorphemic
structure, activity and sphere of functioning in the language and parole,
origin etc. Semantic-syntactic links also determine the word-formation
behavior of a formative noun.

O. Mykytyn also defines the similar set of factors of noun-based derivation
(names of relatives and affinal relations, names of liquids and abstract
nouns) stating that “the realization of derivative potential by specific nouns
depends on their semantic and pragmatic factors and conjunctive capacity.
The affiliation of a formative noun to the appropriate subgroup of a lexical-
semantic or structural-semantic group is important when interpreting word-
forming capacity... The word-forming capacity of formative nouns is
directly related to their compound capacities, which depend on semantics
of roots. Establishing the factors that determine the implementation of the
relevant typical word-formation meaning by specific nouns, the authors
also take into account the structural features of the formative words and
pragmatic characteristics that correlate with frequency. Often, the lack of
some derivatives is because the fact that the relevant meaning is adequately
rendered by non-derivative means” [10, p. 164].

Studying the word-formation potential of borrowings in the modern
Ukrainian language, L. Kysliuk also concludes about “the dependence of
word-formation potential on borrowing age... A large array of borrowings
in the Ukrainian language has zero word-formation realization. It is
commonly caused by relatively recent age of borrowing or by the lack of a
social need in a particular word” [7, p. 12].

Analyzing the word-formation capacity of verbs of a particular physical
action with the semantics of object creation, I. Dzhochka notes that “an
important system factor that determines the word-formation potential of
verbs is their valence characteristics. Formative derivatives can form only
those derivatives whose meaning is provided by the valence structure of
the motivating word” [4, p. 164], and observations of the word-formation
capacity of destructive verbs also make it possible to state: “dominant factors
that determine derivational transformations of source units are their semantics
and valence closely related to its” [4, p. 55]. «“...valence properties of the base
play an important role in the derivative processes...” [4, p. 64].
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“The nature of the word-formation potential of the noun mainly depends
on its semantic structure: the subject-identifying or denoted names, the
denotative or significative nature of semantics, the type of relation to the
referent (ontological, functional or epistemic)” [5, p. 24]. Most Russian
scholars consider a semantic component as the main factor that correlates
with the word-formation capabilities of different classes of formative
words, including nouns: “different factors influence the implementation
of word-formation capabilities of nouns but semantic constraint of their
co-occurrence with affixes plays the central role” [6, p. 69]. When analysing
word-formation capabilities of nouns of substantives, [.H. Myloslavskyi
also draws attention to the semantic factor: “...the ability to realize ... the
meaning in the derivative depends on the semantic characteristics of the
formative words” [11, p. 148].

O. Zemska defines general characteristics that are common to the word
formation of different lexical and grammatical groups of words: “Such
common features are observed in the structure of word-forming paradigms
of different parts of speech: 1) well-used words have more abundant
word-forming paradigms than rare words; 2) neutral words have broader
paradigms than connotative words; 3) words which have free co-occurrence
have broader paradigms than words with a constraint co-occurrence;
4) words that relate to human goal-directed activity, spheres important for
human life have broader word-forming paradigms than words that name
phenomena of another variety” [5, p. 16].

Analyzing the word-formation ability of Russian names of persons,
M. Kapral notes that “the most important factor is the motivation / non-
motivation of the names of persons. The valence of non-motivated units is
2.2 times higher than the valence of motivated ones” [6, p. 7].

Besides these factors, there are others which cause high or low word-
formation valence of names of persons, in particular: “motivation / non-
motivation of original names of persons, their word-formation structure and
degree of word-formation (for derivatives), number of lexical meanings,
inclusion in antonymic pairs, functional-stylistic properties, origin (specific
Russian — foreign names of persons), phonetic length (number of syllables),
nature of the final of the basis, “dominance” (ability of the name of the
person to act as a dominant in synonym chain), affiliation to epicene”
[6, p. 6-7].
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Studying Russian material nouns, L. Denysyk notes: “Word-formation
potentials of material nouns are affected by morphological, word-formation,
morhonological, semantic characteristics of motivational bases, their
belonging to limited vocabulary, the novelty of a large part of the studied,
especially terminological vocabulary, and factors that adversely affect the
word-formation capabilities of the formative bases are their derivative and
semantic motivation” [3, p. 13].

