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ABSTRACT

This article is dedicated to the cognitive aspééhweestigation of phraseological antonymy of Ambind Russian
languages. It is known that the main proceduréhefdognitive analysis is considered to be the d¢bjeategorization on
the basis of the available knowledge on the sudimgworld. Such categorization applicable to agtop is connected to
opposition and contrast of linguistic signs andrthelatedness with objects of the external woldthis article antonymic
oppositions have been examined within phraseolbgitiéss which are studied in anthropocentric antblagical aspects.
Herewith, anthropocentric phraseological units siuglied within the scope of cultural code, axiotadias a result of
evaluation. When researching phraseological unitni axiological aspect is used the notion of axjimlal phraseological
dyad which represents unity of two blocks: 1) PWmantics which is correlated with conventional ealu

2) PU, semantics which is correlated with convargla@ounter values.

Connecting cultural semantics of phraseologicatsuand involvement of antonymy in categorizatiorobfects
of reality is an important cognitive factor. Antang within phraseological dyads denote spheresgtiistic world image

which are kept in perception for a long periodiofe forming categories of objects of reality.

KEYWORDS: Phraseological Antonymy, Concept, Cognitive-SentaAtialysis, Axiological Aspect, Anthropocentric

Paradigm
1. INTRODUCTION, BASIC BACKGROUND, AND RELATED WORK

The result of a cognitive activity of a person enceptualization which lies in comprehending infation and
formation of separate conceptual structures ancceqmnal systems at large. Each natural language thee world
in its own way. The articulation of the surroundiwgrld is a means of its conceptualization. Thecegiualization of
knowledge is a process of formation of cognitiveibaf lexical and phraseological semantics. iecéon in a language
is defined by means of conceptual analysis.

The conceptual analysis is perceived as an anabfsigords which are crucial for that cognitive spac
that culture. Semantic history is important fortthehe original idea of the concept implies its orance for the ethnos
and community, the original content is included national perception and influences native speak&osld-view.
However under ever changing conditions of life mgliistic unit in conversation acquires pragmaticaniegs for
revelation of which extended context is used: ealfuverbal. In technique of conceptual analysis #ssential things

appear to be not only description, but also cohtrheriginal meaning (inner form), relevant meanand pragmatics.
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This means that a special importance does inveéstigaf lexical environment of a key word, its coatipility
have. In different styles and genres diverse resut expected. Word forming connection of thegiwerd also takes to a
new conceptualization of a concept. A special irtgure is given to its interpretation by differemicisl groups.
All this defines the boundaries of the conceptdfi, c. 26-27]. It is formed by basic, initial perceptiohan object of
reality. All elements of the field are united arduih Among them are certainly concepts opposedaich other on the
basis of updated semantics. Herewith it is neededkie into consideration that content (acquisjtioinconcepts differs by
the speaker and listener. For a speaker the segudramn action draws up as a thinking process while listener it is a

reverse sequence: utterance — linguistic procéisimking process.

The world structure is revealed by opposing itseots. Therefore antonymy in a language and speeam i

important indicator of a cognitive process andéssult.

In the nominative field of concept we distinguisises of their univerbal identification and meaniefiection in
phraseological combinations and paroemia. «With it of antonymic signs peculiar distinction, detation and
limitation of «continuums», «semantic space» (tenajpee, colour, time, aesthetic and ethical evanatof different
kinds occur in a language» [2, 5]. Thus, antonyms facilitate categorization bfests of the surrounding world in the
language. Each member of antonymic pair is a digih teflects certain attributes of the concept ancept in total.
However, the uncertainty of the issue about thecephrange makes the interpretation of let us Baycbncept «wealth»
controversial: should we see the single concepiatthve which includes opposing notions «wealth» apdverty» or are
there two concepts «wealth» and «poverty»? It igless that concept and semantics cannot be cledglymited.
The cognitive-semantic analysis in this articlel ¢ conducted on the example of phraseologicaisuwoncerning a

human's characteristics.

