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Abstract. The structure of cognitive type of scientific article on mountain ecosystems is given in the
article. The purpose of the research is to build a structure of cognitive type of scientific article describing
mountain ecosystems. For achievement of the stated work’s aim it was necessary to solve the following
problems: 1) to explore the text corpus of scientific article on mountain ecosystems; 2) to define the topical
structure of cognitive type of scientific article describing mountain ecosystems; 3) to present verbal fragments
for each compositional-thematic unit; 4) to describe pragmatics of text realization of scientific article on
mountain ecosystems; 5) to build mini-thesaurus of words and phrases. The author justifies the thesis that
the cognitive type of a scientific article is the basic part of one of the cognitive blocks in the system of
human knowledge representation in subject area “Mountain ecosystems”. The main elements as: (people’s
life’s work, environmental pollution, environmental protection, constant nature monitoring) are defined.
There are words and phrases which are arranged in sub-topics in English and Russian. These words and
phrases are samples from the text corpus of the subject area “Mountain ecosystems” and are not ready
texts, but their blank for discoursive activity not only for specialists in this sphere but for everybody who is
interested in ecological problems in English and Russian. Summing all up, it can be noted that the structure
of the cognitive type of the scientific articles is a mental-linguistic frame used by the authors of the scientific
articles in the process of generation of texts and the readers in the process of understanding. The structure
of the cognitive type is presented by a scan of a specific topic and verbal fragments for each thematic
unit. The reader is able to solve or suggest a solution to the critical environmental situation in the ecosystem
based on the data obtained in the course of the text description of the environmental problems of mountain
ecosystems.
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INTRODUCTION

When studying texts of a certain subject area a cognitive type (the concept given
by Baranov A.G.) is introduced into the study as a mental-linguistic frame for finding
the prototypical meanings of the cultural world on the basis of cognitive knowledge
[1;2].

The purpose of this work is to build a structure of cognitive type of scientific ar-
ticle on mountain ecosystems. We think that it is a macrostructure, which in its turn
consists of a number of microstructures demonstrating the detailed distribution of data
in the subject area “Mountain ecosystems”.
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To achieve the goal fixed in the work, it was necessary to solve the following
problems:

1) to study the corpus of texts of scientific article describing mountain ecosystems;

2) to determine the thematic structure of the cognitive type of scientific article
characterizing mountain ecosystems;

3) to present verbal fragments to each composition-thematic block;

4) to describe the pragmatics of textual implementations of scientific article on
mountain ecosystems.

Our survey of scientific works on the following linguistic problems are based on
the Russian and foreign researchers’ studies, dealing with:

1) thesaurus [6; 18; 20; 30];

2) genre [3;9; 17; 27];

3) text [11; 14; 22; 25];

4) discourse [4; 6; 10; 13; 16; 23; 26; 29];

5) cognitive linguistics [5; 12; 15; 19; 21; 24; 28].

The cognitive type of a scientific article describing the ecological problems
of mountain ecosystems is the main part of one of the cognitive blocks “Mountain
ecosystems” in the system of the representation of human knowledge in the subject area
“Mountain ecosystems”. The structure of cognitive types consists of a complex of
objective elements that represent various information concerning the ecology of mountain
ecosystems. As a result of the analysis of more than 200 descriptions of the ecological
situation in the mountains, the following structure of the cognitive type of scientific
article was obtained (1—7) (High Priorities. GEF’s Contribution to Preserving and
Sustaining Mountain Ecosystems. Washington, 2002. Vol. 13. Ne 1. 2002. 30 p.;
Meith N. World Conservation: Mountain High. Switzerland, 2002. Vol. 33. Ne 1. 40 p;
Mountain Momentum: Agenda for Today and Policy beyond IYM 2002. The United
Nations University. 2002 International Year of Mountains. 2002. 26 p.; Nemolyaeva L.
Ensuring Long-Term Conservation of the Altai-Sayan Ecoregion WWF Project:
Achievements and Lessons Learned. M., 2001. 16 p.; Russian Bird Conservation Union.
M., 1998. 11 p.; Supporting Environmental Cooperation in Central Asia. Philippines,
2002. 49 p.; Tropical Montane Cloud Forests: Time for Action. Switzerland, 1999. 29 p.)

THE THEMATIC STRUCTURE OF THE COGNITIVE TYPE
OF SCIENTIFIC ARTICLE DESCRIBING ECOLOGICAL PROBLEMS
OF MOUNTAIN ECOSYSTEMS

1. People:
1) People’s lives; 2) conflicts.
2. Factors affecting biodiversity change:
1) Global climate change; 2) reduction of forest; 3) overgrazing of livestock;
4) mining industry.
3. Monitoring of mountain ecosystems:
1) hydrology; 2) landscapes; 3) flora; 4) fauna.
Pollution and environmental degradation of Mountain ecosystems.
5. Protection of the environment of mountain ecosystems:
1) ecotourism; 2) resources: soil, water, forest.

b
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6. International organizations for the protection of the environment of moun-
tain ecosystems:
1) The name; 2) the purposes of the organizations; 3) financing; 4) the results.

As a result of the study of the texts’ corpus, we came to the conclusion that the
thematic structure of the cognitive type of scientific article describing the ecological
problems of mountain ecosystems consists of informative factors combined with sub-
ordinate and co-ordinate textual and classification features. In our work a number of
words and phrases are presented. The given examples are arranged in sub-topics
in English and Russian. These words and phrases serve as a sample of the corpus of
texts of the subject area “Mountain ecosystems” and are not ready-made texts, but they
are preparations for the discursive activity not only for specialists in this field, but for
all those who are interested in environmental problems of mountain ecosystems in
English and Russian.

REPRESENTATION OF VERBAL FRAGMENTS
1. People

People’s life’s work

Hunting / poaching (oxoTta), aggregation (cobupanue), cutting (BeIpyOKa), perfo-
ration / boring / drilling (Oypenwue), occupancy (3acenenwue), horticulture (camoBoacTBO),
husbandry (cenbckoe xo3siicTBO), melioration (Menmoparusi), recultivation (Bo3memnbi-
BaHMUE).

Conflicts

To plague mountain region (HacslIaTh OSICTBUE HAa TOPHBIA peruoH); war disaster
(Boennoe Oexactue), armed combat in mountain region (BOOpy»KeHHBbIN 001 B TOPHOM
peruone), widespread conflicts in mountain regions (pacnpocTpaHeHHbIE KOH(IHUKTHI
B TOPHBIX PETHOHAX).

