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Abstract

The article analyzes the problems associated with the formation of new nominations for the Russian
language - stable combinations of the period of forced self-isolation and the fight against the COVID-19
pandemic. The authors believe that stable combinations belong to the group of quasi-terms and they are
analized from the point of view of terminology. Calling these units quasi-terms, the authors rely on their
characteristics (i.e. continuity, idiomaticity, stability of lexical and structural composition), yet for all that
they keep their metaphorical properties and references to a specific concept. Special focus is on the fact
that quasi-terms do not change their definitive and systemic characteristics outside the terminological
field, and this distinguishes them from the terms proper, allowing them to be considered separately. Based
on the analysis of extensive factual material (texts of bylaws, media articles, messages from the Internet
forums), the authors attempt to create an up-to-date structural-semantic classification of quasi-terms, to
determine specific implementations of the semantics of stable combinations and the variety of functions
performed in speech. It is concluded that the study of the formation and functioning of quasi-terms during
the fight against COVID-19 gives a linguist an exceptional opportunity to consider “in action” each
element of the mechanism for the formation of terminological meaning, to identify as accurately as

possible the stages of "transformation" of the component properties of terminological combinations.
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1. Introduction

The lexical system of the language is sensitive to all changes taking place in society. The
emergence of new nominations that reflect these changes always attracts the attention of researchers and
determines the vector of the development of linguistics at a particular stage. Today, we can say that the
interest of many scientists is focused on resolving issues related to the description of the semantic and
structural features of words and combinations that appeared or began to be actively used in the speech of
Russians during the period of forced self-isolation and the fight against COVID-19. These units assigned
new definitions, and as result they were immediately perceived by the society as a essential linguistic
material to be widely used by indiduals. Studies of the linguistic nomenclature of these units are
traditionally carried out in two directions: 1) functional-semantic (Danilenko, 1977; Murzin, 1984;
Trubnikova, 2015) and 2) communicative-stylistic (Feschenko & Bochaver, 2016; Kostomarov &
Leontiev, 1966; Krysin, 2016) ... Both directions are important and are aimed at a systematic description
of new nominations. At the present stage, new approaches to the analysis of the formed terms and

terminological combinations are being developed, which allows them to be adapted in scientific linguistic

literature and introduced into the existing lexicographic base, making them the property of society.

2. Problem Statement

The units referred to in the paper nominated new concepts, and their relevance is beyond doubt.
They “serve the sphere of the language as a whole, as well as individual micro-areas of society; therefore
the consistency of new lexical units is also manifested in the functional sphere” (Alieva, 2003, p. 282),
and “the functional approach to the study of neologisms proves that these units are used in certain spheres
of communication” (Alieva, 2003, p. 282). As they are used in the sphere of social relations, these units,
on the one hand, form a certain common "semantic field", thus approaching a group of social terms, and
on the other hand, they have significant limitations to be referred to as terms. In our view, it is more
logical to consider these linguistic units to be ‘quasi-terms’, rather than ‘terms’ in the traditional meaning,

while bearing in mind their autonomous and neologic status. In fact, the novelty and uniqueness of quasi-

terms causes our scientific interest in them.

3. Research Questions

These units can be defined as quasi-terms pursuant to Vinogradov, who writes that:

there are two sides to the formation and definition of a term, two points of view: structural-
linguistic and conceptual, semantic, conditioned by the development of a system of concepts of a
particular science, a particular production, craft. Both of these sides are interconnected and conditioned
by history, culture and tradition. One side of the term is studied by specialists in this branch of
knowledge, the other is studied by linguists (Tatarinov, 1996, pp. 264-265).

