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Abstract. The paper presents a comparative analysis of English and Lithuanian metaphorical terms based on the names
of the parts of human body, plants, animals, materials, clothes, utensils, etc. The analysis is aimed at identifying their
common and differing features as well as spotting the specific patterns of English terms presenting difficulties for
speakers of Lithuanian in their comprehension, translation and usage. It has been found that metaphorical terms are used
by both languages, however, they are more common in English. The differences lie not only in the number of the
respective terms but in the semantic structure as well. English terms of the models considered often do not allow for
literal translation. The difficulties of their comprehension and translation may be overcome by applying the theory of
linguistic relativity. Different approaches of the English and Lithuanian languages to classifying the objects of reality
are also considered within the framework of linguistic relativity and some case studies are presented.
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1. Introduction

In modern knowledge and information society, the role
of terminology has grown considerably. Terminology to-
day is a source of information, a tool for acquiring special
knowledge as well as carrying out research and developing
new technologies.

A comparative analysis of English and Lithuanian tech-
nical terms is relevant for linguistic studies as well as for
practical application, such as teaching, translation and pro-
fessional activities. Mechanical, civil engineering, transport
and logistics terms make an important area of terminology
investigation both from theoretical and practical perspec-
tives.

The main goal of the present research is the analysis of
English technical terms and their Lithuanian equivalents
aimed to identify their common and differing features as
well as spotting the specific patterns of English terms pre-
senting difficulties for speakers of Lithuanian in their com-
prehension, translation and usage.

The material for investigation was taken from texts and
special and general dictionaries [1, 2].

2. Theoretical background

The comparative analysis of English and Lithuanian
technical terms is based on the theory of linguistic relativ-
ity. This theory is focused on conceptional rather than for-
mal differences between words and expressions of various
languages showing their nationally-specific and interna-
tional patterns. The former presents difficulties for com-
prehension and usage by the speakers of other languages.

The specific features considered are referred to concep-
tual differences because they are associated with specific
characteristics or attributes of an object chosen by the speak-
ers of a particular language to form a concept of this object
and to name it. Every language denoting the objects de-
pends on reality. However, this dependence may be ex-
pressed either in the same or in a different way compared
to other languages. In this process many extralinguistic fac-
tors play an important part. They include differences in
culture, lifestyle, history, traditions, views of the world, etc.
All these social differences are reflected in languages as
different patterns of forming common words and technical
terms. Terms in different languages may be based on dif-
ferent characteristics of the same objects of reality. It is
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said that different nations view the same �pieces of reality�
from different angles and this often makes it difficult for
the speakers of one language to understand terms of an-
other language.

The analysis and identification of such cases may fa-
cilitate their understanding as well as reveal general prin-
ciples of word (and term) formation.

The fact that languages differ in something more than
phonetics, grammar or lexis has already been known to lin-
guists for many years now, hence the remarks about a spe-
cific �spirit� of language (A. Gumboldt) and the �internal
form� of the word (A. Potiebnia). However, a comprehen-
sive study of this problem was conducted only by the Ameri-
can scientists F. Boas [3], E. Sapir [4] and B. L. Whorf [5],
who developed a consistent theory of linguistic relativity
in the first half of the 20-th century (cited here from later
editions). It deals with the relations between language,
thought and culture giving the priority to language. Accord-
ing to them, each language segments the reality in its own
way, providing people with a particular view of the world
and even affecting their behaviour, traditions and culture.
The problem of the priority or interconnection of language,
thought and culture or experience is not discussed here. The
focus of the present  study is on the ways of expressing the
same concepts in English and Lithuanian with the aim of
determining distinct and similar patterns and on different
classification of reality by these languages. Major principles
used in the present study are formulated as follows:

1. �a given experience is differently rendered and clas-
sified in various languages�;

2. �every language is a vast pattern � system, different
from other�.

These ideas are still popular in the West being consid-
ered in modern papers [6]. The theory of linguistic relativ-
ity gave a strong impetus to the development of
psycholinguistics and contrastive analysis [7] continuing
the study of similarities and differences between languages
at different levels and from various perspectives. More re-
cent developments may be found in the works of L.
Boroditsky [8], M. Saxton and J. N. Towse [9], S. Pourcel
[10], I. B. Bahar [11], etc.

Technical terms based on metaphoric transfer of mean-
ing were analyzed because metaphor is widely used as a
means of expressing scientific and technical concepts in
various languages, though usually such terms have no con-
notation. They are mainly perceived as neutral words avoid
of any emotional colouring.