2. Factors affecting biodiversity change

Global climate change

To be of vital importance (ObITh )XM3HEHHO HEOOXOIUMBIM), glaciers (JIEAHUKH),
to affect the lives of mountain people (BIusATh Ha KU3HB JIFOJICH, )KUBYIIIUX B rOpax).

Deforestation

To degrade natural forest ecosystems (roaBeprathb Jerpaialiiy TPUPOTHBIE JIECHBIC
aKocUcTeMBl), to disappear rapidly (OsicTpo ncde3ats), to be for legal and illegal drug
production (OBITh /17151 3aKOHHOT'O ¥ HE3aKOHHOT'O IPOU3BO/ICTBA JIEKAPCTB).

Overgrazing

To drive livestock to mountains (BecTH AOMAaIIHUI CKOT K ropam), to cause soil
erosion and desertification (TIpuBecTH K 3PO3UU TIOYBBI U OIMYCTHIHWBAHUIO), grazing
land for cattle (mactOume ajst ckora).
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Mining Industry
To constitute significant threat (mpeacTaBiIsATh 3HAYUTEIBHYIO YTPO3Y), construction

of new railroads (CTpOUTEIBCTBO HOBBIX JKeNIe3HBIX Jopor), dams (1amOb1), hydroelectric
power plants (TrHIPOITEKTPUICCKUE IPSATIPUITHS ).

3. Monitoring of mountain ecosystems

Hydrology

To supply major rivers in the world (muraTh OCHOBHBIE pekH B MUpe), to quench
thirst from mountain water (yTossTh ’kak1y FOpHOI BOsI0l), to experience chronic water
shortages (mepexuBaTh MOCTOSIHHYIO HEXBATKY BOJIbI).

Landscapes

To prevent soil erosion (IIpexoOTBPAaTUTH 3PO3UI0 TOYBKI), to be common (ObITh
00BIYHBIM), t0 be sensitive to climate changes (ObITh UyBCTBUTEITBHBIM K KJIMMATHYSCKAM
M3MEHEHUSIM).

Flora

Concentration of flora (koHIEHTpalMs pacTUTEIBLHOCTH), tree (aepeBo), shrub
(xycT), flower (uBeToK), grass (TpaBa), rare plants (penkue pacTeHus).

Fauna

Animal kingdom (mapctBo XMBOTHBIX), beast (3Beph), male (camerr), female
(camka), mammal (Miekonuraroriee), bird (mruma), reptile (penrruust), rodent (rpeizyH),
fish (pp16a), worm (4epBb), insect (Hacekomoe), predator / prey (XUIIHHUK).

4. Pollution and environmental degradation
of mountain ecosystems
Burning of fossil fuels (cropanue nckomnaemsix roprouux), pollution from mining
operation (3arpsi3HeHHE OT J0OBIBArOIINX paboT), water pollution (3arpsi3HEHHE BOJIBI).

5. Protection of mountain ecosystems’ environment

Ecotourism

To include incentives to conserve ecosystems (BKJIFOYaTh CTUMYJIBI, YTOOBI COXpa-
HUTbH 3KOCHCTEMBI), to conserve biodiversity (coxpaHaTs Onopa3sHooOpaswue), to conserve
the area’s unique natural heritage (0OXpaHATh TEPPUTOPUH YHUKAILHOTO MPUPOJTHOTO
HacJeaus).

Resources

Soil

To use vegetation to minimize surface erosion (MCHOJB30BaTh PACTUTEIHHOCTH
JUTS. TOTO, YTOOBI YMEHBIIUTh MIOBEPXHOCTHYIO 3p03uI0), control of soil erosion (koH-
TPOJIb 32 HpO3HeH MOYBHI), proper drainage (HEOOXOIMMBIN APEHAK).

Water

To improve flood forecasting (ycoBepiieHCTBOBAaTh MPOTHO3 HABOJIHEHHMS), tO im-
prove water quality (yITy4dImmTh Ka4ecTBO BOJIbI), Water conservation (COXpaHeHHE BOJIBI).

FUNCTIONAL AND COMPARATIVE SEMANTICS 305



CemenoBa C.H. Becmuux PY/[H. Cepus: Teopus sazvika. Cemuomura. Cemanmuxa. 2018. T. 9. Ne Ne 2. C. 302—319

Forest
To protect crops from strong winds (3amumiare ypoxau OT CHIbHBIX BETPOB),
management of forest resources (yrnpasieHue JIECHBIMU PECYPCAMU).

6. International organizations for the protection
of mountain ecosystems’ environment

Names

ACP (Agricultural Conservation Programme) — I[Iporpamma nomonu depmepam
B COXPaHEHUM MTOYBEHHBIX, BOJHBIX U JecHbIX pecypcoB, EEF (European Environmental
Foundation) — EBpomneiickuii ponnx okpyxkarorieii cpeabl, IAWPR (International Asso-
ciation on Water Pollution Research) — MexmyHapoHas acconumarysi o HCCieI0Ba-
Huro 3arpsisHenust Boasl, NEAP (National Environmental Action Programme) —
HannonaneHas nporpamma eiicTBuii no oxpane okpyxatouieid cpeas, WWW (World
Weather Watch) — Bcemupnas city»x6a noroasl.

The aims of the organizations

To contribute to the maintenance of productive lands (criocoGcTBOBaThH MO IEPKA-
HUIO MPOTYKTUBHOCTH 3€Mellb), to provide a source of new medications and chemical
substances (IpeOCTaBIATh HCTOYHUK HOBBIX JICKAPCTBEHHBIX M XMMHYECKUX BEILIECTB).

Finance

Private company financing (¢puHaHCUpOBaHHE YaCTHON KOMIaHHEi), a group
financing (¢punaHcupoBanue rpymmoii), agency financing (puHaHCHpOBaHHE areHTCT-
BOM), government financing (¢puHaHCUpOBaHHUE PABUTEIHLCTBEHHOM), money (JICHbIH),
dollars (mosmaper).

Results

To support development of networks (momaep>KuBaTh pa3BUTHE CETEH), ecotourism
(axoTypusm), network (cetsn), involvement in mountains (BMeImaTeasCTBO B TOPHI),
conservation strategies (cTpareruu 3amuThl), establishment of new protected areas
(pukcupoBaHuEe HOBBIX OXPAHAEMBIX TEPPUTOPUIL).

ORIGINAL ENGLISH EXCERPTS FROM SCIENTIFIC ARTICLES
AND RUSSIAN TRANSLATION

In the following excerpts from the scientific articles, we tried to illustrate ecological
problems that resulted from irrational use of mountain ecosystems by humans. The pre-
sented translations after each excerpt of the scientific article are made by us.

