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The article examines the structural and semantic features of complex sentences in Old English (700—1100). Two main
types of complex sentences are considered —compound and complex sentences — along with their structure and the spe-
cifics of syntactic relationships between components of a polypredicative structure. The system of conjunctive coordination
is analyzed, which was characterized by diversity in both content and form and had at its disposal numerous means of
expressing semantic nuances.

The main classes of coordinating conjunctions are distinguished: connecting, contrasting, separating, and causal, each
of which expressed specific semantic nuances. Additional means of expressing connections between coordinate clauses
are studied, in particular fixed and reverse word order, structural parallelism, and inversion, which acted as auxiliary mech-
anisms for organizing syntactic relations. Particular attention is paid to the means of expressing subordinate relationships,
among which asyndetic connection stands out as the most archaic type, and conjunctive connection and correlation as
the most developed forms of subordination. The problem of insufficient differentiation between coordinate and subordinate
conjunctions in the Old English period is considered, which led to functional homonymy and semantic ambiguity in sen-
tence construction. The polysemy of subordinate conjunctions and their structural classification into simple and complex
phrase constructions is analyzed.

Special attention is paid to the correlative type of connection and its transformation at the end of the ancient period,
when correlative particles were reinterpreted and transformed into full-fledged conjunctions. It has been established that
the structure of complex sentences throughout the Old English period showed a steady and distinct tendency towards the
gradual improvement and systematization of the syntactic system. The study is based on the analysis of authentic Old
English texts using historical glossaries and anthologies.

Key words: Old English, complex sentences, coordinating conjunctions, subordinate conjunctions, syntactic relations,
correlation, polypredicativity.

Y cTaTTi [OCNimXKYITbCS CTPYKTYPHO-CEMaHTUYHI OCODNMBOCTI CKMagHOTO PEYEHHS B [ABHbOAHMMINCHKIA MOBI
(700-1100 pp.). PosrnspatoTbCs ABa OCHOBHI TUMU CKMafHWX peveHb — CKNaAHOCYPAHI Ta cknagHoniapaaHi, ixHa bygosa
Ta cneyundika CUHTAKCUYHMX 3B'A3KIB MiXK KOMMNOHEHTaMU NoMinpeanKaTUBHOI CTPYKTYpPU. AHani3yeTbCs cuctema cnonyy-
HMKOBOI CYpSAHOCTI, WO XapaKTepuayBanacs pisHOMaHITHICTIO 5iK 3a 3MICTOM, Tak i 3a (hOpMOt0 Ta Marna y CBOEMY pPO3ro-
PAOKEHHI YMCNEHHI 3aCO6U BUCMOBINIOBAHHA CMUCIOBUX BiTiHKIB.

BrainsaTbcst OCHOBHI Knacy CypsigHMX CMOMYYHWUKIB: 3'€QHYBarnbHi, CyNnpOTVBHI, PO3AINO0BI Ta NPUYMHHO-HACNIOKOBI,
KOXEH 3 SIKUX BUpakaB cneundivHi cMMCNOoBI BigTiHKW. [oCnigKyoThCa oAaTKOBI 3ac00M BUPaXKEHHS 3B'A3KiB MiXX Cypsia-
HUMW pEeYEHHAMU, 30Kpema pikcoBaHUM Ta 3BOPOTHUI NOPSIAOK CNiB, CTPYKTYPHWUI napaneniam, iHBepcis, Lo BUCTYynanm
SIK JOMOMIXKHI MEXaHi3MK opraHisaLii CMHTakCcu4YHMX BigHOCKMH. Ocobnuea yBara npuainseTbca cnocobam BUpaxeHHs nig-
PSOHOTO 3B'A3KY, CEpen SKMX BULINATLCA aCUHAETUYHE 3'€AHaHHS SK HANOINbL apxaiYHWIi TUN, CNOMYYHUKOBWIA 3B'A30K
Ta Kopensuis 9K Hanpo3BMHeHILWi chopMu nigpsaHocTi. PodrnaaaeTtbca npobnema HegocTaTHLOI AndbepeHLuiaLii cypsaHux
Ta MiAPSAHMX CNOMYYHWKIB Y AaBHbOAHIMIMCHKUA NEPIOA, Lo npu3Boauna Ao (yHKUIOHaNbHOI OMOHIMIT Ta CMMUCMOBOT
HeuiTKOCTi NobyaoBM peyeHb. AHaMi3yeTbCs nonicemist NiapsaHUX CNOMYYHUKIB Ta iXHA CTPYKTYpHa Knacudikauis Ha npo-
CTi 1 cknagHi pa3oBi KOHCTPYKL.

