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Abstract. This article examines the phenomenon of interpenetration and mutual influence between 

terminological, general-purpose (neutral), and colloquial vocabulary in contemporary language 

systems. As societies evolve and scientific, technological, and cultural changes accelerate, the 

boundaries between specialized and everyday language become increasingly fluid. This dynamic 

interaction contributes to linguistic innovation, borrowing, semantic shifts, and stylistic hybridity. 

The article explores theoretical frameworks, provides practical examples from different languages, 

and analyzes implications for lexicography, language teaching, and cross-cultural communication. 
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Language is a dynamic and evolving system that reflects the complexities of human thought, 

society, and interaction. Within any language, vocabulary plays a crucial role not only in facilitating 

communication but also in encoding specialized knowledge, social norms, and cultural values. 

Traditionally, linguistic research has categorized vocabulary into three distinct strata: 

terminological (specialized) vocabulary used in professional and scientific discourse; general-

purpose (neutral) vocabulary employed in everyday communication; and colloquial (informal or 

conversational) vocabulary characteristic of spoken, intimate, or regionally marked discourse. 

However, these categories do not exist in isolation. As language adapts to changes in science, 

technology, media, and society, there is an increasing overlap and mutual influence among these 

lexical layers. Terminological vocabulary often seeps into general language through mass media, 

education, and digital platforms. Conversely, colloquial and general-purpose expressions are 

frequently adopted by professionals and academics to make specialized concepts more accessible. 

This reciprocal relationship reflects a broader linguistic tendency toward hybridization, where 

register boundaries become more porous. 

This process of interpenetration and mutual influence has significant linguistic, educational, and 

communicative implications. It prompts questions about lexical precision, stylistic appropriateness, 

and communicative clarity. For instance, how does the inclusion of scientific terms in journalism 

shape public understanding? What happens when informal expressions are used in academic 

writing? How do terminological shifts affect the standardization of professional languages? 

The aim of this article is to investigate: 

The mechanisms through which different types of vocabulary interact. 

Examples of lexical migration between registers across languages. 

The impact of such interactions on lexicography, discourse, and pedagogy. 



55   AMERICAN Journal of Language, Literacy and Learning in STEM Education        www. grnjournal.us  

 

The role of globalization, media, and digital technologies in accelerating these processes. 

By exploring both theoretical perspectives and empirical examples, the article contributes to a 

nuanced understanding of how vocabulary evolves in response to socio-cultural and technological 

changes. It also highlights the importance of register awareness in fields such as translation, 

education, and communication. 

The classification of vocabulary into terminological, general-purpose, and colloquial categories has 

long been a cornerstone of linguistic analysis. Each type of vocabulary serves distinct 

communicative functions shaped by context, purpose, and audience. However, as language evolves, 

these categories increasingly intersect, resulting in the mutual influence of lexical forms across 

domains. 

Terminological vocabulary is typically associated with specific fields such as science, medicine, 

law, and technology. It is characterized by its precision, monoreferentiality, and systematic 

organization. According to Cabré (1999), terminologies are codified lexical systems that aim to 

minimize ambiguity within specialized domains. They are often regulated by academic or 

professional institutions and maintained through glossaries, ontologies, and technical dictionaries. 

In contrast, general-purpose vocabulary—sometimes called neutral or standard vocabulary—

comprises the words used most widely in everyday communication. These words are typically 

polysemous, semantically flexible, and culturally embedded. As noted by Jackson and Amvela 

(2000), this vocabulary forms the foundational layer of language acquisition and literacy. It is 

widely taught in educational systems and represents the common denominator of language use 

across various registers. 

Colloquial vocabulary, by comparison, is informal and frequently tied to oral communication. It 

encompasses idioms, slang, sociolects, and regional expressions. Trudgill (2000) emphasizes that 

colloquial language serves as a marker of group identity and socio-cultural context. While often 

marginalized in formal settings, colloquialism plays a crucial role in maintaining linguistic vitality 

and expressiveness. 

The boundaries among these lexical strata are not impermeable. Contemporary linguistic 

landscapes, particularly in the digital age, show a high degree of lexical migration. One of the most 

significant processes is the popularization of terminological vocabulary. Scientific and technical 

terms increasingly enter public discourse through mass media, political speeches, and educational 

content. For example, words like pandemic, algorithm, and sustainability have become part of 

general vocabulary, often used without full awareness of their original technical definitions 

(Kramsch, 1998). 

This infiltration of specialized terms into everyday language is driven not only by the media but 

also by the need for public understanding of complex issues. In times of crisis, such as during health 

emergencies or technological controversies, experts and journalists often simplify technical 

language for accessibility. As Montgomery (2004) argues, this process fosters public engagement 

but may also lead to semantic dilution or misuse of terms. 

