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Abstract

Of special interest is two-fold nature of the “nobility” concept, which includes both a
noble origin and a high standing in society, as well as moral qualities of a person, and
the fact that there is not a single word in the Kazakh language that exactly
corresponds to the Russian word “nobility.” The purpose of the study is to describe
ways of conceptualizing nobility by speakers of different languages, modeling the
associative field of the stimulus NOBILITY in the Russian and Kazakh languages,
identifying similarities and differences in the conceptualization of nobility among
representatives of the Russian and Kazakh cultures. The article presents the results of
a psycholinguistic study, within the frame of which a mass associative experiment
was conducted with groups of Russian and Kazakh respondents from the Russian
Federation and the Republic of Kazakhstan. The obtained associative data were
distributed according to the frequency criterion, followed by modeling the associative
field and its cognitive structure. The common and specific components identified in
the associative meaning to the stimulus NOBILITY are due to differences in the
structures of languages and the ethnic specificity of the Russian and Kazakh cultures.
While comparing associative fields in the Russian and Kazakhs languages, the
quantitative asymmetry of semantic zones and their associates is revealed. The most
voluminous semantic zone in both languages is that of moral personal qualities. The
results of the study can be effective in further exploring of the linguistic
consciousness and ethnic specificity of different nations, and cross-cultural research.
Key words: nobility, linguistic consciousness, ethnic specificity, the Russian
language, the Kazakh language

Introduction

An anthropocentric paradigm that replaced systemic structural paradigm of
humanitarian knowledge (Kubryakova, 1994) put into the focus the relationship
between human perception of the external world and its language representation.
Being part of a certain culture, including history, literature, language, and national
traditions determine the specificity of a person’s world perception and awareness of
the external world as compared to that of representatives of other cultures (Tarman,
Chigisheva, 2017). Language is a determinant of national consciousness, the
foundation which generations of any national culture use ,,to build the house™ for their
spirituality (Masalimova et al., 2019). The close connection of language and culture of
an ethnic group determines the reflection of the semantic content of the words
(Bubnova, Kazachenko, 2018). Psychological, linguistic, and social determinants are
closely interconnected (Faizah, 2016). Scholars agree that semantic properties of
words are both language-specific and culturally specific (Eilola, Havelka, 2010;
Fraga, Padron, Comesaia, 2007; Soares et al., 2012; Séderholm et al., 2013).

The central topics of inquiry in modern linguistics (such as psycholinguistics, cultural
linguistics, and sociolinguistics) are linguistic consciousness and the image of the
world. The study of linguistic consciousness suggests that “in studying units of
language and linguistic structures, their psychologically real content is revealed. That
is, in what real, “psychologically authentic” set of semantic components a certain
meaning exists in the consciousness of an ethnos, is stored in its linguistic memory;
how the separate meaningful components which make up a word semantics are related

30



in terms of “brightness” and relevance, what real semantic connections of words and
structures are in the language memory of a person (Popova, Sternin, 2001).

Thus, one of the most effective methods for the study of linguistic consciousness is a
psycholinguistic experiment, where a native speaker acts both as an informant,
reporting on his command of the language, and as a person with his system of values
and motives (Dzhambaeva, 2013).

Literature Review

A psycholinguistic approach to the study of linguistic consciousness and its national
and cultural specificity is based on the concepts of association and the associative
meaning of a word. Associations, inspired by unconscious layers of images, are able
to simulate verbal memory and consciousness of an “average” native speaker.
Consciousness constitutes the basis of language, i.e. it is a necessary precondition for
language (Zlatev, 2008). Uncontrolled associations are symbolic or direct projection
of internal content of consciousness. They represent the phenomenon of mass
consciousness and are able to convincingly identify the national and cultural
specificity of the images of consciousness of speakers of different language
communities and cultures (Dmitryuk, 2011). Model of language consciousness of a
person is explained by a set of associations (Karaulov, 2000), being “a logical link
between two contents of consciousness (sensations, perceptions, thoughts, feelings,
etc.) in the person’s experience expressed in the fact that the appearance in the mind
of one of contents entails the appearance of another” (Goroshko, 2006).

