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Annotation. The article is devoted to the language view of the world, which is
one of the current problems in linguistics. In modern linguistics, worldview is the
result of human spiritual development, and all ways of human mental development
are understood as interdependence and separation of worldview. Applying the
results of science, which is a tool of knowledge that changes the world view, cannot
be done without the help of language. Changes in the world can be understood and
expressed only in language. The appearance of the world in language is closely
related to consciousness in language, it determines the education and social,
psychological differences of a certain group of people, and it is based on the specific
characteristics of the language. comes out. The world's view of languages has its
own differences. The importance of the linguistic view of the world is special in the
embodiment of the world through language and the formation of the linguistic view
of the human world.
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Every language serves all the socio-cultural needs of the speaker of that
language, which is a reflection of the culture of a certain ethnic group in language.
All knowledge acquired in life becomes a unified system in human consciousness,
referred to in scientific literature as the “image of the world."

Although the emergence of the first "image of the world" in humans dates back

to very early times, the term "image of the world" has gained scientific and
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philosophical significance and has only recently begun to become a scientific

research problem. The term "image of the world" began to be used in relation to
physics in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. V. Hertz was among the first to use
this term in relation to the physical world, interpreting it as "the totality of internal
appearances of external objects,” from which logical information about the
movements of these objects can be obtained [4,208;].

In modern linguistics, the worldview is understood as an indivisible
representation of the world, the result of a person's entire spiritual life, in the
formation of which all aspects of human mental activity are involved.

One of the linguists who first paid attention to the linguistic picture of the world
was V. Humboldt. According to V. Humboldt, «s3pixk — 3T0 uUCcTOpHYECKH
3aKpCILICHHAA CUCTCMA 3H3‘I€HHﬁ, IMoCpcaACTBOM KOTOpOﬁ IMPOUCXOIUT
npeoOpa3oBaHUE BHESA3BIKOBOM JIEUCTBUTEIBLHOCTA B OOBEKTHI CO3HAHUS. SI3bIK HE
9CTh PsAd TOTOBBIX OTHKCTOK K 34paHCC NAHHBIM BCIIAM, a «IIPOMCKYTOYHAA
pPE€aIbHOCTBY, COOOIIIaroIIas He O TOM, KaK Ha3bIBAIOTCA IPEAMCETLI, 4, CKOPEC, O TOM,
KaK OHM HaMm nmaHbe». Language reflects not the essential properties of the non-
linguistic world, but humanity's relationship to this world. In his research,
V. Humboldt aims to clarify the relationship between languages and the world of
"manifestations™ and the “general content of languages" [5,316].

The German scientist I.Herder is considered one of the founders in this matter.
In Russian linguistics, the study of this issue was carried out in connection with the
study of the lexical sphere of linguistics [8,246;]. By the end of the 20th century,
numerous studies dedicated to this issue began to emerge. Such works include S.A.
Vasilev, G.V. Kolshanskiy, N.I. Sukalenko, M. Black, D. Hymes, "The Human
Factor in Language." The collective-authored monograph "Language and the Picture
of the World" can be cited. This problem was also addressed by Yu.D. Apresyan,
A. Vezhbitskaya, V.V. Vorobev, V.G. Gak, A.A. Gvozdeva, M.V. Zaynullin, A A.
Zaliznyak, O.A. Kornilov, V.V. Krasnykh, V.A. Maslova, Z.D. Popova, V.I.
Postovalova, T.B. Radbil, Z.M. Raemgujina, Yu.A. Rylov, L.G. Sayaxova, Yu.S.
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Stepanov, I.A. Sternin, V.N. Teliya, S.G. Ter-Minasova, E.V. Urison, N.Yu.

Shvedova, R.X. Xayrullina, E.S. Yakovleva, and others. According to Z.D. Popova
and I.A. Sternin, the view of the universe is proposed to be understood as an ordered
collection of knowledge about everything that has taken shape in the general form,
in the consciousness of society (as well as groups, individuals) [13,51]. Yu.
According to D. Apresyan, every natural language reflects a certain way of
perceiving and organizing the world (“conceptualization™). The meanings expressed
in it constitute a unique unified system of views, a unique collective philosophy,
which is mandatory for all native speakers. The worldview reflects simple concepts
about the inner world of a person, embodying the experience of self-observation
(introspection) of dozens of generations, and therefore serves as a reliable guide for
this world [1,39]. M.V.Zaynullin and L.M.Zaynullina understand the view
of the universe as a) a collection of knowledge about the world obtained as a result
of human activity, b) methods and mechanisms for interpreting new knowledge
[6,89-90].

A.A. Gvozdeva considers the view of the universe to be the core of human
understanding of the world. «McxoaHbIM MyHKTOM JJIsi TIOHUMAaHHUS TPUPOIBI U
CYONIHOCTHBIX CBOMCTB KapTHUHbBI MHpa ABJIACTCA TOT (baKT, 4TO OHa MpECACTaBJIACT
co00¥1 cO3/1aBaEMBbIil Y€JIOBEKOM CYyOBEKTUBHBIN 00pa3 0OBEKTUBHONW PEaIbHOCTH.
MHp 6eCKOHequ, a4 YCJIOBCK KOHCYCH M OI'PAHHYCH B CBOHX BO3MOKHOCTAX
MuponoctTuxenus. Jlrobasg kapTuHa MHpa, co3iaBaemas 3a CUET BUJACHHS MHpa
yepes omnpeaeiaEHHbIe MHTEPIPETAIMOHHBIE TPU3MBI, BCEra ¢ HEM30EKHOCTHIO
COJIEP>KUT YEPTHI YEJIOBEUECKOM CyOBEKTUBHOCTH, criennduunoctu. Kaptuna mupa
COCTaBJACT AP0 MUPOBUACHHA YCIIOBCKA U HECET B ceOe ero OCHOBHBIE CBOMCTBA.»
[3,5;].