N. Yusupova also marks similar set of factors which influence the word-
formation capacity of formative words. She emphasizes semantic and
formal, structural and word-formation constraints as well as stylistic and
lexical ones. These factors “affect the co-occurrence of bases with affixes”
[13, p. 6]. The scholar believes that semantic factor is the most essential,
which she sees in the inconsistency of morphemes’ meanings.

N. Yusupova determines the following formal constrains: peculiarities of the
sound and syllabic composition of derivatives: a) the nature of the final sound
of the base, including the availability of certain conjugations of consonants at
the end of the base; b) possibility of alternations; c) number of syllables; the
place of emphasis in the formative and possible derivative [13, p. 8].

There is a distinct typology of word-formation capacity established by
R.Bachkur who marks 2 groups of factors. The first group includes different
features of formative words as units of lexical and grammatical language
system: polysemy / monosemy, connotative nature / neutrality, symbolism /
non-symbolism, dominance / non-dominance, synonymy / non-synonymy,
derivation / non-derivation, large phonetic length / small phonetic length,
structural-morphological complexity / structural-morphological simplicity,
foreign origin / non-foreign), the availability of a complete inflectional
paradigm / defective nature of inflectional paradigm, stylistic and functional
neutrality / stylistic-functional markedness (dialectal, vernacular, colloquial,
obsolete, etc.) [1, p. 150].

The second group consists of extra-linguistic characteristics of
denotations which are represented by the analyzed formative words.
Such characteristics (religious-mystical use of a plant or animal (in cults,
ceremonies, arcane rites, etc.) / religious-mystical unmarked nature
of name of an animal or plant; frequency / non-frequency reflecting the
importance of denotation in human activity; distribution of an animal or
plant in Ukraine / exotic, ornamental plant or animal; extinct species of
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plant or animal / currently available species of plant or animal; domestic
(cultivated) animal or plant / wild (wild) animal or plant; taxonomic class
of plant or animal [1, p. 164]) also indirectly influence the word-formation
capacity of formative nouns.

Thus, the above set of factors which regulate the word-formation
capacity of some lexical-thematic groups is quite full, but it doesn’t reflect
all reasons which are peculiar to the thematic groups under consideration:
names of trade tools, names of parts of the body and names of metals. For
this very reason, it is essential to specify and update them.

3. Factors of word-forming behavior of the names of trade tools,

body parts and metals in the modern Ukrainian language

Ukrainian names of trade tools, body parts, and metals are included in
the lexical system of the Ukrainian language as certain lexical-semantic
groups of words. Taking into account the semantic characteristics of the
studied formatives, their structural and functional parameters, the authors
determine the dominant factors that influence the word-forming capacity of
the studied groups of formatives.

They are as follows: lexical semantics; symbolic nature of meanings;
stylistic marking; synonymous character; derivation / non-derivation;
system substitution (it refers to derivative’s redundancy given that a derivate
with another formant is formed from another formative word but with the
same meaning or common functional lexical unit of non-word formation
structure takes its place in the lexical system of language).

Lexical semantics. First of all, the possible set and quantity of potential
derivatives depends on the affiliation of the formative substantive to a par-
ticular lexical-semantic group and the nature of the lexical semantics of the
names of trade tools, somatisms or metals.

