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Resume: The issue regarding word-combinations in
subordinate clauses with the following subordinating
conjunctions as if, although/even  though,
because/since, even if/even, while, or else/otherwise,
before/until/till, as though, even (if), that, if is
interesting to explore. These conjunctions establish a
meaningful correlation with the verb-predicate and in
this way create word combinations: While they were
caressing each other ...; While he was...; since I had...;
otherwise 1 should have Kkilled...; Even you tell me...;
Even if a Kkiller would have hold...; though they
respected ...; as if there was... In these word-
combinations a subordinating conjunction agrees only
with the verb-predicate. In such cases there is a
correlation similar to an amorphous word (adverb or
prepositional nouns) and the predicate referred to as
parataxis. Contextually, the verb-predicate is linked
to the given subordinating conjunctions so that it does
not possess any grammatical function. A similar type
of word-combination occurs between subordinating
conjunctions and the verb-predicate, similar to the
type existing between amorphous adverbs and the
predicate.

From the given subordinating conjunctions as if
and as though are particles and they cannot form a
syntactic relation with the word to which they are
added. However, in the given sentences they are
subordinating conjunctions and not particles. Due to
this, similar to other subordinating conjunctions (so —



as if, so — as though), together with a correlative word
they also link with each other the parts of the
subordinate clause as in the case of other
subordinating conjunctions (as though, as if)
Therefore, I propose that they create word-
combinations together with the corresponding verb-
predicate in a hypotactic sentence. Obviously, this is
not true in the case of singling out word-combinations
in a simple sentence, because being particles and not
conjunctions, the subordinating conjunctions if, that
cannot create word-combinations with the verb-
predicate. The reason for this is that they do not relate
to one member of the sentence, but to the whole
sentence (the main clause). Being conjunctions they
cannot create a syntagm.

Key words: System, Word combinations, Hypotax.

In the linguistic literature different authors make
an attempt to solve the issue of word-combinations
based on different methodologies. To explore the
essence of a syntagm is one of the important issues of
the theory of syntax. In the Georgian language the
principle of singling out syntagms based on different
types of a sentence (simple, compound and complex) is
quite specific. The principle of singling out syntagms is
based on this specificity.

Arn. Chikobava noted that the word combination
is not a mere set, sequence of words: “A word
combination is a sequence of words revealing a certain
relationship with each other. Only this relationship
turns a string of words into the word combination”.
The study of a word combination aims to analyze the
interrelationship between the words. In order to
discuss the issue from this standpoint, it is essential to
determine the role of a certain word in this
interrelationship [5, p. 94].

Thus, each pair of words originating from a word-
combination is the smallest syntactic unit. As noted
above, a multi-word sentence usually consists of such
units. The number of pairs in a sentence is always
fewer than that of the members. The conclusion is
reached according to which in a simple sentence the
number of pairs is equal to that of the members minus
one [3, p. 16]. As to a complex sentence, since it
consists of several homogenous members, thereby



each homogenous member is included in the syntagm
as a group and not separately. For example,
homogenous subjects syntactically related to the verb-
predicate, homogenous attributes — to a determinant
as one syntagm, etc. The analysis of a syntagm in a
complex sentence reveals that the number of syntagms
in a paratactic sentence is considered separately in
each of the member sentence [3, p. 17].

Georgian professional literature has not yet
analyzed the issue regarding how many or what kind of
syntagms can be singled out in a complex subordinate
clause. As well as this, it has yet to determine what
kind of rules and principles should be employed to
single out a hypotactic structure or word combinations
in a complex sentence. This problem is topical since a
complex subordinate clause is both structurally
complex and long. We believe that in the complex
sentence the method of selection of syntagms
successfully employed with other types of a
constructions cannot be effective.

In addition, it should also be taken into account
such sentences are characterised not only by
independent clauses but they are also always
accompanied by the subordinate ones. It is also
important to reveal the means the main clause is
linked with the subordinate one, whether this is by
means of subordinating conjunctions, relative adverbs
or relative pronouns. In addition, it has not yet been
explored whether relative adverbs and relative
pronouns can be considered parts of the word-
combinations or what role the subordinate
conjunctions play in syntagms. It is also debatable
syntagms can be singled out separately in the main and
subordinate clauses of a complex sentence.

