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Abstract. In the article the cognitive and onomasiological analyses of occasionality in English are implemented. The
topicality of the research lies in the cognitive features of the emergence of individual authors’ neologisms, including “inten-
tional speech and mental activity. The purpose of the article is to determine the processes of forming an occasional unit as a
consequence of cognitive and mental activities of human mind. The objectives of the study include: the definition of the term
concept, clarifying the structure of the occasional unit, considering cognitive and onomasiological analyses of the author’s
innovation developing and stages of their generation in terms of cognitive onomasiology. Language and thinking are special
and highly complex phenomena, a result of language and speech interaction. This is, first of all, a counteraction of two ten-
dencies — the development of language and its preservation. To represent, reproduce and fix new ideas and concepts, language
has to be replenished with new components. Occasionalisms play an important role in the language system, formed mainly
for the purpose of artistic and stylistic nomination operating within a certain context. Cognitive and onomasiological analyses
consider nonce-words in the process of conception, that makes it possible to dive into their mental depth. It is meant that the
person who created a new word has an individual lexicon, which is the conceptual basis of any nomination in speech. A person
chooses a certain unit of nomination depending on the extent to which his/her semantics satisfies the conceptualization that is
being verbalized. Cognitive determinants for the emergence of neologism are associated primarily with the receipt, processing,
storage and transmission of information. This approach enables revealing the cognitive factors that contribute the formation of
occasionalisms. In this case, we proceed from the recognition of the role of a human being as the creator of the communication
process and, ultimately, as the main subjective factor that determines the main trends in the language system. Thus, cognitive
and onomasiological analyses are combined, as they involve the identification of motivational bases during the nomination
and aims to establish the relationship between the name and the denoted object and contributes to a better understanding of

occasionalisms.
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The problem statement. The human factor with
its components becomes key in linguistics dating back
to the late 20" — early 21* century, thus occasionality
and occasional units as the author’s developments have
become the research subject of many scholars. The au-
thor of occasionality provides the cognitive activity by
means of concepts and forms new words by the process
of nomination, so it is obvious that their study from
cognitive and onomasiological point of view helps to
understand the meaning of the occasional units.

The analysis of the studies. The essence of the
research is based on the following modern promis-
ing areas of linguistics: cognitology (O.S. Kubriako-
va, 0.0. Selivanova, M.M. Chetina, M.F. Alefirenko,
M.M. Poluzhyn, M.M. Boldyrev etc.), functional ono-
masiology (O.0O. Selivanova, A.M. Arkhanhelska etc.),
theory of nomination (O.S. Kubriakova, M.M. Polu-
zhyn, V.M. Telia, S.V. Dmytriiev etc.).

The aim of the article is the analysis of occa-
sionality and meaning of occasional units from cogni-
tive and onomasiological points of view.

Methods and methodology of the research. In
this study: information seeking and descriptive meth-
ods; componential, cognitive as well as onomasiologi-
cal analyses are used.

The statement of the basic material. In an age
when the anthropocentric scholastic paradigm becomes
leading in the humanities, there is a need for scientific
study of everything that forms the basis of a human be-
ing: thinking, language, behaviour etc. By examining
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the nomination process as well as individual naming
units we can characterize person’s history, culture, hab-
its, social behaviour, physiology, and so on.

Anthropocentric principle of study in linguistics
assumes, that a person forms a world in his/her con-
sciousness by using language but does not depict it
in the language system, only in speech. It means that
nonce-words are verbalized by means of the existing
language.

Language interpretation of such phenomena is
realized by cognitive schemes. These schemes are re-
lated to human consciousness, language structure and
have interpretational nature. It explains that a human
can use different schemes of collective and individual
knowledge in order to gain individual experience of the
interaction with a real world.

Nonce words mainly occur in artistic, conversa-
tional and (rarely) journalistic style. Here occasional
units are used as expressive means to influence the ad-
dressee of the text. They implement: a) expression of
individual author’s speech; b) providing it with expres-
siveness, emotional colour, imagery; c) creating the
concept of an artistic work [Selivanova 20006, p. 244].

