
5

3 
 

 
 
 

   
 

 
 

 
 

. 
: 

 
 

. 

-

 

14]. 
 - -

 

68]. 

 
.  

 

  

 

18].  



ISSN 2076-5770. . 2015. 7 (340) 

4 
 

 

 

 
 

  
-

  

81-

13].  

-

 -
 

-  

 
   388].  

 
  



5

5 
 

  

  

 
  

 
 

 

  -

 
 

 
 
 

  

  125-

 
, 

, 
,  

 

 



ISSN 2076-5770. . 2015. 7 (340) 

6 
 

-

-
 

   
 

  

 

  

 
 

-
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

.   

 
[13,  50].  



5

7 
 

 

  
  

-

grave accent acute accent, 

 

   

 
  

 
 

  
 

 
 
 

 

-
 

   

 ) 
(

). 

). 



ISSN 2076-5770. . 2015. 7 (340) 

8 
 

-

 

( , ). 

), 

, 

 

-

 

,  
 

 
  

 

 

 
 

 
1.    

  .    5 33.  
2.    

   Academia, 2000.  218  
3.      

 .    85. 
4.      256  
5.      , 1985.     
6. - -   - - // 

     , 1990.   68 81. 



5

9 
 

7.  .      
  .   , 1981.   

8.     .    614  
9.    

       
-    389. 

10.    
   137. 

11.    .  -  844  
12.    .  -

2008.   
13.   / 

  .    28   
14.  

    278 289. 
15. Kittay E. Semantic Field and the Structure of Metaphor  Kittay,  Lehrer // Studies in Language. 1981.  

 P. 31 63. 
16. Lakoff G. Metaphors We Live By / G. Lakoff,  Johnson.  Chicago, London : University of Chicago Press, 

1980.  242 p. 
17. Lakoff G. The Contemporary Theory of Metaphor / G. Lakoff // Metaphor and Thought / d. by Andrew Ortony. 

 Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 1993.  P. 202 251. 
18. Rudzka-Ostyn B. Metaphoric Processes in Word Formation: The Case of Prefixed Verbs  Rudzka-Ostyn // The 

Ubiquity of Metaphor.  Amsterdam : Benjamins, 1985.  P. 209 241. 

 11.03.15 
 14.05.15 

 

 

 
 

 
 
Summary. Selivanova O. O. A cognitive mechanism of metaphor in linguistics terminology 

(in Russian language) 
This article focuses on the cognitive mechanism s application in the Russian linguistic 

terminology. It determines the basic donor domains which supply signs to the domain of linguistics, as well 
as the types of metaphoric transferences used in the linguistic terminology. Such types of metaphorization 
are structural, gestalt, diffuse, sensory and axiological. 

Having considered the donor and recipient domains integration mechanism, the author provides 
several types of metaphorization: structural, diffuse, gestalt, sensory and axiological. The structural type is 
characterized by the integration of donor and recipient domains on the basis of one common cognitive 
feature in the propositional structures of both domains. The diffuse type is based on the integration of two 
scenarios or the complex of the united domains associations. The gestalt type presupposes the usage of the 
signs from the donor domains to designate the linguistic notions on the basis of gestalts as the constant 
coherent components of consciousness. The sensory type grounds on synaesthesia as the psychological 
phenomenon of one feeling provoked by the non-specific stimulus of the other feeling. The axiological type is 
stipulated by the evaluation of the metaphoric motivator of the term. 

The donor domains that provide signs to the linguistic term system of the Russian language are 
different. The most productive are the domains of kinship, family, music, economics, politics, botany, war, 
sport, various artifacts etc. The list of linguistic terms includes a range of metaphoric namings or word 
combinations with metaphoric components, given in inverted commas. Such naming are not yet terms, they 
are usually called terminoids related to the periphery of the terminological field of linguistics. 

Key words: metaphor, linguistic terminology, donor domain, recipient domain, gestalt, synaesthesia. 


