
194

, ,  (
)  [4, . 200]. , ,  thief, 

.
. , 

.
 – «  – ». , 

.  28  55, 
51 % : fishing ) – , inflow ( ) – ; shoe ( ) –

; dish ( ) – ; shoulder ( ) – , finger ( ) –
, swivel ( ) – . 

, .
, 

, . , 
. 

, 
. 

, 
.

1. . . . – ., 1984. – 152 .
2. . .  // . . –

., 1977. – . 162–189.
3. Crump, Games G. Russian and English glossary of oil and gas terms. – 2001. – 122 p.
4. . . . – 2- ., . . – .:

, 2003. – 349 .

. . , . . , 

. ., 

E-mail: delightful@sibmail.com

Dubanosova E. E.

METAPHOR AS A WAY OF TERM FORMATION IN OIL AND GAS DISCOURSE
The purpose of this article is to describe the metaphorical nominations in oil and gas discourse, to determine their type

and to compare Russian and English metaphorical units. The relevance of this topic is explained by insufficient study of metaphor
in engineering discourse both in Russian and in English languages and by the lack of specialized metaphorical dictionaries which
the specialists in the oil and gas sphere need for. The article provides a classification of metaphors in English, reveals the symme-
try and asymmetry in translation into Russian, analyzes the causes of this phenomena.
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METAPHOR IN TERM FORMATION OF NUCLEAR POWER ENGINEERING
The  paper  shows  the  results  of  the  contrastive  analysis  of  terms  formed  with  the  help  of  metaphors.  Frequent  use  of

emotionally-expressive means of language represents the relevance of this study. The aim of this paper is to analyze metaphors
and terms formed with the help of metaphors in texts of nuclear power. The analysis has revealed the role of the use of metaphors
in scientific text; examples with detailed description were made.
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