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ABSTRACT

The article examines innovative word-formation patterns in contemporary Russian, with a
focus on neologisms emerging in media, digital communication and computer-related
discourse. On the basis of classical Russian derivational theory and recent research on active
processes, the study systematises productive mechanisms such as affixal innovations,
compressive models (clipping, acronymy, blending) and hybrid Anglo-Russian formations.
Following E.A.Zemskaya’s understanding of word formation as a special type of linguistic
activity, the paper interprets neological derivation as a sensitive indicator of socio-cultural
change. Empirical generalisations are drawn from descriptions of derivational neologisms in
dictionaries and scholarly works on key words of the epoch, media neologisms and computer
terminology.

Keywords: Russian language, word formation, neologisms, blends, clippings, borrowings,
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INTRODUCTION

In contemporary Russian linguistics, word formation is viewed not only as a subsystem of
grammar but also as a dynamic mechanism that reflects the changing linguistic picture of the
world. Following E.A.Zemskaya, derivation may be interpreted as the activity of speakers who
exploit the formal resources of the language to create new lexical units and meanings [3. 24].
Classical descriptions of Russian derivation in the works of N.M.Shansky, L.I.Nemchenko,
V.N.Musatov and Zemskaya herself emphasise the relative stability of affixal and
compositional patterns. At the same time, numerous studies of active word-formation
processes and neologisms by N.S.Valgina, M.A.Lykov, M.A.Krongauz, N.V. Shishikina and
others reveal zones of accelerated change within this subsystem.

METHODS AND LITERATURE REVIEW

The study employs a combination of descriptive, structural-semantic, comparative and
quantitative methods (applied to published data), as well as corpus-based and contextual
analysis.

The theoretical framework is grounded in classical Russian derivational studies, where word
formation is interpreted as a system of types and models linking base and derivative.
Zemskaya defines word-formation type through the regular correlation of the meanings and
structures of the base and the derivative, emphasising that “the meaning of the base motivates
the meaning of the derivative” [2, 64]. Important contributions belong to N.M.Shansky (word-
formation nests and rows), V.N.Nemchenko (systemic description of suffixal and prefixal
patterns), V.N.Musatov (morphological and phonological constraints).
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Research on the dynamics of word formation since the late 20th century focuses on active
processes and derivational neologisms. N.S.Valgina analyses shifts in productivity of suffixes,
the expansion of colloquial and expressive models and the penetration of conversational
derivation into public communication [1, 13]. A.G.Lykov pioneered the systematic study of
occasional word formation, treating occasionalisms as a special zone of lexical experimentation
that reveals latent possibilities of derivational patterns [4, 42].

RESULTS
1. Affixal and affixoid innovations
One of the most visible areas of innovation is the development of new affixal patterns and
affixoids that concentrate semantic fields typical of late modernity: market relations,
technologies, media and entertainment. Following Zemskaya’s idea that derivational activity
“organises the lexical system around productive semantic centres” [2, 72], many authors note
the special role of words such as krizis, brand, blog, Internet as derivational attractors [5, 90].
For example, derivatives like aHTHMKpM3UCHBINA, KPH3NUCHUK, OPEHIOBBIM, OpeHIHMPOBAHUE,
OJstorep, 0JI0rNePCTBO, 3a0JI0TUTH, MHTEPHEeTU3AIINs, HHTepHeT-3aBucuMEbIil demonstrate both the
productivity of traditional suffixes (-HbIi, “HEEK, -ep, -cTBO, UThb, -1is) and the emergence of
affixoid-like elements (anTH-, HETEpHET").
N.Samylicheva shows that derivational activity of affixes attached to keywords of the epoch
makes it possible “to identify the specifics of the linguistic picture of the world of the modern
language” [6, 48]. The high frequency and semantic centrality of such bases explain the
proliferation of complex derivatives: aHTUKPHU3UCHBIN HaKeT, AaHTUKPU3UCHUK, TU3AMHEPCKUH,
3aam3aiiHepUTh, IIepe3allyck, mepesarpyska in business and media texts. At the same time,
evaluative and expressive suffixes (-umk, -eHBK-, -yxa, -mma) remain actively involved in
colloquial innovation (kpeaTHBYMK, MIO3UTHBYUMK, P:RAUKA, YIOTHEHBKO).

2. Compressive word-formation: clippings, acronyms, blends

Another cluster of innovations relates to compression of linguistic form. Studies of modern
Russian media and everyday communication emphasise the growing role of shortened and
blended units as markers of speed, informality and group identity. Clippings such as yausep
(yauBepcuret), cMapT (cMapTdon), bamapaiismar — daHIpaiia, fok (TOKTOp, JOKYMeHT) coexist
with acronyms like EI'D, BUII, CMM, MOMO and hybrid spellings (raiik, pemocr, KoOMMeHT
— JafiKaTh, PEIOCTHYTH, 3aKOMMEHTHTE).

