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ON THE QUESTION OF NARRATIVE SENTENCES IN RUSSIAN AND CHINESE
LANGUAGES

K BOITPOCY HIOBECTBOBATEJIBHOI'O NPEAJIOKEHU A
B PYCCKOM U KUTAHCKOM SI3bIKAX

OKku 6awika mysyiyuwmezy Mmuiou CAalblumuvlpyy Meopusiiblk 0d NPAKMUKAIbIK Od
maauuze 33 607yN, MUIOUH OKWOUWL HCAHA AUBLIPMATO0YY OeNeuleput aHbIKIMO020, HCAaNnbl OUOY
HCAHA MUNOUH OeNRULYY KYOYIYUWMAPbIH MAKMO020, MUIOUH UYKU MEXAHUSMUH MEPEHUPIIK
U3UIOen 63204ONYKMOPYyH MyuyHyy2e sxcapoam bepem. buzoun canviuumsipmanyy usuioooHyH
npeomemu — ap 6auika MuiouK CUCMeMAanbiH ap 6auKa monmopyHa KUpeeH opyc Hcama Kelmai
munoepu. Opyc munu @aekmugdyy muidep mooyHa Kupce, djl SMU Kblmail muiu amop@pmyK mui
mooynan mypam. M3un006HyH memacvl Kblmai Muiut YupeH2OHOOPOYH CaAHbl KOOOUSOHOYSYHO
oaunanviuumyy 601yn akmyanoyyaykmy sxcapamam. byn 6acvimmazel canviuumuipyy yem muaun
MAaK JHCanan mepey 6300Umypyyee 606120 My3yn, KOMOPMO HCAHA UIUMULL HCAAMBIHOA
JIUHSBUCTUKATILIK OUTUMOEPOU HAMBIUICATLYY NAUOANAHYY2d MYMKYHOYK Oepem.

O30k ce300p. Opyc munu, Kolmau Muiu, CAtblUMbIPMA Maidoo, Hcall CYUuiIoM,
OKUWLOWMYK, AULIPMAYBLIbIK.

Conocmasnenue 08yX pasHOCMPYKMYPHBIX A3bIKOS UMeem KaK MeopemuiecKyio
3HAYUMOCMb, MAK U NPAKMUYecKoe 3HaveHue, 0aem 603MONCHOCD BbIABUNMb 8 HUX CXOOHblE U
omauyumenbHvle NPUHAKU, HAUMU 00wue MOMeHmyvl U cneyuguueckue A6leHuUs, nomozaem
2nyboice NPOHUKHYMb 80 GHYMPEHHUN MEeXAHU3M U NOHAMb ux cneyuguxy. Ilpeomemom nawezo
CONOCMAUMENbHO20 UCCIe008AHUS ABNAIOMCS AZbIKU, HAXOOAWUEC 8 PA3HBIX A3bIKOBBIX CEMbIX
U OMHOCAWUXCS K PASHBIM 2PYNNAM, PYCCKUU U KUmauckuil. Pycckuil a36ik omnocumcs Kk epynne
DreKmuUBHbIX A3bIKOS, MO020a KAK KUMAUCKULL — K ZpYynne U30aupylowux s3vikos. Tema
UCCe008AHUsL AKMYAIbHA 6 C8A3U C MeM, YMO B03POCIO KOAUYECMBO J00el U3VUarouux
kumatickuti a3vik. CpagueHue 8 0aHHOU obaacmu cnocobcmeyem 6ojiee MOYHOMY U 21YOOKOMY
0CB0EHUI0 UHOCMPAHHO20 A3bIKA, NPUMOM MO N03601um 6o.ee IheKmusHo UCnoab308amy
JIUH2BUCMUYECKUE 3HAHUS 8 NePeBOOYEeCKOU U HAYUHOU 0esimenlbHOCHU.

Knrwouesvie cnoea: pycckuil A3bIK, KUMAUCKUU A3bIK, CPAGHUMENbHbIU AHAIU3,
nogecmeogamenbHoe NPeodylodceHie, CX00Cmeo, paziudue.