Okpemy yBary npuaifieHo KoOpensTMBHOMY Tuny 3B'A3Ky Ta MOro TpaHcopMaLii HanpuKiHLi 4aBHBLOrO nepioay, Konm
KOPENATUBHI YaCTKM NEPEOCMMUCIIOBANUCS Ta NEPETBOPHOBANMNCSA Ha MOBHOLHHI CMONyYHMKU. BCTaHOBMEHO, WO CTPYK-
Typa CKnagHuX peyeHb NpOTAroM [aBHbOAHIINCHKOro nepiogy AEMOHCTpyBarna CTiKy BUpasHy TeHAEeHLUio A0 nocni-
[JOBHOTO BAOCKOHANEHHS Ta BMNOPSAKYBaHHA CUHTAKCWUYHOI cucTemu. [ocnimkeHHs 6a3yeTbCs Ha aHanisi aBTeHTUYHUX
[OaBHbOAHITIINCLKMX TEKCTIB i3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM ICTOPUYHKX FocapiiB Ta XpecToMarin.

Knio4yoBi cnoBa: gaBHbOaHMiNCbka MOBa, CKNagHe peveHHsl, CypsigHi CMOMYYHUKK, MigpsiaHi COMYYHUKKN, CUHTAK-
CVYHI 3B'AI3KM, KOPENSLis, NoninpeankaTuBHICTb.
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pronoun form (/am or hcem); the third element was
the universal subordinate particle he. cefter ham he
«nicas moeo sAky, @r hem he «0o moeo saxy, mid
ham he «nicia mozo saxy, for hem he «ora mozo
woby, ha hwile he «6 moti uac sik». For example: ...
mid ham he he forbead ham him Hh&t he hit nanum
men ne cydde... ...nicas moeo Ak 6in HAKA3AE TOMY,
wob 8in npo ye Hikomy He 20680pus... ...ond he hi
him azeaf, for h&m he hiora was oher his sunu. ...i
8iH IX tlomMy 6100a8, OCKINbKU OOUH i3 HUX 0)8 11020
CUHOM.

As an indicator of subordinate connection in a
conjunction, in addition to the universal subordinate
particle /e, the most common conjunction in Old
English, /cet (which in the form that is also common
in modern English [20; 24; 33]): ...he h&r wunade
oh hat hine an swan ofstan3. ...sir mam sicue domu,
O00KU 11020 He 80U8 00UH NACMYX.

Certain conjunctions can function as both simple
and complex: heah — heah he; forhon—forhon he; cer—
cr hem he. For example: ...3yf hwa has boc awritan
wylle, heet he hi serihte wel bé hcere bysne, for hon he
ic nah seweald, héeah hi hwa to woze zebringze... ...
SAKUO XTNOCH 3aX04e MAKY KHU2y Hanucamu, oo it
iT 0obpe sunpagus 3a Yum 3pasKkom, momy ujo 6 meHe
Hemae cui, 60 6 Hitl, MOJNCTUBO, € NOMUTKU...

Conclusions and prospects for further research.
Complex sentences as polypredicative structures in
Old English were represented by two main types:
compound and complex. The syntactic organization
of Old English texts was characterized by complexity
and could contain a significant number of coordinate
and subordinate clauses.

Compound sentences are considered to be
older in origin. They had a developed system
of conjunctive coordination (and, ac, ne, ohhe).
However, the most common conjunction was and
(ond). Coordinate clauses were semantically related,
and there could be relationships of combination,
temporal dependence, opposition, and cause and
effect between them. Coordinate conjunctions in
the ancient language were classified as connecting,
contrasting, and separating.

Additional means of connecting coordinate
clauses were word order (fixed or reversed) and
structural parallelism. There were two main types of
complex sentences: non-conjunctive and conjunctive.
Sentences with conjunctive subordination were not

sufficiently developed, despite the significant number
of function words (conjunctions — 3if, heet, 0h, heette,
swce) and pronouns (heet, hwilc, hwa) that could
perform this subordination. In terms of structure,
conjunctions were classified as simple and complex.

The third type of syntactic connection was
correlative, which occupied an important place in the
system of subordination and was realized with the
help of correlative particles.

