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PHRASEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL OF FOREIGN LANGUAGES
The work is dedicated to one of the basic concepts anthropocentric linguistics - personality language. Firstly, the article

considers the problem of phraseological potential of foreign languages in personality language of higher school’s students, on the
material of the student newspaper in Tomsk, as well as online forums. The results showed that the main objective is the transfor-
mation of student’s phraseology is encoding data lexical units for the purpose of enrichment and brightness of the student‘s sub-
language.
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:

 – 38 (38 %) (biofilms, stand, phenotype, dyad, magnitude, biodiversity,
metapopulation, coevolution, acidification, rhizobia . .);

 – 62 (62 %) (subcellular reactions, ant plan, open population, predator–
prey relationships, extra oral nectar, selective pressures, leaf protein concentrate . .)

, 
 1,6 . , 

. 
, . , 

: , 
 [5, . 15]. 

.

. : ,
, . 62 

:

52 (83,9 %) 9 (14,5 %)
, 

1 (1,6 %)
water depression
population trends
open population
activation energy
selective pressures
kelp forests
deciduous forests
dead wood
population dynamics
keystone species
population density
behavioral plasticity
social mammals
elevated shore
benthic zone

old growth forest
second growth forest
leaf protein concentrate
maternal carryover effects
gross primary production
species distribution models
consumer–resource relationship
anthropogenic climate change
predator–prey relationships

diversion of flow of rivers

http://www.esajournals.org/loi/ecol).
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foraging behavior
food web

. .

.

.  62
:

Adj+N 29 (46,8 %) 1. subcellular reactions
2. cellular respirati
3. extra oral nectar
4. open population
5. selective pressures
6. zoonotic disease
7. benthic zone
8. natural setting
9. environmental associations
10. riparian forest
11. aboveground biomass
12. Geomorphic processes
13. geomorphic agent
14. gravitational forces
15. incised valley
16. tropical forest

N+N 22 (35,5 %) 1. water depression
2. ant plant
3. population trends
4. activation energy
5. kelp forests
6. population dynamics
7. erosion rate
8. granodiorite plutons
9. canopy trees
10. lowland forest
11. tree diameter

N+N+N 4 (6,5 %) 1. species distribution models
2. predator–prey relationships
3. consumer–resource relationship
4. leaf protein concentrate

Adj+N+N 4 (6,5 %) 1. anthropogenic climate change
2. maternal carryover effects
3. second growth forest
4. old growth forest

Of-phrase 1 (1,6 %) diversion of flow of rivers
adj+adj+N 1 (1,6 %) gross primary production
N’s+N 1 (1,6 %) species’ niche

,   adj+N,  
 46,8 %. ,  N+N (35,5 %). 

, 
.

, : 
,  (

), :
We investigated the responses of biomass accrual, gross primary production (GPP), community
respiration (CR), and N2 xation to warming during bio lm development in a streamside channel
experiment. Areal rates of GPP, CR, biomass accrual, and N2 xation scaled positively…
Where and E is the activation energy (AE; in eV) <…> the AEs for respiration and gross primary
production…
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Aleksandrova V. A.

STRUCTURAL FEATURES OF ENGLISH SCIENTIFIC ECOLOGICAL DISCOURSE
TERMINOLOGY

The article deals with the structural classification of the terms occurring in English scientific ecological discourse. The
research is relevant due to the prominence of English in international environmental science communication, development of eco-
terminology and the need for that terminology to be organized. The purpose is to analyze 100 terms syntactically and morphologi-
cally. The method proposed is the linguistic description (including collection, analysis, quantification, classification of the mate-
rial). The results: the proportions of simple and complex terms were identified (simple terms make 38 %, complex terms make
62 %, 83,9 % of them have two components) and the typical morphological models were found (the most typical modes are adj+N
and N+N).
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