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Abstract. Technological development driven by digitalization, artificial intelligence,
and state support for engineering education, determines the relevance of the studies of new
words and meanings in lexis and phraseology of techno sphere. The aim of this study is to
identify functional and pragmatic features of the semantics of words and phraseological units
related to the sphere ‘Engineering and Technology’ and developing figurative meanings.
The material for the study includes words with the component “rexno- ‘techno’” in modern
Russian language and the associative semantic field of units in the “Concept for Technological
Development of Russia until 2030”. The productivity of this word-formation model creates
pragmatically marked language units that are semantically unrelated to the technical
terminological system and characterize a person’s emotional and evaluative attitude towards
technology and equipment. The author used both traditional methods of word-building and
semantic analysis of lexical units and corpus and automated data processing methods. Basing
on the text “The Concept of Technological Development of Russia until 2030, the author
shows the connection between the associative semantic field visually represented with a word
cloud and the semantic field, demonstrates similarities and differences of the two fields.
The associative-semantic field “Technology and technologies” broadens including collocations
“technological sovereignty” and “technological leadership”, units reflecting the modernity.
Synonymic, antonymic, and paronymic relations within the structure of the associative-semantic
field under study are also analyzed. The broad combinability ofthe lexical units mexnonoeuueckuii
(technological) and mexnonoeuu (technology), which destructs the original semantics of the
words, is described. The set expressions with the adjective mexnonoeuuecxuii (technological)
are characterized in a dynamic aspect. The technosphere vocabulary closely interacts with the
lexicon of various fields of knowledge, having the strongest ties with the digital field. The study
makes some predictions about the future development of technosphere vocabulary, which
integrates into various areas of humanities and social sciences. The prospects for the research
could be a systemic dictionary description of the technosphere vocabulary.
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Introduction

D.S. Likhachev wrote: “It is my deepest conviction that the 2 1st century
must be the century of humanistic culture. Its dominance is imperative.
Technology must be assigned a clearly subordinate role” (Likhachev,
Samvelyan, 1988: 6). Contemporary social processes with their focus on
artificial intelligence (AI), modern technologies, automation and robotization
of various spheres of life rather point to the dominant role of technical
knowledge. The importance of technology is emphasized in official documents
and outlined in the Concept of Technological Development of the Russian
Federation until 2030' with the following fundamental goals: achieving
technological sovereignty, transitioning to innovation-oriented economic
growth, and providing technological support for the sustainable development
of production systems. Discussions regarding the significance of the country’s
technological development and the vital role of engineering education and
engineering professions contribute to the frequency of technology- and
engineering-related vocabulary in journalistic discourse.

The rapid development of technology has led to the expansion of computer
and technical terminology and the mediatization of many terms related to this
field. These processes have sparked linguistic interest in issues that in various
ways pertain to engineering and technology.

First, the vocabulary of the digital sphere is being documented; it has been
included in both dictionaries of new words and specialized thematic dictionaries
(Marinova, Volochek, 2023). The institutionalization of digital humanities
includes terms such as “dataset,” “dashboard,” “timeline,” “geographic
information system,” and “automated text processing in the research field”
(Orekhov, Volodin, 2024).

Second, there are scientific works interpreting “digital” vocabulary and
methods for its categorization (Marinova, 2023) and establishing connections
and overlaps with other word classes (Turkina, 2025); there have been attempts
to make its ideographic description (Plotnikova, 2024). E.S. Astapkina &
A.A. Barkovich (Astapkina, Barkovich, 2026) tried to make neural network
modeling of IT terminology.

' Concept of Technological Development for the Period until 2030 (2023). Meeting of the Govern-
ment of the Russian Federation No. 1315-r of May 20, 2023. Collection of Legislation of the Russian
Federation, 22, Art. 3960.