At the end of the ancient period, the correlation
system underwent a series of transformations, the
main one being the reinterpretation of the meanings
of correlative particles and their conversion into
conjunctions — coordinate (ohhe...ohhe, ne...ne,
nawher...nawher) and subordinate (ha..ha, swa...
swa, honne...honne). The particle he was widely used,
which could function as a conjunction or be used as
its constituent part (@r hem he, ha he, hara he). In
ancient texts, repetitions of connective conjunctions
at the beginning of each clause were widely used. In
ancient times, there was no clear distinction between
coordinating and subordinating conjunctions (honne,
heah, swa).

Ancient complex sentences were characterized
by considerable diversity — with subject clauses,
object clauses, attributive clauses, circumstantial
clauses (subordinate clauses of place, condition,
cause, etc.). Different types of subordinate
clauses were introduced by their characteristic
conjunctions. Attributive clauses were introduced
by various connectives, the most frequent of which
was the particle se. Subject and adverbial clauses
were introduced by the conjunction /ct, both used
separately and in combination with other words ()a
he, hara he). Some subordinate conjunctions that
introduced clauses were characterized by developed
polysemy, i.e., they could introduce several types of
subordinate clauses.

In general, it can be stated that the structure of
complex sentences throughout the ancient period of
the English language showed a tendency towards
improvement and systematization. Prospects for
further research lie in the comparative analysis of the
structure of complex sentences in Old English and
other Old Germanic languages, as well as in the study
of the dynamics of the development of syntactic
relations in the transition period from Old English to
Middle English.

REFERENCES:
1. AHgpenyyk H. |. CemioTurka niHrBOKynsTypHOro npoctopy AHmii kiHusa XV — nodatky XVII cTtoniTTsi: MoHorpa-

oist. JlbeiB: JIbBiB. INoniTexHika, 2011. 277 c.

NUCEMHUX Nam'aTkax. BiCHUK XXMTOMUPCBHKOro AepkaBHOMO YHIBEPCUTETY iMeHi IBaHa ®paHka. KXutomup: Bua-so

XKOY im. |. ®paHka, 2011. Bun. 56. C. 33-37.



ISSN 2663-4880 (print), ISSN 2663-4899 (online) 3akaprartchKi (ig0Ja0riuHI CTY il

3. Anpgpywenko O. 0. TemnopaneHi agBepbu B cucteMi MapKyBaHHS iHOOPMaLiiHOT CTPYKTYpU AaBHbOAHTilA-
CbKOro peveHHs. BicHWK 2KWTOMUPCLKOro AiepaBHOro yHiBepcuTeTy iMeHi IBaHa ®paHka. XXutomup: Bug-so XKOY
im. |. ®paHka, 2012. Bun. 63. C. 109-113.

. BuxoBaHeup I. P. TpamaTtuka ykpaiHcbkoi moBuM (CuHTakemc): nigpyyHuk. K.: Nnbigs, 1993. 368 c.
. 3arHiTko A. CroBHMWK Cy4acHOi NiHrBiCTUKK: MOHATTS i Tepminn. T. 1. [.: OHY, 2012. 402 c.

. 3arHiTko A. CroBHMWK Cy4acHOi NiHrBiCTUKK: MOHATTS i Tepminuv. T. 3. [.: OHY, 2012. 426 c.

. €BYyeHko B.B. IcTopis aHrnivicbkoi MoBM NociOHMK. BuHHMLSA: HoBa kHura, 2016. 408 c.

. Kocttouenko HO. 1. IcTopis aHrmivicbkoi moBu: nigpyyHuk. K.: Buwa wkona, 1963. 426 c.

9. Muxannosa O.B. CuHTakcu4yHa OpraHisauis peyYeHHs1 y 3aKOHOAABYMX TEKCTax AaBHbOAHIMINCHKOI MOBMU.
BicHuk XapkiBCcbkoro HauioHanbHoro yHisepcuteTy iM. B. H. KapasiHa. Cepia: PomaHo-repmaHcbka dinonoris.
MeTtoavka BuKknagaHHsl iHo3emMHux mMoB. XapkiB: KoHcTaHTa, 2006. Ne 725. Bun. 48. C. 114-118.

