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                                              Introduction
Beginning from 1980-ies of XX century new trends in linguistics began to emerge. Of course one can not deny the great scientific results received by traditional linguistics and it is still of great value. But with the development informational technologies and artificial intellect there come problems of acquisition of knowledge; it’s processing, storage and retrieval. Traditional linguistics which considered language as a system couldn’t give explanation to these questions. This gave an impetus to the emergence of a new paradigm – anthropological paradigm in the linguistics, the main aim of which is the investigate the activity of a human being reflected in language and the role of language in the life of human being and the society in creating language role of language in the life of human being and the society in creating language world view. This brought to the emergence and development of such new trends as Cognitive linguistics, Cultural linguistics and Gender linguistics. Cognitive linguistics refers to the branch of linguistics that interprets language in terms of the concepts, sometimes universal, sometimes specific to a particular tongue, which underlie its forms. It is thus closely associated with semantics but is distinct from psycholinguistics, which draws upon empirical findings from cognitive psychology in order to explain the mental process that underlie the acquisition, storage, production and understanding of speech and writing. 

 Cognitive linguistics in characterized by adherence to three central positions. First it denies that there is an autonomous linguistic faculty in the mind, second it understands grammar, in terms of conceptualization and third it claims that knowledge of language arises out of language use.

Cognitive linguistics denies that the mind has any module for language acquisition that is unique and autonomous. This stands in contrast to the stance adopted in the field of generative grammar.

Although cognitive linguistics does not necessarily deny that part of the human linguistic ability is innate, they deny that it is a separate from the rest of cognition. They argue that knowledge linguistic phenomena- i.e phonemes morphemes, words and syntax are essentially conceptual in nature. However, they assert that the storage and retrieval of linguistic data is not significantly different from the storage and retrieval of other knowledge and that use of language in understanding employ similar cognitive abilities to those used in other non- linguistic tasks. Instead of viewing meaning in terms of conceptualization. 


Finally, cognitive linguistics argues that language is both embodied and situated in a specific environment.

The principle of linguistic relativity holds that the structure of a language affects the ways in which its speakers are able to conceptualize their world, i.e. their world view. Popular known as the Sapir- Whorf hypothesis, or whorfianism, the principle is generally understood as having two different versions: 1) the strong version that language determines thought and that linguistic categories and 2) the weak version that linguistic categories and usage influence thought and certain kinds of non- linguistic behavior. Their can be considered a moderate off shoot of the Sapir-Whorf hypothesis in that the language  and cognition mentally influence one another, and are both embedded in the experiences  and environments of its users.


Over the past decade, Cognitive linguistics has grown to be one of the most broadly appealing and dynamic frameworks for the study of natural language: linguistic form is analyzed as an expression of meaning. And meaning itself is not something that exists in isolation, but it is integrated with the full spectrum of human experience: the fact that we are embodied beings just as much as the fact that we are cultural beings.


On the basis of above-said we have chosen as the theme of our graduation paper the verbalization of the concept “Man and Woman”- “Erkak va Ayol” by various language means: words, set phrases and proverbs in the English and Uzbek  languages which will be researched for the first time in the material of non-related languages –English and Uzbek. This fact makes up the novelty and actuality of the research paper. 

The object of the qualification paper is the concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak va Ayol” in the English and Uzbek languages.


The subject of the research work is study verbalization of these concepts by various language Units such as words, set phrases and proverbs and sayings.


The aim of the graduation paper is to investigate how concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak va Ayol” are verbalized by language means.


 For achieving this aim the following tasks are set up in the research paper:

1) to investigate the verbalization of the concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak va Ayol” by means of words in both languages;

2) to study the verbalization of concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak va Ayol” by means of  set phrases in both languages;

3) To research the verbalization of concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak va Ayol” by means of proverbs and sayings;

4) To establish the conceptual characteristics (signs) of  the concepts  “Man and Woman” and “Erkak va Ayol” by means of  conceptual analysis of the language means;

5) To compare the conceptual characteristics of the concepts being studied and to find out their universal and national- cultural specific signs;

6) To show that universal concepts also have notional cultural specific characteristics which are defined by the cultural differences of every nation.
The following linguistic methods of analysis of the material of the graduation paper are used: 

1) methods of conceptual analysis,

2) the elements of componential analysis,

3) the comparative analysis and

4) the linguistic observation method.

The sources of the material of the practical part of the graduation paper make up the following explanatory dictionaries and dictionaries of synonyms of the English and Uzbek languages and as well as the dictionaries of proverbs, some electronic dictionaries and materials from Internet sites were used:


The theoretical significance of the research paper is connected with the fact that the conceptual analysis of the concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak va Ayol” and the procedure of establishing the conceptual characteristics of these concepts can be used at the lectures on Cognitive linguistics and Cultural linguistics.


The practical significance of the qualification paper  lies on the fact that the practical materials  and examples  of the verbalization of the abovementioned concepts by means of words, set phrases and proverbs  and sayings can be used as practical examples  at the lectures  on Cognitive linguistics, Cultural linguistics and Lexicology. The procedure of analysis of the practical material can be applied on writing other qualification papers devoted to Cognitive and Cultural linguistics.

The structure of the qualification paper consists of an introduction, main part, conclusion and bibliography. 

Introduction states the novelty and actuality, the aim, the reason of choosing this theme and the methods used in the qualification paper. It also gives us brief information about the plot of the research work.

The main part   includes the theoretical basis and the analysis of practical examples. 

Thus, Chapter I deals with general notes on Cognitive linguistics, it includes: 

1)  What is the Cognitive linguistics?
2) the basic notions of  Cognitive linguistics
3) concept is a basic unit of Cognitive linguistics
Chapter II is about the verbalization of the concept “Man” and “Woman” by various languages means in the English and Uzbek languages.
Conclusion   shows the results of the qualification paper received during the investigation.

Summary deals with the terminal results of the graduation paper.

Bibliography   includes the list of the used literature and Internet sources.
II Chapter I Cognitive linguistics is one of the new trends in modern linguistics.
1.4 What is cognitive linguistics?  
In linguistics, cognitive linguistics refers to the branch of linguistics that interprets language in terms of the concepts, sometimes universal, sometimes specific to a particular tongue, which underlie its forms. It is thus closely associated with semantics but is distinct from psycholinguistics, which draws upon empirical findings from cognitive psychology in order to explain the mental processes that underlie the acquisition, storage, production and understanding of speech and writing. Cognitive linguistics is characterized by adherence to three central positions. First, it denies that there is an autonomous linguistic faculty in the mind; second, it understands grammar in terms of conceptualization; and third, it claims that knowledge of language arises out of language use.1Cognitive linguists deny that the mind has any module for language-acquisition that is unique and autonomous. This stands in contrast to the stance adopted in the field of generative grammar. Although cognitive linguists do not necessarily deny that part of the human linguistic ability is innate, they deny that it is separate from the rest of cognition. They thus reject a body of opinion in cognitive science which suggests that there is evidence for the modularity of language. They argues that knowledge of linguistic phenomena — i.e., phonemes, morphemes, and syntax — are essentially conceptual in nature. However, they assert that the storage and retrieval of linguistic data is not significantly different from the storage and retrieval of other knowledge, and that use of language in understanding employs similar cognitive abilities to those used in other non-linguistic tasks. Departing from the tradition of truth-conditional semantics, cognitive linguists view meaning in terms of conceptualization. Instead of viewing meaning in terms of models of the world, they view it in terms of mental spaces. 
Finally, cognitive linguistics argues that language is both 

 philosophy" 
embodied
 and situated in a specific environment.
 
This can be considered a moderate offshoot of the Sapir–Whorf hypothesis, in that language and cognition mutually influence one another, and are both embedded in the experiences and environments of its users. Over the past decade, Cognitive Linguistics has grown to be one of the most broadly appealing and dynamic frameworks for the study of natural language. Essentially, this new school of linguistics focuses on the meaning side of language: linguistic form is analyzed as an expression of meaning. And meaning itself is not something that exists in isolation, but it is integrated with the full spectrum of human experience: the fact that we are embodied beings just as much as the fact that we are cultural beings.
Cognitive Linguistics: Basic Readings brings together twelve foundational articles, each of which introduces one of the basic concepts of Cognitive Linguistics, like conceptual metaphor, image schemas, mental spaces, construction grammar, prototypicality and radial sets. The collection features the founding fathers of Cognitive Linguistics: George Lakoff, Ron Langacker, Len Talmy, Gilles Fauconnier and Charles Fillmore, together with some of the most influential younger scholars. By its choice of seminal papers and leading authors, Basic Readings is specifically suited for an introductory course in Cognitive Linguistics. This is further supported by a general introduction to the theory and, specifically, the practice of Cognitive Linguistics and by trajectories for further reading that start out from the individual chapters "Cognitive Linguistics is the study of language in its cognitive function, where cognitive refers to the crucial role of intermediate informational structures with our encounters with the world. Cognitive linguistics . . . [assumes] that our interaction with the world is mediated through informational structures in the mind. It is more specific than cognitive psychology, however, by focusing on natural language as a means for organizing, processing, and conveying that information. Cognitive psychologists, and others, criticize cognitive linguistic work because it is so heavily based on individual analysts' intuitions, and thus does not constitute the kind of objective, replicable data preferred by many scholars in the cognitive and natural science.
Cognitive linguistics explores the interrelations (structural) and interactions (dynamical) between language (linguistics) and mind (cognition, exploring such questions as whether language impacts on cognition or whether language emerges from non-linguistic cognitive functioning. In the entry on cognitive linguistics in the MIT Encyclopedia of the Cognitive Sciences, Karen van Hoek writes: Cognitive linguistics is not a single theory but is rather best characterized as a paradigm within linguistics, subsuming a number of distinct theories and research programs. It is characterized by an emphasis on explicating the intimate interrelationship between language and other cognitive faculties.1
In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, Dirk Geeraerts and Hubert Cuyckens elaborate: 

Cognitive Linguistics is the study of language in its cognitive function, where cognitive refers to the crucial role of intermediate informational structures in our encounters with the world. Cognitive Linguistics is cognitive in the same way that cognitive psychology is: by assuming that our interaction with the world is mediated through informational structures in the mind. It is more specific than cognitive psychology, however, by focusing on natural language as a means for organizing, processing, and conveying that information. Language, then, is seen as a repository of world knowledge, a structured collection of meaningful categories that help us deal with new experiences and store information about old ones.

1 Brygida Rudzka-Ostyn Topics in Cognitive Linguistics from the journal Cognitive Linguistics, published by Mouton in  Poland 1988.p 100
Aspects of language studied include, meaning (semantics), metaphor, grammar, and many other aspects of the language facility as it relates to thinking As an interdisciplinary enterprise, it incorporates ideas from philosophy, neurobiology, psychology, computer science, and other disciplines. Cognitive linguists develop their theoretical insights based on empirical (observational, experimental) methodologies. 

Cognitive linguistics views language as based in evolutionarily-developed and speculated faculties, and seeks explanations that advance or fit well into the current understandings of the human mind. The guiding principle behind this area of linguistics is that language creation, learning, and usage are explained by reference to human cognition in general — the basic underlying mental processes that apply not only to language, but to all other areas of human intelligence. Cognitive linguistics argues that language is both embodied and situated in specific bioregions. This can be considered a more developed form of the Sapir-Whorf hypothesis, in that not only are language and cognition mutually influential, but also embodied experience and environmental factors of the bioregion.1 Cognitive Linguistics grew out of the work of a number of researchers active in the 1970s who were interested in the relation of language and mind, and who did not follow the prevailing tendency to explain linguistic patterns by means of appeals to structural properties internal to and specific to language. Rather than attempting to segregate syntax from the rest of language in a 'syntactic component' governed by a set of principles and elements specific to that component, the line of research followed instead was to examine the relation of language structure to things outside language: cognitive principles and mechanisms not specific to language, including principles of human categorization; pragmatic and interactional principles; and functional principles in general, such as iconicity and economy. 

1Joan By bee, Bernard Comrie, John Haiman, Poul Hopper, Sandra Thompson and Tom Givon Cognitive linguistics  New York  Basic book 1970
The most influential linguists working along these lines and focusing centrally on cognitive principles and organization were Wallace Chafe, Charles Fillmore, George Lakoff, Ronald Langacker, and Leonard Talmy. Each of these linguists began developing their own approach to language description and linguistic theory, centered on a particular set of phenomena and concerns. One of the important assumptions shared by all of these scholars is that meaning is so central to language that it must be a primary focus of study. Linguistic structures serve the function of expressing meanings and hence the mappings between meaning and form are a prime subject of linguistic analysis. Linguistic forms, in this view, are closely linked to the semantic structures they are designed to express. Semantic structures of all meaningful linguistic units can and should be investigated. 

These views were in direct opposition to the ideas developing at the time within Chomskyan linguistics, in which meaning was 'interpretive' and peripheral to the study of language. The central object of interest in language was syntax. The structures of language were in this view not driven by meaning, but instead were governed by principles essentially independent of meaning. Thus, the semantics associated with morph syntactic structures did not require investigation; the focus was on language-internal structural principles as explanatory constructs. 