380 LEXICAL AND GRAMMATICAL TRENDS...


http://doi.org/10.22363/2618-8163-2026-24-3-379-391
http://doi.org/10.22363/2618-8163-2026-24-3-379-391

ITnomnukosa A.M. Pycuctuka. 2026. T. 24. Ne 3. C. 379-391

Third, human-machine communication is being actively researched in
different aspects: politeness strategies in human-neural network interactions,
communication in chatbots, prompts as a text genre, and many other topics
related to the analysis of various phenomena in high-tech communication
(Komarova, 2025; Piperski, 2024; Ouyang, 2022; Pan, Doering, Kanda, 2024).

At the same time, there is a noticeable shift in research interest toward
examining discourse concerning human-artificial intelligence interaction and
studying new words emerged thanks to the development of Al technologies.
Other areas of technological development and their representation in language
are included in the linguistic context to a significantly lesser extent. In the last
decade there is a noticeable expansion in the use of both basic words related to
the technological sphere (e.g., technology, industry) and words containing the
component “techno-,” which will be discussed in this article. These components
function as part of compound words, both long established in the language
(techno park, techno center, technoscientific) and neologisms (techno-optimist,
techno-pessimist, techno-thriller).

The aim of the study is a functional-pragmatic analysis of Russian
vocabulary related to the semantic field of technology to identify semantic
features of words containing the components “tech-" and “techno-” and the
dynamics of their usage.

Methods and Materials

The study employs general scientific methods (scientific analysis,
description, comparison, classification, generalization) and specific linguistic
methods: component-based and contextual analysis of word meaning, word-
formation analysis, linguistic data processing (tokenization, lemmatization,
stop-word removal); visualization methods (creation of a word cloud).
To identify collocations and make their corpus analysis, approaches accepted in
corpus studies were applied (Brezina, McEnery, Wattam, 2015).

The main research material was obtained by sampling units with the
component “techno-” from the Russian National Corpus (RNC?). When
searching for these units, pragmatonyms were excluded; these are typically
names of organizations (Technoavia, Technonickel, etc.).

Data from explanatory and ideographic dictionaries were also used as
sources. The latter include the “Large Explanatory Ideographic Dictionary of
Russian Nouns™ and the synopsis of the “Universal Ideographic Dictionary of

2 Russian National Corpus. (n.d.). Retrieved March 10, 2026, from http://www.ruscorpora.ru/
3 Babenko, L. G. (Ed.). (2009). Large Explanatory Dictionary of Russian Nouns. Moscow: AST-
Press Kniga Publ.
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Russian Language™. These dictionaries contain a section titled “Technology”
relevant to our research, which includes such denotative-ideographic groups as
people (a mechanic, an electrician), tools, implements (drill, shovel), technical
devices (battery, gas generator), parts of technical devices (battery cell, bushing),
technical fixtures (screw, nut), technical sets (equipment, apparatus), and
technical processes (conversion, assembly).

When selecting the material, we considered homonymy, since the
component techno- denotes a musical style. Accordingly, the words techno-
rock, techno-pop, techno-music, techno-fan and some others were excluded
from the sample. However, differences in the spelling of words with the
techno- component can also serve as a marker: the first part of compound
words with the component “technique” or “technical” is written as a single
word, unlike words with the techno- component, which denotes a musical
style. At the same time, the Russian National Corpus contains examples with
the erroneous hyphenated spelling of “techno-" in cases where it marks the
word’s affiliation with the technical sphere; this was taken into account during
material selection.

Results

While the semantic field “Technology” has clear boundaries in ideographic
dictionaries and is associated with production relations, devices, tools, and
mechanisms used in both production and everyday life, the very concept of
“Technology” turns out to be extremely vague. Its semantics is based on the
ancient origin of the root, associated with experience and craftsmanship. Both
technique and technology can be associated with the humanities and social
spheres, hence there are such complex words as “sociotechnical” and
“sociotechnological,” which are sometimes used as synonyms.

The analysis conducted shows that the boundaries of “technological” are
extremely vague and, in some respects, bring this adjective closer to the
thematically related adjective “digital”, which is characterized by semantic
diffuseness and broad combinability.

The terms “technological sovereignty” and “technological leadership” are
also frequently used as ideological concepts, often with rather vague meanings.
Nevertheless, such expressions are stable, and this is confirmed by statistical
data. The “Integrum” information retrieval system identified 10.396 instances of
the phrase “technological leadership” and 23.041 instances of the phrase
“technological sovereignty”.

