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Abstract

It is known that structural linguistics in Azerbaijan have not been developed, but
recently there has been a revival in this area. The article is devoted to the structural
syntax. The idea came about nodes in the structural syntax. The hierarchy of verb
nodes are in the top of a tree. Studies in this area have been carried out mainly at the
verb. Compared to verb nodes, adjectival and adverbial knots are less studied. For this
reason, the article examines the issues related to adjectival nodes. Different models of
adjectival site analyzed, given the schema.
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1. Introduction

Evaluation involves the comparison and has heuristic value. According to Bigici,
Way (2016), the establishment of identities and differences is not only the comparison
function, as it is characteristic of the process of reflection at all. The definition of
comparison as a method of cognition was the basis of inclusion in the structure of the
self-assessment element of the conclusion from the comparison. In addition to the
designated relations of similarities and differences, the output from the comparison
gives an idea of the magnitude or intensity of a particular property in its relation to
another.

The views of the majority of scholars agree that the linguistic evaluation value is a
structure whose main elements, in turn, do not correspond to components of the
logical structure of the evaluation. Lo, Sudjatmika (2016) rightly believes that
assessment, included in the context is structurally organized modal framework, which
is superimposed on the utterance and does not coincide with its semantic structure, no
syntax.

In addition to the main components to the evaluation component will also include
the aspect of grading classifiers, motivations, and various means of intensification and
deintensification (Gasparyan, 2016), assessment tools (Venturelli, Cabrini, Fruggeri,
Cigala, 2016).

There is an opinion that any object of evaluation one way or another is related to
the person. So, Rueger (2016) believes that the assessment is most often person —
directly or through their signs or actions, and often one or another evaluative word or
phrase, not even related to any person in an indirect way still characterizes a person.
This idea is developed in the study of Tuna, Akbas, Aksoy, Canbaz, Karabiyik,
Gonen, Aygun (2016). In their opinion, there are two varieties non values of
assessment. The first group includes processes (States, properties, events), i.e.
everything that constitutes the environment of human interaction with the world, his
immersion into the world. The second type are the facts (the propositions) resulting
from the immersion of the world in human consciousness (Aratjo, Banisch, 2016).

Analyzing the surrounding reality, a person expresses the attitude towards things,
people, phenomena, evaluating them. In the language of assessment is expressed by
various means, and is implemented in the component of word meaning, called the
evaluation. Studies categories of evaluation still have no clear answer about blown
component of evaluation to the structure of the denotative or connotative meaning of
the word. Evaluation of seven are being considered as an additional meaning of the

XLinguae Journal, Volume 10 Issue 3, June 2017, ISSN 1337-8384
357




word "new movement"”, which is superimposed on the basic denotative meaning of the
word; either as part of the denotative aspect of meaning of the word in the form of
units, the components of conceptual-evaluative significance. By remark Keine, Bhatt
(2016), it is not always possible to decide where ends and begins denotative and
connotative, moreover, most speculative connotation is separated from this value; in
fact, they can be merged (Abdallah, Gold, Marsden, 2016.).

The key is the difference of views on the essence of connotation, its place in the
structure of lexical meaning of the word. Some researchers believe the connotation of
part of the lexical meaning. For example, Maruyama (2016) calls the connotation
aspect of the lexical meaning of the units by which kodification to Express the
emotional state of the speaker and due to this condition the relation to the recipient,
the subject and the object of speech, as well as the situation in which the activity is
communication (Beckage, Colunga, 2016). Onishi (2016) considers the connotation as
a special macro component of word meaning, determining the ability of lexical items
to signal about the value attitude of a subject towards the world. Grama, Kerkhoff,
Wijnen (2016) define connotation in linguistics as peripheral components of the
semantics of words.

The sum of a meaningful component values determines the connotation of
researchers such as Martins, Martins, Fitch (2016).

At the same time, Biria, Bahadoran-Baghbaderani (2016) believe the connotations
are not the semantic component, as part of the pragmatics of the word, reflecting the
word associated with the cultural performances and traditions prevailing in the society
the practice of using these things and many other non-linguistic factors. The
connotations of the lexeme, the researcher suggests to call insignificant, but steady
signs Express her concepts, which embody the adopted language in this collective
assessment of the relevant object or fact of reality. Don't think the connotation of part
of the semantics of words and some other researchers (Lenk, 2016).

