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  є ϴ ϴϿ ϻ ϴϾ ϴϿ - ϴϷ Ϸ  ϴ ϹϾ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼ Ϸ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  Ͼ ϴ ϶ ϴ  -
Ͽ - ϴ Ͼ ϶  ϸϼ Ͼ . Ϙ Ͽ ϸϺ є  ϴ ϴ  ϻ ϴ  ϴ ϶ϿϹ   Ϲ ϴ ϼϾ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ , Ͻ Ϸ  
ϻϼ ϶ϴ  Ͼ «ϷϹ Ϲ ϼ Ϸ  Ͼ ϸ  ϴ », ϾϼϽ ϺϹ ϴ ϼ « ϴϷ  ϼϿ »  ϶ Ͽϼ϶ϴ ϼ ϴ Ϻϼ  ϶  ϶Ͽϴ ϼϾ ϶. 

Ϫ  Ϲ ϼ ϻϷϿ ϸϴ  Ͼ ϼϾϿϴϸ ϴ Ϸ  ϶ Ϲ . Ϥ ϵϼ  ϵϴ ϻ ϴ ϼ ϼ Ϲ Ϲϸ ϶ϼ ϼ-
Ϲ  ϼ  ϶ϿϹ , ϴ ϴϾ Ϻ ϼ ϼ ϴ Ͽ ϸϾϼ, Ͼ  Ϻ  ϴ ϼ Ϲ ϶ Ϲ Ͼ Ͽ   ϧϾ ϴ ϼ. 

 ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ  Ͽ Ϸϴє  ϶ϼϾ ϼ ϴ  Ͼ - Ͼ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϴ Ϲ ϼ Ϸ  Ϲ ϸ ϶,  ϸϴ-
 ϻ Ϸ  ϴ ϴϿ ϻ ϶ϴ ϼ ϴ ϸ ϼϽ Ͼ  Ͼ Ϲ ϼ  ϼ Ϲ  ϴ ϶ϼϻ ϴ ϼ ϼ ϻ ϴ Ϲ , ϾϹ ϶  ϶ ϸ Ϸ ϴє  
Ͼ  ϴ Ϸ  ϴ ϴϿ Ϸ   ϧϾ ϴ ϼ.   Ͽ Ϸϴє  ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ  ϴ ϼ  ϷϿ ϸ ϶ ϴ 

ϼ ϶ Ͽ - ϴϷ  Ϲ  ϴϸϼ Ͻ  ϴ ϸ  Ͼ Ͽ ϼ. ϖ Ϲ Ϲ ϴ ϴϿ ϻ  ϴ , Ϲ ϶’  ϴ ϶ ϸϹ ϴ Ϲ -
ϴϿϼ, Ϲϸ ϴ϶ϿϹ  ϶ Ϲ Ϲ - , Ͼ  Ϲ ϹϻϹ  Ͽ ϼϽ ϸϼ Ͼ  ϸ  ϼ ϶ Ͽ Ͼϼ ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ . 

. Ϡ ϶ Ϲ  ϼ ϴ ϴ Ϲ Ϲ Ͽϼ Ϲ Ϲ ϶ ϼ  Ͽ ϶ϴ , ϴ Ͻ ϼ є  ϴ  Ϻϼ . ϖ  
϶ϼϾ є ϴϵ Ͽ ϻ  Ͼ  ϴ ϸ ϴϷϴє ϸϼ϶ ϸ  ϶ ϸ ϶ϴ ϼ єϸ  ϻ ϸϹϴϿϴ ϼ ϴ  ϴ ϼ ϼ  ϿϹ ϴ ϼ. 
ϧ ϶ϿϹ   ϴϾ ϴϿ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ  ϴ ϶ ϴ ϶ Ͻ Ϸ  ϴϷ  ϼϿ  є ϼϾϿϴϸ  ϶ Ϲ  ϴ Ϸ  ϴ -

ϴϿ Ϸ  , ϾϼϽ ϸϴє ϻ Ϸ  Ͼ ϴ  ϶ ϸ ϶ϴ ϼ ϹϵϹ ϵ Ͽ  ϻϴ ϼ Ϲ ϼ ϼ,  ϵϿϼ϶  ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶  ϶ Ϲ ϸ ϾϿϴ-
ϸ  Ͽ - Ͽ ϼ  ϼ ϴ ,  ϾϿϴϿϴ  ϶ ϧϾ ϴ  ϔϿϹ ϴϾ  Ϲ ϼ Ϻ  ϴ ϼ  ϹϷϴ ϼ϶  ϴ Ͽ ϸϾϼ, 
ϴϸϺϹ Ϲ Ͼϴ  Ͽ ϸϹϽ ϸ  ϶Ͽϴ Ϸ  Ͼ  ϶ϼ ϸ  ϻ ϾϿϴϸ ϼ  ϵ ϴ϶ϼ , ϴ ϻ   ϶  ϶ Ϲ,  ϴ-
϶ϼϿ  ϶ϼϾ ϼ ϴ  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ  ϻ ϴϾϼ, ϶ Ϲ  ϻ Ϲ϶ ϼ  ϴ є  ϴ ϻ ϸ ϼ ϴ  ϼ ϴϿ ϶, Ϻ  ϴϸ -
Ͽϼ ϼ  ϵ  Ϲ Ϲ Ϸ є  ϴ ϹϴϿ ϻ ϶ϴ ϼ Ϲ϶  Ϸ ϴ  ϸ Ͻ.  

 : ϴ ϸ ϼϽ ϸ Ϸ, , ϴ ϴϿ ϼϽ , ϴ ϴϿ ϴ ϸϹ ϼ , ϼ ϶ Ͽ, Ϲ ϴ ϼϾϴ, 
ϴϷ . 
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  ϶Ͽ Ϲ  ϴ ϴϿϼϻ ϴϾ ϴϿ - ϴϷϼ Ϲ Ͼ Ϸ  ϴ ϹϾ ϴ Ͼ ϴϼ Ͼ Ϸ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  Ͼ ϴ ϶ ϶ Ϲ-
Ϲ  ϵ Ϲ ϶Ϲ - ϴ  ϸϼ Ͼ Ϲ. Ϝ ϿϹϸ Ϲ  ϴ ϴ ϼ  ϻ ϴ ϼϽ ϼ Ϲϸ ϴ϶ϿϹ ϼϽ  Ϲ ϴ ϼϾϹ ϴ-
ϸ Ͻ ϸϹϺϸ , ϹϷ  ϻϼ ϼ ϼ ϶ϴ ϼϹ ϾϴϾ «ϷϹ Ϲ ϼ Ϲ Ͼ Ϸ  Ͼ ϸϴ ϴ ϼϼ», Ͼ Ͻ ϺϹ  ϼ Ϲ  « ϴϷϼ Ϲ Ͼ  