10. Xanmosuy B.C. Ctucnun kypc ictopii aHrniicekoi moBu: niapyyHuk. K.: Buwa wkona, 1975. 100 c.

11. XaputoHoB |. K. TeopeTuyHa rpamaTturka Cy4acHol aHrmincbkoi MOBM: NigpyYHUK. TepHoninb: HaBvanbHa
kHura — borgaH, 2007. 160 c.

12. WabaniHa O. O. CuHTaKTMKO-(pyHKUiiHa cneundika BUKOPUCTaHHSA af'€KTUBHUX EMEMEHTIB Y AaBHbOA-
HIMIVCbKMX NMOETUYHUX TekcTax. HaykoBi 3anucku HauioHanbHoro yHiBepcuteTy «OcTpo3bka akapemisi». Cepis
«®PinonoriyHax: 36. Hayk. np. Hau. yH-Ty «OcTpo3sbka akagemisi», 2014. Bun. 46. C. 222-224.

13. Waxpan O. B. ICTOpMYHMI KOMEHTap [0 YMTaHHS N MPaBOMMUCY Cy4aCHOI aHIMIACHKOI MOBW: HaBYanbHWUN
nocioHuk. Knis : Buia wkona, 1976. 167 c.

14. AHkoB A. AHINO-CaKCOHCLKUIA Nepiod PO3BUTKY aHrMincbkol MoBu: MoHorpadis. K.: KHT, 2018. 224 c.

15. Barber Ch. The English language: a historical introduction: manual. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1994. 299 p. 56.

16. Barnhart C. L. The Second Barnhart Dictionary of New English / C.L. Barnhart, S.Steinmetz, R.K.Barnhart.
NY Prentice Hall Press, 2019. 612 p.

17. Baugh A.C. A History of the English Language : manual. London: Routledge, 2002. 447 p.

18. Bregg M. The Adventure of English. The biography of a Language: monograph. NY: Arcade Publishing, 2019.
322 p.

19. The Cambridge History of the English Language. Vol. 1- 6. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2005-2008.

20. Celce-Murcia M. The grammar book: An ESL/EFL teachers course. Boston: Heinle &Heinle, 1999. 854 p.

21. Crystal D. Encyclopedia of the English Language. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997. 490 p.

22. Historical English Grammar. Morphology an Syntax: a practical guide / Comp. by l.Klymenko. Krivyi Rih:
KDPU, 2019. 45 p.

23. History of English. ewikiuk.top/wiki/History_of English

24. Kharytonov I.K. Theoretical English Grammar. Ternopil: Bogdan, 2007. 160 p.

25. Hogg R. A History of the English Language: manual. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006. 495 p.

26. Hornby A. S. The Advanced Learner’s Dictionary of Current English. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1982.
842 p. 57

27. Levytsky V.V. , Soloviova O.V. Anthology of the English Language: texts with comments, exercises and
etymological glossary. Vinnytsa: Nova Knyha, 2012. 239 p.

28. Matthews P. The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Linguistics. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1997. 410 p.

29. Murphy R. English Grammar in Use: a self-study reference and practice book for intermediate students.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001. 328 p.

30. Palmer F. R. Grammar (Language & Linguistics Series). London: Penguin, 1971. 210 p.

31. Rayevska N. M. Modern English Grammar: manual. K.: Vischa Shkola, 1976. 304 p.

32. Schuka E. K. A Reader in the History of English: manual. K., 2007. 160 p.

33. Starikova O.M. Seminars in Theoretical Grammar: manual. K.: Vischa Shkola, 1984. 184 p.

34. Verba L. History of the English Language: manual. Vinnytsa: Nova Knyha, 2012. 296 p.

35. Webster's Encyclopedic Unabridged Dictionary of the English Language. New York: Portland House, 1989.
2078 p. 58

36. Yevchenko V. V. Writing and Literary Activity in the Vernacular in Anglo Saxon England. BicHuk >Kutomvpcbkoro
OepXaBHOTo yHiBepcuTeTy iMeHi IBaHa ®paHka. Kutomup: Bug-so XKAY im. |. ®paHka, 2013. Bun. 5 (71). C. 177-190.

@ Jlama nepuwioeo naoxooicennss cmammi 00 eudannsi: 23.02.2026
Jlama nputinamms cmammi 00 OpyKy nicis peyensysanns: 30.03.2026
CraTTs NOLINPIOETECS HA YMOBAX Hama nyonixayii (onpuntoonenns) cmammi: 07.05.2026
ntinensii Bigkpuroro noctyny CC BY 4.0

IS

0 ~NO O

81



