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Shvedova M. . The problem of the normative Standard Ukrainian 

in the context of its regional variation (based on a regionally annotated 

corpus of Ukrainian) 

est against the benchmark of a regionally 

annotated corpus Ukrainian standard texts some normative claims made 

by renowned authors of normative handbooks. The norms are thus compared 

to the observed use of synonymous forms. The author has prepared 

a comprehensive corpus of (Standard) Ukrainian literary texts, encompassing 

a 200-year period since the beginning of the Modern Ukrainian language, 

including both texts written originally in Ukrainian or translated from other 

languages. These texts are annotated by the origin of the authors (their region 

of birth or literary activity) or the translators. The paper discusses some case 

studies, concerning lexical items (  or dobroho dnja 

 vs. para hors deem only 

the first element of each pair to be an element of the standard language while 

totally discarding the other on various reasons. Our quantitative study shows 

that the frequencies of both elements of the pairs in the standard literary texts 

are in fact comparable. Moreover, the first synonymous pair has rather clear 

tendencies of distribution between different regions of Ukraine, viz. dobryj 

 is an element of the Western norm of Ukrainian language (with dobroho 

dnja more frequent in the East). 

Key words: Ukrainian language, language norm, corpus linguistics, 

regional variants, synonyms, lexicon. 
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