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Abstract : Variant or parallel forms occur widely in Ukrainian in all word-classes, but
especially in the verb. They create a complex system of patterns of variance or paradigms
which have not yet been fully described. The present study aims to identify these paradigms
and to show how they are distributed among the large set of approximately 2500 verbs that
display variance in some or all inflected forms. It establishes that there are 34 distinct para-
digms of variance, 4 of which are regular and 30 irregular. All but 4 of the paradigms have
less than 100 elements. The investigation is descriptive and analytical and represents the first
systematic and comprehensive account of the patterns of variance in the Ukrainian verb.
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Ukrainian is a highly inflected language and has a complex system of
nominal and verbal paradigms (that is, patterns of inflected forms). It presents
seven cases in the nominal paradigms, as traditionally described, and parallel
compound and synthetic inflected forms in the future tense of the verb (Oymy
yutaTH = yutatumy). It offers rich material for investigation. Yet a systematic
study of the patterns of Ukrainian inflection remains to be written. There is no
comprehensive inflectional dictionary of the language that defines all the in-
flected forms of a particular lexeme. Many reference works give conflicting and
contradictory accounts of the nominal and verbal inflected forms. For example,
is the first person singular present of the verb nreckdmu nneckdaro or niewy
or both?

This study is devoted to the phenomenon of variance in Ukrainian. Variance
refers to the existence of parallel forms that can function interchangeably within
the grammatical system of the language. It is distinct from synonymy, since this
refers to a semantic relationship and does not imply functional interchange-
ability. If one seeks a precise definition of variance, then this can be found in the
preface to A. A. Zaliznjak’s monumental work, I pammamuuecxuii cnosapv pyc-
ckoeo szvika (Moscow, 1977). In a narrow sense two lexemes may be termed
variants if they share the same meaning and the same stem, but differ in terms of
the position of stress, or if they share the same meaning, but their stems show
minor phonological differences. (Also classified as variants in the narrow sense
are paradigmatic variants, though these fall outside the scope of the present in-
vestigation, since they represent variance that may be termed non-lexical.) In the
broad sense two infinitives and corresponding inflected forms may be considered
variants if they share the same meaning and are related to the same aspectual
correlate.
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Variant or parallel forms occur widely in Ukrainian in all word-classes and
especially in the inflected patterns of the verb. A typical example of variant
forms might be the pair no/nép/Tu = no/apd/Tu or coéx/Hy/Tn = cx/ny/Tu. In
both these cases we are dealing with pairs of variant infinitives. (Sets of three or
more variants also occur, but cannot be considered typical.) Given variance in
the infinitive, which is conventionally taken as the leading form in the
inflectional paradigm, the question then arises as to whether the variance recurs
throughout the paradigm. Do all inflected forms in all tenses show variance? Or
can the variance disappear in certain inflected forms? The answer must be that
variance in one part of the paradigm may or may not imply variance elsewhere in
the paradigm. Variant forms have a certain autonomy and unpredictability.

What is particularly remarkable is the scope of the variance in Ukrainian: its
frequency is much higher than in many related languages. It must be considered
one of the distinguishing characteristics of Ukrainian, a phenomenon of unusual
scope and complexity. It pervades the grammatical system of the language,
especially the inflectional patterns of the verb. Variance is a feature that has both
practical and theoretical significance. Even the apparently straightforward
question of the representation of variant forms in dictionaries has still to be
decided. They represent an aspect of the language that is fluid and unstable
where the process of codification is not yet complete.

In this study we shall define the lexicon of the language as that contained in
the eleven-volume dictionary of Ukrainian Crosnuk yxpaincovkoi mosu published
in the period from 1970-1980. While this dictionary has obvious weaknesses and
deficiencies related to its Soviet origins, it nevertheless presents the most
complete account of the Ukrainian vocabulary available to the investigator. No
other dictionary offers such a comprehensive coverage. In addition, its contents
are easily accessible because of the existence of the accompanying reverse
dictionary Insepcitinuii cnosnux ykpairncokoi mogu that groups together words
sharing the same suffixes and endings.

