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Abstract: This article discusses the theory of concept and related phenomena in modern cognitive
linguistics. In modern cognitive linguistics, great emphasis is given on the study of the essence of a
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concepts and terms. Consequently, the formation of concepts is related to the knowledge of the
world, the formation of perceptions about it.
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The concept of consciousness and Linguistic consciousness

Consciousness is a basic concept for many sciences - psychology, logic, physiology of nervous
activity, psychiatry, cybernetics, computer science, etc., and refers to the ability to replicate reality,
as well as the mechanisms and forms of such reproduction at different levels.

The mind tests not only man's knowledge of the external world, but also man's attitude to the world,
through his system of needs. *“It is these needs, interests, feelings that create a certain direction of a
person, his activity; the human mind not only reflects the world, but creates it.”*Consciousness is
the highest stage of thinking, as well as the highest function of the brain, which manifests in the
rational behavior of man. A person’s attention to internal processes reflects how much of his ability
to influence his mind as part of these processes. However, consciousness is the process of knowing
reality and knowledge because of this process. At the same time, the cognitive activity of the mind
begins with an emotional reflection of the world of things, their properties and relationships, and
then rises to the level of theoretical understanding. There are two types of consciousness: simple
and theoretical consciousness.

Normal consciousness is the lowest level of social consciousness. Simple consciousness is believed
to be *“insufficiently structured and unregulated, not a system of known concepts, and function as a
set of ideas, knowledge, feelings, evaluations, etc., that are necessary for people’s daily lives”.
Thus, both cognitive and value aspects are manifested in everyday consciousness, and because
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external connections and relationships exist for the ordinary mind, it cannot reflect the object with
all its depth and true integrity. It can only be done with a different level of consciousness. ”

Theoretical consciousness is the highest level of social consciousness. “Unlike ordinary
consciousness, theoretical consciousness goes beyond everyday life and external relations and seeks
to gain a deeper understanding of the nature of events using specially developed concepts and
theories. It succeeds as a result of rising above the data obtained directly in daily experience and
actively resorting to abstract thinking tools and specially designed methods, in which process the
properties or aspects of the object are important. The next movement of the mind is the ascent from
the individual abstract definitions to the complete exact repetition of the object".

Let us now turn to how the mind is defined in psychological and philosophical dictionaries. First,
dictionary definitions state that a person's mind allows him to understand, feel and reflect the
objective reality of his inner world. The term >"consciousness" is used in two senses: in the broadest
sense, consciousness is everything that exists in the mental world of man, and in the narrowest
sense, consciousness is something that can be realized and controlled by our "I". That's what | want.

In the ®“Psychological Dictionary" consciousness is understood as "the ultimate abstraction of
philosophy, psychology, sociology, and at the same time the eternal “problem.” It is emphasized
that consciousness is the ability to ideally replicate reality, which is incompatible with the perceived
content.

"In philosophical dictionaries we find the idea of consciousness, or “collection of intuition and
mental images,” which are characterized by knowing more or less clearly that I am a person
experiencing these images under normal circumstances; that is, the meaning of consciousness is
“experience” or man's S"ability to work with images of social interactions, actions with objects,
natural and cultural interactions separated from direct contact with people and acts of activity,"”
which determine the conditions, means, or as we have seen, all definitions show the quality of the
mind as the ability to ideally repeat truth, as reflected in thinking.

*The most important researchers of consciousness in Soviet psychology were A.N. Leontiev, S.L.
Rubinshteyn, and L.S. Vygotsky.

According to Leontiev, the components of consciousness appear as elements of the process of
perceiving objects of reality, resulting in a mental image of that object. "Consciousness in its
directness is a picture of the world that opens up to the subject, which includes itself, its actions and
states.” The function of the mind is the ability of the subject to act on the basis of the subjective
image that emerges. A.N., which characterizes consciousness. Leontiev emphasizes its consistency,
and in its psychological structure emphasizes meaning, personal meaning, and emotional textures
that give truth to the conscious image of the world. 1°At the same time, language reflects not the
objects and events of the surrounding reality, but their views, understandings, and interpretations
formed in the process of ethnos development, “it is a way to understand it from the real world. In
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addition, the word refers to differences in natural environment, history, and cultural traditions for
different ethnic groups

The image of the world is a reflection of the objective world in the human psyche, mediated by
objective meanings and relevant cognitive schemes, and is suitable for conscious reasoning, based
on the natural (geographical, climatic) conditions of the space occupied by a nation, it is called a set
of ideas about the world formed on the basis of the unity of the psychological composition and
peculiarities of thinking of each nation.''Defining the image of the world as "cosmo-psycho-logos"”,
Gachev, based on the natural (geographical, climatic) conditions of the space occupied by a nation,
formed on the basis of the unity of psychological features and thinking of this nation is a set of
ideas about the world. ”The group is characterized by specific systems of perception of the world.
They are formed on the basis of their own experience and traditions inherited from previous
generations in the process of practical activity of people.

The complexity of the so-called “image of the world” phenomenon. According to Leontiev, it is
very well explained. **Leontiev: “In my mind, there is a real object of consciousness and things at
the level of conscious management. Thus, the movement of the mind in the image of the world has
a stereometric character, not a planimetric one. There is depth in the mind. The image of the world
is multidimensional because the world itself is multidimensional. ”

Bparticularly, A.A. Leontiev suggests the following: “a) the immutability of the worldview due to
the socially developed support on which it is based (primarily, meanings) and, in turn, its society
(socio-cultural community, ethnic group). or for certain socio-cultural groups within that society; b)
a variant of the worldview - individual meanings, relationships and other components of personality
structureindividual-individual "seeing™" of the world by a particular person through the prism of
parts.

YV V. Krasnix distinguishes the following layers in the linguistic consciousness: “1) mythopoetic;
2) stereotypical; 3) information; 4) metaphorical. The stereotypical layer / layer represents both the
images and the situations associated with these images with real stereotypes. ” The analysis of
concepts carried out with the help of the scientific apparatus of linguistics and the study of the
conceptual structure of natural language provide sufficient reliable information about the universal
and ethnic features of any person's worldview. In linguistics, the generalization of views on the
concept and its definitions leads to the following conclusion: a concept is a unity of collective
consciousness that has a linguistic expression and is distinguished by ethno-spiritual values.

In conclusion from the above considerations, linguists often have a knowledge of all forms of
lexical and grammatical categories in which linguistic consciousness is represented by a limited set
of features in languages and clearly relates to certain conditions of their application interpret as a
package.
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