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Abstract

The paper deals with the idea of the need for the dictionaries of stable units in
each of the Slavic language. The register of the lexicographical works must include
the word equivalents, phraseological units terminological units. For a new type of
the dictionary the principles its arrangement are established. It is proved that such
work will open new horizons for the further theoretical observations on the prop-
erties of the language system as well as its practical mastering. The dictionaries of
the stable units will be of particular importance to the field of Slavic translation.
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The program “Ukrainian lexicographical systems” which is a complex scientific
theme of the Ukrainian language and Information Fund, NAS of Ukraine, where the
algorithmic processing of lexicographical heritage is performed, largely contributed
to the lexicographical researches of the Ukrainian linguists during the past two
decades. It is worth recalling that the idea of automated dictionaries compiling
was expressed by M. M. Peschak (See Peshchak, 1967) in the early 90’s, one of the
founders of the series “Dictionaries of Ukraine” was the director of the Ukrainian
language and Information Fund, a member of the NAS of Ukraine, V. A. Shyrokov.
Today, by the M. M. Peschak initiative, such important works as the two-volume
“Pronouncing dictionary of the Ukrainian language” (2001, 2003), “Spelling dictio-
nary of the Ukrainian language” (1994, 1999, 2002 ...2010), the electronic publica-
tion “Dictionaries of Ukraine: an integrated lexicographical system. The paradigm.
The transcription. The phraseology. The synonymy. The antonymy” (2001-2010),
“Dictionary of Synonyms of the Ukrainian Language”(2001) and many other works
were published, among which, obviously, the most important is edited in 2010: the
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first volume of the planned 20 of the “Dictionary of the Ukrainian language”, this
year already the 4th volume of the lexicographical work saw the world.

Observing the rapid development of the Ukrainian lexicography, we may note
that the translational aspect of the sphere is still on the scientific activity field
periphery, and is mostly limited to the conclusion of the Ukrainian-Russian or
Russian-Ukrainian dictionaries, through which we quite often get to know cer-
tain properties of different languages. The author of this article had published
the “Russian-Ukrainian and Ukrainian-Russian dictionary of the word equivalents”
(2003, 2004) in the series “Dictionaries of Ukraine” under the edition of M. Peschak.
Our author team, which consisted of A. Luchyk, O. Antonova. and J. Dubrovsky,
with the Department of the Slavic Studies of the Polish Academy of Sciences sup-
port, including V. Koseska-Tosheva and A. Kisel scientific editing has compiled
and published the “Ukrainian-Polish dictionary of the word equivalents” (2011)
and the “Polish-Ukrainian dictionary of the word equivalents” (2013). However,
we consider, there is the need in compiling, among other types, the translation
dictionaries of word equivalents of Slavonic character at least, for example the
Ukrainian-Belarusian, Ukrainian-Czech dictionaries, etc.

Moreover, separately registered units, that due to their existence as well as their
semantic content unity can be characterized as a word, in our terms word equiva-
lents, are recorded in distantly related languages. In particular, the study carried
out by O. Posobchuk on the prepositional equivalents example, states that these
units are approximately equally common in Ukrainian, German and Spanish. The
researcher ascertains: “The results of the study demonstrates that the prepositional
word equivalents are not specific phenomenon characteristic to only one language
or group of languages. These units are recorded in three languages belonging to
different groups of Indo-European language family. In particular, in the Ukrainian
language 152 prepositional WE are found, in German — 159 units, and in Spanish
— 152” (Posobchuk, 2014).

The failure to determine in lexicographical practice the register words status to
the separately registered structures that come into close paradigmatic-syntagmatic
relations with other members of lexical and grammatical systems, and are their
essential components, as we believe, is due to the lexicographic traditions as well as
the scientific views state regarding the language system dynamic processes. Made
by previous generations classification features element analysis, prompting most
comprehensive studies the units’ determination with full coverage of the classifi-
cation criteria, presented modern language system statistics. We believe that the
reflection of the language creative process is just a circle of those items that remain
outside classification schemes, which are now defined as a linguistic system tran-
sient phenomenon; in particular, these are the words and equivalents. Detection of
such structures, their parametrisation, formation determination, atypical features
acquisition conditioning, ultimately, modeling their expression form and internal
organization, on the one hand, will promote the knowledge of the language system
development trends, and on the other — will make the necessary changes in the
lexicographic practice.

A new way to the creative processes of knowledge in synchronous cut opens,
after systemizing, including each of the Slavic languages, grammatical and lexi-
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cal material. Transitional linguistic phenomena, to name which scientists created
special terminology — grammatical transformation, transposition, grammaticaliza-
tion, desemantization, decategorization, conversion and so on, that are established
and partially described by linguists can now be systematically and comprehensively
presented in the form of the processes grammar, which should be created not con-
trary to the existing but as its logical extension. Thus, the paradigm of scientific
research of the analysis of certain linguistic phenomena can be successfully trans-
formed into their synthesis in particular refers to the phenomenon of transition
in the language system, which undoubtedly will lead to the lexicographical works
structural organization changes.

