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Abstract

Czech and Russian are closely related Slavic languages that share many
morphological and syntactic features. This paper describes one of the
discrepancies between the languages that occur in non-finite clauses, namely in
participial clauses and transgressives. We will concentrate mainly on
transgressives because they demonstrate greater discrepancies.

The usage of Russian transgressives(gerunds) is very similar to that of
English, they are typical mostly of a written language rather than spoken,
whereas in Czech they are nowadays archaic in any genres and generally not
used at all.

This discrepancy can pose some challenge for language learners as well as for
translators or machine translation systems. We will present some examples of

Russian participial/gerund clauses and the respective translations into Czech
from a parallel corpus of news and belletristic texts.

Participles (verb forms ending in -ing in English) are indefinite forms of a verb
that might have several functions in a sentence, here we will concentrate on
their adjectival function in a non-finite clauses.

Transgressive constructions are clauses with non-finite verbs - transgressives
(also gerunds, or adverbial participles) that express an action done
simultaneously with/or right after the main verb.

Gerund clauses are rather common in Russian as well as in English, whereas
modern Czech avoids it and uses other descriptive constructions — such as
relative clauses, coordination of two verbs, or just dropping the verb.
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Introduction

The aim of my research is comparing Czech and Russian on different
language levels. One of the syntactic differences between the languages is in
the usage of non-finite clauses that include transgressives and participles.
Those constructions exist in both languages and have almost identical form of
surface morphemes for verbs, but in Russian language they are used rather
frequently, whereas in Czech only occasionally. Following are the examples of
the clauses in both languages1.:

Transgressive phrase (clause, construction) - underlined:

(1cz) Vanék jda_tra se Svejkem, iekl:

(1ru) Banex, uoa_tra psoom co lllsetixom, ckazan

(1en) Vanek, going_tra behind Svejk, said...

Participles:

(2cz) Stala se z ného vyrovnand osobnost, Zijici_par plnym Zivotem.

(2ru) HHonyuunace neceubaemas auYHOCHb, dcusywias_Par HOIHOYEHHOLU
IHCU3HDBIO.

(2en) He became a stable personality, living_par a full life.

In this paper we make a comparative analysis on a material of a parallel
corpus. In order to detect and calculate the discrepancies we explored two
parallel Czech-Russian corpora from two domains - the one containing mainly
news articles and commentaries in modern language and another consisting of
literature, both classic and contemporary. Each word in the corpora has a
morphological tag with information on the part of speech. The annotation
provides us a part-of-speech tag that indicates a gerund, so the gerundive
clause is rather easy to detect. It is more harder with participles, as they do not
have their specific marker when used in non-finite constructions. They can be
easily confused with adjectives or even nouns that were derived from a
participial form and are not a part of non-finite clauses. So the statistics for the
gerunds can be rather reliable, and as for the participial clauses we have
analyzed only a small sample of examples.

Parallel text analysis showed that gerund clauses almost do not occur in
modern Czech texts, either in news or in literature, though older Czech texts
(such as “The Good Soldier Svejk”) contain plenty of gerunds. In Russian they
are quite frequent especially in the official language of the news. When a
Russian text contains a gerund/participial clause, translators may sometimes
opt to use a similar construction in Czech, but the general tendency is to avoid
it. In the paper | also suggest a possible reason why Czech language is not so
inclined to such constructions as compared with other Slavic languages.

Transgressives

"We will mark a transgressive with a tag _tra, participle — with a tag _par and a finite verb in a
main clause - _fin. The generally used example subscript with information on other linguistic
features is not necessary in our study.
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Many researchers have studied the transgressive construction (in Russian —

deeprichastnyj oborot) both from synchronic and diachronic point of view.
Especially interesting is the history of development of such constructions from
functioning as finite verbs, through being the second verb in a sentence up to
the present state of adverbial modifications (Dombrowski, 2006; Barnet, 1962;
Zeman et al., 2005).
In English tradition this form of a verb is called gerund, and sometimes we will
use it as a synonym for a transgressive. Though, the phenomena in English and
Slavic languages are different, rather the term ‘gerund’ is the closest translation
equivalent of the term 'transgressive' for this case.

