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Abstract. The present paper is work in progress and closely relates to the earlier published works on
Ukrainian and English monomials and polynomials in the areas of audit and accounting, law, business. Both
monomials and polynomials perform a role of substitutes of the term in linguistics when applicable to
terminologies, or languages for specific purposes (LSPs). The current paper looks into the investigation of
simplified monomials in English for Audit and Accounting (A&A) according to the morphology class of the
kernel term in the monomial structure, on the one hand, and on the other, how the relevantly retrieved data
may help trace the trend in monomial coinage and usage in English for A&A, respectively. The simplified
monomial in English for A&A stands for a two-term, or bi-term set cluster, which is a basic unit of syntax,
represented by two terms (components / constituents / elements) semantically and grammatically connected
in the monomial structure.

The introduction will start with the aim, scope of the research and objectives. A brief overview of the
terms ‘monomial’ and ‘simplified monomial’ integrates into Literature Review. The choice of the study
material and methodology will lead to Results and Discussion. The latter will present the main findings as
based on the classifications adopted for the simplified monomials in English for Audit and Accounting. One of
the classifications describes the simplified monomial according to the internal monomial structure. The
simplified monomial types are distinguished according to the morphological class of the head (kernel) term in
the simplified monomial in English for Audit and Accounting. Conclusion and References will enclose the
findings and determine perspective ways of research in future.

Key words: Monomial, simplified monomial, terminology, language for specific purposes (LSP),
English for Audit and Accounting.

Introduction and literature review. ‘La automated translation of high quality and accuracy
langue’ and ‘parole’, or language and speech, on may hardly skyrocket unless there is well-
the one hand, and a game of chess, on the other, prepared and thoroughly verified scientifically
as once introduced by Ferdinand de Saussure, proven tarmac. Consequently, the structural
are still enjoying their pivotal rise these days. approach to analyze terminologies may add its
Dependency grammar (DG), constituency specific value to contemporary science and data
grammar (CG), or phrase structure grammar, growth. Moreover, we agree with Darchuk (2019),
algebraic syntax, link grammar, universal who in her investigation results published in
dependencies, etc. keep solid ground for more Ukrainian Linguistics underlines the importance of
researches to be carried out in relation to the an automatic syntactic analysis (ASA) for
structure of phrases and dependency relations. compilation of dictionaries that will contain models
Unitizing (Norman, 1986) and syntactic analysis of multicomponent complex sentences. That
trees (Ernest, 1987), algebraic substitutions and appears significant to study “the features of the
comparison methods (Filloy, Ceballos and linear structure of Ukrainian text” (Darchuk, 2019:
Solares, 2008), algebraic lexicon grammar 117). Moving downwards, to the levels of
(Bueriis, 2019) are also getting more and more sentence and phrase, we find it relevant to our
recognized for software development and artificial research connected with the structure of
intelligence, in terms of defining syntax of algebra monomials and simplified monomials, in
and that in linguistics. Similarly to a chess game in particular, in English for Audit and Accounting.
which no move can be made without the set rules Moreover, the interest in structure of phrases has
established prior to the game, language in the been constantly under study as well as in
form of speech may not exist without language classifications of phrases. Ehrich (2002)
that is called ‘la langue’ by Saussure. Thus, digital investigates the verbal nature of certain nominal
technologies to enable linguistic data mining, entities, Embick (2010) looks at localism vs.
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globalism in morphology and phonology and
Alexiadou et al. (2013) unveil realization of
external arguments in nominalizations. Thus, the
current research findings in their scope combine
looks into (i) the nature of such nominal entities as
bi-term clusters in English for A&A, (i) the
analysis of local and global coinage of patterns in
morphology, and (iii) classification of simplified
monomials in English for A&A according to the
internal monomial structure. The set objectives
break into a number of tasks. They are: 1) to give
an overview of the monomial / simplified
monomial in English for A&A under the study,
2) to furnish the theoretical part of the research
with two-term monomials in English for A&A, 3) to
classify simplified (two-term) monomials in English
for A&A according to the morphological class of
the terms in the monomial structure.

