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96mdMngn 60db0b godmbo®ymgdobs ©@o dnbooMbOL 3mobgodb
dmMob osMLyOyMn F0dsMmMYdgo0L dTMEbMdS-3MBgMy s Toc dm-
Mob gombobs 30380M500L ©odysmgds osMmab LEHMIPIDHIMY gbom-
093609M900L dMoz30M0 3dMEsbY.

00 0000Mm90900L dgbbozms gx®gdbhyMos, my 603d60L bLodN3H
db3ggdHo-mmammz bobhoghozgmn,nbybgdsbhngnmo s 3Magdodnidymn
- 096900 gomzomabbnbgoymo.

3Mogdanggmon sb3gdhob BodmbBgze 3nobbdmob 60dbolb 860-
0369mmo0nEob d0b ®@P6J30g0Dg yuMmomgdob Fowa®obsb: xybg-
gombomymn dngmdnm 60dsbL sMms dbmmmeo dnbo 3603369mMmMdNLY
o ¥MMInb, 0oModgm gbmdMmng bobHgdsdn dobo BbJ30g00L Fnbyznm
0060mnHg096.

x96dsombomymo doamdnm bsmgmo bEgos, MM sbobndbLY
(resp. 8603369mm0os) S 5MB603369mb (resp. gmMBs) ImMab Gomboby
0080MM700b EadYysMyds 39M byMbgds, MedabomoE dgbodmgdgmno:

1. gfmomo gbmoMmogn 60360b wmMmds ghoommymo, 9gmobo
o 00039 3mbhgdbhdn Modw@gbndg 06003369mMmMoOLL Zodm-
boho3wabL; s, 3nMojom,

2. m309bndg 9bmdMmnzn 60dbobL ZobLbzozg0xmMn wMmMIgdn
3M33madLbyMo 9Mmn Eabndbymgdnm godmnygbgdmmabL, 06y
9Mmo }nbgdEnedg 90330603690 9L, s 9bmMOMN3 LOLEHYIST0
x36430mboMmgogL, MmgmME gMomn gMamggmo.

00330M dmMaxzqgdsms 60079900 gozmMEgmgdymons 9.6. gmaggboym
(res. @n%0yMm) 969080, MMIMgOT0E 9MM0 S 03039 3B30gdbyM0 dMMEBHDS
Mo09b0039 36083690mMdL 9MNOMMYMOE godmboozL; dogsmnmo,
Jommymdn d3Lsdg LYO0gIDHYMo oMol TmMaxzgdob omdbndzbgmao
-b gMmoMmymo ombndbogb 0860336gmmdsms  3MA3MgqbL: ob
{bLyongddnmo Bgbodg 3aMn, sghoymMa D6, sBBYmM), o6 {LydogdHaMo
99Lodg 30M0, 393dnMgdnma 3omm}. @ydaab 8dg3sMn Jgdmb3zg3gdn
(90 gmmBs Ra Medybndg 8603369mMM0OL) b3BoME go3MEIMYdYMNS
Jommygmo  gb60b  gMmodsnggm  Lob®MYFsdo o  LombsEMEVY

12



300093 390bsmndydgmo. mydze, B¥YBoob dgmMmg 890mbzgzs: gMon
0603369mm0Os/x3y6d3ns Ra Mdgbndy ymmMas, MMAgMms 3abozym
608980 obobgmydgb momnbym 96oL, BozmgdoE Fodmzmaboann
o dgLbbogmoamos Jomoygmdo. ggmbmemmgonlb ©mbydg sbgmoa, 9.6.
3mabhgMmyman, d900b3z93900b 60dyaL BoMAMOagbL 3. osb3zmgmnsabab
909M godmzmgbomo 3oMIMbogmo 3ma3dmgqjbgodo.
9mbb69g058030363™M0BYOYMN0d6905LEMMYE LY IMLHMPMN
090mb393900 Jommymdn, dmmamemmgnnbs o bobhogdbob Embyd].

The main task of structural linguistics is to identify and describe the
relationship between the “signifier” and the “signified” of the “sign”. The
study of these relations is effective if all three aspects of the sign are taken
into account, both syntactic or semantic, and pragmatic.

Foregrounding of the pragmatic aspect implies a shift in emphasis
from the meaning of the sign to its functions: in the functional approach,
the sign is analyzed not only from the point of view of its meaning and form
but also from the point of view of its functions in the language system.

From a functional point of view, it becomes clear that sometimes a
one-to-one correspondence between the signifier (res. value) and the sig-
nifier (res. form) cannot be established, since it may be that

1. the form of one linguistic sign expresses several meanings at the

same time; And, vice versa,

2. different forms of various linguistic signs refer to one function,

and these signs function as one unit in the language system.

Patterns of such morphemes are common in so-called fusion languag-
es, where one morpheme expresses several meanings at the same time;
For example, in the Georgian language, a morpheme denoting IlI-Person
of a Subject simultaneously expresses a set of meanings: either {S, 1lI, Ac-
tive Verb, Present}, or {S, Ill, Subjunctive Mood}. Such cases of fusion (one
form Ba several meanings) are quite common in the grammatical system
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of the Georgian language and are even properly analyzed. However, the
second case: {one meaning/function Ra several forms} - is less identified
and studied in Georgian. At the level of phonology, the so-called Harmonic
Complexes identified and studied by Akhvlediani are an example of such
clusters.

The article reveals and analyzes examples of such “Functional Clus-
ters” in Georgian at the level of morphology and/or syntax.
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