The method of a free-associative experiment allows us to reveal mental images of the
external world inherent in representatives of a certain ethnic group. Therefore, an
associative experiment is effective in defining “semantic links of words and linguistic
stereotypes objectively existing in the psyche of a native speaker of the language,” or,
more generally, “specific features of mentality” (Arkhipova, 2011). Having gained
recognition as an effective applied method of research, the associative experiment was
born in psychological science, used to reveal the private world of an individual
(Nielsen, Ingwersen, 1999). At present, it is considered to be a psycholinguistic
method, widely used in sociology, computational linguistics, theory of
communication, teaching of foreign languages, logic, political science, etc.
(Mukhametzyanova, Shayakhmetova, 2014).

Data obtained from a free-associative experiment is to be comprehensively analyzed
by defining the frequency ratio of reactions, i.e. lexical associations, and determining
the core-periphery relationship between them. According to T. Nedashkivska and L.
Kushmar, “associative field is a specific cognitive structure of the linguistic
consciousness, which is involved in the forming of the conceptual picture of the
world” (Nedashkivska, Kushmar, 2017). According to K. Church and P. Hanks
(1990), the statistical results of an associative experiment can be used in “constraining
the language model both for speech recognition and optical character recognition
(OCR); providing disambiguation cues for parsing highly ambiguous syntactic
structures such as noun compounds, conjunctions, and prepositional phrases;
retrieving texts from large; enhancing the productivity of computational linguists in
compiling lexicons of lexico-syntactic facts; enhancing the productivity of
lexicographers in identifying normal and conventional usage” (Church, Hanks, 1990).
The associative network, built as a result of mass associative experiments, reflects the
systematic connections between its elements, and the comparison of the language
picture of the world fragments, the model components allows to make conclusions on
the discrepancy both between meanings of components and their systematicity
(Ufimtseva, Balyasnikova, 2019).

From the above reasoning, we believe that the data obtained through a free-associative
experiment can be interpreted as a consciousness reflection of representatives from
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different cultures, and will reveal characteristics of linguistic consciousness and the
national and cultural specificity of a particular ethnos.

The aim of our study is to describe ways of conceptualizing nobility by speakers of
multi-structural languages and different cultures, modeling the associative field
“nobility” in the Russian and Kazakh languages, and identifying similarities and
differences in the conceptualization of nobility among representatives of Russian and
Kazakh linguistic cultures.

The importance of the study is justified by all the above-mentioned reasons, also by
the two-fold nature of the “nobility” concept, and the fact that there is not a single
word in the Kazakh language exactly corresponding to the Russian word
‘OmaropozctBo’ / nobility, or the English word ‘nobility.” In this connection, it is
interesting to explore and compare the concepts of nobility in the linguistic cultures of
the Russian and Kazakh ethnic groups and to identify its ethnic specificity in the
linguistic consciousness of native speakers of the Russian and Kazakh languages.
Attempts to probe into the concept of the nobility have been repeatedly made by such
eminent thinkers as D. Alighieri (2002), F. Nietzsche (2002, 2006), R. Dilts (1998).
The two principles of nobility, which are opposite to each other socially and ethically,
imply high origin and/or position and high moral qualities of people. The nobility of
man, according to European philosophers, presupposes high ethical and aesthetic
criteria of behavior, spiritual values, a hierarchy of desires and goals, self-discipline
and devotion to service.

Nobility is an extremely important notion for the representatives of the British ethnos
is defined as “the group of people belonging to the aristocracy, highest social class in
the country,” “the quality of being noble in character,” origin “noted, high born”
(Oxford Dictionary).

In the Russian language, the word nobility/6maropoxctso originally meant “origin
from a noble family” (Krylov, 2005), and then other meanings appeared: “good
manifestations of the inner essence of a person”, “following high moral principles”,
“looks, manners, elegance and grace, taste” (Dmitriev, 2003).

In the Kazakh language, there is no word incorporating all components of the word
‘nobility” semantics in Russian or English, so this non-identity of languages led to the
conduct of our research.

Methods

In order to identify the specter of images associated with the concept of nobility, a
psycholinguistic study was conducted among Russians and Kazakhs. The method of
obtaining data was a free-associative experiment with the registration of answers
given to the verbal stimulus “nobility.” The results are presented in the form of an
associative field where we distinguish the nucleus, near, far, and outer periphery,
compiled on the basis of frequency analysis of the respondents’ reactions. By
cognitive analysis of the associative field “nobility” in the Russian and Kazakh
languages, semantic zones in its structure are distinguished. To determine the
universal and specific components in the associative field “nobility,” we used a
comparative method for analyzing the experimental results obtained in the two
languages.

