
ICARHSE 
International Conference on Advance Research in Humanities, Applied Sciences and 

Education  
Hosted from New York, USA 

https://conferencea.org                                                                                                          May 28th 2022  

 
515 

DIFFERENTIAL SIGNS OF PHRASEOLOGICAL UNITS OF 

THE RUSSIAN AND ENGLISH LANGUAGES. 
 

Ikromkhonova Maftuna Maksudjon kizi, 

student of master’s degree of Linguistics of English language, Ferghana State University, 

Ferghana, Uzbekistan, atun4ik@gmail.com 

 

Abstract. The work implies analyzing approaches to the identification of phraseological units 

as a special linguistic unit by researchers of Russian and English phraseology, to identify the 

features of structural and semantic types of phraseological units in the compared languages. 

 

Key words: phraseological unit, cultural linguistics, differential signs, linguoculturology, 

integral meaning, semantic integrity, idiomaticity. 

 

The actuality of the research is determined by the insufficient development of theoretical 

problems of phraseology and insufficient study of the semantics of phraseological units, which 

is reflected in the disagreements that take place in matters of composition, boundaries and 

methods of studying phraseological units in theory and lexicographic practice. 

 

The purpose of this thesis research is to conduct a systematic comparative-typological analysis 

of Russian and English phraseological units in structural-semantic and thematic-

linguoculturological aspects. 

Recently, comparative research in the field of phraseology has become the most relevant. 

Identifying similarities and differences in the systems of different languages is important for 

creating the basis for effective intercultural communication. 

Attention to the issues of comparative linguistics is quite understandable: it makes it possible 

to better understand the mechanism of functioning of a separate phenomenon in each language 

and use the information obtained for a comprehensive contrast description of the compared 

languages. 

Of particular interest among such comparisons and comparisons are studies in the field of 

phraseology, in which the peculiarity of life, lifestyle, mentality of a particular people is most 

visibly manifested, because phraseology "condenses the entire complex of culture and 

psychology of a given people, the unique way of its way of thinking" (L.I. Roizenzon). 

Comparative study of phraseological units allows solving a number of complex and still not 

unambiguously resolved issues of identifying interlanguage identities and differences between 

two distantly related languages - Russian and English. The significant commonality of the 

European way of life, the ever-increasing cultural and economic ties between Russia and 

English-speaking countries are reflected in the phraseology of the two languages compared. 

Of great importance is the comparison of phraseological pictures of the world of peoples, which 

is based on the study of the thematic and ideographic semantics of phraseological units and the 

identification of their figurative and motivational foundations, cultural sources of the formation 

of their semantics. In domestic and foreign linguistics, there are widely presented works on the 

study of the national identity of the phraseological fund on the material of different languages, 

including in comparative terms. 

The uniqueness of the phraseological picture of the world in each national language lies in the 

special ratio of the general, typological and nationally specific. The comparative method helps 
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to find out the essence of common language categories, as well as the features of each of the 

compared languages that may go unnoticed when analyzing intra-linguistic material. 

The stability of phraseological turns has not yet received a generally accepted explanation and 

definition in phraseology. Without the development of sustainability problems, it is impossible 

to establish the boundaries of phraseology and the formation of phraseology as a linguistic 

discipline. 

The works of S. Bally served as an incentive for the independent development of the problems 

of Romance phraseology in Russian linguistics. S. Bally is one of the first researchers who 

developed the doctrine of stable groups of words on the material of the French language, and 

the works of V.V. Vinogradov are a special step in the development of the theory of 

"indecomposable combinations". The significance of V.V. Vinogradov's concept lies in a more 

reasonable definition of phraseological units as lexical complexes with a special semantic 

peculiarity, in the translation of phraseology problems from a descriptive plan to a theoretical 

one. The most common term for the common name of all phrases related to phraseology is the 

term "phraseological unit", introduced by academician V.V. Vinogradov [72]. This term is 

successful as a common name for all phenomena that are part of the phraseological composition 

of the language. 

Researchers of phraseological composition call the specific meaning of phraseological turns in 

different ways: a single integral meaning of phraseological turns, a single integral meaning of 

merges and unities and the analytical meaning of combinations (V.V. Vinogradov), the 

integrity of the nomination (O.S. Akhmanova), semantic solidity, generalizing metaphorical 

meaning (SI. Abakumov); semantic integrity, idiomaticity (A.I. Smirnitsky), integral 

representation, surplus value (B.A. Larin). Phraseology is an integral structure and therefore 

only a complex of structural features can serve as a sufficient basis for determining the essential 

characteristics of phraseological units and their various types. One of the next tasks of 

phraseology is to display the entire variety of types, which previously requires the study of the 

very nature of the stability of phraseological turns as a basis for classifying the same type of 

objects. 

The functional identity of phraseological turns and words served as the basis for defining the 

stability of phraseological units as "reproducibility in finished form" [79, 206], it should be 

noted that the aspect of stability is not highlighted in this definition. 

The identification of stability and reproducibility removes the need to establish the structural 

phraseological composition of the language, on the basis of which it is only possible to 

determine its systemic properties in one language or in different languages. 

The understanding of reproducibility as a consequence of the special structural organization of 

phraseological turns was expressed by F. de Saussure: " ... we meet with a huge number of 

expressions relating, of course, to the language, these are those completely ready-made 

utterances in which custom forbids changing anything, even if it is possible, on reflection, to 

distinguish significant parts in them {get married, etc.). Approximately the same applies to 

such expressions as "to lay for a tie", "to take aim", "carelessly", or as "due to the fact that"; 

"despite the fact that", etc. Such turns cannot be improvised, they are handed over ready-made 

according to tradition" [180, p. 122]. 

Sh. Bally wrote that, depending on the degree of cohesion of words, the loss of their 

independent meanings, phrases have varying degrees of stability between two extreme cases: 

variable combinations of words and combinations in which words completely lose their 

independence. It is important to note the following: "a phrase enters the language as a whole 

when it reaches the highest degree of cohesion [44, p. 89]. Sh. Bally identified two types of 

phraseological units: phraseological groups, the stability of which has a usualistic and stylistic 
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character, and phraseological units, the stability of which is due to the fact that "the connections 

between the elements of phraseological turnover are not created by the speaker, just like the 

meanings of the elements themselves - figuratively speaking, the mechanism is rusty" [44, p. 

101]. 

Observations show that the stability of phraseological turns is not so much the immutability of 

turns (external signs), as certain properties of internal, structural signs that determine the nature 

of reproducibility of phraseological units. 

The stability of phraseological turnover, according to V.L. Arkhangelsky, is a set of restrictions 

in the choice of phraseological variables inherent in its members, which are not characteristic 

of the same members as part of a theoretically possible free equivalent of phraseological 

turnover [33]. This concept of stability allows you to penetrate deeper into the structure of 

phraseology as a complex structure. The stability of phraseological turns has different structural 

features. The different nature of the stability of idioms and phraseological units of other types 

is manifested in their lexico-grammatical, syntactic and lexico-semantic features. 
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