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COMMUNICATIVE AND PRAGMATIC POTENTIAL
OF THE TACTIC OF RATIONAL THESIS JUSTIFICATION
IN ENGLISH AND UKRAINIAN ACADEMIC DISCOURSE

Despite the significant attention that linguists have devoted to the argumentation strategy,
comparative studies of the tactics of its implementation in different texts of academic discourse remain
beyond the scope of linguists. This makes our comparative study particularly relevant, as it aims to
identify common and distinctive characteristics of the tactic of rational justification of the thesis,
which is one of the most common argumentation tactics in the genre of academic articles. The
selected sentence constructions from the academic texts of the same volume, particularly those in
English and Ukrainian in the field of economics, enabled a conclusion to be reached regarding
the implementation of the tactic of rational justification of the thesis. A total of 10,000 characters in
each language were analysed, resulting in the formation of a corpus of 300 sentence structures in
each language. The work of predecessors and the author’s own analysis enabled the identification
of a number of communicative techniques employed in the studied tactics, including argumentative
chains, cause-and-effect argumentation, the use of examples, numerical calculations, and statistical
data. The comparative analysis revealed that the implementation of the highlighted techniques
differed between the two languages. A survey of academic discourse in both English and Ukrainian
revealed that argumentative chains were the most common method of updating the tactics of rational
Justification of a thesis (54% and 41%, respectively). Concurrently, the English-language discourse
is more likely to utilise such linguistic conventions. The utilisation of numerical data and illustrative
examples occurs with equal frequency in both the English-language discourse and the Ukrainian
context (28% and 25% respectively). The use of cause-and-effect argumentation is more prevalent
in Ukrainian-language discourse (34%) than in English-language discourse (18%). The identified
trends reflect both the linguistic and cultural traditions of the academic language.

Key words: communicative and pragmatic linguistics, argumentation strategy, tactics of rational
Justification of thesis, academic discourse, academic communication, pragmatic function, comparison,
multilingual discourses.

Statement of the problem. The field of This approach examines the active component of

argumentation theory is traditionally studied not
only in linguistics, but also by mathematicians,
computer scientists, lawyers, and other professionals.
The complexity of argumentation allows for the
consideration of this phenomenon from various
theoretical perspectives, including communicative,
psychological, cognitive, and pragmatic approaches
[1; 2; 5; 6; 14]. In communicative linguistics and
pragmalinguistics, the study of argumentation
theory is currently the most relevant [10; 11; 14].

128 | Tom 35 (74) N2 3 2024. YactuHa 1

the communicative strategy of argumentation. The
effectiveness of any communicative process depends
on the correct choice of linguistic means that allow
one to construct a chain of arguments, present the main
idea in a clear and concise manner, and emotionally
influence the interlocutor.

A clearly arranged sequence of arguments increases
the effectiveness of argumentation as a strategy of
speech influence. However, in the works of domestic
and foreign linguists, the pragmalinguistic aspect of
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argumentation is still insufficiently covered, which
has led to the relevance of our study.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
The phenomenon of argumentation is a subject
of study for both domestic and foreign linguists
(A.Belova, V. Demyankov, T. Skuratovska, D. Hacker,
J. Dunlosky, A. Graesser, R. Parl, M. Hogan, L. Rolf,
J. Hoefer, etc.). The argumentation has been studied
in a number of different contexts, including political
discourse (L. Alekseenko, L. Zavalska, O. Parshyna),
legal discourse (N. Koval), motivational discourse
(L. Riapolova), conflict discourse (O. Fadeeva) and
manipulative discourse (I. Shkitska). In a broad sense,
communication where argumentation is in demand is
classified as argumentative discourse (K. Besedina,
S. Hladio and S. Chugu, N. Malkovska, I. Pirog, etc.).
However, argumentation in academic discourse has
been studied rather fragmentarily [7; 8]. This includes
N. Doronkina (English-language academic and
technical articles) [11] and S. Dashkova (academic
and educational texts). These considerations serve to
reinforce the relevance of our study.