The concept of "linguistic picture of the world" reflects the relationship
between humans and the world. The formation of the linguistic picture of the world
Is impossible without the help of language, which is a tool of knowledge and

encompasses the result of this knowledge. Only language can reflect the national
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characteristics of understanding the world. The concept of "linguistic view of the

world" is interconnected with the concept of "linguistic consciousness," which is
defined as "the specific characteristics of a particular human community's culture
and social life, defining its psychological specificity and reflected in the specific
features of that language” [2,439;]. According to T.V.Matveeva: «OtpaxeHue B
A3BIKOBBIX q)OpMaX N KaTCropuAax IPCACTABICHUA HApPOOdd, OBOPAIICTO HA 3TOM
A3BIKE, O ,ZIGfICTBI/ITGJ'ILHOCTH 1 4YCJIOBCKC IIO OTHOLICHHIO K I[CﬁCTBI/ITCJILHOCTH.
Bo3Hukmuii kak HayyHasg Meradopa TEpMUH KapTHHA MHpa HE OTJIMYAETCA
NOHSATUWHOM  CTPOrOCThIO, HO BOCTpeOOBaH B  KadecTBe 00OOIICHUS,
NoA4YEPKUBAIONIETO0 MAcCIITAOHOCTh siBieHUA. KapThHa Mupa — 3TO 1EJIOCTHAs
COBOKYITHOCTD BBIPAKCHHBIX B A3BLIKC MMOHATUU U HpeI[CTaBJ'ICHI/Iﬁ 0 MHUpPEC, KOTOpasd
(1)OpMI/Ipy€TCH B 3aBHCHUMOCTH OT 3KOHOMHUYCCKHX, IIOJIMTHYCCKHUX, KYIIBTYPHBIX
daktopos»[12,140;].

The concept of "linguistic representation of the world" has several terms:
"Iinterlingual world" (V. I. Abaev), "linguistic representation of the world" (T. M.
Dridze), "linguistic representation of the world" (B. A. Serebrennikov), "linguistic
model of the world" (V. Humboldt), etc. Among these, the term "linguistic view of
the world" is used more frequently than other terms. In some cases, the term
"linguistic model of the world" is used synonymously with the term "linguistic
picture of the world," however, these terms differ from each other. According to S.
V. Ivanova, a model represents another object, expresses its schema, and describes
a device. Therefore, the linguistic model of the world demonstrates how the world
works. The linguistic worldview and the linguistic model of the world are
irreplaceable terms, and at the same time, they are different [7, 14].

World model according to V. N. Toporov «B camom 001eM Brie MOZEIIb MEpa
OTIpENIECNIACTCS KaK COKpAIIEHHOE W YMNPOUIEHHOE OTOOpaKeHHUE BCEU CyMMBI
HpeI[CTaBJ'IeHI/Iﬁ 0O MHUPC BHYTPU I[ElHHOﬁ Tpaauouu, B3ATBIX B HX CHUCTCMHOM

ONEpallMOHHOM acrnekTe. Mogenp Mupa HE OTHOCUTCS K YHCIY TOHSTHUH
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AMITUPUYECKOTO YPOBHS (HOCUTEIIN TAHHOU TPAJIUIIMU MOT'YT HE OCO3HABATh MO/IEIb

MHUpa BO Bceil e€ nosHote)»[4,208;].

M.M.Makovsky, comparing the terms "world model” and "worldview,"
concludes that the worldview is included in the world model. Accordingly, language
represents the model of the world that constitutes the worldview. [10,329;].

V.V. Krasnykh contrasts the worldview with the linguistic worldview: "The
worldview and the linguistic worldview should be clearly distinguished" [9, 17].

V.A. Maslova states:..."there are complex connections between the
representation of the world as a reflection of the real world and the linguistic
representation of the world as a fixation of this representation. The image of the
universe can be expressed through spatial (up and down, right and left, east and west,
near and far), temporal (day and night, winter and summer), numerical, ethical, and
other parameters. It is shown that language, customs, traditions, nature and
landscape, upbringing, education, and other social factors influence its formation
[11,64;].

The linguistic representation of the world is a collection of ideas about reality
embedded in linguistic units at a certain stage of a people's development. The idea
of reality reflected in the meanings of linguistic signs is the linguistic division of the
world, information about the world included in the linguistic and systemic meanings
of objects and phenomena, and words.

According to V.l. Postovalova, "language directly participates in two processes
related to the perception of the world."” Firstly, on its basis, the linguistic picture of
the human world is formed. Secondly, language itself expresses and reveals other
manifestations of the human world, which, with the help of a special dictionary,
additionally introduce features of humanity and culture into the language. With the
help of language, knowledge acquired through experience by a person becomes
collective wealth, collective experience™ [14,11, 33;].

Analyzing the definitions given above by scholars to the linguistic

representation of the universe, the following main characteristics can be
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distinguished: a) a schema of understanding reality, a model (in other words, a

collection of knowledge); b) the result of knowledge accumulated by people over
centuries of experience; c) its reflection in language; d) orienting a person towards
a specific approach to the universe; e) temporal variability; f) national identity; g)
simpler than the scientific representation of the universe.

Thus, the linguistic representation of the world is a collection of knowledge,
accumulated over centuries of human experience, simpler than the scientific
representation of the world, changing over time, reflected in language, and
possessing national identity.
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