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Abstract

Linguistics as a science of language covers many aspects of its functioning, among which special attention is paid to
system-categorical relationships. System-categorical relations in a language can be considered as connections between
different categories of a language. These relationships determine how the various elements of a language interact with each
other, forming an integrated system. This allows to understand how meaning is formed at the utterance level. Linguistic units
correlate with the conceptual content of conceptual, graded, logical, prototype categorical structures (studying of which is of
great significance in linguistic analysis), representing the elements of an individual picture of the human world.
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AHHOTanMs

JIMHTBUCTHKA KaK HAayKa O SI3bIKE OXBATHIBAET MHOXXECTBO aCMeKTOB ero (YHKLMOHWUPOBaHUs, CPe[u KOTOpBIX 0coboe
BHUMaHUe V/le/sIeTCsl CUCTeMHO-KaTeropuaabHbIM OTHOLIeHUssM. CHCTeMHO-KaTeropuasbHble OTHOIIEHUSI B sI3bIKE MOYKHO
paccMaTpUBaTh Kak CBSI3U MEXKIY Pa3/TUUHBIMU KaTeTOPUSIMHU s13bIKa. DTH B3aUMOCBSI3U OTIPeesIsIOT, KaK pa3/InuyHbIe 3/IeMeHThI
sI3bIKa B3aUMO/IEUCTBYIOT JPYT C JPYroM, o0pa3ys MHTErpUPOBAaHHYIO CUCTEMY. DTO TO3BOJISET IMOHATh, Kak (HOPMHUDPYeTCs
3HaueHWe Ha YPOBHe BBLICKAa3bIBaHUS. fI3bIKOBble eJUHHULIBI COOTHOCSTCS C KOHLIENTYaJbHBIM COJep’KaHUeM MOHSITUIHBIX,
rpa/lyMpOBAHHbIX, JIOTUUECKUX, MIPOTOTUITHBIX KaTeropyuajbHbIX CTPYKTYp (M3yueHHe KOTOPhIX MMeeT 0OJIbIlioe 3HAUeHHe B
JIMHTBUCTUUECKOM aHaJju3e), TIpe/ICTaB/IsIOIUX 3/IeMeHTbl UHIMBU/IyaIbHOU KapTUHBI MUpa Ue/ioBeKa.

KitioueBble c/10Ba: TMHTBUCTHUECKUE KaTeTOpUH, IPalyupOBaHHbIe KaTerOpyH, IPOTOTUITHAS CTPYKTYpa, KOHLIEIT.

Introduction

The relevance of the study of system-categorical relations in language is related to the fact that it allows language to reflect
reality in constant change and development, as well as in dynamics.

The object of the research includes the concept of a language category, includes the semantics of graduality, in particular
the prototypical language category.

The novelty of the research is in identification of transitional phenomena in the realization of linguistic units in the process
of mental and speech activity

As phenomena and objects of the surrounding reality are subject to the processes of categorization-"cognitive
dismemberment of reality, the essence of which is to divide the entire ontological space into various categorical areas" [8, P.
31] and evaluation through perception, understanding, and interpretation, so are language units passed through the individual's
consciousness and experience, classified, representing certain knowledge structures in the form of linguistic categories. The
linguistic understanding of a category involves identifying the common properties of various classes and categories of
language units that constitute these classes and receive various linguistic expression.

Main results

Linguistic categories are closely related to logical, cognitive items, which was noted in antiquity, when language "was
considered an explication of the system of thought" [10, P. 21]. The logical category serves as the foundation for building a
linguistic one. "Logical and philosophical categories are transformed by language into conceptual ones" [7, P. 58]. As it
highlights I.I. Meshchaninov: "Conceptual categories convey in the language itself the concepts that exist in a given social
environment ... At the same time, they also turn out to be linguistic categories, since they are revealed in language. Without
their revelation, they remain in the realm of consciousness" [9, P. 238]. Not every concept expressed in the structure of a
language can be considered a "conceptual category”, but only one that "appears in the language structure and takes on a
specific form: lexical (conceptual categories or categories of linguistic semantics), morphological, or syntactic (grammatical
categories)" [4, P. 7-8]. Once they have a specific linguistic realization, they can subsequently acquire additional semantic
content, "to acquire various connotations correlated with figurative thinking, and to illuminate the peculiarities of the cultural
and historical development of the people, their centuries-old speech practice" [12, P. 8].
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The object of linguistic semantics as a part of linguistic category is not seen as something single. E. Roche presented this
category as "a structure in which the relationship between the center and the periphery is defined, where the center includes the
most typical representatives of this category; and the further away from the center, the less typical the members of the category
are" [11, P. 30]. Each specific the categorizable object has, in the vast majority of cases, not only basic categorical qualitative
properties, represented in different quantitative ratios, but also other, subjective, unique, specific features, inherent exclusively
to this object, highlighting subclasses within the category. Thus, the structure of the category implies the presence of many
transitional, overlapping, borderline meanings, the presence of logical genus-species and linguistic hyper-hyponymic relations,
which is a consequence of categorization. "The logic of categorization is also determined by highly regular semes included in
the semantics of each word" [6, P. 152]. For example, the word "size" is in a semantic field with the meaning "larger than the
norm" and "smaller than the norm", where each word is included in the antonymic opposition (large — small, wide — narrow,
long — short, deep — shallow, etc.).

