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Abstract: This research explores the linguocultural interpretation of the concept HUMAN
within the framework of national and global value systems. The study is conducted on the basis
of English and Uzbek linguistic data and focuses on identifying the semantic, cognitive, and
cultural characteristics of the concept. Particular emphasis is placed on the internal structure of
the concept, including its core and peripheral components, as well as on distinguishing
universal and culturally specific elements. The analysis indicates that the conceptual core
reflects common anthropological constants shared across cultures, while the peripheral layer
contains meanings shaped by national and cultural traditions. The findings reveal the dynamic
transformation of the HUMAN concept in the context of globalization and contribute to the
advancement of linguocultural and cognitive linguistic research in a comparative perspective.

Annotatsiya: Mazkur tadqiqgot HUMAN/INSON Kkonseptining milliy hamda global
qadriyatlar tizimi doirasidagi lingvomadaniy talqinini o‘rganishga qaratilgan. Tadqiqot
ingliz va o‘zbek tillari materiallari asosida amalga oshirilib, konseptning semantik, kognitiv va
madaniy jihatlarini aniqlashni magsad qiladi. Ishda konseptning tuzilishi tahlil qilinib, uning
yadro va periferik qatlamlari, shuningdek, universal va milliy-madaniy komponentlari
ajratib ko‘rsatiladi. Tadqiqot natijalari INSON konsepti turli madaniyatlarda umumiy
antropologik xususiyatlarni ifodalovchi yadro qismiga ega ekanligini, periferik qismi esa milliy
qadriyatlar va madaniy an’analar bilan belgilanadigan ma’nolarni oz ichiga olishini ko‘rsatadi.
Shuningdek, globallashuv jarayonida ushbu konsept mazmunining o‘zgaruvchanligi yoritilib,
lingvomadaniyatshunoslik hamda kognitiv lingvistika yo‘nalishlaridagi tadqiqotlarga ilmiy
hissa qo‘shadi.

AHHOTanus: J[aHHOE HccliejoBaHNE pacCMaTPUBAET JIMHIBOKY/JIbTYPHYIO HHTEPIIPETALMIO
konuenta HUMAN/INSON B cucreMe HAUMOHAJIBHBIX U TIJ100aJbHBIX HEHHOCTEH.
MarepuaaoM HCCIIEIOBaHUS MOCTYXHIU JaHHBIE aHTIUHCKOrOo M Y30€KCKOro S3bIKOB, Ha
OCHOBE KOTOPBIX aHATM3UPYIOTCS CEMAaHTHUYECKHE, KOTHUTUBHBIE M KYJIBTYPHBIE 0COOCHHOCTH
naHHOro koumenra. Oco0oe BHUMaHME YJIENSAETCS €ro CTPYKTYpHOW OpraHu3aiui,
BKITIOYAOIIEH sIpo M mepudepuifHbIe AJIEMEHTHI, a TaK)Ke BBIIBICHUIO YHHBEPCAIBHBIX U
HaIlMOHAJIBHO-KYJITYPHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB. Pe3ylbTaThl HCCII€0BaHUS TOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO SAPO
KOHIIETITA OTpa)kaeT OOIIEYEeTIOBEYECKHE AaHTPOIOJIOTHYECKAE KOHCTAHTBI, TOTAA Kak
nepudepust GopMUpyeTcs MOJ BIMSHHEM HAIMOHAIBHBIX KYJIBTYPHBIX Tpamuimid. Pabora
TaKXKe JEMOHCTPUPYET AWHAMHUYHOCTH TPAaHC(HOPMAIUK KOHIIETITA «YEJIOBEK» B YCIOBHUSX
r1o0aNn3alud U BHOCUT BKJIAJ] B Pa3BUTHE JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPOJOTHUECKUX M KOTHUTHUBHO-
JMHTBUCTHYECKUX UCCIIETOBAHHA.
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KyJbTypHBbIE LEHHOCTH, IJIOOAlbHbIE KYyJIbTYPHBIE IIEHHOCTH, MPOIECCHI TIII00ATH3aINH,
KOHLIENTYaJIbHbIA aHaIW3, KOTHUTHBHAS JIMHIBUCTHKA, CEMAaHTUYECKOE IOJe, N30MOp(dHBIE
MPU3HAKH, ATIOMOP(HBIE PU3HAKH.