Section 1 discussed the world categorization irctvifields of actual objects names, field of subyecestimative
categories and field of mythical category stand. duirther, vocabulary in these fields is distrilsuteccording to
micro systems. In the next stage of categorizatitar-word connections of a separate lexical urétestablished on three
axes of semantic space coordinates: paradigmatitagmatic and derivative. In the given typologyesented by

0O.A.Kornilov there is enough potential for furthdetailed divisions.

If lexical antonyms are more or less well reseadchrd their paradigms are defined, phraseologinat meed
such an examination. The consideration of phraggb units from the point of view of reflection mepts in them
requires a number of questions: how to correlateitaation reflected in a phraseological unit withcancept?
Can a phraseological unit be correlated with sévevsacepts? Does the phraseological antonymy teariekemes to
another semantic field? The parameters of PU panzatic organization are needed. G.A.Bagautdinopars¢es a group

of phraseological units under the principle «perisoa language».

The involved group is examined by her in anthroptie and axiological aspects. Correspondingly,
anthropocentric phraseological units are investigatithin the scope of cultural code, as for axgadal ones, they
represent assessment. This paper is organizedllasdo Section 1 introduces the basic definitiord avackground.

In section 2 we propose the main point of this paped the proposed solution. Section 3 presents the

conclusion of this paper.
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2. MAIN RESEARCH POINT AND THE PROPOSED SOLUTION
Anthropocentric Paradigm of PU includes seven phraseological thematic graumger quite reasonable criteria:
* Sensation and acquisition;
*  Memory;
e Thinking;
e Imagination;
« Emotions and feelings;
o Will;
* Individual features.

A phraseological-thematic group expresses the oagegf the world that is unity of concepts relevdat

ordinary perception. Within each phraseologicahthtc group there are phraseological-semantic grama subgroups.

When researching phraseological units in an axiokdgaspect is used the notion of axiological pbodagical
dyad which represents unity of two blocks: 1) PWmantics which is correlated with conventional ealu
2) PU, semantics which is correlated with conver@locounter values. [3, p. 4; 4, p. 132]. The notaf axiological
phraseological dyad is universal: it can be complated with phraseological units of different langes Application of
the dyad allows us to consider phraseological séiosaas opposed or not opposed to semantics ohanphraseological
unit. This method is advantageous for sequenciaglissification of generalized meanings of phriaggeal units as the

dyad reflects positive and negative content of péméogical units.

Values/counter values are studied in different leveat physiological, material, social, spirituahoral,
intellectual, emotional, etc. In this article we llwéxamine only three levels of values: spiritughysiological,

(the example of life-death), material level.

e Spiritual level of values can be presented by th®lagical dyad «kind, generous — mean, greedy».
1) Arabic bswe ol (literally. Simple handthat is generous),sis o« 25l (more generous than Hatim
(Hatim — proper name, name of Arabic poet who pEse@ noble features and was very generous)
Jli(literally white hand,that is generous persoms sis sxy(literally his hands are open, used in relation to a
generous personfRussianyedpoi pyroi (with a generous handym weopom ceoux (out of one's generosity);
2) Arabic («S) on s (literally his hand hardenedstands for he is greedydy e 4o all Lawg ¥
(literally. no grain falls from his handshat ispinchpennyiall S (literally hand dryness, used towards greedy);
diie ) oy clé (literally his hands are tied up to his nethat ishe is mean); Russiammoi cueza ne svinpocuuus
(you can't get snow from him even in wintegms om ocuremxu pyxasa (give sleeves instead of a waistcoat),

om mepmeoeo ocna ywu (ears from a dead donkeyy 6orvwoii ckpsaea (he is a pinchpenny).

