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Abstract: This article examines the axiological interpretation of the human image in anthropocentric proverbs of
the Russian and Uzbek languages. The study focuses on the ethical and aesthetic dimensions of human evaluation
in the proverbial corpora of two distinct linguistic systems. It explores the moral and aesthetic criteria that
determine positive or negative assessments of human qualities, behaviors, and character traits. The research
demonstrates that axiological categories in proverbs reflect fundamental worldview orientations that shape the
ethnocultural image of a person within each linguistic worldview. Special attention is paid to the bipolar nature
of evaluative meanings and the universality of ethical and aesthetic ideals across cultures. The findings reveal both
universal and culturally specific features of the axiological interpretation of the individual, highlighting the rich
linguistic and cultural potential of proverbs as reflections of collective consciousness and moral experience.
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Introduction: In contemporary linguistics, increasing
attention is being paid to the axiological dimension of
language, as it reflects the deep-rooted features of
national mentality and worldview. Within the
anthropocentric paradigm, language serves as a key
instrument for understanding human nature, including
moral and aesthetic aspects of personality. Proverbs, as
concise expressions of collective experience, encode
fundamental moral and aesthetic norms that define the
value system of a linguistic community.

Analyzing the axiological potential of anthropocentric
proverbs makes it possible to trace how different
cultures conceptualize ideals such as goodness, justice,
and beauty, as well as how they perceive moral flaws
and vices. Russian and Uzbek proverbs display both
universal and culturally specific characteristics in the
evaluation of human qualities, reflecting the diversity
of historical experience and social philosophy in these
nations.

The study of axiological parameters in paremiology
thus contributes to a deeper understanding of linguistic
and cultural processes. It shows that language not only

American Journal Of Philological Sciences

describes reality but also shapes behavioral models,
guiding individuals toward certain ethical and aesthetic
standards accepted within society.

In the evaluation of a person within the analyzed
proverbs, ethical, aesthetic, intellectual, pragmatic,
valeological, emotional, and normative aspects of
human activity are taken into account. Naturally, such
evaluation assumes either a positive or a negative
character.

The ethical assessment expressed through linguistic
units reflects the moral and ethical norms of behavior
commonly accepted within a particular linguocultural
community. Ethical evaluation is also widely
represented in the proverbial corpus of both the Uzbek
and Russian languages.

The ethical evaluation of a person—their qualities,
attributes, behavior, lifestyle, and so on—in the
anthropocentric proverbs of the studied languages is
characterized by a bipolar nature of evaluative
meanings. N. D. Arutyunova associates this bipolarity
with the oppositions moral-immoral, ethical-
unethical, virtuous—vicious [1].

187 https://theusajournals.com/index.php/ajps


https://doi.org/10.37547/ajps/Volume05Issue11-42
https://doi.org/10.37547/ajps/Volume05Issue11-42
https://doi.org/10.37547/ajps/Volume05Issue11-42
https://doi.org/10.37547/ajps/Volume05Issue11-42

American Journal Of Philological Sciences (ISSN — 2771-2273)

E. D. Dorzhieva, in this regard, notes: “In the tradition
of moral philosophy, the words virtue and vice broadly
denote positive and negative qualities (moral traits) of
a person. Honesty, generosity, magnanimity,
compassion, and similar traits are considered virtues.
Deceit, greed, pettiness, callousness, and the like are
vices” [4]. Thus, the axiological interpretation of reality
by an individual occurs through the initially opposing
ethical categories of virtue and vice, which determine
the positivity or negativity of evaluative perception.

Virtue represents an individual’s adherence to moral
and ethical norms in all spheres of life activity. Only if a
person is guided by moral principles in their actions can
they be regarded as virtuous, since “from an ethical
standpoint, within the concept of ‘virtue’ (and its
opposite—‘vice’), an essential aspect of morality is
emphasized, namely the regulation and organization of
behavior” [4]. Conversely, when moral norms are
violated, an individual is recognized within society as

vicious.