Consequently, the field of argumentation is a vast
and multifaceted area of research, where the interests
of various disciplines converge. These include logic
and philosophy, cognitive science, neuro-linguistic
programming, and artificial intelligence. An analysis
of recent academic works reveals that the study
of linguistic argumentation is based on logical
and philosophical developments with a discursive
paradigm. Among the existing approaches, we
distinguish three main ones: linguistic-cognitive,
pragmalinguistic, and communicative. From the
perspective of the linguistic and cognitive approach,
argumentation can be defined as a cognitive event
with the objective of creating a specific mental state
in the addressee, whereby fragments of knowledge
are actualised and become components of decision-
making processes [5, p. 46]. The pragmalinguistic
approach interprets argumentation as a type of
speech activity, as a special form of discourse
characterised by the use of language tools to solve
problems in the event of disagreement [10, p. 136].
In the context of the communicative approach,
argumentation is a communicative activity of the
subject, taking into account verbal, non-verbal and
extralinguistic factors, which aims to convince the
addressee of the correctness of their position by
means of justification [12].

In our study, we will rely on the communicative-
pragmatic approach to the interpretation of
argumentation, considering the latter as an important
strategy of academic discourse.

Task statement. The objective of this study
is to identify common and distinctive features in
the implementation of the tactic of rational thesis
justification within the argumentation strategy in
English and Ukrainian academic discourse (on the
example of the genre of academic article).

The empirical basis of the study was formed on
the basis of modern academic articles in the economic
sphere, which are available for free viewing on online
resources. The analysis involved an equal number
of English and Ukrainian language speech samples
extracted from academic articles in the following
journals: The English-language International Journal
of Research in Marketing (https://www.journals.
elsevier.com/international-journal-of-research-
in-marketing/open-access-articles),  Journal  of
Marketing (https://journals.sagepub.com/home/jmx),
and Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science
(https://www.springer.com/journal/117) and
Ukrainian-language =~ Marketing and  Digital
Technologies (https://mdt-opu.com.ua/index.php/
mdt), Marketing in Ukraine (https://uam.in.ua/rus/
projects/marketing-in-ua/arhive.php), Marketing and
Management of Innovations (https://armgpublishing.
com/journals/mmi/). In total, we selected
300 examples of the implementation of the tactic of
rational justification of the thesis of the argumentation
strategy in each language.

Methods. The aim and objectives defined the
primary research methods to be used. The descrip-
tive-analytical method was employed for the analy-
sis of data, whereby the results and conclusions were
further described and generalised. The hypotheti-
cal-deductive approach was used for preliminary
clarification of the essence of argumentation in aca-
demic discourse. Pragmatic analysis was applied to
identify the differential features of the object of study
and consider the interaction between the addressee
and addressee. Finally, the elements of genre analysis
were employed to examine the stratification of aca-
demic discourse according to genre. The comparative
method was employed to establish isomorphic and
allomorphic features of the argumentation strategy
in multilingual academic discourses. The method of
quantitative calculations was used to obtain objec-
tive data on the specifics of the implementation of
the argumentation strategy in the studied discourses.
The classification method was applied to divide the
set of objects under study into subsets according to
the signs of their similarity or difference. Finally, the
inductive-deductive method was used to comprehend
and generalise the studied theoretical and practical
material.
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Qutline of the main material of the study. The
objective of academic discourse is to substantiate spe-
cific positions, hypotheses, arguments and to present
a systematic overview of academic problems in order
to describe, define and explain phenomena in nature
and society, to convey the accumulated knowledge
and to present research outcomes in detail [4, p. 758;
15, p. 23; 16; 17]. As a form of institutional discourse,
academic discourse is distinguished by its reactivity,
objectivity, logicality of the information conveyed
and professional value. Such characteristics are inher-
ent to professional orientation, communication with
the addressee, anthropocentrism, multidisciplinarity,
and so forth [18; 21, p. 23].

The academic style is based on the logical sequence
of presentation, focus on logical perception rather
than emotional and sensual, and the desire for maxi-
mum objectivity [19, p. 243; 20, p. 16]. Consequently,
it is argued that figurative means can interfere with
the clarity of the presentation and accurate coverage
of academic issues. In this context, two opposing
views have emerged in the field of research on the
challenges of academic presentation. The traditional
perspective views the academic style as impartial,
impersonal, devoid of emotional load and expressive
forms. In contrast, the innovative perspective advo-
cates for a radical shift in the attitude towards aca-
demic presentation. In order for academic presenta-
tion to be effective, it must include certain elements
that will capture the reader’s attention, highlight the
most important points of the content, and facilitate
the assimilation of academic thought. These elements
include signs of expression, focus on essential points,
and the facilitation of assimilation of academic
thought.

