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SUMMARY

The work is devoted to the research of the ways that reflect the prosody characteristics of the
English utterances containing negative semantics in the Ukrainian oral translation. The difficulty
of achieving this goal when treating prosody is in its multifunctionallity and multicomponential
nature. Prosody is the main means of signifying the communicative types of sentences and the
pragmaticsof the communicative process. Correlation of prosody with pragmatic andsemantic
components of communication is carried out through the prism of the emotional sphere of
human speech behavior.

The analysis of the experimental material provided an opportunity to find both distinctive
and typologically common for Ukrainian and English characteristics of negative modality at
the level of negative connotative meanings prosody, such as of objections, condemnation,
reproach, and specific correlates of negative modality in either of the two languages under
analysis. Typologically similar characteristics include the following: the register of melody, the
range of dynamic parameter andtimbre components of prosody, the state of the vocal cords
and larynx and their combinations. The mechanism of realization of prosody of negative
connotations is typologically similar in two languages: the most frequent combinations of
interaction of prosody parameters in English and Ukrainian languages are the increase in
intensity and the synchronous growth of melody — 24,7% and 25,3%, respectively, in the
amount of the experimental phrases. The functional significance of the temporal component at
the segmental level in the English language and the absence of such a characteristic in the
Ukrainian language expands the possibility of applying the time parameter at the
suprasegmental level in the Ukrainian language. Knowledge of the laws of prosodic variability
in two languages helps to interpret correctly and produce the semantics of a foreign language
in translation.

Key words: negative modality, prosody, translation, prosodic parameters, typology, specific
linguistic features.

Introduction. At the present stage of international relations development on the
globe, the computerization of science and technology in various spheres of human
activity translation problems are the object of special attention of both professionals
and consumers. In recent years many works devoted to the problems of translation
studies have appeared in the scientific literature; much attention is paid to such
questions as the use of various strategies and tactics in translation (Miram,
1998;CnobuukoB, [Terposa, 2008), adequacy and equivalence of translation variability
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of translation technologies (Bell, 1991; Cno6uukos, [lerpora, 2008), universals
(Brown, 1987) and many others.

It should be noted that issues of translating foreign language utterances with
attitudinal and emotional connotations, in general, and phrases of negative attitude,
in particular, are of a special difficulty for translators and interpreters. Despite the
fact that this problem has long been considered by linguists, in the special literature
there is still no clear classification of modality componentsreferring to the field of
negative semantics, the pool of empirical data is insufficient, anevaluation scale of
the degree of the negativesemantics that helps to assess the word in the original
language and thecorresponding unit in the language of translation is not available.
It should be noted that the peculiarity of lexical and grammatical means to express
negative emotions in English and Ukrainian, difference in the structure of the two
languages (analytical and synthetic), are the difficulties that the translator is to
overcome. Another problem for perception and interpretation is the prosody of the
two languages being studied, which differs significantly in the two distant languages
under analysis.

Therefore, the lack of data on the problem of prosody components’interaction
in the process of translating and interpreting statements of negative semantics;
insufficiency of information about the relationship of prosody and the lexical and
grammatical constructionsin phrases with negative connotation; ambiguity in
treating the principles of negative prosody relevant signs (that cannot be neglected
in the process of translation)that existsin modern linguistic literature make this
research updated and wanted.

The purpose of this research is to study the ways the prosody characteristics of
English phrases of negative semantics are to be interpreted in the Ukrainian language.

The difficulty to achieve this goal on the material of prosody lies in the fact that
prosody is a multifunctional and multicomponent unit (Huldzen, 1962). It is the main
means of communicative types’differentiation and the instrument that defines the
pragmatic function of the communicative process. The correlation of prosody with
the pragmatic and semantic components of the speech act is closely linked with the
emotional sphere of human speech behavior (Korunets, 2003;Koposnesa, 1989).

