CBOEH PaJioCTH XOUeT IOJENHUTHCS C CHIHOM. DTOT IIOCTYIIOK PacKphlBacT YMEHHE OTIIA BHUJETH PSAOM pebeHKa, YMEHHE IPOSIBUTH K HEMY
BHHUMaHHE, KellaHHE IIOJETUTHCS ¢ MAIBUMKOM CaMbIM COKDOBEHHBIM M JIOPOTHUM cep/ily. Bejap Ienblii roj xaan Cepreit VBaHoBUY IeHUe
aBOPOHKa. Bpemsi, IpoBe/IeHHOE PSIOM ¢ OIIM3KUM YeTIOBEKOM, HaJIONT0 OCTAeTCs B IIAMSITH YeI0BEKa.

B «bpartpsax Kapamazoperx»y @. M. J[ocTOeBCKHIt B TPOTraTEIbHON «peur Y KaMHsD» AJlellia TOBOPUT TaKUe IIPOHUKHOBEHHBIE CIIOBA: «3HAaiiTe
e, UTO HIYEro HeT BHIINE, U CHIBbHEE, W 3/0pOBee, U II0Je3Hee BIIPE/b /UL JKU3HHU KakK XOpollee Kakoe-HHOYIb BOCIIOMUHAHUE, U OCOOEHHO
BBIHECEHHOE €Ile U3 JIETCTBA, U3 POJUTENHCKOrO JoMa. BaM MHOrO TOBODST IIPO BOCIIMTAHUE Ballle, a BOT KaKoe-HUOY/b 3Takoe IIPeKpacHoe,
CBETIIOE BOCIIOMUHAHUE, COXPAHEHHOE C JIETCTBA, MOXKET OBITh, CaMOe JIyUITiee BOCIIOMUHAHNE U €CTh. Eciy MHOTO HabpaTh TAKUX BOCTIOMUHAHUM
co00i B JKU3HB, TO CIIACEH YEJIOBEK Ha BCIO KU3HBY. [2, C. |

Mexly OTIIOM U CBIHOM CYIIIECTBYET OCOOBIM SI3bIK, ITOHSTHBIM TOMBKO MM JBOUM. «OH TepeOHT MEHS 3a IMIeKy», [5, ¢.192] — sro 3Hak
BHUMAaHUS, JTacKU OT «IIallallleukw». OTO JBMKEHHE yCIIOKauBaeT peOeHKa, SIBIISETCS CUTHAIOM TOTO, YTO BCE B IOPSAKE Vv oTHa. Malbuuk
ckopOuT: «Tak ero [marry| Bce paccTpOUIO, UTO U HE YIITUITHYI 3a ITeKy». |3, .145]

JlyxoBHast BzauMocBs13b Baneuku u Ceprest ViBaHOBUYA pacKphIBAETCS U B BTIOJE MOCEIICHHS MATbUMKOM KaOWHeTa 0TI, KOT/a XO35HH
JoMa Goren. ChIHY XOTeIO0Ch OTBICKATh TO IJIaBHOE, «CaMO€ BaKHOE — OT IAIlallIeHBKI».

«IlorenoBan crepThlif, OlecTAIIMMA Kpaellek, X0I0 HOTO cTpeMsDy. Bee nieperporai 4... - ¥ BAPYT, YBUJAN, I10]] MHEH IIECOUHUIIEN U3 CTEKIIa,
IIOXOYKET0 HA MPAMOPHOE MBLIO, MO I[BETOUEK, MO ITEPBBI «CKEITHK», COPBAHHBIN B cay, eie A0 [lacxu... BCIIOMHIT Kak I1010ekal K OTITY. ..
OH B35U1 IIOHIOXAJ — U TIOJIOZKUIT ITOJ[ TIECOUHUITY. .. 5 B3I OCTOPOYKHO 3aCOXIIHUMI «KEITUK», IIoJHEC K Ty0am». |3, ¢.303] TporarenbHblii xecT -
TIOTIENY# TIepesiaeT OTHOIIEHHE I'epost K OTITy. DTO BHEIIHEE JBIDKEHUE PAcKphIBacT JIIOOOBh K OMIKHEMY U IlepeKUBaHHUE. 113 Bcero IepeuHs
BUJIMMBIX BEITleH B KOMHATE, MATbUHKY OJIFKE BCETO K CEP/IIy CTAHOBUTHCS IIBETOK.

