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Abstract: The article discusses connotative meaning as an integral component of a word's
semantic structure, alongside its denotative and grammatical elements. It explores the distinction
between speech connotation and language connotation, as well as the concept of linguistic personality,
in its examination of connotation.
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The exploration of connotation's essence and importance is a key focus in modern semasiology.
Connotative meanings enhance a word's semantic structure by introducing underlying or implied
meanings beyond its literal definition. Various scholars, including V.V. Vinogradov, M.A. Krongauz,
and V. N. Telia, have presented differing perspectives on connotation's interplay with denotation, its
structural aspects, typology, functions, and its comparative and cognitive exploration. Modern
semasiology focuses on the importance of connotation and its significance in understanding the full
semantic structure of a word. Connotative meanings go beyond the literal definition, introducing
implied or suggested layers of meaning. Various linguists, both local and foreign, have explored the
relationship between connotation and denotation, typology, structure, functions, and comparative and
cognitive aspects of word connotation, including V.V. Vinogradov, M.A. Krongauz, V. N. Telia, I. V.
Arnold, V. I. Shakhovsky, E. S. Aznaurova, A. V. Filippov, Z. D. Popova, I. A. Sternin, L. A.
Sergeeva, V. I. Goverdovsky, V. N. Manakin, A. N. Prikhodko, among others.

Connotation enhances the meaning of a word by introducing additional emotional, cultural, or societal
associations that can impact how the word is interpreted beyond its literal definition. This extra layer
of meaning helps to convey subtleties, tone, and nuances in communication.

However, there are notable discrepancies among esteemed researchers on key aspects of this topic. For
example, regarding the role of connotation in the meaning structure of a word, there are starkly
contrasting views. N. F. Alefirenko observes that there are prevailing disagreements among
semasiologists on the linguistic nature of connotation. One example he provides is the opposing
perspectives on whether connotation is an integral part of the "semantic content of nominative units"
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(E. S. Aznaurova, I. V. Arnold, V. N. Telia, V. I. Shakhovsky) or if connotation is not a fundamental
component of linguistic semantics (Yu. D. Apresyan, N. G. Komlev, D. N. Shmelev).

Enriching the semantic structure of words, connotation adds emotional, cultural, or social layers that
can impact how the word is interpreted beyond its basic meaning. Despite differences among esteemed
researchers' viewpoints, connotation’s role within the meaning structure of words remains a topic of
ongoing debate. This lack of a comprehensive theory on connotative meaning highlights the
significance of further research in this area.

The absence of a comprehensive theory on the connotative meaning of words highlights the
importance of our research. Determining the linguistic status of connotation poses a significant
problem, the resolution of which would contribute to advancing various fields such as general and
comparative linguistics, translation studies, psychosemantics, cultural linguistics, intercultural
communication, cognitive linguistics, and other related disciplines. Before examining how connotative
meaning interacts with other facets of a word's meaning, it is essential to define the boundaries of the
term “semantic structure of a word."

Despite the longstanding usage of the term "semantic structure of a word™ in linguistics, it is crucial to
acknowledge the existence of multiple interpretations of this concept. The infiltration of terms from
fields like logic, psychology, and philosophy has resulted in a dilution of the original linguistic
terminology system. Consequently, there are now several parallel terms or differing definitions for the
same term, leading to variability in the representation of the "semantic structure of the word."

M.A. Krongauz employs the term to refer to a network of meanings associated with a polysemous
word. When discussing the relationships between the various meanings of a lexeme, known as lexical-
semantic variants, the author identifies three primary types of connections: radial, chain, and mixed.
Krongauz emphasizes that word meanings form a complex structure and distinguishes between a
"prototypical” meaning and "derived" meanings, a classification that aligns with A. A. Potebnya's
theory of immediate and further word meanings.

Similarly, V. V. Levitsky offers his perspective on the semantic makeup of a word, describing it as a
multi-layered structure composed of several hierarchically linked substructures. These substructures
include semantics, which pertains to information regarding the denotation of objects and phenomena in
the external world; pragmatics, which deals with knowledge about communication conditions; and
syntactics, which involves information on the rules governing sign usage.

