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Abstract

The aim of the study is to describe the structural features of the terminology of combinatorial linguistics
which studies the syntagmatic relations of language units and their combinatorial potential. This article
discusses the syntactic method of formation of Russian terms of this field of knowledge. The
classification of terminological phrases presented in the terminology of combinatorial linguistics was
carried out. In the course of the study two-word, three-word, as well as four-word and five-word terms of
the combinatorial field of knowledge were singled out. In addition, we identified the models by which the
terminological phrases of the research area were formed. We also found that with an increase of the
components in terminological phrases, there is a decrease in the number of units of such structures. It is
determined that the most common constructions of terms in combinatorial linguistics are two-word terms.
It is revealed that for two-word terminological phrases the most common model of their formation is the
construction containing the adjective in the function of a prepositive attribute. A less common
construction among such terms is the model of formation in which the noun acts as a postpositive
attribute. We established that among the three-word terminological phrases the most frequent formation
model is a construction consisting of such components as: adjective + adjective + noun. Less frequent

formation models of such terminological phrases are: adjective + noun + noun; noun + adjective + noun.
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1. Introduction

In the study of the term linguistics took the most active position which subsequently contributed to
the identification of terminology and terminography as separate areas. The linguistic problems of the term
are quite fully presented in the works of Danilenko, Leychik, Superanskaya, Khayutin, and others. The
current stage of the term study is characterized by a detailed study of the field of their functioning — the
terminological field (see the works of Grinev, Leychik, Superanskaya, etc.).

This article is devoted to the study of the structural characteristics of the combinatorial linguistics
terminology which studies the syntagmatic relations of language units and their combinatorial potential

(Vlavatskaya, 2016).

2. Problem Statement

The relevance of the research consists in the importance and necessity of studying the problems of
terminology — one of the urgent tasks of the language science in general and the peculiarities of certain
areas of scientific knowledge in particular, in this case, the combinatorial science of language. The
terminology of combinatorial linguistics is currently in high demand. As well known, being elements of a
single terminological system, terms are combined with each other through structural, lexical-semantic,
logical-conceptual and other types of communication, each of which requires a separate study.

Among the problems studied in combinatorial linguistics there are problems related to the
functional-speech aspect of language, communication, the formation of word meanings, the creation and
interpretation of texts, etc. It is also worth noting the problems that arise in connection with the need to

generalize and classify the combinatorial-syntagmatic properties of language units (Vlavatskaya, 2016).

3. Research Questions

Within the framework of this study, special attention is paid to the terms of the Russian language,
formed by the syntactic method, which consists in the formation of complex “word equivalents”
(Kazarina, 1998), i.e. terminological combinations of words. A terminological phrase is a “semantic and
grammatical combination of two (or several) full-meaning words that serves as the name of a special
professional concept” (Averbukh, 2004, p. 142). In terminological studies the predominance of
terminological phrases is noted in almost any terminology areas of knowledge (Grinev, 1993; Kazarina,
1998; Manerko, 2000).

Terminological phrases have the following properties (Raisova, 2014): 1) semantic integrity,
which consists in the fact that terminological phrases are used to name one concept; 2) stability, since
these structures are used “ready-made”. The following types of terminological phrases are distinguished
(Grinev-Grinevich, 2008): 1) two-word terms (crosapv couemaemocmu, KOMROHEHMbl KOHHOMAYUU,
uMmeHcueHocmos  dKkcnpeccuea, etc.); 2) three-word terms (mpunyun aumennocmu  peuu,
pacnpocmpanumend 3HaYeHus cio8d, NPUHYUN NOCMPOeHUs cunmazmul, etc.); 3) verbose terms consisting
of four or more words (mpunyun  OumapHoCmU  NOCMpOEHUS — CUHMASMbl,  NPUHYUN

83AUMOO00OYCII08TIeHHOCTNU Yacmell CUHmMazmbl, cghepa OeliCmaus 8aileHmHO20 Clo8d, etc.).
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Terminological phrases reflect systemic relationships of interconnection and hierarchy which are
added between special units of a given area of knowledge and therefore provide an opportunity to convey
a greater amount of information than single-component terms. In our study such terminological units are
considered as structurally and semantically derived units (Latu, 2009; Razduev, 2013), which are formed

on the basis of already existing terminological lexemes of the Russian language.
4. Purpose of the Study

This article will consider the Russian terms of combinatorial linguistics formed by the syntactic

way that determines the purpose of our research.
5. Research Methods

We used the structural analysis as a research method, which allows us to identify the
terminological features in the studied field of knowledge, namely: which types of terms prevail; to
establish the ways of forming terms; to single out the word-forming models of terms. In addition, we
applied the methods of classification and definition analysis of special units.

