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The article defines the classification parameters of the notion of motivation
(motivatedness) applied for terminological research and develops the methodological
principles of motivational studies of terminological vocabulary. Motivation is understood as
a feature of a word, which allows us to realize the conditionality of the connection meaning
(content) and the sound shell of the word (expression) on the basis of the correlation of the
word with the linguistic, extra-linguistic reality, and mental categories. We can differentiate
lexical and structural (word-building) motivation; full and partial; absolute and relative;
phonetic, semantic, analytic; propositional-dictumatic (hyperonymic, hyponymic, categorical,
predicate-argumentative varieties), modular motivation, associative-terminal (structural-
metaphorical, metaphorical-diffusive, gestalt or figurative types), conceptual-integrative and
mixed motivation. Basic methodological principles of motivational research of terminological
vocabulary are: rational correlation of concrete and borrowed choice of motivator
(onomasiological base); anthropocentrism; textcentrism; determinism; mentality;
informativity; axiologicality; referentiality; dynamism; typology; synchronism. The
motivational aspect of terminological vocabulary research requires a specially designed
methodology, based on both classical and innovative methods and techniques. In the
motivational studies, the main method is descriptive (if necessary, comparative descriptive).
Analysis of the semantic structure of terminology involves the use of elements of the
structural method, in particular component analysis. Research of terminological units in the
functional aspect leads to the use of separate methods of contextual analysis; addressing the
problems associated with mental categories, necessitates the use of methods and techniques
of conceptual analysis. Methods of motivational, morphemic, word-formation, etymological
analysis, as well as quantitative calculations and introspection are used. The choice of
certain methods and techniques of motivational research of the terminological vocabulary is
differentiated within the framework of semasiological and onomasiological approaches.

Keywords: motivation; motivatedness; terminology; term; terminology system;
methodology of motivational research; semasiological approach; onomasiological approach.

Humoban Hamanin. Momueayitinuit acnekm O00CHIONCEHHA MEPMIHOI0ZIYHOT
JIeKCUKU.

Y cmammi  eusnaueno knacugixayiiini napamempu  NOHAMMSA  «MOMUBAYISLY
(«momusosanicmoy) y npoexyii Ha MeEPMIHO3HAGYL  OOCHIONCEHHS Md  PO3POOIEHO
MemOOONOSIYHI  NPUHYURYU — MOMUBAYIUHUX — OOCHIONCEHb — MEPMIHONO2IYHOI  NEeKCUKU.
Momugoganicms po3ymiemo K 1acmugicms closd, Wo 00360J5€ YCEIOOMUMU 3YMOBIEHICTb
38 3Ky 3HQYeHHs (WiaH 3micmy) i 36yK060I 0DONOHKU CN06A (NIAH BUPAIICEHHS) HA OCHOBI
CNiBBIOHECeHOCMI C08A 3 MOBHOIO, NO3AMOBHOIO OIUCHICINIO MA MEHMALHUMU KAMe2oPisIMUL.
Hugepenyioemo nexcuuny ma cmpykmypny (C1080meipHy) MOmMugayilo, nOHYy ma
YacmKo8y, abCcomomuy ma 6iOHOCHY, (POHemUYHy, CeMaAHMUYHY, AHATIMUYHY,; NPONOZUYITHO-
OUKMYMHY  (2INEPOHIMINHUL, — SINOHIMIMHUL, KAMe2OPiHUull, NpeOuKamuo-apeyMeHmHuUl
= PI3HOBUOU),  MOOYCHY  MOMUBAYIIO,  ACOYLAMUBHO-MEPMIHATIbHY
©Tsymbal N., 2018  (cmpykmypHo-memaghopuunuii, Memagopuino-ou@ysHuil,
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cewimanbmuutl abo 06pA3HULL MUNL), KOHYEeNmMyanbHo-inmazpayiiny ma amiuany. OCcHOGHI
MeMOOON02TYHI  NPUHYURU — MOMUBAYIUHUX — OOCTIONCEHb — MEPMIHONOZIYHOI  JIeKCUKU
payionanvie ChiGBIOHOUWIEHHA NUMOMO20 Md 3ANO3UYEH020 Y GUOOPI  MOMuUeamopa
(onomacionociunoi  6asu);  aHMPONOYEHMPUsM,  MEKCMOYEHMPUIM,  OeMePMIHi3M,
MeHmaniam;,  inghopmamugHicms,;  axcionoziumicme,  peepenmuicms,  OUHAMIUHICMb,
MUNO02IUHICMyb, CUHXPOHHICMb. Momusayitinuli acnekm 0O0CHiONHCeHHs MEPMIHON02TUHOT
JIEKCUKU BUMARAE CNeYianbHO pOo3pOoOIeHOI MemOOUKY, AKd, 0e3yMoeHo, 6a3yemuvcs AK HA
KAACUYHUX, MAK I IHHOBAYIUHUX Memooax ma nputiomax. ¥ Momueonio2iuHux 00CHiONCeHHAX
OCHOBHUM MemoooM € Onucosuti (npu nompeobi 3icmasHo-onucosutl). Ananiz cemaHmuynoi
CMpPYKmMypu mepminonexcem nepedbaiac UKOPUCMAHHS eeMEeHmie CMPYKMYyPHO20 Memooy,
30KpemMa  KOMNOHEeHMHO20 — aHanizy.  Jlocniodicenns — MepMiHONOIMHUX — OOUHUYL Y
@yuKkyionanbHomy acnexmi CNPUYUHIOE ~ 3ACIMOCYBAHHS OKpemux npuiiomis
KOHMEKCMYANbHO20 aHANI3Y, 36EPHEHHA Jc 00 NpooOieM, NO8 A3aHUX I3 MEHMATbHUMU
Kamez2opisimMu, — 3YMOBIIOE  HEOOXIOHICMb — 3ACMOCY8AHHA —~ MemoOux 1 npuiiomie
KOHYENMyanbHo20 aHANi3y. BUKopucmosyiomscs nputiomu MOmueayitino2o, mopgemmoezo,
CNI0BOMBOPYO20, EMUMONO2IUHO20 AHANI3Y, A MAKOIC KIIbKICHI NIOPAXYHKU MA IHMPOCHEKYis.
Bubip mux wu mux memooie i npuiiomié MOMUEAYIIHUX OOCNIONCEHb MEPMIHOIO0IUHOL
JIEKCUKU BIODYBAECMbCS 8 MENCAX CEMACIONOLTUHO20 MA OHOMACIONOSIUHO20 NIOX00I8.