ϼϿ » ϼ ϶Ͽϼ  ϴ Ϻϼϻ  ϶ ϼ  ϶ϿϴϸϹϿ Ϲ϶. ϱ ϼ Ϲ  ϴ ϴ ϼ϶ϴ  ϾϴϾ ϼ Ϲ  ϶ Ϲ Ϲ Ϸ  ϼ ϶ -
Ϲ ϶ϴ, ϸϹϿϴϹ  Ͼϴ ϵ ϻ ϴ ϼ  Ϲϸ ϿϾϼ ϴ ϴ Ϲ ϼ  ϼ  Ϲϸ ϴ϶ϿϹ ϼϽ, ϴ ϴϾϺϹ Ϲ ϼ  -

ϿϹϸ ϶ϼ , Ͼ Ϲ Ϸ  ϼ Ϲ  Ϲ  ϶ Ͼ Ͽ  ϴ ϶Ϲ ϧϾ ϴϼ .  ϼ ϿϹϸ ϶ϴ ϼ  
ϻϴϾϿ ϴϹ  ϶ ϼ Ͽ ϻ ϶ϴ ϼϼ Ͼ - Ͼ ϼ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϼ Ϲ ϼ ϼ Ϲ Ͼ Ϸ  Ϲ ϸ ϶, ϻ϶ Ͽ ϼ  ϴ ϴϿϼ-
ϻϼ ϶ϴ  ϴ ϸ Ͻ Ͼ  ϾϴϾ Ϲ ϼ ϼ Ϲ Ͼ  ϼ Ϲ  ϼ ϹϸϹϿϼ  ϻ ϴ Ϲ ϼϹ, Ͼ Ϲ  ϼϷ ϴϹ  ϶ Ͼ Ϲ 

϶ Ϲ Ϲ Ϸ  ϴ ϼ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϼ ϴ ϧϾ ϴϼ .   ϻϴϾϿ ϴϹ  ϶ ϼ ϿϹϸ ϶ϴ ϼϼ ϶ Ϲ Ϲ  ϶ϻϷϿ -
ϸ ϶ ϴ ϼ ϶ Ͽϼ - ϴϷϼ Ϲ Ͼ  Ϲ  ϴ ϸ Ͻ Ͼ Ͽ . ϖ Ϲ ϶ Ϲ ϴ ϴϿϼϻϼ  ϴ ϼ, ϼ Ϲ ϶  ϼ ϶ϼϸϹ ϴ-
Ϲ ϼϴϿ , Ϲϸ ϴ϶ϿϹ Ϲ ϶ ϼ Ϲ Ϲ - ϴ ϶Ϲ, Ͼ Ϲ ϹϻϹ  ϵ Ϲ ϶Ϲ Ͻ ϸϼ Ͼ  ϼ ϹϿ  
ϼ ϶ ϿϼϾϼ ϴ ϸ Ͻ ϸϹϺϸ . . Ϡϼ ϶ Ϲ ϶  ϼ Ϲ Ϲ Ͽ Ͼ  Ϲ ϶ ϵ  ϵ Ϲ ϶ϴ ,  ϼ ϼ-

϶ Ϲ  ϶ ϶ Ϲ Ϲ Ͻ Ϻϼϻ ϼ. Ϣ  ϶ Ͽ Ϲ  ϴϵϼϿϼϻϼ  Ͼ ϼ  ϼ ϷϴϹ  ϼ ϸϼ϶ϼϸ  ϶ ϶ ϶ϴ  
ϵ   ϼϸϹϴϿϴ ϼ ϴ ϼϼ ϼ ϸ Ϸϼ ϼ ϹϹ ϿϹ ϴ ϼ. ϣ Ϲϸ ϴ϶ϿϹ ϼϹ  ϴϾ ϴϿ ϼ ϴ ϸ Ͻ ϸϹϺϸ  ϼ ϶Ϲ ϴ ϶ ϹϹ 
ϴϷϼ Ϲ Ͼ  ϼϿ  ϶Ͽ Ϲ  ϼ Ϲ  ϻϸϴ ϼ  ϶ Ϲ Ϲ Ϸ  ϴ ϼ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϼ ϴ, Ͼ Ͻ ϻ϶ Ͽ Ϲ  Ͼ ϴϼ ϴ  
϶ ϶ ϶ϴ  Ϲϵ  ϵ ϿϹϹ ϻϴ ϼ Ϲ ϼ,  ϵϹ  ϶ϴϺ  ϶ Ϲ ϼ ϸ Ͽ Ϻ Ͻ ϵ Ϲ ϶Ϲ - Ͽϼ ϼ Ϲ Ͼ Ͻ ϼ -

ϴ ϼϼ ϶ ϧϾ ϴϼ Ϲ. ϡ  ϴϾϼϹ Ϲ  Ϸ  ϼ Ϲ  ϼ ϹϷϴ ϼ϶ Ϲ ϿϹϸ ϶ϼ  – ϶Ϲϸ  Ϲ ϵ Ϻϸϴ  Ͽ ϸϹϽ Ͼ ϵ -
϶Ϲ  ϼ Ͼ  ϶ ϸϴ ϼϻ Ͽ Ϻ  ϵ ϹϿ ϶, ϴ Ͼ Ϲ Ͽ  ϼ  ϶Ϲ  ϶ ,  ϴ϶ϼϿ  ϼ Ͽ ϻ ϶ϴ Ϲ 

ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ Ϲ ϻ ϴϾϼ, ϻϸϴ Ϲ  ϹϸϹϿϹ  ϴ Ϲ ϼϹ  ϼ  ϵϿ ϸϹ ϼϹ  ϼ ϴϿ ϶, Ϸ  ϴϸϹϿϼ  ϶Ϲ  
Ϻ Ͻ Ϲ ϷϼϹϽ ϼ Ϲ ϶ϼ  ϹϸϹϿϹ  Ϸ ϴ  ϸϹϽ ϶ϼϽ. 

 : ϴ ϸ ϴ  ϸϹϺϸϴ, ϼ , ϴ ϼ ϴϿ Ͻ ϼ , ϴ ϼ ϴϿ ϴ  ϼϸϹ ϼ , ϼ ϶ Ͽ, Ϲ-
ϴ ϼϾϴ, ϴϷϼ . 
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Sacralisation of folk costume in Ukraine as an example of contemporary myth-making 
The purpose of this article is to study sacral and mystical aspects of the Ukrainian folk costume, as they are 

being discussed in modern social and scientific publications and media. The subject of this analysis is current 
transformation of the social perception of a traditional folk costume, its elements and its deemed role as a “genetic code 
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of the nation”, which can have a magical influence over the person’s life. This transformation process is being treated as 
an example of modern myth-making. We research the prerequisites of such myth-making, as well as, the consequences 
of such myths. The methodology consists in structural-functional and semiotic methods, which allow viewing the 
traditional folk costume as a semiotic system and which allows deriving the role the costume plays in the structure of a 
modern Ukrainian myth. Scientific novelty. For the first time the deemed “symbolic and magical” properties of a folk 
costume are being investigated, as they are outlined in a number of recent publications, interviews and movies. 
Conclusions. We conclude that myth-making is inherent not only to primitive societies, but it is also present in modern 
life. As such, myth-making fulfils a stabilising function. It helps an individual to feel himself a part of a greater group or 
a nation. In general, “sacral and magic” properties attributable to the traditional folk costume could be treated as a modern 
myth, which, on one hand helps an individual feel more protected (which is very acute for many Ukrainians these days). 
On the other hand, such myth can have some drawbacks, like over-reliance on some (deemed) “magic” things and forces, 
instead of relying on person’s own efforts. 

