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Abstract. In contemporary Ukrainian classical philology, the class of Latin adjectives is represented
only fragmentarily. Analysing Latin adjectives through the lens of modern word formation theory
enriches existing research in the theoretical grammar of classical languages. The objective of
this study was to identify the word formation categories of Latin adjectives and elucidate the
mechanisms of their derivational representation. The research employed selective, the word
formation approach, descriptive and valence-distribution methods to analyse, systematise, classify
and study the syntactic features of Latin adjectives. It is substantiated that the functional features
of adjectives, which reflect its ability to express a static feature of an object, are fundamental for
understanding its semantic and grammatical characteristics as a part of speech and the author
distinguishes between primary adjectives that convey a qualitative feature, have a root and
an ending and secondary adjectives that reflect a complex feature, are derivative in nature and
contain prefixes or suffixes. The findings revealed that the cornerstone of Latin adjectival word
formation is the derivative adjective. New lexical meanings in these adjectives are primarily
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Classification of word formation categories in Latin adjectives

conveyed through suffixes, while prefixes provide additional semantic shades. Word formation
categories unite various derivative adjectives that share a common base and derivational meaning,
formed through suffixation, prefixation, or a combination of both. Suffixes and prefixes function
to modify the intensity of the attribute expressed by the adjectival root, indicating either an
augmented or diminished degree of the attribute's manifestation. Eight word-forming categories
of Latin adjectives are distinguished: insufficient degree of feature expression; excessive intensity
of feature; subjective quality assessment; visitativity; temporal attributivity; locative attributivity;
order; degrees of comparison. The degrees of comparison stand apart from the other categories, as
they span three grammatical levels: word formation, syntax, and morphology. This study deepens
the understanding of the Latin system of adjectival word formation, shedding light on both the
formal mechanisms of its realisation and the semantic interpretations of the derived lexical units.
The results of this research can serve as a foundation for further theoretical inquiries into the
derivational processes of Latin

Keywords: degrees of attribute manifestation; word formation; derivative adjectives; word
formation methods; suffixation; prefixation

Introduction

In the current phase of humanities scholar- role in constructing meaning and conveying
ship, the study of the grammatical structure stylistic nuances in literary and philosophical
of the Latin language holds a distinguished texts. Investigating their use deepens the re-
place. Analysing the word-formation catego-  searchers’ appreciation of the stylistic and se-
ries of Latin adjectives is particularly relevant = mantic dimensions of Latin works, which is of
to contemporary research, as it provides deeper  great importance to classical philologists and
insights into the mechanisms by which mean-  translators alike. Latin’s profound influence on
ings were constructed in classical languages, the evolution of Romance and other European
i.e., languages that have significantly shaped languages further underscores the importance
the development of modern European languag-  of studying its word-formation processes. This
es and scientific terminology. The examination research not only enriches the historical under-
of Latin adjective word formation enhances the  standing of grammar but also reveals universal
understanding of linguistic processes, includ-  patterns of word formation that persist in mod-
ing the systematisation of vocabulary, the crea-  ern languages.

tion of terminology, and the conceptualisation The study of Latin adjectives has been a
of abstract ideas, thereby advancing the field subject of interest for many linguists across
of linguistics. Moreover, the analysis of Latin  various historical periods. In the contemporary
adjective word-formation processes informs era, the analysis of Latin adjectives was part
the development of models for morphological  of broader linguistic and classical studies that
analysis in modern computational linguistics.  focus on the Latin language and its grammar.
These models can be adapted to investigate = Modern scholars, particularly S. Polyuga (2021),
other languages with analogous morphological  have argued that the theory of parts of speech,
structures, contributing to the creation of mul-  originating in ancient Greece first as a philo-
tilingual linguistic resources and automated sophical concept and later as a philological one,
translation systems. The study of Latin adjec- was subsequently applied to Latin. Over the
tives is also indispensable due to their pivotal following centuries, theoretical grammar of the
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Latin language has been enriched with new ap-
proaches and theories concerning morphologi-
cal units and categories.

The scholarly interest in the adjective is
driven by its defining semantic characteristic,
which conveys the categorical meaning of a
non-processual property of an object, expressed
through syntactic categories of gender, num-
ber, case, and suffixes (structure, function, and
meaning). Over the past few decades, research
on Latin adjectives has been enriched by pub-
lications from European scholars. The Czech
researcher L. Pultrova (2023) explored which
Latin adjectives and adverbs allow for compar-
ative and superlative forms, establishing the
theoretical foundations and methodology of
the category of comparison. However, further
investigation is needed into the category of de-
grees of comparison of adjectives as a specific
type of word-formation category in Latin ad-
jectives. In addition, the professor of historical
linguistics P. Cuzzolin (2021) described various
prefixes that the Latin language uses to express
negation, marked in nouns and adjectives. The
author examined the semantic role played by
these prefixes, which alter the meaning of ad-
jectives with which they combine, shifting it
from positive to negative. Nonetheless, there is
a need to supplement existing descriptions of
the nature of Latin adjectives within the frame-
work of the categories employed in contempo-
rary linguistics.