Results and Discussion

Students from the Samara State University of Social Sciences and Education, Samara,
Russia (SGSPU), and West Kazakhstan Marat Ospanov Medical University, Aktobe,
the Republic of Kazakhstan (ZKMU) took part in the free-associative experiment. The
parallel experiment was conducted in the two higher educational institutions in
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November 2018. Participants were speakers of Russian (students of SGSPU, Russia)
and Kazakh (students of ZKMU, the Republic of Kazakhstan). The total number of
respondents is 136 people aged 17-23 years, of which 46 respondents are Russians,
and 90 respondents are Kazakhs.

The stimulus NOBILITY was offered orally. The respondents issued in writing the
first associations with it that came to mind. The number of reactions was not limited.
Based on the frequency of lexical associations, the core (identified by reactions from
more than 20% of subjects), the near periphery (10%-20%), the far periphery (<10%),
and the outer periphery (individual associates) were determined.

In the course of the free-associative experiment with Russian respondents, we
received 479 associative reactions, 196 of which are different (see Table 1).

Table 1: The associative field of the stimulus NOBILITY in the Russian linguistic
consciousness

Core “Yects” honour (58,57%), ‘aectaocts’ honesty, ‘peiuaps’ knight (43,48%),
more  than | ‘momomp’ aid (36,96%), ‘mocrommcteo’ dignity (28,3%), ‘moGpora’
20% kindness, ‘nocrynox’ deed (23,9%), ‘orara’ courage (21,7%).

Near ‘Myxumuna’ man (17,4%), ‘apascreerrocts’ morality (15,2%), ‘mo6nects’
periphery valour (13,1%), ‘Benmkomymme’ generosity, ‘Pooun I'yn’ Robin Hood
10%-20% (13,1%), ‘mo6po’ kindness, ‘momsur’ feat, ‘yBaskenue’ respect, ‘xapaxrep’

character, ‘peiapcrso’ chivalry, ‘cmenocts’ courage (10,9%).

Far periphery | ‘Pemkocts (B coBpemennom wMupe) Rarity (in the modern world),
less than | ‘GeckopbicTHOCTB unselfishness, ‘BocHUTaHHE’ upbringing,
10% ‘crpaBemIMBOCTE’  justice, ‘xpaGpocts’ bravery, ‘uemoBex’ human,
‘menpocts’ generosity, ‘nopsizounocts’ decency (8,7%), ‘cpenHeBeKoBbe’
middle ages, ‘ym” mind, ‘ycrymumsocts’ pliability, ‘mopans’ morality,
‘My)XecTBO’ courage, ‘orBerctBeHHOCTH  responsibility, ‘moxeprBoBanme’
donation, ‘GrarorBopurensHoCcTh’ Charity, ‘Benmume aymun’ greatness of
soul, ‘repoit’ hero, ‘BosBbimennocts’ Sublimity, ‘Ilerp I'pumer’ Pyotr
Grinev, ‘A. Bonkonckmii’ A. Bolkonsky, (6,5%), ‘repomsm’ heroism,
‘gexmmuBocTs’  politeness, ‘Benmume’ greatness, ‘BocmuTaHHOCTH' QoO0d
manners, ‘apucrokpatus’  aristocracy, ‘6eccrpamme’  fearlessness,
‘Ge3Bo3Me3tHOCTE” gratuitousness, ‘Beicokomepue’ arrogance, ‘IBOpSHUH’
nobleman, ‘obpoxerens’ virtue, )KEPTBEHHOCTD’ sacrifice,
‘untemnurentHocts’  refinement, ‘kadecrtBo wemoBexka’ human quality,
‘mo6oBs’ love, ‘mama’ mother, ‘mmocepmue’ mercy, ‘00pa3oBaHHOCTH
education, ‘myzapocts’ wisdom, ‘meicis’ thought, ‘Hacrosiumii Mmyxunsa /
HacTosuii 4enosek’ real man, ‘mpaBuinsno’ correct, ‘crarmocts’ loftiness,
‘mporutoe”  past, ‘camootBepxennocts’  Selflessness,  ‘camoormaua’
devotion, ‘ceer’ light, ‘cembs’ family, ‘camonoxeprosanue’ self-sacrifice,
‘cuma’ strength, ‘ckasku’ fairy-tales, ‘coBects’ conscience, ‘Marp Tepesa’
Mother Teresa, ‘3 mymkerepa’ 3 Musketeers, ‘3 Gorartsips’ the three