The material of the research consists of the authentic recordings of
Englishdialogical speechthat includes phrases of attitudinal meaning of negation
and conflict, and the corresponding variants of their translation into Ukrainian as
well. It is important to keep in mind the pragmatic orientation of negative connotations
that is the partner's belief that the way the event under discussion takes place is
undesirable, besides, the speaker seeks to convince the interlocutor of being on the
right side, to form a different opinion of what is discussed in the listener’s mind. The
purpose of such verbal acts is to form anelocution effect ofreproach, condemnation,
disagreement, and the like.

Results and discussion. The complex character of linguistic analysis of emotional
and modal units of negative semantics has shown that emotional construction,
context, non-linguistic means, and other factors can be treated as the decoders of
negative emotions and attitudes. The form of revealing the nature of emotion is an
explicit meaning in a combination with the background of its implementation; the
negative meaning can be reflected by prosody alone and the interaction of the last
with lexical and grammatical means. Thus, emotional speech, being a psychological
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presentation of a person, contains emotionally marked remarks in its structure,
emotional and evaluative content of these remarks is expressed by a complex
combination of expressive means at all speech levels. The complex analysis of
negative attitudes is carried out on the basis of analyzing the ways of linguistic
means interaction when exercising the pragmatics of the communication process.

It should be borne in mind that when translating the emotionally marked units
an important role is paid to the linguistic and cultural factor that underlies the
language structures of the two languages under discussion (Jouenko, 2001;
Koponera, 1989; Cmymmaceka, 2000). For example, "equivalent” language units
differ both in their semantics (dim is broader in meaning than /ouse, as it includes
home, and building, and block of flats, and condominium, and mansion), and in
their functioning in Ukrainian and English; for example, xpinxuii uaii and strong tea
illustrate different possibilities of lexical compatibility in two languages. Thus, the
linguistic and cultural peculiarities of means reflecting negative connotations in the
speakers’ communicative behavior are the aspects taken into account in this research.

Positive or negative attitude of the subject to the evaluated object is a universal
language category (Brown, 1987). Thus, in each natural language actualization of this
category has a certain degree of specificity. Let's look at an example, in the XX century,
when the foundations of wealth were revealed, even in capitalist England, rich people
were forced to justify themselves: “Anyway, what's wrong with being rich. It's a
quality, it's attractive. Rich people are nicer, they're less nervous”. «fk-ne-ax, wo
noearozo 6 momy, wjoo bymu 6azamum? lLle zionicms, ye npueabnueo. bazami nioou
npuemniwe, 6onu meHut Hepeosiy. This abstract demonstrates the necessity to consider
all aspects of communication process when dealing with linguistic means.

A necessary component of a detailed linguistic analysis is the relationship of
three aspects: syntactic, which represents the formal relationship of a linguistic
sign to other signs; semantics, which explores the relationship of signs to the
denoted objects; pragmatics, which considers the relationship of signs to people
who use them. Since the primacy of the formal is one of the main provisions in the
description of linguistic phenomena, linguistic analysis of evaluative reactions is
to be started with the examination of their formal structure.

When fixing models of negative semantics, the traditional system of letter symbols
denoting lexical and grammatical categories of words was used: N - noun, Adj —
adjective, V — verb, Part — adjective, Pron — pronoun, EW — emotional word. The
models of the utterances with negative semantics are given in accordance with their
quantitative decrease and are illustrated by the examples.

Model I: How + EW / How terrible! (L]e scaxnuso!)

Model II: (Pron + Vbe) + EW + N/ It's rotten luck! (I nune 6ezinns!)

Model I1I: What + EW / What nonsense! (LLjo 3a 6e3eny30s!)

Model IV: EW + Part 11 / Well said. (/Jobpe ckasano!)

Model V: What + EW + N / What a filthy thing to say! (ke epusmue
8uUC061108aHH!)

Paradigmatic modeling, which represents the next stage of the description,
consists of identifying syntactic categories, as a result theparadigmatic models
allow to identify the peculiarity of attitudinal units’ syntactic functioning.