Ukrainian scholars have made a significant
contribution to the study of the Latin language
within the field of linguistics. Notably, B. Cher-
niukh (2022) substantiated the initial gender
differentiation of the adjective, identifying the
emergence of masculine and feminine forms in
the early stages of its development. According
to the scholar’s observations, at a later stage,
the formation of the gender system in adjectives
resulted in a form with three distinct endings.
The formal differentiation of masculine and
feminine genders in some Latin adjectives oc-
curred subsequently, alongside the appearance
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of third-declension adjectives with three end-
ings and the development of the comparative
degrees of adjectives. In analysing the forma-
tion of comparative degrees in Latin, B. Cher-
niukh described specific morphemes, suffixes,
and suppletive forms used in the creation of
Latin adjectives in various degrees, offering a
substantiated explanation for the formation of
superlative degrees based on different stems
and suffixes found in Classical Latin. It is worth
mentioning that these studies are crucial for
a deeper understanding of historical changes
in the Latin language and the development of
vocabulary within the Indo-European language
family. However, it is argued that further inves-
tigation is needed into the morphological and
syntactic features of adjectives that express the
static attributes of objects.

Further, S. Antonyuk (2015) analysed the
Latin adjective as a distinct part of speech, cat-
egorising it into primary and secondary forms.
However, derivative word-formation adjectives
were not addressed. Numerous studies have fo-
cused on the issues of grammatical adjective se-
mantics. A comparative analysis of the seman-
tics of diminutivised adjectives and adverbs in
Ukrainian and Latin has been explored in lin-
guistic research. For instance, N. Ruda (2011)
established that diminutive adjectives in
Ukrainian are primarily used to convey dimin-
utive semantics, as well as evaluative-emotion-
al attitudes and/or expressions. In contrast, in
Latin, the same formations are typically distin-
guished (though not always clearly) in terms of
expressing objective gradation of reduction or
enhancement of a specific attribute, as well as
evaluative-emotional meaning and/or expres-
sion. Nonetheless, further research is needed
to explore the semantic-functional dimensions
of these formations in both languages. Later,
I. Sai (2019), in her investigation of the lexical
status of adjectives such as bahuvrihi (based on
the first twelve books of Homer’s Iliad), argued
that the meaning of the resulting unit is nei-
ther identical to the concept nor to the object

International Journal of Philology. 2024. Vol. 28, No. 4




Classification of word formation categories in Latin adjectives

denoted by each of its components. The parts
of the word maintain specific defined rela-
tionships, which are consolidated in the over-
all meaning of the whole word. However, the
word-formation meaning of these construc-
tions has not been adequately addressed.

The semantic-structural features of Lat-
in colour adjectives, including various shades,
have been studied by Ukrainian linguists. Thus,
V.G. Synytsia et al. (2023) examined the rep-
resentation of the colour component “red” and
its nuances in Latin medical terminology. It was
established that in adjectives with a chromat-
ic component, the lexical level is inherently
linked to the semantic one. The nomination of
a denotate based on an external characteristic,
specifically colour, directly highlights the visual
attribute of a disease. Considering the said, the
analysis of word-formation processes in Latin
adjectives with the colour component ‘red” and
its shades remains underdeveloped and re-
quires further exploration.

While word-formation categories of Latin
adjectives have been partially examined, they
have not been fully explored and demand fur-
ther investigation. The aim of this study was
to analyse the word-formation of Latin adjec-
tives and its influence on modern languages.
The research objectives included systematising
and classifying the word-formation categories
of Latin adjectives, identifying their primary
types, and analysing their structural and se-
mantic characteristics to gain a deeper under-
standing of Latin morphology and its impact on
contemporary languages.

Materials and Methods
The source base for this study included the
following works: Latin-Ukrainian and Ukrain-
ian-Latin Dictionary (Churakova, 2009), Lat-
in-Ukrainian Word-Formation Dictionary (Pet-
rova, 2010), and Ukrainian-Ancient Greek-Latin
Dictionary (Boyko & Myronova, 2012). To
achieve the objectives and goals of the research,
several methods were employed in a structured
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and sequential manner. The first stage of the
study began with a sampling method, crucial
for analysing and systematising Latin adjec-
tive lexemes. This method involved identifying
and selecting specific adjectival lexemes from
various sources, including the above-men-
tioned dictionaries and electronic databases.
The focus was placed on selecting adjectives
that would be representative of different mor-
phological models, ensuring a broad sample for
maximal analysis. The observation method was
then used to track the functioning of these ad-
jectives in Latin texts, providing a solid foun-
dation for subsequent research. The selected
adjectives were systematically categorised ac-
cording to their morphological structure.

After the selection and systematisation
of adjectives, the word-formation method was
employed to understand the creation of new
lexical meanings within the structure of adjec-
tives. According to the aims and objectives of
the research, derivative adjectives were com-
pared with their base forms, analysing how the
addition of prefixes, suffixes, or other morpho-
logical elements led to the emergence of new
meanings. At this stage, a detailed analysis of
the morphological components of each adjec-
tive was carried out, focusing on roots and affix-
es, to explore how these elements contributed
to the formation of new lexemes. The word-for-
mation analysis allowed for the identification
of clear patterns in the development of mean-
ing in adjectives, emphasising how derivational
processes shaped the Latin lexicon.