“Climate change is now accepted as a reality by most scientists and by a significant
proportion of policy-makers in governments around the world. Since mountains cover
nearly a quarter of the Earth’s land surface, climate change is clearly of concern to the
hundreds of millions who live in mountain area. Yet climate change in mountains is of
vital importance to the entire global population” (Meith N. World Conservation: Mountain
High. Switzerland, 2002. Vol. 33. Ne 1. P. 14).

(B Hactosiee BpeMsi H3MCHEHHE KJIMMATa MOHUMACTCS OOJIBIIMHCTBOM YYCHBIX M BBIC-
[IMX YHHOBHUKOB B IPABUTEIBCTBAX BO BCEM MHpPE KaK JEHCTBUTEIBHOCTD. [10CKONBKY
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TOPHI 3aHAMAIOT MOYTH YETBEPTh BCEH MOBEPXHOCTH 3€MIIM, M3MEHEHUE KinMmara Oec-
MOKOUT COTHA MUJUTMOHOB JIFOJICH, AKUBYIIMX B TOPHBIX 001acTsAX. MI3MeHeHne Kiumara
B ropax UMeeT OrPOMHOE *KM3HEHHOE 3HAUEHHE U JUI BCETO MUPOBOTO COOOIECTBA. )

From the above passage it follows that humanity aspires to live comfortably.
Therefore it uses all the natural resources of mountain ecosystems for its material good.
All this is done without rational nature management in favor of humanity, however to
the detriment of the mountain ecosystem. In fact, damage will be done only to future
generations of mankind. So, in this passage, the author of the scientific article implicitly
calls on all to protect and use natural resources correctly in order to preserve them for
future generations.

“The consequences will have the most dramatic impact on the lifestyles of the indigenous
people, animal migration routes and species composition. It will also increase the
vulnerability of forest ecosystems to forest fires and pests. Climate change impact already
been vividly traced in the region, such as the anomalous floods in Tyva in spring 2001,
shrinking of glaciers, winter warming, changes of forest species at the top forest boundary,
and changes in vegetation types on several slopes” (Nemolyaeva L. Ensuring Long-Term
Conservation of the Altai-Sayan Ecoregion WWF Project: Achievements and Lessons
Learned. M., 2001. P. 6).

(ITocneacTBus OYAYT MMETh caMOE JipaMaTUYECKOE BO3JICHCTBHE HAa 00pa3 JKU3HH
MECTHBIX YKUTeNeH, MapIIpyThl MUTPAIIUK )KHBOTHBIX M BUOBOH COCTaB. JTO TAKKE yBe-
JINYHT YA3BUMOCTE JIECHBIX DKOCHCTEM K JIECHBIM TIOKapaM ¥ BpeIuTeNsiM. Pe3ymbrarst
W3MEHEHUS KIIUMATa yXe MPOCIeKUBAIOTCA B PETHOHE, HATIPUMED, aHOMAJIbHBIE HABOJI-
Henusi B TyBe BecHoit 2001 roa, cokpalieHue JIeHUKOB, 3MMHee MOTEIUIEHHE, H3MEHEHHE
JIECHBIX BHJIOB Ha HAWBBICIIEH TpaHUIlE jeca W M3MEHEHUsS BUIOB PACTHTEIHHOCTH
Ha HEKOTOPBIX CKJIOHAX.)

As we can see, from this excerpt from the scientific article it follows that climate
change in mountain ecosystems will entail:

1) the disappearance of many species of animals and plants;

2) temperature change;

3) change in atmospheric pressure;

4) change in the amount of precipitation;

5) deterioration of water quality;

6) change in air composition.

All these factors must be harmoniously linked with each other. Even the slightest
increase or decrease in temperature by 1°C can affect the entire nature of the mountains.
Therefore, it is necessary to conduct scientific monitoring of all components of mountain
ecosystems regularly in order to protect the environment.

“Climate change is undoubtedly taking place, and mountain ecosystems and the people
who depend on them will be directly affected. At the same time, mountains are also key
locations for understanding what is happening to our world. Monitoring and research
focusing on mountain glaciers, hydrological systems, and sensitive species are of vital
importance to us all” (Nemolyaeva L. Ensuring Long-Term Conservation of the Altai-Sayan
Ecoregion WWF Project: Achievements and Lessons Learned. M., 2001. P. 6).

(I/ISMGHCHI/IC KiImMaTa, HCCOMHECHHO, NMECT MECCTO. OHO KOCHETCS U TOPHBIX 9KOCHUCTEM,
n JHOZ[CIZ, KOTOPBIC 3aBUCAT OT HHUX. B 10 )¢ BpPEMA I'OPBI — 3TO KIIHOY JIJIA ITIOHUMaHWA
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TOro, 4TO NpOUCXOAUT C HALIUM MHUPOM. KOHTpOHL " HUCCJICAOBAHUC COCTOSIHHUA CPEN,
COCpEAOTAYUBAIOIINECA HA TOPHBIX JICAHUKAX, THAPOJOTrMYCCKUX CUCTEMAX, YA3BUMbBIX
BUaaX, UMCHOT )KU3HCHHO Ba’)KHOC 3HAYCHUC I BCCX HaC.)

In this passage from the scientific article the author states the problems of mountain
ecosystems associated with global climate change. The author notes that you need to
monitor and investigate all components of mountain ecosystems.

As it can be seen from the above passages, the main topic of scientific articles
lies in environmental issues and environment of mountain ecosystems [7. P. 56].
The main elements (human activity, environmental pollution, environmental protection,
continuous monitoring) show in detail the environmental situation in the mountain
regions. Almost all scientific articles provide a detailed description of the problem that
characterizes the texts as descriptive, as they were in the past, are in the present and
will give forecast for the future. In the process of discourse the author of the scientific
article meticulously describes the details related to all environmental problems, and
the reader, interpreting, comes to a conclusion (depending on his personal view of the
world picture) [8. P. 145].

With the help of common elements in the meaning and use of units, classes are
combined in a field. With the help of specific differences they confront each other as
classes of units of one field. All received information is presented in the following
mini-thesaurus structured according to the principle of a thematic dictionary, in which
lexical filling of the topic blocks takes place. We hope that this mini-thesaurus will
serve as a basis for discursive activity.