Occasional words are mainly secondary to the
words from which they are formed. In addition, occa-
sional units are non-normative formations. The occa-
sional word, in contrast to the canonical one, depends
on the context in which it operates, sometimes losing
its meaning out of the context. Performing an artistic
function in the text, nonce-words do not extend beyond
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this text, do not become systemic units and forever re-
tain the properties of freshness and novelty precisely
in their context. Therefore, their interpretation in most
cases depends entirely on this context. But, despite this
feature, occasionalisms are always “expressive” even
out of context.

Occasional units reflect a person’s perception of
the world, formed in terms of a particular nation. The
way of forming an opinion through language is unique
for each person, and the appearance of an occasional
unit depends on it. After all, a person who creates a
new word (originator), strives for individualization and
originality.

It should be noted that “author’s ocassional unit”
is a cognitive phenomenon, because its creation in-
volves “intentional speech and mental activity” [Ale-
firenko 2011, p. 21].

The features associated with the receipt, process-
ing, storage and transmission of information, as well
as those that reflect the individualized nature of human
communicative activity are highlighted among the cog-
nitive prerequisites for the emergence of occasional
units. This approach reveals the cognitive factors that
contribute to the formation of occasional units. Thus, a
human being is a creator of the communication process
and, ultimately, the main subjective factor that deter-
mines the main changes in the language system. The
reflective activity of human thinking is one of the most
important cognitive prerequisites for the emergence of
nonce-words, especially its ability to categorize/recat-
egorize. The work of human memory is the associative
basis of figurative reflection of the world.

Considering that the author creates concepts be-
fore producing nonce-words, thus it is obvious that the
study of occasional units from cognitive point of view
helps to clarify their meanings.

Cognitive linguistic analyses of nominative
units is focused on the subject or subjects of nomina-
tion. The process of creating names is considered as
a pragmatic human activity, which thus integrates the
amount of knowledge and represents it in the form of
a nominative unit.

One of the types of such an activity is the rep-
resentation of both current and new lexical units or the
reconceptualization of the existing one. In other words,
in the process of reconceptualization, new concepts de-
velop for already existing lexical units.

The problems of secondary nomination are of
great interest in modern linguistics. As pointed out by
B.A. Serebrennikov, “secondary lexical nomination is
the use of nominative means already available in the lan-
guage in a new naming function” [Serebrennikov 1997,
p. 129]. The linguistic means arising as a result of the
secondary nomination are considered as secondary, since
during their creation already existing linguistic means
are used, the content of which is reconceptualized.

Metacognition is also impossible to ignore. It is
defined by M. Minsky as a special structure of thinking.
“In order to avoid complete chaos in thinking, we need
a structure that would provide general guidance and
record what the mind does and why” [Minsky 1988,
p. 286-287].

240

o

At present, it is clearly realized that along with
the traditional processes of information processing,
there are metacognitive processes responsible for man-
aging the course of current intellectual activity.

Metacognitive human activity is the ability to
manage knowledge within their cognitive system and
build concepts that are implemented in the nomination
process. The peculiarity of metacognitive process lies
in the fact that language performs an instrument and at
the same time subject of the study.

The cognitive activity of a native speaker is de-
veloped especially intensively in the field of the un-
known, not fully mastered. So, occasional units fall into
this category.

According to M.M. Poluzhyn, the term ‘concept’
is derived from Latin word ‘conceptus’ and means
‘conception’, ‘fertilization’, i.e. the origin of the word.
Concepts are characterized by vague semantic features.
The concept is the result of reproduction and recon-
struction of the intended. To name something a concept
is used to reproduce its inner meaning [Poluzhyn 2015,
p. 217]. Considering the concept is a mental unit of
consciousness, it is the prerequisite for the emergence
of any occasional unit.

Concept includes estimation, conceptual and fig-
urative components. After all, it indicates something
that has a certain value for a person. A conceptual ele-
ment is formed by the available information about the
real or imaginary object, which is the basis for the con-
cept formation. “Concept is a holistic set of judgements
maintaining the distinctive features of the object under
study. The core of the object is expressed by judge-
ments about its general and at the same time essential
features” [Poluzhyn 2015, p. 218].

The concepts are developed by people on the ba-
sis of their thoughts, ideas, knowledge about the ob-
jects in the world [Poluzhyn 2017, p. 170].