bogatyrs (4,34%).
Outer ‘AkkyparHocts’  accuracy, ‘amprpymsm’ altruism, ‘Gmaro’  blessing,
periphery ‘Oeccmpiciiennbie  Tpamuimm®  Senseless traditions, ‘Gmarme wmemn’ good
Individual purposes, ‘GrarogapHocts’ gratitude, ‘Giaropasymue’ prudence, ‘GoraTsips’

associations bogatyr, ‘Bepuocts’ loyalty, ‘B3rmsx’ glance, ‘Boimb’  Wars,
‘gonontepcrBo’ volunteering, ‘Bocrurars wyBcTBO® nurture a feeling, ‘scem
cmeptsiM Haszno® in spite of all deaths, ‘Beibop” choice, ‘Beicokuii pox’ high
birth, XUTPOCTDH cunning, ‘3aHOCUMBOCTB arrogance,
‘BeicokonpaBctBennbiii” highly moral, ‘spaa’ doctor, ‘B xposu’ in blood,
‘romybast kpoBb® blue blood, ‘ropmast ciuna’ proud back, ‘ropmocts’ pride,
‘roroBHOCTh MATH a0 Konua® Willingness to go to the end, ‘map’ gift,
‘mkentipMen’  gentleman, ‘memsrum’ money, ‘monr’ duty, ‘moGpoe
nposiiieHne yenoseka’ good manifestation of a person, ‘menats 106po’ do
good, ‘nemats Bce kauectBenno’ do everything qualitatively, ‘nobpoe neno’
good deed, ‘npy3es’ friends, ‘myma’ soul, “xeprBoBats coGoii’ sacrifice
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yourself, “xuns3up’ life, ‘3amuruts neBymky or xymauranos’ protect a girl
from bullies, ‘sammrauk’ protector, ‘smopossie meru’ healthy children,
‘3Hanme mpasmt mopanu’ knowledge of morality rules, ‘unanBumyammsm’
individualism, ‘uckpernocts’ sincerity, ‘kopoins’ King, ‘nurepartypa (Boiina
u mup, 3 mymkerepa, Aiienro)’ literature (War and Peace, 3 Musketeers,
Ivanhoe), ‘muuanocts’ personality, ‘mromm, xoTOpble OepyT JKHBOTHBIX W3
nputoros’ people who take animals from shelters, ‘mup’ peace, ‘Henanexuii’
narrow-minded, ‘mesaBucumocts’ independence, ‘o6pa3’ image, ‘ornaua’
return, ‘otkpeITocTh’ Openness, ‘orunomenue’ attitude, ‘orcyrcrBue crpaxa
cmepri’ no fear of death, ‘omopa’ support, ‘noxapuux’ fireman, ‘moxsion’
bow, ‘mokopmuts Ge3nomuoro kora’ feed a homeless cat, ‘mone’ field,
‘momorns Hykmatommmes’ help the needy, ‘momors comepruky’ help to a
rival, ‘momousr mpoxoxemy’ help to a passerby, ‘morpeGHOCTH’ nheed,
‘npenannocts’  dedication, ‘mpumeps’ examples, ‘npunnun’ principle,
‘mpupoza’ nhature, ‘mpuTBOpCTBO’ pretense, ‘mpomcxoxaenue’  Origin,
‘mpocrora’ simplicity, ‘mporsHyTs pyky momomm’ lend a helping hand,
‘npodeccronanusm’ professionalism, ‘myts” way, ‘padora’ work, ‘pazym’
mind, ‘paccymurenbuocts’ discretion, ‘puck’ risk, ‘Pommma’ Motherland,
‘pomuTenu’ parents, ‘cBexuii B3rsiq Ha unele Bemu’ fresh view of other
things, ‘ceemnsiii’ light, ‘cesaroit’ holy, ‘cepaue’ heart, ‘cunsis kposs® blue
blood, ‘ckpommocts’ modesty, ‘ckpymymnésmocts’  scrupulousness,
‘cobpanHoCTs’ concentration, ‘commar’ soldier, ‘cracats’ save, ‘cacTu U3
noxapa’ rescue from fire, ‘cnacru or Oammuros’ save from thugs,
‘cmocobuocTh o6opoTh crpax’ ability to overcome fear, ‘crmne xuzHn’
lifestyle, ‘cymecrBoBanmue’ existence, ‘reprnmumocts’ tolerance, ‘tutya’ title,
‘tpyn’ work, ‘ysepentnocts’ confidence, ‘yceiosnenue’ adoption, ‘ymenue
yroguts’ ability to please, ‘ypoku murepatypsl B mikorne’ literature lessons
at school, ‘ycrapesmmii’ outdated, ‘Bermenmmit 3 moaer’ out of fashion,
‘ycrymuth 6abymike mMecto B Mapumpytke’ give an old woman a seat in a
minibus, ‘yaurens’ teacher, ‘bumsmsr’ films, ‘cymeprepon’ superheroes,
‘Goun  Yymnman Xamarosoit, Koucrantnna Xabenckoro’ Chulpan
Khamatova and Konstantin Khabensky Foundations, ‘xopormne mamepst’
good manners, ‘gecromobue’ ambition, ‘umcrora pasyma’ purity of mind,
‘uBetok pomamika’ chamomile flower, ‘uenomynpue’ chastity, ‘uennocts’
value, ‘ou Kuxor’ Don Quixote, ‘Unes Mypomen” llya Muromets, ‘Comnst
MapmenamoBa  («IIpectymuieHne u Hakasanue»)” Sonya  Marmeladova
(Crime and Punishment), ‘anko («Crapyxa W3epruib»)’, Danko (The Old
Woman lIsergil), ‘Cycamun’ Susanin, ‘Tapac Byms6a’ Taras Bulba,
‘Kamnranckas nouka’ The Captain's Daughter.