In the modern era, the process of globalization influences not only economic and
political structures but also transforms cultural and cognitive frameworks. Increasing
interaction among nations facilitates the circulation of ideas, values, and symbolic meanings
across cultures. Within this context, the concept of HUMAN holds a fundamental place as one
of the principal anthropocentric categories that shape linguistic consciousness. The HUMAN
concept cannot be understood merely as a lexical unit; rather, it represents a complex cognitive
construct formed through historical development, moral principles, and collective cultural
memory. Every linguoculture constructs its own representation of a human being according to
its worldview and system of values. In certain cultures, the individual is primarily perceived as
a member of a collective community, whereas in others personal independence and individual
identity are emphasized. From the standpoint of cognitive linguistics, a concept functions as an
organized mental structure that integrates knowledge, evaluative attitudes, and emotional
components. Moreover, conceptual metaphor theory suggests that many abstract
anthropological notions are structured through metaphorical patterns deeply rooted in language
and culture. Consequently, the HUMAN concept should be analyzed through linguistic
expressions that reflect and transmit culturally specific meanings.

The linguocultural approach interprets language not merely as a system of signs but as
a mechanism for preserving, transmitting, and reproducing cultural codes and axiological
systems’. Within this paradigm, language serves as a medium through which a society encodes
its collective experience, moral priorities, and symbolic representations of reality. Cultural
meanings are not external to language; rather, they are embedded in lexical choices,
metaphorical structures, phraseological units, and discursive patterns. Consequently, the study
of concepts becomes central to understanding how language reflects and constructs cultural
identity. Concepts function as units of collective consciousness reflecting national mentality
and cultural identity®. They accumulate historically shaped evaluations and social norms that
guide behavioral models within a community. In this sense, a concept is both cognitive and
axiological: it structures knowledge while simultaneously embodying value orientations. The
HUMAN concept, therefore, cannot be examined in isolation from the ethical and cultural
frameworks that determine its interpretation in a particular linguoculture. Structurally, a
concept may be divided into a core containing stable universal meanings and a peripheral zone
accumulating culturally specific interpretations®. The core typically includes anthropological
constants such as dignity, moral agency, and social responsibility—features that transcend
cultural boundaries. The peripheral zone, however, reflects nationally conditioned semantic
nuances shaped by historical development, religious traditions, social organization, and
collective memory. This field structure allows researchers to distinguish between isomorphic
elements shared across cultures and allomorphic features that signal cultural specificity. In the
era of globalization, the axiological structure of the HUMAN concept undergoes significant
transformation. The intensification of intercultural communication and the emergence of global
ideological frameworks reshape traditional value hierarchies. Global normative documents,
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particularly the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, introduce universal principles such as
dignity, equality, and freedom into national discourses'®. These principles function as
supranational value standards, influencing legal, political, and linguistic practices. As a result,
national linguocultures increasingly incorporate global evaluative categories into their
conceptual systems. This process does not eliminate cultural distinctiveness; rather, it creates
a multilayered conceptual configuration in which universal humanistic norms coexist with
culturally embedded interpretations. Thus, the HUMAN concept becomes a dynamic
axiological construct shaped by continuous interaction between local traditions and global
ethical paradigms.