In the case of a narrow understanding of the connotative values of some linguists
equate it to the stylistic value of using these terms as synonyms, or consider it as
contextual and stylistic value, which contrasted with absolute stylistic value.

Sometimes the connotation is equivalent to the emotional value, when the whole
vocabulary, stylistically non-neutral, it is considered emotional. And that part of the
value that carries information about emotion, is called connotation.

Of the interconnection and interdependence of the category of modality and its
connotations, says Crossley, Kyle, McNamara (2016). They believe that all language
entities, which have the connotation, give the text subjective modality.

The opposite view is held by scientists who consider modality and evaluation as
different linguistic phenomena. So, Francez (2016) considers assessment as a category
comprising modality. According to the researcher, the estimates can be considered a
wide range of subjective, emotional, modal, rational, alethic, persuasive, temporal,
spatial, existential relations.

Proponents of a broad understanding of the connotation | believe that some
researchers, viewing it as part of a language system, limited only stylistic framework,
diminish the important role of connotation in lexical meaning of the word. D Asaro,
Di Gangi, Perticone, Tabacchi (2016) noted that the connotation of necessarily
interconnected with the human experience, resulting from his upbringing within a
particular culture.

Such an understanding of connotative values distinguishes the work Gasimov
(2015), who considered connotative of any secondary information. Weideman (2017)
connects connotation with the conditions and participants of communication,
considering the connotation part of speech information.

Biria, Bahadoran-Baghbaderani (2016) exclude the stylistic component from the
connotation, equated to the author's works to the concept of “expressiveness”,
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considering the main elements of its structure, evaluation and emotion. These
elements in the studies combined the concept of "emotional evaluation™ as are the
linguistic level, components of word meaning. In addition to the mandatory
components, the authors highlight the intensity and shape as the periphery of the
connotative content.

2. Methodology and text analysis

Analyzing connotative signs in their entirety, Yal¢in-Heckmann, Aivazishvili
(2012) distinguish the semantic structure of the word "meaning" and "halftone", the
combined term “connotation”. In his study, the author follows the four-part structure
connotative values, main components of which are: evaluation as positive or negative
characteristics of the object laid down in the word; the imagery as reflective category.
expression (expression, expression) as a connotative sign, which is based on
deliberately laid a mismatch of language or speech means language norms; emotion as
a psychological category, which in the language expressed in the interjections, affixal
formations and intonation of speech (Bjorklund, Fernau, 2016).

Note that the word can be combined completely different number of "meanings".
So, In Yalgin-Heckmann, Aivazishvili (2012) proposed to represent the connotative
signs in the form of four overlapping circles (evaluation, emotionality, expressiveness
and imagery), the total area of which will represent the word that combines all the
elements connotation. A similar circuit is shown, but marked with three circles in
accordance with the number of allocated elements: imagery, according to the author,
is not a separate component of the connotative value.

In the works of some scientists of the category of emotion and evaluation are
merged into one component connotations. For example, Ferreira (2016). notes:
evaluation, presented as the correlation of words and emotion that is associated with
emotions, feelings, do not constitute two different components values, they are
unanimous. Assessment, according to the researcher, not just accompanied by the
appropriate emotion, but as it absorbs it in itself, the parameters of evaluation and
emotions are the same: "nice" — "good", "bad" — "bad". Category that combines both
concepts, called "emotional evaluation". A similar view is shared by Tuna, Akbas,
Aksoy, Canbaz, Karabiyik, Gonen, Aygun (2016). According to them, in a direct
communicative act estimation cannot be accompanied by emotions.

The choice of sign of emotional evaluation (positive or negative) less reasoned
and motivated, compared to rational evaluation. Due to the fact that the motive of the
evaluation is often not verbalized, to determine the basis of emotional evaluation
becomes extremely difficult. So, the motives of some types of emotional evaluation of
difficult explication (Giuffre, 2017).

Based on the separation of rational and emotional evaluations, and recognizing the
interrelatedness of evaluation and emotive, Evaluative the word is not always
emotive, while the emotive component of meaning is always evaluative: in cases of
rational assessment of the meaning of the word emotive is characterized by a zero
component. In addition, recognizing the possibility of integration of emotive and
evaluative components in the meaning of the word, the researcher recognizes the
leading role of emotive in this process.