A variety of cognition forms determines different
ways of forming concepts in human consciousness: on
the basis of sensory experience, i.e. as a result of the
of the world perception directly by the senses: through
sight, hearing, smell, touch and taste; on the basis of sub-
stantive and practical activity; on the basis of experimen-
tal and cognitive activity; on the basis of mental activity
(as a result of judgements, conclusions); based on verbal
and non-verbal communication [Boldyrev 2014, p. 121].

So, conceptual system of a particular author is
different, because a person has various national values
and worldviews. And the importance of concept study
lies in its role of mediator between a person and reality
in which he/she lives. This interpretation of concepts
brings us closer to the cognitive understanding of occa-
sional units, developing as a result of person’s experi-
ence and his/her interaction with the world.

People percept in different ways and a particu-
lar person is a bearer of cognition. Its impact on the
formation and understanding of occasional units is sig-
nificant. Mental image or mental understanding of the
world of different people varies, thus the same nonce-
word can be interpreted in different ways.

Modern researchers pay great attention to the
study of the interpreting function of language. Accord-
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ing to M.M. Boldyrev’s interpretation, is understood
as a cognitive activity directly related to cognition
[Boldyrev 2011, p. 14].

Thus, interpretation of nonce-words is vital in the
process of their analysis. It is language perceptive ac-
tivity of a particular person that discovers his or her
understanding of a word. There are two major types of
interpretation: primary and secondary. Primary inter-
pretation is the formation of primary concepts and cat-
egories about the world, events, objects. It is the result
of collective knowledge of the world, and, therefore,
it can be called objective. Secondary interpretation is
based on already existing concepts in the language and
represents their individual interpretation, that is, we
can say that the secondary interpretation is subjective
[Boldyrev 2011, p. 14].

It should be noted that interpretation is objecti-
fied in three types, which are associated with its three
main functions: selection, classification and estima-
tion [Boldyrev 2011, p. 12]. If the selective function is
manifested in the processes of conceptualization of the
phenomena of the physical world, and the classifying
function is realized when abstract concepts arise and
serves for the linguistic actualization of the phenom-
ena of the mental world, then the evaluative function
involves mental activity. Since interpretation is based
on cognitive models and correlates with cognitive,
well-structured activity, it is also clearly structured and
at the same time individual, subjective [Kubriakova
2009, p. 10].

Thus, we understand interpretation as an individ-
ual treatment of a particular linguistic unit, based on
collective schemes, which are presented in the form of
conceptual and thematic areas.

The use of cognitive tools in the analysis of nom-
inative units expands the study. Thus, it becomes possi-
ble to penetrate into psycholinguistic and mental depths
of creating mechanism of nominative language subsys-
tem, structurization and systematization of processes
that directly or indirectly affect this process [Selivano-
va 2000, p. 57].

In contrast to traditional word-formation that is
focused on the study of the systemic structure of de-
rivatives, the subject of cognitive word-formation is
the development of occasionalism as a consequence of
cognitive and mental processes in human conscious-
ness.

The process of studying ocassional units includes
analyzing by the author as the bearer of cognition, his/
her nationality and defining the structure of a nonce-
word.

Cognition of a person is an open system and can
be influenced by different languages, cultures, social
surroundings etc. O.S. Kubriakova states that language
influences person’s perception and knowledge as well
as processes of classification and categorization his/her
experience [Kubriakova 2004, p. 57]. So, native speak-
ers of different languages have different worldviews,
values etc.

Each occasional unit represents collective and
individual knowledge about an object and any newly
coined word is a result of language development. The

emergence of nonce-words is influenced by social role
of the author in the society, his/her individual experi-
ence, activity, mental state, temper, level of knowledge
about the world and language and the ability to trans-
form collective and individual experience into instant
associative link. It should also be noted that the ability
to assess new objects that appear in the world or our
imagination depends on the previous knowledge.

Both semantic and lexical derivation are related to
the process of conceptualization, which implies the ex-
istence of the purpose and source of conceptualization.
To understand the relationship between a concept-aim,
a concept- source, and a unit called a concept-goal, it is
necessary to develop a semantic typology for all types
of semantic innovations [Blank 1999, p. 89]. Recent
research [Blank 1999, p. 111] has shown that, despite
the formal differences between such authors’ innova-
tions, they semantically rely on a number of associa-
tive relationships between the source-concept and the
aim-concept. In the process of nomination, the speaker
at the first stage analyses the concept that requires the
name, dividing it into a number of the most important
elements, i.e. subconcepts. The most significant sub-
concept associated with this word serves as the seman-
tic basis for word-formation.