Of course, above all, the society has the needs in the basic lexicographical works
translation, such as a idiomatic dictionary translated version into other Slavic lan-
guages and, conversely, reverse versions of such works’ type, not to mention the
translation into other world languages, including father related languages or unre-
lated languages. Almost all the Slavic languages have monolingual phraseological
dictionaries. Today we have the historical and etymological dictionaries, including
Russian phraseology, edited by V. M. Mokienko (Birikh, Mokienko, & Stepanova,
2007). Although in each of the Slavic languages phraseological dictionaries are com-
piled according to their own principles, significant differences are observed even in
the definition of the term phraseological unit, thus we can say that there is a clear
base for the translation lexicography existence. If to consider the submission of
the stable units in a particular language, they are fully represented in the basic
explanatory dictionaries of a certain language.

In the Slavic lexicography all stable combinations in the dictionary are tra-
ditionally introduced by the ¢ sign in the dictionary entry with a register word
which is a part of a phraseologized unit as its main semantic center. In the lin-
guistic perspective such an approach is justified. However, based on user needs,
such dictionary organization of the material is quite inconvenient. This is due to
several reasons. Firstly, the dictionary entry in this case can be quite voluminous,
and in order to find a particular fixed combination, a lot of time is required. An
example of this can be dictionary entries with register somatic units that since the
Indo-European unity preserved lexical correspondents in the maximum number of
languages, dialects and variants, among which the most genetic relationships reveal
somatic units a foot, a hand as well as the others (See Luchyk, 2012a-b).

Thus, the register unit Hora under the symbol  in «CiioBHUKY yKpaTHCHKOT MO-
Bu» (further — CYM) comprises more than 100 stable word-combinations (CYM,
1974, pp. 437-439), dictionary entry with the register unit pyka — more than 250
(CYM, 1977, pp. 899-905); «Uniwersalny stownik jezyka polskiego PWN» (further
— USJP) also includes more than 200 phraseological units after the word reka
(USJP, 2008b, pp. 948-951), 100 — after the word noga (USJP, 2008a, pp. 1011-
1013.), and «CuioBapb pycckoro sizbikay (further — CP4) with the register unit
pyka — 130 ( CP4, 1986, p. 506), Hora — more than 60 stable word-combinations
( CP4, 1987, pp. 737-738). The positioning of the latest in these lexicographical
sources, on the one hand, is done not in the alphabetical order, and the other —
the grate number of them is accompanied by links to other dictionary entries. For
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example in CYM we can find the following links: BamuTucs 3 Hir dus. Baautu-
cs1; Bytu rupero Ha Ho3i dus. rups; in USPJ — Kula u nogi z0b. Kula w zn.
2; Daé noge zob. Daé w zn. 12b. The similar material arrangement is observed in
CP{ — B Horax mpas/ibl HET cum. MPaBAa; 3eMJisi TOPUT IO/ HOTAMHU Y K020
cm. ropeTh. It is obvious that under the necessity of the units properties clarifing
such way of the material arrangement complicates the search to the user.

The compilers of the new “Dictionary of the Ukrainian language” (CioBauka
ykpaincbkol MoBr) in 20 volumes do it in the other way. In the preface to the
dictionary concerning separately registered units, that are called phrases, is stated
that in CYM-20 the stable phraseological units’ zone that are following the word
lexical meanings characteristics is allocated. The first group — stable phraseological
units that are stable in its lexical combination, which consist mostly of words with
their own meanings and are indivisible units in the communication process which
may have a small desemantization of one component. The example of such phrases
are considered to be 2pyba isca (word for word coarse food) — the simple, difficult
for the digestion food; 3a aagasimom (word for word in alphabetical order) — in
the alphabetical order of a certain language.

The second group consists of the word equivalents — a kind of periphrastic
phrase units, equivalent to words that are integral stable reproduced units, which
are equal to the lexical and grammatical classes of words (parts of speech) and
with have the inherent lexical meaning without the components desemantization
(3a60sxu momy, wo; 3 mozo wacy, sk etc.).

The third group is formed by the terminological phrase units related to dif-
ferent fields of knowledge and that are the relevant terminological systems part
(anagiraxmuunud woxk, epamuuni saiyru etc.).

A fourth group of phrases are the phraseological units — stable as to the com-
position and structure, indivisible lexical phraseological units that express specific
integral phraseological meaning which is not its components meanings’ sum, and
occurs on the reinterpretation basis mainly due metaphorical and analogical pro-
cesses (6ucoko necmucs, nidsodne kaminns ete.) (CYM-20, 2010, pp. 24-25).

