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BBeaeHune. O630pHasa cTaTbs (Review) ABNSeTCA pacnpoCcTPaHeHHbIM BUAOM Hay4HbIX nyb6-
NVIKaUWUi, O4HAKO ee XaHPOBbIM CTaTyC, PaBHO Kak N AMCKYPCUBHbBIE XapaKTepucTuKn ee
Pa3sHOBUAHOCTEN, OCTAlOTCA He BMOAHE MN3YYeHHbIMU. AHANN3 ANCKYPCUBHBIX MPaKTUK HayY-
HOro 063opa B aHIOA3bIYHOM CerMeHTe akafeMMyeckoro MeavLWMHCKOro ANCKypca no3sonset
BOCMOJ/IHUTbL 3TOT MPO6es, MO3TOMY Lie/bio NCCNeJ0BaHMA CTana cMcTeMaT3aums XXaHpPOoBbIX pas-
HOBWAHOCTEN aHINO0A3bIYHOrO MEeANLIMHCKOro 0630pa Ha OCHOBE NX eCTECTBEHHOMO GYHKLIMIOHM-
POBaHNS B akaleMUNYECKOM ANCKypCe.

MeTopaonorus n UCTOYHUKMW. VccnesoBateibCkmi KOpryc 6kl CObpaH 13 OPUrMHaIbHbIX 0630p-
HbIX CTaTel BeAyLLMX MeALIMHCKMX XypHanoB The New England Journal of Medicine (NEJM),
The British Medical Journal (BMJ), The Lancet; c ncnonb3oBaHnemMm mMeToJa CEMaHTUYECKOro
aHanu3a, a Takxke aHannsa gedbuHNLUMA 6l NccnefoBaHbl TpeboBaHUS 415 aBTOPOB, KO-
TOpble 3aTeM COOTHOCUINCH C XXaHPOBOW NPUHAANEXHOCTBIO cTaTbW. CONOCTaBUTENbHbIN
AHa/N3 XAHPOBbIX XapaKTEPUCTUK NPUMEHSCA A1 cucTeMaTU3aumm TPAANLNOHHBIX BU-
£0B 0630pHOI CTaTbK, a Takxe A1 BbIABNEHNSA OTHOCUTE/IbHO HOBbIX U CrieudUYHbIX 415
MeAMLWHCKOro akajemMmnyeckoro ANCKypca XXaHpPOBble Pa3HOBUAHOCTEN.

Pe3ynbTaTbl U 06Cy>XKAEHUE. YHVIBEPCa/IbHBIM XaHPOM 0630pHOI HayUYHOW CTaTby B aH/0-
A3bIUHOM MeAMLIMHCKOM ANCKypCe ocTaeTcs Review (the Lancet), Clinical Review (BM)), Clinical
Practice Review (NEJM). Systematic Review n Meta-Analysis B MeAVLIMHCKOM Aunckypce GoKycnpy-
FOTCA Ha BCECTOPOHHEM aHanmse 6ubnnorpadpruyecknx NCTOYHUKOB, 6a3 AaHHbIX 1 HAY4YHON
NNTepaTypbl 1 y4acTBYHOT B pacnpoCcTpaHeH NoAX040B AoKasaTelbHOM MeAnLUMHbIL. bbian
BbIiBNEHbl 1 MPOaHaM3MpoBaHbl creuynpuyeckme XaHpoBble Pa3HOBUAHOCTM 0630PHONA
cTaTbW, @ UMeHHO Live Systematic Review, Hypotheses, Seminar, Series, Viewpoint, Therapeutics.
3aknoyeHune. PyHKUNOHANbHO-ANCKYPCUBHbBIN NOAXOS K CUCTEMATN3ALMN XKaHPOBbIX Pas-
HOBWAHOCTEN Review B aHMTOA3bIYHOM CErMEeHTEe MeNLIMHCKOro akajeMmnyeckoro Anckypca
NPOAEMOHCTPMPOBas CBOK 3PPEKTUBHOCTb M MOTEHLMANbHY0 BO3MOXHOCTE MpUMeHe-
HUA B APYrUX XaHpax, TUNax ANCKypca U A3bIKOBbIX KYNbTypax.
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Introduction. Review is a common type of academic articles, however, its genre status, as well
as discursive characteristics of its varieties, have yet to be studied. Analysis of discourse practices
of Review in the English-language segment of academic medical discourse might bridge this gap,
therefore the objective of the paper is to systematize genre varieties of English-language medical
Review in the context of the functional approach to publication discourse practices.
Methodology and sources. The research corpus was collected with original review articles
from the leading medical journals, i.e. The New England Journal of Medicine, The British
Medical Journal, The Lancet. Semantic analysis, as well as definition analysis, were used to
study the requirements for authors, which contents were then verified by the contents and
structure of the original articles to assess their genre varieties. Comparative analysis of
genre characteristics was used to systematize traditional types of review article, as well as
to identify relatively new and specific genre varieties for medical academic discourse.
Results and discussion. The universal genre of review scientific articles in the English-language
medical discourse include Review (the Lancet), Clinical Review (BM)), Clinical Practice Review (NEJM).
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis in medical discourse focus on a comprehensive analysis of
bibliographic sources, databases and scientific literature and largely promote evidence-based
approaches in medicine. Specific genre varieties of Review, namely Live Systematic Review,
Hypotheses, Seminar, Series, Viewpoint, Therapeutics, were identified and analyzed.

Conclusion. The functional approach to Review systematization in the English-language
segment of medical academic discourse has proven effective and potentially applicable to
other genres, types of discourse and language cultures.

Keywords: review, functional approach, medical discourse, genre types
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Beenenue. JKaHpoBbIe XapaKTEpPUCTUKN aKaJAEMHUYECKOIO JUCKYpCa 3aHUMAIOT CYIECTBEH-
HOE MECTO B COBPEMEHHBIX JIMHTBUCTHYECKUX UcchenoBanusx [ 1-3]. Cpeau muchbMeHHBIX MyOTH-
KaI[MOHHBIX KaHPOB HaHOOJIbIlIee BHUMAHKE HCCIIEI0BATENIeH PUBJIEKAET HayYHas CTaThsl, BbIJe-
JIEHUE KOTOPOM KaK CaMOCTOSITEIbHOIO PEYEBOTO KaHPa B paMKax HAy4HOI'O JUCKypCa HE BbI3bI-
BaeT coMHeHMH. OnHako (YHKIIMOHAIBHOE pa3HooOpa3ue HaydHOU cTaTbu [4], KynbTypHO 00y-
CJIOBJICHHAsl BApMAaTHBHOCTb BHYTPH 3TOT'0 JKaHpa [5] 0CTaeTcs He BIIOJIHE N3Y4EHHO. B uyacTHO-
CTH, OJJMH M3 HamOoJiee pacHpOCTPAHEHHBIX KAHPOB HAyYHBIX IMyOIMKalMHi — 0030pHas CTaTbs
UM Review B aHIVIOA3BIYHOM JUCKYpPCE — HYXKIAETCA B IOCIEI0BATEIbHOM JKaHPOBO-CTHIINCTH-
YEeCKOM aHaJIN3€ C YYETOM JAUCKYPCUBHBIX NIPAKTHUK €ro (PyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS.