Among the variety of linguistic categories that exist in the individual's consciousness, graded categories are of particular
interest. They are formed in the cognitive process when "a person thinks in vague, indistinct categories, concepts" [13, P. 11],
which primarily affects the concepts related to the inner world of a person, the states of his consciousness, his emotions,
thoughts. The boundaries of such categories are non-discrete, fuzzy, and blurred, because the semantics of the units that make
up the category are "blurred" and do not allow for a clear definition of their place in a graded scale of categories. For example,
if we consider the semantics of the words "mountain”, "hill", "volcano", "rock", "cliff", it should be noted that the boundaries
between the categories of hills are blurred. "The nomination of a non-prototypical elevation is determined by which feature of
the object is in the focus of the speaker's attention" [2, P. 5]. For example, the height scale of a mountain or volcano in the
lower section intersects with the height scale of a rock, cliff, or hill. Therefore, a hill whose height corresponds to a given area
can be called a mountain (if the object appears to be the tallest in the area), a volcano (if the facts of the eruption were known),
a hill (if the height is not so significant against the background of the hills that the speaker had to see, the object has a non-
sharp top and rounded outlines) and even a cliff (if the composition of the object is in focus).

Despite the blurred nature of graded categories, there is definitely an internal structuring. For example, graded categories
in English include graded adjectives, which are used to describe nouns in the comparative and superlative degrees: big (big) —
bigger (more), biggest (the biggest); small (small) — smaller (smaller), smallest (smallest); tall (high) — taller (higher), tallest
(highest). In addition, graduation adverbs are used to express the varying degrees of manifestation of the trait. They may
indicate an extreme degree (completely, extremely, utterly and others), a high degree (badly, deeply, strongly and others), a
sufficient degree (relatively, merely, solely and others) or a low degree (a little, poorly and others).

Some members of a category have a special cognitive status, being the "best" samples or examples of a given category.
Such units, known in linguistics as "prototypes", "points of cognitive reference", "generator elements", are the most
representative members of categories [3, P. 32]. Prototypes as central units of a category are at the basis of category formation,
are recognized and assimilated faster, are used more often and are used in understanding the category as a whole.

"Prototype theory is based on culture and relates only to this particular culture... People of different nationalities show the
ability to categorize objects according to their cultural prototypes" [5, P. 90]. For example, Russians, when they hear the word
"tree", will imagine exactly the kind of tree that grows in their region: birch, oak, spruce. At the same time, the prototype tree
for a Canadian is a Canadian maple, a Mexican cactus, etc.

Discussion

The gradation of membership determines the degree of prototypical effects. In graded categories, the degree of
membership directly proportionally affects the status of a unit and the nature of its expressiveness as prototypical within the
given category. The concentration of the feature is achieved in the center, and on the periphery acquires a diffuse character. It is
important to take into account that all members of the category are full-fledged as its members, but are not equal in terms of
the semantic content of the categorical feature. In other words, the formal and substantive aspects of language categories are
not always identical.

The stability of the prototype structure of a category depends on the conventional or non-conventional nature of the latter:
"in conventional it is permanent, but in the case of non-conventionality, which occurs in accidental categories formed to
achieve certain current goals, the prototype structure is not constant, but is formed in specific problematic situations" [1, P.
220]. At the same time, "the prototypicality of an element cannot be absolute; we can only talk about greater or lesser degree of
prototypicality" [11, P. 40-41]. Moreover, over time, in the process of language evolution and change, as well as in the process
of individual language acquisition, prototypes, as well as the membership of graded categories, both conventional and non-
conventional, are capable of modification.

In the process of language evolution and change, as well as in the process of individual language acquisition, linguistic
categories such as prototypes, as well as the membership of graded categories, both conventional and non-conventional, are
capable of modification.

Conclusion

Consequently, one of the specific characteristics of graded categories, along with linguistic specificity, can be considered
flexibility, variability in time and space. System-categorical relations in language are a fundamental element that makes it
possible to understand how language functions as a system. Understanding these relationships helps linguists analyze different
levels of language, including phonetics, morphology, syntax, and semantics. The study of these categories requires an
integrated approach that takes into account both theoretical and practical aspects of language functioning.
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