Functional linguistics also began to develop as a field in the 1970s, in the work of linguists such as Joan By bee, Bernard Comrie, John Haiman, Paul Hopper, Sandra Thompson, and Tom Givon.2 
The principal focus of functional linguistics is on explanatory principles that derive from language as a communicative system, whether or not these directly relate to the structure of the mind. Functional linguistics developed into discourse-functional linguistics and functional-typological linguistics, with slightly different foci, but broadly similar in aims to Cognitive Linguistics.
The principal focus of functional linguistics is on explanatory principles that derive from language as a communicative system, whether or not these directly relate to the structure of the mind. Functional linguistics developed into discourse-functional linguistics and functional-typological linguistics, with slightly different foci, but broadly similar in aims to Cognitive Linguistics

The principal focus of functional linguistics is on explanatory principles that derive from language as a communicative system, whether or not these directly relate to the structure of the mind. Functional linguistics developed into discourse-functional linguistics and functional-typological linguistics, with slightly different foci, but broadly similar in aims to Cognitive Linguistics.

At the same time, a historical linguistics along functional principles emerged, leading to work on principles of grammaticalization (grammaticization) by researchers such as Elizabeth Traugott and Bernd Heine. All of these theoretical currents hold that language is best studied and described with reference to its cognitive, experiential, and social contexts, which go far beyond the linguistic system proper. Other linguists developing their own frameworks for linguistic description in a cognitive direction in the 1970s were Sydney Lamb and Dick Hudson. Much work in child language acquisition in the 1970s was influenced by Piaget and by the cognitive revolution in Psychology, so that the field of language acquisition had a strong functional cognitive strand through this period that persists to the present. Work by Dan Slobin, Eve Clark, Elizabeth Bates and Melissa Bowerman laid the groundwork for present day cognitive work. 

Also during the 1970s, Chomsky made the strong claim of innateness of the linguistic capacity leading to a great debate in the field of acquisition that still reverberates today. His idea of acquisition as a logical problem rather than an empirical problem, and view of it as a matter of minor parameter-setting operations on an innate set of rules, were rejected by functionally and cognitively oriented researchers and in general by those studying acquisition empirically, who saw the problem as one of learning, not fundamentally different from other kinds of learning. By the late 1980s, the kinds of linguistic theory development being done in particular by Fillmore, Lakoff, Langacker, and Talmy, although appearing radically different in the descriptive mechanisms proposed, could be seen to be related in fundamental ways. Fillmore's ideas had developed into Frame Semantics and, in collaboration with others.1
 Lakoff was well-known for his work on metaphor and metonymy Lancaster’s ideas had evolved into an explicit theory known first as Space Grammar and then Cognitive Grammar. Talmy had published a number of increasingly influential papers on linguistic imaging systems. Also by this time, Gilles Fauconnier had developed a theory of Mental Spaces, influenced by the views of Oswald Ducrot. This theory was later developed in collaboration with Mark Turner into a theory of Conceptual Blending, which meshes in interesting ways with both Lancaster’s Cognitive Grammar and Lakoff's theory of Metaphor.
 The 1980s also saw the development of connectionist models of language processing, such as those developed by Jeff Elman and Brian MacWhinney, in which the focus was on modeling learning, specifically language acquisition, using connectionist networks. This work tied naturally in to the acquisition problem, and with the research program of Elizabeth Bates who had demonstrated the learned nature of children's linguistic knowledge, and its grounding in cognitive and social development. 2
1www.cognitivelinguistics.org
2www.um.es/~lincoing/aelco

Gradually, a coherent conceptual framework emerged which exposed the flaws of linguistic nativism and placed experiential learning at the center in the understanding of how children acquire language. This conception was the foundation for the research program of Michael Tomasello, who in the 1990s began to take the lead in the study of acquisition in its social, cognitive, and cultural contexts.Through the 1980s the work of Lakoff and Langacker, in particular, began to gain adherents. During this decade researchers in Poland, Belgium, Germany, and Japan began to explore linguistic problems from a cognitive standpoint, with explicit reference to the work of Lakoff and Langacker. 1987 saw the publication of Lakoff's influential book Women, Fire and Dangerous Things, and, at almost the same time, Lancaster’s 1987 Foundations of Cognitive Grammar Vol. 1, which had been circulating chapter by chapter since 1984. The next publication milestone was the collection Topics in Cognitive Linguistics, ed. by Brygida Rudzka-Ostyn, published by Mouton in 1988. This substantial volume contains number seminal papers by Langacker, Talmy, and others which made it widely influential, and indeed of influence continuing to this day. In 1989, the first conference on Cognitive Linguistics was organized in Duisburg, Germany, by Rene Dirven. At that conference, it was decided to found a new organization, the International Cognitive Linguistic Association, which would hold biennial conferences to bring together researchers working in cognitive linguistics. The Duisburg conference was retroactively declared the first International Cognitive Linguistics Conference. The journal Cognitive Linguistics was also conceived in the mid 1980s, and its first issue appeared in 1990 under the imprint of Mouton de Gruyter, with Dirk Geeraerts as editor. At the Duisburg conference, Rene Dirven proposed a new book series, Cognitive Linguistics Research, as another publication venue for the developing field. The first CLR volume, a collection of articles by Ronald Langacker, brought together under the title Concept, Image and Symbol, came out in 1990. The following year, Volume 2 of Langacker's Foundations of Cognitive Grammar appeared. During the 1990s Cognitive Linguistics became widely recognized as an important field of specialization within Linguistics, spawning numerous conferences in addition to the biennial ICLC meetings. The work of Lakoff, Langacker, and Talmy formed the leading strands of the theory, but connections with related theories such as Construction Grammar were made by many working cognitive linguists, who tended to adopt representational eclecticism while maintaining basic tenets of cognitivism.1   
Korea, Hungary, Thailand, Croatia, and other countries began to host cognitive linguistic research and activities. The breadth of research could be seen in the journal Cognitive Linguistics which had become the official journal of the ICLA. Arie Verhagen took over as editor, leading the journal into its second phase. By the mid-1990s, Cognitive Linguistics as a field was characterized by a defining set of intellectual pursuits practiced by its adherents, summarized in the Handbook of Pragmatics under the entry for Cognitive Linguistics.Because cognitive linguistics sees language as embedded in the overall cognitive capacities of man, topics of special interest for cognitive linguistics include: the structural characteristics of natural language categorization (such as prototypicality, systematic polysemy, cognitive models, mental imagery and metaphor); the functional principles of linguistic organization (such as iconicity and naturalness); the conceptual interface between syntax and semantics (as explored by cognitive grammar and construction grammar); the experiential and pragmatic background of language-in-use; and the relationship between language and thought, including questions about relativism and conceptual universals. In this summary, the strong connections between Cognitive Linguistics and the research areas of functional linguistics, linguistic description, psycholinguistics, pragmatics, and discourse studies can be seen. For many cognitive linguists, the main interest in CL lies in its provision of a better-grounded approach to and set of theoretical assumptions for syntactic and semantic theory than generative linguistics provides. For others, however, an important appeal is the opportunity to link the study of language and the mind to the study of the brain. 
1http://www.icsi.berkeley.edu/~NTL.
In the 2000s regional and language-topical Cognitive Linguistics Associations, affiliated to ICLA, began to emerge. Spain, Finland, and a Slavic-language CLA were formed, and then Poland, Russia and Germany became the sites of newly affiliated CLAs. These were followed by Korea, France, Japan, North America, the U.K., Sweden (which soon expanded to a Scandinavian association), and, most recently, China and Belgium. Some of these associations existed prior to affiliation, while others were formed specifically as regional affiliates. 

A review journal, the Annual Review of Cognitive Linguistics began its run in 2003, and other new journals followed suit. Cognitive Linguistics, after being edited by Dirk Geeraerts and then Arie Verhagen, was taken on by editor Adele Goldberg in 2003, followed by the current editor Ewa Dabrowska who took the helm in 2006. Throughout, the journal has continued to increase its reputation and prominence in Linguistics. Cognitive linguistics conferences continue to be organized in many countries, to the extent that it is difficult to keep track of them all. The ICLC was held for the first time in Asia, specifically in Seoul, Korea in July 2005. Asia has a now very significant membership base. In 2005 the Governing Board voted to take the conference to China, and a definite venue for the 2011 conference was approved in 2007: Xi'an, China. 

The ICLA continues to foster the development of Cognitive Linguistics as a worldwide discipline, and to enhance its connection with its natural neighbor disciplines of Psychology, Anthropology, Sociology, and of course Cognitive Science. Cognitive Linguistics explores the idea that language reflects our experience of the world. It shows that our ability to use language is closely related to other cognitive abilities such as categorization, perception, memory and attention allocation. Concepts and mental images expressed and evoked by linguistic means are linked by conceptual metaphors and metonymies and merged into more comprehensive cognitive and cultural models, frames or scenarios. It is only against this background that human communication makes sense. After 25 years of intensive research, cognitive-linguistic thinking now holds a firm place both in the wider linguistic.An Introduction to Cognitive Linguistics carefully explains the central concepts of categoriza​tion, of prototype and gestalt perception, of basic level and conceptual hierarchies, of figure and ground, and of metaphor and metonymy, for which an innovative description is provided. It also brings together issues such as iconicity, lexical change, grammaticalization and language teaching that have profited considerably from being put on a cognitive basis.COGNITIVE LINGUISTICS RESEARCH offers a forum for the presentation of research within the perspective of cognitive linguistics. This rubric subsumes a variety of concerns and broadly compatible theoretical approaches that have a common basic outlook: that language is an integral facet of cognition which reflects the interaction of social, cultural, psychological, communicative and functional considerations, and which can only be understood in the context of a realistic view of acquisition, cognitive development and mental processing.

Cognitive linguistics thus eschews the imposition of artificial boundaries, both internal and external. Internally, it seeks a unified account of language structure that avoids such problematic dichotomies as lexicon versus grammar, morphology versus syntax, etc. Externally, it seeks to explicate language structure in terms of other facets of cognition on which it draws, as well as the communicative function it serves. Linguistic analysis can therefore profit from the insights of neighboring and overlapping disciplines such as sociology, cultural anthropology, neuroscience, philosophy, psychology and cognitive science.

Cognitive linguistics, more than generative linguistics, seeks to mesh together these findings into a coherent whole. A further complication arises because the terminology of cognitive linguistics is not entirely stable, both because it is a relatively new field and because it interfaces with a number of other disciplines.Insights and developments from cognitive linguistics are becoming accepted ways of analyzing literary texts, too. Cognitive Poetics, as it has become known, has become an important part of modern stylistics.
1.5 The basic notions of cognitive linguistics.

 Cognitive Linguistics is a new approach to the study of language which views  linguistic knowledge as part of general cognition and thinking; linguistic behaviour is not separated from other general cognitive abilities which allow mental processes of reasoning, memory, attention or learning, but understood as an integral part of it. It emerged in the late seventies and early eighties, especially through the work of George Lakoff, one of the founders of Generative Semantics, and Ronald Lancaster, also an ex-practitioner of Generative Linguistics. As a consequence, this new paradigm could be seen as a reaction against the dominant generative paradigm which pursues an autonomous view of language Some of the main assumptions underlying the generative approaches to syntax and semantics are not in accordance with the experimental data in linguistics, psychology and other fields; the ‘generative commitment’ to notational formalism, that is to say the use of ‘formal grammars’ which view languages as systems of arbitrary symbols manipulated by mathematical rules of the sort first characterised by Emil Post, is employed at the expense of descriptive adequacy and psychological realism 

What Lakoff refers to as ‘non-finitary phenomena mental images, general cognitive processes, basic-level categories, prototype phenomena, the use of neural foundations for linguistic theory and so on, are not considered part of these grammars because they are not character sable in this notation. It is from this dissatisfaction with the dominant model that Cognitive Linguistics was created. 

Although Cognitive Linguistics as a general framework emerged in the late seventies, it is important to bear in mind two points. Firstly, some of the cognitive assumptions central to this approach are not new.

Scholars completely different backgrounds have reached the same or very 

Similar results independently of each other, and this fact has to be taken as a confirmation for the validity of the cognitive principles postulated by this approach.

Secondly, cognitive Linguistics is not a totally homogeneous framework. Unger and Schmidt distinguish three main approaches: the experiential view, the Prominence view and the Attentional view of language.

The ‘Experiential view’ pursues a more practical and empirical description of meaning; instead of postulating logical rules and objective definitions based on theoretical considerations, this approach focuses on what might be going on in the minds of speakers when they produce and understand words and sentences.

Within this framework, the knowledge and experience human beings have of the things and events that they know well, is transferred to those other objects and events with which they may not be so familiar, and even to abstract concepts. Lakoff and Johnson were among the first to pinpoint this conceptual potential, especially in the case of metaphors. However, this does not only apply to the field of metaphor but also to other figurative resources which are considered as deviant  from the rules of grammar in more traditional generative linguistics, such as metonymy, The ‘Prominence view’ is based on concepts of profiling and figure/ground segregation, a phenomenon first introduced by the Danish gestalt psychologist Rubin. The prominence principle explains why, when we look at an object in our environment, we single it out as a perceptually prominent figure standing out from the background. This principle can also be applied to the study of language, especially to the study of local relations. It is also used in Langacker’s grammar where profiling is used to explain grammatical constructs   hile figure and ground is employed for the explanation of grammatical relations.

Finally, the ‘Attentional view’ assumes that what we actually express, reflects those parts of an event which attract our attention. A main concept in this approach is Fillmore’s notion of ‘frame’, i.e. an assemblage of the knowledge we have about a certain situation. Talmy uses the notion of frame to analyse event chains and cognition. Event frames are sets of conceptual elements and relationships that co-evoke each other and that are shared by speakers. This author shows that certain parts of an event-frame are sometimes brought into the foreground while others are kept in the background. That is to say, we highlight different aspects of a frame based on our cognitive ability to direct our attention. This cognitive process, which Talmy calls the ‘windowing of attention’, results in different linguistic expressions. A type of event-frame is, for instance, the motion event. It consists of a set of central defining elements such as figure, ground, path, motion, manner, and cause. Talmy shows that different languages use specific framing devices, so that motion event elements such as path and manner are reflected in different ways in various languages.

