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Abstract

This article comprehensively studies the linguistic nature of abstract nouns at the
intersection of semantics, cognitive linguistics, and discourse analysis. The study
sheds light on the referential properties of abstract nouns, their conceptual nature,
and their differences from concrete nouns on a scientific basis. The use of abstract
nouns in the digital environment is explained by the expansion of their semantic
and pragmatic functions. Based on a cognitive approach, abstract units are
interpreted as linguistic expressions of concepts in human thinking. Also, the
relationship between different levels of abstraction, semantic generalization, and
conceptual categorization processes is analyzed. The results of the study show
that abstract nouns do not represent real reality directly, but through a conceptual
model formed in the human mind, and are an important tool for concisely
conveying complex social, psychological, and cultural concepts in digital
discourse.
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ABCTPAKTHBIE CYHIECTBUTEJIBHBIE B HIU®POBOM
JINCKYPCE: KOTHUTUBHO-CEMAHTUYECKHA 1
IMPATMATUYECKHIA AHAJIN3
AbnypaxmanoB XynoitHazap AOaupaiiiMOBUY
KapmmHckuii rocynapcTBeHHBIN YHUBEPCUTET,
HezaBucumsblii ucciienoBaTelpb, JOLEHT

AHHOTALUA

B naHHOM cTarbe BCECTOPOHHE M3Yy4aeTcsl JIMHIBUCTHYECKAs MPHUPOAA
a0CTpPaKTHBIX CYIIECTBUTEIbHBIX HA CThIKE CEMAHTHUKH, KOTHUTHUBHOU
JMHTBUCTHUKA W JUCKypc-aHanmu3a. lccrmenoBanue mnpoavBaeT CBET Ha
npedepeHImanbable  CBOMCTBA  aOCTPAaKTHBIX  CYIIECTBUTEIBHBIX,  HUX
KOHIENITYAIBHYIO MPUPOAY M OTIMYUS OT KOHKPETHBIX CYIIECTBUTEIBHBIX Ha
Hay4HOU ocHOBe. M croap30BaHue aOCTPAKTHBIX CYIIECTBUTEILHBIX B IIMGPOBOIMA
cpene OOBSICHAETCS PACHIMPEHUEM HX CEMaHTHYECKMX U MparMaTHYeCKHUX
dbynkuuii. Ha oOCHOBE KOTHUTHMBHOIO TMOAXOAa AaOCTpakTHBIE €IUHUIIBI
WHTEPOPETUPYIOTCA  KAK  JIMHTBUCTHUYECKUE  BBIPAXKCHUSA  TMOHSATHM B
YEJIOBEYECKOM MBINUICHUH. Takke aHalu3upyeTcs B3aUMOCBA3b MEXKIY
Pa3IMYHBIMA  YPOBHAMHU aOCTpaKIMM, CEMAaHTHYCCKON TeHepaau3aiueid Hu
MpOILECCaAMM  KOHIIENTYAJIBHOW KaTeropu3amnuu. Pe3ynbrarsl MCCIICIOBaHUS
MTOKa3bIBAIOT, UTO a0OCTPAKTHBIC CYIIECTBUTEILHBIC HE MPECTABIISIOT PEaJbHYIO
pE€ajbHOCTh  HANPSIMYKO, a  IIOCPEACTBOM  KOHIENTYaJIbHOW  MOJEIH,
chopMUpOBAaHHOW B YEJIIOBEUYECKOM CO3HAHWM, U SBISIOTCA BaKHBIM
WHCTPYMEHTOM Ui  JIAKOHWUYHOW  TIepelayd  CJIOKHBIX  COLMAIbHBIX,
MICUXOJIOTUYECKHUX U KYJIBTYPHBIX KOHIETIUN B IUPPOBOM JTUCKYPCE.

KioueBble cjioBa: aOCTpakTHBIE CYIIECTBUTENbHBIC, IU(POBON AHUCKYpC,
KOTHUTHUBHAS JIMHTBUCTHKA, CEMAHTHKA, KOHIICTITyaJW3allvs, CEMaHTUYECKOE
0000111eH1Ee, KaTeTOpU3aIlys, TPEANOUYTUTEILHOCTD, TPparMaTuKa, TMCKYPCUBHBIHI
aHaIu3
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Annotatsiya

Ushbu magqolada abstrakt otlarning lingvistik tabiati semantika, kognitiv
tilshunoslik va diskurs tahlili kesishmasida kompleks tarzda o‘rganiladi.
Tadqiqotda abstrakt otlarning referensial xususiyatlari, ularning konseptual
tabiati hamda konkret otlardan farqli jihatlari ilmiy asosda yoritiladi. Ragamli
muhitda abstrakt otlarning qo‘llanishi ularning semantik va pragmatik
funksiyalarini kengaytirishi bilan izohlanadi. Kognitiv yondashuv asosida
abstrakt birliklar inson tafakkuridagi konseptlarning lingvistik ifodasi sifatida
talqin gilinadi. Shuningdek, abstraksiya darajasining turlicha bo‘lishi, semantik
umumlashtirish va konseptual kategoriyalash jarayonlari bilan bog‘ligligi tahlil
qilinadi. Tadqiqot natijalari shuni ko‘rsatadiki, abstrakt otlar real voqelikni
bevosita emas, balki inson ongida shakllangan konseptual model orqali ifodalaydi
hamda raqamli diskursda murakkab ijtimoiy, psixologik va madaniy
tushunchalarni ixcham yetkazishda muhim vosita hisoblanadi.

