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Jana Sokolova

ADVERBIAL TRIGRAMS
IN SEMANTIC AND COMMUNICATION
CONTEXTS

ABSTRACT

In this paper, we focus on the linearization of components in adverbial trigrams. We will analyze
and interpret the selected phenomena based on the data collected from the Russian National Cor-
pus. Therefore, the focus will be on adverbial trigrams in their resulting and narrativized form as
sequences that meet in the sentence structure both as a result of the sentence structure itself (deter-
mined by word order where each component is a separate syntactic unit), and as a complex syntac-
tic unit, i.e. as compound adverbials. This paper is an attempt to analyze the content of adverbial
trigrams, their formalization and explanation through the communication validity and functional
hierarchy attributed to them by the speaker. Our goal is to identify the (i) semantic types of compo-
nents, (ii) types (models) of most preferred configurations in the narrative and (iii) cognitive and
linguistic factors involved in encoding the adverbial trigrams (the configuration is assumed or lim-
ited).

KEYWORDS
trigrams, compound adverbs, speaking, pragmatic focus

1 Introduction

In this paper, we focus on the linearization of components in adverbial trigrams.
This means that we are discussing the units that appear in the sentence structure
as a result of the sentence structure itself (determined by word order where each
component is a separate syntactic unit) and as complex syntactic units of com-
pound adverbials as defined by P. Biskup (2010). We analyze and interpret the se-
lected phenomena on the basis of the data from the National Corpus of the Russian
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language (2003-2021)." Our attention is therefore on the sequences in the so-called
non-canonical communication situation - in the narrative. This means that we ana-
lyze the adverbs in terms of sequences (sequences of components forming a whole)
and in their resulting and narrativized form.

The present paper is an attempt to analyze the content of compound adverbs,
their formalization and explanation through the communication validity and func-
tional hierarchy attributed to them by the speaker. We will describe the formaliza-
tion of the formal and content aspects of compound adverbials through formulas.
Our aim is to identify the (i) semantic types of components, (ii) types (models) of
narratively most preferred configurations in the narrative and (iii) cognitive and
linguistic factors involved in their encoding (the configuration is assumed or limit-

ed) in a series of randomly selected Russian examples containing compound adver-
bials.

2 The basics

We base our research on the well-known fact that adverbials are non-binding com-
plementations of the predicate/verb, which from the perspective of sentence struc-
ture represent non-constitutive sentence elements and occupy unfixed positions
(cf. Vatiko, 2010). The prevailing opinion is that the multi-component adverbials
form groupings of the so-called transient type. The speaker implements a config-
uration of components in an ad-hoc manner, which he/she considers adequate in
terms of meaning and communication economy in the relevant communication sit-
uation. This is also due to the fact that compound adverbs form lexical expressions
that belong to secondary egocentricals* (Paducheva, 2013; Sokolova, 2019). As lexi-
cal units and/or syntactic constructions, they are context-sensitive (their semantic
content is influenced by the discursive circumstances and interpretation context),
and they are defined by the pragmatic parameter reflecting on the participation of
the speaker/observer in the communication event.

On the other hand, compound adverbials also employ semantic relations, which
result from the cognitive processing of facts, and are limited by the linguistic image
of the world and the possibilities of the language code. The factors that affect the
configuration of components in a compound adverbial include: (i) verb semantics;
(ii) word-class expression of the components of a compound adverbial through
parts of speech - adverbs, adverbial substitutions and prepositional cases of nouns;

1 https://ruscorpora.ru/new

2 Two types of egocentricals are discerned - shiftable (i. e. secondary) egocentricals, which can be
used in all types of communicative situations, and hard (i. e. primary) egocentricals, which stick to the
canonical communicative situation, thus belonging to the so called main clause phenomena (Paducheva,
2013, p. 539).
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(iii) ordering and semantic valence of the components in compound adverbials in
the event-based structure of the sentence.

For example, the verb sepnymuca presupposes the information connected with
the named activity: place (from where?, to where?), time (when?), manner (how?),
purpose (for what purpose?), which are realized in the sentences according to the
intentions of the speaker. For example, in example (1), two pieces of information -
place (to where - home) and time (when - late in the evening) are expressed by three
adverbs:

(1) Onu eeprynuce domoii no3dHo eevepom.

As mentioned above, this study focuses on the linearization of components in
a broadly defined compound adverbial. Their formal aspects are influenced by the
number of components and the relationships between them reflected by their or-
der. The structural order is related to linear order on the surface plane, i.e. it is
related to word order. These facts are explicitly stated in the formula: Adv? = K3 =k,
k, k, (Horecky, 1963).> The number of components is indicated by the index on the
top right, e.g. for adverbs with three components, it is - Adv?. The individual com-
ponents are represented by the k symbol indexed on the bottom right, referring to
the location of the component in order from left to right.

