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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this article is to construct and timeninative
field of the concept “pride”in English and Russitanguages
by means of a comparative analysis of the workErglish
and Russian literature, which will make it possible
determine the importance of the studied concefténculture
of the English and Russian ethnic groups and tmtitle
differences in these linguistic cultures.
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INTRODUCTION

By now, a comprehensive study of literary textsrenprecisely,
their conceptual structure, has become very reteva@nch a
study takes place within the framework of methodaal
approaches and techniques of cognitive linguisticsonnection
with a person's comprehension of reality, structuése that are
commonly called concepts. In cognitive linguistitise concept
is considered to be one of the most important teros its
content cannot be described by one interpretafidrere are
many definitions of this concept in various areédirguistics,
which is determined both by its interdisciplinargture and the
lack of a common opinion about the content of thecept.
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

Today in linguistics there are three main approsacte the
interpretation of the concept, all of them are dasm the
position that the concept is what the content efribtion means.
Proponents of the first approach (Yu.S. Stepanoi. \aliya)
define the concept as the main cell in the mentatldvof a
person. Proponents of the second approach undeérgtam
concept as a unit of cognitive semantics (N.D. yunbva, A.D.
Shmelev). The third approach is based on the ifid@aconcept
as an intermediary between words and reality (Rikhachev
and E.S. Kudryakova). It can be summarized thattladise
approaches affirm the relationship between langaageculture,
but at the same time they understand the rolergfuiage in the
formation of the concept in different ways.

It should be noted that the primary task of theaesher of a
particular concept is to obtain an exhaustivedfdanguage units
that objectify this concept. “The set of linguisticeans that
objectify the concept in a certain period of therelepment of
society is defined as the nominative field of tlemaept” (Z.D.
Popova& |.A. Sternin. 2007: 47). The primary task tbe
lingvocognitive analysis of the concept is the dardion of its
nominative field, therefore, the effectiveness aoohpleteness of
revealing the content and structure of the studieecept
depends on the rigor and consistency of the caootfdru of its
nominative field.

DATA ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

There are two ways of constructing the nominatieédfof the
concept: the first one identifies only the direotminations of the
concept - the keyword and its synonyms (both syisteand
occasional, individual-authoring) - this will leado the
construction of the core of the nominative fieldietother
onereveals all the nominative field of the conaailable to the
researcher, including the nominations of the vesetof the
denotation of the concept (hyponyms) and the nashesirious
individual features of the concept that are founddifferent
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situations of its discussion. It is important taenthat this way,
of course, is more laborious, but it gives muchpgeeand more
reliable results” (Z.D. Popova& I.A. Sternin. 20a24).

Let us construct the nominative field of the concgpide”
in the works “Pride and prejudice” and “A Hero otiOTime”
using the second method. First of all, it shoulchbeed that the
comparison of the nominative fields of the chosemcept,
which belong to speakers of languages with diffestructures,
makes it possible to determine their universal aationally
peculiar characteristics.

To construct a nominative field, the researchertrast&blish
a key word-representative that objectifies the ephc A
keyword is a lexical unit determined by the researcwhich
most fully nominates the researched concept (ZdpoRa& I.A.
Sternin. 2007: 125). The most commonly used nansldsen as
such a word, in our case it is the name “pride” ‘argrocTs”.

Next comes the establishment of the core of theimatme
field. The core of the nominative field is set thgh a synonymic
extension of the keyword (Z.D. Popova& |.A. Stern2007:
126). For example, for the key lexeme “pride” ie thiork “Pride
and prejudice” synonyms are established: arrogadigmity,
vanity. And in the work Tepoitnamerospemennu”, the
synonymous series for the lexemsopnocts” are the words:
camourroome, TIpe3peHune, IyBCTBOCOOCTBEHHOTOITPEBOCXOICTBRA.
Establishment of the core of the nominative field

arrogance npespeHu1e
1
dignity vanity
e Y
wyscmsocaﬁcmnuoao

Establishing the periphery of the nominative fiefthalysis of
the compatibility of lexemes that objectify the cept in the
language also makes it possible to identify some thoe
components of the concept. From various exampleghef
compatibility of the chosen lexeme with adjectivasd verbs,

lopgocTs
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one can derive numerous signs of pride that cheniaetpride as

a concept (Z.D. Popova&

I.LA. Sternin. 2007: 12@)rtRer, the

table shows examples of the compatibility of thestee “pride”

and ‘ropmocts” with adjectives and verbs from the selected

works.

