AxkmyaabHi numaHHs iHo3emMHoi ginoaozii

cnenudivyHOrO Xapaktepy KoHoraiii. HeomgHo3HauHi, reTepoceMiuHi Ta OMOHIMIYHI CGIIEMEHTH, OTPHUMAaHI IIiJl 4Yac
aHaji3y, MaloTh Hanaiml OyTH MJOCTIDKEHI 3a JOMOMOrOI0 JUCTPUOYTUBHO-KOMIIOHEHTHOTO KpHUTEPil0 Ha OCHOBI
JUCTPUOYTHBHOTO MOJCNIOBAHHA Ta YaCTOTHOCTI BXKMBAaHHS B KopmycaxX. JMcTpuOyTHBHE MOJIETIOBAHHS IIOJIATae y
BHM3HAYCHHI aKTyaJbHOI CIIONIyYyBaHOCTI IMEHHMKIB IIJISIXOM IiJICTAHOBKH BifiOpaHUX NUCTPUOYTHBHHUX MOJENeH y
CHemiajbHIi TporpaMi, 0 HA3WBAETHCA «KOPKOHAAHCEPOMY, MIAPAaXYHKY HYAaCTOTHOCTI IUX MOZETEeH il 3ajesKHOCTi
MOSIBH B HUX TeTepoceMii Ta oMoHiMii. OMOHIMIYHI 3HAUYEHHS y CHCTEMi IMEHHHKA XapaKTePU3YIOTHCS YHIKAIbHICTIO
KOHTEKCTIB 1 HIDKYOI0, a00 BHINOI, NOPIBHAHO i3 TOJNICEMIYHMMH 3HAUYEHHSIMH, YaCTOTHICTIO KOPITYCHHX
imeHTHdiKaToOpiB.
Karwu4osi ciioBa: mosiceMisi, OMOHIMIisI, TeTepOCEMisi, KOHKOPAAHC, YACTOTHICTb.

Hasponkas Hpuna. IIpoGiema OMOHMMHH H NOJHCEMHMH B CHCTeMe CYINECTBHTEJIBHOI0 AHTJIMIICKOrO
si3bIKa. BHMMaHue CQOKYyCMpOBaHO Ha HMCCIIEOBaHUM OMOHHUMHH U TIOJIMCEMHHM B OJHOS3BIYHBIX M JBYS3BIYHBIX
CJIOBapsAX aHIIMHUCKOTO S3bIKa B CUCTEME aHTJIMIICKOIO CYIIECTBUTEIBHOTO M COJEPKUT HEKOTOPbIE TEOPETHUECKUE U
MPAKTUYECKUE ACMEKThl MPOLEAYPhl pasTpaHUUYEeHUs 3TUX SABICHUI, KOTOpbIE yKa3aHbl B KaHAMJATCKON auccepTalun
aBTopa. O0O3HaUEHNE I'paHW MEXIY 3HAUYCHHSIMH B CHCTEME aHTJIMICKOTO CYIIECTBHTEIHHOTO B (DOPME KauECTBEHHO
OTJIIMYAIOIMINXCS JIEKCHKO-CEMaHTHIECKUX JJIEMEHTOB: MeTadop, JEKCHKO-CEeMAaHTHYECKUX BapHaHTOB, CHHKPETOB,
TeTepOCEeMOB 1 OMOHHMMOB, 3aBUCHT OT HPHPOJIBI METOHUMHYECKOTO CMEUICHUS MM METa(OpHUECKOTO IepeHoca Win
CHEeIU(pHUIHOTO XapakTepa KOHHOTaUWH. HeoqHO3HA4YHBIE, TE€TEPOCEMHUYECKHE W OMOHHMHYECKHE DIIEMEHTBHI,
MOJTyYCHHBIE B pE3ylbTaTe aHalu3a, AOJDKHBl B JaJbHEHIIEM OBITh HCCIEIOBaHBI C IIOMOINBIO THCTPHOYTHBHO-
KOMITOHEHTHOTO KPUTEpHs Ha OCHOBE JUCTPHOYTHBHOTO MOJEIMPOBAHMS W YaCTOTHOCTH HCIIOJIB30BAHUS B KOPITycax.
JuctpuOyTHBHOE MOIENHPOBAHUE COCTOUT B ONPEACIICHUN aKTyaJbHOI COYeTaeMOCTH CYIECTBUTENBHBIX IOCPEICTBOM
MOJICTAHOBKH OTOOpaHbIX AMCTPUOYTUBHUX MOJIEJEel B CIEIMAIBHON MpOrpaMMme, MUMEHYEMOH «KOHKOpPIaHCEPOMY,
MOJICUeTEe YAaCTOTHOCTH 3THX MOJeNIeil U 3aBUCHMOCTH MOSBICHUS B HUX I'eTepOCeMHU U OMOHMMHUH. OMOHMMUYECKHE
3HAUEHHsI B CHCTEME CYLIECTBUTEIHLHOIO XapaKTEePU3YIOTCS YHUKAJIbHOCTBIO KOHTEKCTOB M 0OJiee HU3KOW MM BBICLICH,
0 CPAaBHEHHIO C MOJIUCEMUYECKUMH 3HAYCHUSIMH, YACTOTHOCTBIO KOPITYCHUX HICHTU(PHUKATOPOB.

