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Annotation

The article analyzes neoplasms-substantives formed by the prefix method, identifies
the most frequent nominal prefixes in the Russian and Uzbek languages and notes
some changes in their compatibility. Recently, the language of modern domestic
media has been characterized by a significant increase in the activity of word-
formation processes, which act as the most important source of vocabulary
replenishment, an increase in the quantitative composition and qualitative diversity
of neoplasms. Against this background, there is a significant activation of nominal
prefixation. All this necessitates a systematic and structural study of neoplasms of
various types in media texts. An important linguistic mechanism for the emergence of
neoplasms is word-formation derivation, which uses both general language models
and methods for the formation of new words, and various models and methods of
occasional word formation.

AHHOTanusAa. B craTbe aHAIU3UPYIOTCS HOBOOOPA30BAHUA-CYIECTBUTEIbHBIE,
obpa3oBaHHbIE IMPHCTABOUYHBIM METOJIOM, BBISABJISAIOTCA HanboJiee 4YacTOTHBIE
UMeHHbIe MpedUKChl B PYCCKOM SI3bIKE W OTMEYAIOTCSA HEKOTOPbIE U3MEHEHUS B UX
codyeTaeMOCTU. B mocsieiHee BpeMsi AI3bIK COBPEMEHHBIX OTeUeCTBEHHBIX HOCUTEJIEN
XapaKTepu3yeTcs 3HAUUTETbHBIM TIOBBIIIIEHEM AKTUBHOCTH
CJI0BOOOPA30BaTEIbHBIX IPOIIECCOB, BBICTYHAMIIUX BAKHEHUIIIUM HCTOYHHUKOM
IIOTNIOJTHEHUS CJIOBAPHOTO 3alrlaca, yBeJUYEHHEM KOJIMUECTBEHHOIO COCTaBa U
KaueCcTBEHHOr0 pa3HOooOpasusi HoBooOpaszoBaHuii. Ha »ToM ¢oHE HpOUCXOAUT
3HAUUTEJIbHASA AaKTHUBU3AIlUsA HWMEHHOU Impedukcaruu. Bce 3To0 00yciaaBiIuBaeT
HeOOXO/IUMOCTh CHCTEMHOTO ¥ CTPYKTYPHOTO U3yYeHHs HOBOOOpa30oBaHUM
pa3JIMUHOTO TUIIA B MeJaua TeKcTaX. BaKHBIM SA3BIKOBBIM MEXaHU3MOM
BO3HUKHOBEHHsI HOBOOOpPA30BaHUU SIBJISIETCSA CJIOBOOOpa3oBaTesibHAas JiepUBallus, B
KOTOPOU HUCIOJIB3YIOTCS KaK 00IIesI3bIKOBBIE MOJIEJIH U CIIOCOOBI 00pa30BaHUA HOBBIX
CJIOB, TaK U PA3JIUYIHbBIE MOJIEIN U CIIOCOOBI OKKAa3MOHAIBHOTO CJI0BOOOPA30BaHUS.

Keywords: nouns, neologisms-substantives, lexical neoeducation, nouns, word-
formation methods, prefixation.
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KorroueBbie CJI0Ba: CyIIECTBUTEILHBIE, HEOJOTU3MbI-CYOCTAHTUBEI, JIEKCUUECKHE
HOBOOOpa30BaHMs, UMEHa CYIIEeCTBUTEIbHbIE, CIIOCOOBI CJI0BOOOpA30BaHUS,
npedukcamnys.

Introduction

Most of the new lexical formations in terms of their grammatical relevance are nouns.
This is due to a number of reasons, and above all, the fact that neologisms often arise
in order to name new objects and phenomena of the surrounding reality, and this
function is performed in the language by substantives: “it is nouns that are the most
nominative class words that serve to name the new reality in all spheres of human life"
[5, p. 89]. In addition to the functional, there are other reasons that contribute to an
increase in the number of neologisms of this particular part of speech: for example,
G.O. Vinokur and other researchers note that as abstract thinking develops, the
frequency of the use of nouns increases: “When languages become old, they ...
gravitate towards nominal constructions, especially when these constructions have
long served as a means of scientific thinking” [4, p. 57]. Probably, a large number of
new noun formations is explained by some peculiarities of thinking and, possibly, by
the influence of the official business style (what K.I. Chukovsky called "clerical work"),
leading to an increase in the number of uses verbal nouns, including new ones.