4 Babenko, L. G. (Ed.). (2015). Universal Ideographic Dictionary of the Russian Language. Pros-
pect. Moscow; Ekaterinburg: Kabinetnyi Uchenyi Publ. pp. 22-42.
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Discussion

The “Engineering and Technology” Semantic Field and the Digital
Word Cloud

To make a lexical modeling of the technological sphere, we examined
the Concept of Technological Development of the Russian Federation® as
adocument text presenting a program for new technological areas development.
In terms of genre and stylistic features, this is an administrative document of
a prescriptive nature.

To model the associative-semantic field, statistical methods are used that
involve text preprocessing with stop-word removal, lemmatization (reducing
word forms to their base form) and data visualization in the form of a word cloud.

The analysis resulted in a word cloud (Fig.).
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Word cloud representing the associative-semantic field “Equipment and Technologies”
Source: Aword cloud generator was used: https://wordcloud.online/ru

Without delving into the theoretical issues of studying various types of
fields (semantic, functional-semantic, associative), we note that the word cloud
is similar to other types of fields in semantic relations, correlations between
words: hyper-hyponymic, synonymic, and others (e.g., science — technology,
technical — technological), the continuous designation of its conceptual domain
(like a semantic field, a word cloud divides core units evenly), and the
interconnection with other fields within the lexical system. In this case, we

5 Concept of Technological Development for the Period until 2030 (2023). Meeting of the Govern-
ment of the Russian Federation No. 1315-r of May 20, 2023. Collection of Legislation of the Russian
Federation, 22, Art. 3960.
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observe a connection with the semantic field “State,” due to the nature of the
document under analysis, which reflects the state strategy for technological
development. The core and periphery of the semantic field and the digital cloud
are based on the frequency of elements, with frequency proving to be the
determining factor in the digital cloud. It is known that the font size in the figure
correlates with the frequency of the units, and, of course, the words “technology,”
“technological,” “science” (and their derivations), and “development” constitute
the core of the field. The digital cloud is closest in structural features and essential
characteristics to the associative-semantic field.

It is also characterized by its own meta lexicon. Let us note the frequency
of words with broad semantics, such as ‘field,” “sphere,” “condition,”
“project,” and “resource”, whose semantics apply to a very wide range of
objects. The relatively new word “challenge,” formed by calquing and used in
phrases suchas “technological challenges” and “global technological challenges,”
can also be included here.

Active processes in the technosphere lexicon

Corpus data demonstrate certain dynamics in the usage of some
technosphere words. The most noticeable processes are those related to the use
of the adjectives “scientific-technological,” “scientific-technical,” and
“technological.” RNC data show that the frequency of the adjective “scientific-
technological” is generally low and has been declining in the 2010s. According
to corpus data, the peak frequency of the adjective “scientific-technical” occurred
in the 1970s, when the fixed phrases “scientific-technical progress” and
“scientific-technical revolution” were actively used, followed by a decline in
frequency with an increase in usage observed again in the 2010s.

The meanings of the words “technique” and “technology” do not coincide.
The meaning of the word “technology” has evolved over the course of a century;
originally denoting the solution of a specific problem in a certain way, it subsequently
came to denote methods in any activity, not necessarily industrial (e.g., human
resources management technologies, communication technologies). Although not
a Pluralia Tantum noun, this term is more often used in the plural form and combines
with a wide range of terms denoting the sphere of technology application (e.g.,
linguistic technologies, communication technologies, political technologies).

The word “technique” also expands its semantics to denote various
methods and approaches, which makes it possible to use it in the plural form,
a form not used for the primary meaning of this term (design techniques). Both
“techniques” and “technologies,” as well as “tools” (which are close in meaning),
are widely used in managerial and psychological discourse, that is, they permeate
other thematic spheres that are in no way related to techniques and technologies.
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The word “technological” can be combined with the nouns “revolution”
and “progress”. However, the contexts point to the importance of the novelty
component (“technological” is used with words such as innovation, novelty) and
the impact of technologies on society (“technological” refers to a breakthrough,
achievement, change, leap, and effect). The contextual partners of the adjective
“technological ” also point to the dangers and errors associated with technology
(technological errors, failures, and problems).