Kniouosi  cnosa: momusayis;,  MOMUBOBAHICMb,  MEPMIHONOZIA,  MEPMIH,;
mepMiHocucmema; Memoooa02isi MOMUBAYILHUX OO0CTIONCEHb, CeMacioNo2iuHuLl nioxio;
OHOMACiON02IYHUL RIOXIO.

In modern linguistics, there is a noticeable intensification of attention to the
research of motivational processes in vocabulary and terminology. The new
linguistic branch — motivology — that explores the phenomenon of the motivatedness
of words, the essence of which are the motivational relations of lexical units that
cover motivated and unmotivated words of the language [bmmnosa 2007].
Motivatedness is understood as the property of a word, which allows realizing the
conditionality of the connection meaning (the content) and the sound shape of the
word (expression) on the basis of the correlation of the word with the linguistic,
extra-linguistic reality and mental categories. The papers written by A. Adilova,
A. Antipova, O.Blinova, T. Vendina, M. Ginatulin, M. Goleva, T. Kandelaki,
P. Katsysheva, T.Kyyak, V.Pavela, O. Selivanova, A. Tyshchenko, S. Tolstoy,
V. Topichi, I. Uluhanov, O. Khazymullina, O. Steinhart are devoted to the linguistic
study of motivational processes; the problems of the motivation of the terminological
vocabulary are analysed by such linguists as T. Kandelaki, T. Kyyak, 1. Kochan,
D. Lotte, O. Selivanova, E. Skorohodko, O. Steinhart et al.

The motivation aspect of nomination is being researched on the material of the
vocabulary of various functional spheres (fiction, dialectal speech, terminology, etc.),
in particular, the problems of the motivatedness of the terminological vocabulary are
analyzed by such linguists as T. Kandelaki, T.Kyyak, I. Kochan, D. Lotte,
O. Selivanova, E. Skorohodko, O. Steinhart et al. Despite a number of studies,
motivational processes in terminology require further research in the theoretical as
well as in the applied aspects that is mainly predetermined by the problems of
unification and codification of terms and terminology.

Definition of classification parameters of the concept of motivation
(motivatedness) applied for terminology research and development of
methodological principles of the motivation research of terminology vocabulary.

