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INTRODUCTION

The functioning of derivatives with the meaning of "subjective assessment”, starting with the
works of A.A. Potebnya, was considered many times, including E.A. Zemskoy, V.N.
Vinogradova, V.V. Lopatin. Nevertheless, the pragmatic use of this inter-speech category in
colloquial speech, periodicals, and fiction is so diverse that there is reason to consider some
aspects of the functioning of "diminutive™ and "augmentation™ nouns, adjectives, adverbs, etc.
First of all, it is necessary to note the effect of "expansion” of the word-formation category due
to the connection of non-standard generating bases, for example: Onu pabomanu no xossiicmesy
HA_NOCUIYWKAX, U KpAcKy mépau, u kpvuuu kpacunu (B.[unaposckuii);, Cezoonsuxo (TV show
title); kykwipaux-3eepux (from the TV show). [1]

In the last example, the need to give a name to a small toy of an indefinite type also causes the
formation of an animal (in the "Word Formation Dictionary"” szeepék, szsepok, sseprouika,
3eepymka — 1. 1, 151), and the emergence of a derivative from a non-existent really producing
basis.

Literature review and methodology

The word-formation category of subjective assessment is, as it were, projected in certain cases,
for example, when communicating with young children, onto verbs, for example:
I’lOdD(lCWlVHiOWKM, NOMACYHIOUWKU, POMOK 2O060PIOHIOWKU, PYKU X6ANMYHIOUWKU, HOCU XOOVH}‘OWKM;
HomﬂeyHu-nomﬂeymquu OM HOCOYKO8 00 MAaAKyweuKku, ﬂaeaﬁ KYUWARbKU-KYWYVHIOWKU.

Thus, to a certain extent, the derivational and grammatical contrast of names and verbs is
overcome, since the formed form of clearly procedural semantics and in a predictive position
resembles the nouns pluralia tantum.
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Moreover, the number of deminitives from unimportant words is increasing: cnacubouku
cnacubuwe; A nuuecomenvku ue 3uaro (PP); Obvlunmas necmuuunas kiemkd, 8 NOO08Al —
HemywKu, noosaivbl MHe pewumenvHo nepecmanu upasumocs (M. Xmenesckas);, A monvko-
moneuxo npuuiia (PP); A komy 6 20poo examwv? Mue, umonuuko? (A.Anoan-Ceménos).

The pragmatic attitudes of such formations are extremely diverse: it is the expression of affection
towards the interlocutor, and the expression of irony, and the expression of a categorical refusal,
sometimes it is simply the realization of the desire for an expressive, non-standard form of
expression. It is noteworthy that in order to fulfill, the implementation of these attitudes required
the expansion of the word-formation category, which is already rich in the part of speech
composition. Deminutives-nouns are often used with adjectives-quantifiers small, small, tiny,
etc., and in some cases such combinations emphasize the real dimension, the separation from the
class of homogeneous objects of the type "below the norm”. [2]

More often, in this way, the dimension of inanimate objects or animals is emphasized, for
example: Cmapuuok ¢ Oepessannoll HO20t 6HOCUM MAIEHbKULL CAMOSAPYUK U3 KPACHOU Meou
(A.11.Yexos); C opHameHmom, mojicmeHHoe KOAbYO HA 11e60l pyKe 8bleNisl0eNo KAk MAleHbKas
Membpanka y enyxoHemvix (M. Xmeneeckasn), I[Imuuka cama no cebe MAxOHbKas, mMax c
pAOYOHKA, a HO2U 80-0 Kakue, a Hoc 80 kakou! (B.[unapoeckuii).