The research materials were the Russian terms taken from the theoretical works on combinatorial
linguistics (Arkhipova & Vlavatskaya, 2020; Emel'yanova, 2020; Onal, 2020; Tsvenger, 2020;
Vlavatskaya, 2016; Vlavatskaya & Zaykina, 2018).

6. Findings

In the terminology of combinatorial linguistics the following types of terminological phrases were
identified (284 terms out of the total number of analyzed terminological units in the field of combinatorial
linguistics (344 terms)): 1) terms consisting of two components (two words) (67% of the total number of
terminological phrases in combinatorial linguistics — 189 terminological units) (eremexcmosas /
MeKCmosas cumyayus, cl08aps Koulokayuil, etc.), 2) terms consisting of three components
(cunmakcuueckas Qynkyus cnoea, cro8apb KOMOUHAMOPHO2O MUNA, AKIMUBHAS CUHMAKCUYECKAs.
couemaemocmo, etc.) (28% — 80 terms); 3) terms consisting of four components (apeymenm
coomeemcmeyoweli  N1eKCUYeckol  (QYHKYuu,  KOMMYHUKAMUGHBIL — AHAIU3 — CEMAHMUKU  ClO6d,
cuHmazmamudeckue OMHOWEHUs A3bIKOBLIX eOuHuy, etc.) (4% — 12 terms); 4) terms consisting of five
components (Memoo aHanu3a HenoCPeOCmEeHHO COCMAGIAIOWUX DNEMEHNO08, CUHMALMAMUYECKULL
MAKPOKOMNOHEHM NeKCUYECKO20 3HAYEHUSI C06d, CMOIKHOGEHUE NPSMO20 U NEPEHOCHO20 3HAYEeHULl
cnosa) (1% — 3 terms).

The percentage of terminological phrases in the combinatorial linguistics terminology can be seen

in Figure 1 below.
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Terminological phrases

B Two-word terms B Three-word terms
Four-wordterms M Five-word terms

1%
4%“

Figure 1. The percentage of terminological phrases in the combinatorial linguistics terminology

The terminology analysis of combinatorial linguistics has shown that two-word terminological
phrases are formed from a nuclear element which is represented by a noun in the nominative element and
a defining element. The main component of such terminological phrases (for example, the term
“cunmaemamuxa’ in the phrase “peuesas cumnmaemamuxa”) is the central term of a special field of
knowledge, in this case, combinatorial linguistics. Another part of such terms carries a differential
specific feature that clarifies the scope of the concept (for example, the word “peuesas” in the phrase
“peuesas cunmaemamura’”’). The study of two-word terminological units of combinatorial linguistics has
shown that the most common constructions are those in which adjectives and nouns are used as attributes.

To the formation models of two-word terminological units of combinatorial linguistics we assign
the following (Grinev-Grinevich, 2008): 1) a terminological phrase in which an adjective acts as a
prepositive attribute: sexcuueckas nosuyus, CuIbHASL NO3UYUSA, HEHOPMAMUSHOE ClOBOCOYemaHue,
KomMoOuHamophas ¢pononocus, kombunamopuas mopghemura, etc. (171 terms); 2) terminological phrases
that include the noun in the function of the postpositive attribute: npunyun ummezpayuu, xonmexcm
cumyayuu, KOHMeKcm clo8d, KOMMYHUKAYUs OmHoueHull, lexcemamuka peuu, etc. (18 terms).

The percentage of two-word terminological phrases in the terminology of combinatorial linguistics

can be seen in Figure 2 below.

