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Shcherbatyuk V. S. To the problem of the functioning of synonyms denotating home in Lina 
Kostenko’s poetic works.  

The article is devoted to the synonymic units in the linguistic picture of the world by Lina Kostenko. The 
peculiarities of the poetess’s ideostyle are defined on the basis of the functional and pragmatic analyses of the 
lexemes, which represent the synonymous range with the key word “home”. 

Keywords: synonym, lexeme, synonymous range, general language synonyms, contextual synonyms, 
ideostyle. 
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Shpylkivska O. Polysemy in the terminology of financial law.  
The article presents the analysis of the phenomenon of polysemy in the terminological finance law, 

which complicates the legal work and contrary to the uniqueness, precision and clarity of definition of terms in 
general, and in particular of legal terms, identified the main causes and mechanisms of multiple values for a 
single term, provide basic instructions to avoid polysemy words-terms. 
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