On the basis of the material contained in the eleven-volume dictionary it
is possible to assert that approximately 2300 Ukrainian verbs display variance
in the infinitive and in other verbal forms. A smaller set of verbs without
variance in the infinitive show variance elsewhere in the paradigm. The most
common type of variance may be termed morphological, usually expressed as an
alternation of verbal suffixes, so that the two morphological variants share the
same root, but differ in their verbal suffixes: 3a/mip/toBa/Tu = 3a/Mip/s/Tu,
po3s/Tuck/yBa/Tu = pos/tuck/a/Tu. Other types of variance are prosodic, where
the two variants show a difference in the position of the stressed syllable:
pos/mpoct/a/tu/cs = pos/mpoct/a/tu/csa, noct/vi/tu = ndcr/v/tr, and pho-
nological, where the two variants display a minor phonological difference:
o0/tmnc/Ti = o6/mnus/Th, c/xéa/u/tu = 31/x0a/u/Tu. At the same time these
three types of variance do not permit a simple classification into three mutually
exclusive groups, for some verbs show variance of more than one kind. For
example, the variants 06/raHuc/Ti = 00/rHIIc/TH = 00/THI/TH display both pro-
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sodic and phonological variance. Note that in this case the variants constitute a
set of three variants, at least in the infinitive.

In the past the discussion of variance in Ukrainian has been largely super-
ficial, marked by an absence of completeness and systematicity. No attempt has
been made to convey the scale of the phenomenon or to analyse the distribution
of pairs and sets of variants among the alternations that generate them or among
the paradigms of variance. The account presented below is based on an investi-
gation that seeks to identify those verbs in Ukrainian that show variance and to
classify them according to their characteristics and the paradigms of variance
they follow. Such an investigation is intended to be primarily a descriptive study
rather than a theoretical work and belongs to the well-established tradition of
linguistic description found in the writings of A. A. Zaliznjak, whose I pavma-
mu4ecKuil c108apb pyccko2o A3vika remains a unique work of empirical observa-
tion. Since dictionaries and guides to Ukrainian show little consistency in defin-
ing variant forms, the investigation represents a useful work of reference for
students and those interested in acquiring a more systematic understanding of the
inflectional patterns of the language. It aims to offer both description and analy-
sis and to provide the material on which the study is based. It can also serve as
the starting point for a purely theoretical account. A full and detailed description
of this kind is a necessary prerequisite for an informed interpretation.

Given the wealth of material and the diversity of verbal paradigms in the
inflectional system of Ukrainian, the investigator is immediately confronted with
the difficult problem of determining the most suitable approach to presenting the
data. A number of approaches are possible. Some focus on the alternations that
generate the pairs of variants, others on the patterns of variance followed by the
pairs of variants. In the following account we shall be following a structural
approach in which binary oppositions divide the material into 2! = 2 classes, 22=4
subclasses and 23= 8 groups. This allows the data to be classified according to the
type of variance shown, the complexity of the variance and the nature of the pattern
of the variance. For each group various paradigms of variance are identified.

Each of the characteristics whose presence and absence defines a binary
opposition can be denoted by a Greek letter a, B, y. a+ refers to the presence of
prosodic (suprasegmental) variance, o— to the absence of prosodic variance. 3+
refers to the presence of only one type of variance (prosodic, phonological or
morphological), f— to the presence of more than one type. y+ refers to the pre-
sence of regular variance (the same number of variant forms throughout the para-
digm), y— to the absence of regular variance. In this way 2° = 8 groups are de-
fined. They can be described as follows.