Cognitive study of occasional word-formation al-
lows to determine “sets of concepts; the reason of their
verbalization in a language; specific form that is cho-
sen to solve the problems of nomination” [Selivanova
2000, p. 105].

Human perception of the world has been changed
significantly and it is called “cognitive environment”
that was formed outside linguistics. The problem is
that people do not have access to all knowledge of the
world, but only to a particular part of it. Language per-
forms as a tool to implement this knowledge.

According to V.M. Telia, the process of nomi-
nation is the formation of speech units that perform a
nominative function, that are used to name and high-
light fragments of extralinguistic reality and to develop
concepts about them in the form of words, phrases and
sentences [Telia 1981, p.170]. One of the main func-
tions of the nomination is to differentiate the world of
language from the world of reality, to establish direct
and indirect connections between designated and de-
noted.

O.S. Kubriakova believes that only that mental
structure, which is organized in human consciousness
and acts as its operational unit, becomes relevant in the
process of nomination [Kubriakova 1995, p. 151].

Cognitive and onomasiological analyses consider
ocassional unit in the period of concept development,
before the creation of the word itself. This method al-
lows to investigate the motivation of the objects nom-
inated by the author and the emergence of occasional
units.

Nomination process is a product of human linguis-
tic creativity. It is extremely difficult to determine its pat-
terns, but it is possible to analyse the main elements and
motivations of such processes. Any language establishes
the most important nominative units in its lexical system.
They determine biological culture or social value of the
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units represented in the ethnic consciousness of native
speakers. The nomination process organizes substantive
language scope, choosing the most important features
and characteristics in order to achieve appropriate con-
nections between them and the denotation. The process-
es of perception, assimilation and integration of knowl-
edge about the denoted covers all the stages in human
consciousness. According to the needs and frequency of
usage in certain conceptual spheres, it is confirmed or not
confirmed by human experience. The author perceives
information and develops their own language creations
in the nominations, depending on linguistic, education
and intralinguistic factors.

The study of the onomasiological process of nom-
ination expands linguistic analysis of language units.
This makes it possible to determine not only the pat-
terns of the naming process, but also the processes of
selecting subjects for nomination of certain motivators
from the conceptual sphere of ideas about the world
and to correlate the motivational basis of secondary de-
notation with direct primary meaning.

Thus, the formation of nonce-words in terms of
cognitive and onomasiological analyses can be divided
into the following stages:

1. The concept that requires a name.

2. Categorization of the concept.

3. The speaker’s choice of means to denote the
concept.

This means that the speaker chooses the potential
basis and a semantic feature. Different groups in lan-
guage communities can choose different associations/
aspects and use different methods of representation
[Dmytriiev 2015, p. 51]. This explains the difference
between the author’s innovations created by speakers
of different variants of the English language. One of the
ways to denote a concept is a combination of pre-ex-
isting linguistic material. The speaker forms his or her
statements according to the prototype models already
presented in a language. That is, before a new nomina-
tive unit is formed, a speaker must analyse the existing
units of language (at the onomasiological level). Then a
search for a model occurs that expresses similar seman-
tic relationships/associations with those present in the
concept requiring a name. This process is completed by
the concrete implementation of the nomination in ac-
cordance with the existing phonological and morpho-
logical rules. However, development of the concept is
influenced not only by existing lexical units and mental
structures, but also by unconscious components related
to mental and language creations.

Lexical unit is a non-constant phenomenon, it is
enriched with meaning via its dynamic is that allows
them to obtain new meanings from the entire context.
However, it should be noted, that occasional units are
speech phenomena that exist and can be understood
only within a particular context.

In contrast to traditional structuralist approaches,
by determining the onomasiological structure and cog-
nitive grounds, the development and bases of occasion-
al units can be observed.