Nearly 13% of all contexts consist of the phrase “technological process,”
which is examined in the context of the importance of scientific and technical
achievements: “In 1952—-1953, Fadeev visited nine metallurgical plants in the
Urals, in Moscow, in Dnipropetrovsk... In his notes, Fadeev describes the nuances
of technological processes in detail. He lists a multitude of terms, not always
explaining them. He believed that the modern Soviet person had to know them:
‘A reader unfamiliar with technology will look like a troglodyte in 10-20 years.
Literature cannot be on par with troglodytes!””” (V. Avchenko “Fadeyev”, 2017).

The phrases “technological leadership” and “technological sovereignty”
emerged in the late 1990s and are frequently used in connection with situations
of conflict, war, and global confrontation: “The struggle for technological
leadership, having cast aside the principles of the rule of law and free competition
that had been proclaimed for decades, is turning into technological wars”
(Izvestia, June 6, 2019). These collocations are used in both academic texts on
social issues and in socio-political articles, including texts devoted to the
development of engineering education.

Technological metaphors, including the words “mechanisms” and “tools”
as means of solving problems, are also actively used in various fields: /egal
mechanisms, market mechanisms, action planning mechanisms, marketing
tools, and financial instruments.

There is a noticeable increase in the use of the word “optics,” which
denotes a way of seeing the world, a model of interpretation. However, this
meaning is not recorded in the lexicographical sources; it is realized in various
contexts where the sphere of physical experience is projected onto the realm of
intellectual activity: “In order for authorship to touch the soul (and for this, in
turn, to have systemic consequences at the level of aesthetics and poetics), it
required a shift in general cultural optics, general cultural sensitivity, which
was still more than decades away.” (O. Balla From the Hero’s Personality to the
Spirit of the Times. “Znanie — Sila”, 2008).

Thus, the material under study is interesting in that it reveals, in a sense,
current trends associated with the extrapolation of the technological sphere into
other areas of life, which are interpreted through the prism of observed
experience. Technological terms demonstrate that social processes are
formalizable and controllable in nature.
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The words “technique” and “technology,” which are distinguished in
lexicographical sources, are regarded in contemporary speech as interrelated
and difficult-to-separate entities. In official documents, particularly in the
“Concept of Technological Development of the Russian Federation until 2030”
as a prescriptive document, “technological leadership” and “technological
sovereignty” correlate with the development of technology, engineering
education, and the emergence of innovative solutions. Therefore, we cannot
study the semantic field “Technology” without reference to contemporary socio-
political communication. The words in the associative-semantic field demonstrate
both centrifugal and centripetal tendencies in the field’s structure. On the one
hand, terms denoting technologies, technical manipulations, and tools designate
a broader range of objects. On the other hand, the semantic field is enriched with
words denoting human attitudes toward technology and technologies.

Words with the prefixoid techno-

The word-formation status of the component “fechno-"" in compound words
also warrants separate comment. Units such as eco-, bio-, nano-, and techno- are
classified as terminological elements, and compound words containing such
elements are sometimes considered to be formed by means of abbreviation,
although the status of these components is not defined. Similar elements are
sometimes classified as prefixoids. Prefixoids occupy an intermediate position
between function and root morphemes and are of particular interest for their
capacity to convey a range of pragmatic meanings. For example, N. I. Konovalova
(Konovalova, 2025) examines prefixoids as markers of evaluativeness, an aspect
that is particularly relevant to the material analysed in this study.

The achievements of scientific and technological progress at the turn of the
20th and 21st centuries actualized prefixoids of Greek and Latin origin such as
nano-, cyber-, and crypto- (Nikolina, Ratsiburskaya, Fatkhutdinova, 2020: 7),
and among them is the prefixoid techno-.