The motivational aspect of terminological vocabulary research requires a
specially designed methodology, which, of course, should be based on both classical
and innovative methods and techniques. In motivational studies, the main method is
descriptive (if necessary, comparative-descriptive). Analysis of the semantic
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structure of terminology involves the use of elements of the structural method,
component analysis in particular. Investigation of terminological units in the
functional aspect leads to the use of separate methods of contextual analysis; appeal
to the problems associated with mental categories, necessitates the use of methods
and techniques of conceptual analysis. Methods of motivational, morphemic, word-
formation, etymological analysis, as well as quantitative calculations and
introspection are used.

Terminological vocabulary has differentiated features pertaining to commonly
used vocabulary (systematicity, accurate definition, inexpressiveness, stylistic
neutrality, etc.) [SIpuesa 1990, p. 508]. The main differential feature of the term is
systematicity, as a term, regardless of whether it consists of one or several words,
makes sense only as a member of a certain terminology (terminology system)
[JTorre 1968, p.38]. D. Lotte was the first who addressed the problem of the
systemic terminology of vocabulary, emphasizing the classification of the essence of
concepts [JIorre 1961, p. 10]. According to V. Leychik’s definition «Terminological
system (terminology) is a sign model of a certain theory of a special field of
knowledge or activity; elements of the terminology system are lexical units (words
and phrases) of a certain language of the special purpose for a natural language, and
the structure as a whole is adequate to the structure of the system of concepts of this
theory» [Jleitauk 2006, p. 129], terminology is organized on the principle of systemic
notions of a certain scientific discipline or theory. L. Symonenko mentions that the
systemic terms should be considered in two aspects: word-building and conceptual,
and the conceptual (logical) systematicity does not always coincide with word-
building [Cumonenko 1991, p. 14-15]. E. Skorokhodko notes that «the systematicity
of vocabulary implies: the systematicity in expressing the content, that is, the
systemic meaning of the semantic level of vocabulary; systematicity in expressing
the system of verbal content, as well as the consistency between the content plan and
the plan of expression» [Ckopoxoxpko 1983, p. 74]. In other words, the systematic
correspondence between the aspects of content and expression is motivatedness
[Cxopoxompko 1983, p.77]. V. Tatarinov notes that at the level of linguistic
motivation there might be noticed the features of the term, that, as a rule, are called
systematicity [Tatapumor 1996, p.208]. Consequently, motivation is one of the
indicators of the systematicity of terminological vocabulary.

Systematicity is considered to be not only a basic feature of terminology, but
also a basic requirement for the term. Therefore, the main task of a terminologist is to
work on increasing the level of terminology systematicity at the internal as well as at
the intersectoral level, although it is impossible to reach the absolute systematicity
and motivatedness in general. Hence, the relevance of the motivational aspect of
terminological vocabulary research is undeniable.

In modern linguistics, it is commonly accepted that words (meaning of words)
are motivated, depending on the preservation of the internal form of the word
[JTunrBuCcTHYECKHI SHIMKIOMEAMYecKuii cioBaps 1990, p. 337]. The internal form is
a nonverbal entity, determined by the feature, which is chosen as distinctive and is
the basis of the naming [Tax 1998, p. 346]. In the process of creating a nominative
unit, a person distinguishes from a large number of signs of a certain subject, chooses
only one that seems to be characteristic and has a name in a certain language, and
uses it to name a new object [SI3bikoBas HomuHanms 1977, p. 160]. This feature is
motivational, it verbally explains the inner form of the word. At present, various
typological characteristics of motivation are described [brmrosa 2007, p. 10]. With
the expression of motivational sign of a word, the lexical motivation is connected
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(binuii — 6inox, maxem — niomaxemnux, €tC.), in contrast to the word-formation
(structural) motivation, which involves the expression of a classification mark in a
word indicating relevance to grammatical categories (procedurality, objectivity,
attributability) (zaniznenns, suennemms, komnocmysamns, necysants — SUfiX -un
(-enn, -ann, inn) or more specific thematic classes of words (names of persons by
profession, place of residence, classes of substances etc.) (suffix -e3 indicates
belonging to the class of sugars: ¢gpyxmosa, naxmosa, yenonosa, kcunosa,
Manvmo3sa, neHmo3a, pubo3a, caxaposa Ta i.).

According to O. Blinova, fully motivated words feature both lexical and
structural motivation, whilst partly motivated words feature only one of the varieties.
Completely motivated words are those that were formed as a result of lexical-
semantic derivation [bmaosa 2007, p. 70-71].

