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Kovalenko N. D. Spatial connection of phrazeological units and their 
components 

At the present stage of phraseology studying exploring the spatial 

distribution and characteristics of proper usage of phraseological component 

deserves special attention. Complex researches in which structural and 

semantic analysis of phrazeological units is combined, became very topical, 

their semantic organization, contextual opportunities are taken into account in 

view of the fact that creation of idioms  is a lifelike and mostly mysterious 

 

The main directions in studying of structural and semantic 

characteristics and national-cultural specificity of phrazeological units, 

according modern linguistic works, is to study the dialect constituent of 

components, which set up in the structure of phrazeological unit or widespread 

outside of it; studying of metaphorical basis of inside forms; ethno-linguistic 

descriptions with a focus on established national standards in the specific 

cultural linguistic society. 

Materials of the article show that researching of actual problems of 

spatial existence of phrazeological unit and its components (on the basis of 

narratives, dictionaries, folklore and ethnological monuments) allow to display 

the areas where the usage and understanding of words coincide with its 

functions in phrazeological unit or just one of many meaning of common 

words became the formator of the phrazeological unit. The lexical units, which 

went out of active use and become unknown to dialect speakers are defined, 

but they can become the component of phrazeological unit.  

On the material of modern dialect speech, graphically realized through 

accurate transcription, the significant phonetic variations, the phenomenon of 

reduction 

when, in their opinion, the information, status, emotions and so on should be 

more accurately conveyed. 

The preliminary analysis confirms the presence of spatial correlations 

with involving of bigger empirical basis of Ukrainian dialectology, the areal 

description may be amended and supplemented. 

Key words: lexical unit, phrazeological unit, component of 

phrazeological unit, dialect, dialectal. 
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