Concurrently, the evolution of academic paradigms
has also influenced the fundamental characteristics of
academic discourse. In particular, the communicative
and pragmatic focus of the study of academic
discourse is aimed not only at the linguistic design of
strategies and tactics as formative factors of academic
communication, but also at the categorical content
of academic texts, in particular, the peculiarities of
the implementation of authorisation, addressing,
intertextuality, evaluation, expressiveness and other
communicative categories. Among these, the category
of expressiveness is the most ambiguous in terms of
academic language.

The typology of argumentation was carried out
according to numerous criteria. In the context of our
study, the following classifications are of particular
importance: the scope of use, the subject of appeal,
the logical structure of the inference, the structural
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feature, the degree of dependence of arguments, the
type of reasoning, and the degree of explicitness.

Having conducted a critical analysis of previous
works, we have developed our own working
classification scheme of the argumentation strategy
employed in academic discourse. This scheme
encompasses a number of tactics and techniques.
One of the tactics employed in this strategy is the
tactic of rational justification of the thesis. This can
be implemented through the following techniques:
argument chain, cause-and-effect argumentation and
appeal to numerical data, statistics, examples.

The following section presents a comparative
description of the implementation of the selected
techniques.

1) An argumentative chain is a method of
substantiating a thesis by demonstrating that the
subsequent argument logically follows from the
preceding one. In English-language discourse, the
discourse markers of this tactic are the linguistic
units “first”, “second” and “third”. In the context of
Ukrainian-language discourse, the argumentative
chain is introduced by the markers “mo-meprue/
no-apyre / mo-tpete”’. The texts analysed contain
a multitude of such examples, yet this technique
is more prevalent in English discourse (54% and
41% respectively). The following examples (1-5)
demonstrate the clear observation of the rules of
argumentation. Firstly, the thesis is substantiated by
the addressee, and then arguments are presented to
support it. The presentation of a thesis using logical
arguments is an effective method of persuasion. Even
a simple list can be perceived as a logical and orderly
presentation of information for the addressee. The
use of discourse markers allows the sequence of the
argumentant’s thoughts to be clearly delineated.

(1) (THESIS) This can be attributed to several
features of AI. (ARGUMENTS) First, the modalities
of data acquisition are becoming increasingly
intrusive and difficult to avoid. Second, even when
consumers intentionally share information, they are
not aware of how this information is aggregated over
time and across contexts. Finally, data brokers are
largely unregulated and often lack transparency and
accountability.

(2) (THESIS) We aim to make three contributions
to the literature in marketing, innovation, and the
marketing—finance interface. (ARGUMENTS) First,
we propose a managerially actionable explanation
for why some firms that go public beat the post-IPO
innovation slump. innovation imprinting. Second, we
offer an explanation for the apparent contradiction
in the effect of the stock market in encouraging or
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discouraging innovation in public firms. Third, we
document that the innovation slump is by no means
inevitable among firms that go public.

(3) (THESIS) Haszsa cmammi micmums mpu
KIHOYOBUX ACNEeKMU, 5Ki OKpecaroms MONCIUBI
Hanpamku  aiHegicmuunux — 0ocrioscens.  (ARGU-
MENTS) Ilo-nepwe, oo ananizy 3anyueno ymieep-
cumemcvKuil QUCKypc, ¥ Keanigixayii sikoeo i OOHUHI
nemae oonocmatinocmi. Ilo-0pyze, mema axmyanizye
NOHAMMS «HOBUHHUL OUCKYDC», AKULL, X04a i docmam-
HbO O0CHIONCEHUll Y MOBO3HABCMBI [ COYIANbHUX
KOMYHIKaYisx, npome, «iMAIEMEHMYIOUUCY OO0 VHi-
8epcumemcvko20 OUCKYPCY, GiH HAOY8AE HOBUX pUC.
Ilo-mpeme, cvboco0ennuil hopmam yHi6epCumemcoKux
HOBUH — ye Mepedcesd KOMYHIKayisa uepe3 eebcatimu
ma coyianbHi Mepedici, Wo BUCYBAE HUZKY O00AMKOBUX
NPOOIEeMHUX NUMAHb 3 027140y HA Cheyudixky npasma-
MUYHOI 83aemo0dii adpecanma ma adpecama.

