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 Abstract: Irrefutably, many scientific works are conducted following the principles of 

structural linguistics. In linguistics, the study of linguistic units by dividing them into different 

meaningful groups on a thematic basis provides new scientific conclusions to the science. A 

systematic approach to the area under study during scientific research provides sheer opportunity 

for the researcher to study in groups and identify similarities and differences of units belonging to 

the semantic group or field. Field theory is used to investigate the language listem dividing into many 

microsystems. The article discusses modern research which contributed to the development of the 

field theory. The author highlights essential theories presented by researchers and analysed their 

scientific conclusions concerning practical results. 
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Introduction 

The content of field is created through the generality of concepts expressed by linguistic units. 

Linguistic units united under one general concept are manifested by their belonging to different levels. 

It is worth stating that the term field was a term in the field of physics before joining the ranks of 

linguistic terminology. The fact that the field became a term related to linguistics as a result of the 

integration of sciences. For almost a century, the theory of investigating world languages as a field 

has been refined and enriched in content. The term field was interpreted variously by representatives 

of different generations and different linguistic schools. However, we can see that all the 

classifications given to the field have something in common. 

Questions such as what is the adequate definition of the semantic field, whether it is a coincidence 

in the language or an aspect of the language that requires special study, besides, the effort to analyze 

the structure and types of the field, and to clarify their characteristics, are being scrutinized in later 

researches. 
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undoubtedly a fruitful source for later research. Their theoretical and practical conclusions paved the 

way for many new studies. 

Although Ipsen's field theory was the most productive of the methods used in language research 

until then, it could only be used at the level of limited vocabulary. Porsig's field theory became a term 

for describing certain phenomena that occur during the development of the internal structure of the 

language. It also served as an important tool for understanding the evolutionary processes of language 

and thought. However, since Porsig's field theory was not used in large-scale studies, it was not 

considered as a perfect method. 

 S. Ohman, who pointed out that the content field is one of the urgent issues of linguistics, 

says that the solution of semantic research problems can be solved by one of the above theories, 
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depending on their nature. He also adds that new methods and methods in the science of semantics 

are not yet at the level of completely abandoning the old approaches. 

 Ohman mainly focused on the study of the same semantic fields in modern languages. For example, 

he analyzed semantically two lexemes in English and German, belonging to the same language 

family. 

A research was made by Russian linguists to the study of field theory caused various debates 

in world linguistics. While the tendency to introduce this theory to the lexical level of the language 

developed in Europe, Russian scientists began to use the term “field” in order to analyze other 

grammatical constructions of the language. M. Gukhman put forward the theory that the field is made 

up not only of lexical units, but also of grammatical categories and semantically-functionally common 

word combinations and called it a grammatical field. Guliga and Shendels used the term 

“grammatical-lexical field” based on the issues related to the grammatical structure of the language 

and the coherence and interaction of lexical tools. They focused on the field of plurality in the modern 

German language. This field is formed by means of plural nouns, adjectives, numerals, quantity 

pronouns, plural personal pronouns and collective nouns. 

The views of the Russian researcher A. Bondarko on the field classification made it possible 

to rise to a new level in the "reform" of the field theory. He described the field term based on the 

grammatical structure of the language system. According to him, the grammatical structure can 

include not only units of the same level, but also lexical units that have a common semantic-functional 

aspect. Based on this scientific view, Bondarko developed the classification of functional-semantic 

fields. The functional-semantic field is a system of units belonging to different levels (morphological, 

syntactic, word-forming, lexical, mixed-lexical-syntactic) that unite on the basis of the commonality 

and interrelationship of the meaningful tasks of a given language. The main features of this field are 

the existence of a common semantic function in the constituents forming the field, the interaction of 

grammatical and lexical tools, the division of the field structure into core and peripheral parts, and 

the possibility of exchange between this field and other field elements. 

Discussions and results 

The field theory has been recently investigated by many other linguists in the world. Most of them 

have provided crucial scientific conclusions in terms of word groups.  

In particular, G. Kleparsky's fruitful research in the field of content deserves recognition. Kleparsky's 

main goal was to analyze the evolutionary development of the “human” lexical field. The uniqueness 

of this study is that Kleparsky studies human-person space units derived from lexemes belonging to 

“flora and fauna “ lexical fields. In addition, it presents a complete linguistic analysis of the lexical 

fields of “boy”, “girl and woman”. His analysis is based on a diachronic method and aims to study 

the historical evolution of the English synonym pair “girl-woman”. 

For example, the lexeme pigeon in the English language initially had the meaning of a young pigeon 

in the Middle Ages, but later it began to mean a girl, a woman. This lexeme, used metaphorically, 

began to be used in the beginning of the 16th century, along with the adjectives pretty (charming), 

young (young) and fair (fair). The metaphorical use of the lexeme dove (pigeon) is also reflected in 

this scientific work of Kleparsky. More precisely, the application of this lexeme to women of what 

age, appearance and nature is schematically described. The scheme shows that the word dove is used 

for young, elegant and fair women and girls. 