MINI-THESAURUS

1. Ecology (akonorus)

Ecocide — sxoyuo (npennameperHoe ryOUTENbHOE BO3ICHCTBIE HA OKPYIKAIOIIYIO
cpeny), eco-city — 9k02opoo (TeopeTruuecKkuii o0paser] ropoaa OyayIero, B KOTOpoM
BCE OBITOBBIC M MPOU3BOJCTBEHHBIC MPOIECCH OYAYT OCYIIECTBISATHCS MO 0E30TXO0I-
HOMY HUKJIMYECKOMY METO[y), ecoclimate — sxoknumam (KIMMAaTUYECKHE YCIOBUS,
HETIOCPEJICTBEHHO OKpPY’Karolme ocodb), ecoclimax — sxoxnumarc (TpaaueHT SKOCUC-
TeMbl), ecocline — axokauH, epaduenm sxKocucmemsl (KIUH aJanTallid BHIA WU
cooOIIecTBa K TPaIMeHTy YCIIOBHiA cpefpl), ecodemography — sxodemozpaghus (3xoio-
Tvsl HapojoHaceneHus ), ecodevelopment — sxopassumue, sKon02UUeCKU npUeMIeMoe
pazeumue (KOTOPOE HAHOCUT HAMMEHBIIICE HErATUBHOE BO3JICHCTBHE OKPYKAKOLICH
cpexe), engineering ecology — umnoicenepras sxonoeus (HayIHO-TIPUKIIAHAS OTPACIh
10 CO3AaHUIO MMPUPOJHO-TCXHUUCCKHUX I'COCUCTEM U YIIPABJICHUIO UMHU, HC HApyllIasd
MEXaHU3MOB CaMOpETyJialuu 0OBEKTOB M TpoleccoB Ouochepsr), environmental
ecology — axonocuueckue acnexkmol oxpamvl oKpysxcaioweti cpeosl, evolutionary eco-
logy — 26ontoyuonnas sxonoeus (pasaen HayKH, U3y4alOMIUil U3MEHEHUs, 00yCIIOB-
JICHHBIE Pa3BUTHEM XM3HU Ha TuiaHete), fire ecology — akonoeus nosicapos, freshwater
ecology — skonoeus npecnvlx 6o0oemos, general ecology — obwas sxonoeust, global
ecology — enobanvras (nianemapras) sxkonozust (3KOJIOTHS B MPUIIOKEHUH K Orochepe
3emin), grassland ecology — n1yeosedenue, landscape ecology — nanowagpmmuasn sxo-
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n02us (M3y4eHUe U COXpaHEHHE YHUKAJIbHBIX IMPUPOIHBIX JaHAmadToB), plant ecolo-
gy — 9Koao2usa pacmenuti, population ecology — nonynayuonnas sxonocus (M3ydeHue
COBOKYITHOCTH TOTMYJISILMIA OTHOTO BUJIA, O0BETMHEHHBIX OOILEH TeppUTOpHUei U reHo-
dbonmom), radiation ecology — paduayuonnas sxonoeus, range ecology — sxonoaus
nacmbuuy, restoration ecology — soccmanosumenvHas skonoeus, social ecology —
coyuanvhasn dkonocus (0Tpaciib, U3y4arnas B3anMOOTHOIICHUS COIIMATIbHBIX TPYIIT
o01IIecTBa Co Cpeioi X JKU3HM), stream ecology — akonoeus pexu, systemic ecology —
cucmemuas sxkonoeus, technical ecology — mexnuueckas sxonoeus (pasaen 3KOJIOTHH,
M3Yy4YaroIlUi BIUSHUE TEXHUKU Ha SKOCUCTEMBI), terrestrial ecology — akonoeus 3emmvix
opeanusmos, toleration ecology — «mepnumas» sxonozus (IOMyCKaroas OTKIOHSHUS
0T cTaHapTHBIX TpeboBanwmii), woodland ecology — asxonocus neca, ecospecies —
9K06UO0 (IKOJIOTUIECKUI BU, OTIMYAIOLIUICS OT APYToro Mo pa3IudHON MPUCTIOCO0-
JICHHOCTH K YCIIOBUSIM 00UTaHUsA), ecosphere — axocghepa (COBOKYITHOCTB BCETO KHUBOTO
Ha 3emJie BO B3aUMOJAEUCTBHH ¢ atMochepoit, ruapocdepoii u aurocdepoit), ecostan-
dard — skonoeuueckue Hopmwvl (3KOCTAHIAPT), €COSLIEss — 9KONOSUUECKULl cmpecc,
ecosystem — axocucmema (OCHOBHAsI YKOJIOTHUYECKAsi CUCTEMa, BKITIOYaromas Gpuopy
u ¢dayHy B MX B3aMMOJCHCTBHHU C OKpY’XKarollei cpenoii), agricultural ecosystem —
CeNbCKOXO3ANICMBEHHAs IKocucmema, alpine ecosystems — anbnutickue (6blcOKO2opHble)
aKocucmemol, anolog(ue) ecosystem — ucKyccmeeHHo co30anHas MOOeib NPUPOOHOL
aKocucmemsl, anthropocentric ecosystem — skocucmema (NOOUUHeHHAs UHMEPecam
yenogeka), aquatic ecosystem — 6o0Has sxocucmema, elastic ecosystem — ynpyeas
sKocucmema (CIOCOOHas K caMOBOCCTaHOBJIEHHUI0), endangered ecosystem — 9ko-
cucmema (HaxXOAIIAsCS B OMACHOCTH), ecotype — 9komun (TeHeTUUECKasi BapHaIys
BH/Ia, aJaITUPOBABIIETOCS K ONPECICHHON OKpY Kalollei cpene).

2. Factors Influencing the Ecology of Mountain Ecosystems
(PpakTopbl, BANSIOWME HA 3KOJIOTUIO FOPHbIX 3KOCUCTEM)

Fire — noorwcap, disease — 6ozie3nn, insect attacks — wawecmeus nacexomulx,
parasitism — napazumuzm, existence — npucymcmeue, habitat destruction — paspy-
wieHue ecmecmeeHHoll cpedbl pacmenus Wil JcugomHozo, population — nonyayust,
evolutionary heritage — 2soroyuonnoe nacieocmso, genetically distinct — ecenemuue-
cKuU onpedenenHulil, protection — zawuma, liquidation — ruxkseudayus, abolition —
VHUUmModiceHue, maintenance — coxpauerue, adjustment — pecynuposanue, afforesta-
tion — obnecenue, neconacaxicoerue, agroceonosis — azpoyeros, appeasement —
ymonenue, mutualism — g3aumnocmo, aridity — sacyunusocms, becniooHocmn, bio-
diversity — 6uonoeuueckoe paznoobpasue; palacodemecology — naneodemsxonoeus,
biogeocoenosis — Huoeceoyernos, palacoecology — naneosxonoeus, palaesynecology —
naneocundkonocus, catasrophism — xkamocmpodghusm, phytocoenosis — ¢gumoyeros,
commensalisms — coxpawenue, community — obwuna, pollutant — 3zaepsaznumens,
pollution = contamination — 3aepsiznerue, conservancy — oxpaHa (npupoost), presup-
pression — noodasnenue, contribution — noocepmseosanue, prohibition — 3anpewenue,
cooperation — ob6veduHeHue, protection — s3awuma, reotocation — 80300H08/1eHUe,
restoration — socnpoussodcmeo, salvation — cnacernue, uzbasienue, environmental-
ism — axonoeusm, starvation — eonodarue, symbiosis — cum6buo3, thanatocoenosis —
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obwas cmepmo, fertility — nirodopooue, weakness — crabocms, endemic — sHOemuKk,
autecology — aymoaxonoeus (pazoen sxonoeuu, uzyuarwuil 0eticmeus pasiuyHblx
Gaxmopos newinell cpedbl Ha OMoelbHble NONYIAYULL).