Orell, HaxoJ/¥Ch TP CMEPTH, BCIIOMHUHAET 00 3TOM ke IBeTke. «MaTylllka pacckaszalla, Kak OH [oTell] ckazan ei: «BaHiarka IOOUT
GKENITUKI»Y. [3, ¢. 345]

KonrerTparyst BHUMaHHS TepoeB (OTIiA U ChIHA) Ha PACCTOSHUU Ha OJIMH U TOT K€ IIPeJMET — I[BETOK «KEIITHKY» CHUMBOIU3UPYET €JUHEHNE
JIyII HaBeuHo. «JKenTHKm» - IepBhle 1BETHI, HOSBILIONMEC BecHOH. BecHa — mpoCykieHue, 3HaK BeuHoi »kxu3HU Ipupopl. 1lcuxonoru B.C.
Jlo63uH 1 M.M.PemeTHHKOB IIpeyiaraioT «y4dTHIBATH BO3/ICHCTBHE ITBETAa Ha IICHXOSMAIMOHATIPHOE COCTOSHUE UYelloBeKay. JKenTelif IBer
BBI3bIBAET OIIYITIEHUE OTBIICUCHHOCTH, pelakcalii. Tak ¥ 5TOT I[BETOK, aIlIeNupyst K IPOILTBIM COOBITHSIM, 3aCTaBlIsIeT IIEPEHECTHCh MBICIISIMU B
JIPYroe « U3MEPEHHE», U TaM COSJIUHUTCS HaBCeT/Ia.

He3a0p1Baema ciieHa 3a00ThI OTIIA O CBIHE. « Y 3K IIPOIIYCh ¢ HUM [Ha JIEJIOKOIIBI|, a OH oTMaxuBaercs: «HekoMmy 3a ToOGOM cMOTPETh, U TIOAX
3aImoy T, U MO €]l OCKITU3HYTHCS MOXKeIb. Y MyUKH pyraroTcs.. Hedero tebe TaM Jenarb». Uepes ciioBa U JeHCTBUS IIPOSBILieTCs JIIO00Bb K
peOeHKY.

«B Bo3pacTe ImecTu — ceMH JIeT 3aKJaJIpIBaloTCs caMble (yHJaMEHTalIbHbIe OCHOBBI JETCKOH JYIHM, camble TIIyOoKue HOoOYXKAEHUS, U
HMMEHHO 3TO €CTh BPeMs IO PYKE€HHOCTH JETCKOH JAYIIH BIIIyOh CEMBID, -TOBOPST MHOTHE IICUXOIOTH.

ITo BocnoMuHaHUM TUTeMSHHUITB THcaTenst, FO. A Kyteipunol, «c [Tymkunsiv [1ImeneB He paccTaBaics HUKOrAa: «I[oMHIO erie opTper
Ha/l IIMCHbMEHHBIM CTOJIOM IIHcaTeNsl, KOHEUHO, IIyIKuH BCIOAy OH ¢ HUM, - IIepejl HUM, U B 3apy0exbe! Tak uTuin ero u oGt it Bawst. .. ».
IIymmxuH Beerga O psiioM.» [4, ¢.135]

CruxorBopenus A.C. Ilymkuna o MockBe 3By4ar Ha CTpaHHIIAX IIOBECTH. DTy JIOOOBb K BEIHMKOMY IMcarento Brmral Man CepreeBud oT
OTIIa, 4acTO YUTABIIEr0 CTHXOTBOPEHUS HAM3yCTh. BaHeuka BHJMT, KaK «M3 YB&)KCHUS K HAIMOHAIBHOH CBSITHIHE Oeper oTell IOAPSA Ha
CTPOUTENBCTBO TPUOYH K OTKPHITHIO ITaMsITHUKA [ [ymikuny». [35, ¢.176]

Taxoit KOMITO3UITMOHHBIH IIPHEM IIOBECTH, Kak aHTHTe3a arMocdeps! joma [TImeneBpix u Anexcanzapa KanmHa 1posiBisieTcsl B II0BEICHUN
HX ChIHOBeM: Banu u JlaHWIKH.

«lIpoGeraer [laHbKa, - Jepr MeHs 3a OalUIbIK, 332 MAKOBKY M CBAIMII», - 3TO IIEPBOE OIMCAHKUE O IIepcoHaxe. UTO-TO KeCTOKoe, Jep3Koe
IIPOSIBILIETCS. B IIOBE/ICHNU peOeHKa. XapaKTepUCTHKa JBMKEHHIT IIOMOTaeT BCKPHITh T€ JIyIIEBHBIE KauecTBa, KOTOPhIE JOMUHUPYIOT Y J[aHpKH.
Uepes HEKOTOPOE BpeMsI «OILTh IIpoberaeT J[aHpka U TaIlUT MEHS 3a KYPTOUKY B «KJIACCHYIO...». JlaHpka 060pBall KpeH/IeIeK-IIHyPOK Ha Moel
HOBOM KYPTOUKE, ... TOJIKAaeT MEHs U KpUUUT: «51 cribHel Tes!» Ha-1eByro BRIXOAY!» [5, ¢. 286] Bor cMbIc ku3HU J[aHBKH: pa3 s CUIIBHEE, TO
MHE Bce JI03BOJICHO. 37Iech IIPOSIBIISIETCSI He3/I0pOBasi Bepa BO BCEMOT'YIIIECTBO (HH3UUECKOM CHITHI.

