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ASSOCIATIVE SIGNS IN THE PROCESS OF SECONDARY NOMINATION

In the article we’ve shown, that associations can be both individual and collective in their nature. In the first case they influence the use
of any lexical unit by the individual. In the second case individual and collective associations determine the place of this or that lexical unit
in the coordinate system of the English and Ukrainian languages as a whole. In this way, Extra-linguistic associations, by their very nature,
are fixed in any language and become its facts.

We indicate, that in Linguistics nouns of primary nomination are also defined as unmotivated terms, they are perceived by native
speakers as some “primitive ones”. The way or motives of the formation of lexical units of primary nomination can only be determined
through etymological or historical analysis. Thus, we paid a great attention in our research to the secondary nomination, the units of which
are perceived as morphological or semantic derivatives of it. We showed, that the following concepts were closely related to the concept of
secondary nomination: motivation, motivated, motivational sign (a motivator) and the internal forms of this word. Motiveness is understood
as different characteristics of surrounding us word, which implies on the connection of sounds and structures of lexical units. In such a
way the meaning of lexical units can be explained by the correlation of this word with mono-root and/or mono-structural forms of words.

Motivation is defined as a process, which includes some internal form and its means of conveying signs or characteristics of the
denotation of lexical units. So, we think, that motivation itself is the result of the word-forming act. The authors of the article consider
motivation to be a kind of preverbal psychologized act, the purpose of which is to reflect some basic dominant features of the denotation of
lexical units in the semantic space of the word. It is shown that the internal form of a linguistic sign is a predictable way of the explication
in the semantic structure of the word’s extra-linguistic content, a motivational sign of it. In such a way the motivation of any lexical unit is
the result of a nominative act, which reflects the motivational sign of the word’s denotation.

It was proved, that qualifying interpretations of the object of designation were carried out, at the same time, through a sign, having been
chosen by a social group, which also belongs not to a single object, but to a class of objects and, accordingly, represented a generalized
and typified representation of a quality, property, characteristics of the designation object. We, in turn, adhere to the point of view that an
equal sign can be placed between the most noticeable item that is marked and points out the main sign. Probably, we can talk about a certain
subjectivity of associative features, which are taken into account as the basis for the formation of a new unit, at the stage of its appearing.

We showed, that the main concept of the theory of word formation was the concept of a derived word, based on which we’ll describe the
word formation system of a specific language and define its boundaries. So, we will consider derived words from the onomasiological aspect,
from the point of view of how new names, new designations, new nominative signs arise, develop and functioned within the derived word.

Keywords: associations, associative signs, individual associations, collective associations, morphological derivatives, semantic
derivatives, motiveness.

Muxanvuyx Hamania Onexcanopiena,
OOKMOP NCUXONOSTUHUX HAVK, NPOghecop,
Pisnencoruti 0eparcagnutl cymanimapruil ynigepcumen
leawkeeuu Epnecm Eodyapoosuu,
KAHOUOAM NCUXONOZITYHUX HAVK,
Pisnencokuii Oeporcasnuii cymanimapuuil yHisepcumem

ACOIIIATUBHI O3HAKH B ITIPOIIECI BTOPUHHOI HOMIHAIIII

B cmammi nokasano, wo acoyiayii modcyme npuiimamu sAx iHOUgiOyanbHull, max i KoiekmusHull xapaxmep. Y nepuiomy 6unaoxky 6oHu
CYMMEBO BNIUBAIOMb HA BHCUBAHHS NEBHOT IEKCUUHOI OOUHUYT OKPEMUM IHOUBIOOM, Y OPY2OMY — BUSHAYAIOMb Micye Yi€l 1eKCUYHOT 00UuHUYi
6 napaouemi MOSHUX CUCEM aH2IUCLKOI Ma YKpaincbkoi Mog y yinomy. Tum camum no3amosni, 3a c80€io cymmio, acoyiayii 3aKpinaoioms-
cs1.6 MO8I | cmatoms ii pakmamu.