Formation

Substantive neologisms formed by affixal methods demonstrate the richness and
diversity of Russian word formation. In the system of the Russian language at the
present stage of its development, researchers distinguish eight (there are minor
fluctuations) of the main morphological ways of forming substantives - simple and
combined. Suffixation, abbreviation, addition and prefix-suffix method are
traditionally considered the most common. At the same time, the analysis of
neologisms that emerged at the end of the 20t century testifies to new trends in the
system of word formation methods in the Russian language at the turn of the century.
Although prefixation is singled out in grammars as one of the ways of forming nouns,
it is considered in many works as a “peripheral” way, is considered less common (and
therefore less significant for linguistic consciousness) than, like suffix. Scientists have
repeatedly emphasized the differences between verbal and nominal prefixation: for a
verb, the prefix mode is common, it is even grammaticalized to some extent, while for
nouns, the prefix mode (although it is certainly considered one of the main ones) is
presented more poorly and weak[1; 3]. In the language system itself, there are internal
restrictions that prevent the widespread use of nominal prefixation: there are few
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prefixes that can only be attached to the stem of the substantive in Russian: anti-, vice,
counter-, pra-, super- and some others. Among them, a significant proportion are
foreign-language prefixes, sometimes synonymous with native Russian; and among
the original Russian and Uzbek prefixes, unproductive ones are also noted, for
example, pa-. In addition, when analyzing nominal prefixation, prefixes (for example,
0e3-, B3- in uzbek be-), which are attached to the substantive stem only simultaneously
with suffixes, should not be taken into account, since here there is not a prefix, but a
prefix - suffixal way of formation.

Thus, in the Russian language at the present stage, there is a deepening of the
following contradiction: on the one hand, the development of language and thinking
leads to an increasing activity of nominal parts of speech, on the other hand, the ways
of their formation are limited by the language system itself. It seems that the natural
way out of this situation is to modify some elements of the system.

Researchers note an increase in the productivity of nominal prefixation over the
course of the 20t century. Compare, for example, the following statements: “In the
modern Russian language, prefix word formation is activated in nouns and adjectives”
[1, p. 112]; “In the Russian language of the last century, there is an increase in the
productivity of many word-forming types of different parts of speech. Let's name the
main ones:

...prefixed nouns with prefixes: : anTu-, KOHTp-, apxu-, CBEPX-, Cy- mep- ... (in uzbek
the same prefixes) and others...; prefixed adjectives with prefixes cBepx- He-, aHTH -,
etc.” [13, p. 100]; “Name prefixing reveals high productivity. Those prefixes that
convey socially and culturally significant semantics are activated: temporary relations
... relations of destruction, denial, opposition ... relations of untruth, falsity ... relations
of intensification, a high degree of something” [2, p. 139]. In the Brief Russian
Grammar, republished in 2002, a large number of illustrations of the prefixed way of
forming nouns are given with the mark “new”: nesckamamma (deslokatsiya),
npotuBopakera (qarshi raketa), cymepmapadgon (super marafon), ysipTpamopa
(ultamoda), anTurepoii(antiqgaxramon), etc. [6 , with. 81].

Attention is drawn to the active use of foreign language prefixes, and sometimes it is
difficult to clearly distinguish between prefixes and prefixoids, since the frequency of
use of prefixoid roots can lead to the final “weathering” of their semantics, and
prefixes, as a result of truncation of the generating word, can become independent
words in colloquial speech: super < jacket (an example from the article by N.M.
Shansky “Super and surrealism. In a nutshell” [16]); in B runepax < rumepmapker.
Such morphemes, subjected to lexicalization, can also be recorded in dictionaries: for
example, in the dictionary “New in Russian vocabulary. Dictionary Materials” (1993,
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1994) (hereinafter — NRL-93, NRL-94) notes that the noun vice is “1. Deputy,
Assistant to the President (in colloquial speech); 2. Deputy Prime Minister, Deputy
Prime Minister (in colloquial speech)” — arose as a result of the substantiation of the
corresponding prefix [11, p. 61].