Comparison of two differently structured languages has both theoretical significance and
practical significance, makes it possible to identify similar and distinctive features in them, find
common points and specific phenomena, helps to penetrate deeper into the internal mechanism
and understand their specifics. The subject of our comparative study is languages that are in
different language families and belong to different groups, Russian and Chinese. Russian
belongs to the group of inflectional languages, while Chinese belongs to the group of isolating
languages. The research topic is relevant due to the fact that the number of people learning
Chinese has increased. Comparison in this area contributes to a more accurate and deep
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mastery of a foreign language, moreover, this will allow more effective use of lingui>e
knowledge in translation and scientific activities.

Key words: Russian language, Chinese language, comparative analysis, narrative
sentence, similarity, difference.

Introduction. Syntactic function of a word is manifested through its interaction with other
words in a sentence. For the correct and expedient construction of the utterance, the observance
of the normalized word order is important. According to generally accepted linguistic concepts,
the order in a simple sentence is "a typical relative arrangement of word forms in their definite
functions of the subject, predicate, etc." [I, p. 270]. In most languages, direct word order
dominates, and deviation from it is considered as not corresponding to the syntactic norm of
implementation. With that, both Russian and Chinese are relevant in this aspect with a
pronounced variability and flexibility of the norm.

Main part. A simple narrative sentence is the basic syntactic unit of the Russian and Chinese
languages. Structurally simple sentence has a grammatical basis, i.e., subject and predicate. A
narrative sentence is a type of sentence by function, it serves to convey one of the main forms of
thought - judgment [1, p. 265]. It is the most common type of sentence in both Russian and
Chinese.

Let's consider the relevant specifics of the Russian language. The Russian language is
characterized by a relatively free word order, which expands the possibilities of modifying the
grammatical structure. In many respects, this is facilitated by its predominantly synthetic
structure and a developed derivational system. In connection with this, methodologically, the
potential of freedom of syntactic transformations in Russian language should be considered in a
derivational aspect. Derivation is “the process of creating some linguistic units (derivatives) on
the basis of others, the original ones, in the simplest case, by “expanding” the root with an
affixation or word composition. In this regard, derivation is sometimes identified with word
formation” [2, p. 265]. However, for the predominantly synthetic Russian language, the
inflectional aspect of derivation is no less important. The derivation process can be aimed at
using a sign in a new meaning or a new function [3, p. 107].

In addition, in the work "General linguistics and questions of the French language" S. Balli
described the possibility of changing the grammatical meaning of a language unit with full
preservation of its semantic meaning. He considered the derivational process as a transposition,
and differentiated two types of transposition. E. Kurilovich proposed to distinguish between
lexical and syntactic derivation. Lexical derivation assumes that "the source and the derivative
words are identical to each other in terms of the primary syntactic function" [4, p. 63], for
example: long-haired - with long hair. Unlike lexical derivation, syntactic derivation occurs
while maintaining the same lexical meaning and is aimed at changing the syntactic function of
units [4, p. 60 63], for example, walk - walking, kind - kindness. One way or another, in
linguistic science the concept of "derivation" is considered as "the formation of new linguistic
units (derivatives) from producing linguistic units (derivatives) with the help of derivational or
inflectional linguistic means" [3, p. 106].

In Russian, with the help of syntactic derivatives, changing the order of words in a simple
declarative sentence often does not lead to a change in the sequence of syntactic components. "A
syntactic derivative is a form with the same lexical content as the original form, but with a
different syntactic function" [3, p. 61]. In other words, instead of changing the syntactic function
using word order, you can use a different grammatical form of a particular lexeme. So, if in the
proposal, for example, the City Council of City Deputies approved the Regulations on the Medal
of Honor "For Merit to Staraya Russa", swap the phrases of the City Council of City Deputies
and the Regulations on the Medal of Honor "For Merit to Staraya Russa ", then the grammatical
form of the verb approved in the personal form (active voice) changed to the form of the passive
voice was approved - the neuter gender was approved:" The Regulation on the Medal of Honor
"For Merit to Staraya Russa" was approved by the city council of city deputies .
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In addition, in the original sentence, subject is the word advice, object is the- position: and in %
derived sentence, the word position becomes the subject, noun advice in the instrumental case is
the object. Despite the change in the syntactic function of the units involved, in both simple
declarative sentences the syntactic components are arranged in the same order: subject +
predicate + object. Thus, in the Russian, nouns are characterized by active inflectional
possibilities and a developed inflectional system. At the same time, changing the order of words
in a sentence often does not require a change in the internal structure of the linguistic units
involved.