The names of agricultural trade tools and the names of resident (house-
hold) tools produce the highest number of derivatives among the names of
trade tools: conxa (eonouxa, eonxap, 20nK08ull, 20A4AHUL, 20TKONOOIOHUL,
eomyacmuii (in 1 meaning), eonvacmuii (in 2 meaning.)), epabni (epabens-
KU, epabnuxu, epabnap, epabuino, epabauna, epadbnuue epabenvhull, epa-
onucmuii (coll.)), ronama (ronamka, ronamouxa, 1IONAMHUK, TORAMUTHO,
aonamuutl, ronamumu), mimia (Mimiuwe, Mimasap, mimiuwe, Mimiuys,
Mimaosuil, MimaonooioHuil, mimaacmutl) etc.
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The most productive names of external body parts are as follows: conosa
(coniexa, zonoeka, 2onosuuye, 2onogeuwika (in 2 meaning), Ha2o106HUK, HA20-
JI0BOK, NPUSOTOBHUK, 20T08AHb, 20108aY, 20106K0 (coll.), 3ipsuconosa, kpy-
Mueon06a, npobutieon0sa, ypeusoi0eda, y3eonie’s (y32on08’s), npueonie’s
(npueonog’s), npueonosay, 20N08HUL, 0OLI020108Ul, OPUMO2ON08UL,
Kpy21020108utl, Nio(a)CKo20N08Ull, NYCMO20L06UL, PYCO20N08UL, CUBO-
207108Ull, CPIOHO20N108UL, MEEPOO2ONOGU, MYNO20N08UL, YOPHOLOLOBUL,
2071080/IOMHUL, OOHO20/I08UL, N SIMULOLOGUU, MUCAY020]108Ull, 0002010~
8ull, cOOAKO20N08UL, 20/106amMuUll (2on0sacmuil), 6e320108Ull, CMPIMCOL08
(in 1 meaning), cmopueonos, cynveonos) and others.

Among the names of metals, the very metals are most productive than
the names of alloy materials. Antominiti realizes the derivational potential
to the fullest extent possible (arrominam, anromens, anominio, amOMIHOH,
antomogocgam, anomozenv, ANOMOCUNIKAMU, ANIOMOpepum, anomini-
€U, ANIOMOAMOHIEBUN, ANIOMOKANIEEUN, ANIOMOKOOAILMMONIO0EHOBUI,
ANIOMOKPEMHIEBUTL, ANIOMOHAMPIEBULL, ANIOMOKETbMONIO0EHO8U, ANIOMO-
OKCUOHULL, ATIOMONTATMUHOBULL, ATTIOMIHIEOPSAHTUHULL, ATHOMIHOMEPMIYHULL,
anomMiniesull, anomMiHirosamu, anrominysamu) etc.

Symbolism of formative lexemes. The names of production tools, es-
pecially those which are used in agriculture, the names of household items
have a symbolic nature for Ukrainians. Thus, the noun xoca is a symbol of
death, fatality in pan-European tradition, and an old woman with the scythe
is the personification of Grim Reaper.

It is quite often observed the development of a symbolic component in
the semantic structure of the body parts.

Among the names of internals, cepye is most commonly used in the
national symbolism. It is obvious that these symbolic components contrib-
ute to the formation of a series of diminutives from the formative cepye
(cepoenvio — cepoens — cepdeuxo), which are used, e.g. as address pronoun
in folksongs (cf. «Conye nusenvko, euip bauzenvKo, 6utiou 00 mMexe, MOe
cepoenvko» (folksong).

In Ukrainian culture, there is a figurative perception of uyba, uynpuru
as a symbol of male beauty, courage, dignity (it is associated with the Cos-
sack habit to grow a scalplock). Byca are also reflected in the expressions
with the content “brain, restraint, calm, attention”, c.f. momamu ua ¢yc, and
6 8yc He Oymu etc.

27



28

Inna Berkeshchuk, Nataliia Ladyniak

Significant internal content has such names of the body parts as oxo,
2ybu, bposu, wic, koca. Thus, the word-symbol oxo is understood as the
concept of all-seeing nature; the word-image of eyoa is associated with
vanity; 6posu indicate dissatisfaction, anger; unic in Ukrainian culture is
the personification of human arrogance, haughtiness, inquisitiveness. The
image of xocu is considered by Ukrainians as a symbol of virgin beauty
and honor.

Symbolic layers in the semantics of the names of body parts contribute
to the productivity of formative lexemes.

Among the names of metals, the images of sonoma and cpiéna, which
represent something of value, beauty, prosperity, high praise, are widely
used in Ukrainian symbolism. The word 3010mo is often used as an address
to a loved one. Words-images 3oromo and cpibno frequent make up one
complex (cpibno-znomo).

Stylistic markedness. The semantic structure of the analyzed groups of
formative words, in addition to the direct lexical meaning, includes special,
terminological, dialect, colloquial, obsolete, etc. The stylistic markedness
of the analyzed formatives mainly causes a limitation of their word-form-
ing capacity. Affiliation of the formative word to the class of rare, obsolete,
colloquial, vulgar ones, etc. causes its limited use, and hence the weakening
of word-forming capabilities, the degree of realization of which depends on
the needs for communication.