3asnaueno, wo y ninegicmuyi HAUMeHy6aHHa NePEUHHOT HOMIHAYIT MAKOJIC BUSHAYAIOMbCA AK HEGMOMUBOBAH] MEPMIHU, 6OHU CHPULL-
MAOMbCA HOCIAMU MOBU AK «nepeichiy. Takum YuHoM, 6usHaUamMu cnocio abo Momusu ixHb020 YMEOPEHHs MOJICHA ule 3a 00NOMO20H
emumonoeiunozo abo icmopuunozo ananizy. OOunuyi s MOpuUHHOT HOMIHAYTT CHPULMATOMbCA AK MOPPONO02IUNT 60 CMUCTOB] NOXIOHI nep-
woi. Ilokasano, wo 3 NOHAMMAM 6MOPUHHOI HOMIHAYIT WINbHO NOB A3aHI MAKI NOHAMMS. GMOMUBOBAHICINb, MOMUBAYIS, MOMUBYEAILHA
o3naka (momueanm) i eHympiwins hopma croga. I1io 6Momugo8anicmio npuitHamMo po3ymimu 61acmu8oCmi cioed, 36 130K 36YUaHHs | 3HA-
YeHHS AK020 MOJICHA NOACHUMIL 30 00NOMO2010 CRiBEIOHECEHHS 0aHO020 C106a 3 00HOKOPEHeGUMU i/ab0 0OHOCMPYKIYPHUMU YINEOPEHHAMU.

Momusayis eusnavaemvca sk npoyec, HympiwHs popma, sk 3acid nepedadi osHak abo enacmusocmeli 0eHOMama, i 61acHe BMOMUBO-
8AHICMb € Pe3yNbMamoM CO60YMEOPIO6ANbHO20 akma. Mu eeadcaemo Momusayiio c60EPiOHUM 008epOATbHUM NCUXON02I308AHUM AKNOM,
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Mema sKo20 — 8i00bpasumu 6 cemManmuyi c08a OOMIHY8AIbHI 0O3HAKU denomama. Buympiwins hopma mMoeHoeo 3naxa € cnocobom excn.ii-
Kayii 6 cemManmuyi cno6a noO3amo6HO20 3MICIY, MOMUBYEANbHOI O3HAKU, d 6MOMUBOBAHICINb CI08A € Pe3YIbIMAMOM HOMIHAMUEHO20 AKMY,
8 AKOMY BI00OPAICEHO MOMUBYBATILHY O3HAKY OCHOMAMA.

Jloseoero, wo keanipixamueri ocmucients: 00 €Kma nO3Ha4eHHs 30IUCHIIOMbCA, PA30M 3 MUM, Yepe3 0OPAaHY COYidNbHOI 2PYNoio
O3HAKOI0, SIKUU MAKOIC HATEAHCUNb He 00 OOUHUUHO20 NPeOMenty, a 00 Kidcy npeomemis i, BI0N08IOHO, 61AE cOO0I0 Y3a2albHe e | MUNizo-
8ame Ys6i1eHHs Wooo AKOCMI, 61ACMUeOCmi i m.n. 06 °exma nosnaienns. Mu, 6 c6oio uepey, O0MpUMYEMOCs MOUKU 30DV, WO MidC HAOLIbUL
NOMINHOIO 03HAKOIO, AKA NOZHAYAEMBCS, | 20106HOIO OHAKOIO MOJICHA NOCMABUMUL 3HAK pigHocni. Hmosipno, mu moanu 6 2060pumu wjooo
NesHOI Cy6 €EKMUBHOCIT ACOYIAMUBHUX O3HAK, SKI OEPYMbCsi 3a OCHOBY YMBOPEHHS HOB0I 0OUHUYI, HA emani it 3apoodCeH s Moujo.

Toxasano, wo 20108HUM NOHAMMAM MeEOPIi CLOBOMBOPEHHSL € NOHAMMIA NOXIOHO20 CNO8d, 3 ONOPOIO HA WO MU [ ONUCYEMO CNOBO-
meopuy cucmemy KOHKpemHoi mosu i eusnavacmo ii mesici. Omoice, mu 6y0emo po3ensioamu NoXioHi c108a 6 OHOMACIONOLTYHOMY ACneKmi,
3 MOYKU 30pY MO0, K SUHUKAIONb, PO3GUBAIOMBCSL | (DYHKYIOHYIOMb 8 MEJICAX NOXIOH020 CL08A HOBI HAUMEHYBAHHS, HOBL NOZHAYEHHS], HOGI
HOMIHAMUGBHI 3HAKU.

Kniouogi cnosa: acoyiayii, acoyiamueni o3naxu, inougioyaibui acoyiayii, Konekmueni acoyiayii, Mopgonoeiuni depusamu, cemanmudy-
HI Oepugamu, 6MOMUBOBAHICIb.

