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ABSTRACT

The article provides succinct general analytical and critical overview of macro categories, i.e.
macro fields in linguistics. Each analyzed macro category (or macro field, system, complex,
approach, standpoint, methodology) is treated as a separate integral strategy in linguistic
research domain.
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INTRODUCTION

The macro categorical (field) approach towards language reveals both local and global
connections between language elements. Therefore, this trend remains one of the main directions
of modern linguistics.

There are currently several macro category (field) theories in linguistics. The principal ones are
conceptual category theory, grammatical-lexical field theory, functional-semantic category
(field) theory, typological category theory.

The conceptual category theory was developed by the famous Russian linguist created by
I.1.Meshchaninov [Meshchaninov, 1945]. A concept category represents a particular concept
using lexical, morphological, or syntactic paradigm units. According to l.I.Meshchaninov,
subject and predicate are categories of concepts. However, they are expressed in the syntactic
device of the sentence, have language, and become cut grammatical concepts. The relationship
between the categories of concept and the categories of language is described in LlI.
Meshchaninov describes: “Conceptual categories can enter into vocabulary, syntax and
morphology, and only when they are revealed in the formal side of syntax, morphology, they
become grammatical concepts” [Meshchaninov, 1945].

The theory of grammatical-lexical field was developed by Russian linguists E.V.Gulyga,
E.l.Shendels. They explain the grammatical-lexical field as follows: “...a set of various means of
a grammatical and lexical level designed to express and name common meanings that are
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interconnected not by random relationships, but by relationships that make it possible to establish
certain patterns” [['ymbira, [llenaensc, 1969: 184].

According to E. V. Gulyga and
E. I. Schendels, the grammatical-lexical field has the following characteristics:

1. A set of tools in different paradigms that interact systematically with each other. Upon
entering the field, these vehicles remain part of the field.

2. The general meaning that applies to the parts of the field, to one degree or another.

3. The division of a common meaning into two opposite or polar meanings and their formation of
a micro field.

4. The non-uniformity, complexity of the area and the possibility of assuming it as horizontal and
vertical sections.

In the horizontal position lie the micro fields, which are the semantic fields. For example, the
“grammatical field of time” consists of three parts: the field of the present tense, the field of the
past tense, and the field of the future tense.

The field is wider than synonymous series because it contains a variety of meanings that are
completely opposite to each other, even completely contradictory meanings.

In the vertical position lie the parts of the micro fields. They are part of both the macro-field and
the micro-field. The vertical structure of the area depends on the nature of the parts, the number
of plots and their location relative to each other.

Most are dominant in grammatical-lexical areas. The dominant field is such a part that it serves
as a special form to express that meaning. It expresses that meaning more clearly than other
forms and is used consistently. Dominance can belong to morphology, syntax, or lexicon. Each
micro field can have a dominant area, and even a non-dominant area. Around the dominant may
be the elements (parts) that are most closely related to it. Together they form the nucleus.
Elements far from the nucleus are located at the periphery of the field.

The multiplicity of elements allows them to participate in multiple areas, in which case they are
dominant in one area (micro field) and can also be a secondary medium in another area.

Field-forming tools may or may not be used together. When used together, one of them can
reinforce, concretize, weaken, assimilate, and transform the meaning of the other into a new
meaning. The method of component analysis (component analysis) is used to analyze the
meaning of the parts of the field. The theory of grammatical-lexical field can be used both in the
study of the same language and in the comparative study of languages [Gulyga, Shendels, 1969:
184].

Functional-semantic category (field) theory created by Russian linguist A.V.Bondarko. In his
early works, A.V.Bondarko called the macro-category a “functional-semantic category”
[Bondarko, 1971: 115], and in his later works he also called it a “functional-semantic field”
[Bondarko, 1976: 255].
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A.V.Bondarko describes the functional-semantic field as follows: “The functional-semantic field
is a complex category representing a system of heterogeneous language means that can interact
to perform certain semantic functions” [k.: borgapko, 1987: 242].

The functional-semantic field has content and expression plans, and these two plans are designed
by A.V.Bondarko described as follows: “The plan of expression includes the formal-structural
side of all those heterogeneous linguistic means that are elements of this field. The content plan
includes the meanings of these linguistic means - grammatical, lexical and lexical-grammatical
(in particular, word-building) meanings, covered by a common invariant semantic feature of this
field (meaning such features as the expression of temporal, modal, aspectual, voice relations, etc.
.). The content plan of the fields under consideration is a “system of systems” of differential
semantic features related to a certain semantic area (aspectivity, pledge, etc.)” [bornnapko, 1976:
255].

The semantic functions that make up the content plan of a functional-semantic field do not
belong to the category of concepts, but are related to and based on them. Therefore, here the
universal and kouniversal elements merge with each other [see: in the above source].

According to A.V.Bondarko, the functional-semantic field belongs to language, and the category
of concept to thought. Features of the functional-semantic field are as follows:

1. The presence of a general invariant semantic function in the language tools entering the field.

2. The interaction of not only the same grammatical and lexical elements, but even different
grammatical and lexical elements.

3. The presence of systems that have the following characteristics: a) center, periphery; b) the
gradual transition of elements of one field to another, their intersection with each other, the
common constituent parts.

To separate the center from the edge of the field and the edge of the field from the center,
A.V.Bondarko recommends the following five symbols that serve as criteria:

1. The accumulation of special characters that characterize a group (in the center) - sparse (in the
periphery).
2. Concentration of connections and relationships, the location of the same linguistic element at

the point of intersection of the lines connecting the group elements, the most opposition (in the
center) - the thinning of the network, weakening, more or less isolated (in the periphery).

3. Maximum high functional load (in the center) - reduction of such load (in the periphery).

4. The highest level of specialization (in the center) for the expression of a particular semantic
function of the same language means - a low level of specialization, which plays an additional
role in the implementation of that semantic function (in the periphery).

5. Constant and high-level repeated use of the same language element (in the center) - not
constant, but occasional use (in the periphery) [see: above work].

According to A.V.Bondarko, if there is a morphological category within the linguistic means
within the field, it forms the center of the field. The meaning of the morphological category is so
strong that it can define the core of that area. However, it should also be noted that the performer
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of such a task performs only the categorical meaning, not all the meanings of the morphological
category [see: above work].

Language can also have non-core functional-semantic fields. A microfield within a functional-
semantic field is a minimal element of a functional-semantic field. It can also have its own
expression and content plans.

Typological category theory elaborated by J.B.Buronov. According to the scholar, the
typological category theory was created primarily to compare languages, but it can also be used
in the study of a single language as well. In some places, the term “typological field” is used
instead [Buronov, 1973: 184].

The typological category has a typological meaning and a typological form. Typological
meaning is a general abstract linguistic meaning formed as a result of the interaction of
morphological, lexical, and syntactic units. Typological meaning has different paradigms, and
different paradigms of language are directly involved in its expression. It is based on a system of
two or more languages. Typological meaning includes grammatical and lexical meanings and is a
general meaning for the languages being compared [see: source above].

A typological form is a different paradigm unit that represents a typological meaning. The
invariants of the typological form are diverse and are represented by morphological, lexical, and
syntactic units. The means of forming a typological form consist of segment and suprasegment
morphemes in the morphological paradigm, word-forming affixes and independent lexical units
in the lexical paradigm, and phrases and sentences in the syntactic paradigm [see: above work].

The universal macrocategorical theories described above allow for a comprehensive study and
analysis of the composition of a particular linguistic macrocategory (macrofield).
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