Despite these three different viewpoints in Cognitive Linguistics, the majority of linguists working within this paradigm share the view that linguistic knowledge is part of general thinking and cognition
 2. Theoretical principles in cognitive linguistics

It is very difficult to summarize in just a few words what the main theoretical ideas underlying a linguistic paradigm are, especially in a field as heterogeneous as Cognitive Linguistics.
(I) Language is an integral part of cognition

(II) Language is symbolic in nature
Let us develop briefly these two tenets.

2.1 Language as an integral part of cognition

Language is understood as a product of general cognitive abilities. Consequently, a cognitive linguist must be willing to accept what Lakoff calls the cognitive commitment’, that is, s/he must be prepared to embrace the link between language and other cognitive faculties because linguistic theory and methodology must be consistent with what is empirically known about cognition, the brain and language. This position is based on a functional approach to language. As Saeed explains, this view implies that:

Externally, principles of language use embody more general cognitive 

Principles; and internally, that explanation must cross boundaries between 

Levels of analysis. 

In other words, the difference between language and other mental processes is not one of kind, but one of degree. Consequently, not only linguistic principles must be investigated in reference to other mental faculties, but also any account of the different levels of linguistic analysis (syntax, semantics, phonology…) must be carried out taking into account all of these levels simultaneously.

This view of language is rather different from more formal approaches to language such as Generative Linguistics Fregean semantics and Montague’s Model-theoretical semantics These formal approaches, based on a more ‘objectivist’ philosophical tradition, understand knowledge of linguistic structures and rules as independent of other mental processes such as attention, memory, and reasoning: they propose that different levels of linguistic analysis form independent modules.

2.2 Language is symbolic in nature

Langacker starts his chapter on the general assumptions of his Foundations of Cognitive Grammar precisely with this assertion, namely that language: makes available to the speaker… an open-ended set of linguistic signs or expressions, each of which associates a semantic representation of some kind with a phonological representation. 

Hence, language is symbolic because it is based on the association between semantic representation and phonological representation. This association of two different poles refers to the Saussurian conception of the linguistic sign. However, it is radically different on one basic point: the arbitrariness of the sign. 

While it is true that there is always a certain essential arbitrary component in the association of words with what they mean, nonetheless, this arbitrariness is very restricted. The choice of the sequence of sounds ikusi in Basque is arbitrary. However, what it is not arbitrary is the fact that these same sequences of sounds are also used to express knowledge as in 2). As Sweetser points out, we intuitively notice that there must a reason why we can use the same verb ikusi in these two ‘apparently’ unrelated domains, perception and cognition. We sense that this choice is not random, but well-motivated. Cognitive Linguistics explains the link between perception and cognition in these two examples on the basis of our conceptual organization. We perceive and understand these two processes as related. On the basis of our experience as human beings, we see similarities between vision and knowledge, and it is because of these similarities that we conceptualize them as related concepts. For cognitive linguists, language is not structured arbitrarily.1 It is motivated and grounded more or less directly in experience, in our bodily, physical, social, and cultural experiences because after all, “we are beings of the flesh” This notion of a ‘grounding’ is known in Cognitive Linguistics as‘embodiment’and finds its philosophical roots in the phenomenological tradition. Its basic idea is that mental and linguistic categories are not abstract, disembodied and human independent categories; we create them on the basis of our concrete experiences and under the constraints imposed by our bodies.

This kind of embodiment corresponds to one of the three levels that Lakoff and Johnson call the ‘embodiment of concepts’. It is the ‘phenomenological level’ which: consists of everything we can be aware of, especially our own mental states, our bodies, our environment, and our physical and social interactions.

 This is the level at which one can speak about the feel of experience, the distinctive qualities of experiences, and the way in which things appear to us. 2
1   Lakoff and Johnson The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics Paris 1968 p 65-70
2   Eric Lenneberg Structural differences between language systems, Berlin 1960, p175-177
3. Methodological principles in cognitive linguistics

This conception of language as symbolic and cognitive in nature underlies specific positions taken by cognitive linguists on a number of issues such as human categorisation and meaning, issues that are central to any study under this approach. Let us describe them very briefly.

3.1 Human categorisation and prototype theory

Human categorisation is one of the major issues in Linguistics. The ability to categorise, i.e. to judge that a particular thing is or is not an instance of a particular category, is an essential part of cognition. Categorisation is often automatic and unconscious, except in problematic cases. This can cause us to make mistakes and make us think that our categories are categories of things, when in fact they are categories of abstract entities. When experience is used to guide the interpretation of a new experience, the ability to categorise becomes indispensable. How human beings establish different categories of elements has been discussed ever since Aristotle.

The classical view on categorisation that of Aristotle claims that categories are defined in terms of a conjunction of necessary and sufficient binary features: Those linguistic analytical categories impose a set of necessary and sufficient conditions for the membership in the category. This requirement not only implies that categories have clear boundaries and that all members of a category have equal status but also that there is an abstract, general definition with which all the members of that category must comply. 

Applying this notion of category and categorisation to the study of words and their polysemous senses, words would be considered as categories and their polysemous senses as members of such a category. Under the classical approach to categorisation, this would mean that all these polysemous senses are equally important members, none of the possible semantic extensions of a given word is more central than the rest, and they comply with a general abstract definition that accounts for the word which they belong to. Let us illustrate this point with the word Buru ‘head’Buru is a very rich polysemous word in Basque Among its possible senses, we can find that buru means ‘part of the human body’ in Jonek buru handia dauka ‘John has a big head’, ‘pommel of a sword’ in ezpataren burua and ‘fountain source’ in iturburu.

However, this abstract definition of ‘core meaning’ is problematic; as Sweetser points out, in cases when the extension of meaning has been carried out by means of metaphor or metonymy, it is very difficult to identify this abstract meaning. Although in the examples above, the core meaning ‘an extremity of something’ appears appropriate, it cannot account for other instances of Buru illustrated in examples 

In these latter cases Buru means ‘memory’, ‘head of cattle’, ‘about’, and ‘myself’ respectively. These senses do not seem to have much in common with the core sense of ‘extremity of something’ and therefore, according to our classical approach, they could not be members of the same category. However, they do belong to the category Buru. A possible solution would be to suggest a different core meaning that includes all of them. Unfortunately, this situation leads us to another problem: no matter how complex this core abstract meaning might be, it will fail to cover some perfectly valid usages. 

These meanings would not pose such a problem for Cognitive Linguistics. Instead of relating these different senses to an abstract default sense that includes all of them, the cognitive approach adopts a prototype categorisation model. In this model human categories have two types of members: the ‘prototype’ and several less central members related to the former in a motivated way. The prototype is the best, the most prominent and the most typical member of a category. It is the example that first comes to mind when one thinks of that category. In other words, category members do not have equivalent status, some are more important or central than others.

In prototype categorisation
, categories are also based to some extent on what Wittgenstein called ‘family resemblance’. This philosopher, using the concept of game, showed that necessary and sufficient conditions are not appropriate for defining the meanings of many words, because these could resemble one another in different ways. The relations between members of a given category are like those in a family: a daughter might resemble her mother, and the mother her father, but this does not necessarily mean that grandchild and grandfather are alike. In terms of prototype theory, this means that the central member and the less central ones are not necessarily linked directly; a less central member can be included in the same category via its ‘resemblance’ with another less central member which does have a direct relation with the prototype. In other words, category members share some properties but these are not necessary and sufficient in order to become members.1
Going back to our example of buru and its polysemous senses, a cognitive methodology would identify the prototypical use of buru as that of referring to a ‘part of the body’, and would treat the other uses of this lexical item as motivated, non-prototypical senses, related to the prototypical sense in a systematic way. These less central senses would share some, but not all the properties that characterise the central member. For example, ezpataren burua ‘pommel of a sword’ and iturburu ‘fountain source’ would share with the central member the property of ‘extremity’, that is, the head as part of the body located in an extreme, is what all these semantic extensions have in common. Buru in (3), on the other hand, is related to the central member because it is the part of the body where our brain is, and therefore, where our cognitive capacities are located. Less central members would be linked to the central sense by means of cognitive mechanisms such as metaphor as in 3), 5), and 6) and metonymy as in (4).2 The relationships between central and less central members are represented in what Lakoff calls radial categories For Cognitive Linguistics, however, this distinction is not strict. Meanings are cognitive structures embedded in our patterns of knowledge and belief. They reflect the mental categories which people have created from their experiences of growing up and acting in the world. Conventional meanings arise from experience and knowledge and our complex conceptual structures are invoked in language use and comprehension. Furthermore, the fact that our experience-based knowledge is present in linguistic meaning at every level implies that there is not a strict distinction between lexicon and grammar. This means that firstly lexicon and grammar form a continuum that they cannot be treated as autonomous modules as postulated in Chomskyan linguistics; secondly, on the continuum, they correspond to very specific conceptualisation, i.e. the lexicon for specific entities or relations, the grammar for more abstract conceptualisations states: Lexicon, morphology, and syntax form a continuum of symbolic structures, which differ along various parameters but can be divided into separate components only arbitrarily.

The Saussurean dichotomy between synchrony and diachrony also disappears. Many linguistic theories have accepted Saussure’s attempt to free linguistics from etymological explanation. However, the study of the evolution of linguistic structures and their processes of change can lead us to a better understanding of the current use of the language; it can provide evidence of general linguistic and cognitive principles.

3.3 Cognitive domains in language

This relation between language and experience has led cognitive linguists to study how conceptual structures or cognitive models are reflected in language. As stated in the previous section, for most cognitive linguists, there are no clear boundaries between linguistic knowledge and encyclopaedic knowledge; meaning is inherently encyclopaedic and therefore, we cannot disassociate strictly denotative aspects from those connotative ones. Cognitive domains are the proof that we need to show that this disassociation is an artificial one. They are knowledge structures, mental representations about how the world is organised. As Langacker points out, they are “contexts for the characterisation of a semantic unit”, that is, coherent knowledge structures that function as contexts, as frames that situate more specific concepts in their right conceptual environment. Let us illustrate this point with one of Langacker’s classic examples: the word astelehena ‘Monday’ 1
If we ask ourselves about the meaning of this word astelehena ‘Monday’, we will probably say that it is a day of the week. But if we had to give a definition of this word without recourse to the concept of week, it would be totally impossible for us to do so. Astelehenak ‘Mondays’, larunbatak ‘Saturdays’, as well as any other day of the week are not ‘definable’ without situating them in a specific conceptual environment, without a suitable conceptual domain that will help us to bring about all the necessary knowledge and information. It is in this sense that Langacker says that: all linguistic units are context-dependent to some degree […] Most concepts presuppose other concepts and cannot be adequately defined except by reference to them, be it implicit or explicit.

Similar to this notion of cognitive domain, we find what Lakoff and Fillmore have called Idealised Cognitive Model (ICM) and Frame respectively. According to Lakoff the human capacity for conceptualisation consists of two main abilities: 
(I) the ability to form symbolic structures in correlation with preconceptual structures created in our everyday experience and 
(II) The ability to project metaphorically from structures in the physical domain to structures in the abstract domain. At a higher level, the human capacity for conceptualisation is able to form complex concepts and general categories using ‘image schemas’ as structuring devices. At an even higher level human minds construct complex event structures which are called ‘Idealised Cognitive Models’ or ICMs.

As Ruiz de Mendoza points out, although Lakoff has not given a specific definition of what an ICM is, it can be understood as a conventional conceptual representation of how we perceive reality. It is a model because without being real it tries to be similar to reality. 
 1Lakoff, G. and Nunez, R. Where Mathematics Comes From. New York: Basic Books. 2000

It is cognitive because it is construed in the mind. It is idealized because it is the result of a certain kind of regularity extracted from the characteristics of many regular and common experiences. An ICM is, therefore, a complex structured whole or gestalt which allows us to organize our knowledge. Among the results or by-products of such organization we find category structures and prototype effects. ICMs do not exist objectively in nature; they are created by human beings. According to Lakoff there are four different types of cognitive models:

    
(I) Propositional models’ specify elements, their properties, and the relations 

Holding between them. Lakoff compares them to Fillmore’s frames.
(II) Image-schematic models’ specify schematic images, such as trajectories, 

shapes or containers.
(III) Metaphoric models’ are mappings from a propositional or image-

schematic model in one domain to a corresponding structure in another 

domain.
(IV) Metonymic models’ where “given an ICM with some background 

condition there is a ‘stands for’ relation that may hold between two elements A and B, such that one element of the ICM, B, may stand for another element A” 

 Metonymic models are also the source of prototype effects such as stereotypes, radial structures, social stereotypes, typical examples, ideals, paragons, generators, sub models and salient examples 

In some cases one ICM is not enough to define the meaning of words, and therefore it is necessary for cognitive models to “combine to form a complex cluster that is psychologically more basic than the models taken individually” These are what Lakoff calls ‘cluster models’. For example, the semantic category ama ‘mother’ could not be described only by the use of one single cognitive model. A mother is not only the person who gives birth, but also the person that takes care of a child. Consequently, ama cannot be defined by just one single ICM, the concept of ama needs a cluster of several ICMs such as ‘the birth model (the person who gives birth); ‘the genetic model’ (the female who contributes the genetic material); ‘the nurturance model’ (the female adult who nurtures and raises a child); ‘the marital model’ (the wife of a father); ‘the genealogical model’ (the closest female ancestor).

