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THE PECULIARITIES OF THE PREFIXAL WORD-FORMATION PROCESS
OF THE ONOMASIOLOGICAL CATEGORY OF NEGATION

The article deals with the study of the formation of the prefixal and onomasiological category of Negation in Old
English, Middle English, Early New English and New English Periods. The description of this category is based on the
analysis of above 738 prefixal derivatives. Structural and semantic patterns have been determined as reflected in lexico-
graphical sources of different time reference. The complex diachronical study of the English prefixal derivatives from the
point of view of their word-formation potential within the onomasiological category of Negation was made. The research
focuses on the structural, notional and nominative peculiarities of substantive and verbal prefixal derivatives of the on-
omasiological category of Negation during four periods of the English language development. It gives the possibility of
analyzing the character of considerable changes in its semantic and onomasiological structures within the frame of the
onomasiological category of Negation during the English language development. The main characteristics of the forma-
tion of the onomasiological category of Negation have been described upon the basis of the combinable peculiarities of
prefixes with verbal and also substantive derivative bases of different lexico-semantic groups as integral components of
the patterns, which are typical ones for the prefixal and onomasiological category of Negation. Thus, in the article lexical
and semantic groups of derivative bases are singled out as they actively organize onomasiological categories during dif-
ferent time periods of English language development; structural and semantic models are outlined, the most productive
are highlighted; the development of notional peculiarities of compatibility of lexical and semantic groups of verbal and
substantive bases and prefixes of onomasiological category of Negation is observed.
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OCOBJHUBOCTI MPE®IKCAJBHOTI'O CIOBOTBOPEHHS
OHOMACIOJIOI'TYHOI KATEI'OPII 3AIIEPEYEHHA

Y ecmammi onucyiomuvcs ocobrusocmi popmyeanns npeikcanrbHo-0HOMACIONO02IUHOL kKame2opii 3anepeyents y 0ae-
HbOAHNIUCHKUL, CePeOHbOAHIIUCHKUL, PAHHbOHOBOAHSIIUCOKUL MA HOBOAH2NINCLKUL nepioou. PizHobiune eueuenHs
depusayitinozo acnekmy QopmyeanHs npe@ikcanrbHo-OHOMACION02IUHOI Kame2opii 3anepeuents 3a 6eCb NUCbMOBO 3d-
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MosBosHaBCTBO. AiTepaTypo3HaBCTBO
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Qikcosanuil nepiod po3eUmMKy AHIIIUCLKOL MOBU 0AE MONCIUBICIb POKPUMU NPUPOOY iT CMUCTIO80I cmpyKmypu, npo-
CmedCUumu OCHO8HI meHOenyii il po36UmMKY 8 AHSNIUCHKIl MO, a MAKOXNC 3MIHU 1T CMUCTIOBUX MEX’C Ma OCHOBHO20 CKIAOY
8i0 enoxu 0o enoxu. Onuc yici kamezopii tpynmyemoca Ha ananizi 738 npeghikcanvHux noxionux. 3pooieHo KomMniekcHe
OdiaxpoHiuHe 00CNIONHCeHHA AH2NIUCHKUX NPeQIKCATbHUX NOXIOHUX 3 MOYKU 30pY iX C1080MBOPYO20 NOMEHYIATY 8 MeXHcax
OHomacionoziunoi kamezopii 3anepeyenst. JJocniodcents hoKycyemucs Ha CMpYKmMypHUX, CMUCTOBUX MA HOMIHAMUBHUX
0CoOUBOCMAX CYOCMAHMUSHUX A OIECTIGHUX NPEePDIKCATbHUX NOXIOHUX OHOMACION02IYHOI Kame2opii 3anepeyenHs npo-
MA2OM HOMUPLOX NEPIOi8 PO3GUMKY AH2AIICHKOI MosuU. L]e 0ac mooicnugicms npoananizysamu Xapaxmep 0CHOGHUX 3MIH
Y CeMAHMUYHUX Ma OHOMACIONOIYHUX CIMPYKMYPAxX OHOMACIONO02IYHOI Kame2opii 3anepedenus npomsacom ii po36umxy.
OcHo8HI Xapakxmepucmuxy opmMy8aHHs OHOMACIONO2IYHOI Kame2opii 3anepedents 6yIu ORUCAHI HA OCHO8I 0COOIUBOC-
metl cnony4ysarnocmi npegixcis i3 cyocmanmusHuMU, a makoxtc Oi€CHiHUMU MBIPHUMU OCHOBAMU PI3HUX JIeKCUKO-Ce-
MAHMUYHUX 2PYN K HeBI0 EMHUX KOMIOHEHMIE CIMPYKMYPHUX MOOelel, 5K € XapakmepHumu 0Jis npeikcantbHo-0HOMA-
cionoeiunoi kamezopii 3anepeuenns. Tax, y cmammi UOLNEHO JIEKCUKO-CEMAHMUYHI 2PYNU MBIPHUX OCHO8, 0COOIUBO M,
SKI GKMUBHO YMEOPIOIOMb OHOMACIONO2IYHY KAme20pito 8 PI3HI 4acosi nepioou po36UmKy aHIilCbKOl MOBU, OKpeCleH]
CMPYKMYPHI Ma cMUCL08i MoOeli, 8UOLIEHO HAUDLIbW NPOOYKMUBHI, CHOCMEePIeaEmbCsl PO3GUMOK YMOBHUX 0COOIUBOC-
metl CNOIYYY8AHOCHI 1EKCUKO-CEeMAHMUYHUX 2PYN OIECTIBHUX Ma CYOCMAHMUBHUX OCHO8 3 npeqhiKcamu OHOMACIONO2iYHOT
Kamezopii 3anepeyenHs.