Now let’s consider the specifics of the Chinese language. The Chinese has acquired many
peculiar features in the process of its formation. In particular, "... since ancient times in the
Chinese, the main methods of expressing grammatical meaning are the order of words and the
using of service words" [5, p. five]. This indicates that in the Chinese, the order of words
(syntactic components) has more functionality.

This specificity, in turn, is associated with the functionality of the very structural elements of the
utterance in the Chinese. If in the Russian the basic unit of the language is the word, then in the
Chinese the significance depends not so much on the lexical semantics as on the morphological
or morphemic semantics: a typical situation is when a hieroglyph is comparable in importance to
a morpheme, in particular, of the Russian. At the same time, in Chinese grammar, it is 7552 ytisu
(‘'morpheme') that is recognized as “the minimum significant unit of the language, the minimum
combination of sound and meaning, and the main word-formation element” [6, p. 68]. The very
same Aci (‘word’) of the Chinese, in turn, is considered “the minimum significant unit of the
language that can be used in the language independently” [7, p. 71] - and that is only functional,
but not semantic. This differentiation of the concepts of morpheme and word is due to the
specificity of hieroglyphic semiotics.

Thus, in the Chinese, most morphemes are completely self-sufficient in a functional aspect. They
are divided into H H1&FEziyou yisu (‘free morphemes’) and 575 18 tigzhuo yuisu (‘related
morphemes’). In this regard, a free morpheme can be used as a linguistic sign isolated within the
framework of a syntactic construction, for example:

Y1kanjian ta de érzi, wo jiu juédé ta bi qunian bian gao shou le yixie.
As soon as I saw his son, I felt that he was a little taller and thinner than last year.
Here the free morphemes Figao and ¥ shou express grammatically and lexically stable
semantics: ‘tall’ and ‘emaciated’, respectively. Thus, when a free morpheme is used in a
syntactic construction, its significance as a morpheme is included in the significance of the word
as a more complex unit.
The linked morpheme of the Chinese, unlike the free morpheme, cannot be used on its own: it is
itself a component word component, and is used only in combination with other morphemes.
Thus, the unit ¥ in ancient monuments had the significance of ‘descendant’, as well as the
ability to express a polite address or mention. However, in modern Chinese, this morpheme is
exclusively a suffix for a noun and a countable word, or a prefix that adds the meaning
‘derivative’, ‘secondary’, ‘subordinate’, etc. to the noun [7, p. 645]. For example:

DUl — AR

Wan zuan zi shi y1 jian youqu de shi.

Playing with drills is a fun thing.

In this context, the morpheme ¥~ is a suffix for noun £57- (‘drills’).
In this case, a Chinese word can consist of several morphemes, and in a word morphemes can be
combined in a different order. In such a linguistic situation, the general significance of a word
depends on the sequence of its constituent morphemes, for example:

RESERN 20 LR B A 22R9IN e, 25k tirelis e ik,

Miigin hénii'ér dou hén xihuan ydu kong de shihou, qu guangjié huozhé qu he kafei.

Both mother and daughter like to go shopping or drink coffee when they are free.
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Ernii shiyé shang de chéngjiu shi fimii zui hio de anweéi.

Achievement in the career of children is the best comfort for parents.

In this example, the words % JLnii'ér (‘daughter’) and JL%érnli(‘children’) are composed
of the morphemes % nii (‘woman’) and JLér (‘child’) in different order. Their lexical meaning
depends on the sequence of morphemes involved. So, if the morpheme %Znii is at the beginning
of a word, then a common noun 7z JLnii'"ér (‘daughter’) is formed, at the beginning if there is a
morpheme JLér, then this is a collective noun JLZcérnli (‘children’).