Another notion similar to that of cognitive domain is Fillmore’s frame. Fillmore coined this word to describe “specific unified frameworks of knowledge, or coherence schematizations of experience” but he is not the first one to use this word for similar descriptions. The term ‘frame’ had been also employed in linguistics by authors such as Harris in the sense of the syntactic environment of a certain syntactic category, as well as in Artificial Intelligence by authors such as Minsky in the sense of “a data-structure for representing a stereotyped situation” However, Fillmore is the first to adopt a more semantically, rather than syntactically oriented definition of ‘frame’ as a cognitive construct that represents the structured knowledge and beliefs pertaining to specific and recurring situations. In Fillmore’s own words: 

[a] system of concepts related in such a way that to understand any one of them you have to understand the whole structure in which it fits; when one of such structures is introduced into a text, or into a conversation, all of the others are automatically made available .1
 In order to develop a frame it is necessary to follow three steps:

(I)  Identify the scenario, phenomena, and experiences conceptualized in the 

target words to be analyzed and the sentences in which they occur.

(II) Identify and label frame elements, i.e. props and participants in the           frame; 

Parts or aspects of the sentences associated with specific means of linguistic expression.

(III) Describe the way in which a word, together with the construction in which it participates, gives information about instances of the frame in question.

Let us illustrate this process with a simplified description of one frame, the ‘Commercial Transaction Frame’. 
  1Harrison, K. David. When Languages Die: The Extinction of the World’s Languages and the    Erosion of Human Knowledge. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 2006.
The phenomena and experiences involved in this frame are concepts such as possession, exchange, change of possession, and money. The main frame elements that we need to include are the Goods, the Money, the Buyer, and the Seller. Finally, the description of the meaning, uses, and grammatical structuring of the related vocabulary on the basis of these concepts corresponds to such words as: erosi ‘buy’, saldu ‘sell’, ordaindu ‘pay’, truke ‘change’, prezio ‘price’, zor ‘debt’, denda ‘shop’, and so on.
3.4 Imagination as a human cognitive ability: metaphor, metonymy and blends.

Another consequence of primacy being given to general cognitive abilities is the essential role of imagination. For many people, the word imagination is related to subjectivism, idealism, and relativism. Since the Enlightenment
, imagination has been despised in many theories of language, because it has been regarded as a non-rational, unruly, and idiosyncratic play of ideas, and therefore, unsuitable for scientific research. In Cognitive Linguistics, imagination is considered to be a basic human cognitive ability, central to human meaning-making and rationality. As Johnson explains, the way we reason and what we can experience as meaningful are both based on structures of imagination that make our experience what it is. We make sense of our less directly apprehensible experiences on the basis of more directly apprehensible experiences. For instance, Ibarretxe-Antuñano has shown how we project part of our bodily experience with the senses onto our experience of having a suspicion in the case of smell as in 7), or onto our experience of  being emotionally affected in the case of touch as in 8).
7) Metaphor and metonymy are two basic imaginative cognitive mechanisms. They are not figures of speech, as they are considered by many traditional objectivist approaches not even the result of a wide array of contextual implications, as proposed by Relevance theory Rather they are considered to be the means by which it is possible “to ground our conceptual systems experientially and to reason in a constrained but creative fashion” Furthermore, metaphor and metonymy are defined as ‘mappings’ or ‘projections’ between conceptual domains. These two cognitive devices can be distinguished because the connections made between things are different for each case where as in metaphor, the mapping is across different experiential domains in metonymy, the mapping takes place within the same domain.

For instance, in a sentence like 9) we have two different experiential domains: the source domain of the bodily act of visual perception and the target domain that of intellection. The mapping between these two different conceptual domains is carried out by means of metaphor.However, in 10) the mapping does not take place between different conceptual domains, but within the same domain through metonymy; instead of the word gazta ‘cheese’, we have the name of the place where the cheese is produced.1
10) Linguistics. One of the major problems that cognitive linguists still face is the question of how to constrain metaphorical mappings. Attempts to constrain the mapping process in metaphorical production and comprehension can be found in Lakoff’s metaphorical mappings preserve the cognitive topology of the source domain in a way consistent with the inherent structure of the target domain” 

The Invariance Principle is useful in order to constrain the nature of those mappings: it is not possible to map from the source domain, a structure that does not preserve the inherent structure of the target domain. The only problem with this principle is that it does not show exactly what part of the source domain is the one that must be consistent with the structure of the target domain.
Metonymy has received less attention than metaphor in Cognitive Linguistics. Although early studies, such as Lakoff and Johnson and Lakoff have stressed its importance for categorisation, it was not until recently that metonymy came to occupy a central position. Redden and Kövecses and Kövecses and Redden propose a working definition for metonymy based on Lakoff’s theory of  ICMs and on Langacker’s formulation that metonymy is a cognitive process through which we acquire access to a mental activity via another mental activity. Kövecses and Redden define metonymy as:1

A cognitive process in which one conceptual entity, the vehicle, provides mental access to another conceptual entity, the target, within the same domain, or ICM.  

This view of metonymy involves four questions that need to be addressed in the framework of metonymy: 

(I)  identifications of the ontological realms where metonymy can occur;

(II) Specification of the types of conceptual relationships between the                         metonymic elements; 

(II) Definition of the cognitive and communicative principles that select the most ‘natural’ vehicle-to-target routes; 

(IV) Definition of the conditions for the selection of ‘non-default routes’.

Another important and interesting area of research is the interaction between metaphor and metonymy. Goossens proposes the term ‘metaphtonymy’ to cover the possible interrelations between metaphor and metonymy. Among these interrelations, he distinguishes two as the dominant patterns: one where the experiential basis for metaphor is a metonymy (‘metaphor from metonymy’) and another where a metonymy functioning in the target domain is embedded within a metaphor (‘metonymy within metaphor’). Radden argues that a great number of metaphors is experientially grounded on metonymies, and proposes what he calls ‘metonymy-based metaphors’. These are “mappings involving two conceptual domains which are grounded in, or can be traced back to, one conceptual domain”. 2
 1Lakoff, George. Women, Fire, and Dangerous Things. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

  1987.
         2Langacker's Foundations of Cognitive Grammar Berlin 1987 p67
Although Radden does not claim that all metaphors are motivated by metonymies, a position taken by Barcelona he does suggest that many are. As a consequence Radden proposes a continuum of mapping processes where the traditional notions of metaphor and metonymy are only the prototypical categories at both ends, and metonymy-based metaphors occupy the range in the middle. Sentences such as 12) are based on the metaphor more is up / less is down. This metaphorical projection from more to up is in turn based on our understanding of quantity in terms of the verticality schema. This schema is based on our everyday bodily experience, e.g. whenever we put more liquid in a container, the level goes up. 

Other basic conceptual schemas are: The container schema defines the predicates in and out, and works as the basis for the understanding of the body as a container, the visual field, and set models. The link schema helps to conceptualize social and interpersonal relationships. The part-whole schema is transferred to domains such as families, teams, organizations, marriage… The centre-periphery schema provides us with the difference between important things or matters (central) and secondary matters (peripheral). The source-path schema gives us the understanding of purposes in our daily life as destinations of a journey. The proximity-distance determines close and distant relationships and so on .

Although these image schemas were long considered as belonging to the same level, this notion has more recently been called into question. Authors such as Krzeszowski, Pauwels and Simon-Vandenberg, and Pena have tried to reduce Johnson’s list of image-schemas either by introducing a plus-minus parameter in the first two cases, or by proposing certain schemas (container, path, control, force) as basic constructs which elicit the instantiation of other subsidiary schemas. Most of these image schemas, metaphors and metonymies operate on the basis of a conventional ‘frame’ or ICM (Idealised Cognitive Model). For instance, the metonymic mapping between the food eaten and the customer in Lakoff and Johnson’s classic example The ham sandwich is waiting for his check works against the background of the conventional restaurant frame or ICM.

Another approach
 is the theory of ‘blending’ or ‘conceptual integration’. This theory, developed from Falconer’s early work on ‘mental spaces’ and then in co-operation with Turner aims at modelling the dynamic evolution of speakers’ ‘on-line’ representations. As Fauconnier and Turner put it “conceptual integration is concerned with on-line dynamical cognitive work people do to construct meaning for local purposes of thought and action”. Conceptual integration is a basic mental operation that creates networks of connections between mental spaces. There are four different spaces: two Input Spaces, a Generic Space which contains what the source- and target-domain inputs have in common, and a Blended Space which contains structure from the generic space and typically develops emergent meaning not contained in the inputs. 1
Conceptual integration shares a number of aspects with the conceptual theory of metaphor (and metonymy) briefly explained above. Grady, Oakley and Coulson cite the following similarities: 

(I) metaphor is treated as a conceptual phenomenon, 

(II) there is a systematic projection of language, imagery and inferential structure between conceptual domains, 

(III) there  are constraints on how this projection takes place. 

Despite their agreement on these issues, these two approaches are different. In a recent paper, Turner and Fauconnier summarise their differences as follows:


Contemporary accounts of metaphor and analogy have focused on structure-mapping from a source (or base) onto a target. Such mappings can exploit existing common schematic structure between domains, or project new structure from the source onto the target. The work on conceptual blending has shown that in addition to such mappings, there are dynamic integration processes which build up new “blended” mental spaces. Such spaces develop emergent structure which is elaborated in the on-line construction of meaning and serves as an important locus of cognitive activity

Fauconnier and Turner’s theory of blended spaces has shed some light on the study of Basque proverbs. Garai understands proverbs as mental space builders. Based on the occurrences of the conjunction eta ‘and’ in Basque proverbs from the 16th and 19th centuries, this author classifies proverbs into two types. On the one hand, the ‘set’ type where “a mental space is created by blending either two antithetical elements in order to point toward impossibility in the speaker’s reality, or two compatible terms defining the pursuable ideal world”. Then, there is the ‘explanation’ type which brings together two quasi-equivalent proverbs, the second part constrains the meaning  of the first part, almost like an answer by someone who does not  accept the ethical authority of the original proverb. 

According to Garai, what we do with a proverb is to open a mental space where the objects mentioned can be categorised at a more general level, and then, we map the relations onto the target context. 

Garai and Ibarretxehave also applied this model to the analysis of the Complete Path construction in Basque. This construction refers to the recurrent tendency to express both the source and goal of movement for the description of translational motion. This construction shows up not only in physical description of motion, e.g. lehiotik behera ‘from the window to below’, but also in a good number of different metaphorical and idiomatic expressions, for instance, hitzetik hortzera ‘suddenly’, izartik izarrera ‘all day’, okerretik okerrera ‘worse and worse’. Despite the diversity that exists in the semantics of these expressions – some express ‘quickness’, others ‘period of time’, and still  others ‘manner’ – these authors show that these expressions form a coherent, structured and motivated group. By means of Fauconnier and Turner’s multi-space model, they explain how the different meanings in these expressions are the result of different networks of connections between the elements that form the Input spaces. In other words, the information that we have in the Input and Generic spaces is the same in all these expressions.
1.3Concept is a basic unit of cognitive linguistics.

 A concept (abstract term: conception) is a cognitive unit of meaning—an abstract idea or a mental symbol sometimes defined as a "unit of knowledge," built from other units which act as a concept's characteristics. A concept is typically associated with a corresponding representation in a language or symbology such as a single meaning of a term.

There are prevailing theories in contemporary philosophy which attempt to explain the nature of concepts. The representational theory of mind proposes that concepts are mental representations, while the semantic theory of concepts (originating with Frege's distinction between concept and object) holds that they are objects. Ideas are taken to be concepts, although abstract concepts do not necessarily appear to the mind as images as some ideas do. Many philosophers consider concepts to be a fundamental ontological category of being.

The meaning of "concept" is explored in mainstream science, cognitive, metaphysics, and philosophy of mind. 

The term "concept" is traced back to 1554–60 (Latin conceptum - "something conceived") but what is today termed "the Cognitive linguistics, is the process of producing and transforming concepts (meanings), so the most important object of research in cognitive linguistics is a concept. Concepts, speaking as components of our consciousness and our knowledge of the world are studied in philosophy, psychology, cognitive linguistics, cultural linguistics and other humanities. Exploring the nature of the concept in cognitive linguistics is paramount. Any attempt to understand the nature of the concept leads to awareness of the existence of a number of related concepts and terms. First of all, this is a concept, a notion and meaning. 

Problem of differentiation is one of the most difficult issues and discussion in theoretical linguistics. This is because when analyzing the concept we are dealing with entities not the researcher in direct perception; judging the same about their characteristics and nature we can only based on proxy data. Concepts are intermediaries between words and extra linguistic reality and meaning of the Word cannot be reduced solely to the forming of his concepts. "Concept much wider than the lexical meaning of"-this is the one view at ratio concept floor made by first time. According to S.A.Askol′dov D.S. Lihačev, concept corresponds to the word in one of its meaning. All cognitive human activities can be seen as inspiring ability to navigate in the world, and this activity is to identify and distinguish objects: concepts arise to ensure the operations of this kind. By the end of the 20th century linguists understand that media language is a medium defined conceptual systems. Concepts are mental entity. Proposed process of conceptualizing and content of concept only, linguist, himself a native speaker of that language. Thus, the Millennium is the mentality, because concepts-mental entity.

To identify the concept needed and some signs and substantive work with objects and their ultimate objectives, and evaluating such actions.

