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The article represents the analysis of the peculiarities of expressing the
evaluation meaning with the help of feminine grammeme as a part of the language
consciousness of Ukrainian people.

Key words: evaluation, feminine gender, language consciousness, archetype,
Ukrainian language.
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We studied the peculiarities of alliteration in epic expressions of olonkho “Eles
Botur” written by Petr Ogotoev.

Key words: peculiarities, alliteration, olonkho, word combination.

.
.

 [6]. 
 “ , 

”. 

 “ ” [6]. 
, 

. , ,
 “ , 

” ( ). 
, 

. ,
,  – .

, 
. 

, , 
, . , 

, , . 
: “

, 
 [1]”. 

. 
 “ , 

. , 
, . 

, 
 [6]”.

, , , , 
 [2]. -

. , , ,
,   –  

 (  50 ) 
. 

, 
.

, , 
. 

 “ ”