Of course, the areas where lexical units in question are formed could hardly be identified as
branches of knowledge. They are more social aspects of life that have been in demand at a certain stage of

the evolution of the Russian society and have been accelerated in the background of the COVID-19
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situation. The above, however, does not alter the linguistic essence of the units in question and the
significance of their descriptive analysis. In our view, the ‘term’ as a concept could be defined in line
with Leichik (2006), who understands the ‘term’ as "a lexical unit of a certain language for special
purposes, denoting a general - concrete or abstract - concept of the theory of a certain special area of
knowledge or activity" (p. 32). The most relevant features of the term are its social regulation, thematic
fixation and clearly limited scope of application, the exact ratio of the word and the nominated reality
(object, phenomenon). The term is not characterized by subjectivity and various kinds of connotations.
“The term is not individual, but social, therefore any term is correlated with terminology and any
terminology is an institution of a certain social group” (Nasirova & Kirillova, 2016, pp. 43-44). In quasi-
terms, these signs are partially "blurred", not manifested in some situations or areas, or are absent at all,
or compensated by others. For example, the lexeme “yoanennwiii” (distant) in the phrase “yoazennwii
pabomnux” (distant worker) activates the sema (component of the meaning) “move to a farther distance;
distance” only within the semantic field of “forced self-isolation” and the components of the combination,
while maintaining “semantic freedom”, are reproduced as an integral unit. In other cases, and before the
situation with the COVID-19 epidemic, the components (semes) “to force to leave, to leave from
somewhere, to leave some place” were relevant for the lexeme “yoanennwii” (distant) fig. “to deprive
somebody of the opportunity to participate in something., to do something.; to remove,” so the
components of combinations with the word “distant” remained free and were not fixed thematically and
stylistically.

From that perspective this group of lexical units could be interpreted as quasi-terms without any
controversy. Only interpersonal communication, where they function should be minded. However,
grouping these lexical units based on the thematic principle enables to systematization, also helps to
identify the features of semantics and structure, and determine the motivational components of each of the
groups included in the general term field “forced self-isolation”.

Researchers (sociologists, psychologists, linguists) explain the reasons for the emergence of these
quasi-terms and combinations by the reasons associated with the changes that took place in Russian
society during the restrictions of spring-autumn 2020, which became rather stressful for most of the
population of Russia (Karasik, 2020). That is, from the period of "the beginning of restrictions", the
speech usage of the population includes words and combinations that were not previously used or were
used to a limited extent, containing specific images (nynesotl nayuenm, KoO8UOHASI NHEBMOHUS, KOBUOHbLE
OCNOJHCHEHUS, NPOMUBOKOSUOHBIIL WMAD, coyuanbHoe OUCIAaHYuposanue, noOO3pUmenbHvle nayueHmul,
akmyanvruas COVID-ungpopmayus). These new words cause a feeling of anxiety, confusion,
disorientation, and uncertainty about future. Obviously, we can say that this type of speech behavior does
not become characteristic of the overwhelming part of the population (it reflects very narrow linguistic
phenomena that appeared only during the period of forced self-isolation), but it cannot remain without

attention and should be described in scientific literature.
4. Purpose of the Study

The main purpose of this paper is to determine the linguistic status of new nominations. Calling

the units quasi-terms, we rely on the features like their continuity, idiomaticity, stability of lexical and
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structural composition, keeping their metaphorical properties, linking to a specific concept, often with a
proper name. And if the specific qualities of the term reveal only within the terminological field, then the
quasi-term does have the same definitive and systemic characteristics outside it on most of the cases.
When comparing the actual terms and quasi-terms, we proceed from the interpretation of Reformatsky,
who noted: “The specificity of the term is primarily in the precisely delimited sphere of its application, in
the relationship of thing to word. Of course, every term is a word. But not every word is a term. "The
same thing" can be a term or just a word, and this is not a consequence of a "point of view" or, in general,
a subjective reaction to a given verbal object, but a consequence of the objective structural properties and
characteristics of a given object. If a word is used only as a term (snenmesa, éekmop, 6urom, éazpanxa,
@opcynka, ysyna) then there is no sense in looking for its differences from a simple word” (Reformatsky,
1968, pp. 165-166). ... “The main tendency of the term is limitation of the lexical field and monosemicity
... (Reformatsky, 1968, pp. 165-166).