In language, there are inherently adherently and emotional evaluation. Under
inherently emotional assessment, the author understands the emotional response and
evaluate the speaking of some object that reflected the consciousness and embodied in
the meaning of the lexeme as an independent invariant SEMA. In a speech this
emotional evaluation is realized in specific forms (clumsy, piss artist, a treasure). In
contrast, adherentsa emotional assessment is not fixed in meaning, but actualization
this word only in a certain context.
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3. A combination of a local Azerbaijani adverbial sentences

In traditional grammar the sentence is represented thus: subject and predicate —
they are the main members of the sentence, wherein the subject has a leading role; all
other members of the proposal, including the predicate under his control; definition,
addition and circumstances are secondary members of the sentence. Only the
Azerbaijani linguist find a different approach to the question of sentence. He believes
that the main part of the sentence is the predicate, the subject and object is the primary
sentence, definition and the fact that members of the secondary supply. Conjunctions,
postpositions, particles, interjections, etc. are accepted by the people. But neither the
first nor the second view of the sentence is not acceptable for the syntax of structural
grammar.

It is not that they do not reflect objective reality. The fact that they do not give an
objective view about the hierarchical dependencies of words in a sentence. That is
why in structural linguistics arose the idea of the communication nodes. A node is a
combination of words with one driving element (word) that controls all other elements
(words). Every meaningful word is able to form a knot. We will distinguish as many
node types as there are types of meaningful words, namely four: verbal node, the node
noun, adjectival and adverbial node. Adjectival node is the node whose center is an
adjective. In the structural syntax of the sentence is also classified in accordance with
the nature of the Central nodes: (1) verbal sentence, (2) substantive proposal, (3)
adjectival sentence and (4) the adverbial sentence.

We first consider the adjectival node, and then the associated adjectival sentence.

The greater the valence of the words, the greater the compatibility. The valence,
i.e. the compatibility of the verb more than substantive, so the number of possible
types of sub-elements of the verb more than substantive, in turn, the valence, i.e. the
compatibility substantive has more than an adjective, so the number of possible types
of child elements from a noun more than an adjective. This formula is expressed as: as
we descend lower on a hierarchy of nodes, the number of possible types of child
elements is gradually reduced. In particular, the adjective can have as a sub element is
only an adverb. Possible ways to deploy the site with the centre of the adjective (or
adjectival node), thus greatly narrowed (losad, 2016).

All the world's languages as a sub-element of the adjective acts as an adverb. This
quality is even reflected in the definition of adverb: a part of speech that determines
the movement or status and is called an adverb. An adverb, which determines the
movement or status of (i.e. the verb) is included in the verb node. As an adverb
defining the quality (i.e. the adjective) is part of the adjectival host. The adverb in the
function of a dependent of a member of this node in the schema is submitted under the
adjective and the adjective is connected with a vertical line the syntactic relationship:

kitab book KHUra
maraqli interesting HHTEpECHas
¢oX very OYCHb

Figure 1. The combination of the sentence in the structural syntax of the line.
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Usually in most of the world's languages in written or oral speech chain the
adverb precedes the adjective, i.e. is prepositioned position — the first is an adverb,
and then the adjective: Azerbaijani. ¢ox (olduqca) gozsl, eng. very good, it. sehr gut,
Talysh. ve ¢ok. The Talysh language belongs to the Iranian group of the Indo-
European family of languages, it is an adverb with a preposition in relation to the
adjective. And incoming with him in the same group in the Persian language in
relation to the adjective, the adverb is postpositional position: gagonge be siyar "very
beautiful”. Persian is not the only language with a similar structure; in other languages
(with the exception of the Talysh language) of that group there is a similar location. In
addition to the Iranian group of languages in some languages, has a strong centrifugal
order of the elements, the adverb sometimes follows the adjective, as in the Persian
language.