Kalit so‘zlar: mavhum otlar, ragamli nutq, kognitiv tilshunoslik, semantika,
kontseptualizatsiya, semantik umumlashtirish, tasniflash, imtiyozlilik,
pragmatika, nutq tahlili

Introduction

In linguistics, at the intersection of semantics, cognitive linguistics, and discourse
analysis, the examination of certain lexical-semantic group units is one of the
complex theoretical problems. Analyzing the semantic and pragmatic properties
of abstract nouns in the mirror of the digital environment is also one of such
problems. Because abstract nouns do not represent a specific sign of an object
that is directly perceived through the senses, but rather the name of a state, quality,
process, relationship, value, or conceptual category that is generalized in
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thinking. In this regard, although they participate in the language system as
nominative units, their semantic nature is more complex than that of concrete
object names. Through abstract nouns, social, moral, psychological, and
intellectual concepts existing in human thinking are transferred to language, that
1s, language does not express reality, but a conceptual idea of reality[1]. Although
the definitions given to abstract nouns in the linguistic literature are close to each
other, each of them emphasizes a certain aspect of these units. In the traditional
lexicological approach, abstract nouns are defined as nouns that express concepts
that cannot be directly perceived by the senses, but can be understood through
thought. The main criterion in such a definition is the opposition of concreteness
and abstraction, which is based on the difference between an object and a concept.
However, modern semantic research shows that it is not enough to define an
abstract noun only as “the name of an imperceptible thing”. This is because the
degree of abstraction is not the same in all units: some nouns have a purely
conceptual content, while others are formed as a result of secondary abstraction
based on concrete experience. For example, units such as justice, freedom,
stability directly express conceptual categories, while units such as growth,
movement, change are abstracted based on the generalization of a process or
state[2]. This feature of abstract nouns is also observed in units in the Uzbek
language.

The semantic difference between concrete and abstract lexical units is manifested,
first of all, in their referential nature. Concrete nouns are usually directly related
to an object, person, or material object in existence. They can be verified through
experience generated by the senses of sight, hearing, and touch. In abstract nouns,
the concept is not understood through the object, but through the meaning formed
in the mind. Therefore, while the semantic core of a concrete noun is more
denotative in nature, conceptual components predominate in the semantic
structure of an abstract noun. In other words, units such as tree, house, and river
name objects, while units such as hope, equality, and resistance name
generalizations that are products of human thought.[3] It should be noted that
concreteness and abstraction are not absolute opposite categories, but in many
cases are complementary. Some lexical units may have a concrete or abstract
interpretation depending on the context. For example, experience in one situation
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means a set of directly experienced events, while in another it appears as a
concept of general knowledge and life experience. Thus, abstraction is often
associated with the level of semantic generalization, and this phenomenon clearly
demonstrates the cognitive nature of language. In general, the issue of the
conceptuality of abstract nouns has been thoroughly analyzed by linguists[4].

The conceptual nature of abstract nouns is particularly important within the
framework of cognitive linguistics. According to the cognitive approach,
language units are inextricably linked with knowledge in the human mind, and
each lexical unit is a verbal expression of a certain concept. Z. Popova and I.
Sternin interpret the concept as a multi-layered unit of meaning in the human
mind, and language is a means of expressing this conceptual content[5]. From
this point of view, abstract nouns are units of the conceptual level. They are not
ready-made names of reality, but rather a template processed, categorized and
generalized by human thought. For example, the units of freedom or justice do
not exist as ready-made objects in existence, they are concepts formed on the
basis of social experience, historical consciousness and cultural values. In
cognitive semantics, abstract nouns are often analyzed in connection with
conceptual structures, frames and categories. L. Talmi, showing the formation of
semantic content through various configurational, perspectival and conceptual
means, notes that linguistic units are the product of the classification process in
human thought[6]. This approach is especially important in relation to abstract
nouns, since they often isolate some aspect of an event, state or relationship and
represent it as an independent nominative unit. Thus, an abstract noun is not just
a representative of a noun class, but the result of conceptual separation and
semantic generalization. The means of expressing abstract concepts through
language is closely related to the processes of semantic generalization and
conceptual categorization. In the process of semantic generalization, a person
combines various concrete experiences and creates a general meaning pattern
from them. For example, the experience of individual unfair or fair situations is
formed in the mind as a general category called justice. Similarly, many concrete
situations such as support, joint action, and mutual agreement are united in the
mind under the concept of cooperation. Language names this generalized concept
in the form of a noun[7]. One important aspect here is that abstract concepts often
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rely primarily on concrete experience. Cognitive research shows that people often
understand abstract content through metaphorical and analogical patterns. For
example, concepts such as time, progress, decline, pressure, and crisis are often
verbalized on the basis of spatial or physical experience. Abstract semantics thus
emerges as a result of a secondary conceptual processing of concrete perceptual
experience.[6] This phenomenon suggests that abstract nouns are not entirely
"immaterial", but rather are formed as a result of cognitive reconstructions of
human experience.
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