Attempts to isolate and limit the spheres of functioning of quasi-terms draw us to different areas of
life and human interaction: politics, economics, medicine, education, information resources and
technologies, as well as more private spheres such as work, leisure, lifestyle, etc. Such "fragmentation" of
linguistic material indicates the complexity and ambiguity of the phenomenon itself. Therefore, it allows
us to use a broader approach to the analysis of linguistic units: quasi-terms and quasi-terminological
combinations in our paper act as elements of the functional sphere of communication. They are realized
as logical-grammatical (structural-grammatical) models and cognitive images (nominations macourvlii
pedicuM, cCoyuanbras OUCManyus, npomueokosuonsll desungexmop form an image of a limited space ("a
person in in a limited space"); nominations JucmarnyuonHoe obcuyxcusanue, OeCKOHMAaKmuas 00CmMasKd
form an image of simplicity of buying / purchase, etc. ). Such understanding is socially and personally
oriented (Kiose, 2015): according to Solso (2006), “people, as a rule, have an egocentric view of the
world, which is reflected in their mental maps” (p. 262).

Achieving this goal presupposes the solution of specific tasks, the main ones of which are: 1)
highlighting the semantics of new nominations, 2) analyzing their structural features, and 3) determining

their communicative and stylistic potential.

5. Research Methods

To achieve the goal and solve the tasks, the following research methods are used in the work:
theoretical analysis of linguistic, sociological, philosophical literature on the research problem; a
descriptive method for highlighting culturally specific vocabulary, a method of lexicographic analysis
developed by the Russian school of lexicography, a method of comparative analysis, known in the world
lexicographic practice as dictionary criticism; normative-stylistic, allowing to analyze the selected lexical
(lexical-phraseological) material from the standpoint of the current norms and to develop
recommendations of a normative-stylistic nature based on the formed criteria.

An essential place in the work is taken by differential analysis of vocabulary, which is based on
the statement that linguistic units are in a certain relationship with each other, form a system and can be
identified and classified according to their place in the system. Based on this approach, the formation of

thematic groups of the identified quasi-terms is carried out and the structural types of terminological

65


http://dx.doi.org/

https://doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2021.09.8

Corresponding Author: Alina Pozdnyakova

Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of the conference

elSSN: 2357-1330

combinations are established - compound names. On the basis of the paradigmatic relations of linguistic

units, the distinguishing features of these units (formal or substantive) are clarified.
6. Findings

The material for the study was stable combinations that we identified from by-laws, media articles
published in recent months, messages from the Internet forums. Linguistic selection of current textual
material made it possible to identify the most relevant thematic groups of stable combinations. These
included:
= names of medical and epidemiological realities (kopoHaBupycHast ”H(EKIUs, KOBUIHAS
MTHEBMOHHUSI, KOBUITHBIC OCIIOKHEHHS, JIETOYHO-KOBUIAHBIE OOIIbHBIE);