The adjective has the ability to subdue the adverb — circumstant. This ability, i.e.
to have as a sub-element dialect — circumstant, it is, in some measure, moving closer
to the verb. So it can perform the function of predicate. In this function, the adjective
is reflected in the definition of a predicative adjective. The fact that in some Indo-
European languages, for example, in the Russian language, adjectives are used in two
versions: full and truncated versions. In Russian linguistic literature they are called
full and short adjectives. Short adjectives in combination with auxiliary verbs often
perform the function of the predicate of the sentence, i.e. the predicate. For example:
Soon he was ready to join the fight for the throne (Khan, Lee, Park, Park, 2016).
Therefore, in the Western linguistic literature are often called short adjectives
predicative adjectives. But, it should be noted that the verb can manage and actants,
and circonstance, and the adjective to control the actants can't; it governs only
circostante. This, from a structural point of view, is the profound difference that exists
between verb and adjective.

In the French language of the signs that difference can be traced to dialects,
however, relatively rare. Thus, the two adverbs of the same value and "very" are
mostly used: the first with adjectives, the second with the verb: "very beautiful book",
"This book is very beautiful”, "This book | really like."

With regard to the compatibility of some adverbs in some an adjective or a verb,
this is not a feature of French or another language; in all languages there are words,
including adverbs which word (whether an adjective or a verb) can be combined: one
with the adjective, the other with verb. For example, adverbs and ¢ox olduqca in the
Azerbaijani language have the same meaning — so, but combined both with an
adjective and an adverb with the verb do not match: ¢ox gozal "very beautiful” and
oldugca gozal "very beautiful" is used, ¢ox galir "often comes" is used in a dialect
"oldugca" combined with the adjective, with no verb. The combinability of some
words by other words or irreconcilability of some words with others is a national
feature of languages is the semantic universalism.

These author further reading: further Analyzing the difference between a verb and
an adjective, we find that the verb is primarily a means of expression of a process,
action or condition. And precisely because it expresses the processes of action, he
should be able to manage the actants. But if it's a verb or predicative adjective
condition, then it requires only circonstances.

Depending on the nature of circonstances there is still one difference. Regardless
of the nature of all circumstance can determine the process. As for the spatial
circonstances, that is circonstance of time and place, they are almost required for the
characterisation of time and space, conditions of implementation process — the action
or state expressed by the verb or predicative adjective, and instead, they fail to find a
circumstance in attribute definitions, in which the notion of process is absent.
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Therefore, the adjective — attributive definition may have as dependent members only
adverbs of manner and quantity (Nefdt, 2016).

It seems to detect that the verb "is primarily a means of expression of a process,
action or state" no tests are necessary; they are qualities of a verb are included in the
definition (Xia, Lewis, Goodman, Slayden, Georgi, Crowgey, Bender, 2016.). The
verb as part of speech, and classical linguistics manages the other members
suggestions, even though we usually close our eyes to it, subject of the sentence. As
we have pointed out, the only main part of the sentence considers the verb (or rather —
predicate). Time management is the other words of the sentence included in the nature
of a verb, of course, in structural linguistics, the verb has the ability to control the
actants, which includes not only addition, but even the subject of classical syntax. But
not all verbs require the office of actants. For example, the verbs state, by its nature,
require only circonstances. It should be noted that not only state verbs, but also
predicative adjectives, i.e. adjectives short when they assume the role of the predicate
in the structural syntax, require circonstances.

That peculiar adjective characteristic of those words, which under certain
conditions can replace the adjective. Such words, for example, are nouns and adverbs
(in the structural syntax of the pronoun also takes the noun).

4. The development of language in the structure of social development

This classification of emotion (without considering its relationship to the category
of evaluation) seems fair. In words, an emotional content which is the core value in a
certain context and with a certain intonation in speech emotion becomes the
connotative sign, e.g.: adjective happy, which contains the emotion "joy" in the
denotative component values, in the proposal I'm happy for you that involve, for
example, losing an athlete of his fortunate rival, with appropriate intonation can
Express the emotion of “irritation".

It should be noted that the estimated statement is influenced by several factors:
vital position of the subject evaluation, value system, his mental state etc. In this
regard, the evaluation of the same event, object, person, data subject in different
psychological States, with different moods, may vary. Therefore, in some cases a
rational assessment becomes emotional under the influence of a certain psychological
state of the subject, for example: rational evaluative adjective clever spoken man,
irritated by anything, using appropriate intonation gets emotional in the structure of
connotative meanings of the word: Ms. You're the smart one.