The implementation of the tactic of substantiating
a thesis may have a fan-shaped structure. This hap-
pens when the arguments are presented as independ-
ent of each other, as simultaneously substantiating
the thesis. The discourse markers are the insertion
phrases “On the one hand / On the other* in English
and “3 o0no20 60Ky / 3 inwozo 60ky” in Ukrainian.

(4) (THESIS) The commercial and craft logics
provide incompatible prescriptions and competing
demands for firms — a market environment scholars
qualify as institutionally complex. (ARGUMENTS)
On the one hand, the commercial logic orients firm
efforts toward the pursuit of profits and scale. On the
other, the craft logic orients firm efforts toward aes-
thetic engagement.

(5) (THESIS) /{na niosuwenns ixnvoi komepyitinoi,
KOMYHIKaYitinoi 1  eKoHOMIuHOI  eghekmuerHocmi
dopeunum € 0eocmoponuiu nioxio. (ARGUMENTS)
3 00H020 BOKY, HEeOOXIOHO nOKpawysamu AKicmv K
CAMUX KOMYHIKAMUBHUX HOBIOOMAEHb | CNOCoDi8 ix
ROWUPeHHs eleKMPOHHUMU 3acodamu, mak i ycix
MUX Hanpsamie OisibHOCMI.... 3 iHW020 00Ky, 01
WUPULO20 3ATYHUEHHST CROMCUBAYI8 Y Yughposi OizHec-
npoyecu 6apmo RPUOLIAMU Y8Azy PO3GUMKY YUGpo-
8UX YMIHb | HABUYOK NePeCiuHUX SPOMAOSH.....

2) Argumentation can be of a causal nature, pro-
vided that the thesis is substantiated by showing the
cause-and-effect relationship between the argument
and the thesis. In order to persuade the addressee,
the scholar resorts to the use of complex sentences
with subordinating conjunctions, the main and sub-
ordinate parts of which holistically reflect the inten-
tion of the argument, in particular through causal,
consequential semantic and syntactic relations. One
of the key elements in the presentation of the com-

ponents of rational argumentation in English texts is
the use of syntactic constructions, particularly com-
plex subordinate clauses with cause-effect relations.
These clauses, which include subordinating clauses of
cause, purpose, assumption, consequence, and condi-
tion, facilitate the rapid comprehension of the text by
the addressees, who are able to grasp the interconnec-
tion of phenomena of objective reality through the
cause-effect relationship.

The discursive markers of causal argumentation
are connecting words, including “because of,” “so,”
“although,” “thus,” “as a result,” “hence,” and “there-
fore” (in English) and “tomy mo”, “060”, “omxe”
(in Ukrainian). In this instance, the argument may
precede the thesis, reflecting the empirical experience
of the researcher. The following examples illustrate
the use of causal argumentation in different linguis-
tic contexts (6—11). Our observations indicate that
the described technique is typical of both English and
Ukrainian academic discourse. Conversely, within
the selected samples, this technique is more prevalent
in the Ukrainian-language context (18% and 34%,
respectively).

(6) (ARGUMENT) Because individuals tend to
passively accept defaults instead of exercising their
right to opt out, (THESIS) the selection of defaults
by choice architects may lead to suboptimal outcomes
when it does not properly consider preference heter-
ogeneity.

(7) (THESIS) Both interventions enhance donors’
perceived control over the donation target (ARGU-
MENT) because they enable donors to specify which
charitable project to support (or not).

(8) (ARGUMENT) Although investigating how
consumers react to specific planned brand changes
is relevant for acquisitions, (THESIS) it does not
answer our main research questions or shed light on
the signaling value of acquisitions on consumers.

(9) (THESIS) Social media communication is
characterized by a single modality (i.e., text only),
asynchronous interactions (i.e., time lags in the
conversation), and exposure to public scrutiny (i.e.,
broadcasted interactions). (ARGUMENT) There-
fore, de-escalating negative arousal in this distinct
setting is crucial to current-day recovery attempts.

(10)  (ARGUMENT)  Ockinbku  yughposa
exoHomixa Yxpainu Oewo siocmae 6i0 po3sUMKY
yiei' cghepu y nposionux xpainax ceimy, (THESIS)
8ION0GIOHUL 12 OOYINbHO BUKOPUCIOBYBAMU NPU
NPOSHO3YBAHHI 30 AHANOIEIO 3 NEPEHOCOM MEeHOeHYill,
Wo 6aice Maau micye y yux Kpainax Ha Yxpaiuy.