HayuHnble 0030pHBIE CTaTbU SBIAIOTCS HanOoJee BOCTpeOOBaHHBIMU U LIUTUPYEMBIMU Hayd-
HBIMU MYOIMKanusaAMu [6—8], IHUPOKO pacpOCTPaHEHBI BO BCEX HAyYHBIX OTPACIAX, IPU ITOM UX
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YKAHPOBBIN CTaTyC B OTEYECTBEHHOW JIMHI'BUCTHKE, JIMHIBOCTUIIUCTUKE, TEOPUH AUCKYpCa U TEO-
PUH PEUYEBBIX KAHPOB OCTAETCSl AMUCKYCCHOHHBIM. Ha HEOJHO3HAaYHOCTh TOJKOBaHWM HAyYHOTO
0630pa yka3beiBanu A. H. Kyp3anos [9] u 1. C. 3axaposa, JI. fI. ®ununmosa [10], otHoCsmue 06-
30pHBIE CTaThH K TEKCTaM WH(GOPMAITMOHHO-aHAUTUIECKOTO KaHpa U 0a3upyroIIue CBOU OIpe-
JIeNIeHUs] HA CEMAHTUYECKHUX XapaKTEPUCTUKAX UX CONNEPIKAHUA.

B oredecTBeHHOH HayKe MIMPOKOE PACIPOCTPAHEHUE TTOIYUMIA «METOA0JIOTHYECKHE) Ompe-
neneHus: 0030pHbIX crareid. Llenbrit psg aBropos [11-15] onpenenstor cnenuduKky HaAydHBIX 00-
30pOB Ha OCHOBE METOOJIOTUH HAYYHBIX UCCIICIOBAHUN (aHAIN3, CHHTE3, 0000IIeHne, CHCTeMa-
TH3aIMs) ¢ yueToM BToporo (secondary research), 6ojee CI0)KHOTO U KOMITJIEKCHOTO YPOBHSI pa-
OOTBI C JTAHHBIMH U PE3yNbTaTaMH OPUTHHAIBHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHUIA.

Emte ogHoit mpo6iiemMoid, CBS3aHHOM ¢ pa3HOOOpa3ueM OINpe/IeIICHUH U TPAKTOBOK JKaHpa 0030p-
HOW CTaThH, SBISIETCS MUCIMIUIMHAPHAS crienuduka, T. €. HaydyHas OTPacib, B KOTOPOM CO3MAr0TCs
0030pHBIe cTarthi. Tak, MEAUIIMHCKUE HAYKH OTIIMYAIOTCS CTPOro pa3pabOTaHHOW THUIOJIIOTHEN HC-
CIICIOBAaHUH, MPETyCMATPUBAIOIIEH YETKO ONPEICTICHHBIC JU3AiHbI UM TUTIBI, KOTOPBIE 3aTeM KOp-
PEUPYIOT C )KaHPOM Hay4dHOU cTatbu (Research, Review, Case Report etc.). [losTomy u BHYTpH aHa-
JUTUYECKUX HCCIIEI0OBaHUI BTOPOTO YPOBHS, K KOTOPOMY OTHOCHUTCSA 0030p Review, (hyHKUIMOHU-
PYIOT €ro pa3HOBHIHOCTH, Hampumep, Living Systematic Review, Clinical Practice Review,
Systematic Review, CBSI3aHHbIE C Pa3IMUUSIMH B UCIIOJIb3YEMbBIX JIUTEPATYPHBIX UICTOYHUKAX, KOJTYe-
CTBEHHBIM W/MJIM Kaue€CTBEHHBIMU METOJJaMU UX aHaJIM3a, T. €. METOJOJIOTHYECKUM THIIOM 0030pa.

CrnemyeTr OTMETHUTB, UTO B 3apYOEIKHON HAyUHOU JINTEpAType KAHPOBASI CAMOCTOSITEIIbHOCTh
0030pHOM CTAaThH ABISAETCA JAHHOCTBIO, IPU 3TOM CYILECTBYET JOCTATOUYHO HIMPOKOE Pa3HOOOpa-
3Me€ MMOAXO00B K MpobiieMe cCUcTeMaTru3aluy U Kilaccu(uKkaum ee pazHoBuaHocteil. B padore [15]
paccMaTpuBaeTcs IeBATh pa3HOBUIHOCTEH 0030pa, cpeiu KOTOPBIX Memaananus (Meta-analysis),
soumuunwvii (Umbrella review), kpumuueckuti (Critical review). Ux xnaccuduxaiusi yauTbIBacT
Hay4HYIO 11eJIb — 000011IeHue TaHHBIX, UX arperalus, UHTepIpeTalus Wikl KpUTHYecKas OlleHKa —
B KOPPEJISLIUU C METOJIOJIOTHEH.

