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inside). This concept is interpreted in the context of various debatable trends, 
stimulating the emergence of new ideas and original approaches.  

discourse can be clarified in connection with individual style. Intertextuality is 
viewed as a marker of postmodern artistic discourse in the context of linguo-
semiotic studies. It describes the artistic text by refusal from the focus on 
originality. As an integral part of individual style and a text category which 
occupies one of central places among other categories of the text intertextuality 
modifies works of fiction presentation as homogeneous structures and offer 
their understanding as heterogeneous structures. The category of intertextuality 
is realized at the intertextual links levels text-text , text-epoch, culture , 
text-language .  

The cases of interaction between texts perform various functions 
depending on the sources of intertextual elements,  the difficulties of their 
decoding, the place of their actualization in the text, the degree of modification 
in some new context: 1) evaluation expression function of  the author in the 
text; 2) the function of drawing attention and entertainment of the recipient; 
3) the function of establishing contact with the recipient; 4) the function of 
transmitting information about the surrounding world. 

Various sources of intertexts can be viewed through intertextual 
connections which are fixed in postmodern artistic discourse. Intertextual 
connections  provide the unity of the literary text linguistic structure in the 
aspect of individual style. 

 Key words: postmodernism, postmodern discourse, intertext, 
intertextual connections, sources of intertexts. 
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