Consequently, vice constitutes the violation of social
moral and ethical norms and the disregard of moral
principles. As a result of deviating from virtues such as
kindness, sincerity, honesty, justice, nobility,
generosity, compassion, hospitality, and moderation, a
person becomes evil, deceitful, greedy, miserly,
cowardly, treacherous, unjust, ungrateful, arrogant,
envious, wrathful, or lustful.

The ethical evaluation of a person—their qualities,
behavior, and way of life—in anthropocentric proverbs
of the Uzbek and Russian languages is based on the
approval of virtues such as kindness, sincerity, honesty,
nobility, magnanimity, compassion, responsiveness,
generosity, and hospitality. At the same time, negative
traits such as greed, avarice, deceit, cowardice,
betrayal, frivolous behavior, and ingratitude are
condemned [see Table 1].

Table 1

Ethical Evaluation of a Person in the Anthropocentric Proverbs of the Uzbek and
Russian Languages

Human Qualities In the Uzbek Language In the Russian Language
Positive Evaluation
Kindness baxwu 6op #olida axwu 6op. | 3100 naayem om 3a8ucmu, a
0obpbili om H#eanocmu.
Sincerity FO3uU OYUKHUH2 MuAu yY3yH. Xomb mowjHa nycma, 0a oywa
KyHenu oYUKHUHZ éAaU OYUK. | Yucma.
Honesty EnfoHuuHuHz éHudaH ymma, | YecmHomy myxy dyecmeH u
pocmeylHuUH2 éHUOQH | MOK/I0H
Kemma.
Justice / Fairness | Odun Kuwu olidali, okxub | Cnpasednussili YyesnoeeK
mypeaaH colioali. HueOe He nponadem.
Nobility radoza casnom b6epma, OuHop | bs1a2opoOHbIl  4Yenosek He
bep. MOMHUM CMapo20 3a.
Loyalty / | BavOaaa sagpo — mapoHuUHe | BepHbili Opye — Kpenkas
Faithfulness uwu, savdacu3 — cybymcus | 3auuma.
Kuwu.
Generosity of | Xummamnu KYKKa | lMoxaneews 4ywoe — 602
spirit / | kKimapunap, xummamcu3 | 0acm ceoe.
Magnanimity ep2a Kymunap. Xummaminu
xummamuoaH monap.
Mercy Hoxunnap KamoH 6ynap, AKynuHa  ®edocesHa 00
Mexpaunap —Yama. yyHcux pebam musocepoHa.
Generosity CaxuliHuHe yHe Kynu 6epap, | C moel pyKu Xomb Kysab MyKU.
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yan Kyx busamac.

b6axun 6yamac.

Hospitality MexmoH — a3u3, me36oH —|[ocmo 8 nepedHem yany
nasus. MexmoH — amoliu | mecmo. [ocmiw — rnoyem,
xyoo. X035IUHY — 4Yecmo.

Moderation [ | Mycyamon4yunuk — acma- | YMmepeHHocmsb - mame

Temperance CEeKUHYUUK. 300p08bA.

Negative Evaluation
Greed baxun asnué 6ynmac, asnué | Ckynoli #ao0HOMy CKa3an:

CKynocme — He 27ynocme, a
ma e 0obeblya.

KypuHap. by3yku

Stinginess / | KusraHyukoaH opmap, | Y ckyrnozo u 8 kpewjeHbe 160y

Avarice meyYKalioaH opmmac. He 8bIMpocuUWb.

Dishonesty / | EnFonuu  ynukHu  2ysox | Y n2yHa u ceudemens nod

Falsehood mopmap. 60kom.

Injustice / | Xak V3 oynnucuHuHe | boe nwbum npasedHuUKa, a

Unfairness maeauoa. cyObs — A6e0HUKa.

Cowardice KypKkoKkoa yam 6yamac. Ha mpycnusozo u y — 3mes.