Such material arrangement, in our opinion, does not reduce the ways of finding
a unit in the dictionary. Moreover, in this case, the requirements for the user’s lan-
guage grounding increase. In addition to the base knowledge of the arrangement of
the main word in the phrase, the user must have an idea about the phrases’ types:
stable phraseological units, words’ equivalents, terminological units or phraseolog-
ical units themselves. Unfortunately, we can state that not even every linguist has
this knowledge. Particular difficulties regarding separately registered units arise
in translation, when there is the necessity, to translate a particular stable com-
pound one has to consult the lexicographical work for several times, and it does
not necessarily contribute to a positive outcome.

So, as we see it, there is an urgent need for the comprehensive lexicographical
work of another type, the register of which would include separately registered units
of all types, above all, this may be the ones that are distributed in CYM-20 among
the four zones of stable units that is stable phraseological units, word equivalents,
terminological units and phraseological units themselves. It is worth recalling that
in the middle of the last century the famous Spanish linguist J. Casares had similar
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intentions. Having examined the stable expressions, properties, that are determined
as sets of two or more words with constant component order and their semantic
unity and that are characterized by uncertainty of association with a specific lan-
guage levels, he emphasized: “In order to carry out a research, it is necessary to
write a grammar of stable expressions” (Kasares, 1958). Although, unfortunately,
today, this grammar is not created, but the lexicographical practice has all the
prerequisites for the comprehensive dictionary of the stable phraseological units
compiling, as the base of which will serve the interpretative, phraseological, ter-
minological dictionaries of the word equivalents, and possibly in the future the
dictionaries of sayings.

In the process of the Dictionary of the stable units of the Ukrainian language
compiling it is necessary to take into account equally the inherent to all these
structures peculiarities that is the separately registered units reproducibility and
meaning stability, and those features that are mainly characteristic of one type of
the stable expressions. Thus, only the word equivalents are characterized by be-
longing to the lexical and grammatical classes with the correspondent grammatical
categories and syntactic relations. Their grammatical structure should be reflected
in the left side of the dictionary, for example 6e3 kinug the adverb analog (ana-
02 NPUCAIBHUKAG); 3 TIPUBOAY TOrO, IO the conjunction (cnoaywnuk). Other
principles of the Dictionary of stable phrases compiling are predetermined by on
the one hand, the Slavic lexicographical tradition, on the other — the properties
of the stable phrases that do not have a comprehensive systemic lexicographical
description.

The lexical variation among all the stable units, is especially characteristic of
phraseological units. According to the Ukrainian lexicographic tradition divergent
elements of the register unit are situated in parentheses, that can be used in the
dictionary: xo4 BOBKiB (cobak, 1ciB) roum (ramsiii). Such material arrange-
ment may be appropriate for the grammatical and phonetic fixing, that is related to
the detailed pronunciation of a component or combination motivated by the desire
to give the speech flow euphony, variants, that are mostly recorded in the word
equivalents: iHmwmii pa3 (immmm pasom), B (y) mizmcymky. Accent variants of
a register part should be separated from each other by a semicolon: B (y) récrsx;
B (y) rocrsix. The phraseological units’ variants that differ by the initial com-
ponent may be situated in one dictionary entry if the component does not bring
in significant semantic changes. These units are also separated from each other by
a semicolon: roputs (Kkunurk) y pykax (g pykamn); a>k ropuTh (KUIIUTH )
y pykax (mizg pykamu). As to the alphabetical order of the register units the vari-
ant is given with the reference to the source register unit: a>x ropurh (KUINUTH)
y pykax (mig pykamu). dus. ropurh (KUIIUTh) y pyKax (mig pykamm); axk
roputh (KUnurth) y pykax (mig pykamm).

As a part of stable units optional structure components are fixed. They, are
similarly to the punctuation variants submitted in broken brackets: 3 (Bix) rososu
<axx> go Hir (go m’sit); B (y) <TOoMy> pasi. . SKIIO.

Being the register units all kinds of combinations as well as their orthoepic,
morphological and punctuation variants should be located in the alphabetical order,
which will certainly make it easier to find a particular unit as to the user who works
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with the material of one language system, and to those who are interested in the
problem of translator referral.

Stylistic stratification, the scope of all stable expressions types’ operation are
quite different, so this property should be reflected in the dictionary. So, after the
register unit at the left side, in addition to grammatical, if it exists, the remark,
indicating stylistic, emotional, historical, branch feature of this phrase will be given:
TUM-TO it 6a; Ta TUM-TO ¥ 6a 6ueyx, posm.; Teljia KOMMAHIfA ipoH.; TUM >
IO CNOAYYHUEK, 3acmap.; AGCOTIOTHUN CIyX MY3.

