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Abstract: This article discusses the importance of the category of aspectuality in the analysis within
the framework of the theory of functional-semantic field, such as aspectivity, temporality, relative
locative. . The study of the functional-semantic field includes, first of all, the analysis of the
semantics of the field. Such a study includes, on the one hand, the definition of the semantic category
that forms the basis of this field, on the other hand, the composition and relationship of the semantic
features of this category, as well as the definition of the semantic dominant. FSM is the main, most
important feature characterizing the content of this field, its uniqueness and influence on other
semantic features identified in its composition.
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1. Introduction

In the linguistic theory developed by A. B. Bondarko, the multi-level tools of a
language (morphological, syntactic, word-formation, lexical, as well as combined ones
such as lexical-syntactic, etc.), along with their functions based on a certain semantic
category, are applied to an integrated and interactive system of tools. These systems are
based on the commonality of their functions. Functional-semantic fields, as initial systems,
include not only grammatical units, classes, and categories but also elements of their
environment belonging to the same semantic category. The term "functional-semantic
field" is associated with the idea of grouping (an ordered set of) interacting linguistic tools
and describing them. The concept of a "functional-semantic field" has been incorporated
into the system of grammatical concepts and terms, enabling the study of linguistic units
not only in the direction from form to meaning but also from meaning to form.
(https://old.bigenc.ru/linguistics/text/4725839).

At the core of each functional-semantic field lies a specific semantic category, or
semantic invariant, which encompasses various linguistic tools and determines the nature
of their interaction. For instance, the semantic invariant of aspectuality, which involves
conveying the direction and distribution of actions (all types of predicates) over time, is
reflected in a system of meaningful variables. These include characteristics such as the
relationship of the action to a boundary, spatiality (the initiation, continuation, and
completion of an action), and perfectivity, which defines the relevance of the consequences
of an action (intersecting the domains of aspectuality and temporality). Each semantic
variant within this functional-semantic field is associated with specific formal expression
tools.
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The functional-semantic field is a dual (content-formal) unit that encompasses the
unique tools of a given language along with all their formal and semantic characteristics.

The ideas discussed above were further developed in A. V. Bondarko's subsequent
works, leading to the creation of a comprehensive theory of functional grammar. This
theory is based on the concepts of the functional-semantic field, categorical situation, the
stratification of semantics, its classification within the framework of invariance/variability,
and the concept of nearest semantic orientations. [Bondarko 2002: 193-204].

2. Materials and Methods

Academic A.V. Bondarko's theory of functional grammar significantly influenced the
formation of scientific approaches to studying the functional-semantic field in various
languages [Bondarko, 1983]. The subject of functional grammar was to study the rules and
principles for using a set of grammatical units and linguistic tools in speech to perform a
single semantic task. The functional-semantic field (FSF) is a space that reflects the
meaningful aspects of language and the field structure of the world [Ulazaeva, 2016]. This
space is formed through linguistic tools of various levels, applied synchronously within a
single semantic system. These tools perform common semantic functions and express
various variants of the meaning of a specific semantic category.

In other words, the functional-semantic field was recognized as a linguistic level that
encompasses various variants of a specific semantic category and all means of expression
in a language. Linguistic tools in a language are divided into core and peripheral
components based on their lexical meaning. This category also determines the distinction
between the core and peripheral functions of linguistic tools.

A.V. Bondarko systematically divided FSFs into two types: moncentric and
polycentric. The former are strictly centralized fields relying on grammatical categories
(such as temporality, aspectuality, etc.), while the latter rely on a combination of distinct
yet interconnected categories of the language. Polycentric fields involve a state where the
semantic field is implemented in multiple structures with central and peripheral
components. In expressing state semantics, central roles are played by words within the
category of state—adjectives (both full and short forms), passive participles, stative verbs,
and other constructions.

A.V. Bondarko noted that this is due to their ability to reflect "state semantics" in
various ways [Bondarko, 2002]. However, the grammatical structure of the sentence and
its context are also crucial in forming constructions. In a given language, the system of
rules and principles governing their operation influences the meaningful correlation of
interacting elements (lexical, morphological, grammatical, etc.) within the FSF

3. Results

In recent times, significant attention has been paid to studying functional and
semantic fields, as they directly represent linguistic reality observable through language.
At the same time, they express the deep linguistic structures grounded in general linguistic
concepts. Furthermore, by comparing the functional and semantic fields of different
languages —based on the invariant core features within the FSF —it is possible to generalize
universal linguistic conceptual principles.