Knrouosi cnoea: diecniena meipna ocHo8a, CyOCMAanmusHa MeIpHA OCHO8A, KAmMe2opis 3anepedens, OHOMACIoN02is,

npegixcayis, c1060meopeHHs, OiAXPOHIsL.

Formulation of the problem. The study of
word-formation processes, which resulted in the gen-
esis of the current system of language derivative units
and changes that have been subjected to its separate
parts since their inception, is among the topical issues
of modern theoretical linguistics.

The focus of this type of research is the formation
problems of structural, semantic and onomasiological
schemes within the same derivative word, one and the
same word-building model. The idea of this approach
is to show, if the new act of word-formation is always
a reflection of the past acts of the nomination, and if
so what is the nature of such a certainty (Kizyukevich,
1989: 47-55).

Problem analysis. The question of the diversity,
specificity and onomasiological boundaries of the
ways of morphological phenomena word-formation,
which accompany the process of derivation and influ-
ence its “tactical” capabilities, is quite elaborated in
well-known works of famous linguists (Zemskaya,
2004; Lopatin, 1974; Kubryakova, 2008; Poluzhin,
1992; Selivanova, 2008; Ulukhanov, 1980) and other
authors. However, an integral and consistent percep-
tion that would represent the dynamics of those deriv-
ative and onomasiological mechanisms that has led
the system of prefixal and onomasiological category
of Negation to the formation of its present state has
not been created yet. Therefore, there is an urgent need
for a profound study of multidirectional evolutionary
changes associated with the formation and further
development of nominative processes that took place
in the history of the development of this category.

The combination of diachronical and synchronic
approaches in the English prefixal derivatives
research will give us possibility, in our point of view,
not only to generalize categorization regularities of
environmental phenomena, but also to single out

and try to explain formation reasons of the system of
phenomena that are specific for the onomasiological
category of Negation. Environmental phenomena
were grouped according to their meanings into the
lexical and semantic groups to make the mechanism
of the category formation with the help of prefixal
units convenient.

The objective of the article is to investigate in
detail the derivative aspect of the formation of the
prefixal and onomasiological category of negation
during the entire written period of the English lan-
guage development.

To achieve the objective the following tasks
should be done:

— to single out lexical and semantic groups
(hereinafter — LSG) of derivative bases taking part
proximately in the formation of the prefixal and
onomasiological category of Negation;

— to observe the development of notional
peculiarities of compatibility of LSG of verbal and
substantive bases and prefixes of onomasiological
category of Negation;

— to compare derivative peculiarities of formation
of prefixal and onomasiological category of Negation
arising from verbal and substantive bases, and within
them, lexical and semantic origin of derivative bases
studied as components of derivatives.

The object of the investigation is 11000 prefixal
derivatives, of which 738 lexical units represent the
onomasiological category of Negation during four
periods of the English language development.