M. I'pant u A. Byt npemararoT KiaccugpuKaimio, BKItoJarontyo 14 sumoB 0630pos [16]. B ux
TUTIOBOM KJIaCCU(IMKAIIUK TIPUCYTCTBYIOT: kapmozpaghuueckutl 063op (Mapping review/Systematic
map), OTIINYAIOIIUICS OT OOBIYHBIX 0030POB TEM, YTO MOXKET BKIIIOUATh B ceOs pe3yibTarhl Kak 00-
30pHBIX ITyOJHMKAIIU, TaK W TIEPBUYHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHUI; 0030p cmewantblx memooos (Mixed studies
review/Mixed methods review), KOTOPBIII MOXKET COCTOSATh M3 CHCTEMaTHUECKOro 0030pa C BKIIIOYE-
HUEM WHTEPBBIO C IKCIIEPTaMU 00JIacTH; skcnpecc-0030p (Rapid review) kak ObICTpast OIICHKA JOKa-
3aTeIbCTB; 0030p 0Ovema pabom (Overview), KOTOPBIN 00€CTICUNBACT TPEABAPUTEIHLHYIO OIICHKY TT0-
TEHIIMAIILHOTO O0BEMa HCCIIEOBATENbCKON JIUTEPATYPhL, COBPEMEHHbI/AHATUMUYECKUL 0030p
(State-of-the-art review), 3aTparuBaroinii HAMOOJIEE aKTyaIbHBIC TEMATHKH; CUCIEMAMU3UPOBAHHBLIL
0030p (Systematized review), KOTOPBIH, SBJISSICh TIO CYTH CUCTEMAaTHIeCKUM, MOKET BKITIOYATh OUH
WIM HECKOJIbKO 3JIEMEHTOB IIpoIiecca CUCTeMaTndeckoro o03opa. Cucmemamuyeckuili 0630p
(Systematic review) — Hanbosee U3BECTHBIM TUII, KOTOPBIN HaIpaBiIeH Ha CUCTEMAaTHYECKUI MOMCK,
OLICHKY M CHHTE3 HayuHbIX JaHHBIX. Cucmemamuueckuu nouck u 0o63op (Systematic search and re-
view) SIBISICTCS MACIUTAOHBIM HCCIIEJIOBAHUEM, BKITFOYAIOIINM B c€0sl HECKOJIBKO THIIOB 0030pOB.

Takum 006pazoM, H3yuyeHUE POCCUMCKUX K 3apyOeKHBIX NCCIIEIOBAHNM, TTOCBAIIEHHBIX TTOHS-
THIO ¥ criennuKe 0030PHBIX CTaTeH, MOKA3BIBAET, UYTO B paboTaxX 3apyOe)KHBIX TUHTBUCTOB MPE/I-
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MPUHUMAIOTCS TIOMBITKH KJIacCU(UKAIMK KaHPOBBIX Pa3HOBUAHOCTEH 0030pOB M aHAIM3a HX
(GYHKIIMOHAJIBHO-AUCKYPCUBHOM CHELM(PHUKHU, OJHAKO TUCIUIUIMHAPHOE WM HAyYHO-OTPaciieBOe
pasHooOpa3ue 0030pHBIX MCCIEOBAHUN MO-NPEKHEMY MPEICTABIACTCS CYLIECTBEHHOM mpooiie-
MOM JJIsl TIOCTPOCHUS eIMHON Kinaccudukanmu. B To ke BpeMsi cama mpoOiiema BbIIeIeHUs 00-
30pHOM CTaThU KaK CAMOCTOSITEIBHOTO YKaHPa B HAYYHBIX UCCIICOBAHUAX OTCUYSCTBEHHBIX aBTO-
POB HE MONy4YHIIa OKOHYATEIILHOTO PEIICHUs, PAaBHO KaK U HE CYIIECTBYET €IMHCTBA MOIXOI0B K
BOIPOCY JKaHPOBOHM CHCTEMAaTH3aIlMH HAyYHOUH CTAaThU B IICJIOM UM 0030pPHOM CTaThU B YaCTHO-
cTH. MBI mpeanonaraeM, 4YTo aHajiu3 JUCKYPCUBHBIX MPAKTUK HAYYHOTO 0030pa B KOHKPETHOM
JUHTBOKYJIBTYpPE U OINPENEICHHON OTpaciii HAyKu MOXKET CIIOCOOCTBOBATH MPOSICHEHUIO €T0 KaH-
poBoii crienuduku. [ToaTOMy 1€NBI0 HAILIErO MCCIEAOBAaHUS CTaja CUCTeMaTH3alus KaHPOBBIX
Pa3HOBUAHOCTEN aHIIIOSA3BIYHOTO MEIUIIMHCKOTO 0030pa Ha OCHOBE X €CTECTBEHHOTO (PYHKIINO-
HUPOBAHUS B aKaJEMHUECKOM JTUCKYpCe.

MeTon0J10THSI M1 MICTOYHUKHU. B COOTBETCTBUM C LIENBIO UCCIENOBAHUS U (DYHKIIMOHATHLHBIM
MIOJIXOIOM K €€ JIOCTHKEHUIO MBI OOPaTHIIHCh K TPEM BEIYIIIUM MEXKTyHAPOIHBIM HAyYHO-H3/1aTeITh-
CKUM IU1aTdhopMam, MyOIHKYIOIIMM METUITTHCKIE 0030pHBIC HCCIIEIOBAHUS HA aHTITMHCKOM SI3BIKE:
The New England Journal of Medicine (naiee NEJM), https://www.nejm.org; The British Medical
Journal (naiee BMJ), https://www.bmj.com/; The Lancet, https://www.thelancet.com. B kaxxnoii u3
HUX OBLIN BBIOpaHbI U MPOAHAIM3UPOBAHBI Pa3/ieibl KYPHAJIOB, colepKallue TpeOOBaHUs IJIs aB-
TOpOB, a uMeHHO General Information/ Article type (NEJM), Resources for author/Content type (The
Lancet), Recourses for authors/Article types and preparation (BMJ). JlanHbIe pa3aensl BKITIOYAIN
HE TOJBKO (OPMATHHO-TEXHUYECKUE PEKOMEHAAINN K PYKOIIMCH, HO TIPEACTABIISLTH MO3UIUIO pe-
JAKIMA OTHOCUTEIBHO COJCPKaHUsI Marepruala v TOro, KaKOMy UMEHHO KaHPy ITOT MaTepUal Co-
OTBETCTBYET. B CBSI3U ¢ 3TUM MBI UCIIOJIb30BAIN IIPUEMBI CEMAaHTUYECKOTO U JEPUHHUIIMOHHOTO aHa-
JM3a MpU U3yYeHUU ONHUCAHUM TUTIOB U (popMaToB MyOIMKaLMK, OTHOCSAIIMXCS K JKaHPY 0030PHBIX
crareit wim Review. Vcrionb3oBaHre OAHOMMEHHOM JIEKCEMBI Te€VieW B Ha3BaHUU Pa3JIENioB, pyOpPHK
YKYpPHAJIOB, TIPY OTIMCAHUH TUTIA MTYOJIMKAIINH, HAKOHEII, B 3ar0JIOBKE ITyOJIMKAIUK OBLJIO 00513aTeb-
HBIM KPUTEpPHEM BKJIIOUEHUS MaTepHalia B UCCIIEI0BaTEIbCKII KOPITYC.