In linguistic scents can be Identified three main approaches to understanding the concept, based on the general situation: concept – something that gives meaning, synonym, meaning.1
In the first approach, which is the Y.S.Stephanovs more attention is paid to the cultural aspect, when the whole culture is understood as a set of concepts and relationships. Concept, Y.S. players Stepanova, a phenomenon of the same order as that notion. The internal form of the English word concept and the concept is the same: from the Latin concept is– "the concept of" conceptus, from the verb concipere i.e. means literally conception; the concept from the verb etc.-Eng. «grab, take ownership. At present they pretty clearly delineated.

The concept is like a clot of culture in human consciousness; then, in the form of what culture is included in the mental world of man. And, on the other hand, the concept is that through which man is a private, ordinary man, not the creator of cultural heritage belongs to culture, and in some cases affect it

1 S.A.Askol′dov, Sketch of a History of the Ideal and the Real, Praga 1969 p 66
 Unlike the concepts in the proper sense of the term, the concept is not only intended, they are experienced. They are the subject of emotions, or of dislike and sometimes crashes. Concept-the  basic unit of human culture in the mental world.

For Schopenhauer, empirical concepts "...are mere abstractions from what is known through intuitive perception, and they have arisen from our arbitrarily thinking away or dropping of some qualities and our retention of others." (Parerga and Paralipomena, Vol. I, "Sketch of a History of the Ideal and the Real"). In his On the Will in Nature, "Physiology and Pathology," Schopenhauer said that a concept is "drawn off from previous images ... by putting off their differences. This concept is then no longer intuitively perceptible, but is denoted and fixed merely by words." Nietzsche, who was heavily influenced by Schopenhauer, wrote: "Every concept originates through our equating what is unequal. No leaf ever wholly equals another, and the concept 'leaf' is formed through an arbitrary abstraction from these individual differences, through forgetting the distinctions..."By contrast to the above philosophers, Immanuel Kant held that the account of the concept as an abstraction of experience is only partly correct. He called those concepts that result of abstraction "a posteriori concepts" (meaning concepts that arise out of experience). An empirical or an a posteriori concept is a general representation (Vorstellung) or non-specific thought of that which is common to several specific perceived objects. A concept is a common feature or characteristic. Kant investigated the way that empirical a posteriori concepts are created. At present, it must be recognized that this concept is a key concept of cognitive linguistics. However, despite the fact that the notion of a concept for modern cognitive science can be established, the content of this concept varies very significantly different concepts of individual scientists and scientific schools.
The fact is that thinking, concept-category-observed, and this gives much room for interpretation. Category concept appears in studies of philosophers, logicians, psychologists, cult urologists, and she bears the traces of all these interpretations.
For the first time in domestic science term concept was used by A.Askol′dov-Alexeev in 1928, the scientist identified concept as a mental entity, which replaces the thought uncertain many items, actions, thinking the functions of the same kind (plant concepts, mathematical concepts, Justice) 
D.S. Likhachev around this time used a notion of generalized concept to describe intellectual unit which reflects and interprets the phenomenon actually depending on education, personal experiences, professional and social media experience and language, as a sort of synthesis of various meanings in individual minds native speakers to dealing with their individual differences in the understanding of words. Concept, according to D.S. Lihačev does not arise from values of words, but the result of a clash of values with the personal learning experience speaking. Concept in this regard, performs a substitution function in linguistic communication 
E. S. Kubrâkova proposes a definition of the concept: the concept an operational unit of memory, mental lexicon, conceptual system and language of the brain, the whole world, and every bit of knowledge. The most important concepts are expressed in language.
Karashik cites a number of approaches to the concepts developed by different authors. Among them they include the following:

Concept idea, including abstract, specifically-associative and emotionally-evaluation indicators, as well as where the story concepts concept-personal interpretation, interpretation of objective value and minimum value concept as meaningful. Concept is an abstract scientific concepts elaborated on the basis of a life term.
Concept-the essence of the concept, has in its substantive forms-in-image, concept and symbol;

Concepts-peculiar cultural genes in genotype culture, self-organizing, grativnye functional-systemic-to-many (at least 3D) idealized shapes based on conceptual.
V. I. Karashik characterizes as "mental education concepts, which are stored in the memory of human experience significant perceived tipiziruemye fragments" "multivariate mental education, which is metaphorically-perceptive, conceptual and value "human" slice of life experiences. "Hit" information Kant experienced knowledge. A. Zalevskaya defines concept as objectively existing in the mind of human perception-cognitive-mood education dynamic nature in contrast to the concepts and values like product scientific description (constructs) 
In one of her last works of A. A. Zalevskaya characterizes the neural basis of the concept-enhanced many individual neural ensembles, distributed in different parts of the brain, but within a single set. Access to all the sites at the same time through the word, or any other character. M. Pimenov said: "That man knows, believes the site represents external and internal peace and have what is called a concept. The concept is a fragment of the world!
According to V.Red concept can only be a high degree of abstraction, unit of cultural specificity, called the word and includes verbal Association address the concept.1
In our view, the associations name concept belongs to the verbalization of the concept and cannot be in its content, but merely reflect the linguistic form, describe its contents. In addition, the concept may not have a substantive title and any language names
V. Red highlights, in addition to the concept, such as cognitive unit of cognitive structure.2
"Cognitive space and cognitive base are cognitive structures that are meaningful (i.e. with a content-value) of a form of coding and storage of information. Cognitive structures are organized and structured in a certain way plots cognitive space. It is a kind of "elementary" units, i.e. basic, on the one hand, and further indivisible. Cognitive structures form our competence and lie in it "... "Cognitive structure is indivisible and cognitive unit that holds" minimized "knowledge and view.
1Translated by Amar Ellahi Lone, the Concept of Equality between Man and Woman, New York New Rochelle 1987 p 289-290
2 V. Red Cognitive unit of Cognitive structure Oxford University Press.1999
V. Red distinguishes two types of cognitive structures: the Information encoded and stored in the form of cognitive structures, includes the information (and knowledge) not only about the real world, but also knowledge of the language. Therefore, we have allocated phenomenological and linguistic cognitive structures. Linguistic cognitive structures underlying language and speech competence, they form a language, the laws of the syntactic structure, lexical stock, phonetic-phonological systems, the operation of its units and a speech in a given language. 
All of the definitions of the concept has similarities in the definitions as a discrete substance, by volume in the unit, a unit of thought or memory, reflecting the culture of the people.

We define concept as discrete mental formation, which is the basic unit of human reasoning about code that has an internal structure that represents the result of learning (cognitive) activities of the individual and society and support comprehensive, encyclopedic information about the reason for the subject or phenomenon, on the interpretation of the information on brainwashing and attitudes to this phenomenon or subject

Phenomenological cognitive structures form a combination of knowledge and understanding of linguistic phenomena and nature, i.e. about historical events, personalities, laws of nature, works of art, including literature, etc. Close to our understanding of the concept proposed by  M.V. Pimenov: "Concept is an idea of the movie  of the world or parts of such a fragment with a complex structure, expressed by various groups, a variety of linguistic signs in ways and means. Conceptual topic and free forms in fixed combinations of linguistic units-representative of the concept. Concept reflects the categorical and value characteristics of knowledge about some parts of the world. The concept shows signs of functionally significant to the culture. A full description of a concept, meaningful for a specific culture may only study the most comprehensive range of means of expression 
Concept is encoded in the mind of the individual sensual way acting as a sensual concept and content component is the basic unit of universal human subject code Our definition of the concept polarizes with certain features of the concept, provided by other authors and academic schools. We summarize some of these "stances".
Thus, we believe that the concept is interpreted as a unit of thought rather than memory, because their primary purpose is to provide the thinking process. They act as custodians and information, but whether they were the memory unit has yet to be proved.
In our view, the concept does not necessarily have linguistic expression-there are many concepts that are sustainable and their conceptual status is no doubt. There's concept and the word just married, but there is no word although this concept in the concept to sphere of people no doubt there is.
Not all concepts, we believe that "send to the highest spiritual entity"-many concepts are empirical character (escape, red, box, hand, foot, head and under).

Not necessary, in our view, and ethno-cultural specificity for concept-there are lots of concepts that have no ethno cultural specificity or not (for example, many household concept), or it is vanishingly small, and to locate, exceptional efforts must be made.

III Chapter II 

      Verbalization of the concept “man” and “woman” by languages means in the  English and Uzbek languages.

2.1 Verbalization of the concept “man” and “woman” by lexical means in English.

A concept (abstract term: conception) is a cognitive unit of meaning—an abstract idea or a mental symbol sometimes defined as a "unit of knowledge," built from other units which act as a concept's characteristics. A concept is typically associated with a corresponding representation in a language or symbology  such as a single meaning of a term.

There are prevailing theories in contemporary philosophy which attempt to explain the nature of concepts. The representational theory of mind proposes that concepts are mental representations, while the semantic theory of concepts (originating with Frege's distinction between concept and object) holds that they are abstract objects. Ideas are taken to be concepts, although abstract concepts do not necessarily appear to the mind as images as some ideas do many philosophers consider concepts to be a fundamental ontological category of being.

The meaning of "concept" is explored in mainstream cognitive science, metaphysics, and philosophy of mind. The term "concept" is traced back to 1554–60 (Latin conceptum - "something conceived"),but what is today termed "the classical theory of concepts" is the posterior abstractions

John Locke's description of a general idea corresponds to a description of a concept. According to Locke, a general idea is created by abstracting, drawing away, or removing the common characteristic or characteristics from several particular ideas. This common characteristic is that which is similar to all of the different individuals. For example, the abstract general idea or concept that is designated by the word "red" is that characteristic which is common to apples, cherries, and blood. The abstract general idea or concept that is signified by the word "dog" is the collection of those characteristics which are common to Airedales, Collies, and Chihuahuas.

In the same tradition as Locke, John Stuart Mill stated that general conceptions are formed through abstraction. A general conception is the common element among the many images of members of a class. "...When we form a set of phenomena into a class, that is, when we compare them with one another to ascertain in what they agree, some general conception is implied in this mental operation». Mill did not believe that concepts exist in the mind before the act of abstraction. "It is not a law of our intellect, that, in comparing things with each other and taking note of their agreement, we merely recognize as realized in the outward world something that we already had in our minds. The conception originally found its way to us as the result of such a comparison. It was obtained (in metaphysical phrase) by abstraction from individual things" 

For Schopenhauer, empirical concepts "...are mere abstractions from what is known through intuitive perception, and they have arisen from our arbitrarily thinking away or dropping of some qualities and our retention of others." In his On the Will in Nature, "Physiology and Pathology," Schopenhauer said that a concept is "drawn off from previous images ... by putting off their differences. This concept is then no longer intuitively perceptible, but is denoted and fixed merely by words." Nietzsche, who was heavily influenced by Schopenhauer, wrote: "Every concept originates through our equating what is unequal. No leaf ever wholly equals another, and the concept 'leaf' is formed through an arbitrary abstraction from these individual differences, through forgetting the distinctions..."

By contrast to the above philosophers, Immanuel Kant held that the account of the concept as an abstraction of experience is only partly correct. He called those concepts that result of abstraction "a posteriori concepts" (meaning concepts that arise out of experience). An empirical or an a posteriori concept is a general representation or non-specific thought of that which is common to several specific perceived objects A concept is a common feature or characteristic. Kant investigated the way that empirical a posteriori concepts are created.The logical acts of the understanding by which concepts are generated as to their form are:

Comparison, i.e., the likening of mental images to one another in relation to the unity of consciousness; reflection, i.e., the going back over different mental images, how they can be comprehended in one consciousness; and finally

abstraction or the segregation of everything else by which the mental images differ ... In order to make our mental images into concepts, one must thus be able to compare, reflect, and abstract, for these three logical operations of the understanding are essential and general conditions of generating any concept whatever. For example, I see a fir, a willow, and a linden. In firstly comparing these objects, I notice that they are different from one another in respect of trunk, branches, leaves, and the like; further, however, I reflect only on what they have in common, the trunk, the branches, the leaves themselves, and abstract from their size, shape, and so forth; thus I gain a concept of a tree.1
Kant's description of the making of a concept has been paraphrased as "...to conceive is essentially to think in abstraction what is common to a plurality of possible instances...". In his discussion of Kant, Christopher Jan away wrote: "...generic concepts are formed by abstraction from more than one species.» of Aristotle on the definition Kant declared that human minds possess pure or a priori concepts. Instead of being abstracted from individual perceptions, like empirical concepts, they originate in the mind itself. He called these concepts categories, in the sense of the word that means predicate, attribute, characteristic, or quality. But these pure categories are predicates of things in general, not of a particular thing. According to Kant, there are 12 categories that constitute the understanding of phenomenal objects. Each category is that one predicate which is common to multiple empirical concepts. In order to explain how an a priori concept can relate to individual phenomena, in a manner analogous to an a posteriori concept, Kant employed the technical concept of the of terms The Concept of Equality between Man and Woman2
1 Carl Benjamin Boyer The History of the Calculus and its Conceptual Development Sydney 1976 p289-290
2 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Concept.

The definition of English words Men and Women in comparision with their synonyms.
Man- an adult human male a male worker or employee. (More than 700 men were laid of C.N.N’S man in India) A male member of a sport team (Johnson took the ball past 3 men and scared) black slang white people collectively regarded as the controlling group in society he urged that black collage athletes boycott the Man’s Rose Bowl.
Fellow- A man or boy (he was an extremely obliging fellow a boy, boyfriend or lower (has she got a fellow) 
2) Fellow- A person in the same activity or otherwise associated with another (he was learning with the rapidity unique among his fellows. A member of learned society he was elected a fellow of the geological society. A student or graduate received a fellowship for a period of research an incorporated senior member of the college governing body in some tutorial fellow.
Mannish- Having characteristics that are stereo typically associated with man and can be considered unbecoming in a woman old English Mennisc The current sense dates from late Middle English mannishly, mannishless.