Source: authors

As a result of the cognitive analysis of the associative field “nobility” in the Russian
language we distinguished the following semantic zones where the order of the
components is determined by their number. Associations in semantic zones are given
in decreasing order of their frequency:

Moral personality traits (uects / honour (27), wecrmocts / honesty (20),
nocrounctso / dignity (13), no6pora / kindness (11), upascreennocts / morality (7),
Benukoxyiue / generosity (6), yeaxenue / respect (5), xapakrep / character (5),
Bocrimranue / upbringing (4), menpocts / generosity (4), nopsmounocts / decency (4),
cripaBemuBoCTh / justice (4), yerymuusocts / pliability (3), Bennuue myum / greatness
of soul (3), mopans / morality (3), orsercreennocts / responsibility (3), Bexxmusocts /
politeness (2), BocmmrTanHocts / good manners (2), coeects / conscience (2),
sxepTBeHHOCTH / Sacrifice (2), mobponerens / virtue (2), kagecrBo uenoseka / human
quality (2), mo6oss / love (2), munocepaue / mercy (2), akkyparHocts / accuracy,
aneTpymsm / altruism, Gimaropasymue / prudence, Giarogapuocts / gratitude, BepHocts
/ loyalty, BeicokonpasctBennbiii / highly moral, no6poe nposiBnenue uenoseka / good
manifestation of a person, Bocrurate uyscrBo / cultivate a feeling, monr / duty,
unauBuayammsM [ individualism, wuckpennocts / sincerity, HesaBucumocts /[
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independence, mpemannocts / devotion, cestoit / holy, ckpomuocts / modesty,
ckpymynésHocts / scrupulousness, cobpannocts / concentration, Ttepmumocts /
tolerance, ysepennocts / confidence, mpocrora / simplicity, uennocrs / value, ymenne
yromuts / ability to please, orkpeitocts / Openness, xopomme Manepbl / good
manners, uesomyapue / chastity);

Courage (orsara / courage (10), mo6necrs / valour (6), cmemocts / courage (5),
xpabpocts / bravery (4), mysxxecrso / courage (3), repoii / repoii Boiinsl / hero / war
hero (3), 6eccrpamme / fearlessness (2), camoorsep:kennocts / selflessness (2),
repousm / heroism (2), ability to overcome fear / cnoco6HOCTh TOGOPOTH CTpax, cuia
/ strength, no fear of death / orcyrcreue crpaxa cmeprw, in spite of all deaths / Bcem
CMEpTSIM Ha3JIo0);