Researchers identify two groups of prefixes that are currently characterized by high
productivity: “a) prefixes to enhance the meaning expressed by nouns: apxu- cBepx-,
yasTpa(uzb. arxi-, ust-, ultra) ...; b) prefixes with the meaning of opposites,
counteractions: KOHTp- aHTH-, He-,(uzb. kontr-, anti-, be-) etc. ... These prefixes are
standard morphonologically, that is, they are always represented by one morph, and
agglutinative morphologically, that is, easily and without of any changes are combined
with a wide variety of bases, up to proper names (aHTHu- raliTapoBIIbl, HET€PAaCHMOBEII,
etc.)” [18, p. 309—310]. The number of prefixes with the indicated meanings increases
(for example, in addition to the prefixes listed above, which enhance the meanings of
nouns, it should also be noted very productive super- and hyper-(in Uzbek the same)).
Scientists note that the group of morphemes with the meaning “untruth, falsity”
(quasi-, false-, pseudo-) also shows great activity, which are also characterized by high
productivity and expansion of their syntagmatic possibilities.

New nouns formed by the prefixal method can be classified into several thematic
groups. There are new prefixes related to the field of politics (cymepBribo- pwi,
yJIbTpaAllpUBaTU3aTOp); economy (me-mosutapusanus, Hepe3uzeHT (dupma-
HepesuzieHT)); culture and show business (post-concept, hyperfull house); sports and
medicine (cymepmapadosneln, mpeaactMa); interpersonal relations (amTumnepcona,
cBepxropAbiH:A); everyday life sphere of activity (super parquet, super fat man), etc.
At the same time, it is found that new nouns formed with the same prefix can belong
to different thematic groups, although until recently nouns with the same prefix were
characterized by greater thematic unity. Thus, in the Dictionary of the Russian
Language in 4 volumes (hereinafter referred to as MAS) with the prefix anti, more
than 15 nouns are noted, which either relate to the sphere of socio-political activity
(anmumuwaumapusm, anHmuxkommyHu3m), or are scientific terms, in first of all, in
terms of physics (anmuneiimpuxo, anmunpomoH, aHmuuacmuuwl, etc.) (see: [14]).
However, the dictionaries NRL-93 [10], NRL-94 [11] contain neologisms with the
prefix anti-, which refer not only to the field of politics (anti-Yeltsinism), but also to
the field of culture (anti-theater, antimuse, anti-ballet), to the sphere - re
interpersonal communication, social relationships (anti-intelligentsia).

Let us consider in more detail some productive prefixes.

Most of the neologisms noted in these dictionaries with the anti- prefix are
characterized as book vocabulary. Their lexical meanings are opposite to the meanings
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of the generating stems, and in a number of neoplasms the connotation of the derived
word also changes. The change in evaluativeness is connected, first of all, with the
connotation of the generating word: if its meaning contains a positive evaluation
(including intellectually determined), then in the derivative

In the word with the prefix anti, an opposite, negative appraisal may arise: anti-
intelligentsia - "about those who consider themselves to be intellectuals, but in fact
are not" (cf.: intelligentsia - "a social group consisting of people with education and
special knowledge in the field of science, technology, culture and professionally
engaged in mental work”); anti-idol — “the one who causes the greatest rejection in
society” (cf.: idol — “2. one who (or what) is the object of adoration, enthusiastic
worship”). There are other cases when the generating word has a negative
connotation, and the derivative of it acquires a positive appraisal: anti-corruption -
"the one who fights corruption, corrupt officials." In those cases when the producing
word does not have any evaluativeness, it does not appear in the derivative either (for
example, anti-theater is “an avant-garde theater that refuses traditional techniques”,
anti-ballet is “a ballet that is opposed in its technique to , interpretation of plots, etc.
to classical ballet; alternative choreography"). The connotations of a derivative word
may depend on the individual views of the speaker: the word anti-democrat -
"opponent of democracy" can express both positive and negative assessments,
depending on the political preferences of the speaker.

