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A n n o t a t i o n  
The article demonstrates an attempt to consider the function of language and function of word concepts. Syntactic 

function of a linguistic unit implies syntactic role thereof in the sentence. This function in terms of the new complex words 
is related to the problem of comparing composites with word-combinations and sentences. Syntactic function of a complex 
neologism is that of transposing a certain syntactic model into the verbal analogue thereof.  
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A n o t a t i o n  
The article examines Ukrainian phraseologisms with a component “a soul” in the roman-biography genre. The 

author suggests the most popular models of the steady combinations with a component “a soul” as a striling peculiarity 
individual-author’s style. 