Group 1 (o+, B+, y+) is the set of verbs showing only prosodic variance and follow-
ing regular paradigms;

Group 2 (a+, B+, y-) is the set of verbs showing only prosodic variance and follow-
ing irregular paradigms;

Group 3 (a+, B—, y+) is the set of verbs showing more than one type of variance in-
cluding prosodic and following regular paradigms;
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Group 4 (0+, B—, y-) is the set of verbs showing more than one type of variance in-
cluding prosodic and following irregular paradigms;

Group 5 (0—, B+, y+) is the set of verbs showing either phonological or morpholo-
gical variance and following regular paradigms;

Group 6 (0—, B+, y-) is the set of verbs showing either phonological or morpholo-
gical variance and following irregular paradigms;

Group 7 (a—, B—, y+) is the set of verbs showing both phonological and morpholo-
gical variance and following regular paradigms;

Group 8 (0—, p—, y-) is the set of verbs showing both phonological and morpholo-
gical variance and following irregular paradigms.

The basic distinction that is drawn here between prosodic variance on the
one hand and other types of variance on the other is justified on the grounds that
prosodic variance (that is, variance related to the position of stress) is supraseg-
mental in contrast to other types of variance and is not usually indicated in the
orthography except in dictionaries and works of reference. Furthermore, pairs of
prosodic variants can always be arranged according to which variant contains the
stressed syllable closest to the initial position. Pairs of phonological and morpho-
logical variants cannot be arranged on the basis of an analogous logical rule.

The eight groups identified above are mutually exclusive and can be asso-
ciated with various paradigms of variance according to the different patterns of
variance followed by the verbs in each group. The number of distinct paradigms
of variance for each group is as follows. (Note that a paradigm of variance must
not be confused with an inflectional paradigm or pattern of conjugation. Two
verbs showing variance follow the same paradigm of variance if they have the
same number of variants in each part of the paradigm, even though the patterns
of conjugation involved differ in some respects.)

Group 1 (o+, B+, v+) 1 Group 5 (a—, B+, y+) 3
Group 2 (o+, B+, y-) 4 Group 6 (a—, B+, v-) 16
Group 3 (o+, p—, y+) 2 Group 7 (a—, B—, y+) 4
Group 4 (o+, B—, v—) 7 Group 8 (a—, B—, yv—) 9

The total number of distinct paradigms of variance is 34, of which 4 are
regular paradigms and 30 are irregular, where a regular paradigm has the same
number of variants throughout the paradigm. (The figure of 34 is clearly less
than the sum of the number of paradigms for each of the eight groups, since
some paradigms recur.) Of the 30 irregular paradigms 13 relate to verbs with two
variants in the infinitive, 8 to verbs with three variants, and 5 to verbs with four
variants. Only one paradigm relates to verbs with five variants in the infinitive
and three to verbs with variance outside the infinitive.

To illustrate the complexity of variance in the Ukrainian verb the paradigms
of variance for each group will be described and a typical example of a pair or
set of variants will be given. In some cases more than one example will be
provided to demonstrate the diversity of the patterns of conjugation associated
with a particular paradigm of variance. The five figures in brackets refer to the
number of variants in the five key forms of the infinitive, the first and second

Studia Slavica Hung. 49, 2004



Parallel Forms in Ukrainian: the Verb 159

person singular in the present/future tense, the masculine and feminine in the
past tense. Thus verbs following the paradigm denoted by the figures (2,1,1,2,2)
have two variants in the infinitive and in the past tense, but no variants in the
present/future tense. This can be illustrated with examples as follows.

Infinitive nép/ta = npla/ta ryc/ti = rya/iltu
Present 1 neply rynly
Future 2 nep/ém rya/ém
Past M nep = ap/a/s ryn = rya/i/s

F nép/na = np/a/na ry/na = ryn/i/na

In those rare cases where a paradigm is denoted by six figures, the
fourth figure refers to the number of variants in the third person plural in
the present/future tense. Thus con/ti = con/i/Tu belongs to the paradigm
(2,2,1,2,2,2), since it has the following forms.