Intelligence, education (ym / mind (3), meicis / thought (2), uaTemmrentHoCTS /
culture (2), myapocts / wisdom (2), o6pasosannocts / education (2), cser / light (2),
npasuibHO / correct (2), sHanue mpauin mopanu / knowledge of rules of morality,
paszym / mind, paccyaurensHocth / reasonableness, ceexuii B3risia Ha HHbIC Bely / @
fresh view of others things, ceerusiii / light, opinion / B3rusin, orHomenue / attitude,
npunuun / principle, npodeccuonamusm / professionalism, morpe6rocts / need,
BeiOOp / choice, menate Bce kauectBenHo / do everything qualitatively, uucrora
pasyma / purity of mind);

Deed (moxepreoBanue / donation (32), momomurs / aid (17), mocrymok / deed (11),
noopo / good (5), feat / momsur (5), GeckopsictHocTs / unselfishness (4),
GuarorBopurenbaocts /  charity (3), GesBosmesmmocts [/ gratuitousness (2),
camootaua / dedication (2), camonoxeprosanue / self-sacrifice (2 ), ornaua / return,
yerynuth 6abymike mecro B mapuipyrke / give an old woman a place in a minibus,
criacath / save, cnactu u3 noxapa / rescue from fire, cmacru or 6anguros / save from
thugs, mokopmuts Ge3momuoro kora / feed a homeless cat, momoms Hyxmarouumcst /
help the needy, momous npoxoxemy / help to a passerby, mpotsiHyTb pyKy oMoy /
lend a helping hand, crums sxusuu [/ lifestyle, cymecrBoBanue / existence,
yeetnoierne / adoption, momorus comepuuxy / help to a rival, omopa / support,
nokiion / bow, tpym / work, Gmaro / good, Gmarue wmemu / good purposes,
Bosontepctio / volunteering, roroBHocts maru a0 kouna / willingness to go to the
end, memate mobpo / do good, mobpoe memo / good deed, sammrHuk / protector,
xepTBOBaTh coboii / sacrifice yourself, samuTuts neBymky ot xyauraHos / protect a
girl from bullies);

Origin, position (psiuaps / knight (20), peiaperso / knighthood (5), Bo3BbIeHHOCTD
/ sublimity (3), apucrokparus / aristocracy (2), Benuuue / greatness (2), aBopsiaus /
nobleman (2), mpoucxoxmenune / origin, cunsist kposs / blue blood, xopoms / King,
rony6Gas kposb / (light) blue blood, Beicokuit pox / high birth, tury:n / title, B kposu /
in blood);

Appearance (crataocts / loftiness (2), ropaas cnimna / proud back);

Time (peakocts B coBpemeHHoM wmupe / a rarity in the modern world (3),
cpenuerekoBbe / the Middle Ages (3), npouutoe / the past (2), ycrapesumii / outdated,
Boireamuit u3 mozpl / out of fashion);

Profession (yuurens / teacher, nosxapuuk / fireman, spau / doctor);

Subject (myxunna / man (8), genosek / human (4), muunocts / personality, mama /
mother (2), macrosimuit My>xurnHa / Hacrosimuii yenosek / real man (2), cemss / family
(2), 3mopossie neru / healthy children, moau, koTopsie 6epyT KUBOTHBIX U3 IPHUIOTOB
/ people who take animals from shelters, pogurenu / parents, conzar / soldier, npy3ps
/ friends, mxentismen / gentleman, 6orateips / bogatyr);

Object (cxasku / fairy tales (2), ypoxu nureparypst B mikone / literature lessons at
school, Poguna / Motherland, ¢unemer / films, cymeprepou / superheroes, domg
Yynnan XamaroBo#f, Koncrautmna XaGenckoro / Chulpan Khamatova, and
Konstantin  Khabensky foundations, tBerox pomamka / chamomile flower,
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nuteparypa (Boiina u mup, 3 mymkerepa, Aiisenro) / literature (War and Peace, 3
Musketeers, lvanhoe), nap / gift, neasru / money, Boiinsr / wars, sxusus / life, mup /
peace, ayma / soul, o6pa3 / image, nosne / field, npupona / nature, myts / way, paGora /
work, puck / risk, cepaue / heart, mpumepst / examples);

Characters (Pooun I'yn / Robin Hood (6), Ilerp I'punes / Pyotr Grinev (3), A.
Boskouckuii / A. Bolkonsky (3), Mars Tepesa / Mother Teresa (2), 3 mymikerepa / 3
Musketeers (2), 3 6orateips / 3 Bogatyrs (2), Const Mapmenanosa («IIpectymieHue u
Hakazanue» / Sonya Marmeladova (“Crime and Punishment”), Jauko («Crapyxa
Nsepruiby) / Danko (“The Old Woman Izergil”), on Kuxor / Don Quixote, Nnbst
Mypomenr / llya Muromets, Cycanun / Susanin, Tapac Byms6a / Taras Bulba,
Kanuranckas nouka / The Captain's Daughter);

Negative connotations (Beicokomepue / arrogance (2), uecromobue / ambition,
nputBopcTBO / pretense, nemanekuit / narrow-minded, ropaocts / pride, xurpocts /
cunning, s3anocuuBoCTh / arrogance, OeccMbicieHHbIe Tpaguiuu / meaningless
traditions).