The actuality of the problem of the research. The actuality of the problem of this article we’ll explain by some universal
mechanisms that apply to any linguistic system. And only the study of the nominative systems of two or more languages in a
comparative aspect allows us to outline the circle of similar and specific characteristics that determine the national distinctiveness of
lexical units (Alahmadi, Shank & Foltz, 2018). Thus, the cumulative function of the language allows the partner of communication
not only to accumulate, but also to record and transmit the experience of many generations (Batel, 2020).

In the paradigm of nomination the cumulative function of the language is manifested by the fact that the division of speech
acts occurs not only on the basis of verbal signs that are materially different from each other, but also in a view of the semantic
transformations of the same signs. In other words, the material embodiment of the person’s knowledge about the world is expressed
not simply in words, but also in phrases that potentially have the ability to convey not one, but several meanings, such as taking into
account the content meaning of lexical units, when they appear as different units of nomination (Ferreira, Henderson, Anes, Weeks
& McFarlane, 1996). In the “Explanatory dictionary of Ukrainian” (2020) we read, that the subject of the nomination is defined
as the process of studying and description of the general laws of the formation of linguistic units, which imply the interaction of
thinking, process of generation of the language and the reality in cognitive processes. In such a way this subject actualizes the role
of personally significant (pragmatic) factor in the selection of signs that are the basis of nomination, the study of speech techniques
of the explanation of the nomination — these are acts, means and methods (Taymaunuii cioBHuK ykpaincekoi moBH, 2020: 339).

Nominative activity of lexical units in linguistics is explained in the form of the triad “a reality — a concept — a name” (Heidari,
2019). Any language is outlined by each component of this paradigm with specific characteristic features which are implied only
for this language. The nomination is explained in the paradigm of the concept as the opinion that in a generalized form reflects
the objects or phenomena of the reality, confirms the connections between them by fixing general and specific signs that show the
characteristics of objects and phenomena, the relationships between them (Taymaunuii cnoBHuk ykpaincekoi mosu, 2020: 413). So,
the actuality of the problem of associative signs in the process of secondary nomination is no doubt.

The analysis of recent researches and publications. The concept represents the content of the nomination, which includes
emotional and expressive means in addition to linguistic signs and categories. The name is recognized by our consciousness as a
certain sequence of sounds, which are correlated with one or another specific language code, and they are individual for each ethno-
cultural community (Bates, Maechler, Bolker & Walker, 2014). As a result of the nomination process lexical units of the language
appear. These are categories denoting validity, which together form a coherent linguistic picture of the person’s world (Drigas &
Karyotaki, 2017).

During its existence the language forms a certain set of word-forming techniques. They can be supplemented or transformed over
time, but one thing always remains unchanged processes, which denote the nominative mechanism of generation in each language,
despite the presence of universal features (Alahmadi & Foltz, 2020). The last ones are unique. And it is this fact that makes the
existence of the language possible. The value having been attached to the unit at the time of its appearance in the communicative
act is its peculiar linguistic and cultural index. In linguistics in the process of determining the lexical meaning it is possible to take
into account the necessary semantic features and differential features of denotation of lexical units (Cilibrasi, Stojanovik, Riddell
& Saddy, 2019). Under the conditions of organizing lexical units into groups, as a rule, a representative lexeme is taken as a basis,
which expresses a common feature to all categories having been included into this paradigm.

It is quite obvious that the representation of the world in different languages cannot be paradigmatic, because the experience
having been involved into the semantic division of the objective world of the speakers of these languages does not coincide in each
lexical unit. We’ve to note that the history of the vocabulary is closely and organically connected with the history of the creation of
lexical units in everyday life, culture, science, technology, with the history of public worldviews. In this case the connection between
the language and the history of social development is revealed directly and harmoniously.

So, the purpose of our research is to present and to describe associative signs in the process of secondary nomination, using the
concept of “clothing”.

The tasks of our research are:

1. To describe integral component of the Theory of Nomination.

2. To show nominative motives.

3. To present the names of clothing in both English and Ukrainian languages in the synchronic aspect, which can be divided into
two groups: the names of the primary nomination; the names of the secondary nomination.

4. To show the role of associative signs in the process of secondary nomination, using the concept of “clothing”.

The main results of the research. Contemporary linguistics cites a sufficiently large amount of evidence regarding the
uniqueness of the segmentation of the surrounding world in certain language systems. In such a way the language represents a certain
view of the reality, which may be similar in different languages, but in no case it is identical.
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The integral component of the Theory of Nomination (and, above all, the Theory of secondary Nomination in its nature) is
certainly the theory of motivational (derived) nomination, which was developed in the researches of foreign linguists (Ware, Damnee,
Djabelkhir, Cristancho, Wu & Benovici, 2017).