Rusinek, a researcher who conducted scientific work on the semantic field of “alcoholic 

beverages” using Kleparsky's method, analyzed how semantic changes affect the field. For example, 

in order to prove the semantic development of the lexeme moonshine, he argued that this lexeme 

belongs to different lexical fields. Etymologically, this word, originating from the German language, 
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during its semantic development was a unit related to lexical fields such as natural phenomena, food, 

mental activity, and alcoholic beverages. The lexeme of moonshine, which was recorded for the first 

time only at the end of the Middle Ages, in the early period of its historical development, is formed 

on the basis of the literal translation of the parts that make up the compound word, used together as 

moonlight and belong to the lexical field of natural phenomena. This is synonymous with the lexeme 

moonlight  and justifies that it is located in the same semantic field. It is from this period that the 

lexeme moonlight also has the meaning of a stupid idea, an idea not worth talking about, and naturally, 

with this meaning, it also occupied a place in the field of intellectual activity. The most interesting 

part of the etymology of this lexeme is its use as a type of alcoholic drink. In those times, people 

secretly prepared alcohol in an illegal way, in the dark of night. Thus, the name of this drink is 

moonlight, that is, it is made in the light of the moon. And finally, the next meaning of the lexeme 

under discussion is a type of food made from eggs, which is semantically connected to the content 

field of food. Bearing in mind that the lexical level of the language system is always changing, we 

tried to determine the changes in the semantic structure of the lexeme analyzed above. According to 

it, we found out that the word moonlight is in circulation in the international network in another new 

sense: 

Bob never moonlights, he is loyal to his profession. 

In this case, this lexeme expresses the meaning of doing some additional work besides the main 

workplace and hiding this activity from the manager. It can be concluded that the lexeme moonlight 

with this sema cannot belong to any of the above semantic fields. 

 The effective results of studying changes in the semantic structure of different languages on a 

thematic basis led to an increase in the number of scientific works devoted to the search for points of 

connection of two or more semantic fields by researchers at the next stages. In this regard, Rusinek 

himself is a great initiator. Because thanks to his efforts, the intersections of the person, the human 

field and the members of the two types of fields on the paths of semantic development were made 

known to the people of s 

This Polish researcher first turned to the semantic field of “clothes” and studied all the units 

belonging to this field, distinguishing among them those that later expressed human content. Later, 

Rusinek took up an even more interesting scientific topic. He carefully analyzed the bilateral changes 

in the semantic fields of “cakes” and “people” in English and Polish. As a result, a list of lexemes 

that belonged to the field of “cakes” and became a representative of the field of people in the semantic 

evolution, and whose primary meaning refers to the field of people and later merged into the field of 

“cakes”, was formed. For example, the English word Florentine has the primary meaning of living in 

Florence, Florentine. Due to semantic changes, this word is now considered a type of cake. At the 

same time, we can see that there are names of sweets with the names of famous statesmen and 

inventors who have left a mark in history. They are garibaldi, Napoleon, frangipane. Frangipani is an 

Italian inventor who invented an almond-scented perfume in the 13th century, hence the name of 

almond-flavored creams used in confectionery. 

Etymologically, we can show a number of words that have entered the human lexical field as 

a result of the metaphorical use of lexemes with the meaning of cake in the English language. They 

have become lexemes describing human nature in a series of meaningful changes: cake (a traditional 

round cake) - a stupid and stupid person; cookie (flat, small cake) - a beautiful and elegant woman; 

and sponge (a very light cake) has new content, such as a person who lives at the expense of others. 

As a result of Rusinek's study of the stages of semantic change related to the lexeme of tart, we can 

observe that although this lexeme belongs to the semantic field of tart for years, it has undergone 

various meaningful changes in this field itself. This word, which first entered the English language 
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in the 15th century, was used in human speech in the sense of "a round cake or bread". Later, it was 

observed that it was used in the sense of "a pie filled with meat, cheese and vegetables". In the 19th 

century, as a result of the development of the tendency to liken people to the names of sweets, the 

lexeme tart also acquired the meaning "beloved girl, woman". 

 Another work that analyzed the intersection points in the semantic evolution of the content of 

the person, human content field and other field members was written by R. Keltika, according to 

which, during the semantic development of the elements of the lexical field of pets, they become 

elements of the person, human lexical field. issues are justified linguistically. 

 "The vocabulary layer of the language is not a product of individual words, but a system of 

interconnected lexical networks. Semantic field theory is also called lexical field theory. Crystal uses 

semantic fields such as transportation, color, and body parts as examples to prove her point. He 

presents two types of contexts, emphasizing the need to take into account the context in which the 

lexeme is located before dividing lexemes into certain semantic fields: 

I was being treated in the hospital last week. 

 In this context, the lexeme hospital belongs to the semantic field of “health”. 

The hospital needs a new roof. 

In the second example, the lexeme hospital is considered a unit related to the semantic field of the 

“building”. 

The theories presented by Chinese researchers and the practical results achieved by them 

occupy an important place in the research conducted in the field of semantics in recent years. 

In particular, Y. Zhou is a supporter of studying semantics through the field theory based on 

interrelatedness and the relationship of language units to each other. Zhou interprets the theory of the 

field in this way: "Semantic field is a collection of several words, called the lexical field, which are 

interconnected in terms of content and united under a single concept." These words can be interpreted 

in two ways. From one point of view, it can be expressed by the single concept in the definition - 

superordinate (general, superior concept). In this case, the rest of the semantic field consists of 

hyponyms. For example, hyponyms such as spoon, ladle, sieve, knife, gas stove are united under the 

concept of “kitchen”. 

Conclusions 

Studies based on the content area not only reveal the relationship between the elements that make up 

this area, but also show that the vocabulary of each language is a unique system with its own 

distinctive aspects. 

In conclusion, if we consider some aspects of the research works abovementioned, we are sure that 

the content field has a complex nature. 
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