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Abstract: This article explores the role of comparative literary analysis as a methodological framework for
examining the literary character. The study focuses on the analytical potential of comparative approaches in
uncovering the structural, psychological, and value-based dimensions of character construction. Particular
attention is paid to the ways in which comparative analysis enables the identification of both typological
similarities and culturally specific features of literary representation. The findings demonstrate that the
integration of comparative methods significantly deepens interpretative possibilities and provides a more
comprehensive understanding of the relationship between individual identity and cultural context in literary texts.
The article argues that comparative literary analysis not only broadens the scope of literary interpretation but also
enhances the methodological precision of character studies.
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Introduction: The literary character has long been @and theoretical framework. When applied to the study

recognized as one of the most essential elements of of literary characters, this approach makes it possible

artistic representation. Through characters, literature 0 identify recurring narrative models as well as

culturally specific modes of representation. Such an

articulates human experience, expresses ethical

concerns, and reflects social realities. The study of @analysis is particularly important in the context of

globalization, where literary texts circulate across

characters therefore remains central to literary

criticism, as it provides insight into both the structure Cultural boundaries and acquire new interpretative

of the text and the worldview of the author. dimensions.

In recent decades, literary studies have increasingly ~Despite its significance, the role of comparative

analysis in character studies has not always been

embraced interdisciplinary and  cross-cultural

sufficiently elaborated. While many studies focus on

approaches. Among these, comparative literary

analysis occupies a prominent position. It allows
scholars to examine literary phenomena beyond the
limits of a single national tradition, thereby revealing
broader patterns and deeper meanings.

The relevance of comparative literary analysis lies in its
ability to connect individual texts to a wider cultural
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thematic or genre-based comparisons, fewer address
the methodological implications of comparison for
understanding the literary character. This article seeks
to fill this gap by examining how comparative literary
analysis contributes to the study of character

construction and interpretation.
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The concept of the literary character has been
approached from multiple theoretical perspectives. In
the works of Mikhail Bakhtin,
understood as a dialogic entity, whose identity is

the character is

shaped through interaction with other voices within
the (Bakhtin, 1981). This approach
emphasizes the relational nature of character and

narrative

highlights the importance of dialogue in the formation
of meaning.

Yuri Lotman’s semiotic theory provides another
influential framework. According to Lotman, the
literary text functions as a system of signs, and the
character operates within this system as a meaningful
structural element (Lotman, 1977). This perspective
underscores the role of cultural codes in shaping

character representation.

Western literary theory has also contributed
significantly to the understanding of character. Wellek
and Warren (2014) define the character as a narrative
construct that combines psychological depth with
(2008)

character within ideological frameworks, arguing that

functional significance. Eagleton situates
literary representation reflects broader social and

cultural dynamics.

Jonathan Culler (2007) further develops the idea that
characters should be understood not as real individuals
but as textual effects produced by narrative strategies.
This view shifts the focus from mimetic representation
to structural and interpretative processes.

Comparative literature, as developed by scholars such
as David Damrosch (2003), emphasizes the importance
of cross-cultural reading. Damrosch argues that literary
works gain new meanings when read in different
cultural contexts. However, while comparative studies
have explored themes and motifs extensively, the
systematic application of comparative methods to
character analysis remains relatively underdeveloped.

Thus, there is a need to integrate theoretical insights
with
develop a

from character studies comparative

methodologies in order to more

comprehensive analytical framework.
METHODOLOGY

This
comparative, structural, and interpretative methods.

research is based on a combination of
The comparative approach involves analyzing literary
texts from different cultural traditions in order to
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identify patterns of similarity and difference in
character construction.

The study focuses on three primary analytical
dimensions:

1. Psychological dimension — including emotional
states, internal conflicts, and cognitive processes.

the
character’s relationship with society, social roles, and

2. Social dimension — encompassing

external pressures.

3. Value dimension — involving ethical choices,
moral dilemmas, and ideological orientations.

Structural analysis is used to examine how characters
function within the narrative framework, including
their
organization. Interpretative analysis, in turn, allows for

role in plot development and thematic
a deeper exploration of symbolic meanings and cultural

implications.

The methodological framework assumes that the
literary character is not a fixed entity but a dynamic
construct shaped by both textual strategies and
cultural contexts. Comparative analysis thus serves as a
tool for uncovering the complexity of this construct.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The application of comparative literary analysis reveals
several important insights into the nature of the literary
character. One of the most significant findings is the
presence of typological patterns that transcend
individual texts and traditions. Characters often fulfill
similar narrative functions, such as embodying moral
conflict, representing social values, or mediating

between individual and collective identities.

At the same time, comparative analysis highlights
in the
characters across cultures.

substantial differences representation of
These differences are
particularly evident in the depiction of the relationship
between the individual and society. In some literary
traditions, the character is portrayed as an integral part
of a collective structure, while in others, emphasis is

placed on individual autonomy and personal struggle.

The of
representation also varies significantly. Some traditions

psychological dimension character
prioritize introspective techniques, such as internal
monologue and stream of consciousness, while others
rely on external actions and symbolic elements to

convey inner states. Comparative analysis makes it
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possible to understand how these different techniques
shape the reader’s perception of the character.

An important aspect of the findings concerns the
interaction between character and environment.
Literary characters are often depicted as products of
their social and cultural contexts. However, the degree
of determinism varies. In some cases, characters are
strongly influenced by external forces, while in others,

they retain a significant degree of independence.

The value dimension of character construction is
equally important. Characters frequently serve as
vehicles for ethical reflection, embodying dilemmas
that
Comparative analysis

resonate with broader cultural concerns.
reveals both shared moral
frameworks and distinct cultural interpretations of

concepts such as responsibility, freedom, and justice.

Furthermore, the study demonstrates that
comparative literary analysis enhances interpretative
flexibility. By situating characters within a broader
context, it becomes possible to move beyond narrow

readings and to develop more nuanced interpretations.
CONCLUSION

The study confirms that comparative literary analysis
plays a crucial role in the examination of the literary

character. By integrating insights from different
theoretical traditions and cultural contexts, this
approach  provides a more comprehensive

understanding of character construction.

Comparative analysis enables scholars to identify both
universal patterns and culturally specific features,
thereby enriching the study of literature. It also
contributes to the development of more sophisticated
methodological frameworks, capable of addressing the
complexity of literary representation.

Future research may extend this approach by applying
it to specific case studies, including cross-cultural
comparisons of individual authors and works. Such
studies would further demonstrate the analytical
power of comparative literary methods.
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