The next method applied was the descrip-
tive method, which served as the primary ap-
proach for classifying the selected material. At
this stage, adjectives were classified according
to their morphological and semantic charac-
teristics. The descriptive method provided a
clear and systematic classification of adjectives
into various linguistic categories, such as reg-
ular or irregular derivation, or specific seman-
tic groups. This classification was essential for
interpreting the broader linguistic functions of




adjectives, as it highlighted their integration
into the structure of Latin. The interpretation
of these categories contributed to the under-
standing of the evolution of adjectival forms and
their role in communication, which helped draw
conclusions about their linguistic significance.

For further analysis of the structure of
word-formation categories, valency-distribu-
tive analysis methods were used, focusing on
understanding the syntactic behavior of adjec-
tives, particularly their combination with oth-
er elements in sentences. The valency of each
adjective was analysed, determining its ability
to take complements or modify nouns, which
helped clarify the syntactic roles of adjectives.
Moreover, distributive analysis facilitated the
examination of the functions of adjectives in
various syntactic structures, and their analysis
emphasised their positional flexibility, estab-
lishing rules for the placement of adjectives
in Latin syntax. This stage provided a deeper
understanding of the functional capabilities of
adjectives in context.

The structural framework of adjective
meaning was investigated using componen-
tial analysis and the contextual method, which
were employed to explore the meanings of ad-
jectives on a deeper semantic level. Componen-
tial analysis involved breaking down the mean-
ing of each adjective into its core semantic
components, which allowed the study to reveal
even subtle shifts in meaning when comparing
derivative adjectives with their base forms. The
detailed analysis of adjective meanings was
further enriched by the contextual method,
examining how adjectives were used in textual
contexts. Considering the usage of adjectives
in various sentences and literary works, the re-
sults led to identifying the impact of context on
the meaning and functions of adjectives.

All stages, from the initial selection and
systematisation of data, word-formation anal-
ysis, and classification of adjectives to the
study of their syntactic behavior and semantic
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analysis, enabled a comprehensive study of the
formation and functions of Latin adjectives.
Each method played a crucial role in achieving
the primary goal, isolating the word-formation
categories of Latin adjectives within the lin-
guistic model and illuminating the means of
word-formation representation

Results and Discussion

In the morphological theory of the Latin lan-
guage, Greco-Roman linguistic traditions,
which established principles for the classifi-
cation of parts of speech, are clearly reflected.
The systematisation was rooted in the Stoic
and Alexandrian schools (late 4" century BCE),
whose scholars distinguished grammar as an
independent discipline, delineating its object
and method of research, and creating special-
ised terminology. According to L. Zvonska et
al. (2017), the scholars of these schools classi-
fied word classes into parts of speech, varying
in number from five to eight, though adjectives
were not initially included. In subsequent cen-
turies, the study of languages was based on
the classification systems developed by these
schools, applying semantic, morphological and
syntactic criteria, i.e., a methodological ap-
proach still upheld by modern grammarians.

It is agreed with A. Sihler (2008), who ob-
served differences between Greek and Lat-
in morphology and lexicon, arguing that the
forms in the systems of Latin and Greek ad-
jectives “vary differently” from their common
beginnings. Over the centuries, adjectives were
integrated into the parts of speech category,
functioning to express attributes of objects ei-
ther directly or through their relation to other
objects. These attributes include colour (e.g.
caesius “blue or grey-blue”, flavus “yellow”, vi-
olaceus “violet”), quality (clarus “bright”, gros-
sus “thick”, flexilis “flexible”), tactile features
(asper “rough”, acer “sharp”), size (magnus
“large”, parvus “small”), smell (aromaticus “ar-
omatic”, floreus “floral”), taste (acerbus “bitter,
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sour”, dulcis “sweet”), age (senex “old”, juvenis
“young”), physical and intrinsic properties
of living beings (pulcher “beautiful”, crudel-
is “cruel”), material (ferreus “iron”, querceus
“oak™), associations (bellicus “military”), shape
(rotundus “round”, quadratus “square”), pos-
session (Hectoreus “of Hector”), time (aeternus
“eternal”), and space (supernus “high”, inferus
“low”). From these characteristics, it becomes
apparent that adjectives encompass diverse
features. It is found that some attributes act as
inherent qualities, while others acquire seman-
tic and morphological significance in specific
syntactic positions.

The morphological and syntactic charac-
teristics of adjectives are closely linked to their
syntactic behaviour. The syntactic functioning
of adjectives, given their varied interpretations,
becomes fundamental in understanding their
semantic-grammatical features. The defining
semantic property of adjectives is their expres-
sion of static attributes of objects. Unlike oth-
er parts of speech, adjectives agree with their
governing nouns in gender, number and case.
Shared categories for adjectives and nouns in-
clude case, number and gender, with the case
category being particularly significant. The ad-
jectival case category is grammatically depend-
ent on the case features of the noun, as adjec-
tives do not possess more cases than nouns.
The syntactic position of adjectives is primarily
attributive, meaning they accompany nouns,
depend on them and replicate their grammat-
ical forms. Adjectival categories of number and
gender are morphologically inflectional and de-
termined by the noun. Masculine, feminine and
neuter adjectival forms reflect the respective
grammatical features of the noun, structuring
the syntactic relationship between the govern-
ing noun and the dependent adjective.

