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The article is aimed at investigating grammatical homonymy in the Modern
English language, types and peculiarities of the homonymous structures
functioning in the literary texts. Homonymy is analyzed as a phenomenon of
synchrony and viewed as a result of opposite processes of semantic divergence
of words, etymologically coming from one and the same source. Homonyms
are linguistic units different in meaning but identical in their form. In case
of polysemy, different meanings of the same grammatical form are mutually
dependent and proceed from the same meaning. In case of homonymy, the
primary (invariant) meaning of a given grammatical form is no longer traced
in different uses of this form. Syntactical homonymy is more complicated in
its general features than morphological homonymy: identity of homonymous
structures is not of absolute, all-embracing character and along with the
prevailing identity there are also some differences, which are explicit indicators
of deep non-identity of syntactical constructions. Structural non-identity
of syntactical homonyms reveals itself in the process of their formation.
Syntactical homonyms are such units in which surface structures coincide but
deep semantic structures are different. It is the syntactical paradigm that makes
it possible to reveal homonymy of the syntactic structure. If paradigmatic
connection is considered to be a connection of a language element with other
elements, then besides usual paradigmatic connections inside their syntactic
paradigm, homonymy of syntactical units has connections with other elements
of homonymous row. These connections are called homonymous collisions.
It is transformational analysis that helps to differentiate homonymous
constructions. In the frame of homonymy phenomena of morphological
and syntactical homonymy stand apart from each other. Morphological
homonymy includes separate parts of morphological paradigm and in such
a way becomes an inalienable feature of all the morphological system of the
language. Syntactical homonymy is more complicated in its general features
than morphological homonymy: identity of homonymous structures is not of
absolute, all-embracing character and along with the prevailing identity there
are also some differences, which are explicit indicators of deep non-identity
of syntactical constructions. Structural non-identity of syntactical homonyms
reveals itself in the process of their formation.
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Crartst crnpsMoBaHa Ha JOCHIDKEHHS TpaMaTHYHOI OMOHIMII B CydacHii
AQHMIIIACHKIA MOBI, THUIIB Ta OCOOIMBOCTEH OMOHIMIYHHUX CTPYKTYp, ILIO
(YHKIIOHYIOTh Yy JHTEepaTypHuUX TekcTax. OMOHIMIS aHaTi3yeTbes SIK
SBUINE CUHXPOHII 1 PO3MIAgaeThCs SK PE3ylbTaT NPOTHIIEKHUX IPOIECIB
CEMaHTHYHOI PO301XKHOCTI CJiB, €TUMOJIOTIUHO 10 TOXOAATh 3 OAHOTO 1 TOTO
K Joxepena. OMOHIMH — [Ie MOBH1 OJIMHUIT, Pi3HI 32 3HAYCHHSM, aJie OTHAKOBI
3a cBo€ro (hopmoro. Y BunasKy 6araro3Haq4HOCTI Pi3Hi 3HaUCHHS OHi€T 1 TieT K
rpamMaTHYHOI (POPMHU B3aEMO3ANICHKHI 1 BUXOAATH 3 OTHOTO 1 TOTO 3K 3HAYCHHS.
VY BuUmaaxy OMOHIMII mepBUHHE (IHBapiaHTHE) 3HAYCHHS 1€l IpaMaTH4HOL
(hopMHU HE IPOCTEXKYETHCSI B PI3HUX BUIAX BUKOPUCTAHHS Iii€l (hopMH.