Keywords: folk costume, myth, national myth, national identity, symbol, semantics, magic. 
 
ϔϾ ϴϿ  Ϲ ϼ ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ . Ϣ ϴ  ϴ   ϵϿ  ϴ ϴ϶  ϴ Ͼ ϶  ϸϼ Ͼ  

ϼϿϼϿϼ  Ϲ ϸϹ  ϸ  ϴϾ ϴϿ ϻϴ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ , ϴ ϵϿϼ϶  ϶ϼ ϼ  Ͼϼ, Ͼ ϵϹ ϹϷ  ϴ «ϷϹ-
Ϲ ϼ Ϸ  Ͼ ϸ  ϴ » [5]. Ϫ  ϷϿ ϸϼ ϻϸ ϵ Ͽϼ ϻ ϴ  ϸ ϼ Ͼ  Ϲ Ϲϸ ϵϴϷϴ  ϴ Ͼ ϶ Ͽ ϸϹϽ ϴ 

Ϲ ϼ϶  ϵϷ ϶  ϴ ϴ Ͼ ϶ - Ͽ ϼ  ϴϽ ϴ ,  ϴϿ ϼ  Ϲ ϹϺϴ , Ϸ ϴ ϴ  ϹϿϹϵϴ-
Ϲ  ϴ Ϲ ϹϺϹ϶ϼ   ϸ Ͼ ϶ϴ ϼ  ϶ϼϸϴ  [12]. ϦϴϾϴ Ϲ Ϲ ϴ  ϸϴ϶ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ  ϴє Ϲ϶  ϻ ϴϾϼ 

, ϴ  Ϲ  ϴ  є ϵϴ ϶ϼϻ ϴ ϼ ϼ, ϼ Ϻ ϴ ϶϶ϴϺϴ ϼ ϶ϿϹ   ϴϷ  ϼϿ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  
ϸ Ϸ  ϴ Ͻ Ϸ  ϴ Ϲ ϼϾϼ ϾϿϴϸ ϶  ϴ Ϸ  ϴ ϴϿ Ϸ   ϧϾ ϴ ϼ ϴ Ͼ  ϴ Ͽ ϸϾϼ Ϲ ϺϹ 
ϴ ϼ ϶ Ͼ Ͽ Ͻ Ϲ ϹϾ ϼ϶ .  

ϡϴ Ͼ ϶ϴ ϶ϼϻ ϴ Ͽ Ϸϴє  ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ  ϴ ϼ  ϷϿ ϸ ϶ ϴ ϼ ϶ Ͽ - ϴϷ  Ϲ  ϴϸϼ-
Ͻ  ϴ ϸ  Ͼ Ͽ ϼ. ϖ Ϲ Ϲ ϴ ϴϿ ϻ  ϴ , Ϲ ϶’  ϴ ϶ ϸϹ ϴ Ϲ ϴϿϼ, Ϲϸ ϴ϶ϿϹ  ϶ 
Ϲ Ϲ - , Ͼ  є ϶ϼ ϴϻ ϼϾϴ ϼ Ϲ϶  ϴ ϼ ϼ Ͽ ϼ  ϷϿ ϸ ϶ ϶  ϼ ϶ Ͽ Ͼϼ ϴ ϸ-
Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ  ϴ ϻ ϴ Ϲ , ϾϹ ϶  ϶ ϸ Ϸ ϴє ϶ Ϻϼ  Ͼ Ϲ  ϵϼ ϴ ϶ ϶ϴ  ϴ .  

ϖϼϾϿϴϸ ϶ Ϸ  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ . ϡϴ ϸ ϼϽ ϸ Ϸ ϶ ϸ Ϸ ϴ϶ϴ϶ ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶  Ͽ   Ϻϼ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼϼ  Ϲ-
Ͽ . ϖ  ϴ϶ Ϲ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϵ ϶  Ͼ , ϴ Ͻ ϵ ϶ ϴ ϾϹ  ϴ ϸϹ ϼ Ͼϴ , ϴϸϺϹ ϶ ϸ ϼ϶  ϴ-
Ͽ Ϲ, ϹϷ ϴϿ Ϲ ϴ Ϲ Ϲ ϸϺϹ  Ͽ ϸϼ ϼ. ϖϼϷ ϶ϿϹ  ϸ Ϸ  ϵ Ͽ  ϻ϶ϼ  ϴ϶  Ͼ Ϻ Ϸ  
ϿϹ ϴ ϴϸϼ Ͻ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼ  ’ , ϴϸϺϹ, Ͼ  Ϲ϶ ϼ  ϹϿϹ Ϲ ϶  ( ϴϾϼ , Ͼ Ͼ Ϻ , Ͼϼ, -

ϵ ϼ ), Ͼ  ϻϴ ϶Ͽ Ͽϼ  ϶ Ϲ Ͻ ϼ  Ϲ϶ϼ  ϴϽ ϶, ϴϽϺϹ ϶  ϹϿϹ Ϲ ϼ  ϵ Ͽϼ ϴ϶  
Ͼ ϴ ϼ  ϹϿ . ϖ Ͼ Ϻ  Ϲ ϹϷ  ϧϾ ϴ ϼ ϾϿϴϿϼ  ϶  ϴϸϼ  ϴ Ϲ ϼϾϼ, Ͼ Ͽ ϼ ϼϾϼ ϴ 

Ϲ Ͼϼ ϶ϼϷ ϶ϿϹ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ . Ϣ ϵϿϼ϶  Ϲ є  ϶ϼ ϼ϶Ͼϼ ϴ Ͼϴ , ϸϹ Ͼ Ͽϼ ϻϴ Ϲ-
϶ ϼ ϼ ϼϿ ϼ ϼ ϼ ϻ ϴϾϴ ϼ Ϻ ϴ  ϶ϼϻ ϴ ϼ ϼ Ϲ  ϵ ϶ϴ .  