The study of the functional-semantic field primarily involves analyzing the
semantics of the field. Such research, on the one hand, seeks to identify the semantic
category that forms the foundation of the field. On the other hand, it aims to determine the
composition and correlation of the semantic features through which this category is
realized, as well as to identify the semantic dominant of the FSF. The dominant represents
the core and most significant feature describing the content, which defines the specificity
of the field and its influence on other semantic features identified within it.
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In this context, it is essential to analyze the means of expressing the semantic features
of the elements that constitute the field. Regarding this, I. I. Meshchaninov stated that "the
same concept can be conveyed through various means, which becomes especially evident
in the comparative analysis of materials from different language systems." Therefore, the
distinctive characteristics of forming the structure of an FSF in a particular language and
the nomenclature of its elements reflect the internal essence and specificity of that field.

The concept of the functional-semantic field is closely tied to the idea of a specific
conceptual space. Within this space, the configuration and zones of the central and
peripheral components of the field are determined through the analysis of linguistic
phenomena and their functions. Additionally, its intersections with other levels, that is,
the interaction of semantic elements across various fields, are identified.

As A.V. Bondarko noted: "When determining the composition and structure
(monocentric or polycentric) of FSF components, the subject of analysis is the multi-level
linguistic unit within its systemic-paradigmatic relationships. In this type of systemic-
paradigmatic analysis, each linguistic tool is considered to possess a specific semantic
potential. Naturally, all considerations regarding the ability of a field's components to
express certain meanings and their semantic functions are based on the analysis of explicit
statements presented on their productive side."

An FSF encompasses a set of multi-level units unified by a common meaning. In this
context, objects are compared based on specific characteristics, and each form of
comparison explains the semantic structure of the field, which is unique to it, along with
its semantic commonality.

4. Discussion

The semantic category of comparison can be expressed through various linguistic
tools—morphological, syntactic, word-formation, lexical, or any combination of these.
Among them, there are discrete methods (embodying the independent meaning of a
linguistic unit, such as a lexeme, the grammatical form of a word, or a syntactic
construction) and non-discrete methods (i.e., related to another meaning or dependent
element as part of a certain semantic complex). These methods may also be explicit or
implicit, direct or indirect, and involve combinations of linguistic tools and elements of the
speech context.

Thus, the general meaning (semantic content) of the grammatical forms under
consideration is determined by their relationship to the differential semantic features
required for the system. The latter refers to "the minimal semantic element by which at
least two members of the system differ" [Bondarko, 1971b: 79].

Regarding the temporal grammatical markers of Russian verbs, A.V. Bondarko
identifies simultaneity (IS), precedence (P), and succession (S) relative to the moment of
speech, as well as differential features such as the localization (L) and perfectivity (P) of
the action. Additionally, by studying the compatibility of the verb's perfective and
imperfective forms with certain contextual elements ("aspectually significant words"), the
following list of differential semantic features was derived during the process of
determining the semantic content of aspectual grammatical markers: integrity (I),
processuality (P), locativity (L), continuity (C), and others.

5. Conclusion

This study highlights the importance of botanical terms (phytonyms) in Russian and
Uzbek linguistics as linguistic, cultural, and historical markers. The research reveals that
phytonyms carry significant semantic, phonetic, and morphological features, reflecting
unique ecological and societal contexts. In Russian, single-word botanical terms often
derive from suffixation, symbolizing cultural and natural identity, such as the birch, which
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represents Russian nature. In Uzbek, compound words and root combinations dominate,
reflecting the Turkic linguistic structure and cultural values, as seen with terms like
“qizilmiya.” The findings underscore the pivotal role of phytonyms in enriching language
and promoting cross-cultural understanding through lexical borrowing and adaptation.
Furthermore, their metaphorical meanings in folklore and literature illustrate the deep
connection between language and cultural heritage. By bridging linguistic and cultural
analysis, the study offers a nuanced understanding of how botanical terms evolve and
function, emphasizing their role in the dynamic interaction between language, culture, and
history.
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