CuHTaKcH4HI OMOHIMH — II¢ Taki OAMHHIN, B SIKMX TOBEPXHEBI CTPYKTypH
30iratotecs, aje DIHOOKI CEMAHTHUYHI CTPYKTypH pi3Hi. Came CHHTaKcHYHa
nmapajurMa Ja€ 3MOTy BHUSIBUTH OMOHIMIIO CHHTAKCHYHOI CTPYKTypH. SIKImo
napajurMaTU4HUM 3B’S3KOM BBAJKAE€TbCS 3B’A30K MOBHOIO €JIEMEHTa 3
IHIMMMHU ~ €IEMEHTaMH, TO, KpiM 3BHYAMHHMX MapaJUurMaTHYHHUX 3B’S3KiB
yCcepeauHi iX CHHTAKCMYHOI MapajurMd, OMOHIMiSl CHHTAKCHYHHUX OIMHUIIb
Mae 3B’S3KM 3 IHIIMMH €JIeMEHTaMH OMOHIMIuHOTrO psaka. Lli 3B’s3ku
Ha3MBAaIOTHCS OMOHIMIYHUMM 3iTKHEHHsIMH. Came TpaHc(opMariiHuii aHami3
JonoMarae Au(epeHIliioBaTH OMOHIMIYHI KOHCTPYKIIi. Y paMkax OMOHIMil
SBUIIA MOP(OJIOTIYHOI Ta CUHTAKCMYHOT OMOHIMIi CTOATH OKPEMO OJIMH Bij
omHoro. Mop¢ororiuHa OMOHIMIsI BKIIIOYA€ OKpeMi 4aCTHHH MOpP(OJIoriqHoi
HapaJurMi 1 TAKUM YMHOM CTA€ HEBiJI'€MHOIO O3HAKOIO BCiel Mopdosoriqnoi
cucteMd MOBH. CHHTAaKCHYHA OMOHIMISl CKJIQJHINIA 32 CBOIMH 3arallbHUMHU
O3HaKaMH, Hi’K MOP(OJIOTiYHa OMOHIMISl: TOTOXKHICTH OMOHIMIYHUX CTPYKTYP
HE Ma€ abCOIIIOTHOTO, BCEOXOILTFOIOYOTO XapaKkTepy, 1 Ops/ 13 MepeBakarouor0
IIGHTUYHICTIO ICHYIOTh TAKOXX JCAKI BIIMIHHOCTI, SIKi € SIBHUMH TTOKa3HHUKAMH
DIMOOKOI  HEIIGHTHYHOCTI  CHMHTAKCHMYHMX  KOHCTpykKuiil.  CTpyKTypHa
HETOTOXHICTh CHHTAKCHYHHUX OMOHIMIB BUSIBISIETHCS B TIPOIIEci X (hOpMyBaHHSL.

Formulation of the scientific problem. A wide
range of valency of a verb results in a great variety of
word combinations. External coincidence of adjuncts
causes such a type of homonymy, which could be
called grammatical homonymy of the first degree.
But homonymy of verbal word combinations is not
exhausted by the coincidence. Grammatical analysis
shows that the relations between components can differ
in the frames of a certain type of word combinations
that falls under a certain structural formula. And this
is homonymy of the second degree. In the sphere of
verbal word combinations, we can differentiate two
types of syntactical homonymy: external and internal
homonymy.

There is an opinion that homonyms may be created
through the break—up of a former case of polysemy.
Form—words, prepositions and conjunctions give
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sufficient evidence to this: provided, past participle of
provide, and a conjunction provided meaning on the
condition that [4, p. 118].

All of these problems were dealt with separately
as they arose in the course of linguistic studies of the
verb system.

The aim and the task of the article is to investigate
the homonymy in verbal word combinations and
differentiate between external and internal homonymy.

The subject of the investigation and the tasks
set are achieved by using such linguistic methods as
descriptive method, methods of transformational and
distributional analysis.

The object of the investigation is paradigmatic
connections of the homonymous verbal word
combinations, their functioning on the syntactic level
and methods of their differentiating.
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Presentation of the basic material and
interpretation of the results of the investigation.
External homonymy is the result of the morphological
poverty and insufficient differentiation of those
classes of words that have functions of adjuncts in
verbal word combinations. This type of homonymy
is rather provincial in character. Here homonymous
collisions are theoretically possible in eight pairs of
verbal word combinations.

1.1. V+D - V+A

1. This case may appear if the words of class D
and class A do not have any formal indicator:

runs fast — grows old;

speaks loud — becomes distant;

opens wide — turns warm.