Two-word terms

B Ad+N EMN4N

10%

Figure 2. The percentage of two-word terminological phrases in the terminology of combinatorial
linguistics

Next, let us consider the formation models of three-word terms of combinatorial linguistics.

Among such structures we identified the following:
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1) terminological phrases consisting of such components as: Adj (adjective) + Adj + N (noun): for
example, the terms axkTHBHas CHHTaKCHYECKas COYETAEMOCTb, HOPMAaTHBHBIC KOIMU(PHUIMPOBAHHBIC
CJIOBOCOYETAHUs, HeoOs3aTeNbHas CHHTAKCHYECKas COYETaeMOCTb, HOPMAaTHBHBIC  y3yallbHbIC
cioBocoueTanus, etc. (34 terms);

2) three-word terminological phrases: Adj + N + N: oTHOocuTenbHas IEHHOCTh CJIOBA, JIEKCHYECKOE
3HAUEHHE CJI0OBA, CEMAHTHUYECKHE aKTaHTBHl CJOBA, CHHTAKCHYECKHE AaKTaHTHI CIJIOBA, OINMCATEIBHBIHA
CJIOBAaph COYETAEMOCTH, etc. (28 terms);

3) three-word terms consisting of components: N + (Adj + N in the genitive case): cioBapb
pedeBoro ymoTpeOieHHs, CJIOBapb KOMOWHATOPHOTO THIA, TpaHC(HOPMAIMI CHHTarMaTHYeCKUX
CTPYKTYp,  HHCTPYMEHTapuii  KOMOWHATOPHOH  JeKcWKorpapuu, HCTOPHS  KOMOWHATOPHOU
nexcukorpadum, etc. (8 terms);

4) three-word terms consisting of such components as: Adverb + Adj + N: cuHTakcuuecku
o0s3aTenbHAs ~ BAJICHTHOCTb, CHHTAKCHYeCKH  (aKyJIbTaTHBHAs  BaJEHTHOCTh, CHHTaKCHYECKH
o0ycIioBlIeHHOE 3HaYeHue, etc. (6 terms);

5) terminological phrases in which the three components are expressed by the nouns: mpuHIHATIEL
MIOCTPOCHUST CHUHTAarMbl, NPUHLMUI JIMHEHHOCTH peYd, TMPHHIMIIBI ONWCAHUS COYETAEMOCTH,
pacrpocTpaHuTeNIb 3HAYCHUS CIoBa (4 terms).

The percentage ratio of the three-word terminological phrases in the terminology of combinatorial

linguistics can be seen in Figure 3 below.

Three-word terms

W Adj+Adj+MN W AdH+HMN+N MN+Adj+M
W Adv+Adj+N B N+MN+M

gag 3%

10%

Figure 3. The percentage ratio of the three-word terminological phrases in the terminology of
combinatorial linguistics

There are not so many units among the four-component terminological phrases of combinatorial
linguistics in comparison with the two-component and three-component terms. We identified the most
common construction: Adj + N + N + N, according to which the following terms are formed:
KOMMYHUKAMUGBHBIL  AHAU3  CEMAHMUKU — ClO8d, CMPYKMYPHLlIL KOMHOHEHM 3HAYeHUus Cloéd,
NpazMamuyeckuti  MAKpOKOMNOHEHM — 3HAYEHUsI  CI06d,  CeMAHMUYeCKUll  NPUHYun  ONuUCaHusl
couemaemocmu, etc. (7 terms). The following construction was also distinguished: N + N + N + N:
NPUHYUN OUHAPHOCIU NOCPOEHUS CUHIMASMbL, NPUHYUN 83aUMO00YCN06IeHHOCIU Yacmetli cunmazmbl (2
terms). One more common construction is: Adj + N + Adj +N: cunmaemamuueckue omuouienus

A3bIKOBIX eOunuy, cepa Oeticmsus earenmuozo cnoga (2 terms). The least common constructions
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among the four-word terminological phrases are the following: N + Adj + Adj + N (apeymenm
coomeememeyroujell IeKCUYecKoll YyHKYuLL).

The percentage of four-word terminological phrases in the combinatorial linguistics terminology

can be seen in Figure 4 below.

