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Summary

The article is dedicated to the analysis of the problem of expediency of allocating
conjunctionless phrases as an independent type of co-ordinate constructions. The main
approaches to the consideration of conjunctionless units at the syntactic level of language are
outlined. The specifics of the expression of the asyndetic connection in the plane of the phrase
compared to the sentence are considered. The main means of connection between the components
of a co- ordinate conjuntionless phrase — intonation and the order of constituents are described.
Co-ordinate conjunctionless phrases include those that correlate with co-ordinate conjunctional
phrases, the components of which are connected with co-ordinating conjunctions «i», «ib»,
«tay or opposite «a». It is found out that at the formal-grammatical level, such asyndetic and
syndetic syntaxemes are synonymous, but semantically differ in expressiveness. In addition,
extended (polycomponent) and narrowed (two-component) series with homogeneous and
heterogeneous constituents are typical for conjunctionless phrases, which in most cases tend to
interchange positions. A distinctive feature of the extended series is that the last component can
be connected with cumulative conjunction, thus imposing a shade of limitation of the series.
Therefore, the set of such specific features represents the highest level of independence and
equality between words, which form a co-ordinate conjunctionless phrase.
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1. Introduction

The problem of the expediency of distinguishing conjunctionless phrases as a kind of
co-ordinate phrases requires a revision of traditional views on the specifics of the syntactic
relationship between syntaxemes of different levels in general and between the components of
the phrase in particular. In modern domestic linguistics, which began to develop independently
since the beginning of the XXI century, there are many fresh ideas about the nature of the
phrase, which go beyond the limited framework of the traditional conception, commonly called
Vinogradov’s. Many linguists (I. Vykhovanets, P. Dudyk, O. Melnychuk, M. Stepanenko,
K. Shulzhuk, etc.), who deny the monopoly of subordinate phrases and appeal to the
distinguishing of co-ordinate ones, substantiate the expediency of considering the conjunctive
and conjunctionless connection between the constituents of co-ordinate phrases. However,
there are no works in linguistics, that would comprehensively cover the specifics of formal and
grammatical organization of conjunctionless phrases, so the novelty of our research is to try
to argue the expediency of granting the status of conjunctionless phrases as a separate type of
co-ordinate ones.
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The aim of the research is to find out the pecularity of the formal-grammatical organization
of conjunctionless co-ordinate phrases. Achieving this goal necessitates the solution of the
following tasks: 1) to justify the advisability of allocating conjunctionless co-ordinate phrases;
2) analyze the specifics of the formal-grammatical level of these phrases; 3) determine their
differential features.

In order to implement the goals and objectives, general scientific and special linguistic
methods were used: the method of comparison — to prove the expediency of distinguishing the
conjunctionless type of connection in the phrase; method of analysis and synthesis, descriptive
method — to characterize the nature of the asyndetic connection between the components of the
co-ordinate phrase; distributive, component analyzes, as well as analysis by direct components —
to determine the classification parameters of conjunctionless co-ordinate phrases.

2. Expediency of distinction co-ordinate conjunctionless phrases

Conjunctionless phrases were outside the research areas for a long time because the main
discussions in linguistics were holding on around the nature of congunctionless sentences as
one of the means of communication.

Nowadays, similar to compound and complex sentences, linguists distinguish between
co-ordinate and subordinate phrases. If the opinion about the appropriateness of separating
conjunctionless sentences is acknowledged, then we have every reason to consider the
combination of full words ommumicmuunuii, scummecmeeporycyrouuii in the sentence
Busgonenuii  napoo eumacac OnmumicmuyHO20, HCUMMECMBEPOICYIOU020 MUCMEYMBA
(Honchar, 2012: 13) as a phrase. Since every phrase is a component of a sentence and realizes
its differential parameters within it, it is worth comparing the nature of these conjunctionless
syntactic units.