In order to reveal differences between those
models, it is necessary to use the transformational
procedure and observe models’ behaviour to reveal
possible differences.

The procedures used for differentiation are as
follows:

1) Nominalization with expansion :

grows old — the man's growing old;

runs fast — the man’s running fast;

speaks loud — the man’s speaking loud;

becomes distant — the man becoming distant;

opens wide — the man's opening wide;

2) Addition of intensifier:

grows too old;

runs too fast;

speaks too loud;

becomes too distant;

opens too wide;

turns too warm.

3) Passive transformation and decomposition into NS:

X grows old — *X is grown old;

X runs fast — *X is run fast;

X speaks loud — *X is spoken loud;

X becomes distant — *X is become distant;

X opens wide — *X is opened wide;

X turns warm — *X is turned warm.

Differentiation of homomodels can be carried out
by means of the following procedures:

1) exchange of the words that cause difficulties for
their synonyms or antonyms. This can more explicity
indicate lexico—grammatical class:

grows old — grows ancient,
venerable,

grows young, youthful, ageless.

Runs fast — runs quickly, swiftly, rapidly; runs
slowly.

Belonging of “old” to the class of adjectives
is confirmed by the fact, that most synonyms and
antonyms have word—building affixes of adjective;
when ‘fast” is concerned, then most of its synonyms
and antonyms are marked as adverbs.

time honored,
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2) crossing out words that result in difficulties
with the aim to find any changes in the semantics of
the verbal core:

grows old — X grows;

runs fast — X runs;

speaks loud — X speaks;

becomes distant — X becomes;

opens wide — X opens;

turns warm — X turns.

If the models were identical, then the procedure
of crossing out adjuncts would be reflected to the
same extent on the semantics of the verbal core. The
meanings of verbs “run, speak, open” do not undergo
significant changes, while those of the verbs “grow,
become and turn” do.

1.2. V+D - V+N

This case may appear, if words of class D and N
do not have any formal indicators of their belonging
to those classes:

1) feels good — names Good.

Classes of adverbs and nouns stand so far apart
from each other and differ so much, that they are
distinguished easily with the help of:

a) nominalization:

runs fast — the running fast, calls fast — *the calling
Fast;

feels good — the feeling good, names Good — *the
naming Good;

b) addition of intensifier:

runs fast — runs too fast, calls Fast— *calls too Fast;

feels good — feels too good, names Good — *names
too Good;

¢) passive transformation:

X runs fast — *fast is run by X, X calls Fast — Fast

is called by X;
X feels good — *good is felt by X, X names good —
Good is named by X.

1.3. V+D — V+Ven

This case may occur when the adverb and
participle II do not have any special formal indicators:

runs fast — seems lost.

Usage of all the procedures (nominalization,
nominalization with expansion, decomposition into
NS, passive transformation, addition of intensifier) does
not give any result because of significant coincidence
of distributional features of adverb and participle.
Expansion of models by using “very” cannot serve
to delimit them because both “seems very lost” and
“seems very much lost” are widely used.

It appears useful to restore homomodels prior to
the sentence restoration in order to observe if the
received derivational history of sentences differ:

runs fast — X runs fast — X runs, the running is fast;

seems lost — X is lost, it seems so, * the seeming is lost.

1.4. V+A - V+N

This case appears when the adjunct and noun,
which belong to verbal word combinations do not
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have any formal indicators of belonging to definite
lexico—grammatical class. It is characteristic of a
noun not to have any determinants:

grows old — calls Tom.

For differentiation of these homomodels we
can use addition of intensifier “very” and passive
transformation:

grows old — grows very old,

calls Tom —*calls very Tom,

sounds beautiful — sounds very beautiful,

names Tornful — *names very Tornful.

X grows old — *old is grown by X,

X calls Tom — Tom is called by X;

X sounds beautiful — *beautiful is sounded by X,

X names Tornful — Tornful is named by X.

