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Olenets S. Yu. Basic in uence instruments of the leading teachers to the audience
The use of di erent ways to in uence the audience for the teacher is an integral part of his activity. Harmonious combination

of the creative potential of the teacher and knowledge of a professional subject, allows achieving high results of the pedagogical
process. Skillfully applying his skills, the teacher can not only interest the educational material, but also improve the percep‑
tion and student skills. For this aim, the teacher needs to have a technique that related to voice intonation, emphasis, melody,
volume, expressiveness and pauses. Ability to do the right pause is no less important than the ability to speak quickly or slowly.
A pause during a speech gives the same impression as a sudden sound during silence. In addition, after a pause, the new thought
often sounds more convincing than the continuous sequence of spoken ideas. Many pauses in the speech correspond to the struc‑
ture of the text and the location of the punctuation marks, but sometimes pauses may go beyond the scope of the written speech.
The article deals with the main methods of in uence of the teacher on the audience, which leads to signi cantly improvement
the perception of the material by students.
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Pastyrska I. Ya. General scienti c characterization of the term “integration”
There has been analyzed the concept “integration of sciences” and the process of its origin and development has been in‑

vestigated. Integrative processes contribute to the formation of the unity of knowledge in all its forms. Integration of science is
due to the needs of the recognition of a single world process. The integration of science and science is essential for the develop‑
ment of education in the globalized world. Each individual science invests into the integration process its own peculiarities and
stimulates the further di erentiation and integration of knowledge. It is shown that the enforcement takes place through the in‑
teraction of the processes of integration and di erentiation of sciences. There have been analyzed tendencies in the approach of
researchers to the coverage of the problem of interscienti c interaction and the allocation of ways and integration mechanisms.
Researches of scientists, who made a signi cant contribution to the development of science integration by theoretical analysis
of the integration experience and attempts at its methodological comprehension as well as the stages of development of sciences
in the context of integration have been considered.
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ence.