The “Word Formation Dictionary”® lists a small number of terms containing
the element fechno-: technocontrol, technoproject, technotextile, technochemical,
technoeconomic. A review of corpus data reveals a broader range of such terms,
which constitute the subject of this study.

The meaning of the prefixoid techno- is presented in the reference
dictionary “Affixoids of the Russian Language™’:

¢ Tikhonov, A. N. (1985). Word-Formation Dictionary of the Russian Language (Vol. 2).
Moscow: Russkii Yazyk Publ.

" Levashov, E. A. (Ed.). (2009). Affixoids of the Russian Language. Experience of a Dictionary-
Reference Book. Saint Petersburg: Nestor-Istoriia Publ.; Affixoids of the Russian Language: Information
Retrieval Resource. (n.d.). Retrieved March 15, 2026, from https://affixoid.iling.spb.ru/glossary
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Techno. 1. The first part of compound words meaning “technology,
technical” is written as a single word. Relates to technique, machines,
mechanisms; technical.

2. The first part of compound words meaning “technology, technical” is
written as a single word. Relating to technology; technologies (advanced,
digital, information).

According to the RNC, such terms are numerous and can be divided into
thematic areas:

1) enterprises, industrial complexes (technopark, technocomplex,
technocenter, technohub, technosector, technonetwork, technoincubator);

2) global social processes (technoevolution, technoscience, technosphere,
technocatastrophe, technoworld, technoculture, technopolitics);

3) people (technoman, technophobe, technooptimist, technopessimist,
technogenius, technomaniac, technohooligan, technoidiot),

4) objects based on the use of technology and techniques (technothriller,
technoutopia, technodesign, techno-game, techno-toy);

5)emotionalattitudestowardtechnologyandengineering (fechnoskepticism,
technopride, technomagic, technofetishism).

Neither the context nor the semantics of many of these terms allows for a
clear distinction between the prefixoids techno-1 and techno-2; this is particularly
true in the area where language captures human-machine interaction, for
example: “Incidentally, the ‘post-human’ perspective may be contrasted with
the ‘techno-human’perspective, ‘a technologized, rational human’ (I. Alekseeva.
Information Competence, Natural Intelligence, and the NBICS Revolution.
“Information Society”, 2012).

The complexity of the lexicographic representation of prefixoids and the
units derived from them are well illustrated in the article by Yu. S. Ridetskaya
(Ridetskaya, 2023). This is true for the component “techno-" in expressive word
formation when it is part of personal names, such as techno-optimist, techno-
pessimist, techno-genius, techno-moron, techno-fool, and techno-maniac. They
are not recorded in explanatory dictionaries or dictionaries of new words.
However, when discussing issues of artificial intelligence and digital technologies,
the terms “techno-optimist” and “techno-pessimist” are quite frequent. Here are
a few illustrative examples: “Techno-pessimists believe that living conditions,
corrupt government, big cities, social pressure, screen images, social media,
etc., deform human life” (P. Kolozaridi. Telegram channel “Power lines and
Swamps™); “Meanwhile, techno-optimists dream of a future where robots will
free people from monotonous work™ (Telegram channel “NOZH Magazine”);
“The ‘History of the Future’ Award is seeking techno-optimist writers.
Requirements: a science fiction story with technological optimism...”
(announcement from the “Atom” Foundation for the Promotion of Scientific,
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Educational, and Communication Initiatives). The RNC contains contexts
with the words “fechnoskeptic” and “technoskepticism,” which, unlike
“techno-optimist” and “techno-pessimist,” tend to be of an occasional nature:
“Evgeny Morozov is a technoskeptic of the digital age. The book “Techno-
Hatred: How the Internet Has Taught Us Not to Think” by the American
publicist of Belarusian origin Evgeny Morozov is a collection of articles
written in 2012-2013 for leading American and European periodicals”
(D. Sanagursky. Evgeny Morozov — a techno-skeptic of the digital era.
“Culturological Journal”, 2014).