Manlike- Resembling a human being a manlike creature (a manlike creature) of a woman having an appearance or qualities associated with man.
Husband- Married man considered in relation to his wife she and her husband are both retired Late old English from Old North master of a house from “hus”house + bondi occupier and tiller of the soil. The original sense of the verb was till cultivate –husbander archaic a person who cultivates the land a farmer Mid.English (originally in North English use denoting the holder of a husband land. From husband-in the absolute sense farmer-man.
Boy-A male child or young man (group of boys) a male child or young man who does a specified job (a delivery boy) used as a friendly from of address from one man to another often from older man to young man ( my dear boy) black male servant or worker  used as a form of address to a male dog 
Boyfriend- A regular male companion with whom one has a romantic relationship
Son- A boy, a man in relation to either or both of his parents. A male of spring of 
an animal. My son- also used by older person as a form of address for a boy or young man. You are on a private land son “Old English Sunu of Germanic origin related to Dutch Joon and Germanic Sohn from i Indio Europian root shared by Greek Huios. 
Male - Relating to or characteristic of man or male animals. Masculine, male unemployment a deep male voice. A male person, plant or animal: the audience consisted of males the male of the species. 

Masculine - refers to the qualities characteristics and behaviors associated with or thought to be appropriated to man and boys a (masculine  handshake)
Manly - emphasizes the desirable qualities that a culture associates with a mature man such as courage and independence.( the manly virtues: the manly sport of football)1
Manful - Differs from (manly) primarily in its emphases on sturdiness and resoluteness (to manfully effort to hold back tears)
1 Michael Rundell Macmillan English Dictionary for advanced learner’s new Addition University of Liverpool UK 2009 p from 915 till 1024
Virile – is a stronger word than masculine or manly: it is applied only to mature men, it suggests the vigor muscularity and forcefulness- and especially the sexual patency- associated with mature manhood (a virile man who looked like Charton Henston on this youth)
Gentleman- A chivalrous courteous, or honorable man. He behaved like a perfect gentleman.  A man of good social position especially one of wealth and leisure (in the UK) a man of noble birth attached to a royal household; a polite or formal way of referring to a man. Can I help you gentlemen? Gentle + Man- translating old French Gentilzhom.
Sir- used as  a polite or respectful way of addressing a man one in a position of authority Excuse me sir. Used to address a man at the beginning of a formal or business  letter. Used as a title before the given name of  a knight or baronet another expression for Siree Middle English reduced form of Sire. 
Master- chiefly historical a man who has people working for him esp. servants or slaves. He acceded to his master’s wishes. A person who has dominance or control of smth. He was master of the situation. A machine or device directly controlling another. A master cylinder.

Yeoman-historical a man holding and cultivating a small landed estate a free holder. A person qualified for certain duties and rights such as to serve on juries and vote for the knight of the shire by virtue of possessing free land of an annual value of 40 shillings. 2) Historical a servant in a royal or noble household ranking between a sergeant and a groom or a squire and a page.

Wight- Archaic or dialect a person of a specified kind esp. one regarded as unfortunate: He was an unlucky Wight .poetic/literary a spirit, ghost, or other supernatural being- old English- thing, creature of Germanic origin related to Dutch Wicht little child and German Wicht- creature.1
Swain – archaic a country youth poetic/literary- a young lover or Suitor- Late Old English denoting a young man attendant on a knight from old Norse Sveinn lad.
Beau - Beaux or beaus. A boyfriend or male admirer a rich fashionable young  man a dandy – late 17th century from French literary handsome from Latin Bellus.

Elf – A supernatural creature of folk tales, typically represented as a small, elusive figure in human from with pointed ears, magical powers and a capricious nature.
Chap - a man or a boy. Dated a friendly from of address between men and boys . Best of luck, old chap- late 16th cent (denoting a buyer or customer) abbreviation of Chapman. The current sense dates from the early 18th century
Gaffer – informal an old man.Brit: informal a person in charge of others: a boss- late 16th century probably a contraction of Godfather compare with Gammer.

Goodman- Archaic, chiefly. Scottish the male head of household.

Son in law- the  husband of one’s daughter.

Brother in law- the brother of one’s husband or wife.
Grandfather - The father of one’s. The person who founded or originated smth (Freud is often called the Grandfather of psychoanalysis.
Granddad - father or mother.
1www.macmillandictionaries.com/online
Adult- A person who fully grown or developed ( children should be accompanied by an adult, a fully developed animal)
Lover- Person who having a romantic relationship with someone of ten outside marriage . A person who likes or enjoy smth specified.(He was a great lover of cats music lovers).
Human- Relating to or human beings the human body (the survival of the human race).

Boyish- Like or characteristic of a male child or young man (his boyish charm/she looked boyish and defiant.)

Callow- young men in particular are often described as callow which means immature behavior of a child (a puerile piece of writing). A callow youth who had never leaved away his family.
Puerill- this word is probably most insulting because it’s so often used to describe adults who display the immature behavior of a child (a puerill because piece of writing)

Juvenile- suggest immaturity of mind or body and is applied especially to things that are designed for boys and girls in their early teen.( Juvenile books)

Adolescent- While such people apply to the period between and suggest the physical awkwardness and emotional instability associated with the teenage years (an adolescent response to criticism)
Guy- a man (he is a nice guy) ( mid.19century) guys people of either sex ( you guys wants some coffee?) Brit. A figure representing guy Fawkes burned on bonfire on Guy Fawkes Night and often displayed by children. Beginning for money for fireworks.
Mr. - A title used before a surname or full name to address or refer to a man without a higher or honorific or professional title ( Mr. Robert Smith; late Mid Eng originally an abbreviation of ( Master) compare with Master)

Woman-An adult human female worker or employee, a wife, girlfriend or lover (he wondered whether Billy had his woman with him). Old English Wifman-man1
Female- Relating to or characteristic of woman or female animals (a female audience) A female person animal or plant Middle English from Old French Femelle from Latin Femilla diminutive of femina a woman. The change in the ending was due to association with, but the word Male and Female are not otherwise linked etymologically.
Mistress- a woman in a position of authority or control: She is always Mistress of the situation coolly self possessed. The female had of a household He asked for the mistress of the house.  A woman having an extramarital sexual relationship with married man.
Virginals- an early spinet with the strings parallel to the keyboard typically rectangular and popular in 16th and 17th century houses ( because usually played by young woman) Late mid.English from old French or from Latin Virginalis from Virgo -  Young woman.

Call girl-a woman who engages in sexual intercourse for payment: bawd, camp follower, courtesan, harlot, prostitute, scarlet woman, streetwalker, strumpet, tart, whore, hooker, moll
Virgin- A person typically woman who has had never had sexual intercourse. Esp. in a particular context (a political virgin).  Innocent or inexperienced person.The Virgin- The mother of Jesus Virgin Mary
Girl- a female child a person’s daughter esp. a young one (he was devoted to his little girl) A young or relatively young woman. Middle English (denoting a child or young  person of either sex).1
Girl friend- A regular female companion with whom a person has a romantic relationship. (His Girlfriend is Australian). A woman’s female friend.

Mrs.- A title used before a surname or full name to address or refer to a married woman who has been married  without a higher or honorific or professional title.    (Mrs. Sally Jones.) Early 17 century abbreviation of Mistress compare with Missus.
Ms. - A title used before the surname or full name of any woman regardless of her marital status (a natural alternative to Mrs or Miss.) Ms Sarah Brown.1950 combination of Mrs. and Miss.2
Feminal- Archaic of a relating to a woman life Mid. English from Medieral Latin Feminalis from Latin Femina woman Femininity.
Daughter- A woman or woman in relation to her parents, a female offspring of an animal. a female Descendant.(We are the sons , daughters of Adams old English Dohtar of Germanic origin related to Dutch Dochter and German Tochter from an Indo-European root shared by Greek) Thugater, Daughterhood.

1www.maf.org 

2 www.bjnewlife.org 
Lady- A woman Brit. A woman’s public toiler Lady friend who has romantically involved. One’s lady- A man’s wife. Lady chapel- A chapel in a church or cathedral dedicated to Virgin Mary.
Dame-(in the UK) the title given to a woman equivalent to the rank of knight. A woman holding this title .2) informal a woman Archaic or humorous an elderly or mature woman. Middle English (denoting female rules).

Maiden- (Archaic or poetic) literary a girl or young woman, esp. an unmarried, a virgin.
Muliebrity- poetic literary womanly qualities, womanhood- late 16th century from Late Latin Mulier woman.
Womanhood- The state or condition  of being a woman ( She was on the very brink of womanhood) the qualities considered to be natural to or characteristic  of a woman.( Mary was cultivated  as an idea of womanhood) Woman considered collectively ( Burden thought him a weak womanish fooll.) Womanhood
Women in general: distaff, femininity, muliebrity, womankind, womenfolk.

Feminine- having qualities or appearance traditionally associated with woman esp. delicacy and prettiness. A feminine frilled blouse. Of a relating to woman, female.He enjoys Feminine Company.
Petticoat- a woman’s light, loose undergarment hanging from the shoulders or the waistworn under a skirt or dress. Used to denote female control of smth regarded as more commonly dominated by man.

Goody- An elderly woman of humble station. The tale of goody Blake and Harry Gill middle 16th century.

Gammer- Archaic old countrywoman – Late 16th century, probably a contraction of godmother.

Squaw- American Indian woman or wife, a woman or wife. Mid.17th from Narragansett  squaws woman.
Matron- A woman in charge of domestic and medical arrangements at a boarding school or other establishment married woman.

Dowanger- A widow with a title or property derived from her late husband. (The dowager duchess) postpositive/the queen dowager informal a dignified elderly woman mid 16th cent from Douage from Latin Dotare.

Donna- an Italian Lady a courtesy title prefixed to the forename of such a lady early 17th century; from Italian from Latin Domina mistress, feminine of dominees Lord master.
Belle- Beautiful girl or woman ESP. Most beautiful at a particular event or in a particular group. The belle of the season. From Latin Bella
Womankind-Women in general: distaff, femininity, muliebrity, womanhood, womenfolk.

Womenfolk-Women in general: distaff, femininity, muliebrity, womanhood, womankind.

Distaff-Women in general: femininity, muliebrity, womanhood, womankind, womenfolk. Of, relating to, or characteristic of women: female, feminine, womanish, and womanly.

Coquette-A woman who is given to flirting: flirt, vamp.

Sorceress-A woman who practices magic: enchantress, hag, lamia, witch.

Lamia-A woman who practices magic: enchantress, hag, sorceress, witch.

Camp follower-A woman who engages in sexual intercourse for payment: bawd, call girl, courtesan, harlot, prostitute, scarlet woman, streetwalker, strumpet, tart, whore, hooker, moll.

2.2 Verbalization of concept “man” and “woman” by phraziological units and proverbs.
A good husband makes a good wife If a woman is happy with her husband, she will be a good mate for him.
A good man is hard to find -This saying talks about the difficulties for women in finding a suitable male partner.

A man is as old as he feels, and a woman as old as she looks -This somewhat sexist saying suggests that men age better than women.

Behind every successful man is a woman -Many men owe their achievements in life to women.

Boys will be boys -This somewhat humorous saying is often used to excuse male behaviour (of both boys and adult men).
Hell hath no fury like a woman scorned -A woman rejected in love can be very angry and dangerous.

It's a man's world -Everything in life is arranged to the advantage of men. Life is tough for women.
One tongue is enough for a woman -Some people think that women talk too much. If they already talk too much, they don't need another tongue. One tongue is sufficient (but see Origin below).

The way to a man's heart is through his stomach -Many women have won a man's love by cooking delicious meals for him. They fed his stomach and found love in his heart.
Women will have the last word A man cannot win an argument with a woman. Women talk more than men. They can always add something more to what they are saying.

A woman's place is in the home- Women should remain in the home, doing housework and raising children.
A woman's work is never done-Housework and raising children are jobs that have no end. 
Hell hath no fury like a woman scorned-There is nothing as unpleasant as a woman who has been offended or whose love has not been returned. 
Make an honest woman of someone-To marry a woman.
Who can find a virtuous woman? for her price is far above rubies. 

Only a few favored men find a truly virtuous woman, for they are very rare. And they are rarer today, thanks to the curse of the modern woman. 

The heart of her husband doth safely trust in her, so that he shall have no need of spoil.She will do him good and not evil all the days of her life. 
Here is the virtuous woman! Here is the perfect woman that a mother described to her son the king to help him pick a perfect wife . 

She seeks wool, and flax, and worketh willingly with her hands. 

A virtuous woman is not above dirtying her hands and working hard at manual labor. She has no illusions or pretensions about her role. 

She is like the merchants' ships; she brings her food from afar. 

A great woman is creative and diligent. She does not settle for convenience, economy, or habit. She seeks for better dishes to serve her family and better ways to fulfill her other domestic roles. 

Strength and honor are her clothing; and she shall rejoice in time to come. 

A virtuous woman has an eye to the future. She is diligent and makes strenuous efforts to provide for her husband and children. 

She rises also while it is yet night, and gives meat to her household, and a portion to her maidens. 

The virtuous woman is an early riser, a go-getter, an ambitious and diligent lady. 

She girds her loins with strength, and strengthened her arms. 

Great women keep getting better. They know being exceptional takes great effort, so they prepare themselves for it. A virtuous woman is not content with her abilities, appearance, or achievements; 
She lays her hands to the spindle, and her hands hold the distaff.

