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Annotation

In Modern Georgian, the proximity of screeves is clearly manifested in complex syntactic
constructions. In both paratactic and hypotactic structures, not only homogeneous screeves
but also heterogeneous screeves naturally align and relate to one another, with their
relationships being governed by semantic-conceptual as well as morpho-syntactic categories.

In Modern Georgian, continuous screeves convey only past tense, whereas discontinuous
screeves can express past or future tenses. Resultative I indicates present or future tenses, while
resultative II denotes past tense, and when used with the function of the conjunctive it
expresses future tense.

In complex syntactic constructions, both sequential and comparative models of screeves are
observed. Examples include: Continuous screeve - Resultative I (“00s®, bLvyen 0@dg
3030600 s 58 LOEGOEIL MO 3500 ML0sdM3bgds dmbgbos”); Continuous screeve —
Resultative II (09 356G™ ol d0bm@s, O™ Fgdo MmdMEo ™30 9bms ggb-J38 o
399905¢s”); Discontinuous screeve — Resultative I (“yg9emsl doewosh 9m3306©s 9L
L0doMX 39 SbsERIBEOS FJOMAPOUL, FogMsd MZ3000M3 M3 30 8993Rbg305, MMRBL IMfym
89635”); Discontinuous screeve — Resultative II (,,030b909, bobengdom goFgoowoym bgg-
bw30%), or the reversed order: : Resultative I - Continuous screeve (“@0g bobls 56 253000,
6 LROsll 3MLbgom 239Mdg s dbs®do dgewrol df350qd0 d0dobgds”); Resultative
I - Discontinuous screeve (,3500)s 30 350056 s LobsdsBMBo Fg33bo369 0VMGbgbY
2oLodMMds©™); Resultative II - Continuous screeve (,{jyerols d=ds gmgzowoym, bsfyswo,
396339093900 BosOMbOgd©s“); Resultative II - Discontinuous screeve (,2egbol
39b8530 OO oIl OYMm, HM3Es 393058 Lobwmsb dogz90®).

What governs such combinations of screeves? Why do the screeves mentioned naturally align
side by side in complex syntactic constructions?

These pairs of screeves are united by a shared feature, element, or morphological category. It
is precisely this common feature that allows for the natural sequential or comparative
arrangement of the screeves.



It appears that in Georgian, the sequential or comparative organization of heterogeneous
screeves depends on their shared property or common element. The identified pairs of screeves
function as natural components that can freely align side by side, a phenomenon determined
by their common morpho-syntactic categories and tense-mood forms.
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