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Schizophrenia is a complex syndrome characterized by a number of distinct
features. The growing interest in the cognitive disorders associated with schizophrenia
has been observed in the recent neurolinguistic and psycholinguistic research [4], [5], [8],
[11]. One of the symptoms of schizophrenia is repetitive behaviour or stereotypy [6]
which has been observed among schizophrenic patients in various forms of repetitive
cognition, speech and actions (Bleuler, 1950; Kraepelin, 1971). Verbal repetitive
behaviour, however, has received a relatively modest amount of attention from a
linguist’s perspective.

In the present study we observed the variety of perseveration or verbal repetitive
patterns in schizophrenic patients and aimed at establishing their linguistic characteristics
and functional properties in schizophrenic discourse. The material of research consisted
of 12 psychiatric interviews with schizophrenic patients and 25 patients’ written samples.

The standard account of schizophrenic language was elaborated by Andreasen
(1986) in her Thought, Language and Communication (TLC) scale. It comprises 18
characteristic symptoms of schizophrenic language, among which are: poverty of speech,
poverty of content (wordy vagueness or empty speech), pressure of speech (loud and
emphatic speech), distractibility by stimuli in the environment, tangentiality (evasive or
irrelevant replies), loss of communicative goal, derailment (loose associations or ‘flight
of ideas’), circumstantiality (digressions in communication), illogicality, incoherence
(“word salad”, severely disrupted sentence structure), neologistic speech, word
approximations (coined substitutes for existing words, such as night illumination object
for ‘candle’), stilted speech (pompous or overly formal style), clanging (phonetic
associations), echolalia (repetition of interviewer’s words or phrases), blocking (sudden
stoppage of speech), self-reference (talking about oneself excessively) and perseveration.
Linguists and neurolinguists believe that schizophrenic language symptoms originate
from a loss of voluntary control over the speech generation process which fits into a
general conception of schizophrenia as the degradation of communication between
mental subsystems (Chaika, 1990; Chapman, 1986).

The occurrence of perseveration (Neisser, 1895) is one of the first features to
attract attention within the broad scope of schizophrenic verbal behaviour. It was
observed that during interviews with doctors some patients with schizophrenia tended to
stick to one pattern of response or elaborated some recurrent ideas in successive answers.
Such limited variety of verbal reactions as well as an impaired ability to offer novel
responses in the verbal output reflect a communication deficit known as perseveration.
Psycholinguists define perseveration as a characteristic linguistic manifestation of
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schizophrenic speech which results from the general impairment of thought in
schizophrenia and, in particular, the difficulty with cognitive inhibition [7].

Perseveration was first observed among patients in the form of repetitive motor
behaviour. Later the occurrence of perseveration among schizophrenic patients was
noticed in any verbal or non-verbal output modality, including speech, writing, gesturing,
drawing, etc. The first accounts of repetitive behaviour among schizophrenics refer to
perseveration as an inappropriate continuation or repetition of an earlier response after a
change in task requirements (verbal or non-verbal) [1], [10]. Verbal perseveration,
however, is a purely linguistic phenomenon, which is defined as an inflexible response
process marked by difficulty breaking away from words, ideas or response strategies that
have ‘captured the cognitive set’ of a patient [5].

Here is an example of perseverative schizophrenic discourse where the train of a
patient’s thought seems to be fixed to the same circle of ideas which results in the recurrent
use of the same words and sentence structures:

A Mason who isn't good, not to say that all Masons aren't good, would control it in
a way so as to make it a_layoff here, a layoff there, layoff Catholics here, layoff Catholics
here, hurt the_economy there. You can look at an economy on a_table, or bring it down
forth on a table, look at every-- every different facet of an_economy, and you could figure
out exactly how to floor the Catholic Church.

The following example illustrates a cognitive difficulty to break away from an idea
or theme which is characteristic of perseverative pattern of speech in schizophrenia:

My teeth are killing me by expert dentistry of Dr. Brown_the dentist and must be
pulled as soon as possible as | will not live as | am duped by expert dentistry. ...
Perseveration is often observed during verbal tests (e.g. word association test, word
definition test). The rapid shift of attention from one verbal stimulus to another which is
presupposed in such tasks presents a difficulty for patients with schizophrenia. The
following examples are some of the patients’ responses in a word association test where
perseverations occurred as neologisms or meaningless non-word coinages:

a) turkey — ‘figyburger’, clock — ‘kigyburger’, pineapple — ‘bigyburger to eat’;

b) spider - gumper, citizen - humper, needle - himper, working - gumpip, soldier —
quipper;

C) chair — ness, sweet — bess, slow — mass, beautiful — ness

These examples illustrate that in contrast to full-word perseverations discussed
earlier, schizophrenic perseverations can also be partial, i.e. repetitions of a word’s part
(figyburger — bigyburger), its initial sound/sounds (humper — himper) or phonetic clusters
in the middle of a word (himper - gumpip).