Lexical and word-formation motivations are interrelated in the same way as
the related lexical meaning of the word and the word-forming meaning of the
derivative formant, which is added to the lexical meaning in the derivation process.
In the study of terminological vocabulary it is important to consider both lexical and
structural motivatedness. In terms of the former, two aspects are relevant, firstly, an
explanation of the principle of constructing terminological (word-building) clusters,
which is important for filling the terminological gaps of a certain onomasiological
category: emynvcisa, emynveysamu, emynb2YBAHHSA, eMYIb2AMOpP, eMYAbCIUHULL
cmpykmypa, cmpykmyphuil, cmpykmypuicms, cmpykmypyeamu, etc.; secondly, the
characteristic of the internal form and its verbal expression — the motivational feature
is necessary for solving the problem of the correlation of the domestic and borrowed
in the construction and application of terms. The expediency of using an
autochthonous term with a transparent internal form or its borrowed equivalent
(ceoumenmayis — ocadocenns, pepmenmayis — 6podinns, €tc.), in our opinion,
should be determined primarily by the flowing factors: the possibility of derivatives
construction; scope of the term functioning (scientific popular or academic varieties
of the academic style, educational or research sphere, etc.); the functioning of a
borrowed lexemes with the same meaning in not less than in three non-closely
related languages, such terms-internationalisms do not raise objections; existence of
several of lexical-semantic variants of the word; euphony; frequency; fatigue;
concise form; systematicity of term, etc.

Word-forming (structural) motivation is important for terminating in the aspect
that the attachment to a particular formant of a certain word-formation meaning
(specialization) is a means of classification, systematization of concepts, for
example, in organic chemistry, specialized morphemes may indicate:

—an affiliation of a compound to a certain class of compounds, that is to be the
generic suffix of a certain class of compounds:

-en — a suffix of saturated hydrocarbons,

-06 — a monocarboxylic acid suffix,

-an — a suffix of unsaturated hydrocarbons;

- a certain position of atoms or groups of atoms in the structure of a substance:

opmo-, mema-, napa- — positions of atoms in the benzene ring;

— a distinctive feature of a certain group of compounds that do not necessarily
belong to the same class:

opmo- — a higher degree of acid hydration.

S. Ulman noted that depending on the method of motivation — linguistic or
non-linguistic — words can be motivated in three different ways:
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— the verbs wunimu, ceucmimu, 2yoimu are phonetically motivated, because
the sounds themselves present a direct imitation of the corresponding action
(onomatopoeia);

— complex and derivative words are morphologically motivated: everyone who
is aware of their components immediately understands them;

— words generated by semantic derivation are semantically motivated.

Morphological motivation is relative, because even if the words themselves are
motivated, their elemental components (separate morphemes) can be unmotivated,
the same relates to semantic motivation [Yasman 1970, p. 255], whereas phonetic
motivation is absolute and complete.

Since in the theory of nomination, in addition to semantic and morphological,
the analytical nomination (construction of phrases in a nominative function) is
distinguished, an analytical type of motivation is also allocated, being especially
important for terminology, for example, in botanical terminology, the generic notion
niwuna has the following species: ziwuna 3euuatina, niwuna eeomedca, riwuHa
senuxa, €tC., niwuna 3eéuuauna, in particular, has a variety of riwuna 3euuatina
CKpyYeHa, JNIWUHA 36UYAUHA 30I0MUCMA, NiWUHA 36UYAlIHA NAAKYYd, JiWUHA
36uvatina m sicouepsona and others.

0. Selivanova has developed a typology of motivation from the standpoint of
cognitive linguistics. Depending on the place of the motivator, the propositional-
dictumatic  (hyperonymic, hyponymic, categorical, predicate-argumentative
varieties), modular motivation, associative-terminal (structural-metaphorical,
metaphorical-diffusive, gestalt or figurative), conceptual-integrative and mixed
motivations are distinguished in the structure of knowledge, in addition, there still
exists a pseudo-motivation (the case of the absence of a projection of an existing
formal motivator for a certain component of knowledge) [Cenianosa 2000, p. 162—
176]. For example, from the cognitive-onomasiological point of view, the type of
motivation for the construction term nioxoninnux (an elevated part of a monolithic or
prefabricated foundation to be connected with a column at a mark not less than
15 cm from the level of the floor of the ground floor) is propositional-dictumatic that
implies reflecting in the process of internal programming of real, true knowledge,
verbalized signs in direct values, which are the dictums of the proposition. Moreover,
the hypothetical (equiognitive) kind of propositional-dictumatic motivation is
presented. The motivational feature is the result of the selection of one of the
equinomic slots, semantic features that define this concept — «building structure that
connects with the columny.

