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PRINCIPLES OF FORMATION OF LEXICAL-SEMANTIC GROUPS

The purpose of the article. In a comparative study of the lexicon of various languages, the study
of its systematic organization comes to the fore. The lexical meaning of the word is a complex structure,
determined by its semantics, pragmatics and syntax. In the semantic sense, sign and denotative aspects
are distinguished in the lexical meaning structure. Before discussing the principles of formation
of lexical-semantic groups, the lexical meaning of the word, considering the principles contained
in the study of verb semantics are examined. The purpose of the study is to analyze the principles
of the formation of lexical-semantic groups.

Methodology and methods that were used. In linguistics, there are three main principles applied by
scientists in the study of verb semantics: thematic (denotative), paradigmatic and syntagmatic principles.
Speaking about the thematic principle of the analysis of the semantics of the verb, we should note that it
is based on the separation of semantic groups of words by derogatory criteria. It reflects “the phenomena
of reality and the cuts of reality in which words are connected with each other in a natural way”. The
next principle of the study of the semantics of the verb is paradigmatic, it in many aspects intersects
with thematically, but does not exactly coincide with it. The given principle is formed on the basis
of the separation of predicate classes with the general meaning of action, feature, situation, relationships.
To determine the principles of the formation of lexical-semantic groups, it is attempted to clarify the lexical-
semantic system and the terms of the lexical-semantic group using the descriptive method.

The main scientific novelty which were put forward. The significance of lexical systems in
the study of lexicology was analyzed, it was determined on the basis of examples in which the lexicons
from other languages over time turned into meaningful words under the influence of various linguistic
and non-linguistic factors.

Conclusion of the study. Consequently, we can say that the lexical system plays an important role
in the study of lexicology. Over time, newly formed or newly learned lexemes from other languages
can become meaningful words with the influence of various linguistic and non-linguistic factors.
At this time, we can put forward the importance of the calculation of the syntagmatic relations
of linguistic units, so that without their description, the analysis of the content side of the language
can be incomplete.
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Introduction (problem statement). Each word of
the language enters a certain lexico-semantic group.
Lexical-semantic groups themselves are systematic
combinations that have connections and relationships
that are characteristic of any system, and at the same
time, they have their own specific features. The
lexical meaning of the word is determined by its
semantics, pragmatics and syntax. In a comparative
study of the lexicon of various languages, the study of
its systematic organization comes to the fore. Before
discussing the principles of formation of lexical-
semantic groups, the lexical meaning of the word,
considering the principles contained in the study of
verb semantics are examined. The purpose of the
study is to analyze the principles of the formation of
lexical-semantic groups.

If we look at the publications published on the
topic in recent years, we can see that the meaning of
language is recognized as the main unit of semantics,
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but in modern linguistics there are different views of
linguists on the concept of “the lexical meaning of the
word”. “The lexical meaning of the word is an object,
atrait, a process, an event, etc.” it is the same thing that
is in the mind”. [11, p. 261]. L.A. Novikov considers
the lexical meaning “the known reflection of an object,
event or attitude in consciousness”, which is included
in the structure of the word as the inner side of the
word and “acts as a material shell of the sound of the
word in relation to it” [15, p. 101]. V.V. Vinogradov
proposed a more general definition of lexical meaning:
“the main content, which is an element of the general
semantic system of the dictionary of this language,
formed according to the laws of the grammar of the
given language” [6, p. 168]. L.M.Vasilyev wrote that
the whole variety of definitions of the meaning of the
language can be reduced to two grounds: as areflective
category (as a mental being) and as a contact category
(as a relationship) [5, p. 15].
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The lexical meaning of the word is a complex
structure, determined by its semantics, pragmatics
and syntax. In the semantic sense, sign and denotative
aspects are distinguished in the lexical meaning
structure. According to the pragmatic aspect, the
lexical meaning of the word includes expressive-
emotional assessment and connotations. The syntactic
side of meaning is syntagmatically determined
by the connection of the word combination and
other meanings of linguistic units in the sentence,
and paradigmatically-by the position within the
synonymic range [11, p. 262]. Different aspects
of meaning are ‘“closely related and interrelated
within the lexical meaning of a single whole — a
unit”, thus characterizing the same essence in
different ways and from different sides [15, p. 97]. In
linguistics, the following aspects of lexical meaning
are distinguished: pointed, denotative, structural
(syntagmatic and paradigmatic) and emotive.