An invariant of paradigmatic series in the study is presented either by a
syntagmatic structural scheme or a model with a typical significant meaning.
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Paradigmatic modifications of the model include the whole set of its actualization:
the opposites of its forms regarding the aim of communication (narrative —
interrogative — commanding), with respect to affirmation — negation, according to
the tense and so on. The highest level of the sentence paradigm is the opposition of
the forms of the sentence in relation to the purpose of the statement, for example:
Isn't that fine? Isn't that nice? Isn't that shame? In fact, the interrogative-negative
form of these evaluative constructions serves as a marker of emotionality that is a
characteristic of spoken language. It’s interesting to mention that all utterances
have the same structure as to their form, while the first two expressing a positive
attitudinal connotation and the last phrase has a negative semantics in terms of
lexical content and prosodic structure.

The opposition of the remarks in the negative form is very limited. Basically, the
objection is registered in constructions with the common words good and bad, for
example: Not bad; No good; Not a bad idea. In such cases, the use of the objection
is conditioned by the intention not to sound too categorical in the statement. Both,
in case if the interrogative-negative forms areused in the utterance to express the
emphatic statement, or in case of using objections to introduce the opposite mind,
we should talk about reinterpreting the constructions. In this case, prosody is the
leading factor of the meaning of the communicative unit.

The interaction of the prosody components in emotional utterances, which
express the elements of a single functional and semantic field of negative modality,
is one of the most difficult issues of modern linguistics.

Let’s consider some prosodic correlates of modal meanings of negative semantics
in English.

The prosody of objection aims at expressing an aggressive attitude to the
communicant. Most often, this effect is achieved by the opposite action of lexical,
grammatical and prosodic means of rendering the meaning of the utterance. For
example, I'm to go. Pete needs my help. — Yes. Of course. There’s nothing to be done
at home. The suprasegmental characteristics of an increased loudness and high
melody level are accompanied with the forced breathing through a narrowed larynx,
combined by facing the referent, sometimes with a gesture of negative acceological
evaluation.

When the trust is denied, a general relaxation of the larynx takes place, a gesture
of erroneous concession can be used, a creaking voice indicates the rejection of the
previous message: He says he’ll give the money back. — I do not believe him.

A prosodic allocation of thyme is rather characteristic ofthe phrases with negation.
For example, Can I see Mr. Keen? — He's not here today. (Mozo nema cb0200Hi).
The prosodic emphasis of the rhyme is not a single feature of typological similarity
in both languages under analysis, but the gesture accompaniment that demonstrates
a negative attitude and shaking the head in addition are the common characters for
English and Ukrainian communicants.

The main distinctive parameters that highlight the rhyme of the phrase in
Ukrainian speech are a narrower range of the descending tone in the syntagmatically
stressed syllable and a stronger loudness of the main stressed syllable.in comparison
to the English version.

The difference in denying good and bad in the languages under investigation
are Interesting too. The denial of good is accompanied by the suppression of full
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articulation and decrease in loudness of a phrase production, for example, no good,
not rich, not good-looking, uninteresting. Why do you marry him? He's not clever,
not rich. In these cases, it is also possible to add a "squeak" of the voice to
characterize the subjective negative attitude. When denying the bad, on the contrary,
there is prosody of contrast combined with thedistinct focus marking in the phrase:
Why don’t you marry him? He's rich and clever. There is an announcement of a
positive evaluation produced by the adjectives used in the utterance.

From the above examples, the implicit expression of an unmarked negative attitude
and a positive attitude labeling of the state of affairs by the communicators is
obvious.

The prosody variation in the negation of good and bad is preserved in the
Ukrainian translation: the suppression of the phrase loudness and the slow pace of
its realization, as well as a distinct marking of the utterance focus, for example, Yomy
mu euxoouul 3a Hbo2o 3amidxc? Bin Heposymuuii ma nebazamuii. Yomy mu He
BUX0OUUL 3a Hb020?— Bin po3ymuuil | 6azamuii.

At the same time, the meaning of the temporal component in the Ukrainian
language is more prominent in the sentence stress (increase in the duration of the
nuclear syllables of utterances) in comparison to the English negative connotations.

The objection in both languages is characterized by the presence of two centers,
marked by the sentence stress:emotional emphasis and the syntagmatic emphasis:
There's no such a word in English. —B anezniiicekiii mogi maxozo crioga nema.

