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MIKIPOITIO3UTUBHI BIZIHOHIEHHSA B ITUCKYPCI
AMEPUKAHCBKHUX BJIOI'IB

Y cmammi pozenamymo cemammuuni MIHCHPONO3UMUBHI  BIOHOUIEHHS 8 OUCKYPCI
AMEPUKAHCLKUX 010218, AKI CKIa0aromy neeHi munu OUu3alHié yb02o OUCKYPCY MAa CHPUAIOMb 1020
Kocepenmuocmi. Pesynomamu 0o0cniodxcenHs ceiouamv, W0 CeMAHMUYHI MIdHCNPONO3UMUBHI
BIOHOWIEHHS BU3HAYAIOMb MAKPO-CEMAHMUYHY CMPYKmypy Ouckypcy onocie. Busuwaueno nesi
HAUYacmomui munu OU3auHie OUCKYPCY AMEPUKAHCLKUX O110218.

Kniouosi cnoea: ouckypc, 0Onoeu, nponozuyis, MOGIEHHEBA NOOis, MINCNPONOZUMUBHI
CeManmuyHi 8iOHOUEHHS.

The article deals with semantic interpropositional relations in American blog discourse. They
aim to enhance coherence in this discourse. The results show that particular types of
interpropositional relations are used on macro-semantic level to construct blog discourse. The most
common designs of American blog discourse are identified.

Keywords: discourse, blogs, proposition, speech event, interpropositional semantic relations.

Be0® Onorum chorogHi € JOCUTH MOMYJASPHUM THUIIOM KOMYHiKaulii. Sk Tun
KOMYHiKallii Be0-0JIOru BiIHOCHUMO 0 I00anpHO1 KoMyHikalii [1]. B ocTtanHi poku
dboKyCc yBarum MOCIHITHUKIB aKIEHTYEThCS HAa JTOCIIIKEHHI MOBU y BHKOPHUCTAHHI.
JIIHTBICTH AOCIIKYIOTh K PEYEHHS-BUCIOBIIOBAHHS MOBSA3aHI MIXK COOOIO B TEKCTI
JUISL TOCSTHEHHS YCITIIITHOT KOMYHiKaiii [3, 4, 5]. BaxuBoro XapakTepuCTUKOIO TEKCTY
SK IIIJTICHOT OJIMHHUII € 3BA30K MIX IIPOIO3HUIIIIMH a00 MOCTIOBHICTD, Y3TOJKEHICTh
(KOTE€pPEHTHICT).

MeTo10 JOCHIKEHHSI € CTBOPUTH CHCTEMHO-OPIEHTOBaHY KiIacHQiKailiio
Jv3aiiHiB OJIOTIB, IO JIEXKAaTh B OCHOBI JUHAMIYHOTO PO3TOPTaHHS AUCKYpCy. bymo
MPOAHAJII30BAHO IHTEPHET-CTATTI PI3HUX >KaHPIB 3 MPOBITHUX aMEPUKAHCHKUX OJIOTIB
3a 2019 pik.

Makpo-cemMaHTHYHA CTPYKTypa AUCKYPCY aMEPUKAHCBKUX OJIOTIB, SIKY MH
pPO3MIAIaEMO SIK JHM3aliH OJIOTiB, OCHOBaHA Ha TEBHHUX THUIIAX MDKIIPONO3HUINHHUX

CEMaHTUYHUX BIAHOMIEHb. JIJIS OCTIIKEHHS BUKOPUCTOBYEMO KiacH(iKaIliio
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MixHapoHa HayKOBa KOH(EPEHITis
«ITPOBJIEMU 3AT'AJIBHOI'O TA TTOPIBHAJIBHO-ICTOPUYHOI'O MOBO3HABCTBA»
(ma momany mam’ati mpodecopa B. B. Jlyuuka)

MIXKPIBHEBUX CEMaHTHYHHUX BIJTHOIICHB, sIKy 3ampomionyBaB I1. B. 3epHenpkuii [2,
c.67 — 88]. Tak po3pi3HAIOTH BICIM THITIB CEMAaHTUYHUX MDKIIPOIIO3HUITIHIX
BIIHOIIICHB: 1) TOTOXXHOCTI, 2) €KBIBaJIGHTHOCTI, 3) MOpIBHAHHSA, 4) KOHTPACTY, 5)
“mine-yactuHa”, 6) MPOCTOPOBI, 7) TEMIOpabHI, 8) IMILTIKAII].

VY pe3ynbrarti JOCHIHKEHHS OyJI0 BUSBICHO, IO HAWOIIBII YaCTOTHUMH € TakKi
TUIH JU3aHIB aMepUKaHChKHUX OJ10T1B: (1) TeMmopalbHi, IPOCTOPOBI M IMILTIKAITT; (2)
IMITTIKaIi, “mige-gacTuHa’” 1 eKBiBaJeHTHOCTI; (3) MPOCTOpOBI, TeMMoOpajibHI Ta

TOTOKHOCTI.
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