It is significant that in the last two examples, the scale of determining the size (and its
assessment) is, as it were, established through other denotations, objects of other classes
(n’ZOJZCH’ZEHHO@ KoJlbYo, p}l5'-tOHOK, HocU, HOC 6 couemaHruu co C60€05pa3HblMu MeCmOUMEHHbIMU
keanmuguxamopamu). However, much more often, even in relation to inanimate objects, the
designation of real dimension is combined with additional connotations (metaphors,
personifications, etc.) that serve to create an artistic image, for example: Manenskas kpvimas
nﬂamd)opmouka, 3a0a61eHHas OKPYIAHCAOWUM JIE€COM U EHCEMUHYMHO Ny2caemas cpomvlxarouumu
noesoamu, pooko npusxcumanace K semie ... Celiuac noez0 ynecém meus Omcood, U HAGEKU
ucyesrnem O MeHs 3Mmda HU3EHbKAS U MEMHAA njzamd)opmoul{a, U moibKO 6 60CNOMUHAHUAX
VeuHcy s Munyio 0egyuiky (J/1.Anopees).

The importance of a small size is also emphasized by the deminative nusenskas, but not the size
designation is the author's pragmatic attitude: in relation to the platform, definitions are used
3adaesnennas, nyeaemas, that is, in essence, the state of mind of the hero is described. In relation
to persons, combination with an adjective marensxuii can also mean short stature, for example,
in a child: Marenbkuii uenoseuek drazocknonno cmompen na oporno2o xeepeoya (M.A.bynun).
(A similar effect of "pure dimensionality” can be achieved by using a deminitive next to its
producer, for example: Bcs mebenv — kpacrnoeo depesa ¢ 6poH30il ... CMOJl KPACHO20 0epesa ¢
pazuvimu swuxamu u swuukaviu (B.lunspoesckuit)). [3]

However, much more often quantitative assessment is combined with qualifying, negative or
(less often) positive, for example: Omum 6raco0emenem oxazancs MaieHbKul ny3amolil
eumnazucmuk (A.11.9exos); Anexcandp HMeanosuu ykazan Ha MaieHbKo20, c2o0pOieHH020 cma-
puuka. (A.I1.9exos); B npuémuyro 6xooum MmanieHvKas ..., Kaxk Ovl 316lM POKOM RPUNIIOCHYMASL,
cmapyuwionka (A.I1.9exos); Onsa — maneHbKas, cmpouHas, XOpOouleHbKas ON0HOUHOYKA Jiem
oessimuaoyamu (A.I1.9exos); Bvicoxuii u mowuii Be3zysues pacnucwigancs, a Yeprnoceumckutl,
MANeHbKUll, pAOeHbKUll _uenoseueK, ooxcudancs ceoeti ouepeou (A.I1.Yexos);, Tam 3a
NUCbMEHHbIM CcmoNoM cuodena e2o dcena Onvea Anexceesna, ManeHbKas ONOHOUHOYKA, C
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nanunvomrkamu 6 eonocax (A.Il.Hexos); Ona — maneHvbKoe, XopouieHbKoe cO30anbuue ¢
JILHAHBIMU KYOPAMU U ObICIMPBIMU, TYKABLIMU 21A3KAMU, CUOeNd PAOOM ¢ HUM ... (A.11.Hexos).

In relation to inanimate objects, for example, premises, the use of the word marenskuui usually a
sign "below normal” in all respects: Luproavns manenbkas, y3enbKas, no2aneHbKasl
(A.11.Hexo8).

In relation to a person, an indication of growth less than the norm can be supported by very
peculiar textual quantifiers: /1o onywxke neca kpadémes mareHbKUlL cymyio8amuolii MylICu4oHOK,
pOCniom 6 noJjimopa apuura, 6 OZDOMHeﬁmLDC Cepo-Kopu4dHessblx canocax ... (AH qexoe).

In addition to the direct ironic indication of growth, its inconsistency with the norm is
emphasized by the adjective cymyrosamuiii (the impression of a visual decrease in height) and in
contrast with the size of the shoes, as a result of which a general impression is created not only of
small stature, but of a general insignificance, unsightly appearance of a person. Thus,
quantitative and qualifying evaluative semes often interact and merge. In this case, the
impression of insignificance is further enhanced by the choice of the deminitive myorcuuonox,
compelling comparison with an immature creature (myorcuuok, mysxcuuonka). The effect of the
transition of a sign of growth to a certain quality can be openly motivated by the microcontext,
for example: Cam Ilempoé 6vL1 Hu3eHbKO20 pocma, HeMHO20 CYMYTIbLL, MAK YMO €20 NPUHUMAIU