Establishing the periphery of the nominative fiefdhe concept.

Pride

Topnocts

Everybody is disgusted with h

OTTOro-To OH TakK ropao HOCHUT CBOIO

he shouldn’t have been to
proud to be dishonestfo
dishonesty | must cal
it(JaneAusten. 2000:50 ).

is pride (JaneAusten. 200(roicTyr0  CONJATCKYH  LIMHEND
48). (LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 32).
If from no better motive that|Ja TIPUTOM I'puropnit

CAJIEKCaHIPOBUY KaXKIBIH ICHD AapIIl
fell  4TO-HMOYZb. IIEpBbIE JHH OHA
MoJIdya ropao OTTaJIKUBajia
nozapky,... (LermontovM.Yu. D62:
10).

Can such abominable pride a
his have ever done him good
(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

OTta ropaas 3HaTb CMOTPUT Ha HaAcC,
apmeilles, Kak Ha TUKHUX
(LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 33).

Her manners were
pronounced to be bad,
mixture of impertinence and

pride (JaneAusten. 2000: 33 )|

A 410 Takoe cuactee? HachllieHHas
ropaocte(LermontovM.Yu. D62;
48).

for he is very proud of what
his father was — have don
this (JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

Familypride and filial pride —|...

HO TJa3a, XOTSd OKPYIKEHHbIE
KOPUYHEBOK TEHBIO, OIIMCTAIN TOPIO
i@ meymommmo  (LermontovM.Yu
1962: 63).

He has also brotherly pride
which with some brotherly|
affection makes him a very
kind and careful guardian of
his sister51 (Jane Austen

HpaBo, MuWiIas, Tbl XYXKC HHUYCTO HC
Mmorya npunymars! — OHa 3ariakana,
IMOTOM € ropAOCTHIO MOJHsAJIA TOJIOBY,
oTepJia CJIC3bI u IpoJaoJKaia
(LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 76).

2000: 50 ).

All these features are inclu
and their occurrence in v

ded in the descriptibthe concept,
arious texts is recordedbider to

identify the most vivid, communicatively relevantes.

Construction of the |

exical-phraseological field dfie

keyword. This method involves the selection of swyros,
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antonyms of the keyword, the definition of its hggreyms and
cohyponyms. In addition, we can single out advetis are
opposite in meaning [1, p. 126-127].

Further, the table shows the synonyms and antorpfrtise

concepts “pride” and ropmocts” from the works “Pride and

prejudice” and I'epoiinameroBpemenn’”.

Construction of the lexical-phraseological fieldtlhé concepts

Yes, vanity is a weakness ind
eed (Janéwusten. 2000: 50 ).

Muneiit MoOM, g Tpe3uparo
JKEHIIUH, 4TOOBI HE IIOOUTH UX,
MOTOMY 4YTO WHAYe J>KU3Hb ObLia
OBl CIIUIIIKOM HEJICIIOM. ...
(LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 34).

Mr. Darcy was found to be al
| above his company and abo
ve being pleased
(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

Momnonexs po3Baja ero
Meducrodenem; OH MOKa3bIBa,
OyITO CepAnIICs 3a 3TO MPO3BaHHKE,
HO B CaMOM JIeJie OHO JIbCTHJIO €ro
camoumroouro(LermontovM.Yu.
1962: 35).

It has often led him to be
liberal and generous
(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

...HUYeM HENB3sI TaK IOJIbCTHTH
MOeMy CaMOJIFOOHIO, Kak
NpHU3HaBas MOE€ HCKYCCTBO B
BEPXOBOIl e37le Ha KaBKa3CKUii
nag(LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 41).