Four-word terms

B N+Adj+AD+HN WA+ N+RN+N M+M+MN+M B Adj+N+Adj+M

8%

Figure 4. The percentage of four-word terminological phrases in the combinatorial linguistics
terminology

Terminological phrases with the five components are even rarer in the combinatorial terminology
(3 terms): Adj + N + Adj + N+ N (cunmaemamuueckuii MaKpoKOMROHEHM NEeKCUHeCKO20 3HAYEHUs
cnosa); N + Adj + Adj + N + N (cmoaxHnogenue npsamoeo u nepenocrozo sHaveHuii cioea); N + N +
Adverb + Adj + N (memoo ananuza nenocpedcmeenno cocmasnaouux snemermos). In the semantics of
terminological phrases in combinatorial linguistics we distinguish integrating and differentiating
elements. The integrating element is represented in the terminological phrase as the main component, and
the differentiating component carries a distinctive feature. The integrating element expresses the generic
feature of the concept and combines the phrases into thematic associations (for example, oucmpubyyus —
Jucmpubyyus enazona, oucmpubyyus crosa). In turn, the differentiating element, which has a restrictive
property, reveals a distinctive specific feature of the concept. In verbose terminological phrases of
combinatorial linguistics further differentiating elements are added to the original two-word term which
indicate a subspecies of this type of concept (for example, ob6szamenvnas cunmaxcuyeckas
couemaemocmn, NAccUHAs cunmaxcuveckas cowemaemocmy). In addition, among the verbose terms
there are those that represent a single whole (for example, npsmoe coomeemcmeue axmanmos,
axcnpeccusnas aekcudeckas eounuya) (Danilenko, 1973).

The structure of a terminological phrase in the field of combinatorial linguistics determines the
place of the concept called by it in the system in which its related concepts are located. The generic term,
the nuclear element of the phrase, identifies the group to which the concepts called by the phrase belong.
This term is defined in the phrase by the case ending, and the process of forming combinations, as a rule,
is reduced to adding new words (or phrases) to it (for example, konmexcm: nepemenuwiti KoHmeKcm,

cuHmakcuyeckutl nepemenHulll konmexcm, etc.) (Grinev-Grinevich, 2008).

317


http://dx.doi.org/

https://doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2021.12.39

Corresponding Author: Marina Andreevna Efanova

Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of the conference
eISSN: 2357-1330

7. Conclusion

Thus, the following results have been obtained in the course of our study: 1) terminological
phrases of combinatorial linguistics are represented by two-word, three-word and verbose terms; 2)
among the verbose terms four-word and five-word terms were also identified which are terminological
phrases, but their number is small; 3) the terminology of combinatorial linguistics is mainly represented
by two-word terminological phrases.

The study of two-word terms revealed that the most common model for the formation of such
constructions is the construction containing the adjective in the function of the prepositive attribute (90%
of the total number of two-word terms — 171 terminological units). A less common model for the
formation of such terminological units is a construction in which the noun acts as a postpositive attribute
(10% — 18 terminological units).

The analysis of three-word terminological phrases showed that the most frequent model of
formation is a construction consisting of such components as: Adj + Adj + N (42% of the total number of
three-word terms — 34 terminological units). Less frequent models of the formation of such terminological
units are the following constructions: Adj + N + N (35% — 28 terms); N + Adj + N (10% — 8 terms);
Adverb + Adj + N (8% — 6 terms). The least common model of the formation of three-word terms in
combinatorial linguistics is: N + N + N (5% — 4 terms).

The analysis of four-word terminological phrases showed that the most frequent formation model
is: Adj +N + N + N (58% of the total number of four-word terms — 7 terms).

All in all, the analysis of the combinatorial linguistics terms revealed that with an increase in the
components in terminological phrases there is a decrease in the number of units. Verbose terminological
phrases have a clarifying function since they expand the semantic volume of information contained in the
terminological unit and also perform an important orienting function.

The study of combinatorial terminology in the structural and syntactic aspect allows us to
investigate the structure of terminological units of the given field of knowledge.

As a prospect, we plan to comprehensively study the terms of combinatorial linguistics in order to

systematize the terminology of this area of knowledge.
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