This paper aims to connect syntax and term
studies via monomials, which represent terms
and/or term clusters in languages for specific
purposes (LSP), or terminologies, e.g. English for
Audit and  Accounting, Portuguese  for
Bookkeeping, Spanish for Risk Management, etc.
Monomials, in our understanding, claim to fill in a
specific niche between a ‘term’ and a ‘phrase’. On
the one hand, a simplified monomial is a mono-
term or a bi-term (two-component term cluster),
which consists of a conventional term or a phrase.
The mentioned phrase as a simplified monomial
may include two professional terms and/or a
professional term and a generally used lexeme in
a specific language, and/or a term cluster in an
LSP exclusively, however, composed of language
lexemes that are unconventionally seen as a fixed
language string for that domain of knowledge in a
relevant language. On the other hand, monomials
are considered minimal / basic syntactic
structures in terminologies, which elements are
grammatically, semantically and logically
connected. In most cases, they are inseparable
and irreversible under the arrangement of the
head term (kernel) and complements / adjuncts.
Moreover, professional communities or even lay-
people take such monomials as a single logical
unit of perception. The reason for the name of
‘monomial’ links to a wide range of similarities
found between a monomial as a linguistic term
expression and an algebraic expression in
mathematics. For more about naming ground it
may be worth reading Monomial Variables in
English Audit Terminology (2019), Binomials in
English Audit Terminology (2019), Monomials in
English for Law (2020) and Structure of English
Business Monomials (2019), in particular [3 - 6].

Given the above, this work in progress will
classify the simplified monomials in English for
Audit and Accounting as basic set bi-term clusters
in an A&A terminology following the earlier
presentation of the approach [7 - 9].

Study material and methods. The examples
of simplified monomials in English for A&A, taken
from the definitions of terms in Glossary Chapter of
the Handbook of International Quality Control,
Auditing, Review, Other Assurance, and Related
Services Pronouncements (Volume |) validated by the
International Auditing and Assurance Standards
Board (IAASB) make the study material of the current
research. The methods applied are use of the English
language corpora and internet resources, linguistic
field research connected with data collection and
grammar-oriented component analysis, distributive
method followed by the descriptive method.

Discussion and results. The simplified
monomials in English for A&A are broadly
represented across the professional field. Such bi-
term monomials, or bi-terms in short, become
critically significant to the research given the
frequency ratio of their usage in terminology as
well as patterns of coinage in the English
language. Among the most frequently used bi-
terms in English for A&A the following bi-term
patterns prevail: Management bias (IAASB, 25),
accounting estimate (IAASB, 10), fair value
(IAASB, 10), require estimation (IAASB, 10), tests
of details (IAASB, 21), incorporated therein
(IAASB, 21), procedures performed (IAASB, 21),
further procedures (IAASB, 21), often expressed
(IAASB, 22), at least sufficient (IAASB, 25), etc.
The examples of simplified monomials provided
are innumerate in English for A&A as such relate
to their patterns of coinage. However, once
parsed and analysed, it is obvious that the
syntactic relations of subordination help identify
and distinguish such simplified monomials
according to their internal structure. Moreover, the
same approach when applied to simplified
monomials in other languages within the same
domain of knowledge — audit and accounting,
displays an array of patterns similar to those in
English for A&A. This speaks not only of
application in local geographies and terminology,
but also about the global trend in monomial
coinage. Largely, the Germanic and Slavic
languages deem to follow and share the similar
coinage patterns in the area of audit and
accounting, subject to the findings published in
Chaika (2021).

Noticeably, it is not always that the coinage
patterns of simplified monomials in English for
A&A, which look similar and may be expected to
fall under the same group, would do so. For
instance, it is demonstrative to look at the two
English bi-terms procedures performed (IAASB,
21), further procedures (IAASB, 21).

According to the classification based on the
internal structure of the simplified monomials in
English for A&A, associated with that of the kernel
phrases and kernel-free phrases as described in
Ivanova et al. (1981), we distinguish the similar
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two groups — kernel and kernel-free bi-term
monomials / polynomials. The kernel bi-term
monomials are under focus in this paper.