Next, S. Antonyuk (2015) argues that ad-
jectives do not form homogeneous function-
al-semantic groups. They are divided into two
subclasses: primary and secondary. Primary ad-
jectives generally convey a qualitative attribute
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(independent of any relationship) and morpho-
logically consist of a root and an ending, e.g.
purus “pure”, ruber “red”. Secondary adjectives
reflect complex attributes (through relations to
objects, actions or places) or derived qualities.
Secondary adjectives exhibit a distinct deriva-
tional nature, containing prefixes and suffixes
in addition to a root and inflection, e.g. sub-sur-
dus “slightly deaf”, ex-animis “lifeless”, glaesar-
ius “amber-like”, nigriculus “darkish”.

The grammatical specificity of adjectives as
a word class, along with the interplay between
primary and secondary adjectives, is grounded
in their morphological and derivational cat-
egories (Greek katégoria “attribute, assertion,
judgment”). Morphological categories, such
as gender, number and case, are abstract con-
cepts that express syntactic subordination of
the adjective to the noun. These categories
are realised through inflections, characterised
by regularity and obligatoriness. For example,
A. Zagnitko (2020) defines derivational catego-
ries as encompassing groups of derivatives with
a common base, meaning and formation meth-
od within the same part of speech.

Adjectival derivational categories com-
prise groups of derived adjectives sharing a
common derivational meaning and formed us-
ing identical methods. In the adjectival class,
derivational pairs consist of base and derived
adjectives: e.g. tacit-us “quiet” - tacit-ul-us
“rather quiet”. According to H. Schmid (2015),
the main methods of forming derivatives in
Latin include suffixation and prefixation (or
prefixal derivation). A. Zagnitko (2020) fur-
ther refines these methods as techniques for
modifying the morphological structure, pho-
netic composition and lexical meaning of base
words, resulting in new derived forms. Derived
adjectives are formed by attaching suffixes and
prefixes to the base. Besides, M. Fruyt (2011)
identifies six types of word formation in Latin:
nominal and verbal compounding, preverba-
tion, agglutination and recategorisation, often
grouped into three main types: suffixation and




prefixation, compounding and recategorisa-
tion. Derivational categories exhibit gram-
matical specificity, lacking the regularity and
obligatoriness of morphological categories.
Suffixes and prefixes specify varying degrees
of the attribute expressed by the adjectival

Shynkaruk et al.

root (Table 1). These affixes indicate intensi-
fication or diminution of the attribute, typical
of qualitative adjectives. Suffixes formally rep-
resent excessive or insufficient degrees of the
attribute, enabling the identification of adjec-
tival derivational categories.

Table 1. Methods of Word Formation for Latin Adjectives

Word Formation Method Prefix/suffix Root Adjective Meaning

Prefixation in- justus injustus unjust
Prefixation prae- clarus praeclarus outstanding
Prefixation sub- ditus subditus subjugated
Prefixation re- novus renovus restored
Prefixation per- fidus perfidus treacherous
Suffixation -alis natur- naturalis natural
Suffixation -osus gloria gloriosus glorious
Suffixation -ilis mob mobilis mobile
Suffixation -aris milit militaris military
Suffixation -eus aur aureus golden

Source: authors development

Categories of insufficient degree of qual-
ity expression. This adjectival category indi-
cates a relatively small degree of quality, where
the manifestation is insufficient compared to
the standard. It is found that derived adjectives
formed by the modification type have meanings
that differ from the meanings of their base ad-
jectives by subtle nuances of insufficient degree
of quality. The simple (synthetic) form of adjec-
tives of this degree is derived from the base of
a regular adjective with the suffixes -iil-(-ctil-),
-ol-. The Latin-Ukrainian Word-Formation Dic-
tionary (Petrova, 2010) contains a significant
portion of such adjectives: albus “white” — al-
biduilus “whitish”, austerus “harsh” — austeriilus
“slightly harsh”, durus “hard” - duriusciilus
“hardish”, ravus “hoarse” - raviilus “slightly
hoarse”, gravis “heavy” - graviusciilus “rather
low”, luteus “yellowish” — luteslus “yellowish”.

According to D. Dinu (2012), the classi-
cal period of Latin saw the activation of new
word-formation processes through prefixation.
The combination of prefixes and lexemes is
generally based on a semantic principle. Thus,

C. Tacobini (2023) noted that prefixes fulfil a
word-formation function and express function-
al-relational meanings, acting as modifiers of
the base lexeme. To convey an incomplete qual-
ity of an object, prefixes are added to the reg-
ular degree adjective: sub- (slightly, a little) as
in austerus — sub-austerus “slightly harsh”, dul-
cis — sub-dulcis “slightly sweet”, as well as both
a prefix and a suffix: crassus — sub-crassiilus
“thickish”; ex- to indicate a change in quality:
albidus — ex-albidus “whitish”.

The category of excessive intensity of qual-
ity is represented by a greater range of methods
for creating adjectival forms. Intensity (Latin
intensio “intensification”, < in-tendo, intendére
“to increase, strengthen”) is manifested when
comparing the quality of one object or phe-
nomenon to another. A significant increase
or surpassing of the normal degree of quality
indicates an intensification of the attribute.
The semantics of excess are conveyed by sev-
eral suffixes and prefixes. In forming adjectives
with excessive or intense quality, the suffix-
es most used are: -0s-, -lentus-, -id-: copiosus
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“abundant”, gloriosus “famous”, argentosus “full
of silver”, frontosus “having a prominent fore-
head”, luxuriosus “luxurious”, Iutulentus “mud-
dy”, opulentus “rich, wealthy”, candidus “daz-
zling white”, avidus “greedy”, madidus “damp”.
Suffixal forms of excessive quality are formed
from adjectives already indicating an excessive
concentration of a given quality. The diminu-
tive suffixes -iil-, -6l- convey expressive mean-
ings: nudus — nudiilus “bare” — “slightly bare”,
parvus — parvolus “small” - “tiny”.