A woman's hands are important. They are for more than carrying a diamond ring. They are for more than manicuring nails regularly. 

She is not afraid of the snow for her household: for all her household are clothed with scarlet. 

The virtuous woman is diligent ... and foresight ... and classy. She looks and thinks ahead, so that future needs never catch her by surprise. She is ready for winter or any other situation that requires special preparation. 
Her husband is known in the gates, when he sittes among the elders of the land. 
One measure of a woman is the reputation and status of her husband. When she knows her role and executes it well, he will have delightful children, a wonderful home, a growing estate, and a charming wife 

She opens her mouth with wisdom; and in her tongue is the law of kindness. 
A virtuous woman is known by wise and kind speech, while an odious woman is known by foolish and critical speech. Here is one of the most defining marks of good and bad women .

She looked well to the ways of her household, and eats not the bread of idleness. 

The virtuous woman is conscious of her family at all times. She does not overlook any of their needs. She sees what would help and gets it for them. 

Her children arise up, and call her blessed; her husband also, and he praises her. 
Here is every woman's dream - her children and husband adore her! But this measure of character and conduct, though very accurate, is hard to obtain.
Many daughters have done virtuously, but thou excellent them all. 
Christian woman, do you want to be the best of the best? Here is a very exceptional woman! There have been many good and virtuous women, thankfully 

Favor is deceitful, and beauty is vain: but a woman that fears the LORD, she shall be praised. 

Wives can be chosen by three criteria. Two of them give horrible results, but one is gloriously foolproof! Young man, guarantee a great marriage.1
Every wise woman builds her house: but the foolish plucks it down with her hands. 

Have you ever seen a woman tearing shingles and siding from her house? No, and you never will
A gracious woman retained honor: and strong men retain riches. 

If we rank proverbs by brevity, wisdom, value, and clarity, this is one of the best. 

A virtuous woman is a crown to her husband: but she that makes ashamed is as rottenness in his bones. 

A virtuous woman is a noble, gracious, diligent, and loving woman. 

As a jewel of gold in a swine's snout, so is a fair woman which is without discretion. 

Beauty is not much, if the woman with it does not know how to act. 
1 www.CommunityBibleStudy.org 
Verbalization of the concepts “Man and Woman” by means of phraseological units. 
Woman of ill repute
A prostitute. His favorite companion was a woman of ill repute. If you can't be faithful to your husband, you're no better than a woman of ill repute.
Somebody’s right-hand man/woman
Someone who helps you with your work and who you depend upon How will the Director cope without his right-hand man, who resigned yesterday due to ill health? 

A fallen woman (old-fashioned)

A woman who is not respected any more because she had sex without being married many fallen women were forced to work as prostitutes, some were shut away in asylums. 

A kept man/woman (humorous)-Someone who does not work and who is given money and a place to live by the person who they are having a sexual relationship with She was determined to find work and not become a kept woman like her sister. 
A man of his word also a woman of her word- Someone you can trust because you know they will do what they say they will do Rae was a woman of her word - if she said she'd be here on Friday, she'd be here on Friday. 
A man/woman after your own heart If someone is a man or woman after your own heart, you admire them because they do or believe the same things as you He likes a good curry  a man after my own heart. 
A man/woman of means-Someone who has a lot of money.
A man/woman of the world-Someone who has a lot of experience of life, and is not usually shocked by the way people behave You're a man of the world
A scarlet woman  (old-fashioned)-A woman who people think is morally bad because she has sex with a lot of men she was labeled a scarlet woman and excluded from polite society. 
Be your own man/woman/person-To behave in the way that you want and to not let other people influence you despite being the daughter of two Hollywood stars, she's very much her own woman with her own acting style. 
Be a fine figure of a man/woman (old-fashioned)-To be someone who is big and strong with an attractive body .
Like a man/woman possessed-If you do something like a man possessed, you do it with a lot of energy in a way that is not controlled 
Make an honest woman of somebody   (humorous)-If a man makes an honest woman of someone that he is having a relationship with, he marries her.
The man/woman on the Clap ham omnibus (British)-An imaginary person whose opinions and behavior are thought to be typical of ordinary British people (usually singular) 
The man/woman/something of your dreams-The person or thing that you would like more than any other 
The man/woman/person in the street-A typical, ordinary person 
The thinking man's/woman's crumpet  (British humorous)-A man or woman who is popular with the opposite sex because they are both intelligent and sexually attractive 
You can't keep a good man/woman down.  (Humorous)

Something that you say which means that a person with a strong character will always succeed, even if they have a lot of problems 
A man of his word-A man who tells the truth and keeps promises. He's always been a man of his word, that I must say. 
The woman on the street also the woman in the street 
An ordinary woman. Her research looks at what the woman on the street thinks about the police. 
A dirty old man  (informal)-an older man who shows a strong and unpleasant interest in sex On the top shelf they've got all those horrible magazines for dirty old men. 
A family man-a man who likes to spend a lot of time with his wife and children
A hatchet man- Someone who is employed by an organization to make changes that people do not like
A hit man-A criminal who is paid to kill people 
A kept man/woman  (humorous-Someone who does not work and who is given money and a place to live by the person who they are having a sexual relationship with 
A man/woman of the world-Someone who has a lot of experience of life, and is not usually shocked by the way people behave 1
Somebody’s right-hand man/woman-Someone who helps you with your work and who you depend upon
1 www.londontheatredirect.com 
A man of straw  (British, American) also a straw man (American)

a person or an idea that is weak and easy to defeat 

A man of the cloth  (formal)-a priest Are you a man of the cloth? 
A man/woman of the world-Someone who has a lot of experience of life, and is not usually shocked by the way people behave 
A man-about-town-A rich man who usually does not work and enjoys a lot of social activities 
A man's man-A man who likes to have other men as friends and who enjoys activities which men typically enjoy 
A yes man-Someone who agrees with everything their boss or leader says in order to please them 
A poor man's somebody/something -Someone or something that is similar to a well-known person or thing but is not as good 
A Renaissance man  (formal)-An intelligent and well-educated man who knows a lot about many different subjects 
Big man on campus- An important male college student. 
Dirty old man-A lecherous old man. 
Every man jack (of us/them)  (old-fashioned) also every last man (of us/them) (old-fashioned)Every single person 
A poor man's something -Something or someone that can be compared to something or someone else, but is not as good is a poor man's version; a writer who uses lots of puns but isn't very funny would be a poor man's Oscar Wilde. 
As one man-If people do something as one man, then they do it at exactly the same time or in complete agreement.
 Bob's your uncle (UK)-This idiom means that something will be successful: Just tell him that I gave you his name and Bob's your uncle- he'll help you

Every man and his dog-A lot of people - as in sending out invitations to a large number of people
 Every man for himself-If it's every man for himself, then people are trying to save themselves from a difficult situation without trying to help anyone else. 
Every man has his price -Anyone's opinion or support can be bought, everyone's principles have a limit. 
Every man jack -If every man jack was involved in something, it is an emphatic way of saying that absolutely everybody was involved. 
Everybody and their uncle -This basically means a lot of people or too many people; everybody and their uncle was there. 
Failure is the mother of success-Failure is often a stepping stone towards success.
 It's not the size of the man in the fight; it's the size of the fight in the man -This idiom means that determination is often more important than size, strength, or ability.  ('It's not the size of the dog in the fight, it's the size of the fight in the dog.' is also used.)
Kissing cousin-a kissing cousin is someone you are related to, but not closely. 
Like father, like son-This idiom is used when different generations of a family behave in the same way or have the same talents of defects. 
Man Friday From 'Robinson Crusoe', a 'Man Friday' refers to an assistant or companion, usually a capable one. The common feminine equivalent is 'Girl Friday'. (Also, 'right-hand man'. ) 
Man in the street-The man in the street is an idiom to describe ordinary people, especially when talking about their opinions and ideas. 
Man of his word -A man of his word is a person who does what he says and keeps his promises.
Man of letters-A man of letters is someone who is an expert in the arts and literature, and often a writer too.
Man of means-A man, or woman, of means is wealthy. 
Man of parts- A man of parts is a person who is talented in a number of different areas or ways. 
Man of straw -A weak person that can easily be beaten of changed is a man of straw.
Man upstairs-When people refer to the man upstairs, they are referring to God. 
Man's best friend -This is an idiomatic term for dogs. 
Man's man-A man's man is a man who does things enjoyed by men and is respected by other men.
Marked man -A marked man is a person who is being targeted by people who want to do them harm or cause them trouble.
Mom and pop (USA)- A mom and pop business is a small business, especially if it is run by members of a family. It can used in a wider sense to mean that something is small scale.
New man (UK) -A New man is a man who believes in complete equality of the sexes and shares domestic work equally.

No use to man or beast -If something or someone is no use to man or beast, they it or they are utterly useless. 
Old friends and old wine are best- This idiom means that the things and people that we know well are better than the unfamiliar.
Old wave’s tale -A proverb or piece of advice that is commonly accepted as truth and is handed down the generations, but is normally false.
One man's loss is another man's gain -This means that one person's setback benefits someone else. 
Prince charming- A prince charming is the perfect man in a woman's life.
Renaissance man -A Renaissance man is a person who is talented in a number of different areas, especially when their talents include both the sciences and the arts. 
Runs in the family- If a characteristic runs in the family, it can clearly be seen members of different generations.  A hereditary illness that is passed from one generation to the next also runs in the family.
Say uncle (USA) -f you say uncle, you admit defeat. ('Cry uncle' is an alternative form.) 

Straw man-A straw man is a weak argument that is easily defeated. It can also be a person who is used as to give an illegal or inappropriate activity an appearance of respectability. 
The world and his wife-If the world and his wife were somewhere, then huge numbers of people were present. 
Tied to your mother's apron strings- Describes a child (often a boy) who is so used to his mother's care that he (or she) cannot do anything on his (or her) own. 
To a man -If a group of people does, believe, thinks, etc, something to a man, then they all do it.1
Yesterday's man or Yesterday's woman-Someone, especially a politician or celebrity, whose career is over or on the decline is yesterday’s men or women.
1Merriam-Webster INC. Webster New International synonym phrases publisher Springfield, Massachusetts,USA.
2.3 Verbalization of concept and “эркак” and “аẽл” by lexical means in the Uzbek language.

Erkak- ER- Erkak jinsi er jinsidagi hayvon jonivor  Erkak mushuk, Erkak sabzi. O’zagi yog’ochday qotgan ishlatishga deyarli yaroqsiz sabzi.
Dada- Ota ,Padar –Xotin kiwilar o’z erlarini ismini aytmay uninig o’rniga ishlatadigan so’z. Dadasi.
Qaliq- Biror bir yigitga  unashtiriladigan,qiz shu yigitga nisbatan.

Qaynota- Erning otasi uning xotiniga nisbattan va xotining otasi  uning eriga nisbatan.

Kuyov- Qizning eri, qizning ota onasi aka va opasiga nisbattan endi uylanadigan uylanayotgan  yoki yangi uylangan yigit.
Padar – Ota- Insonning o’z farzandlariga nisbattan.

Padarkush- O’z otasini o’ldirgan qotil

Xotinchalish- Qilig’i yoki xatti - xarakati bilan xotinlarga o’xshagan xotinlarni eslatadigan.( erkak kishi)
Xotinparast - O’z xotinini o’ta yaxshi ko’radigan, o’ta darajada sevadigan  xotiniga berilib ketgan.1
1Begmatov,NMaxkamov,E.Umarov,D.Xydoyberganov, T.Mirzaev,N. Tuxliev,A,Madvaliev,O’zbek tilining izohli lug’ati Besh jildli. –Toshkent O’zbekiston milliy ensklopediyasi, O’ZR, FA, Alisher Navoiy nomidagi til va adabiyot instituti.2008.J. 4-B 400.

Xotinfurush- Xotinlarni olib sotish bilan shug’ullanuvchi erkaklarga  xotin topib berish orqali kun ko’ruvchilarga nisbattan ishlatiladi.

Ayol- Xotin – Umuman erkakka nisbattan qarama qarshi shaxs xotin. Bu ma’noda asosan ko’plik ma’nosi qo’llanib umumlashtirish ma’nosiga ega bo’ladi. Xotin -qiz ma’nosini bildiradi. Shunday jinsdagi yetuk yoshdagi  shaxs qizga nisbattan.           ( bugungi kunda tengsiz xislatlarini o’zida mujassamlashtirgan qizlarimiz ko’p)
Ayolmand – Oilali bola chaqali, bola chaqasi ko’p ayol.

Qiz bola – Qiz bola jinsidagi inson .

Volida - Inson zotini dunyoga keltirgan shaxs.
Qaynisingil - Erning singlisi. Uning xotiniga nisbattan va xotining singlisi uning eriga nisbatan.
Qiz – Birovning qizi uning ota onasiga nisbattan.

Xotinyong’oq - Bodomning bir turi.

 Xotinli - Xorini bor uylangan.

Xotinsiz – Uylanmangan xotini yo’q.

Xotin xalaj – Xotin qizlar, ayollar.

Xotin qizlar - Ayollar va qizlarning umumlashtirib aytilishi.
Ofatijon – Jonga ozor beruvchi jafokor ma’shuqa, o’ziga maftun qilib dildan uradigan g’oyat go’zal ayol.