The prefix anti- is close in meaning to the native Russian prefix 6e3-. With the prefix
not-, just as with the prefix anti, new formations of similar thematic groups are
possible, in particular economic and political (non-citizenship, non-opposition, non-
beneficial). Both prefixes are productive, express similar meanings, but cannot be
interchanged. Thus, the words anti-democrat (“opponent of democracy”) and non-
democrat (“one who does not share democratic ideas”), noted in the Explanatory
Dictionary of the Russian Language of the Late 20th Century, although close, do not
completely coincide in meaning, and their example clearly shows the difference in the
semantics of the prefixes anti- and non- (see: [15]). The prefix anti- means “direction
against something; hostility to something. The prefix does not have the meaning “the
exact opposite of what the word expresses without this prefix” and serves for simple
negation, without introducing additional negative or positive evaluativeness (which is
possible in cases with the prefix anti-).

Thus, the choice of the prefix non- or anti- in the formation of a neologism may
depend on the semantic and stylistic features of the generating word [for example, the
prefix anti- is easily combined with terms, especially natural sciences; which is
impractically impossible for a prefix, and if possible, then rather with the terms of the
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humanities (lingu. nenoanozaaacue)] or from the expressive coloring of the original
word. In addition, the prefix anti- in the Russian language of the late 20th century
demonstrates greater activity than the synonymous prefix non-. Aleksey's anti-hit hit
all advertising products related to banks and other investment structures; I am not
anti-American, I am against the policies that America is pursuing; Chronologically,
Don Juan is the first ideologist of women's emancipation in Europe. The first king of
antiras. Having declared a war without rules on a woman, he, as it were, called into
question her natural right to benefits and privileges; Having high ranks in the Ministry
of Culture, and then in the Goskino, by nature he was a complete anti-official (see:
[9]).

The prefix caepx - has a distinct tinge of bookishness, in addition, to most of the words
noted in dictionaries, this prefix imparts an additional negative connotation
(ropabIHA — CBEPXTOP/BI- Hsl; KpUMHHAJIBHOCTD — CBEPXKPUMUHAIb- HOCTD), even if
the generating base was devoid of a negative connotation in meaning or had a positive
connotation (regulation - over-regulation - "excessive subordination, following the
established rules"; patriots - over-patriots -

“about those who excessively, unnecessarily emphasize their patriotic feelings”).
However, words with this prefix, which are terminological in nature, do not carry such
a negative appraisal, they are usually neutral (the economic term is superprofit, the
astronomical term is supergiant).

In modern use, the prefix super- can also be attached to the words of the everyday
sphere (cBepxToscTsk), while there is an expansion of the semantic possibilities of the
morpheme: overcoming stylistic restrictions.

Close in meaning to the prefix super- and very productive in the Russian language of
the late twentieth century, the prefix of super-Latin origin, and in the source language
it could also be an independent root (super —«cBepxy, Ha, Haj»). This prefix is
probably due to the frequency in modern word usage of the English language, where
super can be both an independent word and a prefix morpheme [8, p. 739].

In Russian, super- is traditionally regarded as a prefix. In the MAC, a small number
of words with this prefix are recorded: cynepapb6ump (juridical), dust jacket and some
others, and most of the nouns formed with its help were limited in the area of use (to
the area of professional medicine). siki include words such as cynepuemenm,
cynepasuauus, etc.). The modern use of the prefix super- is characterized by
frequency and indicates its semantic diversity. This prefix can currently have the
following values: “outstanding, superior to similar in quality - the power of talent,
external data, qualifications” [cynepbasepuna (o Maiie Ilau- ceukoil),
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cynepcbopHas, cynepnapkem, cynep- cnacameas]; “superior to similar in number”
((cynepcepuan).

Words with the super- prefix can be used in texts of various subjects: economic
(superhyperinflation); political (super elections); consumer services (super office
equipment, super parquet), but at the same time, in the texts of fiction, neologisms
with the prefix super- often have a colloquial connotation: , pregnant, and with
pleasure, according to her, would have given birth, not only from this idiot, referring
to her husband Lenya (A. Levina. Marriage in emigrants); And a certain super-graphic
artist Wilfried Stryming all the time demands white walls from Lena, which he longs
to paint (M. Arbatova. Experience of social sculpture...)