Blending (xomTammuarmsa) produces expressive and often playful neologisms: ramypn
(rmaMmyp + TycOBKa), IIOJTUTTEXHOJIOTHSA — IIOJIUTTYCOBKA, MHQombran (mHopManus + IBIraH),
KaBUIUBAH, KoBUAMOT in the context of the pandemic. Analyses of Russian blends underline
their dual nature: they satisfy the need for compression while simultaneously increasing
expressivity and evaluative load.
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Word-formation
method

Structural pattern

Typical examples
(attested in research)

Dominant functions

Affixal derivation

Base (often a
“keyword”) +
suffix/prefix

OpEeHIOBEIH,
KPU3UCHUK,
GJI0repCTBO,
MHTEPHETU3AIIN,
AHTUKPUIUCHBIHN

Conceptual
structuring,
categorisation

BeO-gu3aliuep,

.. .. ) UHQOIIPOAYKT, ) .
Affixoids / combining Semi-bound elements (borpony Naming new domains,
. Meamaodpas, . ..
forms + Russian morphology . terminologisation
JIOTOLIEHTPUYHEIH,
HETUKET
. YHHBEpP, CMapT, JIOK, Economy, informality,
Clippings Truncated base .
KOMII, IIPEIIo n-group code
.. Bureaucratic and
A Initial components of EI'G, BUII, CMM, fossi 1
cronyms . . rofessiona
y multiword units MUYC, PAHXul'C P .
compression
MHQOILIBITAH,
. KOBHUIHOT, ..
Blends Overlapping segments 8 Expressivity,
TIOJIUTTYCOBKA, .
(komTaMUHATINT) from two bases evaluation, humour

pycodobus —
pycodobumk

Hybrid Anglo-Russian
derivatives

English base +
Russian affixation

JalKaTh, 3aTyTJINTh,
PEeToCTHY Th,
CTPUMUHT, PEMKOBBIA

Integration of
borrowings, colloquial
innovation

Zero derivation /

Change of part of
speech without overt

TYTJINTh, KPEaTHuB,
OU3JIafK —

Functional expansion,

conversion . . verbalisation
marking IU3JIANKHYTh
. . | Non-standard .
Graphic / orthographic 1 Lati 4to, kruto, prewved, Identity, playfulness,
. . spelling, Latin— . . .
1nnovation p & PYHeT, JIaUK, XeuTep internet style

Cyrillic mixing

Table 1. Innovative word-formation mechanisms in contemporary Russian media discourse

3. Hybrid Anglo-Russian models and computer neologisms

A particularly productive and socially salient sphere of innovation is computer and internet
terminology. Abbas and Humud, analysing Russian computer neologisms, demonstrate that
borrowings enter the language both as intact lexical units (browser, chat, spam) and as bases
for Russian derivational patterns (uatel, 3acmamMwuTh, 3a6aHWTH, JafKaTh, 3aTyIJIUTh,
angeiitayTs). This confirms Ulukhanov’s observation that units of the word-formation system
are defined not only by origin but by their ability to participate in productive derivational
models. Studies of key words of the epoch show that Anglo-American borrowings like openy,
TpeH/, pedTuHr, UMuIE, nuap have become such keywords and display high derivational

activity: OpeHI0BBIN, OpeHIUHT, PeOPEeHTUHT, TPEHIOBBIH, PEHTUHTOBRIN, THAPUTH, TUAPIIUK.
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Socio-cultural
‘keywords of the epoth’

! , ,

Affixal & Compressive Hybrid
affixoid patterns Anglo-Russian
derivatives (clippings, formations
acronyms,
blends)
Media & advertising Computer/
discourse internet discourse

v

Mass usage, colloquial
speech

Figure 1. Interaction of innovative word-formation mechanisms in contemporary Russian

DISCUSSION

The results confirm the general thesis of Zemskaya’s word formation as activity: innovative
derivation is not a marginal phenomenon but a core mechanism by which speakers adapt the
lexical system to new realities. Affixal innovations and affixoids demonstrate the flexibility of
the Russian derivational system: while the inventory of basic affixes remains largely stable,
their combinatorial possibilities and semantic ranges expand, especially in combination with
socially salient bases. This corresponds to the observations of N.S.Valgina about the
“Intensification of derivational processes in zones of semantic and stylistic tension” [1, 25].
Compressive and hybrid patterns demonstrate a strong orientation toward economy and
globalisation. Clippings, acronyms and blends drastically reduce the length of linguistic units,
but they also increase the density of social and evaluative meaning, functioning as markers of
group identity, irony or scepticism.

CONCLUSION
Innovative word-formation in contemporary Russian represents a coherent and multi-layered
system of mechanisms that respond to socio-cultural change, technological development and
transformations of communicative practice. Affixal and affixoid innovations, compressive
patterns and hybrid Anglo-Russian formations operate on a common theoretical basis
described in classical derivational studies, but their current activation creates new zones of
productivity linked to keywords of the epoch and to specific discourse domains.
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