3a 2opbamozo ... , U K020a OHU 3a0bléANU €20 GaAMUIUIO, MO HA3LIBANU €20 NPOCHO
"eopoamenvikuil” (JI.Anopees). [4]
DISCUSSION

B.B. Lopatin considers the adjective small to have lost its subjective-evaluative expression due
to lexicalization [see. Lopatin 1987, 152], however, in our opinion, traces of this expression have
survived (manwiti, nesvicoxuit), and in the above combinations, we can state the similarity of the
expressive-semantic agreement identified by A.A. Potebnya (exynenvkasn 2conoexa, munenvkas
OyuieuKa, nioOXOHbKUll pacckasey, clabeHbKull 6emepokK, XyOeHbKuil cmapuxkawka). The same
can be said about the adjective pretty, which is partially separated from the stem xopormi- (except
for the short norm — On xopow coboit) and correlated semantically with the adjective kpacuswiii.
In our opinion, in combinations xopowenvkas 6008ywIKA, XOPOUIEHbKOE CO30aHbUle,
xopouwenvkas oOpronemouka (61oHOunouka) expressive-semantic agreement is also observed,
since the author has the opportunity to choose an adjective (kpacuswiii, munosuomusiii,
NPUBLEKAMENbHDBLI, NPENLEeCMHbIIL).

V.V. Lopatin rightly asserts that "derivational” agreement "is manifested more diversely than the
usual morphological agreement for adjectives. This is not always the agreement of an adjective
with the noun that it syntactically defines ... In contrast to the regular, obligatory agreement. ..
this agreement (in derivational forms) is optional ... So, the combination corybenvkoe nramvuue
as much as possible zony6oe niamvuue and conybenvkoe niamoe ... yoapuuk cirabenskuii, but
also ydap crabenvkuii, and ydapuuk crabwiii ... — combinations expressing the same content and
differing only in the degree of expression. In general, this is a characteristic feature of the
pragmatic sphere of language - the possibility of choice for the speaker: to use or not to use this
or that means "[Lopatin 1987, 149-150]. [5]
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However, the material examined by us shows that such coordination is much more often carried
out than not, although speakers or writers do indeed have a choice: to combine "non-diminished
forms", two deminitives to attract other means of expression.

So, for A.P. Chekhov, the usual combinations are marenvkuii nonuk; manreHvKul, cedeHbKull
NONUK, MANEHbKULL, MOJCMEHbKULL Ye/l06e4eK; MANCHbKULL, DblJCeHbKULL Ye06e4eK, MANeHbKUlL
CONOAMUK; MANICHbKAsL KVULeMOYKAd, MAJICHbKAsL NOSeCmMymKa, xopouieHbKas mopoouka (about a
woman); 0080/bHO-MAKU CKEEPHEHbKASL CIMPYHKA, HAULU NbAHEHbKUe 21Aa3KU, 4el08eHeK 6
3aauvel uybenKe.

Thus, there is not only a binary "word-formation" agreement of nouns and adjectives, but the
building of whole consensual chains.

A characteristic feature of this author is the phenomenon of permeation of the entire micro-
context by deminitive formations, for example: Ilpuwén ooxmop, Hean Aodorvposuu,
MAIeHbKUl Yell06EHYCK, 6ECb cocmomum? U3 o4env boabuou JILICUHDBL, 2/IYNbIX CEUHbLX 2/Id30K U
Kpy2iloco HcusomuKa, BOprZ KOpullHQGOZZ ueu cmapuuxKa obsusanace XOPOUICHbKAsl DYVUKA
FpumuHoﬁ Heesecmbl, Muvi OCNIAHYIUCL U yeu()eﬂu MANEHbKO2O 4enoeeuyKa ¢ MeHmopCKOIZ
VILIOOYUKOL HA ey6ax; Manenvkoe, xopouieHbKoe JTUYUKO co6paﬂa0b 3anaakamos. 1nasku,
beonble 2omyOvle 21a3KU, YCULEHHO MU2aiu U NOOEPSUGANUCH 61a2ol. [ VOKU cocumanucs om
snocmu u docaowsl. Such a "whipping up™ of deminitives can be used with a twofold purpose:
both to express the real dimension, and to express the attitude towards the described person. So,
in the first of the above sentences, a caricatured small person is also indicated (against the
background of a contrasting and hyperbolic description — gecb cocmosiwuii uz 6oabWOL abICUIbL
...), and negative psychological characteristics of the face (through a combination 2zynsie ceunvre
anasku). In the last of the above sentences, a purely expressive, positive, sympathetic, but not
without a grain of irony, characteristic of the face prevails.