In The Cambridge History of the Romance
Languages (Maiden et al., 2010), it is argued
that excessive intensity is expressed by prefix-
es. However, unlike suffixes, these prefixes do
not carry evaluative force. Prefixes generally
indicate gradational distinctions within the
intensity. Examples include the prefixes per-
(1) intensification, (2) completion, prae- “high
or of a higher degree”, e-, ex- intensification, ex-
tra- “beyond measure”, super- “over, excessive”.
These prefixes supplement the expression of ex-
cessive intensity: senex — per-senex “old” — “very
old”, asper — per-asper “rough” — “very rough”,

amarus — per-amadrus “bitter” - “very bitter”,
frigidus - prae-frigidus “cold” - “very cold”,
gravis — prae-gravis “heavy” — “very heavy”,

longus — prae-longus “long” - “very long”, vali-
dus — e-validus “strong, healthy” — “powerful”,
gelidus — e-gelidus “cold” — “very cold”, aridus -
ex-aridus “dry” — “extremely dry”, artus — ex-ar-
tus “narrow, tight” - “very tight”, altus — ex-altus
“high” — “extremely high”, ordinarius — extra-or-
dinarius “ordinary” — “extraordinary”, natura-
lis — extra-naturdlis “natural” — “supernatural”;
excessive, adultus — super-adultus “mature” —
“overripe”, vacuus — super-vacuus “empty” -
“superfluous, unnecessary”.

Adjectives of the subjective evaluation
category of quality not only convey the char-
acteristic of a subject in terms of its degree
or intensity but also reflect a sensory or emo-
tional attitude towards its quality or state. Ad-
jective forms of subjective evaluation are cre-
ated with the suffixes -tl-(-ciil-), -ol-, -llus. In
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adjectives such as ampliusciilus “quite signif-
icant, considerable, decent”, argutiilus “quite
witty, sharp-tongued”, acutiilus “figuratively,
quite clever, not devoid of wit”, and longiusctilus
“quite long, rather lengthy”, the suffixes convey
evaluation without connoting diminishment.
In some adjectives, these suffixes bring out a
clear emotional nuance, reflecting a subjective
attitude towards the subject: blandiilus “quite
tender”, ebriolus “quite tipsy”, curiostilus “quite
curious, marked by some curiosity”, sordidtilus
“somewhat sordid”. In some adjective forms
with the suffixes -c(iil)-, -llus-, we observe nu-
ances of diminishment: flacciilus “somewhat
wilting”. According to L. Brucale & E. Moccia-
ro (2024), adjective formation with -llus is seen
as gradual adjectives that show the weakening
of either quantity or quality, whether positive
or negative, indicated by the base, e.g. misel-
lus “poor little thing” < miser “poor”, pulchellus
“pretty” < pulcher “beautiful”, pusillus “tiny” <
pussus “small”). It is observed that the suffixes
indicate a subjective evaluation of quality when
there is a strong concentration of a particular
trait in the lexical meaning of the adjective.
These adjectives are typically used for quali-
ties of taste and colour, such as acidus “sour” —
acidiilus “somewhat sour”, russus “wine” -
russeolus “reddish, rusty”.

In these morphological categories, adjec-
tives demonstrate phenomena of modification,
acquiring new attributes. However, within these
word-formation categories, some of the means
of word-formation perform the function of
indicating opposite characteristics, giving de-
rived adjectives a negative meaning. According
to P. Cuzzolin (2021), it is difficult to specify the
exact number of prefixes in Latin that convey
a negative meaning to nouns and adjectives or
change positive terms into their negative coun-
terparts. The scholar identifies seven prefixes,
i.e. “bound morphemes, ... that perform this”,
although to varying degrees: dé-, dis-, ex-, in-,
né-, sé-, uée- , seven prefixes that “serve this
purpose, albeit to varying extents”. This study




focused on the most productive ones. These in-
clude the following prefixes: in- (im- before b,
p, m), il- (before the initial [ of the base word),
ir- (before the initial r), in Ukrainian 6e3- (bez-),
803- (voz-), npu- (pry-), corresponding to dis-
(indicating disjunction, separation), e-, ex- (in-
dicating liberation, completion). Adjectives
with opposing meanings formed by the prefixal
method create a category of opposites: felix —
infelix “(1) fertile, (2) happy” - “(1) infertile,
(2) unhappy”, agitabilis — in-agitabilis “mova-
ble, light” — “immovable”, potens — im-potens
“(1) strong, powerful, (2) capable” - “(1) power-
less, weak, (2) incapable”, possibilis — im-possibi-
lis “possible” — “impossible”, laetabilis - il-lae-
tabilis “joyful” — “sad”; rationalis — ir-rationalis
“(1) based on reasoning, (2) reasonable, capa-
ble” - “(1) unreasonable, (2) unconscious”, rev-
erens — ir-reverens “respectful” — “disrespect-
ful”; similis — dis-similis “similar” — “dissimilar”,
junctus — dis-junctus “(1) close, (2) connected,
smooth” — “(1) distant, (2) unconnected, op-
posite”, dentatus — e-denttilus “having teeth” —
“toothless”, osseus — ex-ossis “bony” — “without
bones”, odoratus — ex-odoratus “fragrant, aro-
matic” - “lacking scent”.