ϕϴϷϴ  ϸ Ͽ ϸ ϼϾ ϶ Ͼϴ϶ϼϿϼ ϼ ϴ  ϸϺϹ  ϴ ϻ ϴ Ϲ  Ϲ϶ ϼ  ϹϿϹ Ϲ ϶ ϴ ϼ ϶ Ͽ ϶ 
϶ϼ ϼ϶Ͼϼ, ϼ ϼ ϼ  ϹϷ ϴϿ ϼ  ϶ ϸ ϹϽ ϴ ϻ ϴ ϸϺϹ  Ͽ ϼ  ϻϴϷϴϿ Ͼ ϴ Ͼϼ  ϻ ϴϾ. 
ϦϴϾ, ϵϼ ϶ ϸ ϶ ϸϹϽ ϴ  ϾϿϴϸ  ϼ ϴ  ϼ ϺϹ  ϻ ϴϽ ϼ ϶ ϴ  Ϡ. ϕ Ͽ ϶ Ͼ Ϸ  [2],Ϣ. ϕ Ϸ  
[3], Ϩ. ϖ ϶Ͼϴ [6], Ϥ. ϛϴ ϴ Ͼ-ϫ ϷϴϽ[7], Ϧ. Ϟϴ ϴ-ϖϴ ϼϿ є϶ [8], Ϡ. ϥϹϿ ϶ϴ ϶ϴ [15]. ϖϼϾ ϼ ϶ ϼ 
϶Ͽϴ  Ͽ ϶  ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ , ϶϶ϹϸϹ  ϶ ϴ Ͼ ϶ϼϽ ϵ Ϸ ϴ Ϲ ϴϿϼ, ϴ ϶  ϴϿ ϵ ϼ, ϶ϼϸϴ  ϴ ϴ , ϴ 
ϴϾ Ϻ ϴ Ϲ Ͽ Ϸ ,  ϴ ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ  Ϲ Ϸ ϴ  ϸϺϹ ϹϿϴ, ϴ Ͼ ϶  ϴ ϴϿ ϻ  Ϲ ϴ ϼϾ  ϴ ϸ-

Ϸ  ϴ Ϲ  ϴ ϵϿ  ϵ  Ͼ ϶ϴ ϼ ϶ ϷϿ ϸ  Ͼϴ ϼ  ϶  Ͻ Ϸ  ϶ ϶. 
ϛ Ͼ Ϲ ϴ, Ϡ. ϥϹϿ ϶ϴ ϶ ϶ ϶ Ͻ ϴ   ϴ Ϲ  ϴ ϴϷϴє  ϶’ ϻϴ ϼ ϶Ϲ ϵϴϿ Ϲ ϻ ϴ Ϲ  

( ϴ ϸ  ϴϻ϶ ) ϴ ϶ ϻ ϴϿ Ϲ ϻ ϵ ϴϺϹ  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϻ ϴϾ   ϴ ϴϿ ϻ є Ͻ Ϸ  Ͼ ϼ ϶ Ͽ Ϲ ϶ϼ ϴ-
ϺϹ  ϻ ϴ  Ͽ ϸϼ ϼ  ϴ϶Ͼ Ͽϼ Ͻ ϶ . ϢϾ Ϲ  ϹϿϹ Ϲ ϼ ϴ Ϲ , Ͻ Ϸ  Ͼ Ͽ ϼ ϼ ϶Ϲ 

ϻ Ϲ  Ϻ  ϶ϼ ϴ ϼ, ϴ ϸ Ͼ  ϥϹϿ ϶ϴ ϶ϴ, ϻϴϾ ϸ ϶ϴ ϼ  ϹϾ  ϻ ϴ ϼ  ϴ Ͻ-
ϼ  ϼ Ϲ  [15, 16-19].  

ϫϴ   ϴϾϼ  ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ  ϼ ϶ Ͽ ϶ ϴ ϸ  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ  Ͼ Ͽ ϼ ϴϷ Ͽ є  ϴ , 
 ϻϴ ϵ ϴϾ  ϸ Ͼ Ϲ ϴϿ ϼ  ϸϺϹ ϹϿ ϴϽϺϹ Ϲ ϺϿϼ϶  ϶ ϴ ϶ϼ ϼ Ϲ ϻ ϴ Ϲ  ϼ ϶ Ͽ  ϴ -

ϹϺϼ ϼ Ͻ Ϸ  Ϲ϶ Ͽ . ϦϴϾ, Ϲ Ϸ ϴ  ϴ ϸ Ͽ ϸ ϼϾ ϴϷ ϼ  ϶ ϶ϴ  ϴ Ͽ Ϸ ϼ  ϼ ϶ Ͽ ϶  ϻ϶ϼ-
ϴє϶ - ϵ ϸ ϶ Ͻ Ϲ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼ  Ͼ Ͽ ϼ Ϣ. ϕ ϼϽ ϻϴϻ ϴ ϴє,   ϴϸϼ   ϩϋϩ-ϩϩ . ϶ϺϹ Ϲ 
϶ ϸ Ͽ ϶ϴϿϼ ϴ ϴ ϼ  ϻ ϴ   ϼ ϶ Ͽ Ͼ  ϴ Ϲ   Ϲ ϷϿϼ ϼ ϼ Ͻ Ϸ  Ϲ ϴ ϼϾ . ϖ ϶ -

є  ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ  Ͽ  Ͼϴ ϼ  ϴ ϸ ϼ  ϶ϼ ϵ ϶ ϶ ϴϷ - ϼ ϴϿ ϼ  ϵ ϸϴ  Ϣ. ϕ ϼϽ ϻ϶Ϲ ϴє ϶ϴϷ  
ϴ Ϲ,  ϴ ϴϿ Ϲ ϼ ϿϹ  Ϲϸ Ϲ ϶ ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϶  ϵ Ͽ  ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶ϼ  ϹϿϹ Ϲ  Ϲ  

ϴϸϴ ϴ  ϴ ϶ є  ϶  [3, 191-192]. 
ϣ ϶Ϲ ϴ ϼ  ϸ  ϴ Ϸ  ϸϼ Ͼ  ϶  ϼ ϶ Ͽ Ͼϼ ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ , Ϻ ϴ ϻϴ ϶ϴϺϼ ϼ 

ϸ ϼ   Ϲ ϸϹ  ϸ  Ͻ Ϸ  ϸ ϶ Ϲ  ϴ ϴϸ Ͽ  Ϲ϶ ϼ  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ ϼ  ϹϿϹ Ϲ ϶ ϴ-
Ϸ  ϼϿ . Ϧ ϵ , ϴ ϼ϶ϴϷ  ϩϋϩ-ϩϩ ., Ͼ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϷϴϿϴ  ϶ ϴ ϴ ϴ ϴ ϼ  ϻ ϴ  ϴ ϻ Ϲ -

Ϲ  ϴϾ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϸ ϶ ϸ , ϾϼϽ ϶ϺϹ Ϲ ϶ ϸ Ϸ ϴ϶ϴ϶ ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶  Ͽ  ϶ ϶ ϷϿ ϸ  Ͼ ϴ ϶, ϴ ϼ 
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Ͼϴ ϼ Ϲ Ϲ  ϸ  ϻ ϴ  ϹϸϾ ϶ ϴ϶ ϴϾϼ ϻ ϴє. ϪϹ ϴϽϵ Ͽ Ϲ   ϴ϶ϿϹ  ϸ  ϶ϼ ϼ  -
Ͼϼ, Ͼϴ  Ͽ - ϵϿ  Ͼ Ͽ   ϸϴє  Ͼ ϼ Ϲ ϴ ϼ ϶ Ͽ ϶, Ͼ ϸ ϶, Ͼ  -