Among the various names of trade tools, it is marked many connotative
words characterized by low (and even zero) word-making ability. There are
124 lexemes. Special nouns (marked spec.) are the most noted, and dialect
formations and formative words which are used in the technical branch and
everyday speech are numerous. For example, puckans, 6yx (in 2 meaning),
Kononamxa, cxicox and others.

Most of the above words are unproductive in the context of derivation.
Among the connotative names of trade tools, the most productive words are
the noun monip (historicism (in 1 meaning), dialecticism (in 2 meaning))
(Tomipeup (monopeys'), monipuux, monopuceko, monopuue) and the ar-
chaic lexeme pazo (panvye, panuys, parumu).

In the lexicographic papers of the Ukrainian language, many of the
names of trade tools are marked as spec., mining, text., mech. and others.
Such formatives are derivationally unproductive or their performance is
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represented by individual derivatives, c.f.: sceronka (mining) — srcenonHux,
xononamka (spec.) — 0 derivatives and others.

Proceeding from abundance of the names of trade, the dictionary
marks the lexemes from the ancient tools: ouba, kerom?, piseys, pyouio
and cxpebno. These names are inert in the context of word-formation.
The word-formation unproductiveness of the analyzed units is caused by
the lack of denotations. Jprox and nanuys are primitive, ancient. Howev-
er, compared to archaic tools duba, kerom?’, pizeys, pyouro and ckpebio,
these nominations are still used in the practical life activity of speakers
that leads to the derivational capacity of formative words (dprox — oprou-
us, nanuys — nanudka, naiiyus, naauynuil). Temporal introduction of trade
tools is reflected in the derivational ability of agricultural manual tools and
agricultural names of mechanized ones. More productive are the names of
manual tools. Mechanized tools were available later after the improvement
of technologies that influenced the development of derivatives.

The same tendency is observed in the names of body parts. Among so-
matisms, there are few formative lexemes which are denoted in the lex-
icographical literature with marks anatomy, biology, which have low or
zero zero productivity. For example, common nouns are derivatively un-
productive — eromxa (anatomy) — nocoenomka, enicmpogheii (anatomy)
— 0 derivatives, cmpemeno (anatomy) — 0 derivatives, cypers (anatomy) —
0 derivatives, siiyenposio (biology) — 0 derivatives and others.

There are 119 formatives of connotative words among the names of
body parts where one can note a lot of colloquial, dialectic and anatomic
names: 6abewru, 6axu, 6akenu, banyxu, 6anvka’, 6anvku, bawka, bedexu,
bervoaxu (benvoyxu), boprak and others.

Among connotative words, colloquial names are empowered with max-
imum derivational potential (Bupna, B’s31, mazyxa — BUpJa4y, BUPJIATHH;
B’SI3HWH, B’SI3UCTHIL; nasyiika, nasyniauii) and dialectic ones (yuba, xasa —
yubanv, yubamui, yubamu; xaexa, xaexamu). Other formatives are not
productive.

As compared to the names of trade tools and somatisms, some ancient
names as well as modern ones are productive among the names of metals.
It is noted such lexemes: gicmym, cipueynv, Kypuamosiii, mapeaneyb, o1usol,
cepebpo, cnudic®, cpebpo, yuna. Almost all their modern equivalents are
productive.
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The productivity of metal lexemes is associated with the fact that for-
matives and derivatives are widely used in specialized (mostly chemical)
literature. In other words, professional literature needs the availability of
relevant derivatives — terms denoting different metal goods, metal com-
pounds and others.

Thus, conducted research gives the reason to state that the factor of
stylistic markedness stipulates lexical-semantic group of metals name in
the word-formation context, and it is rendered partially in lexical-semantic
group of the names of trade tools and somatisms; in some cases, it hinders
their derivative potential.

Synonymous character of the formative words under consideration.
In addition to the analyzed characteristics of the formative word (symbol-
ism of semantics, stylistic markedness), its word-forming ability is influ-
enced by the availability or lack of synonyms for formative names. Usually,
in the synonymic chain of formative words, the dominant lexical unit of
the synonymic chain manifests word-formation productivity, and others are
ineffective or do not produce derivatives at all.