The comparative analysis of English and Uzbek linguistic materials demonstrates that
the core of the HUMAN concept encompasses such fundamental components as dignity,
morality, humanity, and social responsibility. These elements function as anthropological
universals, reflecting the shared ethical foundations of human civilization. Regardless of
cultural differences, both linguocultures conceptualize a human being as a moral agent
endowed with intrinsic value and social accountability. This stable semantic nucleus constitutes
the isomorphic layer of the concept, revealing its universal cognitive basis. At the same time,
the peripheral zone of the concept exposes culturally conditioned variations. In Uzbek
linguoculture, the HUMAN concept is strongly embedded in a collectivist worldview. It
emphasizes respect for elders, loyalty to family structures, communal solidarity, and social
harmony. The individual is perceived primarily within the framework of social relations and
moral obligations toward the community. Such interpretations stem from historical traditions,
social organization, and value systems shaped by Eastern cultural models. In contrast, English
linguoculture foregrounds individual autonomy, independence, personal choice, and self-
realization. The human being is frequently conceptualized as an autonomous subject capable
of determining his or her own trajectory. This orientation reflects Western liberal traditions that
prioritize individual rights and personal freedom. These divergences illustrate the allomorphic
features of the HUMAN concept, demonstrating how cultural-historical contexts influence its
peripheral semantic configurations. Moreover, globalization contributes additional semantic
and axiological layers to the concept. The discourse of human rights, equality before the law,
gender equality, and personal freedoms increasingly penetrates both national contexts. Such
global normative frameworks reshape traditional conceptual boundaries and expand the
semantic field of the HUMAN concept. Consequently, the concept evolves into a multilayered
cognitive structure that simultaneously preserves national specificity and incorporates
universal humanistic values. This hybrid configuration reflects the dynamic interaction
between local cultural traditions and global ethical paradigms.

The HUMAN concept at the intersection of national and global values demonstrates
both structural stability and semantic dynamism. Its core embodies universal anthropological
constants such as dignity and moral responsibility, while its periphery reflects culturally
conditioned meanings shaped by historical and social contexts. These findings contribute to
linguocultural theory and cognitive linguistics by clarifying the interaction between universal
and culture-specific elements within a single conceptual structure. Moreover, the study
provides a theoretical foundation for interpreting the HUMAN concept in intercultural
communication.

References

1. Huntington, S. The clash of civilizations and the remaking of world order / S. Huntington.
— New York : Simon & Schuster, 1996.

2. Kyopskosa, E. C. Koenumusnas nuneeucmuxa / E. C. Kybpsikoa. — Mocksa : 2004.

3|Page




K

ACADEMIA ONE

Volume 4, Issue 03 March 2026
2810-6458
https:/ /academiaone.org/index.php/7

7.
8.

9.
10.

11

12.

Cremanos, 0. C. Koncmanmeoi: cnosapw pycckoti kyaemypst / 0. C. CtenanoB. — Mocksa
:2001.

Hofstede, G. Culture’s consequences /| G. Hofstede. — London : Sage Publications, 2001.
Langacker, R. Foundations of cognitive grammar / R. Langacker. — Stanford : Stanford
University Press, 1987.

Lakoff, G. Metaphors we live by / G. Lakoff, M. Johnson. — Chicago : University of
Chicago Press, 1980.

Macnosa, B. A. Jlunesoxynemyponoeus / B. A. Macnosa. — Mocksa : Axagemus, 2001.
Kapacuk, B. U. fAszwvixoeoti kpye: auunocms, xoumyenmol, ouckypc / B. WN. Kapacuk. —
Bonrorpan : 2002.

Temus, B. H. Pycckasa ¢ppazeonocus / B. H. Tenus. — Mocksa : 1996.

United Nations. Universal declaration of human rights. — New York : United Nations,
1948.

. Cagapos, 111. Korautus trummynocnuk acociapu : MoHorpadwus / L. Cadapos. — TomkeHT

: @an, 2006. — 276 0. .
MaxmynoB, H. Tun Ba Tadakkyp / H. MaxmynoB. — TomkeHT : Y30ekucToH Musuimid
sHiknoneauscu, 2010. — 320 6.

4|Page