To sum it up, an adjective is a specialised
tool for grammatical representation of descrip-
tion and can function as a prepositional part
of a sentence or as a semantic attributive com-
ponent. In terms of syntactic and word-forma-
tional clarity, it is necessary to identify several
additional word-formational categories.

The category of possessiveness reflects
characteristics of a subject through its associ-
ation with a person. In the system of grammat-
ical forms of the adjective, the characteristic
is highlighted through possessive adjectives,
whose suffixes serve a morphological rather
than a semantic function: they transform the
lexeme from the noun category to the adjec-
tive category. A. Cser (2016) substantiates that
the transition from a noun (name of a person)
to a possessive adjective is related to the phe-
nomenon of morphological adjectivisation. The
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transition to an adjective confirms the systemic
grammaticalisation of the corresponding source
word and occurs with word-formation affixes.

The structure of the content of the base
forms in adjectives varies. According to F. Rain-
er (2021), some of them denote persons (proper
nouns — from names of famous people or myth-
ological characters, and general names). In
the Latin-Ukrainian and Ukrainian-Latin dic-
tionaries (Churakova, 2009), it is recorded that
the base forms in adjectives combine with the
suffixes -ian(us), -an(us), -é(us), -i(us), -n(us),
-ic(us): Cicero, onis m — Ciceronianus “Cicero”s”,
Cleopatra, ae f — Cleopatr-anus “Cleopatra”s”,
Ariadna, ae f and Ariadne, és f — Ariadna-eus “Ar-

”s”, Pluto(n), onis m — Plutonius “Pluto”s”,
Machaon, onis m — Machaon-icus and Machaon-
ius “Machaon”s”, Plato(n), onis m — Platon-icus
“Plato”s”; soror, oris f - soror-ius “sisterly”, pa-
ter, tris m — pater-nus “fatherly”, dominus, i m -
domin-icus “lordly, masterly”.

A separate group of adjectives is derived
from the names of animals, birds, insects, and
reptiles, occupying an intermediate position be-
tween possessive and relative adjectives. These
adjectives express possessive relationships. In
terms of content, the semantic feature of pos-
session is reflected, with word-formation being
carried out through the suffixes -in(us), -an(us),
-é(us): vaca, ae f — vaccinus “cow-like”, ciconia,
ae f - cicon-inus “stork-like”, apis, is f — api-anus
“bee-like”, anguis, is m — angu-€éus “snake-like”.

The category of temporal attributive-
ness (Latin temporalis “temporal”) includes
adjectives that denote the temporal charac-
teristics of a subject: simultaneity, asynchro-
ny, precedence, succession, and duration.
Adjective forms are formed through suffixal
or prefix-suffix types of word-formation and
are semantically equivalent to the bases, per-
forming the syntactic function of defining the
subject. Adjectives are derived from adverbs
and nouns using the suffixes -an(us), -tern(us),
-ern(us), -in(us), -urn(us), -turn(us), -tin(us).
The examined dictionary by H. Petrova (2010)

iadne
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records a significant number of such adjectives:
meridies — meridianus “noonday”, heri — hester-
nus “yesterday’s”, hodie — hodiernus “today
cras — crastinus “tomorrow’s”, diu - diuturnus
and diutinus “long-lasting”, nox — nocturnus
“nightly”, perendie — perendinus “the day after
tomorrow’s”, vesper — vespertinus “evening”,
Matita (the ancient Italian goddess of dawn) —
matutinus “morning”. Some derived adjectives
form constructions with prefixes: inter- “inside,
between”, ante- “before, earlier”, post- “after”:
inter-dianus < inter+dies “day” — “daytime”, an-
te-meridianus < ante+meridianus “noon” — “be-
fore noon”, post-meridianus < post+meridianus
“noon” - “afternoon”.

Derived adjectives that denote a locative
(Latin loctilus < locus “place”) characteristic of
a subject form the word-formation category of
locative attributiveness. These adjectives are
derived from prepositional-case forms with
prepositions: inter (praep. cum acc.) “between,
in”, extra (praep. cum acc. (exter)) “outside”, sub
to indicate location (praep. cum acc. et abl.)
“under”: inter — internus “within” - “internal”,
extra — extrarius “outside” — “external”; sub octi-
lo - sub-ocularis (loco sub cava terrae) “under
the eye”, sub cavo — sub-cavus “hollow place”.

Adjectives indicating the order in which
a noun appears by number belong to the
word-formation category of ordinality. Typi-
cally, derived adjectives with this meaning are
formed from cardinal numbers (numeralia car-
dinalia) that function with supporting nouns to
specify the quantitative definition of subjects.
In the dictionary material (Boyko & Myrono-
va, 2012), the components of these adjectives
are the formative elements -cius, -cimus, -(e)
simus-: ter — ter-cius “three” — “third”, undevi-
genti — nonus-decimus “nineteen” - “nine-
teenth”, duo-et-viginti — duo-et-vicesimus “twen-
ty-two” — “twenty-second”, centum — centesimus
“hundred” - “hundredth”, mille — millesimus
“thousand” - “thousandth”.