= names of restrictive measures (BbIHY>/I€HHas! CAMON30JISIIHS, PEXKUM CaMOU30JISIIINH,
BBIHY’KJICHHBIC BBIXOHbIC, BEIHYKICHHBIN OTITYCK (BBIHYK/ICHKA), PSIKHM Hepabo4nx JHEH,
COLMANIbHAS JUCTAHLMS, COLMAIBHOE JUCTAHIMPOBAHUE, PEIKUM MOBBIIICHHONH TOTOBHOCTH,
NPOTHBOKOBHIHBIC OTPaHUYCHUS], IPOTHBOKOBUIHBIC MEPHI, IEPHOJ OTPAaHWYCHHUH, TpaduK
MIPOTYJIOK, MACOYHBIN PEXUM, IEPUATOUHBIN PEXKHUM, IEPUATOUHO-MACOUHBIN PEXKHIM,
colraNibHas Pa3MeETKa, adpPOnOPMOBblL AHMUKOBUO);
= names of the structures of the period of restrictions ((pOTHBOKOBUIHBII ITOCT,
NPOTUBOKOBH/IHASI CTAHIINS, OTIEPATHUBHBINA MPOTHBOKOBU/IHBIN 1ITA0, IPOTHBOKOBUIHBIN
rocCrnuTalib, MPOTUBOKOBUIHA I1ajlaTa, KOBHHHbIﬁ rocnurTalib, KOBHJIHas Iajiara, KOBUJIHas1
Opurajaa, KOBUAHBII HEHTP, KOBUIHOE TETTO, YUCTAS 30HA, KpaCHAsI 30HA, LICHTP 00CepBaliH,
COVID-naboparopus);
= names of individual social groups (rpymma pucka, rpymia TOAIEPKKU, AHMUKOBUO-NAPMHED
(cneyuanvuwsiil anmuxosuo-napmuep), Bonourepsl COVID);

= names of a person's status during the period of restrictions (HyneBo# TanueHT, KOHTAKTHBIC
JIUIA, TOAO03PUTEIbHbIC MAIIMEHTHI, KOBUIHBIN 00JIpHOM, 601pHOIT / mammenT ¢ COVID /
KOBUI, 00JIbHO / TanueHT ¢ nogo3penreM Ha COVID / koBuI, TUCTAHIIMOHHBIN PaOOTHHUK,
yIaJICHHBINA paOOTHHK, KOGUO-OUCCUOCHM);
= names of medical protective means, assistance and medical measures (cpencTsa
WHIMBUIYAJILHOM 3alUTHI, IPOTHBOKOBUIHAS 3aLIHUTA, TPOTUBOKOBUIHBIN Ne3HH(EKTOD,
tect-cucrema I[P, annapat MBJI, npoTrBokoBUaHAS Tepanusl, IPOTUBOKOBUHBIE
Meponpusatust, COVID-auarsoctuka, IpoTHBOKOBHIHAS BaKLIMHA, aHTUKOBUAHBIN Mpenapat
(aHTI/IKOBI/II[), KOBUJIHBIC KOﬁKH, KOBUIHBIC MCPBI, IOMOIIb KOBUIHBIM 6OJ'H)HLIM, AHTHUKOBH -
paIvoH);
= names of the results of antiviral manipulations (ycJIOBHO MOJIOKHUTENBHBIA PE3yIbTAT,
KOJUICKTUBHBIA HMMYHUTET, IOMYJIALHMOHHBIA HIMMYHUTET, IMMYHUTET TOJIIIBI);

= names of the forms of work during the period of restrictions (ynanennas padora (ynaneHka),
YAaJCHHBIA PeXUM pabOoThI, AUCTAHIIMOHHAS paboTa (IMCTAHIIMOHKA), TUCTAHIIMOHHOE
oOydeHne (IUCTaHIIMOHKA, IUCTAHT), TUCTAHIIMOHHOE 00CTyKHBaHNE, OECKOHTAKTHAS

JIOCTaBKa);
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= names of forms of information interaction during the period of restrictions(akTyanpHas
COVID-undpopmanust, COVID-urdopmupoBanne, HHQOpMAIIMOHHAS STTHICMHUS
(nH(bOIEMUS ), TPOTUBOKOBUAHBIN raJuKeT, nomorib 6onbHbM ¢ COVID / koBuR);
= names of economic and quasi-economic realities (aHTHKOpOHABHPYCHBIN MOpaTOpHil (Ha
OAHKPOTCTBO), AHMUKOBUO PESUOHATIbHBLL (MUKDPO3AEM), AHMUKOBUO-NOOOEPIHCKA, AHMUKOBUO-
8bINIAMA, AHMUKOBUO-POHO, AHMUBUPYCHbIE OeHbeU, TIPOTUBOKOBUIHBIA HA0OD,
MIPOTUBOKOBHUIHEIN OpTdens, crumyiupytomue COVID-BIIIaTh, KOBUIHBIE BHIILIATHI,
NPOTHBOKOBH/IHBIE MOCNIA0JICHNUS, IPOTUBOKOBUIHBIE CYOCH MU, OSCKOHTAKTHAS OIUIaTa, Kypc
JIMMOHA, Kypc UMOUpS);