In linguistics, there are three main principles
applied by scientists in the study of verb semantics:
thematic (denotative), paradigmatic and syntagmatic
principles [5, p. 39]. However, they are not
independent, complement each other, so that “the
semantics of words is determined by the totality of its
paradigmatic and syntagmatic relations” [12, p. 43].
Over the past two centuries, the associative method
of studying meaning has increasingly entered the
interests of researchers [13, p. 52-64].

Speaking about the thematic principle of the
analysis of the semantics of the verb, we should
note that it is based on the separation of semantic
groups of words by derogatory criteria. It reflects the
phenomena of reality and the cuts of reality in which
words are connected with each other in a natural way
[23, p. 13].

The next principle of the study of the semantics of
the verb is paradigmatic, it in many aspects intersects
with thematically, but does not exactly coincide
with it. The given principle is formed on the basis
of the separation of predicate classes by the general
meaning of action, feature, condition, relationship
[1, p. 51]. U.L.Quarter [22, p. 116—-120] took action,
process, and action-process principles as the basis
for correcting the classification of meaningful
verbs. The important difference of the paradigmatic
principle from the thematic one is that it is not the
subject correlation of verbs predicates, but rather the
signaling aspect of their meaning.

The third principle of the semantics of the verb is
syntagmatic. The group of words formed on the basis
of the generality of intra-linguistic subject-logical
relations, as a rule, other units on the syntagmatic

line, is characterized by the generality of lexical and
semantic relations. The obviousness and study of the
characteristic generality for a certain group of verbs
is considered an important stage of describing their
semantics. The feature of verb units-predicates is
their appeal to the described situation, which makes
it possible to identify more specific syntactic signs
than nouns and adjectives. The syntagmatic value of
the verb manifests itself as the ability to match words
that determine the substance and signs [10; 16; 17;
14, p. 106-110; 7; 2].

This feature of verb predicates that have the
ability to commit syntagm occupy the main position
in it. In the syntagm, which depends on the predicate,
positions are occupied by its arguments (aktant,
participles, semantic valence, deep circumstance).
Their number increases from 5 to 50 and depends on
the degree of fraction of the presentation of SEMEs
[1; 16].

Syntagmatic features of the word. Syntagmatic
features of the word are determined in the
consideration of such words as elements of the
syntagmatic chain. Thus, the given principle of
studying the semantics of the verb presupposes the
manifest and description of lexical and syntactic
valent units with one or another characteristic group.
It is the valence properties that form the sentence as a
syntagmatic chain. The syntactic valence of the word
is determined by its lexical characteristic, the lexical
valence of the word is determined by its individual
meaning, in which extralinguistic phenomena of
reality are reflected. Thus, the lexical compatibility
of words finds its expression in the relationships and
relationships that exist between the phenomena of
reality. However, it should be noted that the syntactic
and lexical connections of various lexical-semantic
groups of verbs with other units of the language can
have a brighter character.

The emergence of lexical semantic groups. The
main provisions of the lexical-grammatical groups
were developed in the work of Russian scientists
in the 50-60-70s of the XX century [8, p. 78-86;
20, p. 30-63]. But there are different opinions about
its nature. First of all, differences are observed in the
difference between the lexical-semantic field (LSF)
and the concepts of the lexical-semantic group (LSG):
according to some scientists [4, p. 105-113], LSG is
a kind of diversity of semantic field; in the opinion of
others [20, p. 30—63], LSG and LSF are equal unions of
words; according to other scientists, [24, p. 185-189],
they consider LSF and LSG as “parts of general and
special units”, recognizes LSF as a higher level of
association involving more lexical units.
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In some works “LSF”, “LSG” and “thematic
groups” are processed as synonyms [3]. Most of the
practical studies of the LSG are believed to be parts of
the LSG of synonyms, antonyms and other word groups
characterized by a general semantic connection and it is
based on the theory of F.P.Philin. This scientist defines
LSG as “homogeneous, comparable meaningful lexical
associations”, which are “a peculiar phenomenon
according to the course of historical development of the
language” [21, p. 524-525]. Adhering to the opinions
of the above-mentioned authors, we also proceed from
the fact that the separation of the LSG is based on the
generality of the category-grammatical SEMA, and
According to O.B.Simakova, we pay attention to the
definition of LSG. According to the author, LSG “is a
unity that includes words of one part of speech that have
a general category-lexical SEMA and are connected with
each other by common-kind, paradigmatic, syntagmatic
and word-forming connections” [18, p. 3].