The latest linguistic researches make it possible
to define the main features of the cognitive occasional
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unit nature: 1) the designation of a “fragment of infor-
mation”, accumulating, storing and systematizing the
knowledge perceived by the author; 2) appeal to pre-
vious experience, which forms the ontological and ax-
iological image of the author’s world; 3) sustaining the
result of the cognitive process and the establishment
of unusual associative connections; 4) conceptual in-
tegration of mental “input spaces”, as a result of which
emerges a “scope-blend” or “mental construct”; 5) the
presence of communicative and pragmatic intentions,
formed as a result of the “quintessence of impressions”;
6) reduced level of motivation and iconicity [Nykytch-
enko 2017, p. 178].

M. Chetina [Chetina 2010, p. 156] operates with
the term “sense generation of occasional units”, which
takes place with the participation of: output space 1
(recipient — language unit), input space 2 (donor: to-
ken-donor —complex words, affix — derivatives of
the grammatical concept), sense-generating operator
(syntactic compounds in the syntagm) [Chetina 2010,
p. 157].

Occasional word-formation requires newer ap-
proaches to the study, because the relationship between
the creative basis and the derived unit does not always
reveal the meaning of the latter. “The production of an
occasional unit is not so simple, because it is not an
instant qualitative transformation, but the result of an-
alytical and synthetic operations that take place in the
mind of the author, whose will and mind give incen-
tive to the appropriate derivation mechanism” [Koloiz
2015, p. 101].

Cognitive and onomasiological analyses [Seliva-
nova 2011, p. 64] are considered “combined” because
it includes the identification of motivational bases in
the process of nomination [Selivanova 2011, p. 65] and
aims to establish relationships between the denotation
and the “determinants of the nomination process”.

Cognitive and onomasiological analyses are im-
plemented in two stages:

1) modeling the structure of knowledge about the
marked or its fragment;

2) interpretation of onomasiological structure
[Selivanova 2000, p. 153].

The interpretation of the onomasiological struc-
ture for derivatives involves the establishment of the
onomasiological basis (the formants of the previous
stages of derivation). In the absence of a word-forming
formant, the basis of the word is reconstructed accord-
ing to part-of-speech status and word-forming type of
the name [Selivanova 2000, p. 171].

Thus, in cognitive onomasiology there are five
main principles of researching nominative mecha-
nisms: 1) the principle of anthropocentrism, which is
aimed at studying the processes of nomination as a lin-
guistic expression of human experience, and cultural
achievements of the nation; 2) the principle of axiolo-
gy, which mediates cognitive and onomasiological re-
search processes as an evaluative analysis of language
codes, symbolizing a certain human interaction with
the objective world, because humans give the world
their own assessments; 3) the principle of mentalism,
the mechanism of action [Ulukhanov 1992, p. 79].
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Nomination provides a mechanism of interac-
tion between human thinking and the environment.
Types of word formation are determined on the basis
of the “motivator” of the onomasiological structure.
This is illustrated by the appearance of a word that
occurs with the appearance of the object itself, which
did not exist before. Therefore, more occasional vo-
cabulary is found in fiction. Unreal world is a gener-
ator of nonce words. There is a need to name objects
that do not exist in reality, but appear in the author’s
consciousness. According to L.S. Vyhotskyi any “fan-
tastic objects or phenomena”, developed in fairy tales,
myths, legends, fiction, are just new combinations
of the elements existing in reality [Vyhotskyi 2011,
p. 201]. Most of such lexemes are called “conceptual
blends” — of two or more concepts mixed together,
i.e. conceptual spaces developed by these concepts.
[Umerenkova 2017, p. 198].

“Motivational base” is formed by the definition of
onomasiological structure. Motivation establishes the
relationship between the motivator and the derivative
unit [Selivanova 2000, p. 180].

The related characteristics of the subject are
transferred to the verbal word in the process of nomina-
tion (onomasiological structure).

For example, to denote the innovation romm-
which-is-also-my-bedroom [Niffenegger A., 2003],
the author used a combination of several words, which
conveys the full meaning of this innovation with its
the external feature of the room, namely its versatility.
Objects constitute people’s lives and determine a level
of their comfort and, accordingly, find their conceptu-
al expression in English literary texts. Depending on
certain life situations, a person actively projects the
external, functional and other characteristics of some
objects onto the behavior, destiny, appearance, people’s
surrounding etc., that evaluate the person through the
value of objects.