KiroueBble c10Ba: nonuceMus, OMOHUMUS, FETEPOCEMHUS, KOHKOPJAHC, YACTOTHOCT.
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PERSONIFICATION OF MENTAL CONCEPTS

The article presents a brief excursus of linguistic and cognitive reasoning concerning the personification of the
basic lexical units of the lexical-semantic field “Intellectual activity”. Personalization process implements an intrinsic
property of metaphors, that is the property of anthropocentrism. It must be mentioned that the content of conceptual
personification differs because while transforming personally identifiable object in a new status, it presents deeper
comprehention. The article aso summarizes the relationship between metaphorical shift and personification.
Personification is a subtype of the metaphor, the essence of which is to express the transfer of characteristics of aliving
object to an inanimate object. The article also highlights the universal mechanism of personification that relates ideas,
abstractions and inanimate objects with human nature, character, or feelings; representation of imaginary beings or things
like having a human character, intellect and emotions. In the focus of analyses there are verbalized concepts of mind,
memory, thought, soul, spirit, wisdom, which constitute the basic parcel of lexical-semantic field “Intellectual activity”.
Verbalized abstract concepts that relate to intellectual activity, are often targeted to personification process that could not
go unnoticed in lexical studies.

Key words: lexical-semantic field, cognitive linguistics, intellectual activity, verbalized concept, personification.

Formulation of a research problem and its significance. Topicality of the article is
determined by the fact that cognitive aspect of linguistic investigations helps to explicate and clarify
alot of lexical phenomenain any language. The last few years have witnessed a spectacular change
of climate in linguistics which endures the anthropocentric shift of scientific investigations. It
enables linguists to retrospect the role of language and thought from the point of view of cognition.
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In contemporary linguistics it has become almost axiomatic that metaphor serves as an important
element in the concept formation and cognition. Thus it links language with myth and art on the one
hand and the correlating modes of thought on the other. Language in its turn is regarded as a form of
knowledge, that is, of thought and cognition. Hence metaphorical processes can be investigated in
terms of cognitive semantics.

Personification, as one of the types of metaphor, is the attribution of personal nature or
character to inanimate objects or abstract notions, i.e. the representation of abstraction in the form of
a person [1]. Analyzing the sphere of mental activity of a human being you will inevitably find
yourself in the world of metaphor and feel the influence of the latter on the conceptual structures of
the lexical units which represent mental activity.

Analysis of the research into this problem. Many studies indicate a genetic link
personification, as a trope, has with a metaphor, it is studied as an attribute of the latter
(N. I. Bakhmutova, N. O. Guchinskaya, S. K. Konstantinova, T. E. Cherkasova, etc.). Most clearly
this relationship is revealed at the level of the common language, or formular metaphors, which lost
itsimagery (N. D. Arutyunova, V. N. Telia).