The names of the parts of human body, plants, animals,
materials, clothes, utensils, etc. may also denote technical
mechanisms, devices and their parts, etc. because they have
one or more similar features (e.g. form or function). In other
words, metaphoric terms are based on associations which
depend on different views and traditions of the speakers of

particular languages. This, in turn, results in different pat-
terns of terms denoting the same objects in different lan-
guages. The more unusual is the association underlying a
particular term of a foreign language, the more difficult it
is to understand the meaning of this term. The analysis of
such cases may help not only better understand terminol-
ogy of a foreign language, but can also reveal new ap-
proaches to reality and show the alternative ways of nam-
ing things, thereby developing more flexible thinking hab-
its and the linguistic guess.

3. Case study

The metaphoric English terms based on the names of
the parts of human body, plants, animals, utensils, etc. were
taken for the analysis. They were compared with their
Lithuanian translation equivalents to identify common and
distinct patterns. English terms based on the parts of hu-
man body and their Lithuanian equivalents are given in
Table 1.

Terms based on the names of animals are presented in
Table 2.

Terms based on the names of articles and garments are
given in Table 3.

Terms based on the names of plants are presented in
Table 4.

As can be seen from the above examples, the names of
the parts of human body, animals, plants, household articles
and garments are rarely used for denoting technical devices
and their parts in Lithuanian. Most English terms based on
these names are translated into Lithuanian by other words.
The respective Lithuanian terms are not metaphorical. It
may be stated that, as far as these terms are concerned, the
tradition of the Lithuanian language differs considerably
from that observed in English. In Lithuanian, only few com-
monly used words of the above types can represent techni-
cal terms. They are: galvutė, nosis, kakliukas, auselė, alkūnė,
kum�telis, pir�tas (terms from group 1) and vik�ras, gervė,
me�ka (terms from group 2). Words from group 3, 4 are
rarely used as technical terms in Lithuanian (the examples
are: �akutė, raktas).

It should also be noted that English terms based on the
names of the parts of human body or the names of animals
and the respective Lithuanian terms do not always match.
For example: horse (Engl.) � o�ys (Lith.), fork eye (Engl.)
� �akutės auselė (Lith.), monkey (Engl.) � me�ka (Lith.),
dog (Engl.) � kum�telis (Lith.), etc. Moreover, in one case,
a Lithuanian term based on a metaphorical word was found
to have an English equivalent as a neutral, unmotivated term
(e.g. dantratis (Lith.) � gear (Engl.). Thus, it may be con-
cluded that the methods of forming technical terms differ
considerably in Lithuanian and English. Names of plants,
animals, the parts of human body are rarely used in
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oN mreT gninaemnommoC gninaemlacinhceT

1 daeh
pmaldaeh

avlag
--

ajaleirp,sigėlssinitatsordih,ėtuvlag
satnibi�oilibomotua

2 tfahskcen
kcen

sadnarps,salkak
--

ėtuvlagsoretil,silevoirgsinidei�,ajisonark,sytoi�,sakuilkak
sakuilkakonelev

3 gel ajok siniapmak,ėnūkla,ėzaf).le(,ėnit�arkoipmakirt,sapluts,amarta

4 pil
erytfopil

apūl
--

apūl
anuairboiknaltar

5 eenk
ekarbeenk

silek
--

acirk,sitsmar/sirypssatknel,ėnūkla)ijomaignuj(
sydbatssininūkla

6 eson
eceipeson

sison
--

sadasaf,sikeirp,sison)soni�am,ovutkėl,ovial(
sat�krup,atūt,silagtna

7 liardnahdnah ialkėrutaknar sirejelėlkydor)oi�dorkial(

8 ecaf
gnidnirgecaf

sadiev
--

alu�oun,sui�rivap,satalbrefic,anuairb
samivafil�saič�kolp

9 bmuht
nottubbmuht

wercsbmuht

sit�kyn
--
--

sisatounraps
sakutgymomydlav
ėl�revijotounraps

01 enobkcab sarubuts ėlartsigam,sadnirgap,sasakrak

11 regnif
tebahplaregnif

sat�rip
--

sasedre�,ėlkydor).naprioi�dorkial(
ėlėcėbaųjųlka

21 eye
eyekrof

sika
--

ėlesua,sika
ėlesuasėtuka�

31 woble
tniojwoble

ėnūkla
--

ėnūkla,siniapmak
samignujussininūkla

41 redluohs sytep ėletsuoj,ėlenuairb,sit�arklek

51 rae sisua aplik,ėlesua,asą

61 htuom anrub sidzmavtasisamai�dielį/sisamai�diel�i,agna,sytoi�

71 keehc sadna�,satsourks anuai�,amut�kolpėnino�,sano�

81 waj sarkams,sadna� sytoi�,anuai�,savutbeirg,savutsuaps

Table 1. English terms based on the parts of human body and their Lithuanian equivalents