In English literary texts there are objects repre-
senting collective knowledge about the world as well
as individual. It is obvious that the results of individual
author’s conceptualization and categorization of the de-
veloped world occurs mostly in the text.

Nominative analysis of the nonce-words high-
lights the process of nomination realized by linguistic
or non-linguistic means and sense of which is interpret-
ed by the author. For example, occasional unit Lizard-
face [Niffenegger A., 2003] indicates a person who has
arash on his/her face. The motivator is the visual corre-
lation of the nomination with the obtained nonce-word.
The word Lizardface acquires a new meaning, recon-
ceptualization of which is caused by the author his/her
associative link. This allows to nominate an object with
the usage of already existing lexical unit.

Jlitepatypa

Author’s innovation artbabe [Niffenegger A.,
2003] denotes ‘a woman who works in the field of art’.
By adding the base babe, the word obtains a loving
meaning and is used by the author as a gentle address
to the be loved.

Considering occasional unit artbabe, it is obvious
that not only cognition and language are vital, but also
author’s emotions, feelings and the ways they are men-
tally processed and verbally expressed.

When the generation of a new lexical unit is
preceded by a word-forming act, then an expansion
of onomasiological boundaries occurs. As it develops,
word-formation aims to expand “into onomasiology
and the theory of nomination, and through them into
other fields of knowledge” [Selivanova 2000, p. 185].
Word-formation is called one of the links in the lan-
guage system, which is “responsible” for internal hu-
man experience [Kubriakova 1977, p. 225]. According
to E.S. Kubriakova, all the means of word formation
and even just formal operations of word transformation
are closely connected with onomasiological aspects of
derivation [Kubriakova 1977, p. 229].

The process of nomination, as noted by
A.M. Arkhangelska, is influenced by various factors:
the characteristics of the object itself, as well as fea-
tures of the nominator (intellectual (the nominator is
the bearer of knowledge about the relevant class of ob-
jects), cultural (a class representative is always formed
on the background of material and spiritual culture),
social (nominator is the bearer of public opinion of
the language community), biological (nominator is the
bearer not only of social but also individual assess-
ments, emotions, experiences ) and language (the nom-
inator is the bearer of linguo-creative thinking, knowl-
edge of linguistic patterns and linguistic intuition))
[Arkhanhelska 2007, p. 25].

The nominative process in language is the most
dynamic and productive. Occasional units appear by
using typical basic formants and it is difficult to reveal
their internal form and semantic branching.

Conclusions. The study of occasional units from
cognitive and onomasiological point of view makes it
possible to penetrate into the psycholinguistic and men-
tal depths of the creation mechanism of the nominative
unit. Therefore, an ocassional unit is considered in the
period of concept development, before the creation of
the word itself. The study of concepts brings us closer to
the cognitive understanding of occasional units, devel-
oping as a result of person’s experience and his/her inter-
action with the world. The importance of concept study
lies in its role of mediator between a person and reality in
which he/she lives. By using these approaches, the mo-
tivation of the objects nominated by the author and the
emergence of occasional units can be investigated.
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KOFHITI/IBHO-OHOMACIOJIOF[qHHﬁuAHAHI3 OKA3IOHAJIBHOCTI
B AHIVIIMCBKIN MOBI