While analyzing personification, it is necessary to mention that some researchers
(T. V. Orichimenko, A. A. Zalevskaya) define the essence of personification via metaphor.
Personification, as it was mentioned above, is a subtype of the metaphor, the essence of which is to
express the transfer of characteristics of a living object to an inanimate object [1, 370]. According to
T. V. Orichimenko, this trope is a semantic phenomenon, which allows to reconstruct the main
stages of the ethnic picture of the world. Thus, we can conclude that the personification reflects the
processes taking place in any society, as well as the stereotypes that underlie a rethinking of certain
objects of reality [2; 7].

Personification, could be named as an clement, fully actualizing “incoherent property of a
metaphor — its anthropometric aspect” [3, 127] — the principle that “man is the measure of al things”
[4, 174] and it implements the most concise way to create a “naive view of the world”.

The goal and the specific tasks of the article. The figure of speech we are going to cover in
this article is personification, which occurs when athing is spoken of asif it were a person, or takes
on the attributes of a person. The main task of this article is to analyze the peculiarities of
personification and metaphorical shifts of the lexical units which belong to the lexico-semantic field
“Intellectual activity”.

Statement regarding the basic material of the research and the justification of the results
obtained. The Greek word for personification is prosopopoeia, which, interestingly, has come into
English in its own right, and appears in English dictionaries with a meaning that is slightly different
from the meaning it had in Greek as “personification”. Today, as well as meaning “personification”,
prosopopoeia is when an imaginary person is represented as speaking or acting. The figure of speech
personification creates more intimacy, identity, or intensity than does a literal expression of fact
[7; 8].

Playing the essentia role in the life of an individua such concepts as mind, soul, spirit,
thought, wit are naturally subdued to the process of metaphorization in general and personification in
particular. Here we shall be concerned with the phenomena: 1) of personification in the conceptual
structures of the words head, brain, mind, soul, spirit, intellect, reason, wit; 2) of metaphorical
process in the conceptual structures of the words consciousness, mentality, thought, wisdom.

All the above mentioned words can be integrated “under the roof” of the general concept
“substance”. In common sense substance is regarded as synonymic to matter and is subdivided into
corporeal and incorporeal substance. In philosophical sense the concept of substance is the essence of
a thing, considered as a continuing whole with inherent attributes [5; 6]. It presents matter not as
something opposed to consciousness, but in the light of the inner unity of all forms of its movement,
and of all differences and opposites, including the opposition of being and consciousness; it exists
independently and is casually active. Thus, the hypothetical conceptual model of substance includes
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6 parameters. matter [symbol Sb], (corporeal [crp] / incorporeal [inc]), form [F], quality [Q], location
[Loc], activity [Act] and can be presented in the following way:

Scheme e 1

Loc

_ sb |
)

—

Activity in our investigation is considered as normal mental powers, function or process, i.e.
modus vivendi of mental substance. Due to this model severa differentiating criteria can be
extracted, which explicate the direction and ways of metaphorical processes. Suffice it to say that
metaphor embraces al the constituent conceptual elements of substance.

1. The main criterion deals with the divergency of substance into corporeal / non corporeal.
Only two words (head, brain) belong to the corporeal subgroup, the rest of them are the constituents
of the non-corporeal one. The semantic structures of the words head and brain, possessing real
referents, perfectly fit the conceptual structure of the corporeal substance. They can be defined as:
1) real organs; 2) definite location: head — the upper part of the body containing the eyes, nose,
mouth and brain; brain — [C] organ of the body, consisting of a mass of soft grey & white matter
inside the head; 3) definite form or shape; 4) physical qualities: head is hard and hollow, brain is
soft and solid; 5) physical functions: head protects brain; brain, as the sentre of the nervous system,
controlsits activity. But being so important as organs and so interlinked with the mental activity they
are inevitably subjected to a certain metaphorical shift and acquire different mental functions and are
personified.

Thus, brain — 1. intellectual power; intelligence; the center of thought, mind, understanding,
intellect: He has very little brain [= He is rather silly]. He has one of the best brainsin the university.
As a matter of fact the relationship of brain size to intelligence is a matter of dispute; 2. @) clever
person; intellectual: He is the leading brains in the country; b) (the brains) cleverest person in a
group: He’s the brains of the family. She was the brains behind the whole scheme; 3. constantly
thinking about sth.: 7’ve had this tune on the brain all day but | can't remember what it's called.