In the study of conjunctionless type of connection and conjunctionless composite sentence
I. Sviatobachenko identifies several main approaches (Sviatobachenko, 2011). According
to the first approach, an asyndetic sentence is a contextually dependent unit of speech with
text-forming functions. N. Shvedova and the authors of “Russian Grammar” do not oppose
conjunctionless sentences with conjunctive and use the term “conjunctionless combination
of sentences” (Shvedova, 1980). At the same time, L. Bulakhovskyi talks about the existence
of only two types of asyndetic sentences — conjunctionless compound and conjunctionless
complex (Bulakhovskyi, 1951), which forms an approach to this type of sentence through the
triad opposition “asyndeticity — co-ordination — subordination”. Another view is declared in
S. Doroshenko’s works, who defends the independent status of conjunctionless sentences and
denies the separation of conjunctionless compound and complex varieties of it: “asyndeticity
is a way of formal-syntactic connection of components, according to which the organization
of the whole syntactic structure is based not on conjunctions and connecting words but on
grammatical elements that perform important constructive functions in the grammatical design
of a composite sentence” (Doroshenko, 2019: 538). According to this linguist, the lack of a
material means of communication deprives the constructions in question of the opportunity to
oppose the conjunctive ones and therefore gives all non-conjunctive structures “grammatical
independence”. A. Zahnitko considers asyndetic constructions as a kind of periphery, noting
that “conjunctionless composite sentence differs from isometric conjunctive compound
and complex sentences as in combining its parts are used both common for asyndetic and
syndetic types of connection means and purely specific” (Zahnitko, 2011: 733). In our opinion,
the most relevant approach is the one according to which the conjunctionless connection is
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formally opposed to the conjunctive one, however, co-ordinate and subordinate sentences,
as well as sentences with undifferentiated syntactic connection, are distinguished within the
conjunctionless connection in general. As I. Vykhovanets notes, “formally and grammatically
asyndetic sentences should be contrasted not with compound and complex sentences but with
conjunctive sentences in their entirety, while from the point of view of differentiation of syntactic
connections and semantic-syntactic relations conjunctionless and conjunctive sentences can
be intersected, embracing identical syntactic connections and semantic-syntactic relations”
(Wkhovanets, 1993: 347). In fact, three sentences Bu pozeopmaeme cino, npocmensieme niaya,
Jfeaeme 2opinuYb, OUBUMECHL HA YOPHO-CUHE, 2nuboKe 30psaHe Hebo i gionoyusacme (Ostap
Vyshnia, 1989: 212), Jlic cmoimb 3a0ymauguii: oMy ocCb-0Cb mpeba C80€ nuuiHe 80PaAHHS
ckuoamu (Ostap Vyshnia, 1989: 253), V écaxoeo c6os 00aa i c6itl wasX WUpOKuil: motl Mypye,
moii pyunye... (Shevchenko, 2002: 206) have a similar structure at the formal-grammatical
level: parts are connected asyndetically, but at the semantic level the first sentence conveys
the meaning of the sequence of events, which co-ordinating copulative conjunctions can also
represent, so this sentence correlates with the similar co-ordinate conjunctive sentence: Bu
pozeopmaeme cino, (i) npocmengaeme niaya, (i) iaeacme eopinuys, (i) oueumecv Ha YOPHO-
cune, enuboke 30paHe Hebo i sionouusacme; there are causal relations between the parts of
the second sentence, which can be correlated with a complex causal sentence: Jlic cmoimw
3adymausut,, (60) tiomy ocb-ocb mpeba ceoe nuune sopannsa ckudamu;, with regard to the third
construction, it has no conjunctive counterpart, ie, according to I. Vykhovanets, it belongs to
non-differential conjunctionless constructions.

In the phrase plane the conjunctionless connection may correlate with the conjunctive
one. In the sentence [llputiuia eecna, nputiuina xpacua, / Poskiwmua, mwoba, uapisna!
(Voronyi, 2010: 20) combination of pe3kiwna, n1106a, uapiena forms a number of homogeneous
members combined with intonation. The components of a co-ordinate conjunctive phrase are
arranged linearly, subordinate to the same word in the sentence and being at the same level
of syntactic dependence also form a series of homogeneous members: B yi uacu eu uyeme i
Hao coboro, i neped coboio, i 3a coboio, i npasopyy, i 1iGOPYY WIYM — CEUCH KAYUHUX KPUTL
(Ostap Vyshnia, 1989: 212). Co-ordinate conjunctive phrases are characterized by the relative
grammatical equality of components and the lack of formal and grammatical dependence
between them. This specificity is provided with co-ordinating conjunctions, but as we see from
the examples, conjunctionless combination of equal constituents is also possible.