The subject of the article is structural, semantic
and nominative peculiarities of verbal and substantive
prefixal derivatives taking part in the formation of the
prefixal and onomasiological category of Negation
during all lexicalized periods of the English language
development.
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Statement of the main material. The investiga-
tion of onomasiological functions of derivative words
related primarily to the investigation of the method of
transformation of knowledge about the phenomena of
reality into the content transmitted by the dissected
structure of verbal nominative mark. Nowadays the
definition proposed by O. Selivanova has become
widespread. She said: “onomasiological structure of
prefixal derivatives consists of the onomasiological
basis, indicating a conceptual class, generic notion,
and of the onomasiological sign, indicating the spe-
cific differences that distinguish the object within the
class” (Selivanova, 2008: 153).

The prefixal onomasiologic sign of the deriva-
tives under investigation is considered the notion of
negation, the onomasiological basis is formed by the
derivative bases of the derivatives. Negation in lin-
guistic literature is assumed as expression through
various linguistic devices of such state of things when
the relationship between the elements of expression
is perceived as a real or nonexistent at some point
(Polyuzhyn, 2008: 30). To determine the conceptual
class of the onomasiological basis, we have singled
out lexical-grammatical and lexical-semantic groups
of the derivative bases.

We have singled out 9 LSG of verbal derivative
bases: 1) verbs of phase (V,); 2) verbs of motion (V,);
3) verbs of presence (V); 4) verbs of location (V,); 5)
verbs of being (Vs); 6) verbs of feelings (V); 7) verbs
of intellectual activity (V,); 8) verbs of physical activ-
ity (Vy); 9) verbs of communication (V,) and 19 LSG
of substantive derivative bases: N,. environment and
geography, N,. weather and natural calamity, N,.
geometry and size, N,. time, Ns. subjects and sub-
stance, N. representatives of plants and animals, N,.
human being, Ng. houses and buildings, N,. clothes,
N,o. nourishment, Ny,. emotions, Ny,. intellect, N;.
culture and science, Ny, actions, Ns. movement and
transport, Ny communication, Ny, social entities
and phenomena, Nyg. diseases and their treatment,
Nyo. physical state.

According to the results of the investigation, the
largest number of LSG of the productive substan-
tive bases is involved in the formation of the ono-
masiological category of Negation (OCN) — all 19 of
investigated units. However, such a representation
of the OCN was not a characteristic of the first two
stages of the development of the English language.
In the Old English language, it was represented by
only five LSG with the notions of: “human being”;
“emotions”; “Intellect”; “actions”; “communica-
tion”. In Middle English their inventory has been
replenished with nine LSG: “geometry and sizes”,;
“time”; ‘representatives of plants and animals’;
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“clothes”; “nourishment”; “culture and science’’;
“social entities and phenomena”; ‘“diseases and
their treatment”’; “physical state”; in the early Eng-
lish — “environment and geography”; “weather and
natural calamity”; “subjects and substance”; “houses
and buildings”; “movement and transport”.

While during four periods of development of the
English language, the value of the category of Nega-
tion is acquired by a small number of LSG of verbal
derivative bases that reflect the phenomena of the
world: LSG with notion of “motion” and “physical
activity”. We also discovered LSG of verbal deriv-
ative bases that emphasized negation during one or
two stages in the development of the English lan-
guage: LSG with the notion of “communication” —
in Old English and Early English languages, LSG
with the notion of “location”, “intellectual activity”,
“feelings” — in Middle English.

The nucleus, the main structure, and the periph-
ery of the onomasiological category of Negation at
each stage of development of the English language
were replenished with new components. The main
structure of the Old English period consisted of the
following LSG: Ny, Ny, Ny, in the Middle English,
it was replenished with LSG N, and N, and also with
N, and N, that came from the periphery. In the Early
New English the periphery LSG N,, N,; together with
LSG N, N,, N5, Ny, passed over to the main structure
of the prefixal onomasiological category of Negation.
The nucleus of this category in the Old English lan-
guage was LSG N;; and N,,, in Middle English it
expanded with the help of LSG N,, from the main
structure, in the Early English period, this nucleus con-
sisted of LSG N,, N, N;;, which also came from the
main structure. The periphery was formed in the Old
English period with the participation of LSG N, and
N4 in Middle English these LSG were displaced into
the main structure and formed it together with other
LSG such as: N3, N,, Ng, Ng, N;p» Ny35 Njgand in Early
New English it was supplemented with LSG N.