Infinitive con/ty = con/i/tu
Present con/y = corui/to
Future corr/émr
corr/é
com/emMo
comn/eTé
con/yTh = COILI/STh
cin = con/i/B
comn/na = cort/i/na

Past

"UZL»I\J»—wN.—

For each paradigm an approximate number of verbs belonging to that
paradigm is given in square brackets. These figures indicate the distribution
of pairs and sets of variants among the paradigms and highlight the fact that
relatively few paradigms have more than 100 elements.

Group 1 (2,2,2,2,2)  wa/myn/u/ta = Ha/Mun/v/ T
(o+, B+, y+) Jpur/alta = apur/a/ti
nmac/yBa/tu = mac/yBa/tu
Group 2 (1,1,2,1,1)  sa/xpyrn/v/tu [15]
(at+, B+, v (2,1,1,1,1)  B/uéc/tu = B/Hec/Th [= y/uéc/tn = y/Hec/Ti [12]
3a/mo/Bic/T = 3a/mo/Bic/TH
(2,1,1,2,2)  mécr/u/tu = noct/vi/tu [9]

no/mo/uyn/u/Tu = no/no/uya/i/tTu
po3/6oBt/a/Tn = po3/6oBT/a/Tn

(2,2,1,2,2)  myn/w/tu = nya/vi/tu [22]
3a/npd/na/Tu = 3a/mpo/na/tu
Group 3 (3,3,3,3,3) 3a/BU/HYy/TH = 3a/BU/HY/TH = 3a/BA/TH [20]
(0, B= v+) BUXP/W/TH = BUXP/W/TH = BUXop/u/Tn
cky0/a/Tn = cky0/a/Tn = ckyo/Tn
(4,4,4,4,4) n3600/a/Tn = 13p00/4/Tn = n3100/a/Tn = n3100/4/THN [5]

3/munoct/us/u/tu/cs = 3/munoct/vs/u/tu/ca =
3/munoct/u/tu/csa = 3/munnoct/u/tu/cs
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Group 4 (2,1,1,2,3)
(a+7 877 'Yf) (252515393)

2,2,2,1,1)
(3~ LLY)
(3,1,1,2,3)
(3,2,2,3,3)

(5,1,1,3,5)

Group 5 (2,2,2,2,2)
(af’ B+7 Y+)

(3,3,3,3,3)

(4,4,4,4,4)
Group 6 (1,1,1,2,2)
(a—, B+, v-) (1,2,2,1,1)
(2,1,1,1,1)

(2,1,1,1,2)
(2,1,1,2,2)

(2,1,2,2,2)

2,2,2,1,1)
(2,2,2,1,2)
2,1,2,1,2,2)
(2,2,1,2,2,2)
(2,2,2,3,3)
(2,3,3,2,2)
(3,1,1,2,2)
(3,2,2,3,3)
(3,3,3,4,4)
(4-5,4,4)
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o/’ sic/tu/cst = mo/1r’ sic/Th/cst

B/Tuc/uy/Tu = B/Tuc/uy/tTu = [y/tic/ny/tn =
y/Tuc/uy/TH|

KJISIC/TH = KJISIC/TH

3a/THIC/TH = 3a/THUC/TA = 3a/THA/TH

IT'sIC/TH = IT’sIC/TH = T/HY/TH

3/cmis/tn = 3/cnis/ay/Th = 3/cu3/ay/Ti

[i3/cmiz/ti = 13/cnis/uy/Ti = i3/cnuz/Hy/TH]