In compound words, the prefixoid functions as an object, marking
an indefinite set of various technical objects under evaluation. This approach
to word-formation stems from the cognitive principle developed by
E.S. Kubryakova: “...the semantics of a derived word and the form of its
representation are based on a specific propositional structure formed in the
human mind or formed during naming)” (Kubryakova, 2004: 408).

From the perspective of cognitive word formation, complex knowledge
formats are encoded behind these units. The motivational paraphrase of the unit
technooptimist is complicated by pragmatics: a technooptimist is a person who
views the development of technologies with optimism, considers them a public
good and believes that they will change the world for the better. The material
shows that the word-formation model with the component “zechno-""1is productive
for creating new words expressing an evaluative attitude toward technology.

Similar processes were characteristic of words with the “nano-”
component, which has in the 2020s lost its word-formation activity, whereas its
frequency at the beginning of century attracted the attention of researchers
(Orekhov, 2014). The ability to form “serial formations™ is characteristic of the
techno- words we are studying (Fedorova, 2025: 144)

The productivity of this prefix expands its combinatorial possibilities,
giving rise to such units as technodelusion, techno-Europeanism, technopolitics,
technomagic, technophobe, and others.

Consequently, words with the prefixoid fechno-, which significantly enrich
the field under study, constitute interesting linguistic material that fix the
productivity of this word-formation model and its pragmatic potential.

Conclusion

The analysis conducted allows us to conclude that the language of the
technosphere, which is based on vocabulary and phraseology (if understood
broadly, including collocations within phraseology), is actively changing due to
the development of technologies and the awareness of their socio-political
significance. This lexical group is a dynamic system influencing media discourse
on engineering and technology. The lexicon of the “Engineering and Technology”
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sphere develops derived meanings, and the semantics of the units “technology”
and “technological” expands. This shows the expansion of these units and
the blurring of the scope of word meanings. The convergence of the words
“technique” and “technology” leads to a functional proximity between
the paronyms “technical” and “technological.”

A promising avenue for further research could be a closer examination of
the component “techno-"" in compound words, such as “sociotechnical” and
“technohumanitarian,” which denote the synthesis of technical and humanities
knowledge, as well as a systematic lexicographical representation of words
in the technosphere.
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A3bIK TexHOChepbl B AMHAMUNYECKOM acrnekTe
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AHHOTanmsi. TeXHOIOTHUECKUI MOBOPOT, OOYCIIOBICHHBINH HH(POBHU3ALNCH, pa3BH-
THUEM UCKYCCTBEHHOTO MHTEIUICKTA, TOCYAapCTBEHHOM MOAJCPKKON MHKEHEPHOro 00pa3oBa-
HUS, ONPEIeTIHI aKTyaIbHOCTb HCCIEA0BAHMS HOBBIX CJIOB M 3HAYEHHH, KOTOpbIe ()OPMHUPYIOT
JeKcuKy U (ppaseonoruro TexHocgepsl. Llexp mccaenoBanns — BBISABUTH (DYHKIIHOHAIBHO-
IIparMaTudeckrue 0COOCHHOCTH CEMAHTHKH CII0B U ()Pa3eoI0ru3MOB, BXOAAIINX B uaeorpagpu-
yeckuil knacc « TeXHHKa U TEXHOJIOTMNY, U Pa3BUBAIOLIMX IPOU3BOAHBIE 3HaYeHus. Marepua-
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ITnomnuroea A.M. Pycuctuka. 2026. T. 24. Ne 3. C. 379-391