Here is an example of a patient’s perseveration when a recurrent idea is repeated in
a successive response in a word definition test:

Cruel —to try and believe what you really are. It’s cruel sometimes to be kind.

Near — to cure kindness you 've got to be keen on kindness. Sometimes it’s cruel.

In this example perseveration appears in the form of a repetitive response strategy,
namely, the use of the same descriptive phrase as a definition for a word (/t’s cruel
sometimes... — Sometimes it’s cruel). Moreover, the patient seemed to have focused on
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the sound rather than the meaning of the stimulus word ‘cruel’ which resulted in
perseveration and unclear expression of ideas. Apart from the full-word perseveration of
the word cruel, this example also illustrates the production of partial perseverations
presented by strings of alliterated words where the first sound of the stimulus word cruel
IS repeated (cure kindness, keen on kindness).

The observed perseverations among patients with schizophrenia fell into one of the
three distinct categories. The typology of perseveration was proposed by
Sandson and Albert (1984) who differentiated continuous, recurrent and stuck-in-set
forms of perseveration. Stuck-in-set perseveration is the inappropriate maintenance of a
category or framework of response after the introduction of a new task. For example [7:
70],

Card 1: The two arms make it look like an angel

Card 2: The two arms make it look like a bear

Card 3: The two arms make it look like a man

Card 6: two girls dancing because of the two arms pointed outward make it look
that way

In another case after asking a schizophrenic person to name as many animals as he
could in 1 minute, he was asked to name as many words as he could that start with the
letter m. In his response, the man said “monkey,” “mouse”, then “man”. In this case the
patient could not disengage from the idea of listing animals which resulted in the stuck-
in-set perseveration in the task for producing words according to the first letter.

Continuous perseveration is the inappropriate continuation of a response without
an intervening stimulus. For example,

As if they could afford to live and exist, they could afford to live and exist...

The inappropriate recurrence of a previous response after the presentation of a new
stimulus presents the case of recurrent perseveration which is demonstrated in the
following responses of a patient in a word definition test:

Bed — lay on

Ship — lay on, no ship, bed

Winter — winter, summer, winter, no

Breakfast — breakfast, bed, bacon

Recurrent perseverations can be further subdivided into subtypes: semantic, lexical
and program-of-action perseverations. Semantic perseverations are words that are
semantically related to the target (e.g., repetition of the naming response cat when shown
a dog). Lexical perseverations are words with no obvious semantic relation to the target
(e.g., repetition of the word cat when asked to name a television set). Program-of-action
perseverations are repeated words that begin with the same initial sound as a previous
response (e.g., repetition of the response cat for subsequent objects which begin with the
same sound, e.g., cabbage, carpet).

The linguistic analysis of the variety of perseverations observed among patients
with schizophrenia revealed their typological and discursive properties in the
schizophrenic discourse. On the level of discourse perseverations reflect the inability to
disengage from previous responses with their further intrusion in the subsequent
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responses which, in its turn, deprives a person of the access to new topics or words as
the discourse unfolds. Therefore, perseverations diminish the quality and quantity of
discourse by limiting the variety of words and ideas. Secondly, in contrast to the
discourse of non-impaired persons which may include repetition of words and ideas with
the purpose to facilitate communication, perseveration among schizophrenic persons is
rather an activity without a communicative goal that does not aim to improve the quality
of discourse.
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Pe3rome

Ha warepiani mncuUXOTepanmeBTUYHUX IHTEPB’I0 Ta MHUCHMOBOI MPOMYKIIii
mHU30(pEeHIYHNX TMAIlEHTIB OMKMCAHI MOBHI 3aco0M peamizamii Ta (yHKIIOHAJIbHI
0COOJIMBOCTI TIepceBepalliil y AUCKypci mu3odpeHiaanx ocodbucrocteit. byno BusBIieHo,
0 Ha PpiBHI JHCKypCy TiepceBepamii (BepOaibHI  MOBTOPIOBAaHI  MOJEII)
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B1IOOpakaloTh HE3JATHICTh TMAaIll€eHTa IMO030aBUTHUCS IIONEPEIHIX BIAMOBIACH, SIKi
MEPEHOCAThCS Y HACTYIHI BIJANOBIAI, Ta, TaKUM YHHOM, 301JHIOIOTh JIHUCKYPC
0COOMCTOCTI, TMO30aBIJISIFOYN 1i JOCTYIYy A0 HOBHX TE€M Ta CIIB y XOJAl pO3rOpTaHHS

JTUCKYPCY.