Ϻ  Ϲ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϻϾ ϼ ϼ ϴ  ϶ ϷϿ ϸ ϴ ϶ ϶ϴ  ϴ ϼ  ϹϸϾ ϶, ϴ Ͻ ϶ϼϾ ϴ ϼ Ϲ϶  Ϸ ϴ  – Ͼ  
ϻ ϴ ϼ Ϲ ϴ ϼϾ  ϶ϼ ϼ ϼ  ϻ ϴϾ ϶ ϴ Ͼ Ͽ ϶, ϴ ϴϾ Ϻ ϶ ϼ «ϻϴϾ ϸ ϶ϴ ϼ»   ϶ϼ ϼ϶Ͼ ,  Ϻ ϴ ϸ -

Ϸ ϼ ϵ ϼ  Ϲϻ Ͽ ϴ ϶. ϡϴ ϼϾϿϴϸ, Ͼ ϶Ϲ ϸϺ є ϸ Ͽ ϸ ϼ  ϥ ϶ Ϲ϶ϴ-ϞϿϼ Ͼ ϶ ϴ  ϴ ϴϽ  
Vouge [19], ϾϹ ϶ϴ ϼ ϴ ϸϺ ϶ϴ  Ϻ ϴ ϻϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϶ϼ ϶ϴ  ϼ Ͼ ϻ ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ Ϸ  ϹϿϹ-

Ϲ  « ϵ», ϵ ϴϾϼ  ϼ  ϸϹϴϾ ϼ϶ ϶ϴ ϼ Ͻ Ϸ  ϴϷ  ϼϿ  Ͼ ϼ ϶ Ͽ  Ͽ ϸ . ϦϴϾ  ϴ ϸ ϵ  
ϸϺϹ  ϴ  ϴ  ϴ  ϻ’ ϶Ͽ   ϻϴ ϵϴ  ϴ ϶  ϴ   ϼϽ ϴ  ϵϴϷϴ ϴ 

ϼ ϴ ϴ ϼ Ͼ ϼ , ϼ Ϲ,  ϶ ϼ, ϶ Ͼ ϴ  ϴϻ , ϼ ϴ  Ͽϼ Ϲ ϴ  Ϲ ϹϾϴϻϼ ϴ Ϲ ϻϴ϶Ϻϸϼ 
ϸ ϶  ϴ ϴϿϹϺ  ϻϴϸ Ͼ Ϲ ϶ϴ  ϸϺϹ ϹϿϴ, Ͼ  ϵϼ  ϶ ϸ ϴ   Ϲ,  ϴ  ϹϸϾϼ ϶ Ͽ ϸ Ͽϼ 

ϾϴϿ ϼ ϼ Ͼ Ͽ Ϸ ϼ ϼ ϻ ϴ ϼ, Ͼ  Ϲ ϸ Ͻ Ͽϼ ϸ  Ϲ Ϲ  Ͼ Ͽ , ϴϿϹ Ͼ  Ϻ  ϵ ϼ 
ϻϴ ϶ϴ   ϴ  Ϻϼ ,. 

ϭϹ ϸ  Ͽ ϴ є  є  Ͼϼ ϻ  є ϼ Ϲ ϾϹ ϶ϼϸϴ  «ϥϾ ϼ . ϤϹ  ϼϿϼ», ϾϹ ϻϸ ϵ Ͽ  
ϼϻϾ  ϴϷ ϸ Ͼ ϼϺϾ ϶ϼ  Ϲ ϼ϶ϴϿ ϶ ϴ Ͼ ϼ є  Ͽ   ϼ ϴ ϶, ϴ Ϲϸ ϴ- ϹϾ ϼ ϴ -

Ϲ  ϸ ϵ Ϲ ϸ  «Ϟ ϶ ϹϷ» ϴ  ϻ’ ϶Ͽ   ϴϿ ϼ  Ϲ ϹϺϴ . Ϟ ϼϷϴ ϼ  ϼϻϾ  ϴ϶ Ͼϼ  
Ϻ ϸ ϼ  ϼ  Ϲ ϵ ϶ϴ ϼ  Ϲϻ ϶  ϹϿϹ Ϲ ϶ ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϵ , Ͼ  ϻ Ͼϼ ϻ  ϴ϶ ϶ є 

Ϲ ϴ ϼ ϴ ϶ ϼ ϼ, ϴϸϺϹ « Ϲ Ϲ  ϥϼϿϼ» [4, 7]. ϥ ϸϺϹ , ϴ϶ϹϸϹ    ϴ ϵϴϷϴ  ϸ ϵ ϼ  ϶ϼ-
ϸϴ , Ϲ ϹϻϹ  ϴϽϺϹ ϶  ϴϽ϶ ϸ  ϼ, ϶’ ϻϴ  ϻ ϴ ϸ ϼ  ϸ Ϸ , ϴ ϵϿϼ϶  ϶ϼ ϼ  

Ͼ : Ͻ ϼ ϼ є  ϼ Ͽ  , Ͽ  ϶Ͽϴ ϼ϶ , ϶ ϴ ϴϻϼ϶ϴє  « ϴ ϸ Ͽ », ϴ 
Ϲ   ϶ Ϲ  ϻϼ є  Ͼ Ϲϸϼ ϴ , ϴϸϺϹ Ͼ Ͽϼ ϸ ϶ ϼ Ͼϴ ϶ϼ ϼ϶ϴϿϴ Ͼ ,  «  Ϲ  -

ϻ϶ϼ϶ϴϿϴ  Ϲ Ͽ , ϶ ϸ  Ͼ ϴ ϼ ϴ Ͼ ϻϼ , ϶  ϻ Ϲ ϹϸϺ ϶ϴ ϼ   ϴ϶  ϶ Ͽϼ϶ϴ ϼ ϴ ϶Ͽϴ-
Ϲ ϴϽϵ є» [4, 135-139]. ϣ ϸ ϵ  ϷϿ ϸϼ ϼ  Ϲ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϶ ϻ϶ϴϺϴϿ - Ͽ ϼ  ϶ϼϸϴ , ϴ 

Ͻ ϴ  ϴ Ͼ ϶Ϲ ϶ϼ ϴϺϹ . Ϟ Ͽ Ͽ Ϸ ϴ Ͽ  Є. ϣ ϼ Ϲ Ͻ ϶ϼ ϶ Ϲϻ   Ͼ  ϼ ϶ Ͽ Ͼ  
϶ϼ ϼ϶Ͼϼ ϼϾ ϶ ϥ ϸ Ϸ  ϣ ϸ ϿϿ , Ͼ  ϶ ϸ ϵ ϴϺϴ  ϼϾϿϼ Ͽϴ Ϲ   ϵ ϸ ϶  Ϟ , ϴ ϴϾ Ϻ 