To each register unit the semantic characteristics in the form of interpretation
is added. The interpretation of register units will initiate the right part of the
dictionary entry, its place after the grammatical and stylistic marks, if they occur,
as well as the the register unit: abcomrorua icruna ¢inoc. O6’eKTUBHA peaJIbHICTD,
0 T3HAETHCA Yepe3 Psii BiIHOCHUX iCTHH.

As a significant part of stable expressions is not yet in its final status formation,
the examples of the use of the register units in speech will contribute to their
semantic properties disclosing. The illustrations based on journalistic texts and
quotations from fiction works placed after the following dictionary explanatory
entry will contribute to the knowledge of the register unit peculiarities, including
its association with a particular lexico-grammatical word class:

Ha piBHi! anaroz nputimennurxa. Bkasye Ha Te, y moBHiH BimmosizzocTi 10 doro

BisOyBaeThes Hisgt. Pepmepcvki 20cn0dapcmen Po36USAHOMBCA Ha PIGHI 8UMO2 UACY.

Ha piBHiZ y poai npucydxa. 3amoBosbHse HalicyBopim BuMorn. Hozo donosids 6y.aa
UIAKOM HG DIGHT.

If a register unit has two or more meanings, the phrases are given after each of
them:

Ha aHax npucaieHux 1. Hesabapom. — 4 npuiidy do mebe na dnazr; 2. Y Haii-
OMKIUil 3 MUHYJIUX JTHIB, AeKiTbKa THIB ToMy. Ha Onazr 6yaa 2pomosuys.

At the end of the dictionary entry the quotations from other fiction works and
the XIX—XIX centuries authors works guided by their names or pen names will be
given:

ambMma marep (pidwe marm). [TlanobiauBa Ha3Ba HABYAJIBHOIO 3aKJAY (IIEpEB.
yHiBepcHuTeTy) JJId BUILyCKHUKIB ab0 TUX, XTO B HbOMY HaBuaeTbes. Conue scmae
HAO0 WKONOW — AABMA MamepP MOix dpy3is.

— Cv0200Hi 5 MOPKHYSBCA PYKOW MOEL 6ipHoT «anrvma mameps. Bona waditina G
HECTUMHA, MYOPQ T BCEZHANOYA, AK CAMA 3eMAA, AKX came socummsa. — Lle mu npo
x020? Ilpo ynisepcumem. F0. Benzuk.

As an illustration of the stable phraseological units in the Dictionary of the
Ukrainian language the following fragment is given:

BE3 MIPU ananoe npucaisnuka. Tyxe; y Benukiil KiTbKOCTI; i IKPECIIOE BEIHKY
KUIBKICTh O3HaKU. — S 6€3 Mipu uacausudl.

I miavku wo wosnu ysdpisu (apuagganu), To eci sasaxaaucs 6e3 mipu, Odun %
mposruam nidemynus. 1. KorisipeBcbkuii.
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BE3HAJIMHNI OYPEHD. dus. HABUTUMN (BUTUI, HEIIOIIPAB-
HUW, 3ATIJIIIIIEHUN) AYPEHBb

BE3YMOBHUN PE®JIEKC Pizn. Bpomxkenuii pediiexc, Ha BiaMiHy Big yMOB-
HOrO, HAOYTOrO. Be3ymosnutll pedaekc UHUKAE NEPEGANHCHO NID BNAUBOM KOHMA-
KMMH020 NOOPA3HEHHA.

Besymosnuti pegpaerc — ye cnadkoso saxpinaena opma peazysarms ma 6104021410
snauywi 0il 308HIWHBbO20 c6imy. 3 HayK. JIT-pu. Be3ymosHi pedaercu cmeopio-
BANUCA NPOMAZOM MPUBAA020 NEPIOY po3sumKy 0aHoz20 6udy MEapuH. 3 HAYK.
JIT-pU.

BE3 VIIUHY (BIIUHY, CIINHY) npucrienuk. He symuansiouncs, He crpu-
Myodu cebe Bim Oyab-aKux i, 6e3rmepepBHO; TaK, MO He MOKHA 3ynuHuTH. Jlouy
Ta0Na8 6e3 Yynuny.

B danrexomy Can-Pemo na 6epesi Ceped3emmnozo Mopsa CNOAGTU TOUAL Y MICAYHY
HIY BUKAUKAIOMS Y Hel acoulayii 3 036D0EH010 HAPOOHOI CUA0I, Wo 0e3 ynury tde
Ha npucmyn meepduns mupanii. JI. YkpaiHka.

Comprehending that the Stable Units Dictionary compilation requires a lot of
efforts from the experienced lexicographers team, we note that in the modern lexi-
cography all necessary conditions for its existence are created. The publication of
this important work will open the new horizons for the further theoretical obser-
vations on the language system properties as well as its practical mastering. The
mentioned work is considered to be important in the field of translation, including
Slavic, general and comparative linguistics.
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