The same saturation of the text with deminitives, often along with other means of quantification,
is characteristic of M. Zoshchenko, for example: JKenux — soobwe makoii npecmapenviii
20CNOOUHYUK ... A psidom ¢ Hum — Hesecma. Taxas, npedcmasbme cebe, MON0JEHbKAsL 0e60UKA
... Taxoii, bykeanvbHo, nmeHuukK, iem, modcem oessmuaoyamu. 1 1a3éHKu y Heé Hanyzanuole,
20110COK Opodxcum ..., Takas benoopvicenvkas. Ho maxas yousumenvHo muieHbKas 0yuieuka.
Tonenwvkas, xkax meuma nosmos. It is the deminitives in combination with other quantifiers
(npecmapenuwii, byxkeanvno, maxas, yousumenvro) turn out to be both a means of conveying an
expressive contrast in the age of the bride and groom in the first sentence, and a means of
conveying an extreme degree of admiration for the heroine in the second, and this is not impeded
by the formation of a deminitive 6eno6pwicenvkan from the basis, which often expresses
disapproval of appearance.

It should be emphasized that the choice of the mark of the assessment, even with the same or
similar set of vocabulary, is completely situational, sometimes one word is enough for an
assumed positive assessment to transform into a negative one, for example: Ha eé wéukax
sauepanu KpacHvle NAMHBLWMKU, 2l1A3KU Ha()yjlqu, U no Kowauvemy JUYUKY nomexkiu Cl1é30bl
(A.I1.9exos). In this sentence, this word is the adjective xowauuii, and comparing the human
face with mopdourou animal reduces the characteristics of the appearance and character of a
person. It is not uncommon to use one of the agreed deminitives in a figurative meaning, for
example: Tenepv on uepssiukom ensaoum, yoocenbkum, a npedxcoe umo owiio! (A.11. Yexos); Mot
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NOKOUHbBII NANAwla CUIbHO YeHeman 00H020 MaleHbKo2o uunosnuyka (A.I1.Hexos); A a —
MOTUOK, nomomy umo maienvkuil, cepenvkuti (A.I1.9exos); there is also a comparison of
deminitives from completely different semantic fields, for example: 4 som sorocuku 6cé pasno
umo 60pox cena Ha ckyonou zemuuue! (M Xmwenesckas). [6]

The shades expressed by combinations of deminitives are truly countless, for example, the
following sentence expresses deep respect, despite the diminutive "form™ of the denotation: —
Xnebywiko 4épHeHbKuli — mMpYdceHuxy nepeoe numanue, — 2osopun Hean Dununnos
(B.I'unsposckuii). However, in general, the evaluation "minus™ in the use of deminitives prevails
over the evaluation "plus”, especially when formed from abstract nouns: marenskas udeiika
MEHMOPCKAs YIblOOYKA, XO4emcs 4e20-mo npocmenbvko2o, Ho ¢ yeaxcenvuuem (periodically).
Perhaps that is why the education and use of increasing formations (formally "negative" part of
the assessment scale) is significantly inferior to the use of deminitives: negative assessment, and
with a touch of irony, sarcasm, etc. can always be expressed through deminitives, for example:
Conb opueunana samensnacy caivyem, u nbeca 2omosa (B.1I unsaposckuii).