It turns out that compound adverbials in Russian create a successively generated
series, i.e. a configuration of mostly three of the five most preferred components:
adverbial of place (SPACE), time (TIME), quality (QUAL), quantity (QUANT) and eval-
uation (EVAL). Their semantics meets the requirements of solid mutual compatibil-
ity and/or eliminates the higher degrees of mutual exclusion. This means that the
number of the most common combinatorial configurations equals the number of
variations of five elements to the power of three, i.e. 5°=125. In other words - the
theoretical number of combinations in an adverbial triplet is 125. However, it is ob-
vious that the real number of types of narratively realized configurations is smaller
due to their cognitive and linguistic limitations. Equally predictable is the fact that
the representation of semantic types in an adverbial modification will be unequal.
In our sample, it was confirmed that the adverbials of place and time have the most
balanced and highest success rate in discourse (these adverbs are relatively clearly
delimited and reflect the cognitive model of spatial and temporal orientation and
human interaction with the world), followed by quantity, evaluation and quality.
Due to their semantics (e.g. incompatibility with adverbs of measure), word-class
expression (expressed mostly by prepositional cases of nouns) and contextual an-
choring, the other types of adverbials (cause, purpose, etc.) were only found spo-
radically in the triplets.

3 The K/k symbol designating the component is left in the original form.
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The issue of mutual valence of the components forming the individual groupings
can be raised in this context. It turns out that some elements form tighter construc-
tions, or constructions within the constructions - the so-called core constructions.
They are lexically anchored quasi-fixed groupings, or bigrams, which are presented
as a co-occurrence (souvyskyt in Czech, cf. Grepl - Karlik, 1998) of two components
on the syntactic level based on the “preferentially developing - preferentially de-
veloped” relation. Core constructions reflect the praxeological experience of the
speaker.

Core constructions are pairs of elements with different configurations of inde-
pendent and dependent variables, and/or accurate and less accurate components
(indexal, indefinite, relativized, probabilistic, approximate, etc.) expressed by ad-
verbs, adverbial pronouns and prepositional cases of nouns. They form bigrams
both at the level of collocations and combinations of semantically independent ad-
verbs, which are defined by discursive practice.

From the point of view of word order and word class, core constructions are

most often represented by:
(a) compound adverbs of time (point a-c) and compound adverbs of place (point
d): (a) constructions consisting of two adverbs of time - adverb (ce209ns, euepa,
3aempa)* and adverbs denoting parts of the day (ympom, eeuepom, Housto). The con-
structions form the so-called specifying type (Stépan, 1989) when the antecedent
adverbial modification has a more specific meaning than the precedent one, e.g.
cezo0na eeuepom (today in the evening), sasmpa ympom (tomorrow morning), suepa
nouvto (yesterday at night) and others; (b) constructions formed by adverbs with
the meaning of time (pano, no3dno) and adverbs naming parts of the day (ympom,
geuepom, Houwio), e.g. paro ymponm (early in the morning), nosdno eeuepom (late in the
evening), no3dno Houvto (late at night) and others; (c) constructions with the days of
the week as the first member (6 nonedenvrux, 6o emopHuxk, é cpedy, 6 uemeepz,
e namuuuy, e cy66omy, e sockpecenve) and names denoting parts of the day as the
second member (ymponm, eeuepom, Houwio). Even these constructions are of the so-
called specifying type, e.g. 6 nonedenshux ympom (on Monday morning), 6o emopruxk
geuepom (on Tuesday evening), e cy66omy Houvto (on Saturday night) and others;
(d) constructions made with the adverbs of spatial location/direction (ewtcoxo,
Hu3ko, 2ny60oko, 6nusko, danexo, édanu) and substantive prepositional construc-
tions expressing spatial location/direction (6 + N ,Had+N,nod+N,na+N,3a+N,
y + N, om + N_ and others), e.g. 8vicoko & 2opax (high in the mountains), 2ny6oko e
cepdye (deep in the heart), nusxo nad semnéii (low above ground), danexo om doma (far
from home), daneko Ha cesepe (far north), danexo 3a zopodom (far beyond the city),
gdanu om z2opoda (far from the city) and others;