Structural and semantic models, which are typi-
cal for the onomasiological category of Negation,
remained productive or unproductive throughout the
history of the English language development. For
example, the model Pr + N — D is productive; the
models Pr + N, - D, Pr + N, —» D, Pr + N; — D,
Pr+N,—-D,Pr+N;— D,Pr+N;, —» D, Pr+ N; —
D,Pr+Ny— D,Pr+N,,—» D,Pr+N,; —» D, Pr+
N,; — D, Pr+ N,y — D, Pr + N,;, — D are non-pro-
ductive, Pr + N;, — D, Pr + N, — D are models that
have already become productive in the Middle Eng-
lish Language, and models Pr + N, — D, Pr+ N, —
D, Pr + N,5; — D have already become productive in
the Early English period.
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Let’s consider the main characteristics that appear
in LSG during the formation of the onomasiological
category of Negation. To do this, we will trace the
peculiarities of the compatibility dynamics of the
LSG of the onomasiological category of Negation
with its prefixes.

In the formation of the onomasiological category
of Negation, the following basic LSG are involved:
Ny Nz Ny The semantic potential of LSG N, of this
category was implemented in ascending order during
the four periods of the English language development.
So, in the Old English language, it was combined with
prefixes: med-, or-, un-, wan-. A significant number
of prefixes of LSG N, which is half of the current
prefixal inventory of the onomasiological category
of Negation, was used in the Middle English period.
They are: dis-, mis-, non-, at the same time deriva-
tives of this onomasiological category, formed with
the participation of med- are ceased to be used in this
period. In the Early New English language, the cate-
gory set of prefixes changed, as derivatives stopped to
be formed with the help of authentic prefixes: non-,
or-, un-, wan-. These prefixes were replaced by such
prefixes as: a-, semi-, that participate in the forma-
tion of quite a large number of new lexical units.
For example, or-treowness (trust) — o.e. distrust.

In the Old English language LSG N,,, forming
the onomasiological category of Negation, combined
with the prefix un-, which continues to participate
in the formation of derivatives up to the New Eng-
land period. In Middle English, this group began to
combine with prefixes: dis-, in-, non-, with which the
derivatives still exist, and prefixes: over-, on-, re-.
But, derivatives, formed with the last three mentioned
prefixes, were out of the use in Early New English.
The modern inventory of LSG N, prefixes of this
category, was formed mainly in the Middle English
and Early New English periods, where it began to
be combined with prefixes: mis-, non, under-. For
example, un-gewittigness (mind) — o.e. madness.

The high activity of LSG N, of the onomasiologi-
cal category of Negation was manifested in the Middle
English period by the combinability with the prefixes:
dis-, ex-, in- and also mis-, or-, un-, which began to
participate in the formation of the onomasiological
category of Negation in the Old English language. In
the Early New English language, the prefixes inven-
tory of the mentioned LSG was replenished at the
expense of such units as: ab-, non-, under-. At the
same time, the prefixes or- and un- went out of the
use. For example, dis-board — n.e. to disembark.

The onomasiological category of Negation is also
characterized by LSG, the word-building potential of
which has expanded. They are: N, Ny3, Ni4s Nyzs Nyo.

MoBo3HaBCTBO. AiTepaTyposHaBCTBO
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LSG N, and N, have formed the onomasiological
category of Negation since the Old English period and
underwent significant expansion of their word-build-
ing potential in the Early English language. So, LSG
N, in the Early New English language combined with
most of the inventory of prefixes that are involved in
the formation of this category: anti-, be-, ex-, non,
semi-, under-. The word-formation models of this
LSG were replenished by Negation prefixes, which
constitute a peculiar “foundation” of this category in
combinability with LSG N, as they are involved in
its formation during the four periods of the English
language development. They are: un- from Old Eng-
lish and dis- from Middle English. During the for-
mation of the onomasiological category of Negation,
LSG N, was also combined with prefixes that ceased
to form derivatives in the Middle English Language:
wan-; and in the Early New English Language: de-,
non-, but their disappear did not significantly affect
its development. For example, wan- + bode (messen-
ger) — o.e. who bids a low price.