Table 2. Terms based on the names of animals and parts of their body

oN mreT gninaemnommoC gninaemlacinhceT

1 god
hctulcgod
wercsgod

ou�
--
--

sikuartainiv,silet�muk,aravąs
avomėninūkla

satgiarssitnajouskif
2 esroh sagri�,sylkra sy�o,savots

3 liat
pucliat
liatevod

agedou
--

agedouoi�dnalab

agedou
sigūksinigedou
agedousėd�gerk

4 yeknod
enigneyeknod

salisa
--

apmopėniblagapėlediden,samzinahcemsiniblagap
silkiravsiniblagapsilediden

5 tac
klawtac

sanitak
samuidop

atiav�ota,ėtsiav�ta
synijolk,siletlitsaruais

6 kcenesoog
kcenesoogelbixelf

ateivaruais,salkakseisą�
--

sidzmavsomrof-S
avomitsknal

7 gorf ėlrav am�yrkom�ei

8 barc sabark savutlek,silėmi�evonark,)ėvreg(savutkus

9 yeknom ėnoi�d�eb ak�em,ėlkovtsėlakailop

01 mar
marciluardyh

saniva
--

sire�nulp,silki�uail�,ėlkovt
sanaratsiniluardih

11 rallipretac
rotcartrallipretac

sar�kiv
--

sar�kiv
suirotkartsinir�kiv
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Table 3. Terms based on the names of household articles and garments

oN mreT gninaemnommoC gninaemlacinhceT

1 nottub agas sakutgym

2 yek satkar sa�ivalk

3 eveels ėvoknar avom,ėrovį

4 taoc satlap sinskouls,agnad

5 puc
pucevlav

sakudoup
--

sigūk
silagtnaovut�ov

6 elbat salats sirejevnoksininitir,sadyksominiket

7 eohs
eohselop

satab
--

ė�ūil�,ėleknirt)ųi�dbats(
silagtnasuailop

8 taes ėnydės sui�rivapsinimarta,sadzil)ovut�ov(

9 deb avol savots,sadnirgap)ųtamap(

01 ksed salatssisamo�ar satlup

11 noops sat�kua� sat�ąrgsinivutmes

21 nip sakutges ėledzrab,ėtuvlag)otkar(,si�a,sasedre�,sat�rav,sat�rip

Table 4. Terms based on the names of plants and their parts

oN mreT gninaemnommoC gninaemlacinhceT

1 eert sidem si�a,sanelev,sitsmartats

2 fael sapal aravąs)ųtrav,ųrud(,sat�kalolatem

3 hcnarb aka� sidzmavta

4 enoc si�ėroknak sigūk

5 tun satu�eir avom,ėl�rev

6 ekips aprav siniv,sitgiams

7 hsub samūrk ėrovį,salkėdį

Lithuanian as a basis for technical term formation as it is
common in the English language. When this method is used
in Lithuanian, the particular patterns of the terms differ from
those of the English language, implying that the words be-
longing to the same semantic groups (e.g. the parts of hu-
man body) are not equivalent in their concrete meaning (e.g.
eye � auselė, dog � kum�telis, leg � alkūnė). This means
that in term formation the speakers of English and
Lithuanian are guided by different associations, viewing
the same objects from different perspectives. Therefore, the
statement of the theory of linguistic relativity that the real-
ity is differently segmented and expressed in different lan-
guages and there are common and nationally-specific lin-
guistic patterns, depending on views and associations of
the speakers of particular languages is confirmed.

When the patterns of word formation do not match, some
difficulties arise in comprehension and usage of words based
on them because word-for-word translation is not possible.
The linguistic analysis revealing the above conceptual dif-
ferences and various approaches to nomination reflected in
various languages can help to solve these problems.

4. Classification of objects of reality in English and
Lithuanian

An attempt to identify the main principles underpin-
ning the classification of objects of reality in English and
Lithuanian has been made by analyzing technical terms
belonging to the same semantic groups in these languages.
In making technical translation, one is often faced with the
problem of choosing the proper English equivalent of a
particular Lithuanian term because several alternatives can
be found in a dictionary. The analysis shows that, in many
cases, multiple English words correspond to one Lithuanian
term because the object named has different functions,
shapes, areas of application, etc. For example, a Lithuanian
term �mova� has 19 equivalents in English (Table 5).