4 These adverbs are determined by the time when the utterance was made (Sikra, 1991).
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(B) syntagms between the components whose relationship is both formal and se-
mantic (point e): (e) constructions with adverbs of measure (ouenv, makcumanvro
and others) and adverbs of (i) general evaluation (xopowo, nnoxo, cmpawnno), e.g.
ouens xopowo (very well), ouenv nnoxo (very badly) and others; (ii) frequency:
(wacmo, pedxo and others), e.g. ouens uacmo (very often), ouens pedxo (very rarely)
and others; (iii) duration (donzo, kpamxo, dagro), e.g. ouens donzo (very long), ouens
kopomxo (very short), ouens daemo (a very long time ago) and others; (iv) time (pao,
n030Ho), e.g. ouens paro (very early), ouens nosdno (very late) and others; (v) quan-
tity (mmozo0, mano), e.g. ouenv mnozo (a lot), ouensv mano (very little) and others; (vi)
speed (6b.cmpo, mednenno), e.g. ouens bbicmpo (very quickly), makcumansho 6vicmpo
(at maximum speed), ouen» mednenno (very slowly) and others; (vii) spatial loca-
tion/direction (vtcoko, Husko, 2nyboko, 6nusko and others), e.g. ouens 2nyboko (very
deep), ouens nusko (very low), makcumansho 6ausko (in maximum proximity) and
others; (vii) quality, e.g.ouens kpacueo (very nicely), ouens unmepecto (in a very in-
teresting way), maxcumansho akmuero (with maximum vigor) and others;

(C) combinations of semantically differentiated adverbials with no formal or se-
mantic relation between them (points f-h): (f) combinations of evaluative adverbs with
the meaning of relativization (coecem, doeonvHo, docmamouno, 20pa3do, é yenom)s
and adverbs with the meaning of: (i) general assessment (xopouwo, nnoxo, cmpanho),
e.g. 8 yenom xopowo (quite well), dosonwvro cmpanto (quite strange); (ii) (non)identity
(0dunaxoeo, paznuumo, no-pasromy), e.g. cosepueno odunakoso (completely identical-
ly), cosepwento no-pasiomy (completely differently); (iii) speed (6b1cmpo, mednenno),
e.g. dosonwvHo 6bicmpo (quite quickly), docmamouno mednenno (quite slowly); (iv) spatial
location/direction (ewtcoxo, Husko, 2ny6oko, 6nusko, daneko), e.g. docmamouHo danexko
(sufficiently far), dogonwHo evicoko (quite high), dogonvho Husko (a little low); (v) time
(pamo, no3dno), e.g. dosonvho nosdno (a littlelate); (vi) duration (donzo, kpamo, dasHo),
e.g. dosonwHo donzo (quite long), coscem kpamxo (quite short), coscem dasho (quite some
time ago); (vii) frequency (uacmo), e.g. dogonvho uacmo (quite often), 20po3do uawse
(much more frequently); (viii) time (ckopo), e.g. coscem ckopo (soon); (ix) quantity
(mHo20, Mano), e.g. dosonwvHo MHozo (quite a lot), coscem mano (very little); (g) con-
structions formed by adverbs of indexal temporality (menepw, nomom, unozda)
and adverbs with the meaning of (i) duration (donzo, xopomko), e.g. unozda donzo
(sometimes long), nomom donzo (then long) and others; (ii) (vacmo, pedko), e.g. unozda
uacmo (sometimes often), menepws uacmo (now often) and others; (iii) unexpectedness
(cpasy, neoxudanno), e.g. unozda cpasy (sometime now), menepw cpasy (right now) and
others; (h) constructions of adverbial pronouns of indexal spatial location/direction
(29e-mo, omxyda-mo) and (i) adverbs expressing spatial location/direction (hore,
dolu, danexo, 6nusko, 2ny60ko, bLcoK0, HU3KO, uzdaneka, suympu and others), e.g. 2de-
mo znyboko (somewhere deep), 2de-mo edanu (somewhere in the distance), 2de-mo

5 Adverbials express both (a) a high degree and (b) relativization of facts.
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eHympu (somewhere inside), omkyda.mo usdaneka (from far away) and others; (ii)
substantive prepositional constructions expressing spatial location/direction (6 + N,,
Had + N, nod + N, na + N, 3a + N, y + N and others), e.g. 20e-mo & dome (somewhere
in the house), 2de-mo na cesepe (somewhere up north) and others.

3 Formal ordering of components

The linearization of formal aspects of compound adverbials can be expressed with
three formulas:

(a) Advi=k +k +k

(b) Advi =k +(k, +k)

(c) Adv = (k + k) + k,

The compound adverbials of the Adv® =k, +k, + k_ type are created by function-
ally autonomous (independent) successively aligned semantically inhomogeneous
components. The verb is modified by each individual adverbial modification:

(2) Xopowo, Bacunuil Cemenosuu, 2 mozda ce2z00HA, onamov, 6 ITodonwek noedy.