The main extension of LSG N,, of the onomasi-
ological category of Negation was in the Early New
English Language, as the current inventory of pre-
fixes of this category consists of the prefixes: ex-,
semi-, and under-, which began to give the meaning
of the negation to LSG N,, in Early New English, and
the basic prefixes, which participated in the formation
of the onomasiological category of Negation for last
three periods of the English language development,
are: in-, non-. The number of prefixes that stopped
forming derivatives of the onomasiological category
of Negation are not significant (2 lexical units). They
are dis- in Middle English and un- in Early New Eng-
lish. This fact, however, did not dilute the word-build-
ing potential of LSG N, during the formation of the
onomasiological category of Negation. For example,
non-packing — m.e. unpacking.

LSG N3 Ny; N, have formed the onomasio-
logical category of Negation since the Middle Eng-
lish period but the significant realization of their
word-building potential took place in the Early New
English period. So, LSG N;; combined with the prefix
in- in Middle English, and in the Early New English
period its inventory was replenished at the expense
of such prefixes as: a-, apo-, extra-, non-, semi-.
For example, ir-religiosite (religiosity) — m.e. irre-
ligiousness. LSG N,, came into the Middle English
period with prefixes: de-, mis-, non-, and in the Early
New English period the prefix mis- was forced out
by the prefix under-. For example, mis-order — m.e.
absence or breach of order.

Two prefixes of LSG Ny, which make up the half
of its modern prefixal inventory, came into the use
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in the Early New English period. They are: non- and
under-. Among other prefixes of LSG N,, we focused
on un-, since its derivatives were found only in the
Old English Language, as well as on the borrowed
prefix in- in the Middle English period, as this pre-
fix together with LSG N ,, has still been participating
actively in the formation of the onomasiological cate-
gory of Negation. For example, non-being — e.n.e. the
condition of not being, non-existence.

We also found LSG of the onomasiological cat-
egory of Negation, the word-building potential of
which is realized insignificantly or in no way, they
are: Ny, Ny, N3, Ny, Ny, N, Ny, Ny, Ny, Nis, Nyg. These
LSG began to form the onomasiological category of
Negation in the Middle English or the Early New
English periods.

LSG N;, N,, Ng, No, N;g» Ny have been involved
in the formation of the onomasiological category of
Negation since the Middle English Language. So,
LSG N; in the Middle English period was combined
with the prefixes: in- and un-, which in the early
New English were forced out by the prefix under-.
For example, im-propotion — m.e. want of propor-
tion, disproportion. LSG N, began to combine with
the prefix un- in the Middle English Language, which
was forced out by non- in the Early New English.
For example, un-time — e.n.e. unseasonable, inoppor-
tune (non-seasonal). LSG N4, was combined with the
prefix de- in the Middle English period, which was
forced out by dis- and ex- in Early New English. For
example, dis-plume — n.e. to strip of plumes, moult
(without action). LSG N,, forming the onomasiologi-
cal category of Negation, was combined with the pre-
fix dis- in the Middle English Language and replen-
ished its inventory with the help of such prefixes
as: be- and in- in Early New English. For example,
dis-helm — m.e. to deprive or disarm of one’s helmet
(deprive a helmet). The modern system of prefixes
of LSG N, of the onomasiological category of Nega-
tion was formed in the Middle English period with
the help of prefixes dis- and in-, which, without any
changes, have participated in the formation of this
onomasiological category nowadays. For example,
in-digestion — n.e. want of digestion. LSG N4 of the
onomasiological category of Negation was combined
with the prefix un- in the Middle English Language,
which in the Early New English Language was forced
out by two prefixes a- and in-. For example, a-ca-
tastasis — n.e. an unsettling (unstable state).

LSG N,, N,, N5, Ng, N5 have been involved in
the formation of the onomasiological category of
Negation only since the Early New English period.
So, LSG N, was combined with prefixes: dis-, in-,
under-; LSG N, with be-, in-; LSG N with dis-, in-;

...............................................................................

LSG N; with dis-, under-; LSG N,s with dis-, ex-,
under-. For example, dis-room — e.n.e. to displace;
be-flake — n.e. to take off an external layer, skin in thin
flakes; dis-pearl — e.n.e. to deprive of pearls.