= names of time periods / periods associated with the spread of COVID-19 (nepsas gonna,

emopas eoana, mpemvws goana [COVID-19 / koeud]);

® names of forms of leisure activities and behavior of the population during the period of self-

restraint: (anmuxosuod-namu, aHMuKO8UO-2paPPumu, aHMUKOBUO-NOGeOeHUE, KOBUO-
OuCcudeHmcmso).

Obviously, the lexical units under consideration have somewhat unclear terminological status and
“occupy a subordinate position in relation to terminology” (Tatarinov, 1996, p. 256). They are closer to
professional jargon, as they have some characteristics of a metaphor (yoarewxa, Ooucmanyuonka,
svinydcoenka), but “depart from them as for the frequency and the scope” (Pozdnyakova & Jasim Muna
Aref, 2013, p. 297). Unlike professional jargon that in used within specialists, the selected units are
familiar to most of Russian society, but only some social groups use them in a limited way. Such
nominations as KOGUOHAsSI NHEEMOHUSL, KOBUOHbBIE OCIONCHEHUS, 1e20YHO-KOGUOHblEe OONbHblE, KOBUOHbLE
KoKy, aumuxosuo-payuon have become topical.

The distribution of these lexical units according to the thematic principle makes it possible to
systematize them, to highlight the peculiarities of semantics and structure, to determine the motivational
components of each of the groups included in the general term field “forced self-isolation”.

The analysis of the structure of new quasi-terms allows us to form three groups of units: 1) simple
quasi-terms, consisting of one word - univerb (awmuxosud, yoanenxa, oucmanyuonka) or abbreviation
(COVID / kosuo, III[P), 2) complex quasi-terms, consisting of a compound noun (anmuxoseuo-
no00epICcKa,  AHMUKOBUO-6bINIAMA, AHMUKOSUO-(IOHO, AHMUKOBUO-NAMU, AHMUKOSUO-epapdumu,
COVID-ungopmuposanue, COVID-gvinnamei, kosuo-ouccudenm), 3) quasi-terminological combinations.

Structurally, most quasi-terminological combinations are compound names (CN). “Compound
names are distinguished from the general nominative composition of the Russian language on the basis of
the common structural and grammatical organization of these units: they are organized according to the
model of a substantive phrase” (Pozdnyakova & Chepkova, 2020, p. 110). Conventionally, this structural
feature of CN can be represented by the following schemes: Ny + SC (npomueoxosuonwiii nabop,
NnpOMUBOKOBUOHbBILL nopmens, Kypc aumona, kypc umbups), Ny + SVC (cpedcmea unousudyanvrou
3auumsl, pedcum Hepabouux Oweti), where N is a noun; digital index is the ordinal number of the case;
SC is subordinate component and SVC is a subordinate verbal complex. Having supplemented these

symbols with the conventional designations of an adjective (adj.), numeral (num.), participle (P),
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preposition (pr), adverb (adv), we are able to identify grammatical structures. The order of the
components in the composition of the CN is restricted, which is also captured in the diagrams.

The analysis of the grammatical structures of the CN allowed us to determine the most productive
structural types of quasi-terminological combinations in the synchronous-diachronic aspect. Here is the
list of them.