The prosody of objection is of a particular interest to the linguists when studying
the role of suprasegmental level in the semantics of negation, especsally in the
cases if the lexical and grammatical means are contradicting the prosodic ones. For
example, I'm to leave. Pete needs help. — Sure. There’s nothing to be done at home.
A mywy uimu. Ilempy nompiona donomoea. — Hy, koneuno. /Joma nema uozo
pobumu. The distinct emphasis on the words, the irony of the sounding utterance
on the whole, the lengthening of inter-syntagmatic pauses, the calm manner of
speech production show the negative attitude of the speaker to what is happening.
Denial of trust, rejection of the previous message in the Ukrainian phrases: Hy,
Koneuno. /Joma nema wozo pooumu. — are demonstrated with the help of a narrow
range of melody in the utterance andsome insignificant difference in speech loudness.

The prosody of conflict remarks depends on the degree the conflict is promoted
in a communication process. It can be a mild conflict and direct reproach — You
shouldn’t have done it. Bam yvozco nempeba 6yno pooumu. In English and Ukrainian,
when expressing a mild conflict, the following common prosodic features are
observed: the low voice register, the presence of heavy breathing. In Ukrainian a
narrower range of melody component in the phrase compared to the English version
can be noticed.

Reproach in the form of astonishment takes a special place in phonetics: Why
did you invite him? I can’t get it. Hagiuwgo mu 1iozo 3anpocug? A ne po3zymiro.
Typologically similar in this case in both anguages is the ascending tone in the
nuclear part of the utterance, the increased speech loudness in general, a wide
range of melodic component of prosody.

The average level of conflict has three areas of conflict situation development:
behavioral principles, knowledge and evaluation. Each of them is characterized by
a special set of linguistic means involved in conflict presentation.
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Behavioral principles (reasons, goals, ways to achieve the aim): How many a
time am I to say it to you? Don’tgothere. CKinbKkupazie s noeuHHa npo ue
20eopumu? Hexoou myou. — are characterized bysimilar prosodic construction in
both languages: a low larynx position, high register of the melodic component of
prosody, distinct production of each word.

Knowledge (errors in interpreting the facts and their relation): Didn t you know
it? You couldn’t have missed it. Haspsiouu su yvoco nesnanu. Hemoscnueo
nponycmumu maxe. High melody register of the phrase realization, accelerated
pace of speech are typological characters in the two languages. The specificity of
the Ukrainian language is in the use of a descending tone in the nuclear syllable of
the phrase and the descending-ascending melody in English.

Evaluation (significant, epistemological): Bob is here. — What do we have to do
with it? Haw npusmens mym. — Hy i1 wgo 3 mozo? Common characteristics in the
two languages under analysis involve the following: slowing down the tempo of
speech in the reaction, general decrease of melody within the phrase, variations in
the voice timber (resembling the sound of a roar).

As it is seen from the above given examples, the pronunciation of each type of
an utterance including some conflicthas its own characteristics of presenting the
attitude in both languages.

One of the interesting cases among the phrases of negative semantics is the
conflict rejection (distancing), which is usually manifested in a monotonous manner
and the pace of speech slows down. For example,  am not to be involved. A nemaio
HIAK020 8i0HOWenHs 00 ybo2o. Sometimes one can refuse an offer with a touch of
aggression as in the following example: You may do it yourself. Tu it cam mooicews ye
3pobumu.

Condemnation is a commonly used form of a negative reaction in communication,
which is conveyed by the phrases containing the attitude of reproach. For example,
I didn 't know he has problems. — You could have guessed. Tu 6 mie 3po3ymimu. In
English and Ukrainian, falsetto is used as an indicator of a polemical situation, the
tension of the voice demonstrates the intrusion into an unpleasant situation. Let’s
consider another example: He asked to lend him the book. — And you agreed to? H
mu nozooueca? The connotative meaning of surprise is conveyed by lowering the
larynx down, accompanied by a gesture of contrast. The use of an ascending tone
on the nucleus syllable in both languages is also a common indicator of
condemnation.