In example (2), the compound adverbs form a configuration of components ca-
pable of acting independently in terms of meaning since each adverbial belongs to
a different semantic class:

(2) a. Xopowo, Bacunuii Ceménosuu, 2 mozda ce200Hs noedy. ~ ce200Hs expresses tem-
poral delimitation;

(2) b. Xopowo, Bacunuii Ceménosuu, 8 mozda onams noedy. = onams expresses the
repetitive nature of action;

(2) c. Xopowo, Bacunuii Ceménosuu, 2 mozda é ITodonvek noedy. = 6 ITodonwck ex-
presses the destination/direction.

The compound adverbials of the Advi =k + (k_ + k) type are formally represented
by the grouping of an anteposed adverbial (functionally autonomous or semi-au-
tonomous) and a core construction. Core constructions form syntagms with a de-
terminative relationship between the components:

(3)  BOpye, <coscem, 6ausko,>om HaC NOAGUMLC MPAUHbLE yMECL 0cmpoea Me.
(4)  Tam, <ouenw,xopowso >nnamam.

In example (3), the speaker uses two domains - the meaning of unexpectedness
(edpyz) and the importance of relativized spatial delimitation, and/or a high degree
of proximity within spatial delimitation (coecem 6ausko). In example (4) it is the
meaning of indexal spatial delimitation/direction (man) and the importance of in-
tensified evaluation (ouens xopowo).

30



Jana Sokolova
Adverbial Trigrams in Semantic and Communication Contexts

The compound adverbials of the Adv® = (k + k,) + k, type are formally formed by
the conjunction of the core construction and the functionally autonomous postpo-
sitional adverbial of type. We differentiate two types: (i) non-detachable core con-
struction type and (ii) detachable core construction type.
(i) The core construction is represented by fixed collocations:
(5)  Ilomom on <doeonvHo, donzo,>Monua, pasmviuuna.
(6)  <Coecem, ckopo,>e usdamenvcmee «Hayka» doniHa ebliimu Hosas kHu2a
akademuxa B. H. Kydpasyesa «PasHonpasue U pageHcmeo.

(ii) The core construction is also represented by free collocations; the indicator
being the interposition of another component:
(7)  <Cezo00na ympom>mam 6bin.
(7) a. Ce20dma paro ympom mam 6uin.

In the type (b) and (c) compound adverbials, the principle of a looser connection
of the autonomous adverbial is used, which allows for its antepositional and post-
positional placement (with respect to the core construction):

(8)  Inoxo nuuwb, umo <CAUWKOM, HACMO,> 6 CROEAPE, ECMPEUALICA CNO80 «803-
MOJCHO» U KOHCMPYKYUS KOKOHUATNENbHO He YCAHOBNEHO.

(8) a. ITnoxo nuww, umo 6 cnoeape, <CAUULKOM, HACMO,> 6CMPEUALIMCA COG0 «803-
MOJCHO» U KOHCTPYKYUS KOKOHUATNENbHO He YCMAHOBNEHO.

The word order on the surface level reflects the relations in the deep structure.
Based on our observations, we conclude that compound adverbs in their resulting
form reflect the internal relations, which are characterized by:

(i) conjunction of an autonomous adverbial and core construction;

(ii) conjunction of a semi-autonomous adverbial and core construction;

(iii) overlap of two core constructions.

The conjunction of autonomous adverbials and core constructions distinguishes
their initial and terminal position. The position prior to the core construction is
usually occupied by the adverbials of temporal semantics expressed indexically by
means of adverbial pronouns or prepositional cases:

(9)  Haxoneuy, ux npedeodumens ceupeno nozpo3un mHe nanvyem u dpyz <coecem
HeoHUOAHHO > PacCMeaNCs.

(9) a. Haxoney, ux npedeodument cgupeno nozposun mHe nanvyem u 80py2 paccMesncs.

(9) b. Hakohey, ux npedeoduments ceupeno nozposun MHe nanbyem U co8cem Heoucu-
O0aHHO paccmesnca.

The position behind the core construction is mostly occupied by the adverbials of
spatial and temporal semantics:

(10) <Pamno ympom>e Ilemepbypze 66110 0KONO MUHYC 23.
(10) a. B ITemep6ypze 66110 0KONO MUHYC 23.
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(10) b. Pano ympom 66110 0kono Mumyc 23.

(11) <Ouenw uacmo> e nocnedee epema 2060paMm 0 MeXHONOZUUECKUX 02PAHUUE-
HuAX U 6apbepax KoHkypeHmMOocnocobHocmu poccuiickoli SKOHOMUKL.

(11) a. Ouenv wacmo z060pam o mexHoOROZUUECKUX 02PAHUUEHUSX U 6APbepax KOHKY-
peHmocnocobHocmu poccuiickoll 3KOHOMUKLL.