ConeprkaTeIbHO-KOMIIO3UITMOHHAS 1 CeMaHTHYecKas Bepru(UKAIHUS KOPPEKTHOTO OTHECEHUS
MyOJIUKAIINK K KAHPOBOW Pa3HOBUIHOCTHU MPOMCXOAMIIA C MTOMOIIBIO OPUTHHATBHBIX 0030pHBIX
crareit (mo 30 U3 Kaxa0r0 U3aaHus ), omyonukoBaHHBIX B 2024 1. B pa3nenax Research, Education
(BMJ), Reviews and Reports (The Lancet), Review Articles (NEJM). Ctarbu, momy4eHHBIE METO-
JIOM CIUIOIIHON BBIOOPKH, OBLIM MPOBEPEHBI HA COOTBETCTBHE UX CTPYKTYPBI M COIEPIKAHUS Ha
OlMCaHNEe JaHHOW Pa3HOBUIHOCTH B paszzene «Jljis aBTopoBy».

ConocTaBUTENbHBIN aHAIN3 MOMYYEHHBIX U3 TPEX MCTOYHHUKOB KaHPOBBIX PAa3HOBUIHOCTEN
TMIO3BOJIUJI C/IENATh BHIBOABI OTHOCUTENBHO TPAIUIIMOHHBIX, HAUOOJIee CTaHJapTU30BaHHBIX U 0011Ie-
MPUHATHIX KaHPOB 0030pPHOM CTAaThbU, a TAKXKE BBIIBUTH OTHOCUTENILHO HOBBIE U Cieu(pUYHbIC
TUTSE MEIUITMHCKOTO aKaJIEeMHUYECKOTO AUCKYpCa KaHPOBBIE PAa3HOBUTHOCTH.

Ha3zBanus >xaHpOBBIX pa3HOBUAHOCTEH 0030pHOU cTtatbu (Review, Clinical Review, Living
Systematic Review 1 p.) IpUBEIEHBI MO-aHIIMICKU KaK aKaJIeMUYECKIE PeaTiy 1 UCTIONb3YIOTCS
B HACTOSAMICH paboTe KaKk TEPMUHOJIOTHIECKUE 0003HAYCHUS JKaHPOBBIX PA3HOBUIHOCTEH.

Pe3ynbTarhl u 00cy:k1eHHe. B aHIIOA3BIYHBIX METUIIUTHCKUX U3IaHUSIX CYLIECTBYIOT CTPOTHE
KPUTEPHH, MPEeabsBIseMble K 0030pHBIM MyOIMKAIMSIM. DT KPUTEPHUH OXBATHIBAIOT IIHMPOKUMN
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CIEKTp acMeKTOB, TAKMX KaK TeMaTHUKa MCCIIEIOBaHMI, CTPYKTYpa paboThl U Jpyrue, BKIOYas Co-
OTHECEHHE aBTOPCKOT'0 UCCIIEIOBaHUS C kaHpoM IyOnukanuu. [locienHee npeacTaBieHo B OTIENb-
HBIX pazzenax TpeOoBaHui 171t aBTOPOB, @ UMeHHO Article type (NEJM), Content type (The Lancet),
Article types and preparation. Ha ux ocHOBE ObUTH BBIICIICHBI U OIIMCAHBI dKAHPOBBIE PA3HOBHTHO-
CTU Review B 3TUX Hay4HBIX JKypHaJax, KaXXIbIi U3 KOTOPBIX B PEabHOCTH SIBIISIETCS MAacIITaOHON
Hay4YHO ru1aTopMoit M Hay4HOI 6a30i MEAUIIMHCKUX MTyOIMKAIHA.

1. Kanposvie pasnosuonocmu Review 6 The New England Journal of Medicine.

AHanu3 paszena KaHpOBBIX TpeOoBaHUM Article type CBUAETENHCTBYET, UTO BEIYIIICH KaHPO-
BOH Pa3HOBUIHOCTHIO ATOoro m3manwms siBisiercsi Clinical Practice Review (0030p kauHuueckou
npakmuxu), TPeArnoiaaralounil aHalu3 NPUKIaAHbIX MEIUIIMHCKUX HccaenoBanuil. Hayunsie 06-
30pbl, HE TOAMNAIAIONINX IO ONpeeseHre KIMHUYECKUX, 000011eHHO npeacTaBieHbl kak Other
Review (Opyeue 0630pver). B Tabn. 1 nansl mapameTpsl aHaIU3a U XapaKTEPUCTHKH 0030pHOH cTa-
TBU U €€ XKaHPOBBIX pasHOBUAHOCTEN B NEMJ.

Tabnuya 1. Review B NEMJ: TpeGoBaHus U >KaHPOBBIE PAa3HOBUIHOCTH
Table 1. Review in NEMI: requirements and genre varieties

Pazgen NEJIM Author Center
PybOpuka Determine Your Article Type
Kanp Review
Clinical Practice Review Other Review
“KanpoBasi pa3HOBUIHOCTb N
(0030p KIIMHUIECKON TIPAKTHKH ) (apyrue 0630phbI)
O030p uccienoBaHui 0030p uccienoBaHUH
JIOKa3aTeNbHON MEINIIHBI JIOKa3aTeJIbHON MEIUIIMHBI
Omnpenenenue
0 aKTyaJIbHBIM MpodIeMamM 0 ITUPOKOMY CIIEKTPY KIMHHYECKHX
MPaKTHYECKOTO 3/[PaBOOXPAHEHHSI Y MHCTPYMEHTAJIbHBIX MPo0ieM
KoMmo3unuonHasi CTpykTypa 6 pa3nenos TpeOoBaHUs OTCYTCTBYIOT
O0beM 2500 cnoB 3000 cioB
KonmuecTBo aBTOpOB He 6onee nByx He 6onee Tpex
BusyansHO-Tpaduueckue cpencTpa HebounbIoe komu4ecTBo He 6onee msatu
Bubnuorpaduyeckre HCTOUHUKH He 6oiiee 50 He Gonee 75