Betrayal / | BesagoHuH2 acau KyHenu | 3mesa 0OUH pa3 8 200 MeHAem

Treachery bezoHa, besachoca KyHaun | Koy, a npedamens —
Kyli2aH 0esoHa. KaxcObll OeHb.

Frivolity / | Bexaénap 6en b6ornaca, fOHocmb  n1e2KoMbICeHHa,

Recklessness xaénunap yliea Kupap. CMapocmb OCMOPOHCHA.

Ingratitude Cueup culinaeaHHu bunmac, | Bce 60HOapsa, 0a HeMHo2ux
EmoH — culinazaHHu. 6s10200apam.

Pride / Arrogance | MaHmaH KammapoaH | flopdsbim 6bimbe — 2aynsim
eHaunap, Mmyfpu 371 u4uoa | CaAbiMs.
maHunap.

Envy Taknudyuea morne ép, 3asucmnuseili Mo 4Yyxcomy
Xacad4uea — xanokam. cYacmeoro coxHem.

Lust / Lechery KywHuHuH2 xomuHu Ku3 | CyObby n0mMarom xHceHUWUHsl,

xXam, fam3sacu Kapumac.

Kapuca | Komopbix mbl Xxo4ews.

Anger / Wrath Hoxun yngpam — 6owuHeza | [Heenus ¢ 2opwKamu He
Kyagam. esoum.
Gluttony OuKy3HU mynpokK mytioupap. | /llobaw  Opy¥Ka: yKycum

MUPOIKKA — 0a 8 3aMa3yWKy.

It should be noted that in the ethical evaluation of a
person in the anthropocentric proverbs of the Uzbek
and Russian languages, greater attention is paid to such
moral virtues as kindness, loyalty, generosity,
hospitality, and others.

Aesthetic evaluation, defined as “a way of establishing
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the aesthetic value of an object, the conscious result of
aesthetic perception, usually expressed in judgments
such as ‘This is beautiful! or ‘This is ugly!” [10], is
inseparably connected with the sensory and emotional
pleasure an individual experiences through aesthetic
perception.
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At the core of aesthetic evaluation lies the fundamental
value of beauty [2]. In philosophical interpretation,
human beauty represents the harmony between the
objective and subjective perception of the beautiful in
a person, embodying a synthesis of qualities such as
beauty, kindness, and truthfulness.

The aesthetic evaluation of a person’s appearance from
an objective perspective is based on the recognition of
symmetrical, proportional, and harmonious physical
features, while subjective perception depends on the
individual aesthetic preferences of the observer. Thus,
the same aesthetic category of human beauty may
receive opposite evaluations when objective and
subjective perceptions do not coincide.

This very contradiction, in our opinion, substantiates
the point made by E. V. Myakisheva in her dissertation:
“The main feature of stereotypical notions of beauty is
the simultaneous coexistence of opposing stereotypes:
‘Being thin is beautiful’ — ‘Being thin is ugly’; ‘Tall height
is beautiful’ — ‘Tall height is ugly’; ‘Beauty is a property
of youth’ — ‘Each age has its own beauty’” [7, p. 14].

T. G. Orlova also points to the presence of opposite
meanings in the evaluation of human beauty:
“Appearance is deceptive”; “One cannot judge a
person’s inner qualities by their outward appearance”;
“A person is judged by deeds, not looks”; “Beauty is
fleeting”; “The value of a person lies not in beauty”;
“Everyone understands beauty in their own way.”
Conversely, “Appearance reflects inner qualities”; “The
face mirrors the soul”; “Appearance serves as a letter
of recommendation”; “Behind an unattractive exterior
may lie a beautiful inner world”; “Even the most perfect
beings have flaws”; “Love a person despite

imperfections”; “Happiness is not in beauty” [8, pp. 59—
60]. In this case, it is not merely the difference in
individual perception of beauty that is emphasized, but
rather the coexistence of contradictory evaluations of
beauty within the proverbial heritage of both peoples.