Thus, evaluation and emotion are two interrelated and interdependent but different
connotative signs. If evaluation is understood as laid down in the word a positive or
negative characteristic of an object (person, object, phenomenon), the emotionality is
seen as reflected in the semantics of words (or inherent adherent) attitude, a sense of
the speaker to the object of speech.

Before we talk about expressivity as a component of the connotative content of
the lexical meaning, it is necessary to distinguish between the concepts of expressivity
and expression. The authors of "Linguistic encyclopedic dictionary" define
expressiveness as a set of semantic-stylistic features of language units, that ensure its
ability to act in a communicative act as a means of subjective expression of the
relationship of the speaker to the content or the addressee of speech and expression is
interpreted as the ability of the expression of the mental state of the speaker acquired
by the speech as a result of the actualization of the expressive means of the language,
the combination and interaction of which allows almost any language to act as a
carrier of expressive. In other words, the expression acts as a linguistic phenomenon,
as expression as a result of the updating of the expressivity on the speech level (Yang,
Li, Zhu, 2016).
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The definition of language expressiveness as a component of the connotative
value is quite controversial. Some consider the expression as an amplification of
expression and increase the force of impact on the perception of the listener.
Expression is everything that makes the speech more vivid, strongly established,
deeply impressive. This view of the problem of the definition of expressiveness is
found in the research — discusses the expressiveness as increased quality or quantity of
the signal depending on some argument, i.e. the additional information that leads to
this increased and causes an increased reaction to the signal. In addition, we believe
that the word contains an expressive, if your imagery or some other way stresses,
enhances what is called in the same word or in other syntactically related words.

The other notion of expressiveness is considered as one of the types of “"emotive
values". In the works of some researchers stands out semantic and stylistic
expressiveness. So, semantic expressiveness is reduced to a language that has a
system of means at different levels of language that are used to actual realization in
the speech of the expressive function of language. At the same time, stylistic
expressiveness — speech phenomenon, which is generated consciously by the author
through a system of expressive language means and stylistic devices.

The view that the basis of the expression lies the inconsistency of language means
language standards consonant with the point of view that considers the dependence of
expression of words by three main factors: the imagery, the intensity of the
characteristic actions and "novelty" of a language unit.

Lexical expressivity is directly linked to components such as imagery, emotion,
evaluation and intensity.

Often included in the composition of expressive vocabulary words that represent
"emotional evaluation" (splotchy, minx), and exclude units, actualized intellectual
assessment (good, good, ripe). The latter have a purely evaluative, without expression,
value.

We will illustrate the presence or absence of lexical expressive components of
connotation (imagery, evaluation, emotion and intensity), for example, their isolated
use, and some combinations within the same word (Table. 1).

We did not determine the actual emotion, because, as has been said, emotion
always involves an assessment.

Table 1. Lexical expressive components of connotation
The connotation component or Example Expressiven
combination of components ess

Evaluation His decision is -
advisable

Imagery Scarf brick red —

The intensity The blow was a -
huge force

Evaluation + intensity He's a very bad -
friend

He's a terrific +

conversationalist

Evaluation + emotional He's a scary man +

Imagery + evaluation He has a gold +
character

Imagery + emotion + attitude His behavior was +
beastly

The shape + intensity + This is a very hard +
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evaluation man
Emotional +  intensity + This is a very +
evaluation curious fact
This delightful +
music

Thus, the lexical expression can be called a property of words including
connotative components: words containing emotion, always expressive; the intensity
combined with the evaluation, depending on the type of intensifier, can endow or not
to endow the word expressiveness; and the words comprising the isolated evaluation,
imagery or intensity (with no other "halftone" setting), do not possess expressiveness.

In this regard, we think a reasonable definition of expressivity as the properties of
speech to increase the impact force of the utterance due to the presence in its
semantics of components such as imagery, emotional intensity, etc. Based on this
definition reflects the interrelation of the components of the connotative values
(imagery, evaluation, emotion, and intensity) in the form of four intersecting circles,
the area of intersection of which is the expression.