Pesynbrarel aHanu3a TpeboBaHui K xKaHpy 0030pHOH ctarbu B NEJM roBopsrt o QpyHKIHO-
HUPOBAaHUU HECKOJIBKHUX €r0 Pa3sHOBHIHOCTEH, 00 MX crenu(ruke MOXKHO CYIUTh IO OIpeaese-
HUSIM, KOMIIO3UIIMOHHBIM XapaKTEPUCTUKAM U TEXHHUECKUM TPeOOBaHUAM, TAKHM KaK 00beM, KO-
JUYECTBO aBTOPOB, BU3yallbHO-Tpapuueckue CpeacTBa rnpeacTapieHus JaHHbix. Cyzs 1o neTaiu-
3aI[Mi OMTMUCAHUS, MOXXHO TIPEIIOIOKHUTh, YTO B xKaHpe 0030pHO# ctatb NEJM otnaer mpemmno-
yrenue Clinical Practice Review (0030py KIMHUYECKOU MPAKTHKH ), HA YTO YKa3bIBAET Pa3BEPHY-
TO€ omucaHue ero kommno3unuoHHOM cTpykTypsl (Clinical problem, Strategies and evidence,
Areas of uncertainty, Guidelines from professional societies, Authors’ conclusions and
recommendations), MO3BOJAIOIIEE YETKO CTPYKTYpUPOBATH coaepxkanue. OTCyTCTBUE MON00-
HBIX TPEOOBAHUM K IPYTUM Pa3HOBUIHOCTIM 0030pHBIX CTaTeil CBUACTEIbCTBYET O OOJNIbIIEH
TUOKOCTH ¥ BO3MOXHOCTH OOJIbIIIeH CBOOOABI AJIsl aBTOPOB CTPYKTYPUPOBATH CBOU TEKCTHI B
COOTBETCTBUU C METOJIOJIOTUEH UCCIEIOBAHUS.

2. JKanpoevie paznosuonocmu 0o630pnvix cmameti 6 British Medical Journal (BMJ).

JKanp o630pHo#t crateu B BMJ wacToreH, BoctpeboBaHn u nomnyisipeH. [IpumedarensHo, 9T0o
B pyOpukaruu noptana BMJ 0630pHbIe cTarbu (Review) moMematotcs B pa3zaen Research, ogaako
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AKCTUTUKAIMS JKaHpa MPOMCXOTUT HEMOCPEICTBEHHO B 3arojioBke, Hampumep: Ultra-processed
food exposure and adverse health outcomes: umbrella review of epidemiological meta-analyses.
[Tpu sTom knuaMueckuii 0030p (Clinical Review) — ogHa U3 HauboIee BOCTPEOOBAHHBIX Pa3HO-
BUAHOCTEH 0030pa B BMJ — 00b1uHO pa3meniaercs B pyopuke Education, uto yka3piBaet Ha QyH-
JAMEHTAJIbHBIX XapakTep ero coaepxanus. Kiimanueckuii 0630p Bcera 3aka3blBaeTCsl peJaKIuei
Haunbosee aBTOPUTETHBIM dKcTiepTaM. B Tabi. 2 mpeacTaBieHbl OCHOBHBIC Pa3HOBHIHOCTH 0030p-
HbIX cTareii B BMJ u uX OCHOBHBIE TapaMEeTPBl.

Tabnuya 2. Review 8 BMI: TpeboBaHUS 1 )KaHPOBbIC PAa3HOBUIHOCTH
Table 2. Review in BMIJ: requirements and genre varieties

BMJ
Pasgen For author
PyOpuxka Article types and preparation
Tun Education Research
IToaTunel Clinical Review Living systematic reviews
Tema KIIMHUIECKOTO 0030pa — 3TO Hawnbonee nuHaMU9IHBIN U HE

HanboJjiee Cepbe3HbIC WITH UMCIOIHE | OKOHYATENLHO (hOpMaTH30BaHHbII
TSDKEJIbIC MOCIEACTBUS 3aboneBanusi, | BUI Review, cyTh KOTOPOro — B
WM MEIUIMHCKIE COCTOSIHIS B VIO- | OOHOBIICHHH paHee OIyOInKOBaH-
Omnpenenenue 0aJbHOM KOHTEKCTE, KOTOpbIe TPEOYIOT | HBIX JAHHBIX B CHCTEMAaTHYECKUX
PCILICHHH B KIMHUYECKOI MEAULMHe, | 0030pax M METaaHAIHN3ax C yde-
3IPaBOOXPAHCHHH, MEIUIIMHCKOM 00- | TOM MOSIBJICHHUsI HOBOW HH(OpMa-
pa30BaHUHU WM OHOMEIUINHCKHX MC- | (MU WK B CBSI3U C H3MCHHUBIICHCSI
CIICIOBAHHSAX SMUAESMUONOTHICCKOH CHTyaliei
BHyTpeHHEe CTPYKTYPHPOBAHUE TEKCTA 3aBHCHUT OT aBTOPA U OOBIYHO
HPEACTABISICT CO00M COUYETaHNe CTAHAAPTH30BAHHBIX Pa3/IeIoB
(Introduction, Guidelines, Conclusions) u pa3zenoB ¢ AECKPUIITHBHBIMHU
3aroJ0OBKaMH B COOTBETCTBHH C MaTepuaioM 003opa

Komno3unnonHas cTpykTypa

Obbem Texnuueckue TpedOBaHMs
Texnuueckue TpebOBaHMs
KonyecTBo aBTOpOB OOBIYHO COOTBETCTBYIOT

OTIPENIEIISTIOTCST MEXKAY 3aKa39NKOM
BusyanpHO-rpaduyeckue cpeacrTaa . TPEABSBISIEMBIM K
Marepuaia — peJakifei — 1 aBTopamMu

Bubnmuorpapuueckrue HICTOYHUKH TPEABIAYIEMY MaTepHaTy

Pesynbrarel ananmusa )kaHpOBBIX TPeOOBaHMI K 0030pHBIM CTaThsiM B BMJ cBHIeTENBCTBYIOT O
(YHKIMOHUPOBAHUH HECKOJIBKHUX pa3HOBUIHOCTEH *)aHpa Review, Han0ojiee 4aCTOTHBIM CPeH KO-
topbix sBisiercst Clinical Review, pOKyCUpYIONHMIACS HA CAaMbIX aKTYaJbHBIX M MPAKTUYECKUX Me-
JULIMHCKHX MpoliemMax rmio0anbHOro mMacmTada, TpeOyronMx HOBBIX KIMHHYECKHX pemieHuil. He
CITy4aiHO 3Ta Pa3HOBHIHOCTH 0030POB UMEET JOMIOTHUTENFHOE Ha3BaHue — State of the Art Review,
KOTOpOE MOAYEPKUBAET BHICOKYIO aKTYaJIbHOCTh U KIMHUYECKYIO LIEHHOCTh MPOOJIEMATHKH.

[osiBienue Living systematic review cpelu )aHPOBBIX Pa3HOBUIHOCTEW 0030pa TOBOPUT O
JTUHAMHAYHOCTH JMCKYPCHUBHBIX NpakTUK BMJ, a Takxke 0 «0kaHpPOBOM OTBETE» aKaJI€MHYECKOTO
JMCKypca Ha BbI30BBI OBICTPO MEHSIOIIETOCS HAyYHOTO KOHTEKCTa U MOSBJICHHE HOBBIX UCCIEO0-
BaTeIbCKUX JIAHHBIX. B TO ke BpeMs OTCyTCTBUE onucanuil Systematic reviews, Meta-analyses v
JPYTUX pacIpOCTPAHEHHBIX BUOB 0030POB FOBOPUT 00 UX HOPMATUBHOCTU U YCTOWYMBOM (YHK-
LIUOHUPOBAHUU B TUCKYpCE.