The recorded reactions to the stimulus NOBILITY in the Kazakh language are 183
units, reduced to 41 associates, 16 of which are single (see Table 2).

Table 2: Associative field of the stimulus NOBILITY in the Kazakh linguistic
consciousness

Core ‘Kaiisipsivapiaelk” mercy (31.1%), “xakcsuibik’ kindness (20%).

Near ‘Metiipimainix’ compassion, affection (15.6%), ‘kemek Oepy, KOm YIIBIH

periphery co3y’ aid, help (14,5%), “xomaptteik’ generosity (13,3%), ‘amamrepurinik’
humanity (11,1%), ‘wuri ic’ good deed (10%).

Far ‘Anangeik’ honesty (8.9%), “xaHamsIpisik’ care (6.7%), ‘yiIkeHre KypMer’

periphery respect to elders, ‘pmsambuiblK’ appreciation, ‘napexeni’ position, degree

(5.6%), ‘moprebe’ authority, fame, status, ‘paxpIMIIBUIABIK’ mercy,
‘kapanaibIMabUIBIK. modesty (4.5%), ‘anrbic’ gratitude, ‘KaMKOpJIBIK care,
‘mapacarthl’ judicious, ‘kypmerti’ honorable, ‘Gek3ar’ aristocrat, noble, a
man of noble birth (3.4%), ‘rexti’ well-born, noble (3.4%), ‘Topbuemi’
educated, ‘umanmpUIBIK’ righteousness, ‘mananbik’ wisdom (2.2%).

Outer ‘Akcyiiex’ aristocrat, Chingizid, ‘araxrer’ famous, ‘ceiiiner’ honorable,
periphery ‘Oemenmi’ authoritative, influential, ‘xemipim’ forgiveness, ‘Gaiicanapuibik’
restraint, “xypexrtiH MOpTTiri’ generosity, ‘iLirHmar’ courtesy, ‘imiki xaH
nyHueHiH Oaiinbirsl’ richness of inner world, ‘oxmin’ fair, ‘oiibl ammik’
reasonable, ‘Oatbun’ fearless, ‘ynrini ic xacay kacueri’ ability for exemplary
actions, ‘KOFaMIIbIK JKepjie 3/epiH ycrail Oiny’ ability to behave in society,
‘Kaiicapiblk’ courage, determination, ‘Tycinyminik’ understanding.

Source: authors

The following zones are defined in the associative field “nobility” in the Kazakh
language:

Moral personality traits (xaiisipsiMaputsix / mercy (28), sxakcbuibik / Kindness (18),
Mmeitipimainik / compassion, affection (14), sxomaprreik / generosity (12),
amamrepuriik / humanity (10), aganaeik / honesty (8), yixenre xypmer / respect to
elders (5), pusamsuibik / appreciation (5), amrsic / gratitude (3), paxsiMmbLLIBIK /
mercy (4), kapanaiisiMabuisik / modesty (4), Topoueni / educated (2), umasabUIBIK /
righteousness (2), xewripim / forgiveness, Gaiicanapuibik / restraint, sxypextie MopTTiri
/ generosity, intunar / courtesy, imki sxaH ayHueHiH Gainbirel / richness of inner
world, axin / fair, Tycinyminik / understanding);

Courage (6arsut / fearless, xaiicapibix / courage, determination);

Intelligence, education (mapacarter / judicious (3), mamamsik / wisdom (2), oiibt
ambIk / reasonable, yirini ic sxacay kacueri / ability for exemplary actions, koramapik
xKepJe e3/epin ycraii 6imy / ability to behave in society)
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Deed (xemex Gepy / aid, xom ymsie co3dy / help (13); uri ic / good deed (9),
saHatbIpiibIK / care (6), kamxopJsik / care (3);

Origin, position (mzopexemni / position, degree (5), mopre6e / authority, fame, status
(4), xypmerri / honorable (3), 6ekzat / aristocrat, noble, a man of noble birth (3), Texri
/ well-born, noble (2), akcyiiex / aristocrat, Chingizid, arakrer / famous, ceritbr /
honorable, 6exemnmi / authoritative, influential).