Head — 1. ability to reason, intellect, imagination, mind: Use your head [=Think]; The thought
never entered my head [= my mind]; 2. mental ability or natural talent as specified: He has a good
head for business; 3. @) (a head) individual person: They ordered dinner at $15 a head; b) a chief
person of a group or organization (social position): A special gathering of the crowned heads
(i.e. kings and queens) of Europe is soon envisaged.

Hence, we may conclude that metaphorical process and personification take place where there
mental function is concerned. Accordingly it is possible to represent the hypothetical conceptual
structure of the two notionsin this way:

Scheme Mo 2

(clever) person

[ real organ
v

[ material substance ]

\ o~

[ mental function [ physical function ]

[ metaphorical sphere ] [definite locality ]'_‘[definite form ]

gt

evaluation ]

114



Haykosutl scypHan. Ne 3/2015

2. Metaphorical shift of mental function is based on the factor of locality in the first place. It's
because speaking of mind, intellect, reason, memory, consciousness, thought we imagine them
situated somewhere in the container, i.e. in our head or brain. Hence brain — the center of thought,
understanding, mind, intellect; mind — reasoning substance; the seat of a person’s consciousness,
thoughts, volitions & feelings; intellect, reason — rational part of mind; consciousness — spiritual
substance; a mind; memory — the mind’s store of remembered thoughts; thought — that which isin
one's mind (brain). Consequently the conceptual scheme of locality can be presented in such away:

Scheme e 3

rational part

HEAD brain \

intellect

reason

thoughts

emotional part /

[ soul ] [ spirit ]

Mind may be seen as synonymous with the merely random chemical reactions within the brain,
or as a function of the brain as a whole, or (more traditionally) as existing independently of the
physical brain, through which it expresses itself, or even as the only reality, matter being considered
the creation of intelligence. The relation of mind to matter may be variously regarded, but modern
psychology reckons mind as product of activities of brain and nervous system [6]. Thus being the
product of the highly organized matter (brain) the concept of mind is marked with acquisition of
some common traits which make possible their interchangeable positions and justify metaphorical
actualization. Mind as the part of a person that knows & thinks, understands & feels, wishes &
chooses can be subdivided into rational, emotional, and empirical parts. To the rationa part belong
intellect and reason, to the emotional and empirical — soul and spirit.

Due to the fact of the coincidence of their localization, mind, intellect, reason, memory are
thought to be organs though not real but imaginary. This idea can be proved by the following
examples:

1. asimaginary organs or mental instruments:

a) mind has metaphorical eyes and ears: If you try hard, you can see the room in your mind’s
eye; You must hear his voice with your mind’s ear.

b) mind and memory can serve as a chamber: My mind was filled with thoughts; filling their
memory with the lumber of words; a richly stored memory.

¢) mind and memory can fulfill their specific functions as instruments and this activity can be
evaluated as “good” or “poor”: have a memory/mind like a sieve (= have a very bad memory; forget
things easily); have an excellent (brilliant) memory /mind.

2. Asfor the definiteness of locality and boundaries of shapes they certainly differ.

Being the main source of finding out the points of distinctions between material and ideal, this
criterion helps to define the fundamental elements, which constitute the conceptual structures of real
and imaginary organs. We organize these features into two groups. A) common features and
B) specific features.

A) common features:

1) organ: head, brain, mind, soul, memory;
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1a) part of the organ: intellect, reason;

2) individual organism: soul, spirit;

2a) social organism: consciousness, mentality;

3) person: head, brain, mind, soul;

3a) part of a person: head, brain, spirit, soul, mind, memory;

4) devine entity: Mind, Spirit, Reason;

5) locality: a) definite: head, brain; b) less definite: mind, memory, reason, intellect,
consciousness, soul, thought; c) vague: spirit;

6) form: a) definite: head, brain; b) vague: soul, spirit; ¢) shapeless. mind, memory, reason,
intellect, consciousness, thought, mentality;

7) function: a) physical: head, brain; b) mental: mind, intellect, reason, consciousness, soul,
spirit, mentality; c) moral: spirit, soul;

8) aim: most of them belong to intentional, so in general the aim is cognition;

9) physical sensations. a) pain: head, soul, spirit; b) emotions. soul, mind, spirit;
CONSCi OUSNESS;

10) qualities: mortal — head, brain; immortal — soul, spirit.