Thus, there are such names of manual tools: 6apoa, 6apmxka, coxupa,
mecax, monip HAWOIIBIIOK MPOMXYKTHBHICTIO XapaKTePH3YEThCS CYO-
CTaHTHB COKUpA (COKUPKA, COKUPHUUHA, COKUPUCLKO, COKUPAKA, COKUPHUK,
coxupuuye, coxupku, cokuprui, coxupsawuii). The noun monip produces
the derivatives (monopeys'), monipuux, monopucvxo, monopuwe. Other
formative lexemes don’t realize their derivational potential.

Among the names of body parts, it is marked the following synony-
mous chain: orcusim (srcusomux), uepeso (uepesye, uepesuHa, HA4ePEGHUK,
niouepesHuUK, uepesaHv. nidoyepeduHd, NiouepesuHd, uepesHull, uepesa-
muti, eoniuepesa, dozopuiepesa, oonivepesa), nyso (nysye, ny3aH, ny3ams,
eononysuti, moscmonysuti, nysamuii), 1oro (0 derivatives), eupna (supnauy,
supnamutt), crinu (0 derivatives) and others. Consequently, the specific
nature of formative synonyms is that mainly one or two lexemes are active
in the part of word-formation, and others act as inactive lexemes at the level
of word-formation.

Among the names of metals, there are many lexemes that are synony-
mous. In fact, only one member of the synonymous chain is productive in
the context of word-formation, and other synonyms are characterized by
low word-formation ability or are inactive in word-forming.
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Structural complexity, derivative / non-derivative nature. The re-
search of SD of the names of trade tools, body parts and metals confirms
the general tendency according to which the simpler lexeme is in its com-
position and structure, the more dynamic its involvement in the processes
of word creation is. Compound words are characterized by low word-for-
mation capacity. The vast majority of analyzed formative lexemes are un-
productive in the context of word-formation, in particular: 6ypsaxoxombaiin,
oypaxoxonay, Oypakomuiixa, OypaxKopizka, Oypakonioiumay, 6a1KOymeopio-
644, 2A30HOKOCAPKA, eLeKMPONIye; CMpagoxio, uYenposio; ekagonrbdpam
and others.

The factor of “derivative / non-derivative nature” of the substantives un-
der consideration is closely related to the structural complexity of formative
lexemes. At the same time, there is the following consistency: non-derivative
formative words denoting the names of tools, body parts and metals form
the core of their word-formation base in modern Ukrainian, and derivative
formatives — periphery, c.f.: uanis — wanauinbro, waniiika; wapowka — wa-
pouweunuii, wapowrosuii and others, but zsoromonomapxa — 0 derivatives,
aworocisanka — 0 derivatives and others; 6ix — 6ouox, boxacmuil (6okamuil);
KVILaK — KVIAUoK, Kyiauuuje, Kyiauku, Kyraunui but nocoenomxa — 1 derivate
(Hocoenomxkosuii), ouepesuna — 1 derivate (ouepesunnuii); pmyms — pmym-
Hutl, pmymumu but exasonvghpam — 0 derivatives and others.

System substitution. Among the names of trade tools, there are few for-
mative words that denote the same subject. On the basis of such lexemes —
names of trade tools, mainly one—two derivatives are productive; however,
there are nouns pairs which are formed by the derivatives from two names.
As a formative word Oarir produces the derivatives 6amiscox, bamooicu-
Ho, 6amooicucmutl, bamoxcumu, there are odd ones in the lexical system,
for example: *6atibapauok, *6atibapucmuii, *6aiidapumu and others. De-
rivatives with the meaning of “act using one what is called a formative”
cannot be expected from such names of trade tools as eapannux, manaxail,
nyea because it is produced the derivate with the indicated semantics from
the noun 6uu — 6uuysamu. A derivate *ronamumu is not formed from zona-
ma with the same meaning as there is a formative konamu; *1onamop, c.f.
nayeamop because there is xonau.

