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Google Scholar  

Журнал Google Scholar (Академия) да индексацияланади. 
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LEXICAL UNITS OF THE SEMANTIC FIELD “MURDER”  
 

Annotation. The article discusses the structural linguistics and its crucial methods which are implemented 
in scientific research. The field theory is considered as one of the effective methods to analyze the structural and 
semantic peculiarities of the language.   The structure of the microfield of "murder" in the English language and 
the semantic features of its constituents are scrutinized in this article. Also, the synonymic, antonymic, hyper-
hyponymic and graduonymic relations of the lexical units connected to this field within the field were analyzed 
based on the views of the field theory. In particular, the article reflects the results of research on the methodical 
use of lexical units included in the microfield of "murder". The author deeply analyzed the general and specific 
semantic features of these components. 
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Annotatsiya. Mazkur maqolada strukturaviy tilshunoslik va uning ilmiy tadqiqotda qo‘llaniladigan asosiy 
usullari muhokama qilinadi. Xususan, maydon nazariyasi til birliklarining struktur va semantik xususiyatlarini 
tahlil qilishda samarali usullaridan biri sifatida qaraladi. Qolaversa, maqolada ingliz tilidagi “qotillik” 
mikromaydonining tarkibi va uni tashkil qiluvchi konstituyentlarning semantik xususiyatlari o‘rganilgan. 
Shuningdek, mazkur maydonga birikkan leksik birliklarning maydon ichidagi sinonimik, antonimik, giper-
giponimik va graduonimik munosabatlari maydon nazariyasiga doir qarashlar asosida tahlil qilingan. Xususan, 
maqolada “qotillik” mikromaydoniga jamlangan lug‘aviy birliklarning uslubiy qo‘llanishiga doir tadqiqot natijalari 
aks ettirilgan. Muallif mazkur komponentlarning umumiy va xususiy semantik belgilarini chuqur tahlil qilgan. 
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ЛЕКСИЧЕСКИЕ ЕДИНИЦЫ СЕМАНТИЧЕСКОГО ПОЛЯ «MURDER»  

 
Aннотация. В статье обсуждается структурная лингвистика и ее ключевые методы, применяемые 

в научных исследованиях. Теория поля рассматривается как один из эффективных методов анализа 
структурно-семантических особенностей языка.  В статье исследуется состав микрополя «убийство» в 
английском языке и семантические особенности его составляющих. Также были проанализированы 
синонимические, антонимические, гипергипонимические и градуонимические отношения лексических 
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единиц, связанных с данным полем внутри поля, исходя из представлений теории поля. В частности, в 
статье отражены результаты исследования методического использования лексических единиц, входящих 
в микрополе «убийство». Автор глубоко проанализировал общие и специфические семантические 
особенности этих компонентов. 

Ключевые слова: ядро, семантическое поле, периферийный элемент, синонимия, антонимия, 
лексема, отличительный признак, интегральный признак, микрополе, компонент, центральный элемент. 
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Introduction 

It should be stated that many effective methods which target to scrutinize the language 

considering it as a whole system have been used in structural linguistics throughout the world. 

Importantly, structural linguists promoted field theory served for the success of new linguistic 

research series. Because the rest of the methods promote learning the language separately, 

while the field method requires learning them as a part of the system, connecting language units 

to each other. 

During the development of structuralism, linguists from all over the world applied the 

field method to their scientific work. The analysis of the language system according to the 

principles of the field theory not only provided the basis for a deeper and more complete 

analysis of the world's languages, but also made it possible to empirically study the similarities 

and differences in the semantic structure of the languages of different systems. The scientific 

research conducted on field theory around the world gives the conclusion that the linguistic 

field, which was initially introduced to linguistics by German linguists, and the theory 

summarizing its definition, structure, and properties, has been significantly developed to this 

day. Although a specific universal definition of the linguistic field has not been developed, it is 

known that the various semantic relations between its elements can be determined only when 

the meaningful sign of the elements of the field is contrasted with other elements of this field. 

World linguists have found out that the linguistic field is not only manifested at the lexical level, 

but it is also applied to the functional and grammatical aspects of the language.  