The motivatedness of words can be complete and partial [IlIxatoBa 1982,
p. 176]:

— complete motivatedness is characteristic of names, the meaning of which
completely derives from the meanings of those components (morphemes, bases or
words), which they are composed of;

— partial motivatedness is intrinsic to the words, which are marked by
idiomatic semantics. Partial motivation by its very nature is hidden.

Words (terms) with the feature, which determines the internal form, does not
correspond to semantics, are called improperly oriented [[lanbko, Kouan,
Marrrok 1994, p. 14], such terms certainly violate the systematic terminology, but it
IS not always possible to remove them from the use because of the reasons of
customization.

The primary problem of the motivational research of the terminological
vocabulary is the definition of methodological principles, since the specifics of
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terminology predetermine the specificity of the methodology. In our opinion, it is
necessary to consider the requirements of codification of terminological units, which
is less important in the research of the motivational aspects of the dialect, artistic,
colloquial nomination, etc.

In our opinion, the methodological principles of the motivational research of
the terminological vocabulary are:

— rational correspondence of specific and borrowed in the choice of motivator
(onomasiological basis). The problem of the correspondence of specific and
borrowed pertaining to termination and term usage never loses its relevance.
Transparent internal form and specific motivator are important factors in the process
of scientific nomination, but such a choice is not always possible, thus a rational
approach is needed in this matter;

— anthropocentrism. Motivatedness is the fixation of the communication
between the form and the content of lexemes as understood by the speaker in relation
to the phenomena of linguistic and extra-linguistic reality (reference), since language
exists for a person and is realized through a person (V. Gak). The creator of the
language — words in particular — is a human. The feature is the centre of the image,
which is intended to become the internal form of the word (proverbial phenomenon),
is actualized in the cerebral cortex of the native speaker by establishing associative
relations, and then we observe the verbalization of the mental image;

— textcentrism. This principle involves the study of texts as fixed motivational
system relations. As one of the features (requirements) of the term it is supposed to
be the independence of the content, since the term is attributed to the exact scientific
definition. Being a truthful statement though, such concepts as the communicative
meaning of the term, the motivational (onomasiological) coherence of words
(including terms) in the text, etc. cannot be investigated without the text. Text
(discourse) — is the result of speech activity of a human, thus we can consider
discoursecentrism to be derived from the principle of anthropocentrism;

— determinism. The choice of a motivational feature is determined by extra-
linguistic reality, by linguistic, cultural-historical, socio-psychological and mental-
psychological factors. The condition of the choice of the motivational feature of the
term should be as objectified as much as possible to the specifics of the scientific, but
not the naive picture of the world.

— mentality. In modern terminology, the cognitive-onomasiological direction
of research is becoming more and more common. The principle of mentality involves
a cognitive interpretation of motivation in the onomasiological process
[CeniBanosa 2000, p. 40]. It is possible to explore ways of representing the scientific
picture of the world, to simulate the mental mechanisms for representing the system
of knowledge of a certain scientific field in a certain language, by means of the
cognitive study of terminology, the main principle of which is mentality;

— informativity. As already noted, in terminology research there exists the
concept of properly oriented and improperly oriented terms. The motivational feature
of the terminological lexeme must correctly orientate, that is, to reflect one of the
features of the research concept, which implies (even a priori) proper awareness of
the scientific concept, designated by the term;

— axiological. The estimative component is present in the nominative structure
of many derived lexemes. Negative or positive connotation can be expressed by
certain morphemes, which is manifested in the process of analysis of word-formation
motivation. The term is stylistically neutral and characterized by its inexpressiveness;
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therefore, the axiological aspect of the motivation of the terminology vocabulary
must be deliberately regulated,;

— referential. The reference as the correlation of the indication between the
linguistic units and the objects of the world is a necessary component of motivation
as a process. Motivators and motivated lexemes have their own referents, but these
referents have common features, one of which, by means of association, becomes the
centre of the image, the internal form of a new nominative unit;