Among the somatisms, there are, for example, lexemes pyka, zisuys,
npasuyst, wynvea, aana and others. The derivatives are produced from the
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formative pyxa (pyuxu, pyuensma (pl.), pyuxa, pyys, pyuuys, pyuucobKo,
pyuue, HApYYHUKU, HAPYYHI, HApYy4us, NIOPYYHUK, NOPYYama, nopyuyi, no-
DYYHI, ROPYYYS, PYKAB, PYKABUYS, PYKIG 51, DYKOSMKA, PYKOSIMb, PYKOXIO, py-
KOOYOHUK, pyuHUll, OLIOpYKUl, 00820pYKUll, KPUBOPYKULL, CYXOPYKUU, MOH-
KOPYKUtl, pyKoOIyOHULL, PYKOOQUHUIL, DYKONAWHUIL, PYKONUCHULL, PYKOMBOP-
HULl, 0OHOPYKULL, CMOPYKUUL, PYKAMUIL, PYYKAMUCSL, PYKOOYOHUYamu, 61dc-
HOpPYYHO, 6npagopyy, epykonaut (pyKonaut, 6pYKORAuiHy), HAuEUOKOpyY,
00ipy4, 00HOpYH, caMOpy4, 20Nipyy, NORIOPYKU, NONIOpyY, NONIOPYYKIL).
Other formative lexemes didn’t realize their derivational potential. Taking
into account the availability of derivatives produced from the noun pyxa,
it is not necessary to create derivatives from other lexemes with the same
meaning. Thus, we often use the lexeme pyxa instead of npasuysa, risuys
and others, or we can use the combination of words npasa pyxa, riea pyxa.

Nouns denoting metals have alternative pairs of synonyms. In speech,
people more often use such metal names as 3aziz0, 3010mo, miow, cpidnoO
etc. that influences a high productivity of these formatives. Names ¢epym,
aypym, kynpym, apeenmym can’t produce derivatives. The factor analyzed
also influences the use of plural forms in metal names.

Important factors that determine the word-forming conduct of the ana-
lyzed word classes are non-linguistic factors, in particular, the importance
of a specific denotation, which is verbalized by the formative, in econom-
ic and practical activity and human activity. Under the framework of the
identified groups of vocabulary, it is possible to distinguish a number of
formative words that indicate important metals for humans (3azrizo, 3010mo,
cpibno etc.), most commonly used tools (koca, ronama etc.), body parts
under consideration which were endowed with various mythical and asso-
ciative-figurative properties (pyxa, oxo, sA3uK, cepye etc.).

Ukrainians are traditional grain-growers, farmers, and for this very rea-
son, instruments and tools that facilitate work during agricultural activities
are of particular importance to us. The names of such tools are highly pro-
ductive. Household tools which are used for cleaning, cooking etc. are also
productive.

The importance of body parts for the human outlook is related to the
anthropomorphic thinking of ancient Ukrainians, humanization of the en-
vironment, etc. in view of this, human emotions and feelings are projected
into separate parts of the body (love or other emotions — cepye (heart); pain,
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hatred — 3y6u (teeth) (“to grit”); fear —noeu (legs) (“cepue B m’atu”, “HOTH
Ha Tuiedi”, etc.), attention — gyxo (ear); relationships between people are
also “materialized” by referring to parts of the body (people welcome by
shaking hands etc.). The names of such parts of the body are the most an-
cient in the language (since Proto-Indo-European or Slavic period) and they
produce a large number of derivatives, for example: pyxa (pyuxu, pyuens-
ma (pl.), pyuxa, pyys, pysuys, pyyucepKo, pyuuuje, HapyyHuKu, HapyyHi, Ha-
Pyuust, nIOPYUHUK, NOPy¥ama, nopyyi, NOpy4Hi, nopyuus, pykas, pyKaguys,
PYKi8 51, pYKOSIMKA, PYKOSMb, PYKOXIO, PYKOOIYOHUK, PY4HUL, OL10pyKull,
00620pYKUL, KPUBOPYKUL, CYXOPYKUU, MOHKOPYKUL, DYKOOLYOHUL, PYKO-
OatiHull, pyKONawHuil, pyKOnUCHUll, pyKkoOmeopHuii, 0OHOPYKuUil, CrnopyKui,
pyKamuil, pyuxamucs, pyKkoomryoOHu4amu, 61aCHOPYYHO, GNPABOPYY, 8PYKO-
nawt (pyxonawi, 8pyKONauiny), HaueuoKopyy, ooipyd, 0OHOpY4, camopyd,
20ipyy, NoniopyKu, NOniopy4, NONiopyuKu).