I didn 't know he's got problems. — You could have guessed it. 4 ne 3nas, wo 6
Hbo20 Henpuemuocmi. — Moznu 6 11 dozadamuca. The condemnation in Ukrainian in
contrast to English is conveyed by a high beginning of the melody component,
high loudness and a sharp decrease in the abovementioned parameters within the
phrase pronouncing.

One more illustration of prosody specific functioning in English and Ukrainian:
He asked to borrow a book. — Did you give it? Bin nonpocus 3anosuuumu tomy
xkHuey. — I mu éidoae? In the Ukrainian language, the connotative meaning of surprise
is expressed by a sharp increase of the tone parameter in the nuclear, accompanied
by a significant increase of loudness. At the same time, in English speech, the
highest level of melody is observed in the first stressed syllable of the phrase, the
descending tone is used in the nuclear part of the utterance.
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One should be aware of the remarkable richness of variable phonetic
techniquesused in conflicting speech that cannot be underestimated: the register
of melody, the range of dynamic and timbre components of prosody, the state of the
vocal cords and larynx and their combinations in reflecting the timbre characteristics
of speech. It is necessary to take into account the individual characteristics of
human speech behavior, the use of special conversational forms in speech acts
(Cmymmaceka, 2000). The results of the experimental analysis demonstrate the
variety of forms of interaction of melodic, dynamic and temporal components in the
transmission of negative emotions in Ukrainian and English. The combination of
distinctive suprasegmental features in negative connotations forms a variable series
of prosodems in the languages being compared.

The analysis of the research material provided an opportunity to indicate the
following distinctive characteristics of negative modality at the level of prosody.
The form of the melodic component is carried out in extended tonal limits in English
in comparison with Ukrainian: high level at the beginning of the English phrase and
average in Ukrainian; the average level of the tonal component at the end of the
phrase in Ukrainian speech compared to the low level in English. Therefore, the
comparison of the final tones of phonation in the two languages indicates their
similarity: the use of descending tones of different intervals (wide in English and
narrow in Ukrainian).

Thus, the melodic component of prosody of negative semantics is a distinctive
characteristic of objections, condemnation, reproach in English and Ukrainian.

The increased loudness is often observed as a sign of negative modality in both
languages. Comparing the dynamic component of negative modality in English and
Ukrainian allows us to come to the conclusion about the typologically common
nature of negative attitude loudness in English and Ukrainian. The main stressed
syllable is most informative and produced with an increased strength characteristic
in both languages. Semantically relevant syllables coincide in their characteristics.
However, the dynamic component variation within the utterance’s general contour
changes considerably when exercising various negative connotative meanings.

Duration plays a significant role in marking the negative nature of a phrase. This
component of prosody can vary from a very fast tempo of speech to asyllable-by-
syllablepronunciation depending on the strength of the emotional tension of the
communicative act and the individual characteristics and the psycho-emotional state
of the speaker. Thus, in English and Ukrainian fear can be realized at the level of the
temporal component as a significant acceleration of pronunciation, and vice versa.

In the Ukrainian language in comparison to English an important role of the
temporal component in negative connotations should be noted;it is explained by
the functional significance of the temporal component at the segmental level in the
English language while in Ukrainian the temporal parameter is involved only at the
suprasegmental one.

An important conclusion of the research is that a typologically similar mechanism
of negative semantics phrases phonation is observed in two languages; the
difference is seen in the variability of the degree each prosody component participates
in actualizing negative attitudes in English and Ukrainian communication.

Most variable acoustic parameters are not the only way to manifest negative
connotations at the prosodic level. All parameters of prosody interact in the reviling
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the negative meaning in both languages. The analysis of prosodycomponents’
interactionat describing the negative connotations in English and Ukrainian showed
that the most frequent combinations of prosodic parameters in English and Ukrainian
are an increase in intensity with a synchronous growth of melody and duration
parameters (24.7% and 25.3%), respectively.