The main means of connection is intonation and word order in conjunctionless
constructions. Phrases outside the context of a sentence are deprived of a clear intonation
pattern, but intonation should be understood not only as an element of speech. O. Peshkovskij
once emphasized this considering intonation as a separate section of grammar. According to
A. Bagmut, intonation performs three main functions: constructive, recognitive (identifying),
and distinctive (Bagmut, 1980). The latter two are directly related to communication, and the
constructive manifests itself at the level of language and participates in the creation of sentences
and phrases as well. O. Peshkovskij argues that intonation becomes a grammatical tool when
the meaning of a particular type of intonation is identified with the meaning of the certain
group of conjunctions (Peshkovskij, 1956). At the level of the phrase, this statement proves
that the co-ordinate conjunctionless phrase differs from the co-ordinate conjunctive one only
by syntactic means, not by meaning: / nada cuie ranamuii, éonoxamuit / Cnoxitino i 6enuiaso
Hao cenom (Rylskyi, 1976: 61) — I nada cuie nanamuii, (i / i / ma) éonoxamuii / Cnoxiino
senuuaso Hao cenom. Conjunctionless phrases are not an arbitrary combination of any words, as
firstly, the set of components is determined by the communication situation, and secondly, they
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have a logical linear arrangement chosen by the communicant for this act of communication.
The most vividly it is illustrated with sentences in which conjunctionless phrases express
the semantics of the sequence of events: Ha nanwuni nuwenuyro ncana, / Bmomunaca; ue
cnoyueamy / Iliwna 6 cnonu, nowikanoubéana lsana cuna cooysams (Shevchenko, 2002: 559);
Bnemina nacmisxa, 3awedbemana i eunemina (Vynnychenko, 2005: 70).

A. Zahnitko’s remark that in the process of historical development of language new
variants of syntactic constructions are constantly emerging is fair, and O. Potebnia once proved
that asyndeticity is older than syndeticity. This fact gives every reason to hypothesize that
conjunctionless phrases with co-ordinate nature originated earlier, and conjunctive phrases are
derived from them. Conjunctions, which act as connectors of two or more constituents, appear
as a kind of compilers, which are superimposed on the intonation and together with it convey
the formal-grammatical relations within the phrase.

3. Differential features of co-ordinate conjunctionless phrases

The absence of conjunctions, intonation, and word order as a means of connection
between components are the classification features of co-ordinate conjunctionless phrases,
which are the basis for the manifestation of other specific features of these syntaxemes.

Co-ordinate phrases include those asyndetic constructions that correlate with the
corresponding conjunctive ones. Some conjunctionless phrases can be related to those in which
the means of connection are co-ordinating cumulative conjunctions i, i, ma (i). At the semantic
level, both types of phrases convey a touch of simultaneity or sequence of actions: Tpemucs,
MHembca — Oymae munemocs (Popova, 2011: 252) — Tpemwcea (i / ii / ma) muemuvca — oymae
munemswcst;, Con maioa nixonu ne oopuoa (Popova, 2011: 128) — Con, ida nikonu ne oopuoa, Kpye
MeHe Koxanocs noie, wienomino, yiayeanocw (Vynnychenko, 2005: 76) — Kpye mene koxanocs
none, (i/i/ma) wenomino, (i/ i/ ma) yinysanocs. Another group is formed by conjunctionless
phrases that are identical to those in which the means of coherence is the adversative conjunction a.
The following syndetic and asyndetic phrases display the semantics of opposition /
comparison: Pixc numxky 0osey, cnoso Kaxcu kopomke (Popova, 2011: 63) — Pisc numxky 0062y,
(a) croso kaxcu kopomxe, Jluxomanka — ne mamra: mpsace, ne ycanie (Popova, 2011: 132) —
Jluxomanxa — nHe mamxa: mpsce, (a) ne ycanie; Cepye cmapozo 3anoposicys He CYMYye€ 3 moeo,
a padie — Cepye cmapozo 3anopodcys He cymye 3 mozo, padie (Kashchenko, 2006: 419).
It is noticeable that in such constructions the negative particle ne functions near one of the
components. Of particular note are co-ordinate phrases in which the presence / absence of a
material means of connection changes the meaning of the whole syntaxeme: in the texts of
different discourses there are a significant number of phrases with cumulative conjunctions of
negative semantics ui, ani and their repetitive variants awi ... aui, ni ... ni. The transformation
of these units into the conjunctionless ones changes the semantics of the negation to the
affirmation: Cbocooni 6in ni uumae, i nuwe — Co0200Hi 6in uumae, nuuie; Y Hei Ha Kyxui
Hi xniba, ni nupozie — Y nei na xyxui xai6, nupozu. However, in the part of such phrases the
presence / absence of the conjunction only strengthens / weakens the expressiveness of the
construction: He gip ni cmapocmam, ni ceaxam, 60 éci 6onu opewryms (Popova, 2011: 318) —
He 6ip cmapocmam, ceaxam, 60 eci éonu opewrymv, Hi 0okopis, ni 6anauwox npo me goxce
oinvuwe ne 6yno (Vynnychenko, 2005:30) — /lokopie, 6anauok npo me eoice Oinvuie He OYI0.