I argue that any word-member of a complex
subordinate clause is considered together with its
corresponding member in a syntactic pair. Like a
complex coordinate clause, here syntagms are
considered separately (both in the main and in the
subordinate clauses). This opinion is based on the fact
that such words are simultaneously a conjunction as
well as a member of the clause. At the same time, it
plays a certain specific function in a hypotactic
sentence: sometimes that of a subject, an object or an
attribute, etc.

In addition, in a relevant pair they agree with the
verb-predicate in the case and number. In the



syntagms in which the relative words express the main
members or a simple object of a sentence, the
correlation with a verb-predicate is that of
government. If a member-conjunction, expressed by a
relative adverb, expresses any kind of adverbial

modifier, it is parataxis: bosg dogos (where smb
arrived); Gmgm@g  obomos  (as  smb  liked)
Gobmgobsg sbiFods...(what smb needed for). [1, p.

571.
In the following word combinations the same

syntactic relationships are observed: o9 dmgos ©o
bssg dogos; (smb arrived here and where smb
arrived) g«1906 353089 ©> G bsg 853089 (I got to
know smth yesterday and when I got to know smth);

293850 359mBbS ©5 Gy 350mBbos; (smb/smth
appeared suddenly and as soon as smb/smth
appeared) ododmd dgmBogbs s Gogsbsg G9Hh03bs;
(that’s why I preferred and as I preferred) sdoborzols
@330 S Hobmgolsg wsdFodmos (I needed it for
this and what I needed it for).

At this stage of the research I will focus on word

combinations regarding the type of subordinate
clauses in which the following subordinating

conjunctions occur: ooomgml, (as if although/even
though) o#dgs, (because/since), z0b6s0s6,( even
if/even), o=bosg/ b (even if); while, (bsbsd), or
else/otherwise, before/until/till, g0®g, bsbsd as
though), 30003, momdml; (even (if), g0bw/30b6@sg,
(that), ®md, ooy (if).

In most cases, they link the parts of a subordinate
clause together with the correlation word (in some

cases, the above-mentioned conjunctions occur
separately, without a correlation word):

obg — momdmb (thus — as if)
obgmo — momdmb (so - as if )
oby — ™3 (thus - that)

obgmo — MmJ (such - that)
95659 — Lobsd (before - until)
obg — gomma (thus — as though)

Out of these, while, until/till are the time
conjunctions, because/since is a causal conjunction,



even, even (if), though — deductive conjunctions, as
though, until/till, as if— circumstantial - resultative
conjunctions:

230009 0bobo gOMIbgPL gGlogz5M1meEgd™MELAP,
39 3MdmEa0b9® 35M35¢09MdEO 53 353L" (0mU.)
(While they were caressing each other, I was observing
this man attentively) (Ios.);

»03650 B53Ho8s 58 sB6MO0L godm33eg3580 0ym,
35905 0lg3  3o5MAgs  Ws3s6M530“ (94o%d.) (While
Natasha was clarifying these thoughts the boy
continued speaking” (Qazb.);

»09 05000 3M0GMAs6gds MRM© 930Eb5390MY,
30650056 30 AY9-006036gdLs Qo
1o9Gg98LIHOLS3Y6 Jmbs” (53530); (I did not like their
arrival, since my heart longed for the forest, fields and
pastures) (Akaki);

»90 30093900, mmMH9d 5639 oygm Bgdol
bHgE0obogsb golobosggdgwo” (oeos); (I was sorry for
him, otherwise I would have killed him earlier) (Ilia);

»0096@ 00530M, G5 ELEAMH0S?” (0g0s) (Even
you tell me, so what!) (Ilia);

»3000053 X9 300093 LBFIOM©s LolbErosbo b

8339, dmBos byl 35063 396 9 d©s* (Even if
the killer was holding a bloody knife, Bochia would not

have been able to put the blame on him) (Chil.);

»00b5653900 ©LE3ObM©LYL, «dzs ol 9bgMROL
35303l L3g0byb“(sbx.); (Comrades ridiculed him,
although they respected his energy) (Panj.);

»J90d30ds 0lg Bome®, 0002grl JBsdo 3530
Boggare© by 0gs” (dd.); (A young woman passed
by him, as if there was a tree instead of a man standing
there) (Dumb.);

obg  99P39bs, 3000mFz  Lsbol  Bg@Y39wgds

99L33mEs* (0g0y). (It just seemed to me as though
his facial expression was changed) (Ilia).