The theories of Chinese researchers and the practical results achieved by them occupy 

an important place in the research conducted in the field of semantics in recent years. The 

research of Chinese scientists in this field were carried out by linguist Ch. Goes back to Mei. In 

1987 Ch. Mei informed the linguistics of the following scientific opinion: "Words in the language 

system are interconnected and form a whole lexical system. In this system, certain words are 

united under one general concept. An important aspect of the study of the theory of the 

semantic field is that we can witness the existence of commonality in the field definitions given 

by linguists of all times. [6. P. 18-43] 

Although the definitions are constructed using different words, they ultimately point to 

the same address. Almost all theories define the essence of language units as a unit under one 

commonality. As linguists name the elements of the field in their own terms and provide 

examples from their research, it seems as if a new theory has emerged. As a proof of our opinion, 

another Chinese linguist Zhou interprets the theory of the field in this way: "Semantic field is a 

collection of several words, called the lexical field, which are connected in terms of content and 

united under a single concept." These words can be interpreted in two ways. From one point of 
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view, it can be expressed by the single concept in the definition - superordinate (general, 

superior concept). 

The above scholars were supporters of studying semantics through the field theory 

based on the interrelationship and relationship of linguistic units to each other. 

The semantic field has a complex nature. One lexeme can belong to different semantic 

fields with its single meaning. In this regard Ch. Gao cites as an example that the lexeme "father" 

is combined with the word "dad" in the same field on a synonymous basis, and therefore, it also 

belongs to the same antonymic field with the word "child". As a second aspect of complexity, he 

explains that one lexeme can create different semantic fields with different meanings. 

Approving these ideas of Gao, we would like to cite as an example the lexeme of the Uzbek 

language. The lexeme tez can also be combined with other lexical fields separately with the 

words jadal, darrov, and with the words jizzaki, jahli tez. 

Semantic field is the division of words (lexemes) with the same meaning into groups. 

The terms semantic field, lexical field, semantic system all represents the same concept - 

content field. Words with the same semantic nature are grouped into one semantic field. In 

many cases, the sciences are characterized by their subject matter, for example, human body 

parts, landscapes, diseases. 

Studies based on the content area not only reveal the relationship between the elements 

that make up this area, but also show that the vocabulary of each language is a unique system 

with its own distinctive features. In our country, the number of scientific works based on the 

principles of field theory is increasing. 

We scrutinized the semantic field of “crime” and it’s components by the means of field 

theory. 

Along with having legal criteria, crime is considered as a social phenomenon. Therefore, 

as social life progresses, it naturally "boosts". Criminology is one of the areas directly affected 

by the globalization process. If we consider a language as a macrosystem consisting of 

innumerable open and closed systems, "crime" is an open microsystem in it. 

The semantic field of crime, which is characterized by universality, also has its various 

representatives. They make up a significant part of the lexical, phraseological and 

paremiological layers of world languages. Various aspects of the semantics of crime in English 

and Uzbek, which belong to different system languages, have been analyzed to a certain extent. 

But it should be noted that most of them are limited to linguistic analysis of some type of crime 

or the concept of "crime" itself. This showed that there is a need to systematically study the 

expressions of the semantics of "crime" in two languages through the field method and 

motivated to study the lexical-phraseological layer of the "crime" archetype of these two non-

related languages in a cross-plan. It should be recognized that scientific works dedicated to the 

study of the lexicon of "crime" in world linguistics have prepared a unique ground for our work. 

First, it is appropriate to consider the works on the analysis of the semantic field of 

"crime" in English and its constituent components. 

The most important scientific research work on the semantic field of "crime" in the 

English language was conducted by the Australian linguist I. Langford. The author also stated 

in the introduction of this thesis that linguists have studied the semantic fields of emotions, 

colors, speech acts, and animals in the English language, but not enough attention has been paid 

to the semantics of "crime" and that is why English writes that there is a huge gap in our 
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knowledge about the semantic nature of the lexical layer of the language. The author analyzes 

the semantics of "crime" in the English language based on bifurcation. According to it, the 

constituents joining the criminal field are studied by separating them into two branches, such 

as common language (the language in general use) and the language of the law (the language of 

legal documents). Langford classifies the crime scene by dividing it into the following micro-

fields: 

1. Murder. 

2. Crimes against people. 

3. Property crimes. 

In this article we scrutinized the microfield of “murder” and its semantic structure in 

terms of field theory. 