Conclusion. The research of negative connotations prosody in English and
Ukrainian convinces the researcher that all above enumerated peculiarities must be
taken into account when interpreting the semantics of negative attitudinal prosody
in both languages; it is the knowledge of the laws of prosodic variability in the two
languages that helps to interpret the semantics of negative modality in translation
properly. In a natural language, expressiveness is one of the universal characters,
therefore, correct perception and adequate interpretation of the relevant prosody
significations in the process of communication is of a particular importance. The
ability to identify the expressive component of prosody greatly contributes to
improving the quality of translation and strengthening the pragmatic potential of
communication.
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AHHOTALIUA

Paboma nocesawena uccnedosanuo 603MoXiCHOCMEN 0mMoOpadcenus npocooOUdecKux
Xapakmepucmuk BolpadCeHUs AH2I0A3bIYHbIX 8bICKA3LIEAHUL HE2AMUBHOU CEMAHMUKU 6
YKpaunckom ycmuom nepegooe. CrodcHOCMb 00CMUdICEHUs NOCMABIEHHOU Yelu Ha npumepe
npocoouu 3aKiYAemcs 8 MOM, HYMO RPOCOOUs ABAAemMCcs NONUPYHKYUOHATbHOU U
MHO20KOMNOHeHmHOU. [Ipocoous — 3mo 0CHOBHOe cpedCcmeo 0QoOpMIeHUs KOMMYHUKAMUEHBIX
Munoe npeodnodceHUll U omoopajiceHus npazmMamudeckou QYHKYuu KOMMYHUKAMUBHO20
npoyecca. Koppenayus npocoouu ¢ npazmamuyHblM U CEMAHMUYECKUM KOMNOHEHMAMU
KOMMYHUKAYUU OCYUeCMEIIAeMCs Yepe3 NPU3My IMOYUOHANLHOU chepbl peueso2o nosedeHus
yenosexa.

Ananuz mamepuana uccie0o08aHus No360aiem GbIAGUMbL KAK OUCMUHKMUEHBIE
munoiozuiecku obwue 0N YKPAUHCKO20 U AH2IUUCKO20 A3bIKOE XAPAKMepucmuKu
He2amugHOU MOOANIbHOCMU HA YPOBHE NPOCOOUU KOHHOMAMUBHBIX 3HAYEHUL BO3PANCEHUS,
ocyodicoeHue, ynpeka, mak U KOHKPemHO-A3bIKOEbIX KOPPeNAmo8 He2amueHol MoOaIbHOCU.
K munonoeuuecku no0obHuiM XapakmepucmuKkam OMHOCAMCA MaKue: pecucmp Meioouu,
ouanazon OUHAMUYECKO20 U MeMOPOBOl KOMNOHEHMOE NPOCOOUU, COCINOAHUE 2010COEbIX
CBA30K U 20pMaHU, a makce ux Kombunayuu. Mexanusm pearusayuu npocoouu He2amueHix
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ABNAIOMC UHMEHCUBHOCTb NPU CUHXPOHHOM pocme ypogus menoouu — 24,7% u 25% cnyuaee
om 0bue2o Koauvecmea 3KCnepuMeHmanbHulx Gpas, coomeemcmeenno. PyHKYUOHATbHAA
3A2pPYAHCEHHOCHIb MEMNOPANbHO20 KOMNOHEHMA HA Ce2MEeHNMHOM YPO6HE 6 AHZIULCKOM SA3bIKe
u omcymcmeue 3mo20 NPUSHAKA 6 YKPAUHCKOM f3blKe, 3HAYUMENbHO Yeenudugaem
603MONHCHOCIU NPUMEHEHUS MEMNOPANbHO20 NaApaMempa HA CYNpacezMeHmHoM ypOGHe 8
VKPAuHCKOM A3blKe. 3HaueHue 3aKOHO08 NPOCOOUYeCKOU 8APUAMUBHOCMU 6 O8YX A3bIKAX
nomozaem npasUIbHO UHMEPNPEMUPOBAMs U NPOUIBOOUNb CEMAHMUKY UHOCMPAHHO20 A3bIKA
npu nepesooe.

