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Aleksieieva O. M. Modern anthroponimical system of Ukraine as a synthesis of historical, 
cultural and linguistic factors.  

The article emphasizes that modern anthroponomical system of the Ukraine is a synthesis of 
historical, social, cultural and linguistic factors. Ukrainian anthroponomical system had been created for 
centuries. It is proved that its origins go back to Slavic linguistic culture. There are 4 groups of personal 
names: 1) bible and Slavic names, 2) half-ethnic names of some Ukrainian regions, 3) borrowed names 
during the epoch of globalization, 4) newly-created names. 

Keywords: genealogical basis, modern state, anthroponimycon, American, Ukrainian 
anthroponyms, pre-Christian, Christian and post-Christian stages, discourses. 
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Achylva O. The article investigates grammatical and semantic features of Ukrainian verbs 
, , .  

It examines the issue of aspect pairs of these verbs with regards to their lexical semantic variants. 
The causes of absence of aspect correlates for some lexical semantic variants of the investigated verbs 
are determined. Aspectual-phase modifications of verbs , ,  are described. The 
article shows the specifics of the use of these verbs with consideration for characteristics of their 
semantics. 

Keywords: verb, perfect form, imperfect form, aspect pair, semantics, aspectual-phase 
modifications. 
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