3. General Geology (o6waqa reonorus)

Mountain chain — eopuas yenw, range — yens, subrange — nodyposensw, high-
land —so036b1uennocms, rock — ckana, nopooa (adj. sedimentary —ocadounas ~,
1gNeous ~ — GYIKAHUHUECKO20 NPOUCX0AHCcOeHUs ~, metamorphic ~ —memamopghublii ~;
molten ~ — pacnnasnennasn ~, soft ~ — msexasn ~ (ant. hard ~ —meepodas ~), erosion-
resistant ~ — ycmotiuusas om xoppo3suii ~, slate ~ —cnanyesas ~, quartzite ~ — keapye-
sas ~, meta-sedimentary ~ —memaocaoounas ~, granite-gneiss ~ — SpaHUmHoO-eHelco-
sasi; basement ~ —noosanvhas ~, granitic ~ —epanumnas ~, dominant ~ —oomu-
Hanmuas ~, visible ~ —euoumasn ~) — (the Kaibab Limestone, Toroweap Formation,
Coconino Sandstone, Hermit Shale, Supai Group, Redwall Limestone, Vmuav Limestone,
Bright Angel Shale, Tapeats Sandstone), canyon — xawuwon, plateaus — nramo
(the Kaibab, Kanab, Uinkaret, Shivwits), cliffs — ymecsi, dams — niomunwr 6oooxpa-
Hunuwa, basin 6acceun, debris — obaomku, slopes — ckrownsi, gorge — ywenve,
rapids — peunwie nopoeu, blocks — 6n0ku; erosion — sposus, structure — cmpykmypa,
sediment — ocadox, weakness — criabocmew, fossils — ocmanxu, the earth’s surface —
nogepxuocms 3emau, hardness — meepoocms (ant. softness — msexocms), slip-
page — obsan, earthquake — zemrempsicenue, sedimentation — omooicenue ocaoka,
bed — noorce, karst — kapem, origin — npoucxooicoenue, location — pacnonooicenue,
distance —paccmosnue, glaciation — ob6nedenenue, kaolinozation = kaolinisation —
paspyuerue epanuma, kratogen — ycmoiiuussie o6110xku, lithology = sedimentology —
HAYKa 06 0CA00YHbIX NOPOOAX.

4. General Geography (o6was reorpadus)

Cosmography — onucanue mupa, position — mecmopacnonosicenue, co-ordi-
nate — xoopounama, latitude — wupoma, longitude — odoneoma, layering — pac-
cnoennocmo, length — oauna, meridian — mepuduan, amplitude — amnaumyoa,
azimuth — asumym, direction of dip — asumym nadenus, azonality — azonanrbrocmo,
zonality — 3onanvHocms, zonation — 30HanvHoe pacnonodcenue, differentiation —
noscrhocms, Tropic — mponuueckuii nosc, tropicality — mponuurnocmes.

4.1. Climate (knumar)

Synoptics — uayka o npedckazvieanuu no2odsi, microclimatology — muxpo-
kaumamonoeus, mesoclimatology — mesoxnumamonozus, ecoclimate — sxoxaumam,
air masses — 8030yunble maccel, humidity = moisture — grasicnocms (adj. sum-
mer — JemHsis, Winter — 3uMHsis, Spring — 6ecenHss, autumn — ocenHss), climatic

patterns — KaumMamuyeckue Xxapaxmepucmuku, moist air — e1adcHvlll 8030YX,
weather — noeooa (adj. rainy ~ — doorconusas ~, sSnowy ~ — cuedgicnas ~, windy ~ —
sempeHas ~, colder ~ — xonoonee ~ (ant. warmer ~ — meniee ~), SUNNY ~ — CONHEY-

Has, sunly = dry ~ — cyxaa ~ (ant. wet ~ — moxpas ~), regional ~ — mecmnas ~,

310 ®OYHKIMOHAJIBHAS M1 COTTOCTABUTEJILHA S CEMAHTUKA



Semenova S.N. RUDN Journal of Language Studies, Semiotics and Semantics, 2018, 9 (2), 302—319

clear ~ — sacuaa ~, ~ cycle — noeoonwiii yuxn), storm — wmopm (adj. frontal —
¢ponmanvhull ~), pressure — oasnenue (adj. high ~ — gwvicoxoe (ant. low ~ — Hu3z-
Koe) ~), temperature — memnepamypa (high ~ — ewvicoxas ~, low ~ — nuskas ~,
average ~ — cpeoHnsa ~, normal ~ — HopmanvHas ~, ~ variation between day and
night — uszmernenue mesncdy onem u Houwio, large ~ — boavuas ~, seasonal ~ — gpe-
MenHas ~, freezing ~ — zamopasicusaiowas ~, ovenlike ~ — orcapras ~, frostbite ~ —
obmopadcusarowas ~ ), warming — coepegarowuii (ant. cooling — oxnasrcoarowuir),
state = condition — cocmosinue (humidity — ernascrnocms = condensation — kouoerca-
yust, activity — oesimenvrocm, aridity — 3acyuiiuewiii = xerophytic — xcepoghummulii).

4.2. Precipitations (ocagknu)

Rain — 0oorcow (drizzling — mopocawuii ~), rainfall — ocaoku, shower —nugenw,
thundershower — zusens ¢ eposzou, hail — epad, snow — cuee, dew — poca.