po3/T’sic/Th = po3/’sac/Th = po3i/m’sic/Tu =
posi/i’sic/Th = posi//ny/tu

pos/Bax/yBa/Tu = po3/Bax/a/Tu

BU/mpdBa/yBa/Tu = Bu/mipaBa/dByBa/Tu

Ha/cTpam/vi/Tu = Ha/cTpax/a/tu

Typk/a/tu = Typu/d/T

sicKp/u/Tu = sickp/i/Ti

po3/ckyb/a/Tu = pos/ckyo/Ti

pos/mv/Tu = posi/m/si/tu

Mpo/ITOBX/HY/TH = TIpo/TOBX/4/TH

TIPSDK/U/TH = TIPSIT/THA

Bin/mpou/yBa/Tu = Bin/mpox/yBa/tu

Bu/cnyx/yBa/Tu = Bu/ciyx/0ByBa/Tn = BU/Ciyx/a/tn

népn/a/tu/cs = néprn/u/tu/ca = ndprn/sa/tu/cs

rap/yBa/tu = rep/yBa/tu = rup/yBa/Tu

3/rasin/i/tu = 3/tnén/i/tu = 30/rnsin/i/Tu = 30/tnén/i/Tu

THC/HY/TH

crpyr/a/tu

3a/xnsd/ay/Tu = 3a/xisi/Tn
o6/muc/Ti = o6/mmB/TH

Ha/TUTUB/TH = Ha/tuIuc/Th
po3/Tsar/uy/Tu = po3/Tar/Th

3a/csi/tu = 3alcsi/a/Tu

ouM/v/tu = oum/i/ti

nép/tu = apla/Tiu

npo/ryc/ti = mpo/ryn/i/tu
crpek/oT/a/tn = crpex/ot/i/Tn
J10/BOJIOK/TH = no/Bo0Y/11/TH
Ha/cn/d/tu = Hal/cren/vi/tu
BIZI/BOJIOK/TH = BiJ/BOJIK/TH

BOJIOK/TH = BOJIK/TH

ckum/i/tu = ckumit/i/Tu

cort/ti = comn/i/tu

mi/Tac/Hy/Tn = mig/Tick/a/Tu
cKkopO/yBa/Tn = ckopb/i/Tn

06/m’sic/Ti = 0bi/m’sic/Ti = 061/n/Hy/TH
po3/Ta/Tn = pos/Ta/Hy/Tn = pos/ta/a/tn
no/xya/ny/tTu = no/xyn/i/tTu = no/xyn/a/tn

3a/cTpym/yBa/Ti = 3a/cTpym/vi/Ti = 3a/cTpym/i/Tn =
3a/ctpym/en/i/tu



Parallel Forms in Ukrainian: the Verb 161

Group 7 (2,2,2,2,2)  crpiv/d/Tu = cTpi/Ba/TH [14]
(o—, B—, vt (3,3,3,3,3)  o/tmsi/ay/tu = o/rnsin/i/tu = o/rnén/i/Tu [10]
(4,4,4,4,4)  xMiT/yBa/TH = KMET/yB4/TH = KMIT/H/TH = KMeT/H/TH [3]
(5,5,5,5,5) npo/Bdxn/ysa/Tu = npo/Béxna/yBa/Tu = npo/Baa/u/tu [1]

= npo/Boxn/a/Tu
Group 8 (2,3,3,2,2)  B/my/my/tu = B/ny/Tn [4]
(a— B—y-) (3,2,2,1,2)  BH/cox/Tu = BH/coxX/Hy/TH = BU/CX/HY/TH 1

(3,2,2,2,3)  mai/Hy/TH = IIUC/TA = IUIUB/TH

(3,2,2,3,3)  c/tst/tu = 3i/T/Hy/TH = 30/T/HY/TH

(3,4,4,3,3) Bi/m¥x/a/Tv = Bin/mux/Hy/T = Bimi/TX/HY/TH
(4,1,1,3,3)  c/m’ac/ti/cs = 3i/m’sc/Ti/cs = 3i/mst/Tu/cst =

3i/n/ay/Tu/cs
(4,2,2,2,2)  3alctpsir/ny/tu = 3a/cTpsir/tu = 3a/cTpsi/ay/TH =
3a/cTpsi/Ti
(4,2,2,4,4)  31/B’4/Hy/TH = 31/B’1/T11 = 30/B’4/HY/TH = 30/B’4/TN [14]