Specific categories include the category of
comparative degrees, as it combines features
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of morphological, syntactic, and word-forma-
tion categories. As a morphological category,
it is based on morphological tools related to
the categories of gender, number, and case.
From a syntactic perspective, the adjective is
attached to the noun in the role of an attrib-
ute and serves as a semantic attributive com-
ponent. The word-formation level is based
on the modification of word-formation and
word-formation morphemes. The category of
comparative degrees of adjectives is based on
two degrees: the comparative and the superla-
tive. Thus, P. Cuzzolin (2011) argued that the
comparative and superlative degrees remained
stable throughout the history of Latin syntax,
thus being conveyed by the same morphologi-
cal techniques and syntactic models through-
out the centuries, as evidenced by the earliest
written Latin documents. According to L. Pul-
trova (2019), they are not all adjectives that
form comparative degrees, and they are found
in fewer than 14% of Latin adjectives, with both
the comparative and superlative degrees occur-
ring in fewer than seven percent of adjectives,
such as fraternus “fatherly”. The degrees are
related to the modification type of derivation,
in which the derived adjective conveys an addi-
tional meaning compared to the base form. The
comparative degree indicates a higher degree
of quality in comparison with another object.
The comparative degree involves a transforma-
tion of the categories of gender, number, and
case. The gradus comparativus is formed from
the genetivus singularis form by replacing the
ending: -i for second-declension adjectives, -is
for third-declension adjectives, with the suffix
-ior for masculine and feminine genders, and
-ius for neuter: latus “wide” — latior “wider”,
ruber “red” — rubrior “redder”, viridis “green” -
viridior “greener”, simplex “simple” — simplicior
“simpler”. The indication of the highest degree
of a quality compared to other objects is ex-
pressed by the superlative degree. Superlative
degree also undergoes transformations in the
categories of gender, number, and case. The




gradus superlativus of the majority of adjectives
is formed from the genetivus singularis form by
replacing the genitive ending with the suffix
-issim- and adding the ending -us for mascu-
line, -a for feminine, and -um for neuter: venus-
tus “charming” - venust-issim-us, -a, -um “the
most charming”, felix “happy” - felicissim-us,
-a, -um “the happiest”. In the Latin-Ukrainian
and Ukrainian-Latin dictionaries (Churako-
va, 2009), six adjectives with the suffix -ilis- are
recorded, which in the gradus superlativus have
the suffix -lim- < -sim-: similis “similar” - si-
mil-lim-us, -a, -um “very similar”, dissimilis
“dissimilar” — dissimil-lim-us “very dissimilar”,
humilis “low” — humil-lim-us “the lowest”, dif-
ficilis “difficult” - difficil-lim-us, -a, -um “very
difficult”, gracilis “beautiful” - gracil-lim-us
“the most beautiful”, facilis “easy” - facil-lim-us
< facil-sim-us, -a, -um “the easiest”. Masculine
adjectives with the ending -er in the nomina-
tive singular form create the gradus superlativus
by adding the suffix -rim- and the respective
gender endings: acer “sharp” — acer-rim-us, -a,
-um “the sharpest”, miser “miserable” — miser-
rim-us, -a, -um “the most miserable”.

In summary, the word-formation catego-
ries of Latin adjectives, which are defined by
grammatical specificity, are diverse and en-
dowed with semantic richness, allowing the
expression of a rich and multifaceted mean-
ing. The lack of regularity and obligatory use
indicates the flexibility of the Latin language
in conveying conceptual meanings. The use of
suffixes and prefixes to specify and vary the de-
gree of expression of qualities opens new possi-
bilities for analysing both qualitative and quan-
titative characteristics of adjectives. Through
word-formation affixes, it becomes possible not
only to identify adjective word-formation cate-
gories but also to gain a deeper understanding
of linguistic processes.

Conclusions
The research conducted allows the following
conclusions to be drawn. The Latin system of
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adjective word formation is multifaceted and
structurally varied. The types of word forma-
tion categories not only create new derivative
adjectives but also reflect the complex inter-
action between morphological, syntactic, and
semantic aspects of the language. The natural
Latin system of adjective word formation is a
set of various types of word formation catego-
ries. Each of the described word formation cate-
gories unites different derived adjectives, which
share root bases and common word formation
meanings. Word formation adjective categories
of insufficient degree, excessive intensity of ex-
pression, and subjective evaluation of quality
form adjectives with suffixal and suffixal-pre-
fixal types of word formation, through which a
derived adjective is formed and reflects, togeth-
er with its ending, its word formation meaning.
The word formation category of opposites in-
cludes derived adjectives with the prefixes in-
(im-), il-, ir-, dis-, e-, ex-, which are added to a
grammatically formed adjective, giving it an
opposite meaning. The word formation cate-
gories of locative and temporal attributiveness
have properties of syntactic-word formation
phenomena.

