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In modern linguistics, the conceptual and linguistic picture of the world is one of the important
theoretical concepts that determine the scientific foundations of the relationship between language -
thought - culture. Through this picture, it is analyzed how a person perceives existence, how he models
it in his mind, and how he expresses this knowledge through language. These scientific views are
closely related to the linguocognitive approach put forward by A. P. Babushkin and I. A. Sternin.

According to A. P. Babushkin, a concept is the main cognitive unit of human thinking, which is a
model of being reflected in the individual and national consciousness. He interprets the concept as "a
set of knowledge formed as a product of spiritual and cultural experience, expressed through
language." In his theory, the conceptual field plays an important role - this is a system of linguistic
units formed around a concept, semantically and associatively connected. For example, around the
concept of "freedom" there is a set of units such as "independence", "responsibility", "choice",
"borderlessness", which form the conceptual field.

Sternin, on the other hand, sees the concept as a mental model of human experience and deeply studies
how it is expressed through language. He connects conceptual systems with the cultural archetypes,
values and the mental structure of the people. According to Sternin, each language creates its
own linguocultural model of the world. Therefore, the linguistic landscape is unique for each nation
and is the embodiment of the national thinking, value system and cultural experience in language.

The conceptual landscape of the world, as mentioned above, is a mental construct formed in human
thinking, organized through concepts, scripts, frames. This landscape is formed on the basis of
generalization of real existence in thinking and is based on cultural experience. In this regard,
Babushkin interprets the formation of the conceptual landscape as a cognitive sociocultural process.

The linguistic landscape of the world is the expression of these conceptual systems through language. 1.
A. Sternin notes that language is not only a means of communication, but also a means of transmitting
and transmitting cognitive-cultural information. Each language reflects the same conceptual reality in
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its own way. For example, the concept of “home” in Uzbek represents a sacred place, family unity and
warmth, while in English it is interpreted more as individual freedom and personal territory.

Thus, the views of A. P. Babushkin and 1. A. Sternin create a basis for a deep analysis of the
conceptual and linguistic landscape of the world. Based on their theoretical approaches, the following
main cases are identified in linguistics:

Concept - the basic model of units of thought (Babushkin);
Conceptual field - a set of semantically and culturally related units (Babushkin);
Linguoculturological concepts - integration of culture and language (Sternin);

Linguistic landscape - the expression of conceptual knowledge through the language system
(Sternin).

These approaches play an important role in the development of such areas in modern linguistics as
cross-cultural research, linguocognitive semantics, and cognitive pragmatics.

The need to develop a generalized analytical model that would integrate different linguistic schools
and theoretical concepts and serve as a universal methodological platform for all linguistic levels, in
order to conduct a comprehensive scientific study of the language system and linguistic activity, and to
deeply analyze their structural and functional characteristics, is a leadingare regularly brought to the
attention of the scientific community by scientists.

Scientific research on the development of a universal methodology of analysis that allows for a well-
founded and objective interpretation of linguistic phenomena is still ongoing. This problem is relevant
for modern linguistic research, and the identification of the main methodological concept that serves to
form a generalized system of analysis in linguistics is considered an important strategic task for the
development of science. In recent years, linguists have been seeking such a conceptual basis within the
framework of the complex of cognitive sciences - that is, cognitology (cognitive science).
Undoubtedly, linguistic analysis is a special form of cognitive analysis and operates in close
connection with the processes of thinking and knowledge. Already at the end of the 19th century, the
famous linguist Baudouin de Courtenay emphasized the important role of psychological and social
factors in the essence of linguistic phenomena, and justified the fact that the methodological basis of
linguistics should be, first of all, psychology, and then sociology, a science that studies social
communication and social relations of people. When analyzing the interrelationships between sciences,
it is not entirely methodologically justified to consider one scientific field as an auxiliary factor for
another. Otherwise, the formation of new scientific directions based on interdisciplinary integration as
independent fields would not have been possible. In particular, such disciplines as linguistics,
psychology, sociology, and cultural studies are integrally integrated with each other and serve to study
scientific phenomena arising on the basis of common cognitive activity. From this point of view,
cognitive linguistics occupies an important place in the system of sciences that study human cognitive
activity and takes as its object of research the processes of verbal and conceptual representation of
thinking through the language system. This term was formed based on the English term “cognitive”
(related to knowledge), which has semantic roots such as “cognize” (understand, understand) and
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“cognition” (know). Cognitive activity, in turn, is not limited to the process of simple perception and
direct understanding. Because empirical observations show that a certain level of analytical and
generalizing activity is also manifested in the animal world. Therefore, limiting cognitive activity only
to the process of cognition (mental activity, thinking) is not sufficient from a scientific point of view;
rather, within the framework of the cognitive process, there is a need to study the cognitatorium - that
is, the subject of thinking activity and all the social, cultural and linguistic factors that are inextricably
linked to it.

It should be noted that thinking is a product of a person's conscious and goal-oriented cognitive
activity, which appears in the communicative environment as an expression of the subject's intellectual
and emotional attitude towards reality.
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