(11) b. B nocnednee epema 2080pam 0 MeXHONOZUUECKUX 02PAHUUEHUSX U bapbepax
KOHKYPEeHMOCcnoco6HoCmu poccuiickotl SKOHOMUKL.

The conjunction of semiautonomous adverbials and core constructions is char-
acterized solely by the initial position of the adverbial with predominantly evalua-
tive semantics:

(12) Awmbap cmoan doeonvHo <daneko om doma>, 8 kykypysHom none.
(12) a. AMbap cmoan danexo om doma, & Kykypy3HoM none.
(12) b. ”?Ambap cmoan 8080nbHO, & KYKYpY3HOM NOTE.

In the deep structure, the “overlap” of two core constructions with an identical
component that has acquired the position of the middle member in the sequence,
can also be identified:

(13)  Muicau mou 6biau cnumkom danexo om doma.
= CAMIIKOM daneko N daneko oT LOMa;

(14) Momom on do80nbHO A0N20 MOAUA PASMBLULNAN.
= IOBOJIBHO don20 N donzo Moaya.

(15)  Bepmonem yxce 6ucen coecem Husko Had 3emneil.
= COBCEM HU3KO N HU3KO HaJ, 3eMIIeiL.

The overlap in this case corresponds to the principle formulated by I.. Novék (1981).
According to the author, the beginning is the starting point of the series, and the end
is the counterpoint end part of the series. “The center part must share something
with the beginning and the end part because it occupies the central position in the
structure. It is therefore the link between the beginning and the end. The end is
a mirror image of the beginning - or its opposite copy - which in retrospect points
to the beginning through the center” (Novék, 1981, p. 19; freely translated by JS).

4 Functional ordering of components

When defining the functional order, we build on the functional nature of adverbi-
als and the resulting form of the ad hoc compounded (three-member) adverbials as
one of the alternative options the speaker may use in rendering the event narrative
and implementing his/her communication intentions. The position of compound
adverbials in the sentence depends on the content structure of the sentence and the
current functional sentence perspective.
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Unlike the previous interpretations, our approach also stresses the importance
of the pragmatic dimension in the resulting ordering of compound adverbials in
addition to syntagmatics and semantics. This makes it possible to distinguish the
so-called natural and aberrant configuration. In the natural configuration, the
principle of natural orientation of the speaker in the world in communication and
in the language is used, cf. e.g.:

(16) IIpamonod omkpbimuvim He6oM HA CKNOHE XONMA Y PeKU PA3MECTUNUCH MPU
Hebonvliue naowadku, Ha KOMOPbLX NPoXodUNU OMBEOPOUHbBLE MYPbL.

We understand aberration in the sense of an accidental deviation from the usual

grouping. The groupings formed by elision of verb forms, resulting in a compound

grouping of adverbial modifications, are at the interface of natural and aberrant

configurations:

(17) Ce209ma onamb Ha 6epnuncKkuil poIHOK.

(17) a. Ce200ma (mam) onamo (uaTu) Ha 6eprunckuil polHOK.

In compound adverbials, we follow the functional hierarchy of components accord-
ing to the communication importance of the components (elements), thus distin-
guishing:
(a) relevant (R,), core and syntactically autonomous component, i.e. a compo-
nent with content that conveys key information, e.g.
(18) Ham cezodna® eeuepom’ Ha ceadvbe® uzpams!
(18) a. Ham Ha ceadvbe® uzpame!
(19) 4 unozda* npocmo® HewyadHo® k cebe omHOWYCh.
(19) a. 7’ uno20a® npocmo’ k cebe omHowyce.
(b) supplementary, additional (A,) component that adds new information and
may be eliminated from the sentence, e.g.:
(20) Paboma wna uyme AU He cymku cnnows, HO nodeuzanac éneped* kpaiine’
MeOneHHo .
(20) a.Paboma wna uyms au He Cymku cnaowWs, Ho nodeuzanacs kpaiine’s MedneHHor.
(c) specifying (S,) component, which is syntactically semiautonomous, modi-
fies the relevant and complementary component, and may be eliminated from the
sentence, e.g.:
(21)  O6edanu mot 6 amy HOUB OueHB® don2or.
(21) a. O6edanu moL 6 amy Houw donzo®.

Their combined configurations (groupings, series, concatenations) are the result
of component permutations, determining the number and type of groupings. Their
number is:
P(3) =3!=6.

The type of configuration can be determined with respect to the position of the
relevant component (R,). This means that the position R, can be:
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(i) terminal (the relevant component is autonomous); the relevant component is

only compatible with the complementary component, cf.:

(22) Hdém ouenv® mednenno* eeepx®, no do0nLHO KPymomy nodvémy.

(22) a. H0ém mednenno” eeepx®, no do8onvHo kpymomy nodvémy.