4.3. Types of relief (Bugpl penbeda)

Vertical = altitudal — sepmuxanvueiii (ant. horizontal —eopuzonmanvuuii),
anaglyphic — penveguwiil, indicating — obosnauarowuii, indined — uaxnonnuwlll,
inevitable — neusbeocnwiii, infilling — epsdonodobnuiii, ingressive — unepeccu-
onnwlil, inherited — yracnedosannuuii, installed — npoexmmuuwiii, insular — ocmposroti,
interdunal — meorcoronnuwiiil, intermediate — npomescymounwiii, intermixed — cmeusu-
sarowutics, internal — enympennuii, intractable — wenodamauesiii, intrazonal —
MedHC30HANbHYIL, Intrusive — unmpysusnsiil, invalidated — nenoanoyennwiii, in-
verted — obpawennwiil, isobaric — uzobapuueckutil, isoclinal — uzoxnunanvHolll,
isostatic — usocmamuueckuii, karstic — xapcmoswiii, Kataclastic — xamaxkniacmuueckue
cmpyxkmypwl, lateritic — namepumuueckuii, linear = lining — auneunwui, litholo-
gic — aumonoeuuecxuii, U-shaped — y-obpasnwiii, lithospheric — numocgepnuiii,
lobed — naoarowuii, longish — onunnosamuuii, longitudal dunes — 6apxannsiii epsowt,
absorbed — noenowennuwiii, absorbing — nocromumensvhwiil, magmatic — maemamu-
yeckut, zenithal — zenummnwiil, accumulative = aggradational — namwsimeiii, activated
platform — axmusuposannas nramgopma, mammillated surface — nyszwipuamas
nosepxnocmo; aggraded plains — akxymynsimuenvie pasnunsl, minicontinental —
MUHUKOHMUHEHMAaNbHbI, minimal — munumanvueui, Appalachian — annanauckuil,
archaic — ycmapeswuii, arenaceous — paccvlnuamoiii, NeCYAHUCMblLL, neritic —
Hepumosulil, argillaceous — eaunucmeiii, armoured landform — 6ponuposannwiii
penveg, non-gravity landform — eocxooswuii pervegh, noticeable — zamemmuuiii,
attractive — npusenexamenvhuiil, original = initial — nepsuunwiii, beaded — yemro-
suonwtit, bedded — nabpowennwiii, percolating — ungurbmpayuonnwiii, centriclinal —
yeHmpuKuHabHwll, rolling — eonnucmeiii, sculptured relief — cxynonmyprulii perveq,
diverging — pacxoodsawuiics, separated = divided — omoenennsiii, diversion — 600o-
omeoonulil, structural — cmpyxkmypnsiii, stubby — eviposnennwiil, subaerial — nazem-
Holtl, transversal — nonepeunviil, traveling — noodsusicHwiil, gaping — omKpbimublil,
undulating — xoamucmoni, unimpaired — uenogpescoennsiti, uninverted relief —
HeobpaweHHbll penveq.
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4.4. Mountain composition (cocTaB rop)

Buttress — egwroarowasca eneped uacmo xoima unu eopwl, divide — pasoen,
Xpebem, versant — ckioH, metal — webens, monolith — omoenvHblll KamenHblil 610K,
monadrock — eopa-ceudemens = ocmaney evigempusanus, Zeugen — CKaIaA-ceude-
meib, blaen — sepxosve, acclivity = declivity — ckzron, authigenous — uvacmuyul
nOpoO, BO3HUKWIUE 8 pe3yibmame KpUucmaiiuzayuu, cuvette — senaouna, demopleth —
2nybokas enaouna mexcoy xoamamu, depression — gnaduna (ant. sublimity — 6036bi-
wenHocmy), ruggedness — HeposrHocms, sediment — omaoocenue, slickenside — 3ep-
Kano cronwvoiceHus, slippage — ob6san, elongation — yoanenue, stratum — croti,
omaodcenue, texture — cmpykmypa, tumulus — mocunvuwill X01M, Kypeas, grade —
VKIOH, nokamocms, batholith — epanummnuiit maccus 6 copax.

4.5. Mountain description (onncaHue rop)

Mountainous — eopHwiil, orogenic = orogenetic — 2opoobpasyrowuii, orogra-
phical — opoepaguueckuii, available — omnocumenvnas eévicoma, plaintive — ne-
yanvuslll (0 eopax), banding — noocuamelii, passage — 2opHwlil npoxoo, pedestal —
ocmamoyHas 2nvlba nopoo, conformable — napannenvroe 3anecanue cnoes opye nao
opyeom, disgeogenous — ycmouiyusvle ¢ mpyoom paspyuiaemvle nopoosl, escarpment —
Kpymoti omkoc, synclinorium — crooicnas cxknaouamas cmpykmypa, heteroclinal —
2emepoKIUHAIbHAA CKIaoKa, impermeable = impervious rocks — godoynopmvie eopHbie
nopoosl, impressive rocks — cunvHble nopoowt, incised — epezannsiii, industrial
stones — nodenoynvle kamuu, injected = injenction — uHBEKYUOHHBIL = OOJOMOUHBIL,
melanocratic rocks — menokpamoeuvie copusie nopoowi, aleuritic — aneypumosuiii,
mesotrophic — meszompoghuueckuii, alkalitrophic — wenrounompoghuueckuii, metallo-
genic — yKkaszvlearowull Ha NPOUCXONCOeHUe dicenes3Hblx pyo, metamorphic — memog-
Mmopguueckuii, altiplanation terrace — raeopnas meppaca, amygdaloidal structure —
MUHOanexamenHas mexkcmypa, molten — pacnnasnennuii, antipodal — pacnonoosicennwiii
cmpozo opye npomug opyea, moving — osudscywuticst (ant. motionless — xenoodsuoic-
Holtt), archeological — apxeonoeuueckuii, orocratic — eopocozuoamenvhbiii, basaltic —
0a3anvbmoswiil, — naieomuntvle nopoosl, canotypal rocks — xatinomuntuvle nopooet,
cardinal — anasnuwiil, cavernous newepucmoiii, pelitic — neaumossviii — 06.10MOUHOE
omuodxcenue, penecontemporaneous folding — xorceoumenmayuonnas ckradwamocmo,
cheesewring — epuboobpasznas ckana — ocmawey evigempusanus, petrographic —
usyuarowull 2opusle nopoowl, poikilitic structure — notikurumosas cmpykmypa,
pointed — ocmporoneunwiii, conglomerate — HeoOHOpoOHasi 2opras nopooa, poly-
genetical mountains — nonucenemuueckue 2opul, porous mountain — nopucmas eopa,
porphyritic — HepagHoMmepHO-3epHUCMAS CIPYKIMYPA MACMATMUYECKUX 20PHBIX NOPOO,
posthumous folding — nocmymuas ckraouamocms, conveying — 6000NPONYCKHOL,
protruding — ewsr06unymsiii, psephitic — kpynHoobromounsiil, country — O0K080ll,
pyramidal peak — ocmpokoneunas nupamudanvrasn eopuas eéepuiuna, covered moun-
tain — nokpwimas 2opa, crenulate — 3youamotii, crooked — coerymutii, cryptoclastic
rock — kpvimoobromounas copnas nopooa, dangling — xauarowutics, degraded
mountains — ocmamounsie eopsl = residual — ocmamounasa nopooa, denudational
slope — denyoayuonnwiii ckron, rudaceous — epyboobromounsiii, detrial rocks —
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obnomouHble eophble nopooul, sandblasted pebble — o6romok eoproii nopoovr — mpex-
epannuk, siliceous rocks — kucavie copuvie nopoosi, epiplatformian mountains — 603-
POJICOeHHbIE 20Pbl, €XOZENOUS — IK302eHHble NOpoobl, taxitic structure — maxcumosgas
cmpykmypa 2ophvix nopoo, fissured — mpecnymuiii, fixed — zaxpennennwiii, toothed —
3ybuamsiii, foliated structure — nucmosas cmpykmypa, tremendous — oepomHulil,
fragmental texture — xracmuueckas cmpykmypa, ultrabasic rocks — yrvmpaocrnosruvle
eopuvie nopoosi, furrowed — mopwunucmerii, unfossiliferous rocks — «nemvle»
20pHble NOPOObL, gate — 2OPHbIUL NPOXOO.