Nomination motives are also studied by linguists mainly in the paradigm of Cognitive Linguistics (Mykhalchuk & Bihunova,
2019). The main task of the Theory of Motivational Nomination is to identify and describe the principles of designation of objects of
surrounding reality, motives, that determine the choice of linguistic means for the purpose of nomination of non-linguistic realities.
The names of clothing in both English and Ukrainian languages in the synchronic aspect can be divided into two groups: 1) names
of the primary nomination; 2) names of the secondary nomination (Fig. 1).

A A word
referent form

Reception The image /pAroduct

N

A word
referent form

Fig. 1. A process of Secondary Nomination

We think, that primary nomination is not a widespread phenomenon in the English and Ukrainian languages. In the vast majority
of cases the formation of new lexical units of any name takes place on the basis of already existing nomination in the language. In
such a way it is the process of Secondary Nomination, which is based on the establishment of associative relationships between two
or more objects of surrounding us reality. This statement also underlines the associative nature of thinking of the individual.

Also we’ve to emphasize that any act of Secondary Nomination is based on establishing of a lot of amount of associative
relationships, which are grounded on similarity or contiguity between different qualities or characteristics of subjects or objects
of surrounding reality. These subjects or objects are usually reflected in already existing meaning of their names (of the names of
subjects or objects). At the same time, a certain object is marked with some special new qualities or characteristics precisely by
reinterpreting this primary (or basic, dominant) meaning. With the help of these processes these new qualities or characteristics are
remade into the processes of Secondary Nomination.

We’ve to emphasize that associative signs having been used in the process of Secondary Nomination may denote the components
of the reinterpretation of the meaning. In such a way such semantic signs are not a part of the distinctive signs of the meaning. At the
same time, the structures of Secondary Nomination in a great degree correlate with the background knowledge of native speakers of
our reality or of the internal form of the meanings of objects or subjects. In such a way different languages show the same realities
of the surrounding world, which can cause different associations of their speakers according to the significant difference of socio-
historical conditions of the existence of societies and their languages.

Associations can be both individual and collective in their nature. In the first case they influence the use of any lexical unit by the
individual. In the second case individual and collective associations determine the place of this or that lexical unit in the coordinate
system of the English and Ukrainian languages as a whole. In this way, Extra-linguistic associations, by their very nature, are fixed
in any language and become its facts.

In Linguistics, nouns of primary nomination are also defined as unmotivated terms; they are perceived by native speakers as
some “primitive”. The way or motives of the formation of lexical units of primary nomination can only be determined through
etymological or historical analysis. As a result of the fact that we did not set ourselves the goal of conducting such type of the
analysis, we paid a great attention in our research to the secondary nomination, the units of which are perceived as morphological or
semantic derivatives of it.

Thus, unmotivated names of clothing in English include: a skirt, boots, trousers, etc. In Ukrainian these are the following lexical
units: cmigaung, 9oborw, mranu. The following concepts are closely related to the concept of secondary nomination: motivation,
motivated, motivational sign (a motivator) and the internal forms of this word. Motiveness is understood as different characteristics
of surrounding us word, which implies on the connection of sounds and structures of lexical units. In such a way the meaning of
lexical units can be explained by the correlation of this word with mono-root and/or mono-structural forms of words.

Scientists (Alexandrov, Boricheva, Pulvermiiller & Shtyrov, 2011; Engle, 2002) define motivation as a process, which includes
some internal form and its means of conveying signs or characteristics of the denotation of lexical units. So, we think, that motivation
itself is the result of the word-forming act. The authors of the article consider motivation to be a kind of preverbal psychologized act,
the purpose of which is to reflect some basic dominant features of the denotation of lexical units in the semantic space of the word.
It is shown that the internal form of a linguistic sign is a predictable way of the explication in the semantic structure of the word’s
extra-linguistic content, a motivational sign of it. In such a way the motivation of any lexical unit is the result of a nominative act,
which reflects the motivational sign of the word’s denotation.