In co-ordinate asyndetic phrases, intonation is the main means of realizing the
semantic-grammatical connection of components. It can impose a marker of enumeration
or comparison on the constituents, giving the whole phrase more expression and dynamics
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compared to the corresponding conjunctions, thus forming a kind of grammatical and stylistic
constructions-synonyms: 4 8 HAc AKY He 80apuul KAlllomM CKelo — 3i8Cto0U puHe Kpoe, a He
600a (Kostenko, 2020: 270) — A 6 Hac AKy He 80apui KallloM CKello — 3i6CI00U puHe Kpoe,
He 800a; Mooice nasimv He mudcHi, a yini poku munymo (Kostenko, 2020: 166) — Mooice
Hasimsv He MuMdCcHi, Yini poku murymo; JI0O0 uepHiciBcbKy 00pocy — 6€CHON, 6IMKY,
eocenu (Kostenko, 2020: 302) — Jlobnto uepHicigcbky dopocy — eecnomw, (i / i / ma) 61imky,
(i / i / ma) 6ocenu; Xaii 6yoe cHiz, i my3uka, i eeuip (Kostenko, 2020: 363) — Xaii 6yoe cHie,
My3uKa, geuip.

Among conjunctionless composite sentences, there are sentences of open and
closed structure. As A. Zahnitko notes, “all sentences of open structure of conjunctive
and conjunctionless type are similar in structure, because regardless of the conjunctive or
conjunctionless combination of predicative parts they can be classified as a separate structural
variety of compound sentences, characterized by relative internal homogeneity within which
the opposition of asyndetic and syndetic connection is not significant” (Zahnitko, 2011: 736).
Similarly, in the phrase we distinguish conjunctionless constructions of extended and narrowed
series, which correlates with the concept of open and closed structure. The relevance of
using the terminology “extended series”, “narrowed series” is justified by the fact that, firstly,
asyndetic phrases as components of the sentence form a series of homogeneous members
within it. Secondly, openness makes it possible to add an unlimited number of constituents but
in a speech act that occurs in a certain communicative situation there is a limit, and therefore
the addition of new components has a limitation. So, the probability of involvement / removal
of other components is explained more accurately by the concept of expansion / narrowing
of the series. This specificity of these syntaxemes determines their non-binary nature as a
manifestation of another differential feature. As O. Melnychuk rightly notes, “co-ordinate
conjunctionless connection is used mainly in co-ordinate phrases that have more than two
homogeneous members” (Melnychuk, 1972: 108): Miii npedxosiunuii, / miti ymumui
pocamu, / KocmiuHuil, ¢iunuii, /30panuil, oapsinkosuii (Kostenko, 2020: 211); 3asopywunocs
cepye 6 Mapunu, 3abasicana ii Oywa wacms, eoni, eecenocmi (Nechui-Levytskyi, 1997: 77).
Frequently the last component of such a phrase is joined with the cumulative conjunction
i, t1, ma. At the formal-grammatical level the series can be continued in such phrase, but
semantically the presence of the conjunction near the last constituent seems to limit the list:
Xpecmu, neneku, manveu i ycopyicunu / Oyau tioco eouni enadaui (Kostenko, 2020: 214);
Cmpaoicoar, mucaio, nrauy i cmitocwy (Kostenko, 2020: 387). Attention is also drawn to the
constructions, the members of which are able to group in pairs. In this case, there can be a
conjunctive connection inside the pair, between the pairs — conjunctionless connection, or
vice versa: the components are connected asyndetically, and their pairs — with a conjunction:
pomanu i nogicms, ONOGIOAHHA U KA3KW; @ecenuil, wiacaueuil, are emomaenuii. Such
phrases are considered to be combined constructions with conjunctive-conjunctionless
connection.