The contrast in aesthetic evaluation is also evident in
the characterization of beauty from the perspective of
naturalness versus artificiality. Natural beauty, granted
by nature, is opposed to artificial beauty, created by
human effort. Likewise, divine beauty is contrasted
with earthly beauty.

It should be emphasized that the words beauty,
beautiful, and fine (or splendid) as aesthetic terms
possess certain semantic distinctions: beautiful
typically refers to external appearance; beauty
encompasses both aesthetic and ethical dimensions;
while fine describes not only visual aspects but also
ethical and utilitarian qualities [5]. However, from a
linguistic standpoint, all three terms may appear in the
evaluation of aesthetic, ethical, and utilitarian
characteristics of a person, as can be seen in the
examples below.

The aesthetic evaluation of a person in the
anthropocentric proverbs of the Uzbek and Russian
languages reflects the idealized cultural
representations of beauty, appearance, body type, and
neatness inherent to both peoples. Positive evaluation
is given to traits such as cleanliness, neatness, good
grooming, a sense of style, and moderate use of
cosmetics, whereas negative evaluation is associated
with  untidiness, obesity, excessive thinness,
unkemptness, and unhealthy appearance [see Table 2].

Table 2

Aesthetic Evaluation of a Person in the Anthropocentric Proverbs of the Uzbek and
Russian Languages

Human Qualities

In the Uzbek Language

In the Russian Language

Positive Evaluation

Grooming / Neat

OHaHeHU omaHeza benapoos

Om xo03AalicKo20 271030 U KOHb

Ability to dress | 2caHO0a 6yamacuH.

appearance Kypcamma. dobpeem.
Sense of style /| KuliumuHe »aHOa 6ysaca xam, | Bcmpeyarom no  odexKe,

npPo8OMHCAOM 10 YMY.

well

Appropriate CyKkup  Kyszea  cypmaHuHe | Jan 661 602 O0opoocmea, a

makeup / Subtle | kepazu liyk. Xon — »moliuda | Kpacomy cama 0oby0dy.

adornment asus.

Health / Physical | Oy 6y, anaWwFou  6yn, | Annemum om  60s6H020

well-being casnomam 6yn. bexcum, a K 300posomy
Kamumcs.
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Strength / Vigour

NuKuncaHe, Ky4audaH JuKun.

Mmuya cunbHa KpeinbAMU, a
yesoseK Opybod.

Attractiveness /
Charm

Yupolnu  4upolinu
cylieaHuHz — 4upolinu.

amac,

He ma muna, ymo xopowa, a
ma xopowa, Ymo K cepouy
npuwina.

Cleanliness /
Neatness

AénHuHz capuwmacu —
PY3fOpHUHe thapuwimacul.

Momomy u Hadou pasHelie: y
00Hol 0oAapKu cmolna
yucmele, y 0pyaol epAa3Hele.

Youthfulness

Ew tueumHuHe Ky3u 6unaH

N3 M0100020, KOK U3 BOCKQA:

KU3 0/ma. umo  xouews, mo u
gblaenuub.

Liveliness / | TupuwKoKHUH2 mewacu | *Kusomy - UMEHUHSbI,

Vitality mouwaa Yeaa KoKap. Mepmaeomy — MOMUHSbI.

Brightness [ | KV32a aKuH — KyHeunaa AKuH. | Ha  Kpacusozo  2n1a0emb

Expressiveness

Xxopowo, a € YMHbIM XHUMb
J1€2KO0.

Wealth / Luxury | boliHuHe Kusu — cenu 6unaH, | boeamo »usym — c¢ nioma

UYyKHUHe Ku3u — KYypKu bunaH. | 800y rerom.

