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Abstract: This article delves into the concepts of similarity and identity within the domain of
language studies, scrutinizing how language scholars have formulated these concepts and the
methodologies they have employed in their investigation. Through an exhaustive review of existing
literature, the article discerns principal themes and contentious issues about similarity and identity in
language, drawing insights from empirical research. The section on research methodology delineates
various approaches utilized to explore similarity and identity in language, encompassing quantitative
analyses, qualitative inquiries, and experimental methodologies. Subsequently, the section on
analysis and results critically evaluates findings from chosen studies, accentuating common trends
and contrasting viewpoints. Lastly, the conclusion reflects on the importance of comprehending
similarity and identity in language studies and proposes directions for future inquiry.
Keywords: human communication, including phonological, morphological, syntactic, empirical
inquiries, sociolinguistic surveys, linguistic identities.
Introduction. The investigation into similarity and identity within the field of language studies has
attracted considerable interest from scholars spanning diverse linguistic domains. Comprehending the
manifestations of similarities and disparities among languages, alongside the mechanisms involved
in the construction and negotiation of linguistic identities, holds paramount importance in deciphering
the intricacies of human communication. This article endeavors to explore the intricate facets of
similarity and identity within language, elucidating the array of approaches and methodologies
utilized by researchers in probing these phenomena.
Literature Review. Scholarly literature addressing the themes of similarity and identity within
language studies encompasses a broad spectrum of theoretical frameworks and empirical inquiries.
Researchers have scrutinized linguistic similarity through various lenses, including phonological,
morphological, syntactic, and semantic dimensions. For example, investigations within phonology
have delved into patterns of sound likeness across different languages, while syntactic research has
focused on discerning structural commonalities and distinctions among linguistic systems. Moreover,
scholars have extended their inquiries beyond linguistic structures to encompass sociolinguistic
dimensions of identity. These investigations delve into language variation and evolution, language
attitudes, and language ideologies. Sociolinguistic analyses have elucidated the process of
constructing linguistic identities within social milieus, highlighting the influence of factors such as
ethnicity, gender, social class, and geographical location.
Methodologically, language researchers have employed a diverse array of approaches to probe
similarity and identity. Quantitative analyses, including corpus linguistics and computational
methodologies, have facilitated the detection of linguistic patterns across extensive datasets.
Quialitative inquiries, such as discourse analysis and ethnographic methods, have provided nuanced
insights into the social construction of linguistic identity within specific contexts. Experimental
methodologies, including psycholinguistic experiments and sociolinguistic surveys, have enabled
researchers to empirically test hypotheses concerning language behavior and perception.
As previously indicated, the concept of identity in language is intertwined with the phenomenon of
synonymy, which encompasses instances where synonymous expressions are employed for stylistic
effect, often referred to as figures of speech. M.D. Kuznets and Y.M.Skrebnev systematically classify
figures of speech based on their relationship with identity. They delineate two types of identity
relations within synonymy: 1) the utilization of identical or similar expressions to convey the same
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meaning; and 2) the substitution of one term for another, which holds identical content to the original.
The former type encompasses instances where multiple synonyms are deployed within discourse to
enrich the conceptual content and prevent monotony, thereby engaging the audience's interest. The
latter type involves linguistic devices such as euphemisms (substituting harsh expressions with milder
ones), dysphemism (intentionally crude or derogatory expressions used to convey specific attitudes),
and periphrases (describing a concept indirectly rather than employing its direct designation or
employing evasive language)[1]. G.A.Zolotova examines instances of syntactic synonymy, identified
through the presence of syntactically equivalent but lexically varied sentence structures. For instance,
the syntactic models "She is sad" and "She feels sorrow" are synonymous, showcasing the interplay
between syntactic and lexical synonymy/[2].

When examined from a syntactic standpoint, "identity propositions™ have long been a subject of
scholarly interest and continue to stimulate research endeavors. The lexicon of linguistic terminology
defines them as sentences characterized by the formal reversibility of the subject and the nominal
component of the compound predicate[3]. Yu.A.Yuzhakova elucidates that the term was initially
introduced by A.A.Shakhmatov to describe two-part incongruent sentences, exemplified by
constructs such as "Nestor - the father of Russian history”[4]. Within Russian linguistics,
N.D.Arutyunova has made significant contributions to the exploration of identity and similarity
propositions, alongside collaborators from the research projects conducted under the auspices of the
"Logical Analysis of Language" scientific group, notably I.B.Shatunovsky.

In our perspective, the exposition of the fundamental tenets of the linguistic theory of identity should
commence with N.D.Arutyunova's assertion that identity relations, among other factors, contribute
to word meaning. These factors encompass 1) the logical relations underpinning the utterance, with
existential, identity, and characterization relations assuming particular significance; 2) the logical and
communicative function fulfilled by the word, primarily by the subject and predicate of judgment; 3)
the type of reference carried out by the word; and 4) the utterance's position within discourse. Under
the influence of these factors, words either serve the communicative function of identifying objects
within a sentence, characteristic of nouns and pronouns or convey the message through predication,
as typical of verbs and adjectives. These functions correspond to pairs of concepts such as subject
and predicate (logical structure), theme and rheme (communicative structure), and subject and
predicate (grammatical structure of a sentence)[5].