B) specific features:

1) value: soul, spirit;

2) evaluation: brain;

3) quantity: mind, thought;

4) independence: spirit;

5) dependence: soul;

6) dynamics: thought, soul, spirit;

7) statics: head, brain, mind, consciousness, mentality, memory, reason, intellect.

Speaking of real and imaginary organs we, volens-nolens, deal with the metaphorical sphere.

Personification or metaphorical shift can be traced practically in al the conceptual features,
which have been extracted from the definitions of the above mentioned mental lexical units:

For example: PERSON: head, brain - a clever man, mind - My mind (= | as a person) is
always open to new ideas; soul - Some poor soul (person/man) was asking for handouts on the
street; wisdom ->Wisdom calls aloud in the street, she raises her voice in the public squares.

Conclusions and prospects for further research. The analyses of mental concepts proves that
though they belong to abstract notions, they could be easily personified in human mind and
imagination with further verbalization. Personification as well as metaphor usually introduce and
reflect the world’s picture of an individual in a more profound way and, moreover, refer to the
individual’s experience, which is based on the society where this person lives and on the stereotypes,
which are essentia in this society. Further investigations of lexical units belonging to mental sphere
would give the opportunity to develop a specific dictionary of mental concepts in the domain of
personification and metaphors.
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HixeropoaueBa-Kupuuenko Jlapuca. Ilepconidikaunis MeHTtanbHux koHuentiB. [IpencraBieHo KOpOTKui
EKCKYpC JIIHMBO-KOTHITUBHHX MipKyBaHb MIOJ0 MEPCOHI(IKAINT JTEKCUYHUX OJUHHIG JICKCUKO-CEMAaHTHYHOIO ITOJIS
«lHTenexryanpHa AismbHICTBHY. [Iponec nepconidikamii peanizye BHYTPILIHIO BIACTHBICTH MeTaopH, sKa IIOJISTAE B
AQHTPOIOLIEHTPUYHOCTI. Y 3MICTOBHOMY BIJIHONICHHI KOHIENTyaJlbHa mepcoHidikalis BIiIPI3HAETBCS THUM, IO,
MEPEBOITYM MEPCOHIPIKOBaHUI 00’€KT B HOBUH CTAaTyc, BOHA O3BOJISE TIIHMOIIEC HOTO OCMHCIMTH. TakoX KOPOTKO
BHUCBITIIIOETHCS B3a€EMO3B’ 130K MeTa(hOPHUYHUX 3pYILEHb 1 IepcoHidikallii, yHiBepcaabHUI MexaHi3M nepcoHidikarii, ska
CHIBBIHOCHTS i/1€i, aOCTpaKIii Ta HeXHB1 00 €KTH 3 JIFOJCHKOI0 CYTHICTIO, XapaKTepPOM, IMMOUYTTSAMH, ySIBICHHS ySIBHUX
ictoT abo pedeHt, sKi MarOTh JTIOACBKUN XapakTep, IHTENEKT i eMoIii. 3a YHCICHHUMH (QakTaMu HepcoHi(iKamii CTOITh
CKJIaJHa JIHIBICTHYHA PEANBHICTh, SKa IMOTPeOye CIEHIaNbHOTO MOCHIIKEHHS Ta MOSCHeHHs. Y (OKyci yBaru
3HAXOIAThCSl BepOanizoBani koHuentd mind, memory, thought, soul, spirit, wisdom, siki cknamaroTh 6a30Bi mapuenu
JIEKCHKO-CEMaHTHYHOTO oM «[HTeNneKTyanbHa MisUTbHICTEY. BepOanizoBaHi abCcTpaKTHI KOHIICNTH, SIKi CIIIBBITHOCSATHCS
3 IHTENIEKTYaJbHOK MisUTbHICTIO, YacTO CTAalTh OO0 €KTaMU TIPOIeCy MepcoHi(iKamii, 0 He MOTJIO 3aJHIITUTHCS
HETIOMIYEeHUM Y JIEKCUUHHX JOCHIPKEHHSX.