In Czech they are considered to be archaic, whereas in some other Balto-

Slavic languages, like Russian, Polish, Lithuanian etc., they are used rather
frequently especially in the official style. Czech transgressive formation is
more morphologically complex, as the form agrees with the actor of a main
clause in number and in gender. Polish and Russian gerunds are not that
complex, they have only one form for all numbers and genders, so there are 3
forms for Czech gerund and only one in Russian for either past or present
tense.
The system of Czech transgressives is more complicated than that in Russian
also due to the fact, that there are two pattern paradigms of gerund declension
(a/ouc/ouce vs. el-icl-ice). This might be the reason why most native speakers
avoid transgressives, and several researchers have already proposed this
hypothesis.

We will make a comparative analysis of gerunds in Czech and Russian
within two genres. Firstly, we will analyze InterCorp (Cermék & Rosen, 2012)
a parallel corpus of belletristic texts. Those texts are either direct translation of
Russian books from Czech into Russian or otherwise.

Secondly, we will have a look at news and commentary parallel texts
downloaded from the web site Project Syndicate (www.project-syndicate.org/).
Unlike the belletristic texts, they are not directly translated from Czech into
Russian. The original language of the short articles is mainly English, and the
texts are translated from English into Czech and from English into Russian
independently and then "parallelized".

The method to find sentences with transgressive constructions is rather
obvious in this case. The Russian tagger (Sharoff et al., 2008) marks a
transgressive with a "Vmg...." sequence: Vm - main verb, g -gerund. A tag for a
Czech gerund is “Ve..”. After dots there may go several possibilities
depending on whether it is perfective or progressive, active or medial. For
Czech the categories of gender and number are also presented. We are not
interested in these detailed features though. The table below presents the
number of sentences with gerunds in the two genres. The last line shows
number of sentences, in which the gerund constructions were used both in
Czech and Russian. As the figures were derived automatically, the small
number of cases can be calculated wrongly because the tagger prediction
accuracy is not 100%.
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Table 1. Statistics on the Number of Transgressives

Language/genre literature news
Czech 732 167

Russian 10460 6547
Transgressives in both 571 92

After the analysis of a small sample of gerunds in the corpora, we concluded,
that, in news texts , when a gerund is used in English, it is translated as a
gerund in Russian, and it can be translated in many different ways in Czech
depending on the sense of the gerund phrase. As for the belletristic texts, when
the gerund construction is translated from Russian into Czech, the Czech
equivalent might be also gerund, or it might be some descriptive construction.
We are mostly interested in finding the typical translation equivalents of
Russian gerunds in Czech, so we have collected samples of those translations.

1. Dependent clauses in Czech:

(3cz) V breznu ucinil_fin Musaraf nejsmélejsi krok , kdyz odvolal_fin z funkce
hlavniho soudce ...

(3ru) B mapme Mywappagp coenan cmenviti waz , omcmpanug_tra om
00IHCHOCIU 2TIABHO20 CYObIO

(3en) Last March , Musharraf took his boldest step , (cz when he removed)/(ru
removing) the Chief Justice...

2. Coordinated clauses in Czech:

(4cz) Mozart se vzddlil fin a ponechal_fin Nicholase o samoteé.
(4ru) Moyapm yoanunca_fin, ocmaeue_tra Huxonaca naedune .
(4en) Mozart went away (cz: and left)/(ru: leaving) Nicholas alone

3. Other means (noun phrases):

(5¢z) To si ziskd podporu mezi mnoha clenskymi staty OSN , mimo jiné NP
temi , které maji rozsahlejsi nespokojené etnické mensiny .

(5ru) Dmo naiidem noodepoicky y mnocux cmpan - wienos OOH | exnrouasn_tra
eocydapcmea ) umernuwue KpYnHble He00BoIbHblE HAYUOHAIbHblE
MEHbUIUHCMBA .

(5en) That will attract support among many UN members , (cz: above all)/(ru:
including) those that have major dissatisfied ethnic minorities .

4. Sometimes only one verb (either main or a gerund) is left in a Czech

equivalent sentence:

(6¢z) Vyzyvavé se usmal_fin.