3. Kanpoeuvle pasnosuonocmu 0630puvix cmameii 6 The Lancet.

The Lancet — crapeiimii METUITMHCKHIA KYpHaJ ¢ ABYXCOTJIECTHEW UCTOPUEH, CEroHs SIBIIs-
eTcs OIHOW M3 KPYMHEHIIUX HaydHO-MEeIMIMHCKUX TuiargopM. Ha Hell mpeacraBieH MUpOKHUN
CIEKTp JKaHPOBBIX Pa3HOBHIHOCTEH Review. B pasnene Reviews and Reports B pyopuke Content
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type TpeNcTaBlIeHbl HE TOMbKO Review, HO u Commissions, Hypotheses, Seminar, Series, View-
point. B uapopmarinonnom paszzaene Information for Authors (Green section) Bce IepeunciICHHBIC
TUIIBI JOMONHSIOTCA TUIIOM Therapeutics. OueBUIHO, 4TO (YHKIIMOHATbHAS CHUCTEMATHU3AIIUS
KAHPOB HE BBHITEKACT U3 BAPUATUBHOCTU Ha3BaHUU THIIOB 0030pOB, HO TPeOyeT OPHEHTUPOBATHCS
Ha UX MPEAMETHO-COIepKaTeIbHOE onucanue. Ero ananus mokasai, 4To B 1e(hUHULIMN BCETIA HC-
MOJIB3YETCS JIEKCEMA reView, YKa3bIBaeTCs Y3KO- M MIUPOKONPODUIBHBIN CTATYyC IIEICBOM aynu-
TOpPUH, aKTyaIbHBIA U KIIMHUYECKU 3HAYUMBII XapakTep TeMbl U 1uddepeHiuanbHble TpUu3HaKy,
HanpuMep:
— shorter reviews that contain slightly more opinion-based information — Viewpoints;
—two or more evidenced reviews that take an in depth look at a topic of special interest to
explore new thinking — Series;
— reviews for clinicians on new and up-and-coming therapeutic options — Therapeutics;
— disease-oriented clinically focused overviews for the generalist, covering epidemiology,
pathophysiology, diagnosis, management, and prevention — Seminars.
B ta6n. 3 npeacraBieHbl pa3sHOBUAHOCTH 0030pHBIX cTareil o Bepcun The Lancet, a iMeHHO
Review, Series, Viewpoint, Therapeutics, Seminars.
Tabnuya 3. Review B The Lancet: TpeOoBaHNS 1 ’KaHPOBBIE PA3HOBUAHOCTH
Table 3. Review in The Lancet: requirements and genre varieties

The Lancet
Resources for Authors/Information for Authors (specific article requirements)

Kommno3u- O0beM/BU3YATTBHO-
Kanpossle
o ITUOHHAS rpadudeckue cpeacTaa/
pazHOBHI- MpeeIICHUE 616
CTPYK- nOIHOTpadICCKIe
HOCTH
Typa HNCTOYHUKH
w
5 E Knuaudyecku oprueHTHPOBaHHBIC 0030PBI JIJIsI CIICIIHATHCTOB- 5 110 5000 ci108/—/
= _
= 2 |MEIMKOB C aKIIEHTOM Ha SITHAEMHUONOTHIO U TIPO(DHIAKTHKY 3a- g
& o 6 - > 10 140 uCTOYHUKOB
& | & |poneBanmii %
KomrekcHbIi 0030p akTyabHON TEMBI, KOTOPOWH MOXKET OBITH
» 0ITHO 3a00JIeBaHME WIIN METOBI IUATHOCTHUKHY U JICUCHHS He- =
o <
o KOJBKHX neBaHAN. TeMaMu MOTYT OBITh CHCTEMEI 31Ipa- I JIOB/—
E CKO 3a0071€Ba Tema OTYT OBITh CHCTEMBI 3]pa & 0 4500 cnos/—/
2 BOOXPAHEHUS WIIH MTOJUTHKH B O0IACTH 37paBOOXPAHEHMUS, o I HCTOYHUKOB
5 00XpaHe 0 oOacTu 37paBOOXpaHe a 5t 0 100 ucto 0
R TaK)Ke HCTOPHIECKUE 0030PbI, MOCBSIIECHHBIC BaXKHBIM COOBI- =
TUSAM WU FOOUIICHHBIM TaTaM
4 AKTyaJbHBIC UCCIICIOBAHUS ICPCICKTHBHBIX TEPACBTHYCCKUX
‘5 2] MOJIXOJIOB K JIEUCHUIO, NIPEIHA3HAYCHHBIE [IJIsl Bpauei-KIMHU- § 3500-4500 cnos/
[
& & | 3 [wicToB. OCHOBHOC BHUMAHHE B TAKHX pabotax — HOBBIM (hap- 5 5—6 pUCYHKOB, TAONHIL U TIp./
o 0]
E 2| 'z [MaleBTHYECKMM MpenapaTaMm, KJaccaM MeMKAMEHTOB MM He- % 710 80 UCTOYHNKOB
= o2 |MeMKaMEHTO3HbIM BAPUAHTAM JICYEHHUS]
s
£ O0630pHas myOIMKaIs, BEIpaKaromas ooiiee MHSHHE aBTOp- 5 110 1500 crios/—/
§‘ CKOTO KOJUIEKTHBA TI0 aKTyaJIbHOM Ipodiieme, 0OBIHO POXOIs- &
5 = 110 20 UICTOYHHUKOB
S 1I1asi BHEIITHEe SKCIIEPTHOE PelIeH3NPOBaHKE, HO HE BCerIa =
JIBa witn 6osiee 0630pOB HA OCHOBE IaHHBIX JIOKA3aTEITbHON =
wn “ 19 19
2 MEIWITUHEI 110 OTHOW TeMe, TIPEICTaBIITIONIeH 0COObIi IKC- s o
3 MIEPTHBIN HHTEpeC B KOHTEKCTE HHHOBAITMOHHBIX ITOJXOA0B 1 L%
Pa3BUTHSA KOHKPETHOW OOJIACTH MEIUIITHEI
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B Tabnuiie nmpeacTaBieHbl )KaHPOBBIE PAa3HOBUIHOCTH O030pHBIC cTarei, (PyHKIIMOHHPYIO-
IIMe B COOTBETCTBUU C ITyOaukannonHou monutukoi The Lancet. Ha nx cenuuvHOCTh yKa3bi-
BalOT Pa3BEpPHYTHIC OMHUCAHUS B TPeOOBaHUAX U aBTOPOB. IIpu 3TOM Takue TpaauIMOHHBIC U
CTaHJapTU30BaHHBIE 0030DbI, Kak Systematic Review u Meta-analysis, ycrienmiHo (pyHKIIHOHUPYIOT
u B pazzaene Information for Authors Red section c momeTkou (Articles), Kk aBTOpaM Takke MpeIb-
SIBIISIIOTCS CIIEYIOIINE TPeOOBaHUS:

— HeJICKJIaMaTOPCKUiA 3aroioBok (non-declamatory title), B koTropom OyneT ykaszaH Bu 0030pa
systematic review/ meta-analysis;

— CTpYKTypUpoBaHHasi aHHoTauus (Background, Methods, Findings, Interpretation, and
Funding),

— )KECTKasi KOMIO3UIIUOHHAs CTPYKTYpa (Background, Methods, Results, Discussion);

— KOJINYECTBEHHBIE TpeOOBaHMs K 00beMy, OMOnmuorpaguyecKumM UCTOYHHUKAM H TIp.

ConeprkarensHoe HaroJHeHHe Systematic Review n Meta-analysis He OTUCBIBAETCS, YTO IO3BO-
JISIET C/IeNaTh BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO OHO HE OTJIMYAETCS OT HOPMATHUBHBIX M XOPOIIIO U3BECTHO aBTOPAM.

3akarouenne. [TogBoas uroru paboTel, OTMETUM, YTO Review Kak »KaHp HAyYHBIX MTyOIHKa-
IUH Ype3BbIUAHO PAaCIpPOCTPAHEH B AHIVIOS3BIYHOM CETMEHTE MEAMIIMHCKOTO aKaJeMHUYeCKOTO
nuckypca. Benymue mexxaynaponnbsie Hayunbie miatdopmbl New England Journal of Medicine,
The British Medical Journal u The Lancet saBnsroTcst eCTeCTBEHHOM TUCKYPCUBHOM cpeoi pyHK-
LMOHUPOBaHUs Review, B KOTOPOH TPaJUIIMOHHBIEC KaHPbl U MPAKTUKU PA3BUBAIOTCS U MOPOXK-
JIAIOT HOBBIE KaHPOBBIC Pa3HOBUAHOCTHU. [IpeanpuHsATEIC B HACTOSAIICH paboTe BBISBICHHE U aHa-
JIM3 )KaHPOBBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK Review Ha OCHOBE TpeOOBaHUI /i aBTOpOB Determine your arti-
cle type, Article type and preparation, Content type B NEJM, BMJ, The Lancet, cooTBETCTBEHHO,
MO3BOJIMJIM CUCTEMAaTU3UPOBATh COJEpKaTeNbHbIe U (hopManbHBIE MMPU3HAKH Review U ompee-
JIUTh HEKOTOPbIE Pa3HOBUIHOCTH 3TOTO KaHPA.

HaunGonee TpaauIMOHHBIM M PacIpOCTPAHCHHBIM JKaHPOM OO30pHOM HAy4YHOW CTaThbu B
AHTJIOA3BIYHOM METUIIMHCKOM Juckypce ocraercs Review (The Lancet), Clinical Review (BMJ),
Clinical Practice Review (NEJM), uto, 6€3yclIOBHO, OOBSCHSIETCS TUCIUIIIMHAPHOW crieruu-
KOH, T. €. MOTPEOHOCTHIO BO BCECTOPOHHE MOATBEPKACHHBIX, CHCTEMAaTH3UPOBAHHBIX U 0000IIIEH-
HBIX MEIUIIMHCKUX JaHHBIX IS MPUHSATUS KIMHUYECKUX PEIICHUI U CTPATETUIECKON MOTUTHKU
B 3/IpaBOOXpaHEHHUH. DTH 0a30BbIe PAa3HOBUIHOCTH Review OOBIYHO 3aKa3bIBAIOTCS HAauOOIEe aB-
TOPUTETHBIM KCIIEPTaM, MPEeTHA3HAYCHBI JJIs1 SKCIIEPTHON ayTUTOPHH, UX KOMITO3UIIHOHHAS CTPYK-
Typa 00yclioBlIeHa POoOIEeMaTHKOM, OJHAKO MOXKET ObITh ONHKCaHa KaK KecTKas (HalIn4ue Kolmde-
CTBEHHBIX M TEXHUYECKHUX TPeOOBaHUI K aHHOTAIIUU, KOMITIO3UIIUH TEKCTA, €ro 00beMy U TIp.).