As for metals, on the one hand, those, which had been used in the farming
long ago (3azizo, cmanw), have performed and perform the function of money
(sonomo, cpibno) etc. are important for speakers. On the other hand, they
began to be actively used in the modern industry that led to the origin of new
products, alloys, etc., which are nominated by the analyzed derivatives. Thus,
amominiu produces 22 derivatives (amrominam, amomens, amominio, amomi-
HOH, amomogocam, anomozens, anoMOCUTIKAMU, ATIOMOdepum, anomi-
HIC6ULL, AIIOMOAMOHIEBULL, ANIOMOKANIEBULL, ANFOMOKOOAILIMMONIO0EHOBUIL,
AMOMOKPEMHIEBULL, ATIOMOHAMPIEBULL, ATIOMOKETbMONIO0EHOBUU, AIOMO-
OKCUOHULL, ATIOMONAAMUHOBULL, ATIOMIHIEOP2AHIYHULL, ATTOMIHOMEPMIYHUIL,
anominiesutl, amominitogamu, aniominyeamu), 3anizo’ — 20 derivatives (3a-
ai30bemoHn, 3anizoepaghim, 3anizonopupin, sanizoyemenm, 3aniza (pl.),
sanizko (in 1 meaning.), 3anisye, 3ani3aKa, 3ani3HULl, 3aTI30AMOHIUHULL, 3a-
Jiz08yeneyesull, 3ani30pyoruUll, 3aNi30HIKeNe8Ull, 3aNI30XPOMOBUTL, 3aI30N-
AABUNILHULL, 3AI30NPOKAMHUU, 3A1I30pOOHUL, 3ANI308MICHUL, 3ANI3UCMULL,
saniznutl), 3onomo’ — 14 derivatives (zonomuye, 3010muuK’, 3010MOMUCAYHUK,
3010map, 3010mMo000y8a, 3010MOULYKAY, 30JI0MONPOMUCTOBEYb, 30I0MULL
(in 1 meaning), 3010MOHOCHUIL, 3010MOCAUHUL, 30I0MOMKAHUU, 3010MO-
emicHutl, 3onomui, 3onomumu (in 1 meaning)), nramuna — 11 derivatives
(nramunam, nramunim, naamunoiou, niamuros, niamuromunis (special),
NAAMUHOBUL, ATIOMONAAMUHOBUN, NAAMUHOXIOPUCIOBOOHEBUN, NAAMUHO-
GMICHULL, NIAMUHOBUL, NIAMUHONOOIOHUIL), cpibno’ —22 derivatives (cpiOHuk
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(in 2 meaning), cpiOnsx, cpionax, cpionanux (y 2 3Had.), cpebperux, cpionsp,
cpibnonrobeysw, cpionuii (in 1, 3—7 meanings), cpibepruti, cpibpanui, cpio 's-
Hutl, cpibnoopeaniynuil, cpibnontoOHuil, CPiONOHOCHULL, CPIOIONIAGUTbHULL,
cpibnomxanuil, cpibHOCANHULL, CPIOI08MICHUL, cpibnucmul, cped siHull, cpi-
oranutl (in 1 meaning), cpibaumu (in 1 meaning)), cmans — 15 derivatives
(cmaninim, cmanebemon, cmanesap, CManeiuBapHUK, CHIALENIAGUTLHUK,
CMAanenpoKamHuK, CMAalemonHuK, CHMALeTugapHs, CMALemonis, cmaie-
6ULl, CMALHULL, CMAIbOSUN, CIMALESUll, CIMAIUMU, CIMAI08AMu), ypam’ —
12 derivatives (ypanam, ypauizm, ypauin, ypauiHim, mpancypanu, akmuHoy-
Pau, YpaHoniacmuxd, ypanogobis, ypanmosui, ypan-cpagimosuti, ypauo-
emicuutl, yparosuii) and others.

