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Annotation: This article explores the taxonomic frameworks used to describe
composite sentences, focusing on classifications such as collotaxeme, parataxeme,
hypertaxeme (and its variations), binome, polynome, disceurseme, ecumulene, and
occursome. These categories provide a systematic approach to analyzing the structural
and functional relationships between clauses. The study,g esents pew insights into how
composite sentences convey complex ideas in discodrse, higk '|ght|ng their essential
role in syntactic analysis and linguistic research. /| | 4
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subordination, or other syntactic relations, facilitate the clear and detailed arti‘;/
of thoughts. Grasping these taxonomic classifications'is vital for evaluating tt
roles, and interrelations of composite sentences within language: !

Taxonomic Classifications
1. Collotaxeme

A collotaxeme pertains to the structural positioning of two clauses situated side by side
In a sentence. It highlights the syntactic interaction among clauses, concentrating on
the mechanisms that enable their connection. Though this classification is somewhat
uncommon, it provides valuable insights into distinctive sentence structures.

2. Parataxeme
Parataxemes illustrate clauses that are joined through coordination. These clauses
possess equal status and are not subordinate to one another. For instance:
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“I was in the park, and it started pouring heavily.

This classification underscores the balance and clarity of clause relationships.
3. Hypertaxeme

Hypertaxeme investigates subordinative relationships, wherein one clause relies on
another for its interpretation. It can be further segmented into:

Supertaxeme: Pertains to higher-level clauses that control subordinate ones.
Architaxeme: Centers on the primary clauses that convey the main information in a
sentence.

Ultrataxeme: Denotes highly embedded or deeply dependent clauses, which introduce
complexity to the meaning of the sentence.

4. Binome and Polynome

Polynome: A composite sentence containing mult "
and structural intricacy to the sentence.

5. DISCOU rseme

investigates how clauses Imk to formulate a coherent and'meaningful message

6. Cumulene

Cumulene focuses on the progression of meaning through a series of interconnected
clauses. Each clause builds on the preceding one, contributing layers of information
and generating a richer comprehension of the sentence as a whole.

7. Occursome
Occursome pertains to the organization and interaction of clauses within a sentence,

emphasizing their order and how they contribute to the overall structure.

Applications of Taxonomic Approaches
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These taxonomic categories are crucial for linguists and educators as they provide a

systematic framework for analyzing and teaching sentence structures. For language
learners, comprehending classifications such as parataxeme and hypertaxeme is
essential for differentiating between coordination and subordination. Additionally,
discourseme and cumulene offer valuable insights into how sentences operate in
broader communicative contexts, rendering them indispensable for understanding
complex language usage.
Conclusion

To summarize, the taxonomic categorizations of composite sentences, such as
collotaxeme, parataxeme, hypertaxeme, and additional types, offer an organized
framework for examining complex relationships between clauses. These classifications
improve our capacity to understand and instruct on complicated linguistic
structures.Future studies might investigate the use of these classifications in different
languages and settings, creating new opportunities for syntagtic analysis and linguistic
exploration. Through these classifications, linguists, edugators, and language learners
can gain a clearer insight into how sentences operate
spoken dialogue. They clarify how meaning is create uses are structured, and
how these elements contribute to the overall flow @ com, nicatié .Lopéging toward
the future, there is significant potential for applying thegse clagSificatigns to vari
languages and contexts. This could enhance our compreh‘ensior;ffbf lan@uage iff ¢
and create new avenues for research, teaching, and learning. The
composite sentences goes beyond grammar; it involves revealing the ¢
nuanced ways humans convey their thoughts and ideas.

REFERENCES

1. Quirk, R., Greenbaum, S., Leech, G., & Svartvik, J. (1985). A ' Comprehensive
Grammar of the English Language. Longman.

2. Crystal, D. (1997). A Dictionary of Linguistics and Phonetics (4th ed.).
Blackwell.

3. Huddleston, R., & Pullum, G. K. (2002). The Cambridge Grammar of the
English Language. Cambridge University Press.

4. Halliday, M. A. K., & Matthiessen, C. (2014). Halliday's Introduction to
Functional Grammar (4th ed.). Routledge.

5. Brown, G., & Yule, G. (1983). Discourse Analysis. Cambridge University Press.



FAN, TA'LIM, TEXNOLOGIYA VA ISHLAB CHIQARISH
INTEGRATSIYASI ASOSIDA RIVOJLANISH ISTIQBOLLARI
VOLUME-1, ISSUE-6
6. Thompson, S. A., & Longacre, R. E. (1985). "Adverbial Clauses." In Shopen, T.

(Ed.), Language Typology and Syntactic Description: Complex Constructions
(Vol. 2). Cambridge University Press.

7. Chafe, W. (1980). The Pear Stories: Cognitive, Cultural, and Linguistic Aspects
of Narrative Production. Ablex Publishing.

8. Van Valin, R. D., & LaPolla, R. J. (1997). Syntax: Structure, Meaning, and
Function. Cambridge University Press.

9. Leech, G., & Svartvik, J. (2002). A Communicative Grammar of English (3rd
ed.). Longman.

10.Lyons, J. (1977). Semantics. Cambridge University Press.

11.Teshaboyeva, N., & Mamayoqubova, S. (2020). COMMUNICATIVE
APPROACH TO LANGUAGE TEACHING. In MOJIOI[OI?'I
NCCIIEAOBATEJIb: BBI3OBbI U ITEPCITEKTHUBbIpp. (409-414).

12.Teshaboyeva, N. Z. (2019). TEACHING ENGLISH THROUGH
LITERATURE INTESL AND TEFL CLASSR S. IndCOBPEMEHHbBIE
TEXHOJIOTUU: AKTYAJIGHBIE BOIIP@CHI, iC
MHHOBAIUU (pp. 82-84).