(6ru) 3aoopmo yastonyswmucey_tra, sop ckaszan...

(6en) ru: Cheerfully smiling, the thief said...cz:The thief cheerfully smiled:

5._A sentence is divided into two:

(7ru) Mumo, epasicoebrno (2)kocace_tra na cuoswezo, (1)kosvinsna_fin
cmapas oama, 602 éecmo kakumu cyovoamu (3)3anecennasn_par crooa 6 smom
NnO30HULL Yac.

lit.: Around, looking_tra askance at him, hobbled fin an old woman, by God
know what destiny being brought_par here.
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(7cz) Kolem neho se (I1)belhala_fin starda pani a (2)vrhala_fin na néj
nepratelské pohledy. Bithvi jaky vitr ji sem (3)zanesl_fin v tuto pozdni hodinu.
lit.: Around him hobbled_fin an old woman and looked_fin askance at him.
God knows what brought_fin her here.

The translator got a bit embarrassed by so many non-finite clauses in a Russian
sentence, and decided not only to change the ordering of verbs, but also to
divide a sentence into two smaller ones.

6. Some examples of Russian gerund are actually lexicalized: (ru) Cyos no
(according to) , the same can be found in Czech: takrikajic (so speaking),
nehledeé na (not looking at) , etc.

7. And, finally, some examples with the same translation- as a gerund:

(8cz) "Nikdy, " odsekla_fin jsem, obouvajic_tra si kozacky.
(8ru) Huxozoa, - ompesana_fin s, namazueas_tra canozu.
(8en) Never — I told, putting_tra on boots.

A remark is due on the ordering of elements in a transgressive clause.
Generally, when translating from one language into another, generally, the
translator chooses the same order of clauses, as in the examples above, but
sometimes the order is reversed when it is more appropriate to do so:

(9¢cz) Mohl se treba posadit na bradla a kouiit. (He could seat on bars and
smoke)

(9ru) On moz Kypums, cuoa_tra na ecummacmuueckux 6pycwsx. (He could
smoke, sitting on bars)

As far as we consider translation of gerund phrases between Czech and
Russian, there is more than one way to translate those types of constructions
dependent on their sense.

Transgressives in contemporary Czech have a flavor of an old bookish style.
At some point in the past they were common, but as their paradigm was rather
complicated, speakers tended to avoid using them until they eventually became
archaic elements. There might be and additional reason why gerund phrases are
used more often in Russian than in Czech. Czech is a pro-drop language, so in
both main and a non-finite clause the subject pronoun is left out. In Russian
there is a strong preference to use the pronoun in both cases, and so the variant
with the gerund phrase might be more economical than that with a relative
clause. The same explanation of a wide-spread usage of gerunds may be
applied to English language as well :

(10cz) Kdyz uvidel Tomase, zavrtél ocasem. - no pronouns for the subject
(10ru) Veuoes Tomawa, on sunvryn xeocmom. Koeoa on yeuoen Tomawa, on
zaeepmeil X60CMOM.

(10en) Having seen Tomas, he waved his tail. When he saw Tomas, he waved
his tail.

Non-finite clauses with participles

Participles (verb forms ending in -ing in English) are indefinite forms of a
verb that might have various functions in a sentence. Again, the notion of
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‘participial clause' is rather ambiguous for different researchers. For example,
in (Mala, 2006) the participial clauses are what we call gerund clauses in this
work. More often they participate in a formation of different verb tenses. Here
we do not use the notion of the participle in its common sense, but as a verbal
form participating in dependent non-finite constructions, called in Russian
“prichastnyj oborot”.

For instance, let us have a look at a Czech passive participle “inspirovan” -
“inspired”. The following three sentences (11) are the examples of a participial
non-finite clause, and examples (12) are the cases when participials just form
the past tense.

(11cz) Profesor, inspirovin clankem, predndsel o novych problémech.

(11ru) [Ilpogheccop, 600XHOGMEHHBIL cmambell, YUMAL AEKYUI0 O HOBLIX
npoobnemax.

(11en) Professor, inspired by an article, lectured on new problems.