(22) b.”? H0ém ouensv® 88epx®, no dogonvHo kpymomy nodvémy.

(ii) terminal (the relevant component is part of the construction); the relevant
component is compatible with both the complementary and specifying component,
cf.:

(23) B cepedune despans om Cménsl npuwLno nucLMo, 4mo ox cetivac* danexo® Ha
cesepe®, 3a Benvim Mopem.

(23) a. B cepedure dpespans om CménsL npulwno NUCLMO, UMo OH celiuac’ Ha ceéeper, 3a
Benvim mopem.

(23) b. B cepedune pespans om CménsL npuwsno nucsmo, umo on danexo® Ha ceeepe®, 3a
Benvim mopem.

(iii) frontal (the relevant component is autonomous); the relevant component is
only compatible with the complementary component, cf.:

(24) MuL nepecexnu geuephioto Mockey U, 0cCMasué MawuHy 6o déopuke® zde-mo’
y Mempo JluHamo*, noOHANUCL 8 MANEHBKYI0, YIOMHO 06cmasneHHy10 keapmup-
Ky HQ 8MOpoM Smaice.

(24) a. MbL nepecexnu eeuephioto Mocksy u, ocmagug mawuny éo deopuke® y mempo
JuHamo*, noOHANUCL 8 MANEHbKYI0, YIOMHO 06CMaBNeHHYI0 K8APMUPKY HA 8MO-
pom amaice.

(24) b.™ Myt nepeceknu eeuephioto Mocksy u, ocmagué mawiuiy éo deopuker 20e-mo®
NOOHANUCH 8 MANLEHBLKYI0, PIMHO 00CMABNEHHY10 K8ApMUpPKY Ha 8MOPOM Smajie.

(iii) frontal (all components are autonomous); the relevant component is com-
patible with both the complementary and specifying component, cf.:

(25) 3a 06edom®npaxmuuecku’ Hukoz0a* He em cyna.

(25) a. 3a 06edom® HuKo020a* He em cyna.

(25) b. 3a 06edom* npakmuueckus e em cyna.

(ii) central (the relevant component is part of the construction); the central posi-
tion of the relevant component functions as a link between the frontal and terminal
part of the series; the relevant component is compatible both with the specifying
(umozda donzo) and complementary component (donzo mam):

(26) Mot unozda’ donz0f mam® monmanuce.

(26) a. Mbt donzo® mam® monmanuce. (= the adverbial donzo is a modifier of the ad-
verb mam from a smaller domain);

(26) b. MuL unozda® donzo® monmanucs. (= the adverbial donzo is an adverbial of
pragmatic focus of unozda).
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5In lieu of the conclusion

Linearization is an expression of the pragmatic arrangement of components into
ameaningful whole, which is determined by the semantic, word class and structur-
al properties of the represented elements. The core construction to which adverbi-
als are attached - which may have an autonomous or semiautonomous status from
the point of view of the sentence - stands in its base. As F. Miko (1971) aptly puts it:
a complex structure arises from a simple construction with the participation of an
optional component, which has a secondary position in the structure.
Two models have been identified as preferential discourse in our sample: (a) com-
bined temporal-spatial pattern and (b) a pattern of three spatial components. Both
patterns have components with a gradually increasing communication importance
(S A, R,), and in both patterns the relevant component is expressed by the compo-
nent of spatial delimitation in the terminal position. The S, A, R, type corresponds
to the principle of modification (adjunction) to the left, which is characteristic of
the SVO languages (cf. Biskup, 2017), which also include Russian. The relevant ad-
verbials (higher domain adverbials) are understood as modifiers of the lower do-
main adverbials that precede them.
(a) The combined temporal-spatial pattern is characterized by a high proportion
of prepositional cases of nouns. The pattern has two content domains:
(i) indexal temporal delimitation of a specific spatial location:
(27) Babywxka pacckasvieana, umo kozda-mo daeéHo 6 cmapom 3oonapke 6bLn UH-
dutickuil cnom.
(ii) specific temporal delimitation of a specific spatial location:
(28) B nonedenvHuk ympom e depeeHe bbLno cogcem muxo u 6e3niodHo.
(b) The pattern with three spatial components has three content domains:
(i) specific spatial delimitation:
(29)  Ecnu xce nedpmb nonadaem 6 okean édanu om bepeza, mo 3kocucmema okeana
cama docmamouHo 6bLCMpo ¢ IMUM CNPABNAETCA.
(ii) indexal spatial delimitation:
(30) Ho c nedento Hazad ezo nepesenu Ha dpy2oil nocm, nomom ¢ nonymuoil 6apicotl
u 8osce omnpasunu kyda-mo danexo omcrooa.
(iii) combined (indexal-specific) spatial delimitation:
(31)  Bamo epema 20e-mo ébLcoko HAD cKANAMU NOCALILANCS YCTANbLIL 601L.