Crin Kanmna Bejier cebs GecriepeMOHHO, He coOMIoast IPOCTEHITINX [IPABWI STUKETA: KPUUUT, XOTS JOJKEH ObLI IIPOSBUTH YBa)KEHUE,
T000Bb K CBOEMY POJICTBEHHUKY — MAITBUKKY BaHH, KOTOPBIM MIIajIe, HO OH Jjake He TIOYUTAeT CTapIIUX, CBOIO I'YBEPHAHTKY «/IPA3HUT SI3BIKOM
— «3BI-3BI-3BI» D)

Tax »e oTHOCATCS K CBOMM IIOJUMHEHHBIM U KanmH Anekcanjp, orell Janpku. OGpainasich K IOKWIOMY YeIOBEKY, | OpKUHY, TOBOPHT:
«KuB ermie crappiif Xpeiu? A TBol YMHHK < oTell BaHeuky > y Oanymiky Bee?.. JlemsaHyro u30y BeiayMan?y «KallmH Bce TOBOPUT: HAPOJIHUIIIKO
OamyeT! cMeeTcs: He JIETIOBOM IararieHbkay. |3, ¢.293]

«Jlom GoraTslit, a CHJIETh B HEM XOJIOJTHOY, - 3aMedaeT [ opkuH. MeradopuyHo Ha3BaHHUE IM1aBHl «JIeSIHOM 10M», B KOTOPOI OIIMCHIBACTCS
BeTpeya JBYX pebsaT. OHO IIEPEHOCUTCS Ha JTYIIEBHOE COCTOSIHHE IIEPCOHaXka. «XO0JI0/I0M JYITIH» BEeeT OT HEro.

B packppitim Temel cempu H.C. ITIMmeneB uCIonb3yeT pa3Hble KOMIIO3UITMOHHBIE SIEMEHTHL: Iei3ax, rmoprper. Ocofoe MecTo 3aHMMaeT
JTeHTMOTHB KOHTPAacTHOCTH CEMEHHOr0 BOCIMTAHMS, KOTOPBIH pealn3oBaH B M300pakeHUU JBYX JIeTeH, MX IOBEJECHUH, PEUM, OTHOIICHUH K
okpyxatorum oM. F1.C. 1TImeneBy cBOMCTBEHHO IPABOCIABHOE MUPOBOCIIPUSITHE, UMEHHO JTyXOBHBIE 3aBETHI HAIMX IIPEJKOB JIOJDKHBI OBITH
TIepeIaHbl TOCIIEIYIOMIEMY TIOKOJIEHHIO, U Ha HUX JIOJDKHO OCHOBBIBATHCS BOCIIUTAHUE.
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TO THE PROBLEM OF DIFFERENTIATION OF NOTIONS IN MODERN COGNITIVE LINGUISTICS
Annotation

The article deals with the peculiarities of differentiation of such notions as ‘frame”, “concept”, “script”, “slot” in cognitive linguistics. The
analysis reveals that the storage and possibility of using of information are caused by the frame language structures representing a kind of
«narration concentratesy, the contexts of encyclopedic type expressing the maximum knowledge of a situation, presented in the symbolical coding
on the certain basis. So the interpretation and verification of the axiological bases of frames may contribute to better understanding of any fiction.

Key words: concept, frame structure, coding, slot.
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At the end of the XX century linguistics has gained the nature of a metadiscipline. Methods of linguistics are widely used not only in sciences
of a humanitarian cycle: philosophies, psychology, cultural science, but also in natural, and also in the exact sciences. So the scientists who work
within the corresponding directions, enrich linguistics, expanding possibilities of the researchers in the sphere of the analysis of the text. In
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particular, cognitive science was affected, first of all, by works of the programmers, who study the problem of artificial intelligence. Linguistics
operating in the analysis of the text with concepts, symbols and signs, has also accepted such terms as frame, script, slot and topic.

In this regard invaluable contribution to cognitive linguistics was made by the scientists developing the artificial intelligence direction. The
term "frame" was offered by M.Minski in his work «Frames for representation of knowledge». According to the author, any "intelligent" behavior
of any artificial system demands the existence of a specially organized model of the world within it: «The knowledge must be embodied in some
foorm of mechanism, data-structure, or other representationy (Minsky 1991:  http://web.media.mit.edu/~minsky/papers/-
SymbolicVs.Connectionist.html). Knowledge in a frame is stored in the substructures, therefore represented in «stereotypic situationsy.