The category of comparison degrees in ad-
jectives, unlike the others, exhibits three gram-
matical levels: word formation, syntactic, and
morphological. The category is linked to the
suffixal type of word formation, indicating the
higher and highest degrees of the manifesta-
tion of the quality of an object in comparison to
another object, and consists of two grammat-
ical forms — the comparative and superlative
degrees. Each of the described word formation
categories offers a unique approach to forming
adjectives, emphasising the flexibility and dy-
namism of the Latin language. The influence
of prefixes on the meaning of adjectives is par-
ticularly significant, as it allows the formation
of antonyms, enriching the lexicon of the lan-
guage. Moreover, the category of comparison
degrees in adjectives demonstrates the impor-
tance of the interconnections between different

International Journal of Philology. 2024. Vol. 28, No. 4




Classification of word formation categories in Latin adjectives

grammatical levels, opening new horizons for
the study of morphological and syntactic fea-
tures. The research does not claim to provide
a comprehensive description of the word for-

which will allow for a deeper examination of
the mechanisms of word formation and their
role in shaping language structures.

mation categories of Latin adjectives. In sub- Acknowledgements
sequent studies, it is necessary to focus on the  None.
description of adjectivisation types (transition
of parts of speech into adjectives) and their im- Conflict of Interest
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MIPUHUMIIOBOIO 3HAYEHHS JJIS1 PO3YMiHHS 11OTO CeMaHTMUKO-IPaMaTUYHUX XapaKTePUCTUK SIK
YacTMHU MOBU Ta PO3MEKOBAaHO MEePBMHHI MPUKMETHUKY, SIKi TTepelaloTh SIKiCHY 03HaKy, MalOTh
KOpiHb i 3aKiHUEHHS Ta BTOPMHHI, 1110 BiA6MBAIOTh CKIaAHY O3HAKY, MAIOTh MOXiTHMIT XapaKkTep
i micTaTh npedikey un cydikeu. 3’s1COBaHO, 10 Y JATUHCHKiM MOBi BU3HAYaJbHOK OAVMHUIIEIO
MPUKMETHUKOBOTO CJIOBOTBOPY € TOXiZHMIt NpuKMeTHMK. HocisMM HOBOrO JI€KCUUYHOTO
3HAUYeHHS [JIs MOXiJHOrO MPUKMETHUKa CIYTYIoTh cydikcu. IIpedikcy HagaloTh HOZATKOBUX
CEMaHTUYHMX BiATiHKIB MOXiIHMM MPUKMeTHMUKAM. Y CJIOBOTBipHi KaTeropii 06’eJHYIOTbCS pi3Hi
CJIOBOTBipHIi MOXiIHi IPMKMETHMKH, 0 MaIOTh TBipHi, CIIi/ibHE CJIOBOTBipHEe 3HAUEHHS i1 yTBOpeHi
cybikcanbuuM, mnpedikcanbHuM, mnpedikcaabHO-CyhiKCATbHUM CIIOCO6aMy CJIOBOTBOPEHHSI.
@OyHKIIi 10 KOHKpeTHU3allii BUKOHYIOTb cy(ikeu i mpedikcu, siKi BapiloloTh KiJIbKiCHUIA BUSB 03HAKMU,
10 MiCTUTBCS Y IPMKMETHUKOBOMY KOpEHi Ta BKa3ylOTh Ha iIHTEHCUBHMI UM HETIOBHUII CTYIIiHb
BUSIBY O3HaKM. BMOKpeMJIEHO BiCiM CJIOBOTBipHMX KaTeropiil JaTMHCbKUX TPUKMETHUKIB:
HEIOCTAaTHbOTO CTYIE€HS BUSBY O3HaKM; HAAMipHOI iHTEHCMBHOCTI O3HAaKM; CYyO’€KTUBHOIL
OILIiIHKM SIKOCTi; ITOCECMBHOCTi; TeMITOpajbHOI aTpMOYTUBHOCTI; JIOKATUBHOI aTpMOYTUBHOCTI;
TOPSIIKOBOCTI ; CTyTIeHiB MOpiBHAHHS. KaTeropis cTyneHiB mOpiBHSIHHS MPUKMETHUKIB PiSHUTHCS
Bim iHIIMX 3a HAJEXKHICTIO OO TPHOX rpaMaTMUYHMX PiBHIB: CJIOBOTBipHOI'O, CMHTAKCUMYHOTO i
mopdormoriunoro. IIpoBeneHe OOCTigKeHHS PO3MIMPIOE YSIBAEHHS MPO MPUPOAHY JIATUHCHKY
CUCTEMY TPUKMETHMKOBOTO CIOBOTBODY i1 iHTepIpeTye He TiIbKM (QopManbHi 3acob6u ioro
peamizanii, ame it ceMaHTMYHe TPAKTYBaHHS TMOXiTHUX JEKCUYHUX OAMHULL. Pe3ynbraTu
IOCTiIKeHHS MPUKMETHUKOBYX CJTOBOTBiPHMX KATEropiit MOXKYTb 6yTY BUKOPUCTAH] Y HACTYITHUX
HAYKOBUX TEOPETUUYHMX PO3BiAKax 3 MOMISAY AepUBallifiHMX MPOIIECiB JTaTMHCHKOI MOBU

KimiouoBi cC/10Ba: CTymeHi BUSIBY O3HAaKW; CJIOBOTBip; TOXigHI MPUKMETHUKU; CIIOCOGU
CJIOBOTBOPeHHST; cydikcarliisi; mpedikcalis
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