A small number of verbal bases LSG, participat-
ing in the formation of the onomasiological category
of Negation, does not allow to single out the nucleus,
the main corpus and the periphery of this category.
Structural and semantic models of these LSG were
also not characterized by high productivity. There is
an exception to the model Pr + V>V, which was pro-
ductive only in the Old English and Middle English
periods. Another productive model was Pr+ V>V in
the Middle English Language. Other models such as
Pr+ V>V, Pr+ V>V, Pr+ V>V, Pr+V,>V were
non-productive.

LSG V; took an active part in the formation of
the onomasiological category of Negation in the first
two periods of development of the English language.
In the Old English Language, this group was com-
bined with the prefixes: be-, for-, to-, for example,
be-dcelan (divide) — o.e. to deprive, rob, strip. In Mid-
dle English its inventory was replenished with mis-,
but in this period LSG Vj also stopped forming verbal
derivatives with the prefix for-. In Early New Eng-
lish, its word-building potential was expanded with
the help of the prefix ex- while authentic prefixes be-,
to-, mis- went out of the use.

LSG V, participated in the formation of the onoma-
siological category of Negation only during the first
two periods of the English language development;
during next two phases, its verbal derivatives were
not singled out. In the Old English Language it was
combined with the prefixes be- and for-. For example,
be-tellan—o.e. to clear a person of a charge. In Middle
English its combinability was extended with the help
of the prefix mis-, but the prefix for- went out of the
use. In Early New English, LSG V, stopped to form
verbal derivatives involving prefixes be- and mis-.

In the Old English Language LSG V, formed
the onomasiological category of Negation with the
prefixes be-, for-, to-, in Middle English its inven-
tory was replenished at the expense of the prefixes
mis- and un-. For example, un-lay — m.e. not to lay.
However, in the Middle English period, the prefix
for- went out of the use, and in Early New English
prefixes mis- and to- stopped forming derivatives.

LSG V,, V,, V, participated in the formation
of the onomasiological category of Negation only
during one period of the English language devel-
opment. It was Middle English. Thus LSG V, com-
bined with prefixes et-, mis-, to-; LSG V, and
V, formed derivatives with the prefixes a- and for-.
For example, a-schamien —m .e. to make ashamed,
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put to shame; for-dwinan (blossom) —m .e. to fade
away, dwindle away.

Conclusions. The realization of the LSG of the
onomasiological category of Negation has been repre-
senting ascending quantifiers during the four periods
of the English language development, what proves
the fact that the substantive derivative bases were not
active during early stages of its formation. The main
corpus and nucleus of the onomasiological category of
Negation underwent expansion due to increased pro-
ductivity of their components, and the periphery devel-
ops due to the appearance of new LSG. The onomasi-
ological category of Negation has been represented by
2 out of 9 LSG of singled out verbal derivative bases
during the four periods of the English language devel-
opment. They are LSG denoting “verbs of motion”,
“verbs of physical activity”. Other LSG of derivative
bases denoting “verbs of communication”, “verbs of
feelings”, ‘verbs of location”, “verbs of intellectual
activity” also acquired the notion of negation in cer-
tain periods of the English language development.

MosBosHaBCTBO. AiTepaTypo3HaBCTBO
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The onomasiological category of Negation was
formed by the following nucleus LSG of substantive
derivative bases: N;;, Ny, Nyg; the word-building
potential of LSG N, N3, N4, Ny7, Ny has expanded;
the word-building potential of LSG N;, N,, N3, N,,
Ny, Ng» Ngs Ny, N;gs Nys» Ny is realized insignificantly
or in no way. As to the LSG of the verbal deriva-
tive bases of this category, they are characterized
by the LSG, the word-building potential of which
is realized in a small or in no way. Besides, in each
period of English language LSG of the verbal deriv-
ative bases were combined with diverse prefixes, the
number of which was small (1-3 units). They are
LSG Vg, V,, V,, Vi, V., V,. Due to the mentioned
results above, we have come to the conclusion that
the onomasiological category of Negation is basi-
cally the substantive, but not the verbal category.
The prospect for our further study is to investigate
the role of adjective and adverbial derivatives in the
formation of the prefixal and onomasiological cate-
gory of Negation.
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