Negative Evaluation

corpulence /| Cemusz  KyliHuHe  Oymbacu | dusom moacmol, 0a 106
excessive Kamma, cemu3 00amHuHz2 — | nycmodi.
fullness cyxbamu.
excessive Cemu3 OpuKnaz2yH4a, OpuK | PebeHKom xur, makK
thinness / | ynap. 83POC/1bIM 2HUTI.
emaciation
untidiness / | Fanu caccukHuHe y3u caccuK. | BUuOHo Hepaxy mno 2epA3Hol
slovenliness pybaxe.
excessive height | Akaau rnakaHa axmokK | Pocmom ¢ UeaHa, a ymom ¢
/ short stature 0apo30aH Axwu. 60s18aHa.
sickliness / | Bemop y3uza éKmMazaH | bonesHo YyesioeeKa He
unhealthy os8Kameaa yHu. Kpacum.
appearance
clumsiness / | Kynondan myHeak alinaHcuH. | e  cmynum, mym u
awkwardness cCmyKHem.
plainness / lack | XyHykdaH xydo 6e3op. Hu Koxu, Hu poxu, a
of attractiveness xeocmom sepmum.
disproportion /| Ofsu Kuliwuk 6ynca xam | Hoc KPHOYKOM, 6opoda
disharmony of | 60liHu 6osacu canupcuH. K/I0YKOM.
features
deviation from | [lec xam y3 lynuea, xycH xam | Hapsad coKkonul, a noxooKa
normal human | y3 Gynauaa. BOPOHbA.

appearance

byKpuHu 2yp myfpunatiou.
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old age / senility

Zlap0 émoH, 0apO0aH Kapuauk
EMOH.

Moo cmapocme Yenosek nubo
yMHel, nubo enynel 6oisaem.

lifelessness / lack

Tupuk 6ynub 6030p0a UyK,

Ene-ene dywa 8 mene.

aesthetic sense:
lack of elegance
or refinement)

of vitality Yauk 6ynub — mo3opda.

paleness / lack of | OHa ropmuHe omoH 6ynca, Cmobidnussblli nokpacHeem, a
healthy color paHau-pyluHe coMoH byamac. | beccmoixculi nobnedHeem.
poverty / lack of | bedasnamHuH2 HOHU ApUM. bedoHomy Ky3eHbke 6edHasa u
material KambaranHu mys ycmuda um | neceHka.

affluence (in | Konap.

The analysis of ethical and aesthetic oppositions in the
anthropocentric proverbs of the Uzbek and Russian
languages allows us to state that any text, including
proverbial discourse, serves as a rich source for
identifying the system of values embedded within the
linguistic worldview. Proverbs encapsulate evaluative
information about a person and their qualities, as well
as about the properties of objects and phenomena of
the surrounding reality; they also determine patterns
of behavior, which highlights their axiological
significance and functional load.

The evaluation of a person in the anthropocentric
proverbs of the Uzbek and Russian languages, as
demonstrated in the studies above, is represented
primarily by ethical and aesthetic types of assessment.
A distinctive feature of these evaluations is their bipolar
nature, encompassing both positive and negative
polarities of meaning.

Thus, depending on which traits of character, behavior,
actions, and, more broadly, ways of life and activity
become the object of evaluative reflection in the
anthropocentric proverbs of the Uzbek and Russian
languages, one can determine the system of values
inherent to a particular linguocultural community.
These values may exhibit both universal human
features and ethnospecific characteristics unique to
each culture.

The axiological interpretation of the human image in
anthropocentric proverbs of Russian and Uzbek
languages confirms that proverbs represent a
concentrated form of national value systems. Through
them, collective ideas about virtue and vice, beauty and
ugliness, morality and immorality are expressed.

The analysis demonstrates that ethical and aesthetic
evaluations in proverbs are bipolar in nature: a person
is either approved as a bearer of positive qualities or
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condemned as a violator of moral and aesthetic norms.
Universal human ideals such as kindness, honesty,
generosity, harmony, and moderation occupy a central
place in both linguistic cultures.

A comparative study of Russian and Uzbek proverbs
reveals that the axiological evaluation of human beings
arises from the synthesis of universal and ethnospecific
values. Consequently, the proverbial corpus reflects
the cultural code of each people, serving as an
important source for studying their spiritual heritage,
moral worldview, and national character.
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