— dynamism. Language is constantly evolving, new nominative units appear,
the meaning of the existing ones changes. Of course, motivation is a synchronous
phenomenon, but there are lexical processes (remotivation, demotivation, etc.),
which are indicators of the dynamics of lexical composition development. Since
motivation is one of the features, characteristics of the word, and the word is
characterized by dynamism, the dynamism of the development of semantics in
particular, this principle should be taken into account in the description of
motivational relations, particularly terminology, in which the development of
semantics is fixed, due to the development of scientific theories;

— typologism. Motivatedness as a conscious communication between
designated and designating is determined by ethno-cultural, mental-psychological,
and other factors that is traced in the comparative-typological aspect. Comparison of
materials of different languages, forms of the same language (literary language and
dialect) provides convincing outcomes. The urgency of such research as a direction
and as a method for a better illustration of a certain linguistic phenomenon does not
decrease, this is especially important for the terminology sphere;

— synchronism. Motivation is a synchronous phenomenon in contrast to the
derivation. The subject of motivation is the actual motivational connection on a
synchronous cut, though, of course, the research of phenomena such as remotivation
(reterminologization), demotivation (determinisation) require consideration of the
diachronic aspect. Introducing into terminology system the terminology unit that
functioned at other stages of the development of the terminology system (this was
often observed in the Ukrainian scientific language of the last two decades: cnexmp —
oyeosuna, kucioma — keac, efc.), it is necessary to evaluate its systemic
characteristics rather than to be guided by certain ideological principles
[Lnm6ax 2014, c. 90-92].

The choice of peculiar methods and techniques of the motivation research of
the terminological vocabulary is differentiated within the framework of the
semasiological and onomasiological approaches.

Onomasiological approach to the research of language, in contrast to
semasiological (from form to content), is that it considers the content side of the
linguistic units not from the point of view of the formation of their internal system
meanings and the mechanism of semantic distribution of words and phrases, but from
the point of view of subject orientation, that is, the correlation of linguistic units with
a non-nominal subject line, when this correlation is a means of designating,
nominating the latter [SI3pikoBas Homuuamms 1977, p. 19]. Such an approach to the
terminology study makes it possible to determine the available or possible
mechanisms and means of expressing a certain notion in the language, to answer the
question «how does the term denote?», or «how to designate?», while research of
semasiological positions (from «form to content») sets only «what does the term
mean?y.

Depending on the research objectives, one can give preference to the
onomasiologic or semasiological approach, but to differentiate (to contradict) them
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categorically is inappropriate; in fact, forming integrity, they go beyond the borders
of linguistic semantics and are perceived as guidelines for research; the
onomasiological approach is aimed at explaining the nominative structure of the
word, while semasiological — at the analysis of the fixedness of a certain structure of
a certain meaning [CeniBanosa 2000, p. 19]. In addition, separate lexical-semantic
groups of lexemes, particularly synonyms are semantic categories by their nature,
and the approach to research of the latter should be relevant.

In linguistics, the methodology for conducting a motivational analysis
(A. Adilova, O. Blinova, O. Steinhart, etc.) is described, that may be used primarily
within the semasiological approach to the study of lexical units. The specifics of the
terminological vocabulary require a specification of the reception of motivational
analysis in view of system-oriented tendencies in the terminology areas. The
proposed scheme of motivational analysis has an onomasiological direction
[[umbai 2009, p. 81-82].

Undeniably, in modern linguistics, the relevant is a cognitive trend of research,
which enables the study of the mental mechanisms of organization the language
system. The analysis of terminological vocabulary in the cognitive aspect are
reflected in the works of L. Buyanova, V. Leychik, O. Selivanova, E. Sorokina,
L. Fedyuchenko, O. Yuzhakova and others. In our opinion, the cognitive approach to
the research of motivation in the field of terminology enables to reach the maximum
of types of motivational relations, to predict the motivation base of the nomination,
based on the conceptual structure of a certain science and onomasiological-derivative
possibilities of a particular language.

Motivational (in a wider sense-nominating) processes must meet the needs of
communication, in the field of science in particular, since to have a good command
of scientific discourse, to guide and correcting the research is possible only with the
use of a unified, standardized (on the internal and intersectoral levels) system of
terms. The motivational aspect of the study of terminological units is directly related
to the systematic trends in the development of terminology. The methodology of
motivation research suggested by us is validated on the basis of the modern
Ukrainian terminology of construction and architecture in comparison with the
English one, that has theoretical (enriched knowledge about the term as a type of a
linguistic sign) and applied (lexicography, textbook creation, etc.) value.
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