Thus, kernel monomials as bi-terms are
basic syntactic structures grammatically organized
in a way that one term of the simplified monomial
dominated the other. It means that this term is not
subordinated to any other term in the structure of
the simplified monomial in English for A&A. As it
leads, such term of the monomial is the kernel of
the simplified monomial in English for A&A.

Following the traditional approach to
determine dependencies in phrase structure
grammar, constituency grammar, dependency

grammar and so, the direction of dependencies
plays a crucial role for the classification.
Morphologically, head terms that are kernels of
the simplified monomial structure in English for
A&A can be expressed by different parts of
speech. The distribution of terms in the simplified
monomial mainly occurs with Verb (V), Noun (N)
and Adjective (A) of the types Verb Phrase (VP),
Noun Phrase (NP) and Adjective Phrase (AP),
correspondingly.

In  dependency relations, or kernel
monomials in English for A&A, we distinguish two
terms, the leading term and the dependent. For
the graph purpose, ‘A’ stands for the kernel of the
simplified monomial in English for A&A and ‘B’
refers to the dependent term in the monomial
structure. Therefore, with the dependency
relations in the English bi-term in the area of audit
and accounting, the graphic arrangement of
structure (either horizontally or vertically) in Figure
1forms the below:

Fig. 1. Dependency relations in the
simplified monomial

A, or A— B, or B—A
B
In both the representations above -

horizontal and vertical, it is proper to speak about
the properties of the dependency relations as
follows:

() A is the kernel and B is its
dependent,

(ii) A governs B,

(iii) B depends on A, or B is

dependent of A.

In this research, it is very much important to
agree which direction of the relation that exists
between A and B is under investigation. That said,
when we look at the A — B dependency, the
kernel monomial acquires properties of the
progressive kernel phrase. When the dependency
is represented with the B < A relation, it is the
regressive kernel phrase.

Therefore, getting back to the two simplified
monomials in English for A&A procedures
performed (IAASB, 21) and further procedures
(IAASB, 21), this paper studies the latter, i.e. the
regressive type of the simplified monomials in
English for A&A.

Consequently, the findings come to the bi-
term monomial classification according to the
internal structure of the simplified monomial, the
morphological class of the monomial kernel and
the regressive type of dependency in the bi-term
monomial structure.

Fig. 2. Criteria for the classification of simplified monomials in English for A&A

internal structure of the simplified monomial

morphological class of the monomial kernel

type of dependency in the bi-term monomial structure

To be more specific and exact, the simplified
monomials in English for A&A break into the following
groups:

1) The substantive, or nounal bi-term monomial
group: listed entity (IAASB, 25), an adverse opinion
(IAASB, 25), ethical standards (IAASB, 31), critical
assessment (IAASB, 31), entity’s emissions (IAASB,
32), emissions reductions (IAASB, 32), review
engagement (IAASB, 35), significant influence
(IAASB, 33), smaller entity (IAASB, 38), written
statement (IAASB, 40);

2) The verbal bi-term monomial group: to assist
the entity (IAASB, 25), to belong to a network (IAASB,
27), to exceed materiality (IAASB, 28), to necessarily
display (IAASB, 38), to fully respond (IAASB, 27), to
obtain assurance (IAASB, 25), to include the risk
(IAASB, 20), to perform procedures (IAASB, 19);

3) The adjectival bi-term monomial group:
appropriately low (IAASB, 28), less effective
(IAASB, 36), at least sufficient (IAASB, 25);

4) The adverbial bi-term monomial group:
much fairly (IAASB, 25);
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5) The gerundial bi-term monomial group:
financial reporting (IAASB, 36), statistical sampling
(IAASB, 38), relevant training (IAASB, 31);

6) The participle bi-term monomial
expressly permitted (IAASB, 21, 27),
misstated (IAASB, 19).

At large, the nounal bi-term monomial
group in English for A&A features the noun kernel
in the NP, which can be expressed by a common
noun in singular or plural, e.g. listed entity and
ethical standards. Next, the kernel may be
modified by another noun in the singular form —
review engagement, another noun in the plural
form — emissions reductions, another noun in the
possessive case — entity’s emissions, an adjective
— an adverse opinion, a past participle — a listed
entity, an adjective in the comparative degree —
smaller entity etc.