Mr. Darcy was the most disa
greeable, the proudest man &
nd all hoped that he would n
ever come again
(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

...HO s BCSKMH pa3, Kak
I'pymiHUUKMI MOAXOIUT K HEH,
NPUHUMAI0 CMUPEHHBIH BHUI H

OCTaBJIAIO ux BJIBOCM...
(LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 47).

The world was frightened by
his high and imposing
manners (Janéusten. 2000;
50).

OTH neTepOyprckue CIeTKH Beeraa
3a3HAIOTCA, IIOKa UX HE ydapulIb
mo Hocy! (LermontovM.Yu. 1962:
57).

They were very nice ...but
proud and conceited
(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

OH ToKpacHeN; eMy ObUIO CTBITHO
yOuTh dYenoBeka Oe30PYKHOTO...
(LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 66).

Mr. Darcy was haughty and
reserved; his manners were
not very inviting

(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

Munblii MOH, 1 HEHaBUXKY JIIOIEH,
YTOOBI UX HE MPE3UpaTh, MOTOMY
4yTO HHaYe JKU3Hb Obula OBl
CIIAIIKOM OTBPATUTEIEHBIM
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¢dapcom (LermontovM.Yu. 1962:
34).

Elizabeth saw| a Tocie  BCTPETHINLCSA,  TaK

superciliousness in  their| cteauTech W pyKy MPOTSIHYTH

treatment of  everybody | mamemy Gpary (LermontovM.Yu.

(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ). 1962: 24).

Mr. Darcy walked here and t
here, fancying himself very g
great (JanéAusten. 2000: 5(

) . OBLIO CTBIAHO MPpU3HATBCA B
uctune (LermontovM.Yu. 1962]
49).

OH CMyTHICSH 3aIyMajCs. €My
XOTEJIOCh MOXBACTAaTbCs, CONraTh —
1 OBLIO COBECTHO, & BMECTE C ITUM

From the very|
beginning...impressing m
with the fullest belief of you
arrogance, your conceit, a
your selfish disdain of th

Y I0BOJILCTBUSI MHE OIPOTHUBEIIH,
eo0IIecTBO MHE TaKiKe€ HAI0€lo...
JI000BH TOJIBKO pasapakayia Moe
(camouroOme, a Cepiie OCTaloCh
e mycro... (LermontovM.Yu. 1962:

feelings of others (Jane
Austen. 2000: 50 ).

“Nothing is more deceitful,’
said Darcy, “than thg
appearance of humility."Ang

67).

Y I'pymHuukoro pacrpenanHas
? IpUYECKa W OTYAsIHHBIA BUJ; OH,
] KaXKeTCsl, B CAMOM JIeJie OrOpYEH,

which of the two do you call ocobenno camoJttooue ero
my little recent piece of ockopbneno... (LermontovM.Yu.
modesty(Jane Austen. 2000; 1962: 54).

50).

It can be concluded that the construction of thetex
phraseological field objectifies a variety of cdgre features of
the chosen concept, which can be identified by yanay the
semantics of the units included in this field.

Construction of the derivational field of chosemcepts.
The construction and study of the derivational dfief the
keyword also makes it possible to identify the dogm features
of the studied concept.

First, let us consider the concept ebfzocts” in Russian.
Etymologically, the adjective roépasrit” comes from the Old
Slavonic word fpsas”, after that from the common Slavic stem
“gerds” (Fasmer M. 2004). This basis had several meanings
such as: "choosy", "picky", "finicky". When studgn
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dictionaries, another meaning of this word was atad “pride”
can also act as a synonym for such concepts asghftiaess”,
“arrogance”, “conceit”, “ambition”, and this phenenon is also
the same root word for such a thing as "hubris"cdh be
concluded that the same feeling in the Russianuiagg has two
opposite interpretations: 1) “noble satisfactiammirthe successes
achieved”; 2) "a sinful manifestation of the egcistssence of
man." This allows us to talk about the multidimemnsility of the
concept, about its deep connection with people's@ousness,
religious morality and changing ethical principles.