Research Methodology. In the exploration of similarity and identity within language studies,
scholars have adopted diverse research methodologies, each offering distinctive insights into these
phenomena. Quantitative analyses entail the statistical scrutiny of linguistic data to discern patterns
of similarity and divergence among languages or language varieties. For instance, corpus linguistics
encompasses the compilation and analysis of extensive textual corpora to investigate patterns of
language usage.

Conversely, qualitative investigations delve into detailed examinations of language use within
specific contexts. Discourse analysis, for instance, scrutinizes how language constructs meaning
within social interactions, while ethnographic methodologies delve into the cultural and social
dimensions of language identity.

Experimental methodologies encompass controlled studies designed to test hypotheses regarding
language behavior and perception. Psycholinguistic experiments, for instance, may explore how
speakers perceive and process linguistic similarities and differences, while sociolinguistic surveys
probe language attitudes and ideologies within various speech communities.

N.D.Arutyunova distinguishes between propositions of identity and propositions of similarity based
on several criteria. Firstly, identity pertains to precise (factual) knowledge, whereas similarity is
predicated on impressions and may potentially be misleading. Secondly, similarity exhibits gradation,
operates procedurally, and can be quantified (e.g., very similar, somewhat similar), often represented
on a continuum. ldentity, conversely, permits only categorical assertion and is dichotomously
structured (identical — different), lacking scalar attributes. It pertains strictly to two states of reality:
the self-identity of an object and the absence of identity. Thirdly, identity relations exclusively link
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co-referent terms denoting either the same individual or the same category of objects, precluding
establishment between objects from distinct classes. Unlike similarity, which may connect linguistic
elements of differing reference types, identity relations lack such flexibility and are symmetric only
in logical and syntactic dimensions. Fourthly, while similarity relations are asymmetric—evident in
logical, syntactic, and communicative domains—identity relations are symmetrical logically and
syntactically, allowing syntactic inversion. Fifthly, sentences conveying identity lack imagery,
contrasting with those expressing similarity. Lastly, predicates of identity do not necessitate
modifiers, as the identity of objects or self-identity requires no clarification, unlike assertions of
similarity, which typically require specification. In this comparison, similarity relations are depicted
as expansive and open to alternatives, while identity relations are portrayed as inherently determinate
and inflexible [5].

Analysis and Results. By employing a variety of research methodologies, academics have obtained
profound insights into the essence of similarity and identity within the domain of language studies.
Quantitative analyses have uncovered structured patterns of linguistic resemblance among different
languages, whereas qualitative inquiries have yielded nuanced perceptions regarding the sociocultural
formation of linguistic identity. Experimental investigations have elucidated the cognitive
mechanisms that underlie language perception and behavior.

The amalgamation of identity and similarity gives rise to metaphorical expressions. N.D.Arutyunova
underscores that metaphor emerges by conferring a semblance of identity upon similarity,
highlighting features that align it with identity. Firstly, metaphor, akin to identity, is declarative and
static, devoid of quantification, reflecting a realm devoid of internal dynamics—the realm of
essences. Secondly, similar to identity, metaphor does not necessitate the explication of the attributes
facilitating the convergence of objects. However, Arutyunova delineates several distinctions between
metaphor and identity. Unlike identity, metaphor is subjective (intuitive) and devoid of logical
ascertainability. Furthermore, metaphor diverges from identity through its imagery. As imagery stems
from comparisons between objects of disparate classes, a metaphorical predicate cannot be co-
referent with its subject, approximating the predicate of similarity instead. Additionally, metaphorical
sentences are asymmetric and preclude inversion [5].

Drawing upon N.D.Arutyunova's framework, |.B.hatunovsky extends and elaborates upon the
classification of identity and similarity propositions. Shatunovsky discerns identity in two
dimensions: external (or "frame") and internal. The former, primarily philosophical, delves into the
boundaries of dividing reality into various fragments. The latter, internal identity, pertains more to
linguistic interests, focusing on identity within a conceptual framework where principles of individual
division and identification are tacitly accepted. Shatunovsky posits that propositions of internal
identity stem from the disparity between an object's infinite properties and our subjective, limited
perception of it. As the human mind cannot fully encompass this subjectivity, discrepancies in
perceptions arise, leading to the erroneous belief that disparate fragments of reality pertain to distinct
entities. Propositions of identity serve to rectify and preclude such misconceptions, constructed upon
the premise that ostensibly distinct entities are identical[6]

Conclusion. In summary, this article has offered a comprehensive survey of the concepts of similarity
and identity within the field of language studies, emphasizing the varied approaches and
methodologies utilized by scholars to explore these concepts. Through the examination of linguistic
similarity patterns and the investigation of the sociocultural construction of linguistic identity,
researchers have enriched our comprehension of the intricacies inherent in human communication.
Looking ahead, additional research endeavors are warranted to delve into the dynamic aspects of
similarity and identity in language, as well as to unravel their ramifications for language policy,
educational practices, and societal interactions
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