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Annotation.The article describes the types of knowledge used in educational psychology and in the 
course of solving computational chemistry. The algorithm for solving problems with a description of its che-
mical and mathematical parts.
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Annotation. Modern youth slang has different functions, the main of them are nominative, emotional, 
expressive, world-out looking and others. The main characteristics of modern youth slang are antropothentic 
and limitation of their meanings: in the case of “communicative non actuality” meaningful conditions of 
reality is out of sphere of nominative activity of youth in the process of using modern youth slang.
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