I believe that in the given sentences the word
combinations are singled out in the following way:
(Below there are several examples):

»90b06534900 BE0bMOYL, «dzs Job 9bgMAOL
35303l L390by6“ (5396%.); (Comrades ridiculed him,
though they respected his energy).

The word combinations of the main clause:

1. 53bsboggd0 ob30bmEbyb (comrades ridiculed him)



The word combinations of the subordinate clause
1. 079055 356903 bpgdobyb although they respected
1. 3ol 96gMaosL (his energy)
2. 9696300 35¢03L b390wbab (respected his energy)

2. ,300079 obobo gemIsbgml gLoyz35ME9dm©bgb, 9

2dmE0bgo  F9mM35w0gMHgdEo 93 353l (0mb.)
(While they were caressing each other, I was observing
this man attentively) (Ios.);

The word combinations of the main clause:

1. 89 35m35w0gM9do I was observing

2. 37wdmEa0bg 350035¢09M9do (I was
observing... attentively)

3. 5@ 353U (the man)

4. 350350960900 353 (I was observing the man)

The word combinations of the subordinate clause:

1. 0009  gboyzsGem98maobgb  (while they were
caressing)

1. obobo gboyzsemegdmEbgb (they were caressing)

2. 2. g6h»Ibgol  gloygzstrmwgdmobyb (they were
caressing each other)

»09 05000 3M06MAs69ds M9RMs© F930E05390MY,
30650056 370 AY9-006036gdLs Qo
Lo3HYgaLMOL396 3Jmbs“(53530); (I did not like their
arrival, since my heart longed for the forest, fields and
pastures) (Akaki);

The word combinations of the main clause:
1. 99 09303bs390ms (I liked)

2. 35000 dmd®MIsbgds (their arrival)

3. 36058650 39303)65390mo I did not like

The word combinations of the subordinate clause:
1. 30650056 ddmbes ( since I longed)
2. aw9e00 ddmbos (my heart longed)
AY9g-006zMgdls o LAHYgALEOLL3gb  IJmbos
(longed for the forests, fields and pastures)

»30053 %96 30093 LFIOMPS Lobberosbo sbs
833w 9b, dmBos byl 85065 396 ©s9©gd@s* (Even if



the killer was holding a bloody knife, Bochia would not
have been able to put the blame on him”(Chil.);

The word combinations of the main clause:

1. d3mB0s 396 ©90gd®s; (Bochia would not have been
able to put the blame)

2. byl 396 ©s9©gd@s (would not have been able to
put the blame)

The word combinations of the subordinate clause:

1. g0bsg LEgmmes (Even if ... was holding)

2. bF9OHMEs 6y (was holding a knife)

3. bolberosbo @by (a bloody knife)

4. L39O 333wl (a killer was holding)

All the above given conjunctions are semantically
related to the verb-predicate.

These subordinating conjunctions establish a
semantic correlation with the verb-predicate. Due to
this all the above given subordinating conjunctions
create word-combinations — they establish relations
only with the verb-predicate: 300609
9b0g3569cm98m©b9b, (While they were caressing...)
bsbsd ogm, (While Natasha was)...; 30650@56 dfmbs,
(since my heart longed...); 00m®98 3ob56053989¢70 0y
(otherwise I would have killed...) 00«96 dosddm, (Even
you tell me...) ...; o«dps 35903b bpgdwobyb, (though
they respected...) ooodmb owgs. (as if there was...).
Since a syntagm is the smallest unit, which is based on
the syntactic correlation between two words, and is
expressed by the agreement, government and parataxis
[4, p. 214], in the given word-combinations there is a
syntactical correlation - a subordinating conjunction is
in relation with the verb-predicate. In these cases there
is a correlation similar to that between an amorphous
word (adverb or prepositional nouns) and the
predicate - parataxis. Contextually the verb-predicate
is linked with the subordinating conjunctions so that it
does not have any grammatical function.