1. Models with a central component N, and a dependent adjective (participle, ordinal numeral):

= adj; + Ny (kosuoHwlll 001bHOU, OUCMAHYUOHHBIL PAOOMHUK, YOALEHHbII PAOOMHUK U T.IL);

= adj, + adj; + N, (onepamusnwiii npomusoxosuouwiii uimao);

= Py + N (8binyorcOenHas camousonayus, GbIHYHCOeHHble 8bIXO0HbLE, BLIHYHCOEHHBIU OMNYCK);

= numy+ Ny (nepsas éonna, emopas soana, mpemos sonna [COVID-19 / kosud));

= adv + adj; + N; (ycroswo nonoscumenvhvii pe3yrbmam, YCI0HO OMPUYAMETbHBIL

pe3ynvmam).

2. Models with a central component N; and a dependent noun in the form of an oblique case. This
structural type has varieties:

= N + N, (kypc aumona, Kypc umobupst, UMMYHUMeEN MONbL);

= N + adj, + Ny(cpedcmea unousudyanvHoil 3auumsl, pexcum Hepabouux OHell),

= N + P, + N, (peorcum nosvluennotl comosrocmu)

= N, + pr+ N; (aumumena k koponasupycy / kosud(y) / COVID-19);

= N +adj; + N; (nomow kosudnsim 6onbHLIW),

= N + pr + Ns (rayuenm / 60nvnoii c COVID / kosuo);

= N+ pr+ Ns + pr + Ns (nayuernm / 6onvroii ¢ nooospenuem na COVID / kosud);

= adj; + Ny + pr + Ny (awmuroporasupycrwiii Mopamopuii Ha 6AHKpOmMcmeso);,

The semantic and grammatical properties of the above compound names are due to the specificity
of their structural and grammatical organization. The analyzed CNs, which have the structure of a
substantive phrase, in the language system act as units with the semantics of objectivity and have different
content.

In the structure of CN, formed in line with to the adj; + N; model, "one property or quality is
selected or being in focus, which is attributed to a word with an objective meaning. The ability of an
adjective to merge semantically into a semantic whole with the defined noun" was described by Kozhin
(1969, p. 36). This explains "the activity of adjectives (compound names): they (CN) are "applicable" to a
large number of objects as fixators of a separate concept or that one which is transformed into a concept
with a different volume of content" (Kozhin, 1969, p. 36).

In various types of scientific and professional speech, compound names are active, the main word
of which is polysemantic and in some of its lexical and semantic forms is neutral. The adjectives give the
terminological status to such compound names, which make it possible to significantly narrow and
concretize the semantics of the reference word. So, for example, the following combinations are active:
NPOMUBOKOBUOHASL 3AWUMA, NPOMUBOKOBUOHBLE CYOCUOUU, OECKOHMAKMHAS ONAAMd, UHQOPMAYUOHHAS
anudemusi etc.

The above examples indicate that grammatically the main word of a compound name is not

necessarily the same as for semantics. Therefore, "it is typical when CNs form is open, unclosed rows of
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grammatically dependent, but semantically key words" (Chepkova, 2007, p. 87), for example:
NPOMUBOKOBUOHDBILL / AHMUKOBUOHBIU / KOJIEKMUBHBII / NONYIAYUOHHBIL UMMYHUMEN, NPOMUBOKOSUOHbIE /
anmuxoguomvie / kapanmunmvie / oepanuyumenvivie mepol. CNs of this type are formed according to
semantic and grammatical models that are productive in the Russian language.

The sources of new quasi-terms should be mentioned separately. Many of them are units of proper
Russian origin (yoanenka, oucmanyuonka, evinysicoeHka, 60avHoll ¢ kosud). A significant part is made up
of calque from English. By means of calks, "foreign" words, expressions and phrases are adapted in the
speech of native speakers. Some researchers (Krysin, 2016; Shansky, 1975) consider calques to be a kind
of reaction of native speakers to an increased number of direct borrowings of foreign words that are used
in everyday life and science.