ϴϻϼ϶ϴє  ϼϾϼ Ϻϼ ϼ ϴ « ϴ ϸϴϿ » [14]. 
ϘϹ ϴϿ ϼϽ ϴ ϴϿ ϻ Ϸ , ϼ ϺϿϼ϶Ϲ ϴ Ͼ ϶ - ϴ ϼ ϼ Ϲ ϸ ϶ϹϸϹ  ϴϾϼ  ϶Ϲ ϸϺϹ , Ϲ є Ϲ-

 ϴ  ϴ ,  ϼ Ϲ ϵ ϸϹ  ϻ ϼ ϼ  ϴ  ϴ ϹϾ  ϵϿϹ ϼ, ϴ ϵ є  ϴ ϴϿ ϻ -
϶ϴ ϼ Ϲ, Ͼ  ϶ Ϸ  ϶ϼ ϴ Ϻ  ϵ ϼ Ϲ Ϲϸ ϶ϼ  ϸ  Ͼϼ  ϴ Ͽ ϸϾ ϶ ϶ Ͼ ϹϾ  Ͼ ϶ϴ  

ϴ ϴϿ Ϸ   Ϲ ϺϹ ϼϻ϶Ϲ ϼ.  
ϣ   Ͼ Ϻϸϼ ϼ Ͽ ϴ ϴ Ͼϴ ϹϷ , Ͼϴ ϶ϼϾ ϼ ϶ є   Ͽ , Ͽ Ϸ , Ϲ -

Ͽ Ϸ , Ͼ Ͽ Ͽ Ϸ  ϴ ϼ  ϴ Ͼϴ , Ϸ  ϴ Ϸ  Ͽ  ϻ ϶ϴϿϴ ϶  ϴ ϴϸϼϷ  ϸ  
Ϸ ,  ϴ Ϲ Ϻ ϴ ϶϶ϴϺϴ ϼ . ϔϸϺϹ Ͼ  ϴ Ϲ  « » ϻϴ ϶ ϶ϴϿ  Ͽ Ͼϼ ϸ  Ϲ-

϶  ϸ ϵϼ ϴ ϶Ϻϼ϶ϴϿ  ϶ Ͼ ϹϾ  ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ  Ϸ  ϶ ϷϿ ϸ  Ϲ ϶ Ϸ  Ͽ ϶ϴ,  
ϺϹ ϻϴ ϴϻ ϸ Ͽ ϸ ϼϾϼ (Ϟ. ϟϹ϶ -ϥ  [10], ϙ. Ϟϴ Ϲ  [21], ϘϺ. ϞϹ ϵϹϿϿ [9], ϙ.Ϡ. ϠϹϿϹ ϼ ϾϼϽ [11], 

Ϥ. ϕϴ  [1]) Ϸ ϸϺ  ϻ ϼ ,  Ϲ  ϼ є  ϶ ϴ  Ͽ ϶ , ϴ ϴ ϶ ϸ  
϶Ͽϴ ϼ϶ϴ Ͽ ϸϼ  Ͼ Ͼ Ϲ ,  ϸ ϴϷϴє ϸϼ϶ ϸ  ϶ Ͻ Ϸ  ϴϸϴ ϴ  ϸ  ϴ϶Ͼ Ͽϼ  ϶ ϴ ϼ є 

ϴϿ ϻϴ  ϴ Ϲ ϴ  ϸϹ ϼ Ͼϴ . ϧ Ϲ ϶   ϶ ϷϿ ϸ  ϵϿϼ϶  ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶  Ͽ  ϶ -
ϸ Ϸ ϴ϶ϴϿϼ ϼ ϴϿϼ, ϴϷ  ϴ ϵ ϸ, Ͼ  ϶ϴϿϼ ϻ ϴ  Ͽ ϸϹϽ  ϴ϶Ͼ Ͽϼ Ͻ ϶ , ϴϿϹ Ͻ ϴ ϴ 
Ͽ ϸϼ ϴ Ͼ Ͽϼ Ϲϵ є ϼ ϴϿ  ϴ ϴϷ Ϸ  ϻϴ ϼ , Ͼ  ϸ ϻ϶ Ͽ  Ͻ ϶ϴ ϼ  Ͼ Ͻ  
ϴ ϻϴ ϼ Ϲ . 

ϭ ϸ  ϶ϼϻ ϴ Ϲ   , ϶ Ͻ ϴ  ϼ ϶ϼϾ ϼ ϴє  ϸ ϶ Ͽ  ϶Ϲ ϴϿ  ϸϹ  
Ϙ. ϥ ϸϼ ϴ:  – Ϲ ϼ Ͽ ϶Ϲ ϿϹ,  ϶  ϶  ϴ ϶ ϸ ϶  ϶ϿϹ  ϿϹ ϶ -
Ͽ ϶ϴ ϼ ϴϿ  Ϸ ϼ  ϼ ϿϹ є  Ϸ ϼ, Ͼ  ϴ  ϴϾ ϴϿ ϼϽ ϴ ϴϾ Ϲ  [18, 71]. Ϣ ϺϹ, ϴ -

ϴϿ ϼϽ  – Ϲ ϶ϿϹ  ϴ   ϼ Ͽ  ϼ  ϸ , Ͼ  Ϲ Ϲ  ϶ ϻϴϿϹϺ  ϶ ϸ 
Ϲϵ ϴ  ϴ ϵ ϶Ͽ  ϴ ϴϿ  Ͼ Ͽ . ϣ ϼ  ϼ  ϼ Ϸ  ϴϾ  Ϲ 

ϴє ϻ ϴ Ϲ , ϵ  ϸϿ  ϶ Ϲ  ϴ ϵ ϶ϴ   ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶ϼ ϼ є ϶ϿϹ  ϴ   ϼ ϿϹ, ϴ Ϲ Ͻ Ϸ  
϶ ϸ ϶ ϸ  ϴ϶ϸ . ϡϴ ϴϿ  ϼ ϶ϼϾ  ϹϷ ϴ ϼ϶  ϴ ϴϵ Ͽ ϻ  Ͼ , ϶ ϼ ϸ ϴ-
Ϸϴ  ϿϹ ϴ  ϴ  ϶ ϸ ϼ ϼ ϶  ϼ ϴϿϹϺ  ϸ  Ϲ , ϶ϼϻ ϴ ϼ ϼ ϶  ϼ Ϲ  ϹϽ, ϶ ϸ -
϶ϴ ϼ Ϸ ϸ  ϻϴ ϼ ϿϹ ϴ .  