Linguists have started paying special attention to the development of the semantic and semiotics directions. M.Minski's terms — frame, slot,
script, a semantic network, transframe, a frame picture — have received the second life in cognitive linguistics. T.A.Van Deyk , for example,
writes about cognitive frames, using which as the conceptual devices, cognitology should «offer an explanation of our ability to make and
understand speech acts, and also to "influence" this understandingy (Deyk 1989: 13).

Short, but the exact review of the term "frame" in modern cognitive science was presented by V.Z.Demyankov in «The short dictionary of
cognitive termsy. The scientist doesn't give the definition of "frame", but naturally refers to other researchers arguing (J. Hayes, L. Flower) that this
term "frame" is at the same time a set of assumptions of formal language using for expressing knowledge (Demyankov 1996: 187).

1.A.Stemin considers frame to be a Gestalt version — the functional structure of a complex type combining sensual and rational, dealing with
mixed type of coding information (Sternin 2000: 57).

We share U.Eco's point of view on a frame problem where frame is described as the representation of «encyclopedic knowledge» of a
situation in special structures where all the components are connected among themselves. U.Eco comes to a conclusion that frame, thus, is
«already potential text or a narration concentratey, but specifies that «the same it is possible to tell and about the separate sememe presented in the
encyclopedia» (Eko 2005: 42).

The majority of the scientists developing the theory of frames, agree that it is very difficult, and sometimes even impossible for the recipients
of information to isolate the correct word meaning in a peculiar information vacuum — out of access to a context of encyclopedic type, to all
knowledge relating to this word. Ability of decoding, on the one hand, is caused by social factors, and, on the other, - by specific features of the
recipients' perception of the situation. The frames, thus, represent a coherent structure of the interconnected concepts.

We define the term “frame™ as a structure of data which serves for representation of the stereotypic situations, organized round a certain
concept. The numbers of different frames, in our opinion, are crossed, and updating of this or that concept depends on the focus of attention of the
subject.

The frame is set by TOPIC which the western linguists define as text «aboutness» (Beghtol 1986, Campbell 2000). «In themselves, thematic
progression and semantic progression tell us nothing about the topic of a text as a whole. A distinction can be drawn between the extentional
aboutness of a text and its intentional aboutness. The former is defined by the topics of component parts of a text, topics of its paragraphs, sections,
chapters, etc. The latter is the topic of the text as a whole, representing something more than the topics of its parts» (Hutchins 1977: 25).

Any frame, as it was stated, consists of SLOTS. The term "slot", as well as "frame", was taken from the sphere of researches on artificial
intelligence. It is supposed that frame as the structure representing knowledge, stores information units in cells — slots.

We accept the definition of slot as cells based on a maximum of grammatical categories. In this case, in our opinion, the frame represents the
maximum volume of knowledge of a situation which is expressed, first of all, lexically and is connected in an associative and grammatical way. All
set of frames, thus, we began to understand as a language picture of the world.

Any frame can be expressed in various SCRIPTS. Unlike frame structures, «the script shows frame development in time» (Baranov 2001: 18).
The script, thus, represents a frame option. It is momentary, that is its updating depends on decisions which are accepted by the recipient, choosing
a relevant topic, and also from features of a conceptual paradigm of the recipient.

The script, in our opinion, is structured as a plot from slots of the general and this frame depending on the topics chosen by the
recipient/reader.

We accept the definition of script as one of possible options of realization of a frame structure, representing this or that CONCEPT.

1.A.Stemin notes a dynamic role of concepts which «incorporates to other concepts and makes a start from them» (Sternin 2000: 58).
V.1.Karasik allocates such type as a lingvocultural concept considering that it has a brightly expressed axiological component, especially significant
for the individuals and society (Karasik 2001: 77).

In our opinion, the formation of concept in a frame structure occurs as follows: for the first time the perceived phenomenon is designated by a
word, but also other words which were used at its description, form, in our terminology, a connotative loop round a concept kernel.

Thus, we define the term «concept» as semantic capacity of a notion with its connotative loop, that is the "checked" experience of a certain
cultural group concerning this notion, fixed in the dictionary, and personal experience. The manifestation of this or that concept in a frame depends
on the focus of attention of the subject.

The concepts which are based on the axiological grounds, make the IDEAL FRAME. Changing value components in slots of this type of
frame, changing the developed stereotypic scripts, it is possible to change all axiological background of a subject/recipient/reader.

In our opinion, the analysis of considered above terms, will lead to correct research of such phenomena, as text potential, its polysemy and
game structure.
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