Materials and methods 

Ali Mansuri writes in his candidate's thesis that the introduction of central and 

peripheral lexemes of the field to linguistics is the great contribution of the linguist Lehrer to 

the theory of the semantic field. [5. P. 3] However, before Lehrer, linguists such as Berlin and 

Kay created a taxonomy of central and peripheral elements. Their criteria included: 

1. Core elements are mainly monolexemic in nature. 

2. There are no restrictions on the use of nuclear elements in a narrow group of objects 

within the field. For example, the English lexeme auburn means black, but it can only be used 

in relation to hair. It seems that it cannot be a nuclear element. 

3. Core elements should be psychologically close, tangible, and certainly important for 

the speaker. 

4. Words acquired recently from other languages cannot be core elements. 

According to this classification, elements that do not meet the above requirements are 

peripheral components of the semantic field. [2. P. 102] 

 Lehrer supports the above taxonomy by emphasizing that not all units of the semantic 

field have an equal position, and in many cases the core elements face opposition within the 

field, and that core and peripheral words should be distinguished. [4. P. 10] 

We also tried to strengthen the theories of Berlin and Kay and Lehrer in our work. The 

lexical units that merge into the "murder" subfield of the semantic field of crime also have 

heterogeneity. That is, the elements that make up the field are created through several sets of 

words. Several types of semantic relations are observed between the components united under 

the substantive generality of murder, manslaughter. Lexemes representing the theme of 

"murder" have relationships of meaning, type, and level with each other in the microfield. In 

the studies carried out in English, the lexeme murder is shown as the central component of the 

"murder" microfield. However, since our work is the first study of the semantic field of crime in 

the Uzbek language, we used the survey method to determine the core (central) element of this 

microfield. Furthermore, the meanings of the lexemes were scrutinized by componential 

analysis. 

Discussions and results 

American linguists Bettig and Montague also implemented conducting survey in 1968. 

The participants were told the name of a certain category and given the condition to write a 

word about this group within 30 seconds. The name of the categories has been changed during 

the specified time. Most repeated words in the list of common participants were extracted and 
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considered as core elements of that content area. Words that were not at all visible in the list of 

other participants were considered the most peripheric elements of the field. [1] A few years 

later, this process was carried out by Haider with a slight modification. Haider asked the 

participants to write 6 words related to a certain category. It should be noted that both 

questionnaires designed to identify core elements recorded almost the same results. [3] 

Homicide in the English language is the dominant (main word) for all elements included 

in the microfield of murder. In English law, actions involving the death of another person are 

grouped under the term "homicide offenses". The sememe "killing of one person by another 

person" prevails in the definitions of homicide. [7. P. 841] This shows that homicide is 

methodologically neutral. The etymological roots of this lexeme go back to the Latin word 

homocidium (homo-human and cidium-to kill) - the suffix cide in this lexeme takes an active 

part in the morphological construction of many other components of the microfield of murder. 

Suicide is also formed by means of this suffix, and it is an act of killing oneself on purpose. 

This lexeme unites under one roof with the elements representing the semantics of murder 

through the general scheme of "kill” and differs from the other members of the field by means 

of the scheme of "suicide". According to the Australian researcher Langford, the semantic 

structure of the lexeme suicide emphasizes that both the killer and the victim are the same 

person, and he emphasized the distinguishing features such as the desire to live and the lack of 

need to study murder. It is worth noting that in today's English law, a person who commits 

suicide is not considered a criminal and no punishment is imposed in the criminal code, 

although in the Middle Ages this act was included in the list of serious crimes. But there is a 

specific punishment for encouraging or forcing someone to commit suicide. For this reason, 

suicide is currently considered a peripheric element in the microfield of "murder". This proves 

once again that the importance position of the elements of the semantic field changes in space 

and time. 

Neologism selfcide is also used as an ideographic synonym of suicide lexeme. This word 

should not be confused with the word suicide, which is a neologism for the English vocabulary. 

As a lexical doublet, suicide is interpreted as death caused by an accident (killing oneself) in a 

dangerous area, in the process of taking pictures or videos of oneself. In the microfield of 

murder, there is also the lexeme assassination, which has the additional meaning of "killing a 

politically famous person". In this case, assassin is widely used as the name of a person who 

commits a crime, hitman is a lexeme observed mainly in colloquial style. 