4.6. Mountain Processes (ropHble MpoLecchl)

Orogenesis — eopoobpaszosanue, orogeny — ckiraouamocms, humidification —
yenadicoeHue, icing — edooopazosanue, illuviation — emsisanue, imbrication — nepe-
Kpblmue 8HAXJIeCMKy — No Muny YK1aoKku uyepenuysl, impoverishment — obeornenue,
impression — ocmagieHHoe Ha NOBEPXHOCIU Ms2Koe OMIONCeHUe — Necok, incision —
yenybnenue pekoil ceoe2o pycia, inclusion — gxriouenue 0010MK08 OpesHell 2OpHOU
nopoosi, indentification — swioanbenusanue, induration — oxonuanue, industrializa-
tion — unoycmpuanuzayus, insolation — ocgewenue conneuHviMu ayuamu, inten-
tion — wmamepenue, intergration — ob6vedunenue, interpretation — obdwscHenue,
introduction — o3naxomnenue, inversion — uzmernenue, katothermy — xamomepmus,
lapiesation — xappoobpazosanue, location — pasmewjerue, ablation — evigempusarue
20pHOUL NOPOObL NOO B030elicmeuem 800bl, abolition — yrHuumooicenue, abrasion — uc-
mupaHue, abstraction — omoeneHue, magmatism — maemamusm, magnetism — mae-
HemusMm, accentuation — obocmpenue, acclimatization — axkiumamusayusi, manipula-
tion — manunyrayus, map assemblage — xomnanoska kapmet, adjustment — ypas-
Hogewmeanue, meandering — uzeudsi, agglomeration — npoyecc nosviueHUs
nosepxnocmu, aggradation — pacwupenue niowadu pacnpocmpanenus, metamor-
phism — npespawenue opesnux nopoo 8 Hosvie, migration = movement — OgudiceHue,
mineralization — munepanusayus, altimetric — pacnpedenenue evicom, altiplanation —
npoyecc 8bIPAGHUBAHUS 8 BbICOKO2OPHBIX 00IACMAX, anatexis — npoyecc pacniasieHus
20pHbIX nopoo, mountain building — copocmpoenue, appearance — noseénenue, niva-
tion — paspywarowee 6o30eticmeue Mopo3a HA NOpPoosbl 60IU3U MAOWUX CHE208,
backfolding — npoyecc obpazosanus onpokunymuix ckiadok, backwasting — ycmy-
nawnue, basining — obpaszosanue énaout, basking — naepesanue na Connye, oscilla-
tion — xauanue, bearing — omxknonenue, blocking — oxuposxa, boulis — obear,
boundage — epanuya, calving — npoyecc opobaenus, omoenenus, cementation —
yemenmayus, peneplanation — swipasnusanue, petrification = fossilization — oxame-
Henue, plucking = sapping — zednuxosoe svinaxusanue, congelation — zamep3sanue,
congelifraction — Opobaenue 3amopadsicusanuem, corrosion = corrosion — mexaHu-
yeckoe 8030elicmaue 00J10OMOYHO20 MAMEPUAIa Ha 20pHvle NoOpoosl, ravinement —
oepazoobpaszosanue, refusion — npoyecc wvacmuuno2o pacniasienus 20pHuIX Nopoo,
regelation — cuepzanue, removal — nepemewenue, replacement — samena, replen-
ishing — nonoanenue, defluction — anacmuunoe osuxcenue, deformation — npoyecc,
npu KOMoOpom nopoowvl ciunaiomcs 6 ckiaoku, degrade — paspywenue, denuda-
tion — ckpvimue nozpebeHHbIX 2OPHBIX NOPOO 6 pe3yivbmame evleempusanus, depo-
sition — omuodiceHue 0cadouHbIX Mamepuanos, riving — pacmpeckusanue, desqua-
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mation — @bl8empusarue 20pHbIX NOPOO 8 pe3ylvmame wieryuierus, detrition — nepe-
mupanue, diaparism — ouanapusm, dilatancy — pacuupenue, dislocation — nepeme-
wenue, displacement — cmewenue, sedimentation — omnoowcenue ocaoka, sedi-
mentogenesis — obpazosanue ocadka, dissection — pacunenenue, seepage —
Gurompayus, distribution — pacnpedenenue, separation = division — pazoenenue,
dolomitization — dotomumuzayus (npoyecc npespawjeHuss U36eCMHAKA 8 Q0JIOMUM),
shattering — pazopobaenue, downwearing = flettering — ewvinonascusanue cxkionos,
shifting — cmewernue, slamping — ononzanue, stabilization — 3axpennenue, stoping —
obpyweHue, equiplanation = graviplanation — esipasnusanue, sublimination — noo-
HAMue Hasepx, superposion — xaniacmosauue, evolution — ssoroyus, exhumation —
CHAMUEe NOKPOB8A 0CAOOUHBIX NOPOO, SWINg — co8ue, eXpansion — pacuiupenue, ex-
trusion — ewimankuganue, falling — naoanue, fanglomerate — omuooicenue xonycos
sviHOCa, terracette — onoaszuesas meppaca, firnification — npoyecc npespawenus
cHeza 6 ned, thrusting — Hacmynnenue, fissuring = fracturing — mpewurnosamocms,
transgression — unmpysus, fluctiation — xonebanue, fluting — obpasosarnue sncenodkos,
transition — nepexoo, transportation — npoyecc nepemeujerus 0610MOUHOU HOPOObL
8 Opy2oe mecmo.