Examples of co-ordinate conjunctive phrases of a harmonic series, the components of
which belong to one part of the language, are classic but the series can also be disharmonious:
Bona xynuna 6iny, 3 uepeonumu maxkamu cykuio; YV ii maticmepHi MOJNCHA NOMUTLYBAMUCS
KapmuHamy, UKOHAHUMU Y PI3HUX MEXHIKAX: 6UnAIeHi, 6Upi3boeHi, 3 nicKy ma i3 cmpiuok;
Bona cmosna mpoxu cxeunvosana, cnanmenuuena, ane wiacauea. In addition, it is possible
for most of these phrases to rearrange the components: / naoa cuic 1anamuii, éonoxamuii /
Croxitino i genunaso Hao cenom (Rylskyi, 1976: 61) — [ naoa cuic éonoxamuii, 1anamuii /
Crokitino 1l eenuyaso Hao cenom; [opoaeu pienoi ne shamu — / 3uzzazu, xeuni, onuckaexu, /
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Ta 3a6xcou: xau eopamv macnamu! / Xaii keimom xeimuyms 6iousaxu! (Rylskyi, 1976: 90) —
Hopoeu pignoi He snamu — / Xeuni, 3uzzazu, onuckaexu, / Ta 3a6sxcou: xaii copams macHamu! /
Xati keimom keimuymo 6iouaxu! Exceptions are those that express the semantics of sequence
of events or oppositions, as in similar co-ordinate compound phrases with cumulative and
adversative conjunctions, change the reordering is impossible: Yenyi naue no xomandi niosenucs
3 Micyis, nepexpecmuaucs 00 06pa3is, ROOAKY AU XA3AIHOBI Ma Xa3auiyi, HAKUHYIU HA 207108U
KI0OYKU, 3a0paxcuanu womxamu i xankom eutiudnu na eynuyio (Nechui-Levytskyi, 1977: 311)
(sequence of actions); Ha boea noknadaiica, posymy e mpumaiica (Popova, 2011: 26)
(comparative and opposite relations).

The question of the presence of predicativity within the conjunctionless co-ordinate
phrase deserves special attention. Modern linguistics abounds in different views on the
category of predicativity but common to all is the idea that the minimum syntactic unit that
has predicativity is a sentence, and the phrase is devoid of it. We consider Mirchenko’s view
is appropriate, as he distinguishes predicativity as a complex category that expresses the
relationship of the report in the sentence to the reality, forms a sentence as a communicative
syntactic unit, and predicativity as a formal-syntactic category, which refers only to two-
member simple sentences and indicates the syntactic connection between the subject and the
predicate (Mirchenko, 2004: 194). G. Pochepcov considers predicativity even more globally,
arguing that it is a way of actualizing extraverbal reality, a synthesis of the categories of
“subjective” and “objective”; it is the primary and the most general human awareness of reality
(Pochepcov, 1981). The interpretation of predicativity in the broadest sense as the correlation
of the statement with reality makes it possible to reinterpret the phrase in general and the
conjunctionless one in particular. Every phrase is a condensed communicative unit, as it denotes
a combination of objects of extraverbal reality, which, on the one hand, become the subject of
communication itself, and on the other hand — phrases are components of the sentence for which
predicativity is essential. Similar to the philosophical interpretation of the relationship between
a part and the whole, according to which the part has the characteristics of the whole, the phrase
is characterized by hidden potential predicativeity. Co-ordinate conjunctionless phrases, like
conjunctive units, form a series of homogeneous members in the sentence, not only secondary
parts of the sentence, but also principal parts, ie, they can be elements of the core of predicativity
positioning as homogeneous subjects and predicates: Epemin émuecs, ebpasca, euiuios 1
aneio (Nechui-Levytskyi, 1977: 320); Yexanu 3iiomku, 3anu, naginvitonu, — / wexano éce! lean
xocug mpasy (Kostenko, 2020: 214).

4. Conclusion

The change of the human mode of thinking and worldview of the XXI century testifies
to the need to go through the traditional postulates of linguistics, and the syntactic system
is not an exception. That is why nowadays linguists say that co-ordination in the plane
of a phrase can be manifested syndetically with means of co-ordinating conjunctions and
asyndetically through prosodic means, in particular intonation. Conjunctionless co-ordinate
phrases have all the parameters for their allocation to a separate class, like conjunctionless
composite sentences in the language system. They are copulative syntaxemes, in which the
means of connection between the components is their direct contact location in combination
with a certain intonation pattern, which is indicated in the writing by the appropriate
punctuation marks. A distinctive feature of this group of phrases is the absolute correlation
at the formal-grammatical level with conjunctive phrases, where the means of connection
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are either cumulative conjunctions i /i / ma, or the adversative one a. As for the semantic-
syntactic level, the corresponding asyndetic and syndetic co-ordinate phrases convey identical
semantic relations, the only difference is stylistic: conjunctionless constructions are more
expressive and dynamic. Also, asyndetic phrases have the highest level of independence
between components compared to conjunctive ones, as the presence of a conjunction imposes
restrictive semantics, which is vividly represented with constructions of the combined type:
PO3YyMHuULl, 000puii ma ycniwiHuil; Kpacueuii, po3kiwHuil, ane oopozuii. Independent
coordination as a form of interconnection of the conjunctionless phrase allows to expand or
narrow the series of these phrases according to the communicative situation. These syntactic
units are not devoid of predicativity, as most linguists claim because being components of
the sentence, they are one of the means of creating its predicativity, forming a series of
homogeneous subjects and predicates.
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