So, we think that the motivation of the internal form of any lexical unit depends on its correlation with its dominant lexical
meaning. In the act of the process of motivational nomination each person establishes a basic connection between original judgments
with some new suggestions, which already exist in any language. These suggestions reflect main individual elements of the original
statement. And, since names of clothing have been formed by the processes of secondary (so called motivated) nominations, they, as
a rule, might include lexical units that came into use at later stages of the development of the English and Ukrainian languages. These
stages are mostly understandable for modern native speakers. At the same time, native speakers can easily determine the principles
of nomination of a certain object.
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We showed that linguocultural models in the English language having been motivated by adjectives are formed with the suffix -s
and have the word-building meanings “a sign of a peculiarity”. The examples of such words are: tight — tights, slack — slacks, short —
shorts, scanty — scanties, slip — slips, false — falsies, brief — briefs. In this case there is a combination of conversion and adding the
ending of the noun set (by analogy with the form of the lexical unit trousers) (Mykhalchuk, Levchuk, Ivashkevych, Er., Yasnohurska
& Cherniakova, 2021).

In this article we’ve analyze the largest group in the English language, which is formed by linguocultural models motivated only
by nouns. These models include those names of clothing which were formed by separating a plural form from the noun in singular.
In this case we have a deal with such a case of this method when the word-building of a new word in this case is complicated by the
transformation of the inflection into a suffix of lexical units. We’ll show the examples and try to explain them.

It should be noted that in the given examples we will present only those meanings of the lexical units which correspond to the
lexical unit “clothes” formed with the help of means of association by the methods of secondary nomination. Such examples are
(Tymaunwuii cinoBHUK, 2022):

A chap (xsionensp) — chaps (kajibconu).

So, the noun «chaps (kambconn)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «xsomnens»:

— a boy — Mainuii, mapy0oK, CHH, XJIOTCIlb, XJIOMYHK;

— a fellow — napy0OK, CymyTHHK, THII, TOBAPHILI, XJIOTEIIb;

— a lad — mapy®6iiiko, xyomnerp, IOHAK;

— a chap — xuorerip;

— a youngster — MaJIloK, MaJia, napy0oK, XJIOM€lb, XJIOMYHK, IOHAK;

— a dog — mauToKa, XJIOTeEllb, CaMellb;

— a jack — mparliBHUK, XJIOTICIIb;

—a bod — xomnenp;

— a dick — xJ10m€e1b, CHINHUK;

— a duck — xyorerp;

— a boche — xyorerp, oo,

— a mac — XJIONeIb, 1apyOoK.

A bottom (HuKHS YacTHHA) — bottoms (Oprokn).

So, the noun «bottoms (Oproku)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «HIKHS YaCTHHAY:

— a bottom — HIKHS YacTHHA,

— underside — HIKHS YacTHHA;

— underneath — HUKHSI YacTUHA;

— downstairs — HIDKHsI YaCTHHA.

Wedge (knun) — wedges (TaHKeTKH).

The noun «wedges (TankeTkn)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «kiau»:

— a wedge — kiuH, rpe0iHb, TPUKYTHA IPU3Ma;

— a gore — KJIMH, JIACTOBUIIS;

— a gusset — KJIMH, BCTaBKa, JIACTOBUIIS;

— a chock — kinH, GanMak, miamipka, DOAyIIKa, MiAIopa, MOJIHO;

— a fid — kiuH, mnuIbKa;

— a cotter — KJIIMH, KOCTUJIb;

— a cleat — kimH, 3aTHCKAY, KJIEMa, TUIAHKA, KPIMUIbHA [UIAHKA, peliKa,

— a quoin — KJIMH, 3aMOK CKJICIIIHHS;

— a shim — ki, 1aiiba;

— a nib — KJIKH, TOCTpUH KIHYHK, 13600 MTaxa, Mepo, BicTpa;

— a scotch — KITHH, HAJPI3.

A tail (xBicT) — tails (ppax).

The noun «tails (¢ppak)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «xBicT»:

— a tail — XBICT, KIHYHK, Te, III0 HAraJaye XBiCT, Kpaii;

— back — xBicT, BUBOPIT, rpebiHb, 3a/1, 3BOPOT, 3BOPOTHS CTOPOHA;

— a brush — xBicT, HOpK, MEH3€b, MIETHHA, KYII;

— a rudder — XBicT, KepiBHHI MPUHLIUII, KEPMO, PYJIb, CTEPHO;

— a tail-end — xBicCT.

A bloomer (6aTon) — bloomers (dprokmu).

The noun «bloomers (6prokn)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «6aTomH»:

— a bloomer — 6arom;

— a loaf — 6atoH.