Now, let us analyze the derivational field of thencept
“pride”. Ernest Weekley's Etymological Modern Emsgli
Dictionary offers the following definition of the axd "pride™:
from the Anglo-Saxon "pryto” - the adjective proand from the
Middle English "prythi", which means "gallant" (¢git) and
"fine" (beautiful) (Weekley Ernest. 2012). The Ol
Etymology Dictionary states that the Middle Englistord
“prude”, which is derived from the Late Old Englispryto”,
meant "unreasonable self-esteem”; “love of displéghe of the
deadly sins”; “haughtiness”, “overbearing treatmehtothers”
(Online Etymology Dictionary.2022).Also, in Middl&nglish
there was a positive assessment of pride: “persboabr”,
“‘good reputation”, “exalted position”, splendor. Xford
Dictionary of English” gives the meaning of the dexe “pride”,
which is similar to the Russian wordopmocts” - it is, first of
all: “a sense of satisfaction from achievementsd dself-
respect” (Catherine Soanes, Angus Stevenson. 20083n be
generalized that the meaning of the word “pridetdmsidered
primarily as an emotion, as an object of pridea®isome feature
of a person’s character.

Thus, the semantic analysis of the identified deies
makes it possible to detect a number of additia@initive
features of the studied concept [1, p. 128].

Construction of the paremiological field of the cept.
Paremias are very informative for revealing therptetive field
of the concept. The source of paremias are diatiesaof
proverbs, sayings, popular expressions and apheridm pp.
128-129]. It should be noted that in the work “Rriéind
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prejudice” there were no proverbs inherent in toacept of
pride. But in the work “A Hero of Our Time” there ione
proverb that also helps to describe the charadteéheo hero -
“proud character”: Harypa — aypa, cynbba — nHuelika, aXu3Hb —
komneiika!”(Nature is a fool, fate is a turkey, and lifeaspenny!)
(Lermontov M.Yu. 1962: 54).

Analysis of phraseological nominations of the cqiceA
lexeme nominating a concept can be used as parfa of
phraseological unit. In this case, the phraseodginit is also
included in the nominative field of the correspamgiconcept,
and the analysis of the meaning of the phrasedbgitit makes
it possible to establish certain features of theresponding
concept (Z.D. Popova, |.A. Sternin. 2007: 129-130¢re are
good examples from the works:

1. The author uses a phraseological phrase with atimega
connotation: “Each one says that Mr. Darcy is eafgmvith
his pride”(JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

2. "Nobody can wonder that so very nice young manhwit
fortune, family, everything in his favor, shouldrtk so high
of himself’ (JaneAusten. 2000: 50 ).

3. CaMOIOBOJILCTBUE M BMECTE HEKOTOpas HEYBEPEHHOCTH
1/1306pa>i<an1/105 Ha €ro JMIIEC,; €ro Ipa3gHUuYHas HApYyXKHOCTh,
€ro ropaas moxoakKa 3aCTaBUIIN OBl MeHS pacxoxoTaThbCH,
ecmm 0 9T0 OBUIO COTJIACHO C MOWMH HaMEpEHHUSIMU
(LermontovM.Yu. 1962: 54).

CONCLUSION

All in all, the nominative field of the concept miilt from the
keyword-representative, its synonymic series, uidigntified in
fiction and journalistic texts, stable comparisoplstaseological
units, lexical-phraseological, derivational fieldthe keyword-
representative of the concept. The main role in ceph
objectification and concept formation are played by
phraseological units that reflect the value atetdf the people,
transmitting cultural stereotypes from generatmgeneration.
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The study of relations between languages and treups
helps to reveal the more or less close relationsifighese
languages, determine the degree of their remoteiness each
other and establish the relative chronology of dbeurrence of
phenomena common to the compared languages. The
construction of the nominative field of the concpide” in the
studied languages is of great importance in stufhe stages of
development of the history of thinking of these gles and
related sociological issues, the formation of thétuce of the
people.
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