Qaynona – Erning yoki xotinning onasi Xotiniga yoki eriga nisbattan ishlatiladi.
Makkora –Makkor ayol.
Bokira - Dastlabki meva iffatli qiz bola. Er ko’rmagan turmushga chiqmagan iffatli.(Senga shunday bokira qizni topib berayki. husnini ko’rib aqling ozmasa hisobmas.)1
1Mirzaev,A.Musoqov,B. Sarimsoqov, O’zbek xalq maqollari. UZR ,FA, Alisher Navoiy nomidagi til va adabiyot instituti.-T Sharq, 2003, b120.
2.4 Verbalization of the concept “эркак” and “аẽл” by means of phraziological unit and proverbs in the Uzbek language.
Yigit degan er bo’lur 

Mexnat ko’rsa sher bo’lur.

It means that if a man works hard and show himself being brave he can govern. the world like a lion rules it’s area.
Yigitning kuchi quyuq shamol.

A young man can obey everything even the wind.

Yigit so’zi bir bo’lur 

Bir bo’lsa ham teng bo’lur.

If a young man’s word  give a promise he must fulfill it.

Yigitga yig’i yarashmas.

A young man should be brave and powerful. Being idler and doesn’t suit him.
Yigitlik bir guliston 

Qarilik bir zimiston 

Youth is like a garden of flowers because someone who is young is brave, powerful and active, he has a strong emotional dreams to gain something, he manage to get everything an old man is weak, not energetic, because being old- aged affects man’s power, and his activeness1
1Sh.Shomaqsudov.Sh.Shoraxmedov Hikmatnoma Toshkent1990 bet-210
Yigitlik mastlik 

Qarolik sustlik.

A fellow who is a young has a lot of friends. They are together and will havesome hot drinks. When they are old men they feel weak and exhausted.

Yigitning yaxshi yo’ldoshi mardlik.

Young man’s best companion is his courage
Otalar so’zi - aqlning ko’zi.
Fathers and elders’ wise aphorisms are the eye of their intellect.
Ota g’ayratli bo’lsa – bola ibratli bo’lar.

It means if a father is well- educated, energetic and hard working it will affect child’s future life, his child tries to look like his father.

Otasini aytma bolasini ayt.This proverb is usually used if someone achieve good reputation or something with his own deeds, knowledge and diligence, don’t ask about who is his father, try to know about his son or daughter.
Otang kim bo’lsa shuni o’g’lisan.

If your father is with good behaviour and honest all people respect you otherwise they don’t respect you even you don’t look like him.

Ota bolaga anchi.

Every father should know his son’s character and up bring up them patiently.
Onali yetim gul - yetim  
Otali yetim shum yetim.

Someone who is an orphan is upbrought by his mother. He will be well behaved , honest because mother’s will take more care of her children.
Xotin ro’zg’or gulidir xotinsiz ro’zg’or cho’ldir. 

Mothers - always try to provide their family with necessary things without mothers family will be ruined.

 Ayoling bo’lmasa uyda huzur halovat qayda 

A woman is the main part of our family, if they are not at home the members of family will feel uncomfortable.

Ro’zg’or ziynati o’tin, uy ziynati xotin.

If a wife is thrifty housekeeper it  will be comfortable for all members of the family.
Xotin umr yo’ldoshi 
A wife is a helper to their husband to make comfort they give light in the dark place, they are the main supporters of a family.
Qizli uy fayzli uy. 
Being born a girl child brings happiness and peacefulness, because she brings with herself the best qualities.
Qizi bor uy doim sarishta 

Someone who has a daughter they are so happy because when she has grown up, she will be helper to her family, mother.1
Erga chiqmoq (erga bermoq, erga tegmoq)-This idiom is used especially for girls when they are going to marrige.
Erdan chiqmoq (ajralmoq)-this idiom is used when husband and wife divorce with each other.
1Mirzaev,A.Musoqov,B. Sarimsoqov, O’zbek xalq maqollari. UZR ,FA, Alisher Navoiy nomidagi til va adabiyot instituti.-T Sharq, 2003, 412b.
Qizin tiymagan - tizin quchoqlar. 
If parents don’t control their daughter’s behavior, don’t check her friends lose and direct on the right way what to do and fill sorry for it.
Yaxshi otga qamchi kerakmas yaxshi qizga sovchi kerakmas.

If the daughters are brought up properly they will easily get married. 
Qizi borning nozi bor

 It means that someone who has a daughter doesn’t easily agree  to the marriage proposals made by feature son-in laws.
Qizli uy karvonsaroy

 It means that the matchmakers come to girls’ house from different parts of the country like the travelers. As the caravan rood doors are open for travelers, the girl’s house open for matchmakers. 

Onasini ko’rsatmoq- This idiom used when person wants to punish another person. 

Onasini uchqo’rg’ondan ko’rsatmoq .
Ona suti og’zidan keldi.-This idiom is used when person tired from something.
Ona suti og’zidan anqib turgan.

This idiom is used about young people when they do wrong something or is to rude grown ups .1
1Sh. Raxmatullayev.O’zbek xalq izohli fraziologik lug’ati Toshkent 1992 bet-55-72
2.5 The comparative analyses of the conceptional features of the concepts “Man” and “Woman”–“Erkak” and “Ayol” in the English and Uzbek languages

In this paragraph we investigatecultural specific and universal features of the concepts “Man” and “Woman”–“Erkak” and “Ayol” in the English and Uzbek languages. We will be engaged in the comparison of verbalization of the concepts “Man” and “Woman”–“Erkak” and “Ayol” by lexical means and phraseological units, sayings and proverbs. We know that “Man” and “Woman”–“Erkak” and “Ayol are universal concepts and they exist in every language. As different language and culture are so different human thinking and understanding. Below we have analyzed the concepts “Man” and “Woman”–“Erkak” and “Ayol” in the English and Uzbek languages and established their conceptual charasteristics:
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There are a lot of similarities in the verbalization of the concepts “Man” and   “Woman”–“Erkak” and “Ayol” in the English and Uzbek Languages. 

“Man”                                                             “Erkak”

Father                                =                              Ota

Husband                            =                               Er

Son                                    =                               O’g’il

Master                               =                               Boshliq

Son-in law                         =                               Kuyov

Grandfather                       =                               Bobo

Boyish                               =                               Bolalrga xos, bolalarcha
Partner                               =                               Hamkor

Teenage                             =                               O’smirlik
Masculine                          =                               Erkak

Talented                             =                               Maxoratli

 Lover                                 =                               Oshiq

 Father-in law                     =                               Qaynota

 Worker                              =                               Ishchi 
 From the above given table we compare the conceptual characteristics of the concept  “Man” and  “Erkak”.Here we see the similarities of them. These similarities are researched from verbalizing of the concept “Man” and “Erkak” by means of lexical and phraseological units, sayings, proverbs. Below we describe similarities of the concept “Man” and “Erkak” in the English and Uzbek languages.

The conceptual characteristics of the concept  “Man” Friend, Reliable, Loving Ordinary , Manful, Manly, Young, Old, Employer, Male, Gentleman don’t exist in the Uzbek language. 
The conceptual characteristics of the concept  “Erkak” Oila boshlig’i, Oila suyanchig’i ,Guliston ,Sher, Mastlik, Xotinsiz, Jasur, Xotinfurush, Mardlik, Ayolmand,Aql ko’zi, Xotinparast,  Zimiston, Bir so’zli, Qaylig’  don’t exist in the English language



  Female Diligent
       Mother                                  
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                      Coquette


Dowanger
 Camp follower

Ona(volida)


    Go’zal                     
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Turmushga chiqqan
Xuzur xalovat


Nozkarashma
Hayoli

Sevimli

   Uy ziynati
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                             Or nomus             Qaynona
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There are a lot of similarities in verbalizing of the concepts “Man” and   “Woman”–“Erkak” and “Ayol” in the English and Uzbek Languages. 

 “Woman”                                                        “Ayol”

Mother                             =                                Ona

Dame, Lady                     =                                Xonim

Feminine                          =                                Ayol

Wife                                 =                                Xotin

Wise                                 =                                Dono
Married                             =                                Turmushga chiqqan’Oila qurgan

Beauty,Belle                     =                                Go’zal

Mother                              =                                Ona, Volida

Mather-in law                   =                                 Qaynona

Widow                            =                                 Beva

Female                            =                                  Ayol

Sister-in law                   =                                   Qaynisingil

Virgin                             =                                    Bokira

Lover                              =                                    Sevimli

Maiden                           =                                     Turmushga chiqmagan, bokira

Mistress                          =                                     Nozkarashma
Coquette                         =                                      Makkora
Matron                            =                                      Turmushga chiqqan,oilali ayol
Camp follower, Call girl  =                                      Suyuqoyoq

Loving                              =                                      Sevimli

The conceptual characteristics of the concept ‘’Woman’’ Diligent, Gracious, Womanly, Noble, Faithful, Virtuous, Wisdom, Girlfriend, Tart Whore Lamia, Whore Sorceress,  Human, Adult don’t exist in the Uzbek Language.
        
The conceptual characteristics of the concept ‘’Ayol’ ’Iffatli ,farishta, Xuzur xalovat, Uy ziynati, Sovchi, Umr yo’ldosh, Or nomus ,Obod turmush, Fayzli uy, Xiyonatkor,  Opa-singil, Iboli, Oilaparvar don’t exist in English culture

                                              Conclusion


Humans beings use language as a way of signaling identity with one cultural group and difference from others. Language provides us with many of the categories we use for expression of our thoughts, so it is therefore natural to assume that our thinking is influenced by the language which we use.

Cognitive linguistics refers to the branch of linguistics that interprets language in terms of the concepts, sometimes universal, sometimes specific to a particular tongue, which underlie its forms. It is thus closely associated with semantics but is distinct from psycholinguistics, which draws upon empirical findings from cognitive psychology in order to explain the mental processes that underlie the acquisition, storage, production and understanding of speech and writing.

Cognitive linguists deny that the mind has any module for language-acquisition that is unique and autonomous. This stands in contrast to the stance adopted in the field of generative grammar. Although cognitive linguists do not necessarily deny that part of the human linguistic ability is innate, they deny that it is separate from the rest of cognition. They thus reject a body of opinion in cognitive science which suggests that there is evidence for the modularity of language. They argue that knowledge of linguistic phenomena — i.e., phonemes, morphemes, and syntax — is essentially conceptual in nature. However, they assert that the storage and retrieval of linguistic data is not significantly different from the storage and retrieval of other knowledge, and that use of language in understanding employs similar cognitive abilities to those used in other non-linguistic tasks.

Cognitive Linguistics is the study of the mind through language and the study of language as a cognitive function. Cognitive Linguistics has two main goals: (1) to study how cognitive mechanisms like memory, categorization, attention, and imagery are used during language behavior; and (2) to develop psychologically viable models of language that cover broad ranges of linguistic phenomena, including idioms and figurative language. Research in Cognitive Linguistics is multi-disciplinary; evidence is drawn from text analysis, language acquisition, language change, psycholinguistic experimentation, and brain imaging, among other sources. 

A concept is a cognitive unit of meaning, an abstract idea or a mental symbol sometimes defined as a "unit of knowledge," built from other units which act as a concept's characteristics The meaning of "concept" is explored in mainstream information science, cognitive science, metaphysics, and philosophy of mind. According to Locke, a general idea is created by abstracting, drawing away, or removing the uncommon characteristic or characteristics from several particular ideas. The remaining common characteristic is that which is similar to all of the different individuals. For example, the abstract general idea or concept that is designated by the word "red" is that characteristic which is common to apples, cherries, and blood. The concepts “Man” and “Woman” are the universal concepts. Every language of different nations has its own word to the concepts “Man” and “Woman”, somehow this concepts are conceptualized similarly. But due to  differences in culture, traditions and customs there will be differences in verbalization of one or another concept. In our Qualification Paper we researched verbalization of the concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak  and  Ayol” in English and Uzbek. 

We researched the verbalization of concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak  and  Ayol”  by means of lexical and phraseological units, sayings, proverbs. In conclusion we can say that there are similiarities in verbalization of the concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak  and  Ayol”  in English and Uzbek.


Both the English and the Uzbek people have signs such as conceptual father/ota, husband/er, son/o’g’il, master/boshliq, son-in low/kuyov. grandfather/bobo, boyish/bolalarcha, partner/hamkor, teenage/o’smir. mother/ona, dame,lady /xonim/,feminine,/ ayol, wife/ xotin, wise/dono, virgin/bokira, maiden,turmushga chiqmagan bokira, loving /sevimli when they think about “Man” and “Woman”. But as we said above the culture of English and Uzbek is different. Our mode of life, traditions and customs differ from each other. And it influences verbalization of the concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak  and Ayol”   in English and Uzbek: For“Woman’’;Diligent, Gracious, Womanly, Noble, Faithful, Virtuous, Wisdom, Girlfriend, Tart Whore Lamia, Whore , Sorceress,  Human, Adult. For “Man”; Friend, Reliable, Loving, Manful, Manly, Young, Old, Employer, Male. these conceptual characteristics did not appear in the verbalization of the concepts “erkak  and  ayol” in Uzbek. And the conceptual characteristics of the concept ”Erkak:, Oila boshlig’i, Oila suyanchig’i ,Guliston, Sher, Mastlik, Xotinsiz, Jasur, Xotinfurush, Mardlik, Ayolmand, Aql ko’zi, Xotinparast. For the concept “Ayol”; Bir so’zli, farishta, Xuzur xalovat, Uy ziynati, Sovchi, Umr yo’ldosh,Or nomus, Obod turmush, Fayzli uy, Opa-singil, Iboli, Oilaparvar have not found their reflection in the verbalization of the concepts “Man and Woman” in English. These conceptual characteristics show the differences of the verbalization of the concepts “Man and Woman” and “Erkak  and  Ayol”  in English and Uzbek which are connected with the cultural differences of the two nations.
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