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Summary 
The article analyses the verbalization of general names to denote «backwater and tide», «water area» as consti-

tutional parts of folk geographical terms in Western Podilya dialects (in northern districts of Khmelnytsky region and 
eastern district of Ternopil region).  

The first mentioned group includes such semas as «flooding of the river», «the place of water absorbing» and the 
second one has 6 lines of semas: «the place being flooded», «alluvial shore», «bank for washing», «ice hole», «shal-
lows», «small shallows». 

We defined that folk geographical terms of the analyzed lexical and semantic groups in Western Podilya dialects 
revealed general linguistic and Slavonic tendencies. It means the speakers used traditional names common for Indo-
European and Slavonic language families preserving typical Ukrainian elements. Regional peculiarities of nomination 
were distinguished. Western Podilya dialectical words feature main motivated root morphemes on the material of the 
recorded lexemes in different language spheres. 

Key words: lexeme, sema, hydro-geographical term, Western Podilya dialectical speech, folk geographical terms, 
lexical and semantic group. 
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Summary 
In the article considered individually author metaphors in broadcasting of poetic diskurs of Yurij Andrukhoych. 

Analysable metaphorical new formations are marked morphological display and is the units aesthetically beautifully 
loaded in poetic diskurs of author. Probed individually author metaphors after grammatical expression of main compo-
nent are divided into substantival, adjective and verbal. In poetic diskurs of Y. Andrukhovych meet verbal author meta-
phors considerably wider than substantival and adjective. It can be explained that metaphorical appearance of such 
metaphors comes forward as a method of the doubled vision of the world, in fact the real appears on a background the 
fantastic, poet created imagination. New formations also execute metaphorical new formations functional loading. In 
the article such functions are described individually author metaphors of Y. Andrukhovych as aesthetically beautiful, 
nominative, nominative-valuable, graphic and emotionally expressive. 

onsequently, individually author metaphors of Y. Andrukhovych are one of the most widespread and more fa-
vourite language means in the creative arsenal of poet, and their active use in poetic diskurs of author testifies to the 
high level artistically vivid thought of modern master of the Ukrainian poetic word and inexhaustible verbally vivid 
riches of modern literary language. 

Key words: individually author metaphor, metaphorical appearance, poetic metaphor, portable value. 
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