KirouoBi cioBa: mnepconidikailis, JEKCHKO-CEMaHTHYHE TIOJIe, IHTEJEKTyajdbHa MisIbHICTh, KOTHITHBHA
JIHTBICTHKA, KOHIENITYaJIbHA CTPYKTYpA, IepCoHidikaris.

Huzkeropoauesa-Kupuuenko Jlapuca. Ilepconupukanusi MeHTaJbHbIX KOHUeNTOB. IlpencraBneH KpaTKui
9KCKYPC JIMHTBO-KOTHUTHUBHBIX PACCYKICHNM OTHOCHTEIBHO MEPCOHM(DUKAINK 0a30BBIX JIEKCHUECKUX €IMHUIL JIEKCHKO-
CEMaHTHYECKOTO TMoJis «MHTeIUIeKTyadbHas JeATeNbHOCTEY. IIporiecc MepCOHH(pUKAIMA pealn3yeT BHYTPEHHEE
CBOMCTBO MeTa(oprl, KOTOPOE 3aKITFOYAETCS B aHTPOMOIEHTPHYHOCTH. B colepKaTeTbHOM OTHOIIEHHH KOHIIENTYalbHAast
MePCOHU(pUKAIUSA OTIMYAETCS TEM, YTO, HEPEBOJISA MEPCOHUPHUIUPYEMBIA OOBEKT B HOBBIA CTATYC, OHA CIIYXKHT OoOJiee
rIIy0OKOMY €ro OCMBICIIEHHI0. Takke KpaTKo OCBEIIAETCS B3aUMOCBSI3b METAPOPUUECKUX CABUTOB U MEPCOHU(DUKAIINH,
YHUBEPCAJIbHBIN MEXaHU3M MEPCOHU(DUKAIIMN, KOTOPas COOTHOCHUT HIeH, aOCTPAaKIUU M HEOIyIIEBIEHHbIE OOBEKTHI C
YeJIOBEYECKON CYNIHOCTBIO, XapakTepOM, YYBCTBAMHM, MPEACTABIEHHE BOOOPaXKa€MBIX CYIIECTB WMJIM BELIEH Kak
MUMEIOIINX YEJTOBEYECKHI XapaKTep, MHTEJUIEKT M SMOLWHK. 32 MHOTOYMCIEHHBIMHA (paKTaMHM NEPCOHM(UKALUU CTOUT
CJIOHAsSI INHIBUCTHUYECKAsT PEAbHOCTh, KOTOPAsi HYX/IAeTCs B CIEIUAIbHOM UCCIeI0BaHUU U 00bsicHeHun. B doxyce
BHUMAaHHS HaXOJsATCs BepOain30BaHHbIE KOHIENTHI Mind, memory, thought, soul, spirit, wisdom, koTopbie cOCTaBISIOT
0a30Bble MAPIEUIBl  JEKCHKO-CEMAaHTHUECKOro mois «VHTeluleKTyanbHas —JesITeNbHOCThY. Bepbanu3oBaHHbIE
aOCTpPaKTHBIE KOHIIENTHI, KOTOPHIE COOTHOCSATCS C MHTEUICKTYaJIbHOW JEATEIBHOCTHIO, YaCTO CTAHOBSITCS OOBEKTAMU
npoiecca MepCOHUPUKAIUM, YTO HE MOTJIO OCTAThCSl HE3aMEUYCHHBIM B JIEKCHUECKUX HCCIIEJOBAHUSAX.

KuaroueBble cjI0Ba: JIEKCHKO-CEMAaHTHUYECKOE IOJIE, HHTEIUIEKTyallbHas JAEATENIbHOCTb, KOTHUTHUBHAsS
JMHTBUCTHKA, BepOATN30BaHHBIN KOHIIENT, IEPCOHUDHUKAIIHS.
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