The same refers to the economic term �mokestis�,
�kaina�. The authors of �Marketing� E. N. Berkowitz, R. A.
Kerin and W. Rudelius [12] write about English expres-
sions used to denote this concept in the following way: �In
the service industries, price is often referred to in various
ways. Hospitals refer to charges; consultants, lawyers, phy-
sicians and accountants to fees; airlines to fares; and hotels
to rates.� Thus, it may be stated that a more detailed ap-



V. Marina  / ŪKIO TECHNOLOGINIS IR EKONOMINIS VYSTYMAS � 2005, Vol XI, No 2, 95�100 99

proach to giving names to objects is characteristic of the
English language. When some details differ, a different name
is given, while in Lithuanian this aspect is not taken into
consideration. Therefore, the second statement of the theory
of linguistic relativity concerning different approaches to
the classification of �pieces of reality� is confirmed by the
analysis of English and Lithuanian technical terms. This
analysis may help to make the proper choice of the English
term for the speakers of Lithuanian in difficult cases.

5. Conclusions

1. The analysis of English and Lithuanian terms refer-
ring to various fields of science and technology has shown
that everyday words denoting parts of the human body, ani-
mals, articles, clothes, etc. are used by both languages for
making technical terms. However, this method is much
wider used in the English language. Thus, the words denot-
ing home appliances and garments are practically not rep-
resented as the basis for making technical terms in
Lithuanian. When such terms are formed in Lithuanian, the
particular patterns often differ, not allowing for word-for-
word translation. An interesting observation has been made
that in some cases English terms corresponding to
Lithuanian metaphoric technical terms of the described type
are simple unmotivated words (e.g. dantratis � gear).

2. The data obtained in the present analysis confirm the
main principle of linguistic relativity stating that in various
languages the same objects of reality may be denoted based

on their different features which reveals the specific nature
of every language. The lack of parallel patterns presents
difficulties for foreign language learners, but the analysis
of particular cases  from the linguistic relativity perspec-
tive may facilitate the comprehension and usage of spe-
cific foreign words. Moreover, it gives the insight into a
foreign language as well as helping to better understand
the nature and specific features of the native language and
to develop more flexible thinking habits.

3. The main principles underlying the classification of
reality in the English and Lithuanian languages have been
studied on the basis of technical terms. It has been found
that in many cases multiple words are used in English to
denote an object expressed by a single Lithuanian word.
This confirms another idea of the theory of linguistic rela-
tivity that the principles of classification which are found
in various languages do not by any means agree, and a set
of experiences are differently grouped by different lan-
guages.
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Table 5. An example of linguistic classification of technical
items

nainauhtiL hsilgnE

avom gnilpuoc
hctulc
eveels

xob
noinuleviws
daehtop,daeh

rotcennoc
ffum

noitcennoc,tnioj
retpada

revird
relpuoc

wobletiudnoc
tekcosllab,tekcos

tun
elurref
elbmiht

noinu
gnihsub

ANGLŲ IR LIETUVIŲ KALBŲ TECHNIKOS TERMINŲ LYGINAMOJI ANALIZĖ

V. Marina

Santrauka. Straipsnyje nagrinėjami anglų kalbos technikos terminai ir jų lietuvi�ki ekvivalentai. Analizuojami terminai yra
metaforiniai ir sudaryti remiantis �mogaus kūno dalių, gyvūnų, augalų, buitinių daiktų ir drabu�ių pavadinimais. Nustatyta, kad �is
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�od�ių darybos metodas yra taikomas abiejose kalbose, bet anglų kalboje yra labiau paplitęs. Lietuvių kalboje terminai yra retai sudaromi
naudojant buities daiktų ir rūbų pavadinimus. Bendri modeliai skiriasi ne tik sudaromų terminų skaičiumi, bet ir konkrečia semantika.
Angli�ki terminai da�nai negali būti verčiami pa�od�iui. Tai apsunkina jų supratimą ir vartojimą lietuvių kalboje. Lingvistinė reliatyvumo
analizė gali palengvinti �ią problemą. Taip pat buvo nagrinėjama objektų klasifikacija įvairiose kalbose. Parodyta, kad vieną techninio
objekto pavadinimą lietuvių kalboje gali atitikti keletas angli�kų pavadinimų. Tai patvirtina kalbų reliatyvumo teorijos teiginį, kad
įvairios kalbos atspindi skirtingus po�iūrius į realybės objektų klasifikavimą.

Rakta�od�iai: metaforiniai terminai, lyginamoji analizė, kalbų reliatyvumas, ypatingos charakeristikos, pana�ūs ir skirtingi modeliai.

Valerija MARINA. Doctor of Humanities, Associate Professor. Department of Foreign Languages, Vilnius Gediminas Technical
University.

Research interests: technical terms, semantics, the relationship between extralinguistic and linguistic aspects, linguistic relativity:
theoretical issues and practical implications.