Kniouegvie cnoea: ompuyamenvnas mo0anbHOCnb, Npocoous, nepesoo, npocoouyecKue
napamempul, Munoi02us, KOHKpemHo s3blK08ble 0COOEHHOCMmU.
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AHOTALIA

Poboma npucesuena Odocnidscennio cnoco6ie i000OpaANCeHHS [HMOHAYIUHUX
Xapaxmepucmux 6upazy aHe10MOBHUX GUCTIOBNI08AHL HE2AMUBHOI CeManmMUKu 6 YKpaincbKoMy
noCai008HOMY YCHOMY nepexnadi. CKIadHICMb 00CACHEHHS NOCMAGIeHOl Memu HA NPpuKiaoi
inmonayii nonseac @ ii nonigpynkyionansuocmi ma 6azamorxomnonenmuocmi. Ilpocodis —ye
OCHOBHUIL 3aCi0 OOpMIEHHA KOMYHIKAMUSHUX MUNI6 GUCIOBII06AHL MA BUPA3ZY NPAMAMUYHOT
¢yuxyii xomyunikamuenozo npoyecy. Kopensyis npocodii 3 npacmamuuHumu ma
CEeMAHMUYHUMU KOMNOHEHMAMU KOMYHIKAYIT 301l CHIOEMbCS KPi3b Npusmy emoyiiunol cepu
MOB/IEHHEBOT NOGEOTHKU NH0OUHU.

Ananiz mamepiany 00cnioOdceHHA HAOA8 MONCIUBICMb GUIHAYUMU AK OUCMUHKMUBHI
MUNOAOIYHO CRINbHI 0Nl YKPAIHCObKOI ma aH2AiUcbKOl MO8 XApaKmepucmuKky He2amugHoi
MoOanvbHocmi HA pi6HI NPOcoOii He2caMUHUX KOHOMAMUBHUX 3HAUEHb 3anepeieHb, 0cyoy,
00KOpY, MAaK i KOHKPEMHO-MOGHUX KOpenimie ne2amusHoi mooarbHocmi. J[o munonoziuno
nooibHUX Xapakxmepucmuk 8i0HOCAMbCA MAKi: pecicmp MenoOuKu, 0iana3on OUHAMIYHO20
ma memoOpanbHO20 KOMNOHEHMI8 NPOCOOii, cMAaH 2010C08UX 38'A30K | 2opmani i ix KoMOiHayil.
Mexanizm peanizayii npocodii HecamuHux KOHOMAYill € MUROLOSIYHO NOJIGHUM ) 080X MOBAX:
HAUGINbUW YaACMOMHUMYU KOMOIHAYIAMU 83aeMO0ii napamempie npocodii ¢ aneniicoKil ma
VKPAiHCHKIT MOBAX € 30I1bWEHHs IHMEHCUBHOCMI NPU CUHXPOHHOMY 3DOCMAHHI MEL00UKU —
24,7% i 25,3% eionogiono. @yuKyionaivHa HAGAHMAICEHICIMb MEMNOPANLHO20 KOMNOHEHMY
HA CecMeHMHOMY DiGHI 6 AH2NIUCLKIU MOBI ma 6i0CYMHICMb MAKOI XapakmepucmuKku 6
VKPQiHCOKINIMOGT 3HAUHO NOWUPIOE MOJICIUBICD 3ACMOCYEAHHA MEMNOPAIbHO20 Napamempy
Ha cynpacezMeHmMHOMY DIBHI 6 YKPAIHCLbKIlUl MO8I. 3HaAHHA 3AKOHI8 NPOCOOUUHOI sapiamuenocmi
6 060X MOBAX OONOMA2AE NPAGUNILHO [HMepnpemyeamu ma npooykyeamu CemManmuxy
iHo3eMHOI MO6U npu nepexnaoi.

Knrwuosi cnosa: necamugna mMoOoaibHicmy, npocodis, nepexiad, npocoOuyHi napamempu,
MUNono2iss, KOHKpemmHo MOGHI 0COOIUBOCHII.
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