Amidst the varying interpretations of the term "semantic structure of a word,” scholars like M.A.
Krongauz and V. V. Levitsky offer insights into the intricate organization of word meanings. They
highlight the connections between different meanings of a word and the hierarchical relationships
within its semantic structure.

The concept of the "semantic structure of a word" can also refer to the internal arrangement of the
meanings of a polysemous word and the connections between the elements of the meaning of derived
words. The aim of our research is to ascertain the role of connotative meaning within the semantic
framework of a word.

In our investigation, we interpret this term as a complex structure that mirrors the essence of a
linguistic symbol's meaning. Within the framework of the meaning of a word, we identify grammatical
and subject-logical constituents as the primary elements. Considering their significance in shaping a
word's meaning and their potential for dissection into individual elements, we will refer to them as
macrocomponents in future discussions. These two macrocomponents form the core of the semantic
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structure of the word, with each capable of being further divided into denotative and significative
components: grammatical denotation and signification, along with denotative and significative
elements of the subject-logical part of a word's meaning, respectively.

Defining connotation as additional nuanced information attached to words, experts like O.S.
Akhmanova and I.A. Sternin shed light on the various dimensions of connotative meaning,
encompassing expressive, emotional, evaluative, and stylistic elements. The complexity of connotation
is evident in the divergent approaches taken by scholars in understanding this linguistic phenomenon.

Recognizing connotation as a vital macrocomponent intertwined with lexical and phraseological
meanings, researchers emphasize its interaction with significative-denotative components. The
evaluative aspect of connotation, explored by scholars such as A.V. Kunin and L.E. Kruglikova,
underscores the diverse facets of connotative meanings in language.

I.A. Sternin, in his publication "Issues in Analyzing Word Meaning Structures," offers the following
definition of evaluation: "The evaluative aspect of a linguistic symbol's meaning involves a positive or
negative judgment inherent in the word's meaning. During analysis, it is crucial not to equate the
evaluative aspect of a word with its accuracy or truthfulness in usage; the judgment implied by the
word may not align with reality." Sternin highlights the subjective nature of evaluation, emphasizing
that an individual, as an evaluating "subject,” possesses a unique worldview and socio-cultural values
that may differ from those of society at large.

Simultaneously, various scholars argue for the objective nature of the evaluative component, which
draws on the collective social experiences of a linguistic community and the established norms within
it. This duality underscores the complexity of evaluation. In our research, we will align with E.F.
Arsentyeva's perspective, which posits that "evaluativeness can be defined as the individual's stance
toward the object being named as encoded in language."

Here are a few instances illustrating connotative implications in various settings:

1. "Returning to my cozy home after a long day at work feels like a warm hug." In this scenario, the
word "home" can symbolize warmth, security, and comfort, eliciting emotions of safety and
belonging.

2. "l can't trust him; he's always been a snake in the grass.” Here, the term "snake" typically implies
deceit or betrayal, indicating a negative or untrustworthy nature.

3. "The firefighter's heroic actions in rescuing the family from the burning building were truly brave."
Describing someone as "brave™ can connote courage, boldness, or valor, reflecting admiration for
their deeds.

4. "As | gazed at the serene blue ocean, | felt a deep sense of peace and tranquility wash over me."”
The color blue can denote calmness, tranquility, or sadness, varying based on the context of its
usage. These connotations enhance the complexity and depth of understanding conveyed by words
and concepts.

In analyzing connotation within different contexts, the subtle yet powerful associations attached to
words like "home," "snake," "brave," and colors like "blue" showcase how connotations contribute to
nuanced interpretations and emotional depth in communication.

Overall, connotation within nominative units pertains to the additional meanings, emotions, and
associations linked with individual expressions or linguistic structures beyond their literal
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interpretations. Comprehending these connotations is essential for effective communication and
deciphering language across diverse cultural and societal contexts.

Understanding the connotative dimensions of words is essential for effective communication across
diverse cultural and social settings, facilitating a more profound comprehension of language nuances
and subtleties.
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