In addition, there is no grammatical category of declension in Chinese, so the order of
words in a sentence plays a key role. This is especially noticeable when comparing the potential
of word order in Chinese and Russian. Thus, in the "Theoretical Grammar of the Chinese
Language" Russian (Soviet) researcher B. 1. Gorelov writes that a fixed word order is one of the
syntactic means that play an important role in the grammatical structure of the Chinese [8, p. 97].

However, up to the present time, there are different opinions regarding the framework of
the regulation of the word order in the Chinese. One of the most controversial in this regard is
the question of the terms corresponding to the Russian-language term word order: it can be both
A feixu (actually, 'word order') and 1ZFFylixu (‘order of syntactic components'). There are
different points of view on this issue in Chinese linguistics, and the discussion continues.

Thus, Li Jingxi, Zhao Yuanzheng, Tszyu Chengxi, Liu Yongquan and others have
already used only the term 7] Fcixu (‘word order’) [for example, 9] in their works. At the same
time, other authors such as Zhang Shilu, Dai Haoi, Tang Tingchn and others already preferred
the term (‘order of syntactic components’) [for example, 10]. Thus, in the "Dictionary of
Linguistic Science Wang Li" the term 7d]FFcixu (‘word order') is understood only as "the
grammatical conditionality of the using of certain words (and phrases), which is an important
syntactic tool in the Sino-Tibetan languages" [11, p. ... 106]. However, i&/Fytxu (‘order of
syntactic components’) is not mentioned at all in this source. In doing so, however, Wang Li
discusses the term id]f-cixu (‘word order’) in some detail.

On the other hand, Hu Zhuanglin disputes the aforementioned thesis in his work: he
believes that 1A/ Fcixi means exactly ‘the order of words’, and 7&/Fylixi means ‘the order of
syntactic components’ [12, p. 53]. In his concept, both terms under consideration differ from
each other: 17]¥cixi ('word order') implies both somatic and syntactic relations in a phrase and
a sentence, and 1&/Fylxu (‘order of syntactic components') implies only syntactic relations. In
the’” Chinese-Russian Dictionary of the Russian Graphic System’” provides different translations
of these terms: 17 f-cixu is translated as 'word order in a sentence', and 1& ¥ ytixu as 'word order’
[13]. As you can see, the problem of identifying the terms 17 /Fcixu ('word order') and & Fytixu
(‘order of syntactic components') has received a lot of attention in the history of Chinese
linguistics.

In modern Chinese, the semantics of syntactic constructions can change depending on the
order of their constituent units. Thus, the classical phrase of modern Chinese consists of
H.la1A]zhongxin ci (‘central word’) and {EffiiAlxitshi ci (‘defining word’). In this case, the
central word is the main word in the phrase, and the defining word is the dependent word. B. 1.
Gorelov believes that "according to the central component, most phrases of the modern Chinese
language can be subdivided into substantive, adjective and verbal" [8, p. 106]. In a substantive
phrase, the central word is a noun, in an adjective is an adjective, and in a verbal is a verb. For
example, in the collocation %7 HJ4E T-pidoliang de qinzi (‘beautiful skirt'), the central word is
the noun #1-qunzi ('premise’), which makes it possible to classify this phrase as a substantive
type; in the phrase FE7 Jf [ feichang kaixin ('very happy'), the central word is the adjective
JF>kaixin (‘happy'), which makes it possible to classify this phrase as an adjective type; in the
phrase 3L[A] %S SFgongtong féndou (' work together '), the central word is the verb 75 }féndou
(‘work'"), which makes it possible to classify this phrase as a verb type.

When you change the order of words in a phrase, its type changes, and then the part-of-
speech affiliation of its constituent components also changes. Consider the phrases
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B Z/Emoni dongzud(‘to imitate motion’) and ZIERIdongzud méni (‘imitation of oo
motion’). In the first case, the central word is the verb & lméni (‘imitate '), which makes it
possible to classify this phrase as a verb type; in the second case, the central word is the noun
FE4 lmoni (‘imitation'), which makes it possible to classify this phrase as a substantive type.