(11) (THESIS) Crooicusuuii subip cmae 6ce oinviu
ippayionanvuum ma nesanedxchum. (ARGUMENTS)
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Tomy ynpasninua npoyecamu monemusayii cmae éce
CKAAOHIUUM, WO NO8 A3AHO i3 HEOOXIOHICIMIO NOULYKY
WAXIB 00 cepysi CnoxHcueayd, GiOCMedNCenHs 1020
yinnocmetl, popmMySanHaM AKICHO20 KOHMEHNT).

3) It is common practice in bilingual discourse to
refer to examples, numerical calculations and statisti-
cal data. It is a common occurrence in both bilingual
discourses to refer to examples, numerical calcula-
tions and statistical data. The proportion of such sam-
ples was found to be approximately the same (28%
in English and 25% in Ukrainian). The addressee’s
evidence may include various facts that are presented
as ready-made, previously obtained. Please refer to
examples (12—15).

(12) Figure 1 provides examples of both strate-
gies.

(13) (THESIS) Depending on how it is imple-
mented, enhancing donor agency could potentially
generate emotional conflicts. (ARGUMENT) For
instance, asking donors to choose between two needy
individuals (e.g., Frida vs. Caroline) implies that they
cannot help them both.

(14) (THESIS) We argue that in the absence of
“better” information, stakeholders use the mere
knowledge that a brand has been acquired as a sig-
nal to form brand inferences, which can be positive
or negative. (ARGUMENT) For example, investors
may view acquisitions as positive signals: an indica-
tion that the brand is valuable and desirable.

(15) Hasuuxu cmeopenus yughposoco KoHmeHmy
03HAYAIOMb  MOJICTUBICID CMBOpeHHsL ma
peoazysantsi meKCcmis, 300padiceis, gi0eomamepiais,
iHmeepysanus — ma  NepepooOsiHHL  YUPPOBUX
mamepianie, cmeopeHHs IHpoOpmayiiHux Odxceper,
npocpamyeants. 30Kpema yi HAGUYKU NOB A3AHI

English

M argument chain

M cause-and-effect
argumentation

the use of numerical
data, statistics,
examples

3 pobomoio 3 mexcmamu (Word) uu uucrosumu
Ooanumu (Excel).

(16) dani 3acanvHonayionanvHo2o ONUMYBAHHSL
HOKA3YI0OMb, WO NOCMIUHO 30IIbUWYEMbCA YACMKA
Kopucmysauie mepedici [nmepnem ceped 0opocnoeo
Hacenenns, y 2021 p. eona docsaena 92 % nopigusano
388 %y 2019 p.

A summary of our findings is presented in Fig. 1.

Conclusion. The strategy of argumentation is an
essential component of academic discourse. This
strategy is founded upon a multitude of intentional
needs of the addressee. The primary objective of this
intention is to argue and substantiate a hypothesis,
to present the author’s idea in a logical manner,
and to provide accurate and precise terminology
regarding the research. The tactics of rational
justification of the thesis include the following
techniques: argumentative chain, cause-and-effect
argumentation, the use of examples, numbers, and
statistics. A comparative study of the implementation
of the tactic of rational justification of the thesis
revealed that this tactic employs a number of
linguistic units that facilitate the structuring of an
academic presentation in terms of an argumentative
chain, cause-and-effect relationships, and the use of
static and quantitative calculations. Our observations
indicate that the implementation of the tactic of
substantiating a thesis exhibits comparable vectors
in the languages under comparison. Conversely,
the utilisation of an argumentative chain is more
prevalent in English-language discourse, whereas
Ukrainian-language discourse tends to employ cause-
and-effect argumentation. The use of numerical data
as a rhetorical device is similarly prevalent in both
discourses.