AHoranisi. Y crarti 30iiiCHEHO KOTHITMBHO-OHOMACIOJIOTIYHMM aHali3 OKa3iOHAJbHOCTI B AaHIIINCHKIA MOBI.
AKTYaJIbHICTh JOCIIJDKEHHS TMOJISITA€ B KOTHITHBHUX OCOOJHMBOCTSIX TOSIBH 1HIMBITyaJIbHO-aBTOPCHKAX HEOJOTi3MIB. AJDKe
«aBTOPChKE HOBOYTBOPEHHS» Mepea0avdae «IHTEHIIHICTh MOBJICHHEBO-MHUCICHHEBOI AiSTBHOCTD». METOIO0 CTaTTi € BU3HAYCHHS
HPOILECIB YTBOPEHHS OKa3iOHANI3MYy SIK HACIIJIKy Mi3HABaJIbHO-MHCICHHEBUX MPOLECIB Y CBIJOMOCTI JIIOAMHH. 3aBIaHHSI
JOCTIJKEHHST — BU3HAYCHHS TEPMiHA KOHYyenmi, BUCBITIICHHS CTPYKTYpH OKa3iOHAJIBHOI ONWHHMII, PO PE3YJbTaTiB
KOTHITHUBHO-OHOMACIOJIOTTYHOTO aHaji3y MPOAYKYBaHHS aBTOPCHKHUX IHHOBALil Ta €Tamy MOPOKECHHS LUX HOBOTBOPIB i3
TOYKH 30py KOTHITMBHOI OHOMaciosorii. MoBa i MUCIIEHHS — IIe 0COOJUBI 1 Ty)ke CKJIaHi SBHUILA, BHACTIIOK B3aEMOJIT SIKMX
BiJIOYBA€THCS TIOPOKCHHS MOBHOI 200 MOBIICHHEBOI ofuHUII. Lle mepemyciM mpoTuais ABOX TEHACHIH — PO3BHTKY MOBH
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[ @
Ta i1 30epexkenHs. [yig BinoOpakeHHs, BIATBOPEHHS 1 3aKpilUIEHHS HOBHX MOHATH Ta el MOBa 3MyIIEHA MOMOBHIOBATHCS
HOBUMH OMHHIIMU. OKa3i0HANI3MH BiJIrparoTh BOKJIUBY POJb Y CHCTEMi MOBH, CTBOPEHI MEPEBAYKHO 3 METOIO XYHIOXKHBO-
CTWJIICTUYHOT HOMiHaMii U1 (PyHKIIOHYBaHHS B MEKaxX NEBHOTO KOHTEKCTY. KOrHITHBHO-OHOMACIONOTIUHHI aHANI3 PO3IIIAIAE
HOBOTBOPH I1I€ B IPOLIECi 3aPOPKEHHS KOHIIETITY, 1[0 JA€ 3MOTY 3pO3yMiTH MEHTAJIbHY INIMONHY HOBOTBOPY. AJKE 0COOUCTICTD,
sIKa CTBOPHJIA HOBE CJIOBO, BOJIOZII€ 1HIUBITyaTbHAM JICKCUKOHOM, KU CKJIaJIa€ KOHIENITYaIbHY OCHOBY OYy/Ib-sIKOT HOMiHAIIi1
B MoBieHHI. JlronuHa BuOHpae Ty a0 Ty OAMHMILIO HOMIHAIII 3a1€XKHO BiJ TOTO, SIKOIO MIpOIO 1i CeMaHTHKa 3aJ0BOJILHSIE
KOHIIETITyali3amilo, mo BepOamiyerscs. KOrHITHBHI mMepeayMOBH BHHHKHEHHsS HEOJOTI3MY NOB’si3aHi, HacamIepend, 3
OTPUMaHHSIM, OIPAIIOBaHHIM, 30epe)KeHHsIM 1 epenaBaHHsIM iH(opmartii. Takuil miaxig yMOXKIIHBIIOE PO3KPUTTS KOTHITHBHUX
YMHHHUKIB, [0 CIPUSIOTH YTBOPEHHIO OKa3ioHali3MiB. BogHouac My BUXOAMMO 3 BH3HAHHS PO JIIOJUHU SK TBOPIL IIPOLIECY
KOMYHIKaIii 1, 3peIToI0, SIK TOJIOBHOTO Cy0’€KTHBHOTO YHHHUKA, 1[0 BU3HAYa€ OCHOBHI TeHACHIII 3MiH y cuctemi MoBu. OTxKe,
KOIHITUBHO-OHOMACIOJIOTYHMI aHaji3 € KOMOIHOBaHUM, OCKUIBKM MICTMTh BHSBJIEHHS MOTHUBALIIMHMX 0a3 ITiJ Yyac HOMIHAIT
1 CIpSIMOBaHUH Ha BCTAHOBJICHHS B3a€MO3B’SI3KiB MK HalIMEHYBAaHHSIM 1 TO3HAYyBAHHM IIPEIMETOM Ta CIIPHSIE aTeKBaTHOMY
PO3YMIHHIO OKa3i0HaIi3MiB.
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