
1 6 3

-
 «

-
»6 .

, 
, 

, .
 « » 

, ,
. -

, 
 1913 .

, -
. 

. -

, 
. -

-
-
,
-

-
.

 « » 
-
-
-

. -
 « -

». -
-

, -
. , -

-
, -

, -
. 

 1863–1871 . 
: «

,  ,  
, -

,  -

»7 .

1 .- . . ., 1961. . 55.
2 .  . 38. . 7. . 379. . 214.
3 . ., 1968.  2. . 120.
4 . . 126. . 1. . 15.  . 1.
5 . . 545. . 317. . 39.
6 . . 41.
7 . . 416. . 3. . 1055.  . 16.

. . 

.
 – , . . 

 « », -
 (II . . .), . -



1 6 4

-
.

-
. -

 – « -
» (  « »), -

, 
 V . . . 

, -

1 .

 –
» ( )  « -

»   – -
-

,   II  .  .  .

 ( ), 
, -

, 
. -

 « -
»2 .  -

. 
-
:

,  -
, 

.
-

:

«– , [ ]: ‘ ’. 
?»3

-

, 
:

«– , , -
,  ,  
?

– , –  [ ]. – 
.

–  ,  ,   –  -
, , ?

– , –  [ ]. – 
.

– , ,  – , 
, , , , ?

– , –  [ ]. – 
.

– , ,  – , 
, 

 [ ]?
–  ,  –   [ ].  –  

»4 .

. ,

, . -

-
, 

. -
,

, -
.  « », -

.

: , , .

The paper deals with the definition of the word in Patanjali’s «Mahabhashya» (II B.C.). Due to the
functional orientation of the traditional Indian grammar, Patanjali defines the word through its relation to
the referent, categorizing all possible referents of a word by means of a special ‘derivational scheme’.
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The article applies a value-based approach towards an analysis of poems. This allows the author to
identify the writer’s attitude to existence, his worldview, religious and moral values. It is the first time in
the study of Osetin literature that the axiology and values of Tsomaev’s works are explored.
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