Prefixed neoplasms with super- in most cases initially have a positive connotation
(compare with neoplasms with the prefix super-), but can be rethought and acquire a
playful, ironic connotation in the context (super sage - “outstanding sage”, see
(cynepmynper, (in Uzbek superdono)— «BhIZAIOIIUNACA My/IpeL», CM. HLJTIOCTPAIIAIO
K JaHHOMy Heosiorusmy B HPJI-94: Moza Ha BOCTOYHOE [ejlaeT U UyK4y HEKUM
CYTIEPMYIPEIIOM).

Analyzing the features of the prefix super-, it should be noted that in modern texts
there is also an isolated use of super as an independent word.

The prefixes super- and super- are close in meaning to the foreign prefix hyper-. The
Russian Grammar [12] noted that the prefix runep- cannot be combined with noun
stems. However, at present, such a combination is becoming not only possible, but
also quite regular: hyperinflation, hypercorruption, hyperurbanization, (in Uzbek
giperinflyatsiya, giperkorrupsiya, giperurbanizatsiya,), and many others. Such an
expansion of syntagmatic possibilities is also observed in some other prefixes - the
prefixes post-, trans-, which earlier, according to the data

"Russian Grammar" [12], combined only with the basics of adjectives: translift, post-
concept.

The choice of one of the prefixes close in meaning (cymep-, runep-) is probably
determined by the style of speech and language preferences of the speaker.

In addition to the prefixes listed above, when forming new nouns, other prefix
morphemes, both productive and unproductive, can be used. For example,
researchers note a special activity of the prefix de-:

“We have witnessed how, along with the rapid process of denial and destruction in
our country of the former state, social and ideological attitudes, words with the prefix
de- began to form in the Russian language” [7, p. 45], for example: dedollarization,
deregulation, defascistization, etc. The foreign prefix ex- (axc- 3amecmumens, akc-
neeeu, aKc-co8xo3, akc-condam, etc.) is quite frequent. ; neoplasms are also found
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with prefixes do-, Hao-, nocm-, nped-, co-, cyb-, axcmpa, etc. ), as well as with the
unproductive at the present stage of the development of the language, the prefix mpa
- (npanamku — «naHku npedwecmayro- we2o w1l 00HO20 U3 NepPBbLX NOKOAEHUTL»).
Thus, the analysis of the linguistic material made it possible to establish that in the
Russian language of the late twentieth century, there is an activation of the prefix
method of nominal word formation, accompanied by a redistribution, selectivity of
prefixes (for example, activation of prefixes super-, super-, etc. .p.), deviation from
established norms (a combination of noun stems with prefixes that were not
previously attached to such stems). New word-building models are fixed in the
language, the process of nominal prefixation is also supported by other, not so active
earlier word-building models, for example, with the prefix mega-:

“The focus on increased expressiveness and evaluativeness sometimes explains even
the unreasonably great interest of media authors in the use of prefixes npucmasox
cynep-, eunep-, apxu-, which significantly expand the denotative and semantic
spheres of motivating words to which they can join. <...> Especially noticeable is the
activation of the prepositive element meza -, which expresses an extreme, excessive
length, volume or scale that exceeds the usual.

<...> This prefix is capable of acquiring a previously unusual degree value, exceeding
the degree expressed by the prefixes super- and hyper-” [17, p. 211].

In conclusion we can say, the analysis of new nouns shows that the models of prefix
nominal word formation at this stage of language development turn out to be relevant
for its speakers. Structural features of prefixes (the ability to combine with derivative
stems mainly without phonological changes in the morpheme and stem) support the
trend towards agglutination that takes place in modern Russian (see: [2]). At the same
time, the language strives in various ways to overcome the limitations that existed for
nominal prefixation earlier.

CIIUCOK JIUTEPATYPBI

1. BamanmpikmHa, 3. A. Pycckoe cioBooOpazoBa- Hue / O. A. bamanpikuHa, I'. A.
Huxkonaes. — Kazanp : 3a-Bo KI'Y, 1085. — 182 c.

2. Basruna, H. C. AKTUBHBIE POIIECCHI B COBpPe- MeEHHOM pycckoMm s3bike / H. C.
Banaruna. — M. : JIo- roc, 2001. — 304 c.