1.5. V+A - V+Ving

It appears when adjective with —ing ending is
used in verbal word combinations and this adjective
does not formally differ from corresponding non
predicative form:

seems interesting — sits reading,

looks charming — stands thinking,

becomes fascinating — speaks boasting.

Procedures of differentiation can be one of two types:

1) The first procedure is directed at revealing
differences between adjective and —ing form:

seems Interesting — seems more interesting, Sits
reading — sits more reading;

looks charming — looks more charming, stands
thinking — *stands more thinking;

becomes fascinating — becomes more fascinating,
speaks boasting — *speaks more boasting.

2) The second is directed at showing different
derivational history of homomodel:

X seems interesting — X is interesting, it seems so;

X sits reading — X sits. X reads.

X looks charming — X is charming, it looks so;

X stands thinking — X stands. X thinks.

X becomes fascinating — X is fascinating, it
becomes so;

X speaks boasting — X speaks. X boasts.

1.6. V+A — V+Ven

This case occurs when the adjective and participle,
which have similar or identical formal structure or
are deprived of any identification marks, are included
into verbal word—combinations as adjuncts:

grows old — seems lost,

looks sodden — gets written.

For the differentiation of these homomodels
we should use procedures, which reveal specific
distributional quality of adjectives. This allows
distinguishing them from participles as verbal forms.
These procedures constitute the essence of expansion
of word combinations by:

1) using intensifier “very”

Examples: grows old — grows very old,

seems lost — *seems very lost;
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looks sodden — looks very sodden,

gets written — *gets very written.

2) transformation of the degree of comparison.

Examples: grows old — grows older,

seems lost — *seems loster;

looks sodden — looks more sodden,

gets written — *gets more written.

1.7. V+N - V+Ving

This case is unlikely to create homonymous collision.
Noun included as an adjunct in verbal word combinations,
is to be a proper noun, to be used with zero article, to be in
the singular form and with —ing ending:

calls Browing — sits reading,

keeps Karting — stands thinking.

For the differentiation of these homomodels we
can use the following procedures:

1) passive transformation:

X calls Browning — Browning is called by X;

X sits reading — *reading is sat by X;

X keeps Karting — Karting is kept by X,

X stands thinking — *thinking is standed by X.

2) transformational expansion by introducing
conjunction “and’’:

calls Browning — *calls and Browns,

sits reading — sits and reads;

keeps Karting — *keeps and Karts,

stands thinking — stands and thinks.

1.8. V+tN -V + Ven

This case occurs when a proper noun, which
is included in verbal word combination can have
different endings. As morphological structure of the
Past participle has some variants, it creates a great
variety of homonymous collisions:

calls Frost — seems lost,

names Bridged — feels changed.

Distinction can be carried out with the help of two
procedures, which clearly show different semantico—
syntactical relations within the word combination and
categorial properties of an adjunct.

expansion of word combination by using
adjectives:

calls Frost — calls young Frost,

seems lost — *seems young lost;

names Bridged — names young Bridged,

feels changed — *feels young changed.

passive transformation:

X calls Frost — Frost is called by X,

X seems lost — *lost is seemed by X;

X names Beidged — Bridged is named by X,

X feels changed — *changed is felt by X.

Conclusions. Thearticlewasaimedatinvestigating
grammatical homonymy in the Modern English
language, types and peculiarities of the homonymous
structures functioning in the literary texts.

Homonymy was analyzed as a phenomenon of
synchrony and viewed as aresult of opposite processes
of semantic divergence of words, etymologically
coming from one and the same source.
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A wide range of valency of a verb results in a
great variety of word combinations. Grammatical
analysis shows that the relations between components
can differ in the frames of a certain type of word
combinations that falls under a certain structural
formula. In the sphere of verbal word combinations
two types of syntactical homonymy are differentiated:
internal and external homonymy.