It is worth mentioning that for the Russian language, calque formation is not the predominant way
of assimilating foreign language vocabulary, as is observed, for example, in the Chinese language.
However, the units that appear in specific historical periods, to a certain extent “stressful” for society, are
interesting examples of “productive word-formation activity” (Feschenko & Bochaver, 2016, p. 17). This
also applies to the English calks that appeared or updated during the fight against the COVID-19
pandemic. We studied some of the units that became frequent in English and Russian and were recorded
by the Oxford Dictionary of English (OED) [information on the official website of the OED from
09.04.2020] (New Oxford Dictionary of English, 2020; Oxford Dictionary of English, 2020). Such calks
stand out, for example, in the following thematic groups:

= distance activities: social distancing (coyuarvnoe OJucmanyuposanue), self-quarantine

(camorapanmun, camousonayus), elbow bump (monuox 6 noxomo);

= characteristics of a person during the period of isolation: patient zero (nyzresou nayuenm);,

= means of protection: PPE / personal protective equipment; (unousuoyanvhvie cpedocmea

3auumst);
= labor activity during the period of isolation: WFH / working from home (pabomamo u3z doma),
shelter-in-place (owcunve na mecme / 3amsamov Oaudicativiee yKpvimue); B PyCCKOM SI3bIKE JUIS
9THX HOMHHALUH 00Jee MOy IPHBIMU OKA3aJMCh CYILECTBUTEIbHBIE, 00pa3oBaHHbIE HA 0a3e
COUCTAHWH: YOaneHKa — YOaleHHas paboma, OUCMAHYUOHKA — OUCMAHYUOHHAS paboma,
oucmanyuoHnoe obyuenue, becKkoHmaxkm — OecCKOHMaKmHas 00Cmaexa u etc.;
= characteristics of information processes: infodemic (ungpopmayuonnas snudemus; the term
appeared earlier in 2006 during the SARS epidemic), post-truth (nocmnpaeda, the term
appeared in 2016 but began to be widely used during the events of 2020), fake news
(gpetikosvie nosocmu, the term first recorded in 2017, and also relevant during the fight against
COVID-19);

= periodization of the spread of COVID-19: first wave (mepBast BosiHa), second wave (BTopas
BonHa); these combinations existed in the Russian language, but in a different meaning not
associated with diseases; at present, probably under the influence of English, they began to be
used to nominate periods of illness, epidemic.

The formation of new meanings of words and expressions existing in the Russian language

(including under the influence of calking) is a “growth factor” of the Russian vocabulary and an indicator
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of its “linguistic openness” (Morkovkin et al., 2016). In this regard, fundamentally important measures
are: 1) monitoring the replenishment of the lexical fund of the language, 2) the most accurate fixation of
the meanings of the included units, 3) systematic updating of dictionary entries of existing (and current)
Russian dictionaries [on the example of the model of updates of the Oxford Dictionary entries, which is
carried out quarterly] (Oxford Dictionary Online, 2020).]

Examples of such cross-language interaction allow us to speak about the importance of social

interaction in extraordinary world situations and “indicate the need for a comprehensive problem-oriented

study of cultural transfer techniques in the context of multilingual exchange of expert knowledge”

(Feschenko & Bochaver, 2016, p. 6).

7. Conclusion

Based on the research performed, the following conclusions can be made.

Changes in public and political life are definitely reflected in the vocabulary of the language. The
changes that have taken place in Russian society during the COVID-19 have resulted in a whole group of
words and phrases united by a common thematic feature - "forced self-isolation." These units, which we
call quasi-terms, have practically lost their connotative component and began to be used as simple names
for specific (in some cases, "professional") objects, phenomena and processes.

Some of the previously functioning lexemes and stable phrases during the period of forced self-
isolation are modified semantically and develop new meanings or nuances of meanings.

Careful observation of the formation and functioning of quasi-terms of the period of the fight
against COVID-19 gives a linguist an exceptional opportunity to consider each element of the mechanism
for the formation of terminological meaning “in action”. It helps to identify as accurately as possible the
stages of the "degeneration” of the properties of components of terminological combinations, and to draw
a conclusion about the role of extra-linguistic factors in the formation of the meanings of quasi-terms and

quasi-terminological combinations.
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