If we look at compound adverbials in terms of trigrams, we can conclude that the
speaker or narrator generally accepts the following rules:

1. In the case of homogeneous temporal components, linearization takes place in
the direction from the wider to the narrower. The word order reflects the logical
direction of inference of hypernymic-hyponymic relations. The compound adverbi-
als of temporal delimitation reflect the word order rule: the larger domain adverbials
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precede the smaller domain adverbials (Biskup, 2010). In this case, it is usually a se-

quential contemporaneous concretization of facts:

(32) 18 okmabpsa e cy66omy ympom e 8 uacoe 2 sozepamunca 6 JIbos u3 ceoetl no-
e30ku Ha nosuyuu npomus SIpocnasa.

2. In the case of homogeneous spatial components, linearization takes place in
the direction from the general to the specific. It uses the following order: the
component with the widest or most general semantics, followed by the component
with a narrower and less general semantics, and ending with the component with
the narrowest or most specific semantics. The ordering is also usually supported by
word class: adverbial pronoun - adverb - prepositional case of the noun:

(33) M monvko o1 3mo ckazan, kak 20e-mo daneko 3a cadom 3aKykosana KykKywka.

3. In the case of non-homogeneous components, the speaker prefers pragmat-
ic focusing. The word order is strongly motivated by the speaker’s communication
intention to highlight some components of the narrative content and activate the
dynamics of the utterance. Linearization is mostly used to state (a) the specific facts
of temporal and spatial delimitation of the event; (b) the moment of immediate or
unexpected occurrence of the event; and (c) an intensive assessment of a fact with-
in the event.

(a) Indication of specific facts in the temporal and spatial delimitation of the
event;

(34) B nonedenvHuk eeuepom 6 Bonvulom meampe npowna 3aKNIOUUMENLHAR Ye-
PEeMOHUS HAYUOHANLHO20 MeampansHozo hecmusans «3010mas Macka.

(35) Yac e3dbL Ha MawuHe, U 2 OUYMUNCA BbLCOKO 8 20pax Ha dopoze k depeseHckoll
kommyHe Ko.

(b) Indication of the moment of immediate or unexpected onset of the event is
carried out by fronting (topicalization) the evaluative adverbial. The evaluation of
the onset of events within an indeterminate spatial localization presents the speak-
er in the semantic-pragmatic role of an expector and spatial localizer:

(36) Bmesanwo 20e-mo enepedu u cNPASa NOCABLUANCA 21YXOl KOPOMKUL 2POXOT,
NOMoM NPOKAMUNCS 2y U bbLCMPO 3amux.
(37) BOpyz omxyda-mo usdanexa donécca ewsé kakoli-mo HeacHblil 36)K.

(c) The assessment of a certain fact in terms of its intensity within the interpret-
ed event is carried out in the range of those adverbial modifications (evaluative,
qualitative, temporal and spatial), which may be gradated.

(i) In examples (38-40), the speaker added the meaning of intensified qualifica-
tion (cnuwkom 2ny6oko, ouens evicoko) and intensified frequency (ouens uacmo) to
the meaning of spatial localization:

(38) U cauwkom 2ny6oko 6 co3HAHUU GONLWUHCMEA 2PaXiOaH 3aN04eHA YeepeH-
HOCMMb 8 MOM, UMo npowe U HadéxcHee damp 83aMKY, uem UOMU NO YUBUNUIOBAH-
HOMY Npasosomy nymu peuleHus 60npoca.

(39) MuL 661U OUEHD 8bLCOKO HAD MOpeM.
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(40) Ouenvuacmo e 3axonax 06veduHAOMCA Pa3HbLE TEMbL.

(ii) In examples (41-43), the speaker uses the meaning of intensified evaluation
(ouenw xopowo), intensified qualification (xpaiine mednenno) and gradated quantity
(20pazdo menvuve):

(41)  Onuma ceiiuac ouens xopowo cebs uyscmayem.

(42) Paboma wna uyme nu He cymku cnnows, Ho nodeuzanack eéneped Kpaiine med-
nemHo.

(43) B ebixodHbie 6 yenmpe Mockebt 20pa3d0 meHbuue Hapody uem 6 6yoHu, Kak Hu
Kkpymu, a mem 6onee nemom.

In conclusion, it should be emphasized that adverbial triplets are partly egocentri-
cally organized units. They are made up of language means that reflect the speak-
er’'s communication intention. They develop the statement semantically through
information according to the principle of information pregnancy (Miko, 1989,
p- 31), which has been transferred into their syntactic arrangement. The sentence
is then characterized by extended internal structuring, realized by a cascaded rela-
tional structure (Mluvnice Eestiny 3, 1987, p. 9). This means that the speaker is often
gradually adding new facts.