Subgroups within the lexical semantic group.
Under the lexical-grammatical group is understood the
class of words that has a common lexical-grammatical
meaning, a general paradigm, the same substitute
elements and a possible characteristic multiplicity of
suffixes denoting lexical-grammatical expression.

These groups are subsets of parts of speech, several
lexical-grammatical groups form part of speech. The
lexical-semantic group is recognized as the main type
of word classes for the lexical system. Assignment of
the word to this or that LSG, first of all, are carried
out on the basis of a component analysis of the lexical
meaning of words processed in detail according to the
methodology of O. S. Akhmanova, L. M. Vasilyeva,
I. A. Sternina, E. V. Kuznetsova and others. LSG
combines words of one part of speech, where “in
addition to common grammatical SEMEs, there
is at least one more general sem-category-lexical
archisem, class; “this seme forms the semantic core
of the group and is concretized in each separate word
with the help of differential SEMEs” [8, p. 73, 75].

The choice of thematic groups depends on the goals
of the study: groups can be wider and narrower, the
same words can fall into different groups depending
on the criterion that forms the basis of the choice of
the thematic group. The choice of criteria largely
depends on the subjective will of the researcher.

In the comparative study of the lexicon of different
languages, the study of its systematic organization
comes to the fore, since, even with a similar set of
SEMEs, each language has different opportunities for
expressing them, for example, the presence of language
lacunas, the presence of single-word and multi-word
correlations within comparative rows, fields, groupings
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of words. Thus, the combination of words in thematic
(lexical-semantic) groups is aimed at revealing
features located on the basis of the extralinguistic
relationships of the phenomena that designate them. At
this time, movement, speech, physical activity, feeling,
understanding, intellectual activity, semantic groups etc.
in the language can be distinguished.

When classifying verbs according to lexical-semantic
groups, the structural-semantic principle was used, since
the lexical semantics of verbs has a clear hierarchical
structure: super classifiers (“‘case”, “attitude”, “activity”,
etc. caterogial-lexical SEMAS (“speech”, “thinking”,
“action”, etc.) are defined by categories; in turn, it is
concretized with differential SEMAS.

Such structuring of the semantics of the verb is
also manifested in the hierarchy of the systematic
organization of the verb. In addition, the basis for the
selection of lexical-semantic groups is both a category-
lexical sema and an important semantic feature that
improves it. For example, in the “speech activity”
subspecies, the following LSG-s are distinguished:
verbs characterizing speech activity, verbs of speech
information, verbs of speech communication, verbs
of appeal, verbs of speech influence. Within the
LSG, there may be differentiated subgroups, taking
into account the important differential feature that
determines the categorical-lexical seme in a certain
aspect. The next important principle is the principle
of variability found in the nature of representation
within a group: for each group, the main classifiers
expressing the main semantic idea of the class of
words are distinguished and the members of the class,
which, in comparison with them, are distinguished by
a set of additional semantic features that are more
specific and meaningful and various.

Taking into account this principle, the description
of each individual lexical grouping of words begins
with the separation of the main classifiers, with a
description of the principle of typical semantics and
intersection of the lexical-semantic word group due
to the presence of separate semantic complex lexical
meanings and polysemantic words that do not allow
unambiguous interpretation in the lexical system, as
well as such semantically complex words are selected
according to the composition of lexical semantics.
These include, first of all, complex polypropositive
semantic verbs, which create certain difficulties
for their consistent unambiguous qualification,
simultaneously allowing them to be attributed to
different semantic groupings of words, which leads to
their corresponding cross-section. At the same time,
a combination of different rank meanings is observed
in lexical semantics.
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SNk W