Consequently, formative words whose denotations are less important for
the ordinary speaker (for example, narrowly specialized instruments, names
of devices, tools, equipment, etc., names of individual bones in the ear or
nose, tumors, names of skin cover, muscles, glands, and parts of nerve
systems, metals — lanthanides, etc.) are either ineffective or inactive in the
context of word-formation. For example, the lexemes ¢arweep, gopcynxa,
yecanxa and others; enicmpodbeti, kadux, xyxca, nankpeac, patidyscka and
others; eipueys (archaic), cmanym etc. don’t produce lexemes.

Thus, the importance of the names of trade tools, parts of the body
and metals in the farming and human activity has a positive impact on the
word-forming ability of the analyzed groups of formative words.

According to scholars, the importance of some objects in the life of a
speaker is represented by the frequency of the use of lexemes which denote
them. Thus, V.Greshchuk states that communicative needs reflect the im-
portance of words in human practice, and it correlates with the frequency
of words’ use in speech. The word with a higher frequency has a higher
probability of the production of the derivative based on the formative word.
Therefore, when analyzing the derivative capacity of different word classes,
and, in particular, the names of trade tools, somatisms and metals, it is nec-
essary to pay attention to the frequency of the formative word, which affects
the communicative needs of the speaker. However, a frequency dictionary
of the Ukrainian language fixes the frequency of lexemes’ use only in ar-
tistic texts, not taking into account the various technical, anatomical and
chemical study guides and manuals, so the data from this dictionary should
be used with relevant amendments.
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4. Conclusions

The factors which influence the derivational potential of formatives are
objectified in word-formation paradigm, and capabilities of word-formation
potential determine a type of the derivational paradigm. Among such factors,
the author marks linguistic (it includes a variety of lexical and grammatical
categories, which are peculiar to the analyzed formatives, special aspects of
stylistic functioning, structural complexity and derivative/ non-derivative
nature of the analyzed names of trade tools, parts of the body and metals)
and extra-linguistic, which are related to the importance in the farming and
economic and practical human activity and life.

The research found that there are some factors which are associated with
high productivity of a formative word (lexical semantics, non-formative
nature, economic and practical use). Some of the factors, on the contrary,
slow the formation of derivatives and affect the low derivative potential
(stylistic markedness, the inability of combining lexemes’ stems with
some affixes, the structural complexity of the formative lexeme, and the
redundancy of the derivative).

It is worth noting that some of the factors are manifested variously in
the different thematic analyzed groups. For example, stylistic markedness
of word-formation derivatively stimulates the lexical-semantic group of
metal names, while in the lexical-semantic group of the names of trade
tools and somatisms it reflects partially, and in some cases, it inhibits their
derivational potential.

It is marked the complex character of factors action. For example, zero
productivity of a formative eipuuys is influenced not only by the availability
of a synonym maeniii but also the archaic nature of the very lexeme zip-
yuyyw (c.f. ono6o — yuna and others). Such factors as the symbolism of the
formative word and the importance of the particular denotation, which is
verbalized by the formative word in economic practice and human activity,
influence the high productivity of the formative pyxa, etc.

The analysis of the typical and specific word-formation paradigms of
Ukrainian names of trade tools, body parts and metals showed that the
analyzed formatives are quite active in the context of word-formation, but
they realize their derivative potential in different ways. None of the analyzed
nouns form derivatives with all typical word-forming meanings. Linguistic
and extra-linguistic factors have a strong hold over the derivational
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potential of the names of trade tools, body parts and metals in the modern
Ukrainian language. The paper marks 5 oppositions among linguistic
factors, which influence the word-formation ability of the analyzed
substantives, and 2 oppositions among extra-linguistic oppositions. Such
factors are linguistic (they involve different lexical-grammatical categories,
which are peculiar to the analyzed formatives, special aspects of stylistic
functioning, structural complexity and derivative / non-derivative nature
of the names of trade tools under consideration, body parts and metals)
and extra-linguistic which relate to the importance in trade and practical
activity and human livelihood and lexical semantic formative. The analysis
of derivational paradigms of Ukrainian names of trade tools, body parts
and metals updates the available studies on the noun derivatives on the
grounds of the basic-centric word-formation of the modern Ukrainian
language. Follow-up studies of the derivative potential of other groups
of formative nouns will make it possible to find out the full typology of
Ukrainian substantive word formation.
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