Let us consider general and specific components in the structure of the semantic field
“nobility” in the Russian and Kazakh languages. Among the semantic zones selected
in Russian, the most voluminous are the Moral personality traits (34.03%), Deed
(22.55%), Courage (8.8%), and Origin, position (8.56%). Consequently, in the
Russian linguistic consciousness nobility implies high morality, good deeds, courage
and reference to a noble origin.

Along with this, awareness of high position and greatness is rooted in people's minds
and can manifest itself externally (0.63%), as well as culture and education (5.85%).
Nobility includes characters of famous literary works, sacrificing themselves for the
good of society and showing courage (5.4%). Moreover, professions of teacher,
doctor, fireman imply nobility too (0.63%). Attention should be paid to the fact that
negative components have also been identified in the semantics of nobility: arrogance,
pride, haughtiness, etc. (1.88%).

It follows from the obtained data that nobility in the Kazakh linguistic consciousness
is objectified, first of all, by the moral personality traits (66.7%), deeds (16.94%) and
high origin, position (10.9%). In addition, the nobility of a person, according to the
associative reactions of the Kazakh respondents, includes culture (4.37%) and courage
(1.09%) (see Table 3).

Table 3: General and specific components of nobility in the Russian and Kazakh
linguistic consciousness

Zones Russian Kazakh

Quantity % Quantity %
Moral personality traits 163 34,03 122 66,7
Deeds 108 22,55 31 16,94
Courage 42 8,8 2 1,09
Origin, position 41 8,56 20 10,9
culture, education 28 5,85 8 4,37
Fictional characters 26 54 - -
Subjects 25 5,2 - -
Objects 22 4,59 - -
Time 9 1,88 - -
Negative connotations 9 1,88 - -
Profession 3 0,63 - -
Appearance 3 0,63 - -
Total 479 100 183 100

Source: authors

Conclusions

We believe that this psycholinguistic (free-associative) experiment aimed at
identifying the semantics of the word ‘nobility’ in the minds of representatives of the
Russian and Kazakh ethnic groups, is a valuable source of information and an
effective tool for determining the content of concepts in different-structured, non-
identical languages. It is also efficient in studying ethnical specificity of nations,
contributing to understanding and successful intercultural interaction between
representatives of different linguocultures.

The associative experiment showed that ‘nobility’ in Russian has an extensive
associative field (479 reactions), which proves its importance for the Russian
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linguistic consciousness. A number of individual reactions testify to the significant
role of the subjective perception of nobility by native speakers of Russian. The
significantly smaller amount of the associative field “nobility” in the linguistic
consciousness of the Kazakhs speakers (183 reactions) is explained by the complexity
of defining the semantics of the word ‘nobility,” which has no equivalent in the
Kazakh language.

The associative field in both languages is divided into meaningful zones without the
remainder. The associative field “nobility” in the Russian language has 12 semantic
zones that characterize various aspects of understanding nobility by representatives of
the Russian ethnos: “moral personality traits”, “deeds”, “courage”, “origin, position”,
“intelligence, education”, "characters", "subject", "object", "time", '"negative
connotations”, "profession”, "appearance". In the Kazakh language, the associative
field is formed of 5 semantic zones: “moral personality traits,” “deeds,” “origin,
position,” “culture, education,” “courage,” which are common for both languages.
When comparing two associative fields, the quantitative asymmetry of semantic zones
and their associates is noteworthy. The most voluminous semantic zone in the
associative field “nobility” in two languages is the group that includes moral qualities
of a person. The most prominent components of this zone in the Russian language is
honour (16.6%), honesty (12.3%), dignity (7.98%), and in Kazakh -
“KalbIPBIMABLIBIK” / mercy (22.95%), xakcbuibik / Kindness (14.76%), meitipimainik /
compassion, affection (11.48%), sxomaprreik / generosity (9.8%), amamrepruinik /
humanity (8.2%).

Thus, ‘nobility’ in linguistic consciousness of speakers of the Russian and Kazakh
languages is, in the first place, objectified by moral qualities, good deeds, daring, and
denotes high position or origin as well.
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