ϡϴ ϴϿ ϼϽ  є ϴϾ Ϻ ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶ϼ  Ͼ Ϲ  ϴ ϴϿ  ϸϹ ϼ , Ͼ ϴ ϴϿ -
ϼϽ Ͼ Ϲ  ϶  Ͼϴє ϸ  ϶ϼ Ͼ  Ϲ Ͻ  ϼ϶’ ϻϴ  ϸ  ϸϹϴϿ ϶ ϴ ϹϽ ϴ . Ϟ Ͽ  
Ϲ ϼ, ϴϾ  Ͼ ϶ϴ, ϶ ϶ϴ , ϻ϶ϼ ϴ , ϼ ϶ Ͽϼ, ϼ, Ϸϴϸϼ  ϻ Ͽ  ϶ Ͼϼ є Ϲ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϾϿϴϸ ϶ϼ ϼ 
ϴ ϴϿ  ϸϹ ϼ , ϴ Ͻ ϻϴϵϹϻ Ϲ   ϸ ϶Ϸ Ͽ  ϴ ϼϿ . ϥϴ Ϲ Ϲ Ͼ Ͽ  ϵϿϼ϶  ϶ 

Ϲ  ϶ϴ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼ  ϴ  ϵ Ͽϼ ϵϿϼ϶  ϶ϴϺϿϼ϶ϼ ϼ, ϴϸϺϹ ϻϴ ϶ ϸ  Ͽ ϼ  Ϲϻϴ-
ϿϹϺ , ϶ϼϻ ϴ Ϲ  Ϲ ϼ  ϴ ϺϿϼ϶  ϶ Ͽ Ϸ  ϶ϼϾ ϼ ϴ  ϶ є  ϶ϼ, Ϲ Ͼ Ͽ ϴ Ͼ Ϲ-

 ϸ ϻ϶ Ͽ Ͽϴ ϻϵϹ ϹϷ ϼ ϶  ϴ϶ Ϲ ϼ  ϴ ϻϴ ϼ ϼ ϼ  ϶ ϸ Ϻ ϸ ϼ  ϶ Ͽϼ϶ ϶. Ϣ ϺϹ, ϶ ϴ  
϶ϼ Ͼ  Ͼ Ͽ  ϴ ϵϿϼ϶  Ͼ Ͽ Ϸ  ϻ ϴ  ϹϸϾ ϶, Ͼ  ϼ ϶ ϴ ϼϿϼ, ϴє ϻ ϴϾϼ   ϻ Ͽ  
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϶ Ͼϼ, ϸ ϻ϶ Ͽ є ϶ ϸ ϼ Ϸ ϸ ,  ϼ ϴє  ϷϿϼϵ ϾϹ Ͼ  ϴ  ϴ ϶ϼϾϿϼϾϴє ϵϴϺϴ  ϶Ϲ -
ϼ  ϸ  ϼ  ϴ ϶ [16, 70-71]. 

Ϣϸ є  ϻ ϺϿϼ϶ϼ  ϼ ϼ  ϴ Ϸ  ϼ Ϲ    ϵϹ ϹϷ ϶  ϶ϼ ϼ  Ͼϼ ϻ Ͼ-
Ϲ ϴ ϴ ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ  ϻϴϷϴϿ  є Ͽ  ϴ Ͽ ϼ  ϶ϼ, ϶ Ͼϼ  ϼ ϼϿϴ  ϧϾ ϴ ϴ. ϥ ϼϿ  

ϸ  Ͼ  ϴϷ Ϸ  ϻϴ ϼ  є ϻ ϻ Ͽ  ϶ ϴ  ϶ Ͻ ϼ, Ͼ Ͽϼ ϶ϹϿϼϾϴ Ͼ Ͽ Ͼ  Ͼ ϴ ϶ ϻ Ϲ ϴ Ϲ Ϲ -
϶ ϶ϴ ϼ , ϶ϼ ϺϸϺϴ ϼ ϻ ϶  ϸ ϼ  , ϼϻϼϾ ϶ϴ ϼ ϶  Ϻϼ , Ͼ Ͽϼ є ϻϴϷ ϻϴ ϶ Ϸ Ϲ  ϶ Ϸϴ ϴ 

ϴ  Ͻ  ϹϵϹϻ ϹϾϼ ϴ Ϲ϶ ϸ . ϦϴϾϴ ϻϴϷ ϻϴ ϫ Ϻ Ϸ  Ͼϴє Ϲ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϸ  Ϲ ϼ Ͼϴ  -
Ϲ ϶ ϴ ϴϿ  ϸϹ ϼ Ͼϴ , ϴ Ͻ ϸ  ϷϿϼϵ Ϸ  ϼ ϿϹ  ϶ Ϸ  ϴ ϴϿ Ϸ  Ͼ , ϼ  
Ͽ  ϶ Ϸ  ϴ ϸ  ϴ ϶ є  Ͼ Ͽ ϼ ϴ Ͼ  ϴϿ Ϲ ϴ ϼ϶ ϼ  Ͽ ϶ ϻϴ ϼ  ϹϵϹ ϴ ϶  ϸ ϼ .  

ϡϴ Ͽ ϸϾ  Ϸ  ϴє ϴ ϴϿ ϴ ϶ ϴ ϶ ϼϿ  ϴ ϸ  Ͼ Ͽ ϼ ϻϴ ϼ ϼ ϼ ϴ ϶ ϶ϴ ϼ. ϡϴ-
ϼϾϿϴϸ, ϻ ϴ Ϸ  ϻϷ Ͽ  ϴϵ ϶ Ͽ  «ϥ ϴϸ Ͼ ϴ » [17], ϼ ϶ Ϲ ϼϽ ϴ Ϲ ϶ϼ ϼ Ͻ  ϴ 

ϻ ϴ Ϲ , ϾϹ ϶ ϴ ϶ ϸ Ϸ ϴ϶ϴϿϴ ϶ Ϻϼ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼϼ  ϹϿ  ϩϩ Ͽ  ϴ ϴ ϼ  Ϻϼ ϹϿ ϶ ϧϾ ϴ ϼ. ϧ 
Ͽ  Ϸ Ͽ ϶ ϼϽ ϴϾ Ϲ  ϵ ϶ ϻ ϵϿϹ ϼϽ ϴ Ϲ ϴ ϻϸϴ  ϶ϼ ϼ  Ͼϼ ϵ ϼ ϶ є ϸ   

 ϶ ϸ ϼ ϼ  ϻϿϼ  ϼϿ,  ϶ ϸ ϿϾ  ϹϴϿ ϼ  ϶ Ϸ ϶, ϴ ϴϾ Ϻ ϴϷ Ͽ ϶ϴϿ  ϴ  ϴϾ ϴϿ . 
ϦϴϾ  Ϲ ϼ Ϻ  ϴ ϼ Ϲ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϻϼ ϼ϶  ϴ Ͽ ϸϾϼ ϸϿ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼ Ϸ  Ͽ ϶ϴ. Ϧ. ϠϹ ϹϿ ϶ϴ 

 ϶ Ͻ ϴ  ϴ ϴϿ ϻ є ϸϴ  ϼ ϶ϴ  EVS, ϾϹ ϴє ϴ Ϲ  ϸ Ͽ ϸϼ ϼ  є ϴ  є϶ ϹϽ ϶. ϧ 
 ϧϾ ϴ ϴ ϵϹ Ϲ ϴ  ϻ 1996 Ͼ  [20]. ϛ Ͼ Ϲ ϴ, ϶ ϴ ϴ϶ ϸϼ  ϸϴ  ϶  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ Ͼϼ  ϴ-