(12cz) Profesor byl inspirovan clankem.

(12ru) Ipogheccop 6vin 600xHOB1EH cmambeil.

(12en) Professor was inspired by an article.

In contrary to transgressive phrases, we can not detect participial phrases in
both Czech and Russian text with the help of tags because participles are
marked with the same tag — verbal adjective - Vmpp in Russian tag or AG...----
-A---- in Czech, and they can indicate a participle in the function of a common
attribute, e.g. sooxuosenennwviti npogeccop - inspired professor. Moreover,
many of them after the process of a lexicalization became nouns, e.g.
vedouci(cz), eeoywuii(ru) (leading person). So we could not provide the
statistics of such constructions like in the previous case. Nevertheless, we made
an analysis of a small sample of Russian/Czech sentences that contain a
participial tag occurring straight after the dot, which can be the indicator (often,
but not always) of a participial non-finite phrase. In this case, the Czech
translation equivalents of Russian adjectival participial phrase can be:

_ 1. Dependent constructions, ex. relative clauses:
(13cz) Znamy bankeér, ktery REL si vydrzuje smecku body-guardii...-(en)
famous banker, who keeps ...
(13ru) Uszsecmmubiii 6ankup, cooeprcawguii_Par ompsio 60e6uUKos..
(en) famous banker, keeping
2. Czech adjectival phrase in postposition without a comma:
(14cz) Walzer .. posvitil na pristaveny Zebiik vedouci_par dolii. -
(en) a leadder coming down
(14ru) Banwvsep .. oceemun npucmasHyto J1eceHKy, 6eoyuyio_par éHus.
(en) a leadder, coming down

3. Czech participial phrase in postposition, with a comma — the same in both
languages:

(15¢cz) Mozna Ze si rusti mafiani, pdtrajici_par po Libereji, precetli cely text
listu...

(15ru) Bosmoowcno, pycckue maguosu, pazvickuearomwue_par Jlubepero,
npouiu NOJHBII MeKCm NUCbMA...

10
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(15en) lit. Possibly the Russian mafias, searching_par for Liberia, had read
the letter...

The difference here is only in punctuation mark - which is obligatory in
Russian and non-obligatory in Czech depending on whether or not the
participle is a simple attribute(14) or some more complex and independent
structure(15cz). Thus, the reason for the differences in usage of those phrases
in the two languages is only formal. Maybe in Russian the punctuation mark
shows that the construction is more independent of the governing noun than the
Czech one.

Applications

The differences described in this paper can pose some challenge in the real
world - for language learners, translators and machine translation systems. The
first one - language learners are affected least.

Russian learners of Czech language will probably at some time see the
paradigm of Czech transgressive, which is more complex than Russian. But
they will not encounter many of them in the real world, only while reading
some old Czech texts. As for the Czech learners of Russian, they will not find
gerund or participial phrases in colloquial speech either, but they will have to
recognize it in a written speech, especially in news and formal texts.

Translators from Czech into Russian generally do not change the structure of
a Czech text. And on the contrary, when translating Russian non-finite gerund
or participle phrases into Czech, they tend to use some other descriptive
measures described above, like relative or coordinated clauses.

Probably, those non-finite phrases pose the biggest challenge for Russian-
Czech Machine Translation systems, which have no intuition of a human
translator and could not always opt for the best translation of a Russian
transgressive or participial phrase.

Conclusion

In this paper we have described two non-finite constructions - transgressive
and adjective participial phrases in Czech and Russian. Whereas for participial
phrases the discrepancies are more formal - in punctuation or ordering, for
transgressives they are not so trivial. In Czech they are archaic, in Russian they
are not, but they occur mostly in written texts. The commonly known reason
for the fact, that transgressives had become archaic is their complex paradigm.
We have suggested one more hypothesis. One of the functions of transgressives
can be economy of references, as there is no need to use a pronoun referencing
to the subject of a main clause. In pro-drop Czech there is no necessity to use it
anyway - and in finite constructions as well. On the contrary, in a “good-
styled” Russian text it is better to use the reference, so Russian chooses more
economical ways to present the sense - transgressive constructions.

11
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