In the case of homogeneous temporal components and homogeneous spatial com-
ponents, the speaker mostly uses the semantic projection of events and facts. He/
she appears in the semantic-pragmatic role of a temporal and spatial localizant.

In the case of non-homogeneous components, the speaker mostly uses the prag-
matic projection of events and facts. He/she mostly performs the semantic-prag-
matic role of an expector and quantifier.

REFERENCES

BiskuUP, Petr. 2010. Slovosled adverbiilif stejné sémantické t¥{dy. (Word order of adverbials
of the same semantic class) In: Uzfvdni a prozivdni jazyka. K 90. narozenindm Frantiska
Danese. S. Cmejrkovi - J. Hoffmannov4 - E. Havlov4, eds. Praha: Karolinum, pp. 221-225.

BISKUP, Petr. 2017. Hierarchie adverbidlii. (Hierarchy of adverbials) In: P. Karlik - M. Nekula
- J. Pleskalové (eds.): CzechEncy - Novy encyklopedicky slovnik éestiny. [retrieved 17.7.2021].
Available at: https://www.czechency.org/slovnik/HIERARCHIE ADVERBIALII.

GREPL, Miroslav - KARLIK, Petr. 1998. Skladba cestiny (Syntax of the Czech language). Olo-
mouc: Votobia.

HORECKY, Jan. 1963. Pokus o $truktirnu analyzu terminov. (An attempt at a structural analysis
of terms) In: Ceskoslovensky terminologicky ¢asopis. 2(5), pp. 274-288.

Miko, Franti$ek. 1971. Generovanie prislovkového uréenia v slovenéine. (Creation of adverbial
modifications in Slovak) In: Jazykovedné tiidie XI. Bratislava: Veda, vydavatelstvo SAV, pp. 185-202.

Miko, FrantiSek. 1989. Aspekty literdrneho textu (Aspects of literary text). Nitra: Pedagogick
fakulta.

37

B

]

SATOLLYY - LLVIS



B

/1

70 /2022

(]

STATI - ARTICLES

Jana Sokolova
Adverbial Trigrams in Semantic and Communication Contexts

Mluvnice estiny 3. Skladba. 1987. (The Grammar of Czech Language 3). Praha: Academia.

HayuonansHbiil kopnyc pycckozo a3vika. Available at: https://ruscorpora.ru/new.

NovAk, Ludovit. 1981. Ete raz: Axiolégia semiolégie linedrnych utvarov. (Once again: Ax-
iology of the semiology of linear formations) In: Jazykovedné $tiidie XVI. J. RuZitka, ed.
Bratislava: Veda, vydavatelstvo SAV, pp. 17-22.

IManyyeBA Enena BukTopoBHa. 2013. OTOL@HTPMYECKNE eNVHMUIBI S3bIKA WM PEeXVIMBbI
nnrepnperanun. (Egocentricals and their registers of interpretation) In: KomnbioTepHas
JIVMHTBUCTVIKA M MHTENeKTyalbHble TexHomornu «Juamor» (2013). Tom 1, c. 538-555. [re-
trieved 11.6.2021]. Available at: https://www.dialog-21.ru/digest/2013/.

SOKOLOVA, Jana. 2019. Egocentrikd - vyrazy so sémanticko-pragmatickou orientaciou
na hovoriaceho (Egocentricals - expressions with a semantic-pragmatic orientation to-
wards the speaker). In: Slovenskd ret. 84(1), pp. 10-25.

S1xra, Juraj. 1991. Sémantika slovenskjich prisloviek (Semantics of Slovak adverbs). Bratislava:
Veda, vydavatelstvo SAV.

STEPAN, Josef. 1989. K sloZzenym prisloveénym uréenim prostoru a ¢asu. (On compound ad-
verbial modifications of space and time.) In: Slovo a slovesnost. 50(1), pp. 10-14.

VaNKo, Juraj. 2010. Fix4tory dependencie. (Dependency fixators) In: Morfologické aspekty
sti¢asnej slovenciny. ]. Dolnik, ed. Bratislava: Veda, vydavatelstvo SAV, pp. 265-325.

Jana Sokolovd

Department of Russian Studies, Faculty of Arts
Constantine the Philosopher University in Nitra
Stefanikova 67, 949 o1 Nitra

Slovakia

jsokolova@ukf.sk

This work can be used in accordance with the Creative Commons BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license terms
® @ @ and conditions (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/legalcode). This does not apply to
works or elements (such as image or photographs) that are used in the work under a contractual license or

exception or limitation to relevant rights.

38