It is important that in Chinese, depending on the order of words, not only the grammatical
meaning of words in a particular phrase changes, but the semantics of the corresponding
sentence and the syntactic functions of its members also change. Consider the following context:
BEAAG%, MRRBERARRKT, [REATERTF M
Jishi shéngdé dud, y¢€ hui géi zhén de rén chi miele, tong licrén da wan lang zi ytyang.

No matter how many of you are born, real people will destroy you, just as wolf hunters
destroy.

Here, if the mnouns J&Aliérén (‘hunters’) and JEflang =z (‘Wolves'),
(FR-7-$T5E% N —71%) are interchanged in the construction, then the new design will already
mean 'how wolves destroy hunters'. In this case, the semantics of the original sentence is
significantly modified due to a change in the order of its constituent words. At the same time, in
the original sentence, the word J& Aliérén (‘hunters’) is the subject, J&1-lang zi(‘wolves’) is an
object; and in the modified sentence, the word JRf-lang zi (‘'wolves') becomes the subject, and
the noun 4% Aliérén (‘hunters’) becomes the object. Despite the change in the syntactic function
of the units involved, in both sentences the syntactic components are arranged in the same order:
subject + predicate + object.

In Russian, syntactic derivation does not change the semantics of the sentence and its
metastructure, although the syntactic function of the units involved undergoes significant
changes. In Chinese, a similar modification transforms Fzff] zhtidong ju('sentence of the
active structure ") into #%z/1]beidong ju('sentence of the passive structure ). The construction, in
which the subject designates the real subject of the action, and the addition is the real object of
the action, is called =EZf1f)zhiidong ju(‘the sentence of the active structure’) [14, p. 82]. In a
Chinese sentence, a change in the order of words leads to a change in the semantics of the
sentence and the syntactic function of units. At the same time, in order to preserve the semantics
of the sentence of the active structure in the Chinese language - during its modification - special
function words are used, expressing relations equivalent to the passive voice in Russian. With
the help of such service words, an active sentence can be turned into a special construction with
a fixed word order, the so-called #%zffJbéidong ju (‘passive sentence'). This allows us to draw a
parallel with the Russian-language grammatical model, and to consider the modification of this
type in the Chinese as well as a syntactic derivation of fJ{£JRAjufd paisheéng (which is still
extremely rarely described in Chinese linguistics).

One of the classical grammatical tools used in the Chinese language for creating syntactic
constructions of a passive type is the hieroglyph #bei, which is a function word. So, a
modification of the above example with the hieroglyph #%béi would look like this:
A5 AN HT583R F—FF (‘how the wolves were destroyed by the hunters'). If in the original
sentence the subject is the word J& Aliérén (‘hunters’), the object is the word IR {lang zi
(‘wolves’), then in the derivative the word R f-lang zi (‘wolves”) becomes the subject, the noun
& Aliérén (‘hunters’) becomes the object. However, despite the change in the syntactic function
of the units involved, the semantics of the original sentence is preserved. The syntactic
components in the sentence of the passive structure are arranged according to the following
model: subject + function word #¥beéi + object + predicate. Thus, in the context of a simple
declarative sentence, syntactic derivation in Russian is typically implemented by changing the
form of the verb, and in Chinese, function words are used for this.

Conclusion. In Russian, syntactic derivation changes the functionality of linguistic units,
but does not lead to a change in the semantics and metastructure of the sentence. Syntactic
derivation is also common in Chinese. As well, in Chinese grammar, the terms 17 ffcixu (‘word
order') and 1% Fytlixu ('syntactic component order') characterize hierarchically different levels of
syntax for a simple declarative sentence. The word order functionality in Russian and Chinese
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simple declarative sentences has its own peculiarities. However, the relevant linguistic relat
in both Russian and Chinese languages can be described in the aspect of formalizing these
languages and their system modeling.
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