϶ ϶ Ͼ ϴ Ͼ  Ͽ ϶ , Ͼ  ϶ ϸ ϴ   ϼϻ ϾϼϽ ϶Ϲ  ϵϼ  ϶ ϸ ϶ ϸϴϿ  ϴ ϸ ϶ Ͽ  ϶ϼ-
ϾϼϽ ϶Ϲ  ϾϿϴϸϴ  ϴ ϸϹ Ϻϴ϶ Ϲ ϻϴϵϹϻ Ϲ Ϲ : ϶ ϼ ϶ϴ  1999 Ͼ  ϻϴ ϾϴϿ  ϶ϼ ϶ϴ  ϶ ϸ 

0 ϸ  100 ϧϾ ϴ ϴ ϼ ϼϿϴ  ϶ ϼ Ͽ  ϼ  Ͼ ϴ , ϸϹ ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ Ͼ  ϴ  Ϲ Ϲ϶ϴϺϴ , ϴϵ ϴ϶ ϼ 56 ϵϴϿ ϶, 
ϴ ϶ 2008  ϶Ϲ  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ ϻ  ϴ϶ Ͽϼ Ϲ ϴ ϸ϶ϴ Ͼ ϼ. ϦϴϾϴ Ͼϴ ϼ ϴ є ϸ ϶ Ͽ  ϻ϶ϼ  ϸϿ  ϴϸ -

Ͼϼ  Ͼ ϴ , ϴϿϹ ϴ϶  Ϲ Ϲϸ є  Ϸ ϼ ϧϾ ϴ ϴ ϸϴє Ϲ Ϲ Ϲ [13]. Ϙϴ Ϲ ϼ ϶ϴ  ϴ϶  ϴ϶ ϸϼ  
 ϸϿ  Ϸ , ϵ ϸϹ ϶ϴ ϼ ϼϿ  Ͼ ϴ ϶ Ϲ ϹϾϿϴϸϴ ϼ ϶ ϸ ϶ ϸϴϿ  ϴ  ϵ  ϼ 

ϸϹ Ϻϴ϶ . Ϣ ϺϹ, ϶ ϴ ϶ ϵϹ ϹϷ ϶  ϶ϼ ϼ϶Ͼϼ є ϺϿϼ϶ϼ  ϴ Ͽ ϸϾ  ϴϾϼ  ϴ ϶, ϴϸϺϹ ϵ є ϻϴ ϶ϼ 
ϸ ϼ ϴ  ϼ ϴϿ  ϴ ϶ϼϾ ϼ ϴ  ϴ϶ϼϿ ϼ  ϼ ϶ Ͽ ϶ ϻϴ ϼ  ϶ ϸ ϻϿϼ  ϼϿ, ϴ Ͽϼ϶  ϸ Ͽ , Ͽ ϸ , 

϶ϼϸϾϹ ϸ ϺϹ  . ϪϹ ϻ϶ Ͽ є ϵ  ϶ ϸ Ϲϵϼ ϶ ϵϼ ϼ  ϸ , ϴ ϴ  ϶ϼ ϴϷϴє Ͽϼ Ϲ ϻ ϴ  
Ϲ ϴ ϼϾϼ ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϴ Ϲ  ϴ Ͻ Ϸ  Ͼ Ͽ ϶ Ϸ  ϶ϼ Ϲ . 

ϖϼ ϶ Ͼ. ϡϴ ϴϿ ϼϽ  є ϶ϿϹ  ϿϹ ϶ ϴ   ϶   ϴ Ͼ Ͽ , ϻ -
є ϶ ϸ ϶ϴ ϼ ϶ϼ Ͼ ϶  ϶ є  Ͽ  ϴ ϻ є ϶ ϸ  Ͽ . ϖ  Ͼ ϹϾ    ϴϷ -
- ϼ ϶ Ͽ Ϲ ϻ ϴ Ϲ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ  ϺϹ ϶ϼϾ ϶ϴ ϼ ϻϴ Ͼ ϽϿϼ϶  Ͼ  ϴ ϼ ϼ 

Ϲ ϴ  ϸϹ ϼ Ͼϴ  ϸϼ϶ ϸϴ ϻ Ͼ ϴ Ͼ  Ͼ Ͽ  ϴ Ͼ ϴ Ͼ  ϴ є . ϔϿϹ ϴϾ  Ϲ ϼ 
Ϻ  ϴ ϼ  ϹϷϴ ϼ϶  ϴ Ͽ ϸϾϼ, ϴϸϺϹ Ϲ Ͼϴ  Ͽ ϸϹϽ ϸ  ϶Ͽϴ Ϸ  Ͼ  ϶ϼ ϸ  ϻ  ϾϿϴϸ ϼ  

ϵ ϴ϶ϼ , ϴ ϻ   ϶  ϶ Ϲ,  ϴ϶ϼϿ  ϶ϼϾ ϼ ϴ  ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ  ϻ ϴϾϼ, ϶ Ϲ  ϻ Ϲ϶ ϼ  
ϴ є  ϴ ϻ ϸ ϼ ϴ  ϶ ϸ ϶ ϸ ϼ  ϼ ϴϿ ϶, Ϻ  ϴϸ Ͽϼ ϼ  ϵ  Ϲ Ϲ Ϸ є , ϻϸ Ͻ ϼ ϼ 
Ϲ϶  Ϸ ϴ  ϸ Ͻ, ϴ ϶ ϸ ϴϾ -, ϻϼ ϼ϶  ϶ Ͽϼ϶ϴ ϼ ϴ Ϻϼ  ϸϼ϶ ϸϴ. ϖ ϴ ϶ ϼ ϾϿϴϸ  ϸ ϶Ϲ-

ϸϹ  ϼ ϻϴ Ϲ Ϲ Ϲ  ϼ  ϶Ϲ ϸϺϹ , ϴ ϴϾ Ϻ ϸϹϸϴϿ  ϵ Ͽ  Ͼ Ͽ Ͼ  ϴ Ͼ ϶ϼ  ϴ ϴ Ͼ ϶ - Ͽ ϼ  
ϴ Ϲ ϴϿ ϶ ϻ ϼ϶ ϸ  ϼ  ϼ ϴ , ϴϾ ϴϿ ϼ  є ϸϴϿ Ϲ ϸ Ͽ ϸϺϹ  ϴ ϴ  ϶ϿϹ   Ϲ-
ϴ ϼϾ  ϴ ϸ Ϸ  Ͼ ϴ Ͼ Ϸ  ϸ Ϸ  ϴ Ͻ Ϸ  ϻ ϴ Ϲ , ϾϹ ϶  ϶ ϸ Ϸ ϴє  Ϻϼ  ϴ ϼ  Ͼ ϴ ϶. 
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