Conversely, the use of colloquial vocabulary in professional or academic contexts is increasingly 

common, particularly in science communication, popular lectures, and online platforms. 

Communicators adopt informal language to demystify complex ideas and reach broader audiences. 

Myers (2003) notes that such ―conversationalization‖ helps experts appear more relatable and 

encourages public dialogue. For instance, medical professionals may say ―your lungs are tired‖ 

instead of referring to ―respiratory insufficiency,‖ thereby replacing opaque terminology with 

metaphorically rich, colloquial equivalents. 

This interpenetration results not only in lexical borrowing but also in semantic shifts. Words like 

viral, which originally described a biological condition, are now ubiquitous in digital culture to 

denote rapidly spreading content. Similarly, feedback, interface, and network have expanded from 

their technical origins into generalized concepts used in daily life (Crystal, 2003). These shifts often 
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reflect metaphorical extension, a process by which terms acquire new meanings based on structural 

or conceptual similarity (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). 

Colloquial expressions, in turn, can migrate upward into formal or professional usage. In branding, 

education, and even legal language, informal phrasing is often deliberately employed to establish 

closeness or relatability. The blending of registers produces stylistically hybrid expressions such as 

life hacks, crash course, or hackathon, where informal lexical elements interact with professional or 

academic domains. As Fairclough (1992) explains, these hybrids are indicative of larger 

sociolinguistic trends toward democratization and conversationalization in public discourse. 

These processes raise important questions about language pedagogy and lexicography. Learners of 

a second language must navigate shifting register boundaries to achieve communicative 

competence. Byram (1997) and Canagarajah (2006) highlight the importance of register awareness 

in language teaching, emphasizing that learners need to understand not only vocabulary items but 

also their pragmatic and stylistic implications. 

In dictionary compilation and terminology management, the interpenetration of lexical types 

challenges the assumption that terms can be clearly delimited or hierarchically classified. 

Lexicographers must now account for dynamic usage patterns that span formal and informal 

registers. The inclusion of slang, idioms, and trending terminology in even the most authoritative 

dictionaries illustrates this linguistic fluidity (Landau, 2001). 

The role of digital technologies in accelerating these interactions cannot be overstated. Online 

platforms such as social media, blogs, and forums foster rapid diffusion of specialized and 

colloquial vocabulary alike. Digital discourse encourages register mixing and creative lexical 

innovation, often outside the control of traditional gatekeepers. Androutsopoulos (2011) points out 

that digital communication blurs genre and style boundaries, leading to novel forms of expression 

that combine terminological accuracy with colloquial flair. 

This hybridity is not without risks. Misunderstanding, semantic drift, and stylistic incongruity are 

potential downsides of lexical convergence. Nonetheless, the blending of terminological, general-

purpose, and colloquial vocabularies reflects the adaptability of language and its responsiveness to 

cultural and technological change. It also reinforces the idea that language is not a fixed system but 

a living, socially embedded process of meaning-making. 

The intricate relationship between terminological, general-purpose, and colloquial vocabulary 

illustrates the dynamic and adaptive nature of language in response to evolving communicative 

needs. As societal developments, technological advancements, and media proliferation reshape how 

knowledge is produced and shared, lexical categories once seen as distinct increasingly interact and 

influence one another. 

Terminological vocabulary, while traditionally confined to specialized discourse, has become more 

visible in everyday speech through popularization and simplification. Simultaneously, colloquial 

expressions are increasingly employed in academic, legal, and professional contexts to foster 

engagement, accessibility, and relatability. These shifts not only challenge traditional linguistic 

boundaries but also reflect broader sociolinguistic processes such as democratization of knowledge 

and the hybridization of discourse styles. 

The mutual influence among vocabulary types is not merely a linguistic curiosity but a phenomenon 

with wide-ranging implications. In language teaching, learners must develop the ability to navigate 

and interpret vocabulary across registers. In lexicography, dictionary compilers face the task of 

documenting language that is continually in flux. In public communication, speakers must balance 

precision and clarity with accessibility and tone. 

Ultimately, this interpenetration highlights language's most remarkable quality—its capacity to 

evolve, adapt, and reflect the complex realities of human interaction. It calls for a more nuanced 

understanding of lexical registers not as fixed categories but as flexible zones of interaction where 

meaning is negotiated, reshaped, and recontextualized. Embracing this perspective allows linguists, 
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educators, and communicators to better appreciate the richness and fluidity of contemporary 

language. 
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