Edenniea A. IPUHLUIIN ®OPMYBAHHS JIEKCUKO-CEMAHTUYHUX I'PYIIT

Line cmammi. lpu nopisHaibHOMy 8UEUEHHT 1EKCUKU PISHUX MO8 HA NEPULOMY NAAHI BUXOOUMb BUBUEHHS
i1 cucmemamuunoi opeanizayii. Jlekcuumne 3navenus cioea € CKIAOHOI CMPYKMYPOIO, WO GUHAYAEMbC U020
CEMAHMUKOI, NPASMATMUKOI | CUHIMAKCUCOM. Y CeManmuyHOMY CeHCi y CmMpYKMmypi JeKCUUHO20 3HAYEHHS
BUOINAIOMbCA 3HAKOBULL Mma OenomamusHull acnekmu. Ilepw Hixe obeosoprosamu npunyunu Gopmysanus
JLeKCUKO-CEMAHMUYHUX 2PYN, PO32TIAOAEMbCA NeKCUYHEe 3HAUEHHA Co8d 3 YPAXYBAHHAM NPUHYUNIE, AKI Mic-
MAMbCs Y 00CHIONHCEHHT cemanmuku dieciosa. Memoio 00CiONCeHHs € aHAli3 NPUHYUNIE POPMYBAHHS JleK-
CUKO-CEMAHMUYHUX 2PYN.

Memooonozia ma memoou, AKi 6ynu eukopucmani. Y ninegicmuyi iCHye mpu OCHOBHUX NPUHYUNU, WO
3ACMOCOBYIOMbCS BUEHUMU OO0 CEMAHMUKU OIECTIG: meMamuyHull (0eHOmMamusHull), napaoueMamudnuil
i cunmaemamuyHuil npuHyunu. 108opauu npo MemMamuyHull NPUHYUN aHALI3Yy CeMAHMUKU OI€cio8d, Clio
3A3HAYUMU, WO BiH 3ACHOBAHUL HA PO3NOOLNT CEMAHMUYHUX 2PYN C1I6 3 NPUMEHUYOYUMU Kpumepiamu. Bona
8i00uUBAE «SABLEeHHS OTUCHOCMI I pO3PI3U OTUCHOCMI, ) AKUX CT0BA NPUPOOHUM YUHOM NO8 S3AHI OpYe 3 OOHUM.
Hacmynnuii npunyun eusuenus cemaHmuku Oi€ciosa — NApaoUSMamuduull, 6iH y 6azamvoxX acnexkmax
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NepemuHacmsbCs 3 MeMamudtuM, aie He 308Cim 30icacmucs 3 Hum. Lleti npunyun ghopmyemucs 3 ypaxysanusim
nOOiNy K1ACi8 npeouxamie i3 3a2anvHum 3HavyeHHAM Oii, osHaxu, cumyayii, gionocun. L1{o6 eusnavumu npun-
yunu hopmy8anHs 1eKCUKO-CeMAHMUUHUX SPYN, 3POONIEHO CNPOOY NPOACHUMU JIeKCUKO-CEMAHMUYHY CUCTEM)
ma mepminu J1eKCUKO-CEMAHMUYHOL 2PYNU 3 BUKOPUCMAHHAM ONUCOBO20 MEMODY.

Ocnoeni naykosi Hogayii, aKi Oyau eucynymi. byno npoananizo8ano 3Ha4yujicms J1eKCUYHUX CUCINEM
VY BUBYEHHI J1eKCUKon02il, ii OVYI0 GU3HAYEHO 3 YPAXYEAHHAM NPUKIAOI6, Y AKUX JEKCUKOHU 3 THUWUX MO8
32000M NEpemeopIOsaIucs Ha OCMUCIEHI Cl08A NI BNAUBOM PIZHUX NIH2GICIMIUYHUX | HENIHSBICMUYHUX
YUHHUKIG.

Bucnosok oocnioycenns. Omoice, Mu MONICEMO CKA3AMU, WO JEKCUUHA CUCMEMA BI0iepae BaAICIUBY
PO Y GUBUEHHI JIEKCUKONI02IT. 32000M HOBOCMBOPEHT Uil HeWOOABHO GUBYEHT IeKCeMU 3 THUUUX MOG MONCYIb
CMamu 3SHAYYWUMU C108aMU NIO NIUBOM PI3ZHUX NHEGICMUYHUX MA HeNTHeGICMUYHUX akmopis. B oanuil wac
MU MOANCEMO BUCYHYMU BANCTUBICINb 0OUUCTEHHSA CUHMASMATIUYHUX 8I0HOCUH MOBHUX 0OUHUYb, MOMY 0e3 ix
ONUCY AHANI3 3MICMOBOI CIMOPOHU MOBU MOdice OV HENOGHUM.

Knrwuogi cnosa: nexcuune snauenns, epynd, Kamezopis, MOGHA 0OUHUYSL, CUCTEMA.
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