Perhaps, of course, a more innocent use of this word-formation category, however, again with an
excess of the semantic potential inherent in the word-formation meaning, for example: 13
cmapo2o ooesnd, mpanokK, NapuKa u HOYHou pyoaxu mul useomosuau Kykny. Ioayuunace npocmo
kykonka! (U Xmenesckas). If the previous sentence uses partial tones coaws — carvue with the
switching of figurative meanings (the essence is dirt), then in the second it seems that the
productive and the derivative are compared. However, the derivative xykoika does not
symbolize a quantitative shift (we are talking about a doll of human height): thus, there is a kind
of "transition of a small amount into quality”. [7]

Deminutives can also become a kind of means of expressing self-irony, for example: A
coepoicusana xapakmepeu u Mypiablkaia medoswbim 2onockom (M. Xwenesckas). And here nouns-
deminitives express a clearly negative assessment (in this case, self-esteem), and the verb
semantically correlates with them amypawikams and adjective meodoswizi. An interesting
phenomenon is the substantiation of adjectives -deminutives; in colloquial speech, it is common
as an expression of a benevolent attitude or expression of affection in generally accepted
communication formulas: rosenskuit, Hosenvkas, mou cmapuwienvkui, maiadwensvkuy. However,
with occasional substantiation, the assessment is usually negative, for example: — 4 umo ¢ smum
meoum ... oviguwenvkum? (M Xmenescras); IlyenuseHvKuil, noayuarowuii 0eHbeUu 3d 8blCOKO20
napus, u ny2ausenvkuil 6 "Mapuomme" — npsimo-maxu paznule ar0ou (M. Xmenesckas).

Deminutive adverbs can express a softened assessment of the action, in particular, this is very
typical for the letters of A.P. Chekhov:

*  Bawa peyensusi MeHsi HeMHOICKO YOUBUIA,

= Bbl HEMHONCKO OWUDIUCD,

®  Meouyuna mos noosuecaemcs NOMAaieHbKY;

»  [Ipakxmuka HaK1é8bleaemcst NOMAleHbKY,

»  HagepHoe, nNOMUXOHbKY Mbl CMALA YIice HONUCHIBAMb NOBECMU U POMAHDL...

In the last example, the semantic agreement of the adverb is observed nomuxonsxy and the verb
softening mode of action nonucwisame.
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However, the adverbs cited are quantifiers-deminitives; when forming deminitives from quality
adverbs, an ironically negative assessment is more common, for example: Cpasy nocne
3aempaka ucyesia nocnewnenvko (M Xwenesckas);, Bckope 3acpebau 6pamuto eémecme ¢
moeapom, a Ha Opyeou OeHb OHU O1a20NONVYHEHbKO yeenu Ha ceobolde (M. .Xmenesckas),
Iloyenosas 0ouvb ewé paz u ciadeHbKo YablOHYBUUCH OOMOHOY, OH CMPO20 HAXMYPUTL OPOBU U
kpymo nogepuyncs (A.11.Yexos). [8]

RESULT

In the last example, the effect of an ironically negative assessment is emphasized by the
involvement of a deminitive adverb in the lexical contrast of the first part of the sentence, the
adverbial turnover, with the second, main part: nouenosas, ciadenwvko, yivionysuiuco, 6omonoy |
cmpoeo, naxmypun, kpymo. It is not excluded, of course, and the effect of a positive assessment,
expressed through a qualitative adverb-deminitive, for example: Ex u crviuy, kax nec wymum u
NMAWKA KpU4um ... U max ciaoko u moHeHvKo, cioéHo oumé (A.11.Yexos).

The evaluation sign, "plus” or "minus”, is formed in the adverb, as in other cases, based on the
semantics of the producing word, but the elements of the microtext, which is built with the help
of the deminitive, play a much larger role. Means of grading assessment can be adverbs of the
second degree of diminutiveness or a combination of a deminitive with adverbs of degree, for
example: 4 maréxonvko. Manéxonwvko s, Mawa (M.30wenxo), [lnamve ouenb MuieHbKo Ha Hell
cuoum (PP).

Deminative instants usually tend to the sphere of negative assessment, for example: /{us mens
00po20HbKO (Jopocosamenbvko) (PP); 3aitioume mecaya smak uepe3 08a, uepe3 mpu ...
0oseonvko (A.11.Hexos), Oti, mownéxonvko! 3apezanu mens, nooneyst (M.3ouenxo).