The same word-combination occurs between
subordinating conjunctions and the verb-predicate,
similar to that between amorphous adverbs:

29806 dmg3005 Bobs0 Bmgos (before smb
(Yesterday smb came ) | came)

SbEs gobfogewo (T | 306s0@sb goLfogang
learn now) (since I learned)




89099 55896900 (Smb | 406 55396mL (even if
will build then) smb builds)

29Mgm 35305 (went | b 25309l (even
out ) smb’d go out)

5990056 §ags (will go omM9d §ogs or else (smb
from here) will go)

do05b 2986030 bab | Mm0mJml godcegerbgb
(they increased in (as if they increased in
number greatly ) number )

33056 sdO-Mbs 0935 MBS
(came back late) (though smb came back)
595809 dmsefoos 300009 dmom{93s
(reached until now) (before reached here)
39950 3+35tdo 300MJ 39350mds (as
(always worked) though it worked)

I believe that in both word-combinations there
is a similar situation. Therefore, while singling out the
word-combinations of a complex subordinate clause a
position of subordinating conjunctions in a syntagm
should be considered.

Of the subordinating conjunctions goo;md (as if)

and oomgmb (as though) are particles. It is well-noted
in the professional literature that a particle does not
have a syntactic correlation to the word to which it is
added [3, p. 325]. “Prepositions and particles are not
independent members of a sentence, therefore they
cannot be components of a syntagm. Together with
those words they are added to, they relate to other
words and wholly they are a syntagms” [4, p. 213]. This
is true, but in the given sentences they are
subordinating conjunctions and not particles. Due to
this, like other subordinating conjunctions (so—as if],
so—as though) together with a correlative word, they
link the parts of the subordinating clause. Therefore, I
believe that they create word-combination together
with a verb-predicate in a hypotactic sentence.
Obviously, the situation is not similar in a simple
sentence, because there they are particles and not
conjunctions: ol oomgmb 535 dobgws; (“As if he

understood it”); 3560 30003 LOSOEPEIL STOMI.
(“As though a man was telling the truth”). cf.
»J90030ds 0Ly BsMsMdS, ooJmlb Jmbsdo 3530l
Boggare© by 0o (dd.) (“A young woman passed
by him, as if he was a tree instead of a man” (Dumb.));



»,09 obg 09983965, 3000005 Lsbol  8g@Y3gagds
99LE3 ML (000s). (“It just seemed to me as though
his facial expression was changed” (Ilia)).

The subordinating conjunctions o, ®md (if,
that,) cannot create word-combinations in relation to a
verb-predicate. The reason for this is that they do not
relate to one member, but to a whole sentence (main
clause). They are conjunctions, and due to this they
cannot create syntagms. For example, ,09 ®md Bgdo
LoYyzsMMEo @S  9bgMPos  FMgE  35EMIMOMASL
39399bsfowm, Bgdl ddsl 9H»o 8930w0sMPIPOE 96
96390ms (x53.); (“If T allot my love and energy to all
mankind, my brother would not have the one billionth
of it’(Jav.)) ,93560 Qobgs, ®md 0530LBsE0
15390390 00 SboEPsBOHPIL 939N36MS* (Fobx.).
(“Levan realized that an empty seat belonged to that
young man”(Panj.)); ,996 ©o0x9M9d,  Gmd
MBMOMds  MIbogmmowo  gMdbmdsy  3ogob”
(3Jo.); (“You will also believe that the mistrust is an
inherent sense of man” (Chil)); ,o9 3356380
0505353990 d99LHMgdMm©Om, dgobigg
BoBI)dM©B96“(egmb.); (“If men entered they
immediately stopped talking” (Leon)). ,d5¢0006 35690
09693mo, 09 595L WO @ MG MO
2904mz30w9dsdo 99036900696« (GMd.); (“It would be
great if the literary department realized it” (Rob.)). It is
well-known that the conjunction that is poly-semantic.
According to the fact which linking word occurs in the
main clause, the subordinate one which contains this
conjunction, could be of various types [2, p. 222].
Obviously, its poly-semantic nature cannot determine
the creation and non-creation of a word-combination.

Therefore, in a complex subordinate clause the
subordinating conjunctions together with relative
pronouns (relative adverbs, relative pronouns) create a
word-combination in relation to a verb-predicate
(except the conjunctions that and if ) in the form of
parataxis. Therefore, when discussing the word-
combination of a complex subordinate clause this
principle should be considered.
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