Interestingly enough, meaning of generosity oalisence in Arabic phraseology is conveyed by thapher of
a hand. In Russian as analogue can serve the catianinaueapas pyka» (generous hand). But it is not used for the

opposite meaning which is greed. In Russian the cepn «greed» is conveyed with the meaning
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«give away the unnecessary»moi cneca ne svinpocuws (you can't get snow from him even in winteQms om
acunemxu pykasa (give sleeves instead of a waistcoaty, mepmeozo ocna ywu (ears from a dead donkeylhe lexeme
«generosity» in «Phraseological dictionary of Ramsianguage» edited by A.l.Molotkova is contained two
phraseological unitsiyedpou pyxoii (with a generous handym wedpom ceoux (out of one's generosityYhe lexeme
«kind» is used in combinationsm dobpoco cepoya (from a kind heart)x dobpy (to good things)g dobpeiii uac

(in a kind time) pomuname dobpvim crosom (Mention with kind words)

E.V. Kuhareva wrote about these identity charasties of the following: «Inalienable features operson any
Arab is proud of and which found reflection in Amalparoemia are nobility and generosity. The lexeméch denotes

these notions also covers the meaning «dignitylemaiss» as well as «honour, prestige».

Great heartedness and generosity are the laudedlerés, however at times they might turn into sinagned
squander. These facts have also found a refleatipnoverbs and sayings. Moreover Arabs from plaatsc times have

condemned greed, meanness, cupidity exalting gsitgro

Generosity and dignity are sacred duties for Ardibst, of all in hospitality. However, generous Amin nature
yet think that cordiality and hospitability are rinterchangeable with the unlimited right for thidegative opinion might
be established about the person who abuses that»rip, p. 16]. The generous person is held ipeesand esteem,
memory about him can live longer than himself. pexrson is generous, any his faults can be forgivaspitability is
regarded as expression of generosity.

Greed is presented as one of condemned featurasflastion of all faults. The Arabic perceptioreidifies

greed, meanness, infamy. The greedy person is'Aléatemy.

 The Material Level of the opposite can be presented by the paieakh-poverty». This is a universal

opposition, but it always has cultural connotatiofisat is where we expect significant discrepancies

The level «wealth-povertyincludes the phraseological units: 1) Aralpdl o« dixls 48 A& 5 g(literally he was
nearly born and in his mouth was a golden spoehjsll Le (ile(he lives a king's life, literally he lives as and,
cuall le(with a thick pocket;as! = 4l G5 (the almighty fastened his beltia — belt, waist belt)Rus.oenearcrbiii meuwiox
(sack with money)gax coip 6 macne xamamwvca (t0 roll like cheese in oil)pewenvie denveu (insane money),
Oenamp 6usnec (o business)ycenumocs nHa denveax (t0 marry money)gpecmu denveu nonamou (rake money with a
spade),oenee kypwr ne kawoom (hens do not peck moneyguee 6ez cuema (money uncountedpornas yawa (full cup),
sonomoii meney (golden calf) 2) Arabg!, ¥ 5 ¢ 4lu(literally he has neither sheep, nor a camehyll Gun i
(to be in needyluse isnall e ikl 1 (he is cleaner than washed tray)ss ¢ s 4 <llay ¥ (he does not even have a notch on
a dates bonethat ishe has no pennyRus.6eoen xax Hos (as poor as Jobkorw nepexamnasn (poverty without hope),
nanmem wu xaebamo (Slurp baffle with a bast shoedom nannaxan (even a cat criedyepebusamocsa ¢ xreba na xeac
(get on from bread to kvasymep csucmum ¢ xapmanax (wind is blowing through his pocketshx yeprosnas molue
(like a mouse in a church)

The differences in representativeness of concapteruexamination are explained by theocentric ti@@arabic
language perception. The color metaphor, wealth bsymare used: zoromas nosxcka (golden spoon)

moncmuil kapman (thick pocket) koponescrkas acusun (royal life). On the other hand poverty, absence of wealth is
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compared to a clean tray. In Russian phraseologgancept is presented figuratively when value ohey quantity or its

absence is conveyed by comparison.
3. CONCLUSIONS

From the point of view of cognitive interpretatitirese attributes represent the concept «humameualt: this is
a character as well as information content anduati@in attributes which create the interpretati@amie [6, p. 104-115].
The splitting of antonyms considered above is avamsal cognitive classification which can have aliéint levels of
fractionality. The important conclusion can be maeee about virtual and relevant contents of concéptonym types
which can be correlated with walks of life reprasguality features which demonstrate antonyms céfig features of a

person particularly well.
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