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The article deals with the problems of Russian neologisms. The new words (neologisms) 

appear in the language every day in huge number, naming the new things and processes. In 

linguistics, word formation is the creation of a new word. Word formation is sometimes con-

trasted with semantic change, which is a change in a single word's meaning. The boundary 

between word formation and semantic change can be difficult to define: a new use of an old 

word can be seen as a new word derived from an old one and identical to it in form. The way 

to a large vocabulary in Russian is through such type of morphology as derivational mor-

phology. Russian contains two types of morphology: inflectional and derivational. In the 

modern word formative theory of neologisms there is practically no description of concrete 
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unusual occasional way of word formation, such as holophrasis, gendiadis, decomposition 

and others. The task of the linguists is to find, describe and define the new words. For under-

standing the meaning of the new word it is also very important to show, what way of word 

formation the neologism was created by but in the modern word-formative theory there is 

practically no description of concrete unusual occasional way of word formation.  

Keywords: neologism, neology, borrowing, derivation, derivational component, ways of 

semantization. 
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