Nouns and adjectives of the "magnifying™" part of the size-assessment scale can denote really
size-quantitative relations, regardless of the assessment, or with a minimal evaluative
connotation, for example: I'pyvouwa, crnosno y ciona (A.11.Yexos), Dmaxas 6ouuwma, nyoos,
mooicem, Ha 6ocemb. Bom maxas Oouuwa! (M.3owenko);, Taxoi Oonvuywguil, moacmoiii,
po308biil manvuyean! (A.Aeepuenko).

Usually in such cases the sign of the assessment is "plus”, as if admiration for the dimension
above the average norm; It is significant that in the last example there is agreement on the
quantitative semantics of the adjective dorvuymuu and the noun mazvuyean, and the noun is
perceived as a magnifying one to mansuux only contextually. Semantically, the non-derivative
adjective moacmuizi agrees with them, and the element of positive assessment is explicated by the
adjective pozosulii.

The combination of the name of the adjective 6orvwywu with a noun with an augmentlng
suffix can be purely evaluative, for example: 13 Hero co BpemMeHeM BbIpaboTaeTCsl Oonbuyuiull

nucamenuuge (A.I1.Yexos).

It is natural that real dimensional relationships are characteristic of derivative words formed from
specific subject nouns and designations of persons of specific, not characterizing semantics.
Abstract nouns, designations of persons by profession, mental properties, etc. in "magnifying
form" suggest other types of value relationships. The combination itself 6orbwywguii + yeenuuu-
menvHoe cywecmseumenvroe 1S very rare. Linguistic means of a different kind are used as

https://saarj.com
103



ACADEMICIA: An International Multidisciplinary Research Journal

ISSN: 2249-7137 Vol. 12, Issue 01, January 2022  SJIF 2021 = 7.492
A peer reviewed journal

quantifiers for magnification, for example: Techomuwia mam neumosepnas (nepuoouxa); boin
KOHey aszycma, u no 20pooy CIOHAIUCL HecMemuble moanumia mypucmos (M. Xmenesckas),
Taxasa cxyuuwia, umo u svipasumes mebde He moey! (A.Il.Hexos);, Cmeeamyn nugemsb, maxou
0021cOUHA, Ymo u ceemoghop He suder, cnioutb mena (B.Yeprsk).

As you can see from the above examples, the meaning of magnification with a minus sign is
underlined by quantitative-qualifying adjectives neumosepuvie and necmemnsie, whole syntactic
constructions, a synonym susens, a description of the consequences of the intensity of the
phenomenon. It is noteworthy that the pronoun adjective maxkou it is used as an intensifier of
both the diminutive and the magnifying parts of the scale.

As already noted, the expression of a positive assessment in terms of derivative words with the
magnification value is not excluded, but more often such an assessment is negative, for example:
Kax e3enamem Ha mews ceoumu 2nasumiamu, maxk meHs u noxkopooum eceeo (A.Il. Yexos);
lonodyxa 3acnana ux x myze, a He umo-mubo Opyeoe (A.Il. Yexos), On oOonvuiywiuii
wapnramanumte (PP); On nacmoawuii 6anowean (PP); V neco éom maxoti Hocsaza (PP); Bom
naxantoza! (PP).

Of course, in many cases it is the negative evaluative semantics already embedded in the derived
word that dictates the possibility of forming a "magnifying” derivative from it, which only
expressively emphasizes the value of the negative evaluation, but in many other cases the choice
of the evaluation sign is situational. For example, the adjective 30oposennwsizi more often used as
a negative evaluative (30oposennwiii 1y06, 300posennsiii 100, 300posennviii kaban — everything
in a figurative meaning), but in the following example, it clearly expresses a positive rating:
Boobwe 6 Baweti knuee Bvl maxoii 300poseHHbill XYOOUCHUK, mMaKas cuiumwda, umo Bawwu dadice
camvle KpYnHble HeOOCMAamKU, KOmopbwle 3ape3aniu Ovl Opyeo2o Xy0odicHuka, y Bac npoxoosm
Hezameuennvimu (A.11. Yexos).