Ukrainian

M argument chain

M cause-and-effect
argumentation

the use of
numerical data,
statistics,
examples

Fig. 1. Implementation of the tactics of rational justification of the thesis in English
and Ukrainian academic discourse
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IBanunbka H. B., IBanuubka H. J. KOMYHIKATUBHO-IIPATMATHYHWN NOTEHIIAJI
TAKTHUKHU PAIIIOHAJIBHOTI'O OBI'PYHTYBAHHA TE3U B AHIJTIOMOBHOMY
TA YKPAIHCLKOMOBHOMY HAYKOBOMY JUCKYPCI

Tonpu nanesicny ysaey ninesicmis 0o cmpamezii apeymMeHmy8ans, no3a y8azoio MOGO3HABYIE 3ANULUAIOMbCS
3icmaeri 00CniOdNCeHHs: MaKmMuK il peanizayii' y pi3HOMOGHUX MEKCMAx HAYyKo8ozo ouckypcy. Lle axmyanizye
Hawie 3icmagne 00CHIONCEHHS, Mema K020 NONALAE Y BCINAHOBNEHHT CRITbHUX MA BIOMIHHUX Xapaxmepucmur
MaKmuKu paLﬂOHa]ZbHOZO 00IpYHMY8aHHS me3u K OOHI€l i3 HalOinb NOUUPEHUX MAKMUK apaymenmayii
8 Jicanpi naykogoi cmammi. Bidibpani ona ananizy peyennesi KOHCmpyKyii' 3 00HAKOBUX 3a 00CA2OM HAYKOBUX
MEKCMIB, 30KpemMa i3 aH2NOMOSHUX MA YKPAIHCbKOMOBHUX crnametli eKOHOMIUHOI eany3i oanu 3moey Oitmu
00 €EKMUBHUX BUCHOBKI8 W000 peanizayii maxmuxu payionairbHo2o oOIpyHmyeanHs mesu. o ananisy
0Y710 3a7yYeHO 00HAKOBY KINbKICMb MEKCMO8020 MACUBY 3 AHSTOMOSHUX MA YKPAIHCOLKOMOGHUX HAYKOGUX
arcypranie. byno mpoawnanizoeano mexcmu obcseom no 10 000 Op. 3Hakie y KoxcHil i3 M08, chopmMosano
KOpNYC peweHHesUux Koncmpykyiiu oocseom 300 oounuysv 6 xooicHiti i3 mos. Hanpayrosanns nonepeonuxis
ma 61ACHULL aHANi3 0dA6 3M02y SUOKPEMUMU HUZKY KOMYHIKAMUBHUX APULIOMIE O00CTIONCY8AHOI MAKMUKU,
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30Kpema: apaymMeHmamueHul IaHYI0NHCOK, NPUYUHOB0-HACTIOKO8A apeyMeHMAayisi ma 36epHeHHs 00 NPUKAAJIE,
YUCTOBUX NIOPAXYHKIB, CIAMUCTIUYHUX OAHUX. 3iCMagHUll aHANI3 BUABUS 8IOMIHHOCTI 6 peani3ayii 6udineHux
NpUIioMi6. 3a HAWUMU CHOCIMEPENCEHHAMYU, AK 8 AHSNOMOBHOMY, MAK I YKPAIHCbKOMOGHOM) HAYKOGOMY
QUCKYPCI HAUOIIbUW NOWUPEHUM NPULOMOM AKMYani3ayii maxmuky payioHaibHo20 OOIPYHMYGAHH me3u
CMas nputiom apeyMeHmamugHo2o aanyrodicka (54% ma 41% 6ionosiono). Boonouac anenomosnuii ouckype
CXUNLHULL 00 OINbUIO20 BUKOPUCTNAHHS MAKUX MOGIEHHEGUX 3pasKie. [lpuiiom 36epHents 00 4ucio8ux 0anux,
NPUKIAOi6 € OOHAKOBO NOWUPEHUM 5K 8 AH2IOMOBHOMY, MAK I YKPAIHCLKOMOBHOMY Konmekcmax (28% ma 25%
8i0n06i0H0). Ilpuiiom npuuuHo80-HACTIOKOB0T apeymenmayii Oiibw 61ACMUBUIL YKPATHCOKOMOBHOMY OUCKYPCY
(34%) na npomusazy anenomosnomy (18%). Buseneni menOenyii 8i003epKantooms K 61ACHE MOGHI, MAK
i 1iH2BOKYNIbMYPHI MPAOUYii HAYKOBOI MOBU.

Knrwouoei cnoea: romyHixamusHo-npazmamuyna JAiHSGICMUKA, cMpamezis apeyMeHmayii, makmuxa
PayioHanbHO20 OOIPYHMYBAHHS Me3U, HAYKOBUL OUCKYPC, HAYKOBA KOMYHIKAYIS, NpasMamuyHa QyHKyis,
3ICMABIEHH s, PI3HOMOBHI OUCKYPCU.
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