Perspectives for further investigations. One of
the most debatable problems is the problem between
homonymy and polysemy i.e. between different
meanings of a polysemantic word and the meanings
of two or more different homonymous words. To
solve a problem a number of criteria must be applied.
It is still waiting for its salvation. Also distinguishing
between polysemantic words takes its special place.
I hope that this article will be useful for both teachers
and students, everyone who is interested in the field
of homonymy.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

1. Bacwmnesckuii A.JI. TlomncemMuss M OMOHHMHMS
KOHCTPYKIIUKA C CyOCTAaHTHBHBIM CKa3yeMbIM B
COBPEMEHHOM aHTJIMACKOM S3BIKE : aBTOped.
muc. ... kaua. ¢umon. Hayk :10.02.04. Mocksa,
1962. 23 c.

2. Teunensman JK.A. Inmaroigel ¢ BKIIOYEHHBIM
BPEMEHHBIM TPU3HAKOM JICWCTHS/COCTOSIHAS B
AHTIINHCKOM SI3BIKE: CEMaHTHKA U (PYHKIIHOHHUPO-
BaHUe : aBToped. Iuc. ... Kaua. ¢puonor. Hayk :
10.02.04. Kues, 1991. 17 c.

3. Kapuescobkuii C. BBeneHue B H3yueHUE MEX-
noMmetuid. Bonpocul szvikozuanus. 1984. Ne 6.
C.127-137.

4. Maynep @M. I'pammarnueckass OMOHUMHS B
afTy. s3pike. Poctos, 1983. 136 c.

5. Cyxoponsceka C.M., ®@egopenko O.I. Metoau
JIHTBICTHYHUX HOCHIIDKECHb : HABY. NOCIOHUK
071 cmyoeHmis, acnipaumis i Haykoeyis. JIbBIB :
BIJ JIHY im. IBana ®panka, 2005. 378 c.

Collection of scientific papers “New Philology”. Ne 82 (2021)

239

Christie A. Selected Stories. M.: Progress, 1976.
334 p.

Fowles J. The Ebony Tower. Eliduc. Enigma. M.:
Progress, 1980. 246 p.

Hemingway E. A Farewell To Arms. M.: Progress,
1976. 320 p.

Maugham W.S. Rain and Other Short Stories. M.:
Progress, 1977. 406 p.

REFERENCES
Vasilevskiy A.L. (1962) Polisemiya i omonimiya
konstruktsiy s substantivnym skazuemym v
sovremennom angliyskom yazyke [Polysemy
and homonymy of constructions with a substan-
tive predicate in modern English]: Avtoref. Dis.
... kand. filol. Nauk : 10.02.04. Moskva.
Gendel'man Zh.A. (1991) Glagoly s vklyuchen-
nym vremennym priznakom deystiya/sostoy-
aniya v angliyskom yazyke: semantika i funkt-
sionirovanie [Action / State Verbs in English:
Semantics and Functioning]: Avtoref. Dis. ...
kand. filolog. Nauk : 10.02.04. Kiev.
Kartsevs'kiy S. (1984) Vvedenie v izuchenie
mezhdometiy. [Introduction to the study of inter-
jections]. Vopr. Yazykoznaniya. Ne 6. 127-137 pp.
Mauler FI.~ (1983)  Grammaticheskaya
omonimiya v angl. yazyke. [Grammatical hom-
onymy in English language]. Rostov,136 p.
Sukhorol's'’ka C.M., Fedorenko O.I. (2005)
Metodi lingvistichnikh doslidzhen' [ Methods
of linguistic analysis]: navch. posibnik dlya stu-
dentiv, aspirantiv i naukovtsiv. L'viv: VID LNU
im. Ivana Franka, 378 p.
Christie A. (1976) Selected Stories. M.: Progress. 334 p.
Fowles J. (1980) The Ebony Tower. Eliduc.
Enigma. M.: Progress. 246 p.
Hemingway E. (1976) A Farewell To Arms. M.:
Progress. 320 p.
Maugham W.S. (1977) Rain and Other Short
Stories. M.: Progress. 406 p.

ISSN 2414-1135