We think that the thesaurus representation of knowledge is an approximate ex-
planation of the lexical system. Such a system makes it possible to observe the level
organization of vocabulary and to determine the types of relations that would not
have been explicitly expressed beyond the thesaurus scheme. These are key words
and their role in the division of semantic fields.

CONCLUSION

Summing all up, it can be noted that the structure of the cognitive type of the
scientific articles describing environmental problems, is a mental-linguistic frame used
by the authors of the scientific articles in the process of generation of texts and the
readers in the process of understanding. The structure of the cognitive type presents a
scan of a specific topic and verbal fragments for each thematic unit. The reader is able
to solve or suggest a solution to the critical environmental situation in the ecosystem
based on the data obtained in the course of the text description of the environmental
problems of mountain ecosystems. He can do it with a certain degree of inaccuracy
because his personal picture of the world and of course his life experience are of great
importance in fulfilling it. All information is presented in the given structure according
to the principle of a thematic mini-dictionary, in which lexical filling of the topic blocks
takes place. We hope that this structure and mini-thesaurus will serve as a basis for
discursive activity.

In addition, we would like to note that the study of texts’ corpus not only of articles
on mountain ecosystems in Russian and English, but also in many other genres within
the framework of any literature and any language will give new results for construction
of cognitive type in different subject areas.

© Cemenosa C.H., 2018
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CTPYKTYPA KOTHUOTUNA HAYHHOWU CTATbU
O NrOPHbIX 9KOCUCTEMAX

C.H. CemenoBa

Kyb6aHnckuit rocynapcTBeHHBIH YHHBEPCHTET
yia. Cmaspononvckas, 149, Kpacnodap, Poccus, 350040

B cratbe npeacTaBjiceHa CTPYKTypa KOrHUOTHIIA Hay‘lHOﬁ CTaTbH O T'OPHBIX 3KOCUCTEMaAX. L[CJ'II)

HCCIIEIOBaHUSI — TMOCTPOUTH KOTHUOTHIT HAYYHOH CTATBhH, OMHCHIBAIONIEH SKOJIOTHIECKHE MPOOIIEMBI
TOPHBIX 9KOCHCTEM. J[JIsl TOCTHKEHHSI IOCTaBJIEHHO! B padoTe IIENH MOTPEOOBATIOCH PELINUTD CIEAYIONINE
3a7auu: 1) M3y4UTh MAacCCHB TEKCTOB HAYYHON CTaThH, ONUCHIBAIOIIETO FTOPHBIE SIKOCUCTEMBI; 2) ONPEIENUTh
TEMaTHYECKYIO CTPYKTYPY KOTHHOTHIIA HAYYHOMN CTAaThH, ONMCHIBAIOLIEr0 FOPHbIE SKOCUCTEMBI; 3) IpescTa-
BHUTH pedyeBble ()parMeHTH! K KOKIOMY KOMIO3HIOHHO-TEMATHUECKOMY OJIOKY; 4) omucaTh MmparMaTHKy
TEKCTOBBIX peaJIM3aliii HAYYHOH CTaThH, ONUCHIBAIOIIEH TOPHBIE SKOCUCTEMBI; 5) TIOCTPOUTH TE3aypyc CJIOB
u ppa3. ABTOp 000CHOBBIBAET MOJIOKEHHE, YTO KOTHUOTUII HAyYHOH CTaThl — OCHOBHAS YacTh OJHOTO
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13 KOTHUTUBHBIX OJIOKOB B CHCTEME IpE/ICTABICHHS 3HAHUI YeJIOBeKa B IpeAMeTHON obnactu «I opHbIe
SKOCHUCTEMBD». BBIENeHBI OCHOBHBIE AJIEMEHTHI: KH3HEAEATEIFHOCTD JIFOCH, 3arps3HeHIe OKPYKaloIIeH
cpezibl, OXpaHa OKPY)KaIOIIEH Cpe/ipl, TOCTOSHHBIA MOHUTOPHUHT. B paboTe npencTasieH psij CIOB U CJI0-
BOCOYETAHUH, ITPUMEpPBI KOTOPBIX PACIIONIOKEHBI 110 CyOTeMaM Ha aHTJIMIICKOM M PYyCCKOM si3bIKax. JlaHHbIe
CJIOBA U CIIOBOCOYETAHHS CIY)KaT BBIOOPKOH W3 MacchBa TEKCTOB MpeAMeTHOH obnactu «I opHBIE 3KO-
CHCTEMBD» H SIBIISIIOTCS HE TOTOBBIMH TEKCTaMH, a MX 3arOTOBKAMU JJIsl IUCKYPCUBHOM NESTENBHOCTH
HE TOJIKO CIELHAIUCTOB B ATOH 00JIACTH, HO M BCEM TEM, KTO MHTEPECYETCS SKOJIOTHUYECKUMHU IPO-
GyieMamMy Ha aHTJIMICKOM M PYCCKOM s3bIKax. [10/1BO/Ist UTOT, MOKHO CKa3aTh, YTO CTPYKTypa KOTHHOTHUIIA
HAYYHOH CTaTbU — MEHTAJIbHO-TMHIBUCTHYCCKUI (PpeiiM, HCIOIB3yeMbIi aBTOpaMH HAYYHBIX CTATCH
B TIpoIiecce MOPOXKICHUS TEKCTAa U YUTATENISIMU B Iporecce MoHMMaHus. CTpyKTypa KOTHHOTHIIA TIPe/-
CTaBJICHA Pa3BEPTKOM OMNpPE/IEICHHON TeMbI i peYeBbIME (PParMEHTaMH K KaXIIOMY TeMaTHYeCKOMY OJIOKY.
UYuratens crocoOeH PEelnTb WK MPEIIOKHUTh BBIXO/ U3 KPUTHUECKOW HKOJIOTUYECKON CHTYallUH, CJIOXKHB-
LIeHCST B 9KOCHCTEME OCHOBBIBASCH Ha JAHHBIE, IIOTYYSHHBIE 13 TEKCTOBOTO OMMCAHMS T10 YKOJIIOTMIECKUM
npoOsieMaM TOPHBIX YKOCHCTEM.

KitioueBble cj10Ba: CTPYKTypa KOTHHOTHUIIA; ITpeAMETHAs 001acTh «[ OpHBIE SKOCHCTEMBD); MAaCCUB
TEKCTOB; JIMHTBUCTHYECKUI (hpeiiM; mpecTaBIeHNe peueBbIX (PparMeHTOB; IUCKYPCUBHAS JIEITEIbHOCTH;
3HaHMsI; KOTHUTHBHAS JIESATEIILHOCTD; IIparMaTHKa TEKCTOBBIX peaiu3aluii; Te3aypyc
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