Curious is the formation of a superlative degree from a suffixal adjective of the derivational
category of subjective assessment, for example: Ynpasusowuii ..., 300posenneimuil napens ¢
00pI0327IbIM, UCRUMbBIM TUYOM ..., Yoice nwbsin (A.I1. Yexos). However, such education is possible
only from adjectives with the suffix -enn- and is absolutely excluded from adjectives in -yu-
[-tow- (6peonrowuii, 0w, morcmywiuit) the microtext assessment could be positive. Of
course, the meaning of a negative assessment from negative evaluative adjectives (szoti,
8peonblll, epszHbliL) 1S, as it were, predetermined.

It should be noted that adjectives in -eun- are formed from words that are more neutral in terms
of evaluation (30oposviii, moacmuiii, msocénvii, wupoxutr), the suffix only quantitatively
modifies the meaning of a certain feature, and the evaluation sign is formed in the context. The
meaning of two degrees of assessment (zzou — zuowul, nOOALIL — NOONIOWEUL, XUMPbLIL —
xumprowuii) for the sender of the speech often turns out to be insufficient, then a third link is
added: yorcacno 3nowuil, neckazanno nooaOWULL, CMPAUHO XUMPIOUWLUL.

In the grammatical system, the amplifying meaning of the superlative is comparable to this, for
example: Booowe 6 eé mene ecmv Hedocmamok, KOMOpwlil 5 CYUMAK HAUBAICHEUWIUM, — IMO
noanoe omcymcmeue ocencmeennocmu  (A.I1.9exos); Kocmrwom ceedcenbKuil, npsamo c
U2ONIOYKU, U3 (PPAHYY3CKO20 MPUKO, CAMbLL HAUMOOHeUwul, 0baeKanl e20 001buioe meo
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(A.Il.Yexo8); Ho on ewé 3axomen HenpemMeHHO NOPOOHUMbBCA C CAMOU _OpesHeluel
apucmoxkpamuieckou gamunuetl, — y He2o MelbkKHyna maxasa panmasus (M.3owenko).

As can be seen from the examples given, the means of amplification of an excellent degree can
be synthetic (mamBaxkueiimwmii), analytical (cambrii apesueitmuii) and complex, analytical-
synthetic (cambiii Hammonueiimuit). Apparently, the choice of these means is associated with the
installation on a more polynomial than the degree of comparison, an evaluative scale, and not
with stylistic flaws, as is sometimes considered.

Obviously, to a certain extent, this is comparable to the creation of additional divisions of the
quantitative-evaluation scale in the opposite, "diminishing™ direction: Bur mre mooceme Ovimo
NONE3HbIM OOHUM MAIIOCEHbKUM _OMBemMUKOM HA 60NPOC. KAK 6bl XOmume Y HAC
sacmpaxosamvcs (A. Aeepuenko);, Hocuk, 2osopio, 6yomo 661 u mou, 0a OblpoYKU 8 HOCUKE
0y0mo Obl u He MOU — MAXOHbKUE 04enb Jbipouku (M. 3owenko);, Bmecme ¢ konackou nped Hum
nponemenu 6ce e20 3a8emHubvle Meumbl, KOMOPbIMU OH THOOUN Yeouams cebs ..., CUOsL ... 8 CBOEM
muedyunom kabunemuke (A.11. Yexos).

In all three of the above examples, the effect of expressive-semantic agreement of nouns and
adjectives is observed, however, the adjective mazenskuii is replaced by its derivative - an
adjective of the second degree of diminutive mamrocenskuii, by combining it with a vernacular
derivative maxonskuii (in SI Ozhegov's "Dictionary ..." as “Coscem nebonvuiotl, manenvkuil’”)
with the adverb of the degree very, and - the most original solution - by the adjective
muedywmnwiy in a figurative sense.

CONCLUSION

Thus, both in relation to the degrees of comparison, and in relation to derivational derivatives,
there is a tendency to increase the number of divisions of the quantitative-evaluation scale, to
make this scale more flexible and differentiated.
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