3. Bunorpanos, B. B. Pycckuii sa3pik. ['(pamma- Tuyeckoe ydyeHue o ciose / B. B.
Bunorpazios. — M. : Beici. k., 1972. — 616 c.

4. Bunokyp, I'. O. Kyabrypa sizeika / I'. O. Buno- kyp. — M. : JIaBupuHT, 2006. — 256
C.

Website:

Www

w2/ https://wos.academiascience.org




) WEB OF SCIENTIST: INTERNATIONAL
>

[\ SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH JOURNAL
ISSN: 2776-0979, Volume 4, Issue 2, Feb., 2023

5. 3emckas, E. A. C1oBooOpa3oBaHme Kak Jesi- TeJbHOCTh / E. A. 3emckasa. — M. :
Hayka, 1992. — 221 c.

6. Kparkas pycckast rpammaruka / oz pea. H. FO. IlIBenosoii u B. B. Jlonatuna —
M. : PAH, 2002. — 726 c.

7. Jlettuuk, B. M. Jlekosionusanus, genoautusa- 1us... / B. M. Jlettuuk // Pycckas
peub. — 1991. — N° 6. — C. 44—45.

8. Miosnep, B. K. AHT/10-pycCKU CJI0Baph

/ B. K. Mrounep. — M. : Pyc. 3., 1989. — 848 c.

9. HanumoHa/sIbHBIN KOPITYC PYCCKOTO A3bIKA. — DJIEKTPOH. TEKCTOBBIE aH. — Perxxum
mocrymna: http:

//www.ruscorpora.ru (ata obpaiesus: 18.05.2010).

10. HoBoe B pycckoil jyiekcuke. CioBapHble MaTe- puainbl-1993 / mox pea. T. H.
bynuiesoii. — CII6. : [Imutpuii bBynanus, 2008. — 448 c.

11. HoBoe B pycckoil jiekcuke. CiioBapHble MaTe- puUaibl-1994 / moa pex. 0. .
Henucenko. — CII6. : [ImuTtpuii BysmanuH, 2006. — 400 c.

12. Pycckas rpammaruka / oz pen. H. 1O. IlIBe- qoBoii. — M. : Hayka, 1980. — T. 1. —
784 c.

13. Pycckuii s13pIK U coBeTckoe o001mecTBo. Ciio- BoOOpa3oBaHUWE COBPEMEHHOTO
PYCCKOTO JIUTEPATYP- HOTO s13bIKa / moj pezi. M. B. ITanoBa. — M. : Hayka, 1968. — 299
C.

14. CyioBaph pyccKoro si3bIKa : B 4 T. / oA pen. A. I1. EBrenbeBoii. — M. : Pyc. a3,
1981-1984.

15. ToJIKOBBIU CJIOBAPh PYCCKOTO A3bIKA KOHITA XX BeKa. fI3bIKOBbIE U3MeHEeHUs / IO/
pen. I'. H. Ckas- peBckoii. — CII6. : ®onuo-IIpece, 1998. — 870 c.

16. [lTarckuii, H. M. Cymniep u croppeanusm. B nByx cioBax / H. M. Illanckuii //
Pycckuii A3bIK B 1koJie. — 2004. — N2 5. — C. 43.

17. Illumukuna, A. A. OcobeHHOCTH (DYHKIIMO- HUPOBAHUS HOBOOOpPA30BAHUU C
MMeHHOU mpeduK- camyell B s3blKe COBpeMeHHbIX poccuiickux CMU / A. A.
MMumukuHa // PazBuTue c10BOOOpa3oBaTeb- HOW M JIEKCHYECKOU CHCTEMBI
pyccKoro s3bIKa : Ma- Tepuasibl 111 Pecni. Hayu. cemunapa (18—21 Hos06ps, T. CapaToB).
— Caparos : 13x. neatp «Hayka», 2009. — C. 207—-217.

18. Auko-Tpununkas, H. A. C1oBooO6pa3oBaHie B COBpeMEHHOM pyccKoM si3bike / H.
A. AAuko-Tpu- Hunkada. — M. : UHApHK, 2001. — 504 C.

Website:

Www

w2/ https://wos.academiascience.org