K unciny HOpMAaTHBHBIX M YHMBEPCAJIBHBIX JKaHPOBBIX Pa3HOBUAHOCTEW 0030pHOM CTaThbU
oTHOCATCS Systematic Review n Meta-Analysis, koTopble (PyHKITMOHUPYIOT Ha BCEX TPEX HCCIIC-
JIOBaHHBIX NMYyOIMKAIIMOHHBIX TuiaTdhopMax. B omimuume oT mpenpinyiiei rpymmsl, Systematic
Review u Meta-Analysis B METUITMHCKOM JIUCKYpPCE COEPKATENBbHO (POKYCHUPYIOTCS Ha BCECTO-
pOHHEM aHanu3e OubIorpaduIecKuX UCTOYHUKOB, 0a3 TaHHBIX U HAYYHOH JIUTEpaTyphl, 00a-
JAr0T COOCTBEHHBIMU Pa3pa0OTaHHBIMU METOIMKAMH CHUCTEMAaTHU3aIli MaTepraja U yCTOWYHNBO
(YHKIIMOHUPYIOT HE TOJBKO B MEIUIMHCKUX, HO M JIIOOBIX JPYTHMX OTPaACisIX HayKH.
Systematic Review n Meta-Analysis 3aHuMarOT 0c000€ MECTO B pacIpOCTPAHEHUH MTOAXOIOB J0-
Ka3aTeJbHON MEeIUIIUHBI.
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QOYHKIMOHAJIBHBIA MOIXO0/ K AKAHPOBOM CHCTEMAaTU3aIMH TO3BOJIMII BBISIBUTH HECKOJIBKO HO-
BbIX WU CHEIU(PUYECKUX >KaHPOBBIX Pa3HOBUAHOCTEH O0O030pHOW cTaThbM, a MMEHHO Live
Systematic Review, Hypotheses, Seminar, Series, Viewpoint, Therapeutics n npyrue. [losiBinenue
HOBBIX WJTU CIIEIU(DUIHBIX JUTS OTACIEHON HAyIHO-TTYOTUKAIMOHHOH I1aT(QOPMBI )KaHPOBBIX pa3-
HOBUAHOCTEH Review OOBSICHIETCSI HECKOIBKUMU (akTopaMu. Bo-mepBbIx, OOHOBIEHUE MEIUKO-
OMONOTMYECKNX 3HAHUA M M3MEHEHHSI ITHIEMUOJIOTHIECKOTO KOHTEKCTa (HampuMep, HeJaBHSSA
nangeMus Covid-19) mporucxoauT HaCTOJIBKO CTPEMHUTENIBHO, YTO (PyHIaMEHTAIbHBIC HCCIIEA0BA-
HUS M 0030pBI yCIIEBAIOT yCTapeThb KO BpeMeHH ux myoOnukanuu. [lostromy nosiBienue Live
Systematic Review (BMJ), Therapeutics nnm Series (The Lancet) BpI3BaHO CTpEeMIICHHEM aKaje-
MHUYECKOTO COO0IeCcTBa aJaNTHPOBaTh TPAAUIIMOHHBIE XKAHPbl K HOBBIM HMCCJIEIOBAaTEIbCKUM U
nH(pOpMAITMOHHBIM TTOTpeOHOCTAM. Bo3HuKkaromue (hopmarsl MpeACcTaBIsSIIOT co00i cBoeoOpas-
HBI «GKAQHPOBBIA OTBET» aKaJEMUYECKOTO JAMCKYpca Ha 3ampoChl MEIUIIMHCKONW HAYyKH WU TPaK-
THKH, a HAyYHO-MTYOIMKAIIMOHHOE TUIAaT(HOPMBI BRIPAOATHIBAIOT HOBBIC JTUCKYPCUBHBIC TPAKTHKH,
BOBJICKAsI B HUX aKaJIeMUYeCKUe coo0IIecTBa. BO-BTOPHIX, MOSBICHUE OTACIBHBIX JKaHPOBBIX pa3-
HOBUJHOCTEH, Takux Kak Seminars unu Viewpoint (The Lancet), MOXXeT CBHIETEIHCTBOBATH O TCH-
JICHIIMY K >KaHPOBOM r'MOpPUAN3ALINY, T. €. CMEIIEHUH KaHPOBBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK PA3HBIX (DYHKIIHO-
HaJbHBIX CTWJICH, HAPUMEP HAYYHOTO M MyOnuuucTUYecKoro B Viewpoint. B Hacrosiiee BpeMs
HEBO3MOKHO CKa3aTh, KaKoBa Oy/leT JUCKYpCUBHAs JMHAMUKA MEPEYNCIICHHBIX )KaHPOBBIX Pa3HO-
BUJHOCTEH, OJJHAKO MX MOCIEAYIolee YCTOWUNBOEe (PYHKIIMOHUPOBAHHUE U PacCIpOCTpaHEHHE Ha
JpyTye HayYHO-U3/1aTeNIbCKHE TIaT(OPMbI MOTIIO ObI OBITH KOCBEHHBIM MPU3HAKOM WX HOPMATHB-
HOCTH B aHIJIOSI3BIYHOM CETMEHTE MEIUIIMHCKOTO aKaJeMHIECKOTO TUCKYpCa.
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11. Koptokoga A. A., lepa B. I'. OCHOBbI Hay4HO-TeXHNYeckon nHopmaumm: yydeb. nocobue. M.:
Beicw. wik., 1985.

12. Xypasens E. L., KopcyHckas I. B. Knaccnumkaumsa o63opos // HTW. Cep. 1. 1974. Ne 7. C. 14-17.

13. Azer S. A. The Top-Cited Articles in Medical Education: A Bibliometric Analysis // Academic
Medicine. 2015. Vol. 90, Ne 8. P. 1147-1161. DOI: 10.1097/ACM.0000000000000780.

14. Nactyxos B. M. O6Lwne noHATMA 063opHOM anTepatypsl // HTU. Cep. 1. 1983. Ne 4. C. 19-24,

15. Synthesizing information systems knowledge: A typology of literature reviews / G. Paré,
M.-C. Trudel, M. Jaana, S. Kitsiou // Information & Management. 2015. Vol. 52, iss. 2. C. 183-199. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2014.08.008.

16. Grant M. J., Booth A. A typology of reviews: an analysis of 14 review types and associated
methodologies // Health Information and Library J. 2009. Vol. 26, iss. 2. P. 91-108. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-1842.2009.00848.x.

HNudopmanus 06 aBTopax.

Haymenxo HOnusa Hukonaeena — xannupgar dumonormdyeckux Hayk (2021), moreHT
Kaeapbl HHOCTPaHHBIX S3BIKOB BOPOHEKCKOTO TOCYIaPCTBEHHOTO METUITTHCKOTO YHUBEPCUTETA
uMm. H. H. bypnenxo, yin. Crynenueckas, aA. 10, Boponex, 394036, Poccus. ABTop 27 Hay4yHBIX
nyonukanuii. Chepa HaydHBIX HHTEPECOB: JIMHIBUCTUKA, aKaJIeMUYECKUI TUCKYpC B cepe Bbic-
mero oOpa3oBaHUs U HAYKH.

Cmebneyosa Anna Onezoena — noxrop ¢unonorndeckux Hayk (2016), morent (2010), 3aBe-
nyromias kKagenpoii HHOCTPaHHBIX SI3BIKOB BOpOHEKCKOT0 TOCYIapCTBEHHOTO MEAUIIMHCKOTO YHU-
Bepcutera uM. H. H. Bypnenko, yn. Crynenueckas, 1. 10, Boponex, 394036, Poccusi. Aprop 124
Hay4HbIX myoOnukaruii. Cdepa HaydHBIX MHTEPECOB: MPUKIAIHAS JTUHTBUCTHKA W TUCKYpC-aHa-
3, mpodeccnoHabHasE KOMMYHUKAIUS, aKaJeMHUUSCKUI aHTTTUHCKUN U HayYHBIC KaHPBI MEIH-
IIUHCKOTO JMCKYpCa.

O KoH@AuKmMe UHMmMepecos, C8A30HHOM C 0OHHOU nybaukayued, He c00BU{a0Ch.
Mocmynuna 12.05.2025; npuHama nocse peyeH3uposaHusa 16.06.2025; onybaukoeaHa oHAaliH 22.09.2025.
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