A trunk (cTB0J1) — trunks (4o/10Bivi maHTaI0HM)

The noun «trunks (4osoBiui mantanonu)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «cTBOI»:

— a trunk — cTBOI;

— a barrel — cTBOJI, aHTaJ, KOTYIIIKA, CKICMiHHI, OapabaH, Kyra,;

— a shaft — cTBoM, ro1007151, AEpIKAK, TUMAp, TUIIEIb, PYKOSITKA;

— a tube — cTBOJI, Kamepa, TpyOa, TpyOKa, TyHelb, THOOHK.

A breech (3an) — breeches (0pumki).

The noun «breeches (Opumxki)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «3am»:

—a breech — 3a, ciguuis;
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—ass —3aj;

— back — 3aj, BUBOpIT, TpebiHb, 3BOPOT, 3BOPOTHA CTOPOHA, KOPHUTO;

— backside — 3ax1, HaBipHi OyaiBIi, BIIX0XKE MiCIle, 3a/IHS CTOPOHA,;

— rear — 3aj1, 3aJ{Hs YaCTUHA, THJI, TWILHUH OiK, 3arijuis;

— behind - 3az;

— buttock — 3ax, cigHuIs;

— posterior — 3aj1, HAIAKH, CIIHULIS;

— croup — 3a/1, KpyIt;

— prat —3az;

— seat — 3aJ1, CUIIHHS, MICIIE, CTIIELb;

— fundament — 3az, cigHuLS;

—arse — 3a].

A heel (kadayxk) — heels (xinoui Tyuri).

The noun «heels (;xinoui Tydui)» is motivated by lexical units denoting «xa6myk»:

— a heel — kaOnyK, KpeH, 11’sATa, MIOopa, 1’ ATKa,

— a bow — kabnyK, NOKJIiH, YKJIiH, OaHT, Tyra, OaHTHK;

— an arch — kabnyk, apka, apkaja, 1yra, He003Bif, paiayra.

So, as for us it is not difficult to establish the principles of choosing and using such a name of clothing in English, such as: a
soaker (from “soak” — to absorb, in Ukrainian “Boupartu”) — it is non-wetting children’s panties (diaper) (in Ukrainian “HerpoMoxka-
104l TSyl Tpycuku (miarysuuk)”), or Ukrainian “mixtapuk” (from “mixtap”) — it is a type of sleeve (in Ukrainian “Buz pykasa”).
Names of clothing, which were formed by the method of secondary nomination, are also defined as high motivated terms, because
this way of creating new lexical units has to take into account one or more specific features (motivational features) of this or that
object. The question of the degree of arbitrariness in the choice of a motivating feature becomes the basis for a new name and still
remains debatable. The answer, indeed, is not unequivocal.

So, we believe that in the case of clothing models the choice of a motivating feature is, as a rule, random one: in the most amount
of cases clothing models are not based on the main, dominant feature, but on the most noticeable, although often accidental feature.
The choice of the very sign of a certain fact of surrounding us reality, which is the basis of the name, turns out to be arbitrary, or,
rather more random, which depends on the degree of explication, and not on the degree of meaningfulness. At the same time, this
item has a number of features, which are essential and non-essential, and their selection with the purpose to indicate the clothing
nomination is, as a rule, random one, which was proved by the results of our research.

We are of the opinion that as a result of the previous motivational process of understanding any object is motivated. We mean the
objects, which name the subjects, which, in turn, form such a structure. This one reflects the most clear differentiating feature of this
object. As a rule, the addressee uses some constant characteristics of the object that have a classification value.

Conclusions

Qualifying interpretations of the object of designation are carried out, at the same time, through a sign, having been chosen by
a social group, which also belongs not to a single object, but to a class of objects and, accordingly, represents a generalized and
typified representation of a quality, property, characteristics of the designation object. We, in turn, adhere to the point of view that an
equal sign can be placed between the most noticeable item that is marked and points out the main sign. Probably, we can talk about
a certain subjectivity of associative features, which are taken into account as the basis for the formation of a new unit, at the stage
of its appearing.

But, if this or that lexical unit becomes a fact of speech, that it is accepted by the entire language of the society. In such a way
we can no longer talk about the randomness of the choice of signs for naming realities. Thus, the theory of derivative nomination
becomes dominant, which, in our opinion, is nothing but the theory of high motivated word.

The main concept of the theory of word formation is the concept of a derived word, based on which we’ll describe the word
formation system of a specific language and define its boundaries. So, we will consider derived words from the onomasiological
aspect, from the point of view of how new names, new designations, new nominative signs arise, develop and functioned within the
derived word.
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