JIOM TIOCITYXKHWJIM CJIOBA C KOMIIOHEHTOM MeEXHO- B COBPEMEHHOM DPYCCKOM SI3bIKE, a TaKKe
ACCOIMATHBHO-CMBICIIOBOE TTOJIE STUHHII, MPEICTABICHHBIX B « KOHIICTIINN TEXHOIOTHYECKOTO
pazsutusi Poccun 10 2030 rogay. [TpotyKTHBHOCTH CIIOBOOOPA30BATEIILHOM MOJICIH C TIPEUK-
COUOM MEexHo- HpI/IBO,Z[I/IT K MMOABJIICHUIO HpaFMaTI/I‘IeCKI/I MapKHpOBaHHLIX CAWHNL, CCMaHTU-
YECKH HE CBSI3aHHBIX C TEXHUYECKOM TEPMHHOCHCTEMOHW M XapaKTePU3YIOIIUX SMOIMOHAIb-
HO-OIICHOYHOE OTHOIIEHHE 4YEJOBEKa K TEXHMKEC M TEXHOJOTHSIM. MCIOap30BaHBl Kak
TPaIUIIMOHHBIE METOBI CJIOBOOOPA30BATENIBHOTO U CEMAHTUYECKOTO aHAIM3a JIEKCHYECKUX
€IMHMUII, TaK U KOPITyCHBIE METOBl U METOJ[bI aBTOMATUYECKOW 00pabOTKH AaHHBIX. Ha ma-
tepuane «Konnenmum texnonorunueckoro pa3sutus Poccun o 2030 roma» mokazaHa CBSI3b
ACCOIMAaTHBHO-CMBICIOBOTO TOJIsI, BU3yallbHO MPEACTABICHHOTO B BU/IE 00JIaka CJIOB, C CEMaH-
TUYECKHUM TI0JIEM ¥ 0003HAYEeHBI CXOICTBA U OTIIMYHS 3TUX JIBYX THIIOB TOJIEH. ACCOIIMATHBHO-
CMBICIIOBOE T0JIe « TeXHHMKA M TEXHOJIOTHIY» PACHIMPSICETCS 38 CYET KOJUIOKATOB «TEXHOJIOTHYe-
CKI/Iﬁ CyBepCHI/ITeT» U «TEXHOJIOTHNYECCKOC J'II/IIlepCTBO», BTsATrUBasi B CBOKO Op6I/ITy CAUHUIBI,
KOTOPBIE OTOOpa)XaroT peaind TeKyIero MoMeHTa. [IpoaHanm3npoBaHbl CHHOHHMMHYECKUE,
AHTOHMMHYECKHE ¥ MTAPOHUMHUECKHE OTHOIICHHS, BO3HUKAIOIINE B CTPYKTYpE UCCIIETYEMOTO
ACCOIMaTUBHO-CMBICIOBOTO MoJisi. OXapakTepu3oBaHa MIMPOKAs COYETAEMOCTh JIEKCUYECKUX
€IMHUI] «TEXHOJIOTHYECKUI» M «TEXHOJIOTHUW», PAa3MBIBAIOIIAS MCXOMHYI0 CEMaHTHUKY ITHX
cJIOB. PaccMOTpEHBI YCTOHUNBBIE COYETAHUS C MPHIIAraTelIbHBIM «TEXHOJIOTHYESCKHID) B ACTICKTE
JMHAMUKH 3TUX earHuIl. CIOBapHBIN COCTaB TEXHOC(HEpPhl aKTUBHO B3aUMOJICHCTBYET C JIEKCH-
KOW Pa3IMUHbIX 00NacTell 3HaHUs, OOHAPYKUBAst HaKOOJIee TECHbIC CBA3U C HIU(POBON Chepoi.
CrenaHbl POTHO3bI OTHOCUTEIBHO JIATTBHEHINETO Pa3BUTHSI JICKCUKH TEXHOC(hEphI, KOTOpas ak-
THUBHO BKJIFOYACTCA B pa3HI/I‘lHLIe O6J'[aCTI/I FyMaHI/ITapHOF 0 1 COLNMAJIBHOI'O 3HAHUS. HepCHeKTI/I—
BOM HCCJIEJIOBAHUS MOXKET CTaTh CHCTEMHOE CIIOBAPHOE OMUCAHKE SI3bIKA TEXHOCHEPHI.

KiroueBbie cjioBa: JICKCHUKa, HCOJIOTU3MHEI, Hpe(bI/IKCOI/I}l, CJIOXKHBIC CJI0BA, CCMAaHTHUYC-
CKO€ IT10JIE€, aCCOIMAaTUBHO-CMBbICJIOBOC ITIOJIC, JICKCHYCCKas COUYCTaCMOCTb, KOJIJIOKalluK
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