(4,2,4,4,4)  3a/Bypx/ot/d/Tu = 3a/Bopk/oT/4/TH = 3a/BypK/oT/i/T!
= 3a/Bopk/oT/i/Tu

From these figures it is clear that most paradigms of variance have few ele-
ments. There are four exceptional paradigms denoted by (1,1,1,2,2), (2,2,2,2,2),
(2,1,2,2,2) and (2,1,1,2,2). They are associated mainly but not exclusively with
verbs of four basic types, all of which have hundreds of elements: cMar/ny/Tu,
po3s/Trck/yBa/Tu = po3s/tuck/a/tu, 6enbk/ot/a/Tn = 6enbk/oT/i/TH, MOK/HY/TH
= MOK/TH, respectively. Other typical examples for each of the four paradigms
are mpo/Buc/Hy/Tu, Mepéx/u/tu = mepéx/a/tu, nepe/cn/a/tu = nepe/cren/n/
TH, Bia/Ta/Tu = Bigi/T/Hy/Tu. At the same time the paradigms (2,2,2,2,2) and
(2,1,1,2,2) are associated with verbs showing prosodic variance: 3a/mMun/u/Tu
= 3a/Mun/v/Tu, MOKp/i/Ti = MOKp/i/TH.

As noted above, one of the striking characteristics of variance in the
Ukrainian verb is its unpredictability. Given a pair (or set) of variants it is not
possible to predict whether or not related pairs of variants exist sharing the same
root but differing in the prefix. Consider the pair of variants Ha/Bu/Hy/TH =
Ha/Bu/Tu. Related pairs are o6/Bu/Hy/TH = 00/BW/TH, pO3/BU/HY/TH = pO3/BU/-
TH, po3/Bu/ny/tu/ca = po3/Bu/tu/csa. On the other hand, the verbs mpo/Bri/Tu,
Npu/BU/TU, TIepe/BU/TH, TT0/BUA/TH, TIpO/BI/TH/CS, nO/BY/TH, y/BYA/TH [= B/BI/TH]
exist without a variant form in -/uy/Tu, while 3a/Bi/Tu has two variants show-
ing a difference in the place of stress: 3a/Bi/ny/Tn and 3a/Bu/ny/TH.

In discussing such verbs it is useful to introduce the notion of a primary and
secondary variant. The primary variant is defined as the variant associated with
the larger set of related prefixed verbs, while the secondary variant is the one
associated with the smaller set. In the case of o06/Bu/Hy/Tu = 006/BW/TU the
primary variant is 006/Bu/Tu, the secondary variant is o0/Bu/Hy/Tu. Other
examples of primary variants are B/Hec/TH, c/mpo/ad/Tu, 3a/mo/Bic/TH, mo/-
rsn/i/tu, B/THC/HY/TH, WWUc/HY/TH, B/cOX/Hy/TH, as opposed to the corre-

Studia Slavica Hung. 49, 2004



162 J. E. M. Clarke

sponding secondary variants B/Héc/TH, c/npd/na/tu, 3a/mo/sic/Tu, mo/rnsan/i/tu,
B/TUC/HY/TH, KUC/THU, B/COX/TH.

What is significant in terms of methodology is that it is insufficient to
consider only pairs and sets of variants in isolation when investigating variance.
It is also necessary to examine non-variance or the absence of variance in order
to establish the relative position of a variant within a hierarchy of variant forms.
More generally, one can argue that variance demands an examination of both its
presence and its absence so that the dynamics of variance can be understood.

Given the extent of variance in Ukrainian it must be seen as an important
and distinct characteristic of the language. It occurs frequently and creates a
complex array of grammatical forms. To describe these forms succinctly is
difficult, since different kinds of variance can occur simultaneously and it is
impossible to analyse all variant forms in terms of discrete types. At the same
time certain expressions of variance occur more frequently than others and can
be considered central to the overall picture of variance. A full and detailed
account of this picture is a necessary prerequisite for any theoretical considera-
tion of variance.
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