The verbal bi-term monomial group in
English for A&A includes simplified monomials,
which can mainly be of two kinds:

() The kernel of the simplified monomial is
expressed by the verb and the dependent term is
expressed by the noun — to include the risk, to
perform procedures;

(i) The kernel of the simplified monomial is
expressed by the verb and the dependent term is
expressed by the adverb — to necessarily display, to
fully respond.

The patrticiple bi-term monomial group features
the structure of the simplified monomial in English for
A&A, which is characterized by the kernel expressed
by the participle and the dependent term can be
expressed by the adverb — materially misstated.

The adjectival bi-term monomial group and
the gerundial bi-term monomial group are less
productive as opposed to the above-mentioned

group:
materially

groups.

Finally, the adverbial bi-term monomial
group under the study appears the least
represented.

Conclusion. The findings of the research
illustrate a huge variability of simplified monomials
in English for Audit and Accounting. According to
the nature of nominal entities in the professional
domain, such are presented under the class of
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MOHOMM CMPOLLUEHOIO TUNY B AHIMINCbKIA TEPMIHOCUCTEMI 3 OBNIKY N AYOUTY
0. I. Yaika

AHoTauia. Cmamms € ¢hpaemeHmom pobomu U pesynbmamig, ompumaHux y x00i OOCOXKEHHS.
BidnosidHo, mMamepian uiei po3gidku micHO o8’a3yembcs i3 paHiwe ornybrnikogeaHUMU npausmu, y SKUx
npedmemom  docriOxKeHHs eucmynanu  8IOHOWEeHHST MK 4rneHamu eupasy /  KOMroHeHmamu
mepMiHoo2iyHUx oOUHUUbL y NeeHili Mo8i ma 8y3bKO-OKpecneHoi mepmMiHonoeil. Onuparoduck Ha rnodibHicms
cmpykmypu U 8iOHOWeHb MiX erleMeHmamu eupa3sy 6 aneebpi ma mepmirie, 3arnporoHo8aHo rnocunamucs
Ha mepMIHOMoaiyHi Knacmepu (KOHCmMpykmu, cmari crosny4yeHHs1 i m.0.) 8 YKpaiHCbhKil, aHamilckKil i
ropmyearnbChKili Mogax y cghepax obniky U aydumy, npaea, bizHecy ik MOHOMU (MOHOMianu) ma rnoniHomu
(nonimianu). | MOHOMU, i MOMIHOMU BUKOHYIOMb POfIb MEepMiHa 8 sniHaeicmuui, a 8 yinsx O0ocnioKeHb
mepmiHornoeiyHux 6a3 0aHux, abo Mo8 0cobriugo20 rnpusHavyeHHs, Yu ¢haxosux mos (LSP). Cmamms mae Ha
memi docnidumu cmpyKmypy CripouweHUx MOHOMI8 aHenilicbKoi Mosu Oris 0bniky U aydumy 8i0nogioHo 0o
MOpP@hOII02iYHO20 Kilacy CMPUXHEBO20 MeEPMIHa 8 MOHOMHIU cmpykmypi. CrpoweHuli MOHOM 8 aHaslitchKill
mosi y cebepi ayOumy ma byxaanmepcbKo2o 061Ky no3Hayae mepmiHomno2idHul Krnacmep, y ckiad sKoeo
8xo00simb 0ea esleMeHmMU (KOMIMOHEeHMU), WO ymeoprrms UiricHy 0B0/I0HKY 3 MOYKU 30pYy J102iyHo20 U
CceMaHmMuy4yHo20 roedHaHHs U yminecHIOMbCS Yy MiHIManbHy CUHMAaKCUYHy OOUHUUK Y eU3Ha4eHil
mepmiHonoeii. BidrnosiOHo, maki 08a KOMIMOHEHMU CEMaHMUYHO ma epaMamuyHoO roe’si3aHi Mk cobor 6
MOHOMHIU cmpyKkmypi.

Knro4doei crnoea: MOHOM (MOHOMiars), MOMIHOM, CrpoweHUl MOHOM (MoHomiar), ¢haxoea MOea,
mepmiHonoeis, aHeniticbka Moga 01151 0611iKy U aydumy.
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