YK 81°373.611
CTPYKTYPA OPHITOHIMIB Y HIMEIILKIA MOBI

Kynpiii I'. B.
JloneyvbKkuti HAYIOHANLHUL MEXHIYHUU YHIGepcumem

1. BeTynHi 3ayBajkeHHS.

Ha cyuacHoMy ertami poO3BUTKY JIHTBICTUKHM TMPOOJieMa BUBYCHHS JIEKCHKU Ta
CIIOBOTBOPCHHS ~ XapaKTEPU3YEThCS  IMABHUIICHOI  yBarol  BUYEHHUX. leopisd
CJIOBOTBOPEHHS SIK OJIMH 13 PO3JUIIB TE€OPli HIMELBKOI MOBH PO3pOOIISIIACH MPOTITOM
necaTupiy. BuUBUEHHIO CTpyKTypHOi MOOynOBM MOBHM HpHUCBsyeH1 mpaui S.I'pumma,
['Tlayna, A.B.Jecuunpkoi, B.Iloropenbchkoi, A.A.YdimueBoi, K.A.JIeBKOBCBHKOI,
I'.I'.IsneBoi, T.llinnau, B.®nsiimepa, M.J[.Crenanoroi, [.I.UepHumiosoi, fI.Ep6eHa,
X.BenpMana Ta 6aratbOX 1HIIUX KJIACHKIB JIIHTBICTUKH.

JlocmDKeHHST OPHITOJOTIYHOI JIGKCHKH, TOOTO JIEKCEM Ha TO3HA4YeHHS IITaxiB,
MPE/ICTaBIIIE€ 3HAYHUMN 1HTEpeC s JIHTBICTIB. Po3pobkoto 1iei mpobiemu 3aitmanucs
O0aratro Buenmx, a came E.Il.Pykina, M.M.['unarymnin, JI.®.MoiceeBa, I'.B.decenko,
A.A.bokareit, JI.B./I[pobaxa Ta iHmi. JlocmimKyBalvcs HaI[lOHAIBHO-KYJIbTypHA
cnenudika Ha3B MTaxiB, HOMIHATUBHO-MOTHBALIMHUA aCMEKT Ta CTPYKTYpHO-
CEMaHTUYHI OCOOJMBOCTI HalWMEHyBaHb NTaxiB Tomio. Pazom 13 1uMm mpobOiema
CTPYKTYPH OPHITOHIMIB Yy HIMEIBKI MOBI € MaJIOJOCIIIKEHOI 1 TOMYy TOTpedye
pETETHLHOTO BUBUCHHS.

[IporoHoBaHa poOOTa MPUCBSYCHA aHATI3y CIOBOTBIPHOI CTPYKTYpH JIGKCEM Ha
MO3HAYEHHS NTaxXiB y HIMEIbKIM MOBI.

O0’eKTOM JIOCHIIPKEHHS € HaMEHYBaHHsI ITax1B (OPHITOHIMH) Y HIMELBKIN MOBI,
a TIPEIMETOM — CTPYKTypa JaHUX JIEKCEM.

MarepianoM AOCTIIPKEHHS € CyLUIbHAa BUOIpKa OPHITOHIMIB 13 TIyMauyHUX Ta
MEPEeKIaHNX CJIOBHHKIB HIMEIPKOI MOBHM, a TaKOX 13 JOBIJIKOBOI JiTEpaTypu 3
OpHITOJIOT11. 3arajibHa KUIbKICTh aHATI30BaHUX OPHITOHIMIB y HIMEIbKi MOBI CKJIaJa€
1316 onuHMUIIb.

2. Mera i 3aBgaHHs AOCTIHKCHHS.

Meta nocnipKeHHS — MpoaHaii3yBaTH CTPYKTYpY OpPHITOHIMIB y CydYacHId
HIMELBHKIH MOBI.
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