In English, the naming of crimes has developed in the literary language and, in parallel, 

in the euphemistic layer. For example, the lexemes care of, take care, dispatch, execute, 

liquidate, rub out, remove, erase, which carry the meaning of murder, kill another person, have 

certain distinctive features as elements of this layer. In this case, the words care of, take care 

were chosen according to the "reverse English" method, naming a concept that is completely 

opposite to the original meaning. The euphemistic phrase execute is mainly used by terrorists, 

while the word remove is dominated by the theme of "eliminating a spy". 

Another peripheral element in the microfield of "murder" at the lexical level is 

transferred malice, which has a conflict relationship with other members of the field through 

the special sign of "change of the planned murder plan". For example, when a criminal aims to 

kill one person, but accidentally shoots another person, this is the essence of this crime. Some 

linguists suggest using the word mens rea as an interchangeable lexeme for transferred malice. 
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As a result of our observations, it became clear that the constituents of the microfield of 

"murder" in English are quantitatively superior to those in Uzbek. That is, not all lexemes that 

verbalize the meaning of murder in English have a special designation in Uzbek. This is defined 

as a lexical gap in this microfield. There are different views on lexical space in linguistics, 

rejecting the views of German linguists Trier and Weisgerber that the lexical space is not 

theoretically confirmed, because the layers of the language vocabulary in the semantic field 

groups like a mosaic in a space-free manner. Lyons describes the term as "a hole in the mosaic". 

In our scientific work, supporting the theory of the English linguist Lyons, we show the lexical 

gap identified in the research of the microfield of "murder" in the English and Uzbek languages 

using the matrix method. The results of the conducted analysis prove that the German linguists' 

judgments about the semantic field are not perfect. Because we identified the lexical gaps in 

terms of “murder” semantic field elements in Uzbek. 

The core part of the "murder" microfield in our native language is the lexeme of 

“qotillik”. “Qotil” is defined as a murderer or a person who killed a person. In our general 

dictionary, this word appears as "intentional murder". From this we can conclude that the 

lexeme of “qotillik” is more visible in the mass media and fiction rather than in the official-

departmental style. 

“Qatl” is an archaic word that carries the meaning of killing people and is used in literary 

texts and journalistic materials to increase effectiveness. 

In the literary style, the word qotil is synonymous with the lexeme qattol. In the common 

language, the word "jallod" is equated with "qotil" according to its figurative meaning. The 

lexeme kallakesar belonging to this synonymous line is often used colloquially and in the speech 

of representatives of the criminal world. The neologism killer is also an element in the 

synonymous structure, which acquires generality according to the integral term "a criminal 

who kills another person" and specificity through the differential term "mercenary". The word 

“qotil”, characteristic of the literary language, expresses the sign of the concept at a normal level 

and is widely used in all speech styles. Killer is not considered a common word because it is 

limited according to the scope of its use in speech. As a word characteristic of ordinary 

colloquial speech, this element, which is hardly observed in the formal style, is widely used in 

the artistic style. 

–  Killering nima? 

– Pulga odam o‘ldirib beradiganlarni “killer” deyishadi. (Tohir Malik, “Murdalar 

gapirmaydilar”). 

In the lexical fund of the English language, there is a wide range of language units that 

carry the meaning of murder, and they form cross-field antonymy with a certain distinctive 

sign. As a result of this relationship, the boundaries of the field are determined. There are few 

lexical elements that realize the microfield of "murder" in the Uzbek language, which confirms 

that there is a lexical gap in the semantic field of "crime". For example, crimes such as 

manslaughter, felony murder, and abetting suicide in English are embodied in the Uzbek 

language not through the root word, but through combinations. For example, in the criminal 

code, the crimes of murder in a state of strong emotional excitement, murder due to 

carelessness, and suicide. 
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Conclusion 

The colloquial layer of the English vocabulary also contains many criminal lexemes in 

terms of murdering. Interestingly, as an independent group, the microfield of “murder” is 

divided into several sub-groups concerning types of murder, means of murder and the 

participants of murder. Finally, the microfield has own central and peripheric components 

according to the semantic field theory. 
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тумани, Кичик Бешёғоч кўчаси, 70/10-
уй. Электрон манзил: 
scienceproblems.uz@gmail.com 

Боғланиш учун телефонлар: 

(99) 602-09-84 (telegram). 
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