Such an interpretation of expressiveness found in the study of the expression
should be understood as a functional property of a language unit that it is capable of
expressive, vividly convey the mental content of the speech, to picture the reality.
Depending on the means of expression of the researcher highlights the expressiveness
of intensity, expressiveness of emotion, expression evaluation, expressiveness of
imagery and expressiveness of associations.

5. Influence on the dialects of the national language international forms

Along with General evaluative words, there are words such as pleasant, sad,
desirable, harmful, kind, forming a more extensive and diverse group of private
sentiment lexicon. In these word meanings assesses one aspect of the object from a
certain point of view, that is, the classification of private estimates on the interaction
of the subject of evaluation with its object.

Among private estimates there are three groups that include seven digits. The first
group of sensory evaluation that are associated with feelings, sensory experience and
is divided into:

—  sensory-taste, or a hedonistic evaluation, expressing impressions,
which arise in the human mind when perceiving something with the senses
(pleasant — unpleasant, tasty, tasteless, attractive — unattractive, fragrant —
foul-smelling; what one likes, dislikes, etc.);

—  psychological assessment, comprising, in turn:

a) intellectual assessment: intelligent, fascinating, interesting, deep,
exciting — a stupid, unexciting, uninteresting, boring, superficial, trivial;

b) the emotional evaluation: joyful — sad, cheerful — sad, welcome —
unwelcome, unwanted, pleasant — unpleasant.

The second group is made up of sublimated rating:

—  aesthetic assessment based on a synthesis of sensory-taste and
psychological assessments, and indicate the emotional and the mental
impressions of perception of anything: beautiful — ugly, beautiful, ugly,
ugly;

—  ethical evaluation, which represent the reaction of our
consciousness, based on socially constructed ideas about the moral norms of
good and evil: moral — immoral, decent — indecent, moral and immoral,
good and evil, virtuous and vicious.
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Sublimated assessment "rise above the sensory evaluations, humaniterra them.
Aesthetic evaluation associated with satisfaction sense of beauty, ethical — satisfaction
of the moral sense.

The third group — rationalist evaluations related to practical activities, interests
and daily experiences of man. Main categories — physical and mental benefits, focus
on achieving certain goals, performing certain functions, according to the established
standard. Discharges rationalist evaluations:

— utilitarian evaluation: beneficial — harmful favorable -
unfavorable, convenient — inconvenient, practical — impractical;

—  regulatory evaluation: right — wrong, correct — incorrect, normal —
abnormal, abnormal; standard — non-standard, defective; benign — poor,
healthy — sick;

—  teleological evaluation: effective, ineffective, appropriate -
inappropriate, successful — unsuccessful.

Classification, offered by us, includes several aspects and allows to separate the
actual estimated values of the characteristics in which evaluation is combined with a
descriptive. In addition, this typology allows to determine a degree of emotionality /
rationality in the structure of private estimates: for example, sensory-taste and
aesthetic evaluation is far more emotional than intellectual.

The classification, proposed by us, was the starting point for creating other types
of estimates. In particular, we have combined into a single typology of evaluative
predicates based on the notions of modality, correlating it with the classification of
estimates according to the principle of the presence or absence of emotive component
in the structure of the estimated values. We offer the following types of evaluative
predicates:

— modal and evaluative predicates expressing evaluation from the
point of view of necessity and obligation: necessary, needed, needs, etc.;
evaluative predicates of this type simply reflect a rational assessment;

—  general evaluative predicates denote both situational and
substantive assessment: good, bad, great, bad, etc.; this type of estimates is
rational-emotional in nature;

—  private evaluative predicates expressing or rational, or emotional
evaluation; the variety includes:

a) utilitarian predicates expressing a rational assessment of someone,
something or from the point of view of utility, the possibility of using in
various purposes: beneficial, favorable, harmful, disadvantageous, etc.;

b) ethical predicates, denoting the reaction of our consciousness
(especially the mind) and based on socially constructed ideas about the
moral norms of good and evil: good, humane, evil, cruel, honest, modest,
etc.; expresses a rational assessment;

c) aesthetic predicates denoting emotional and mental impressions of
perception (mainly visual and auditory) someone, something: beautiful,
charming, ugly, unattractive, etc.;

d) the sensory or hedonic, the predicates Express only the
impressions that arise in our consciousness when perceiving something with
the senses (vision, hearing, smell, touch): pleasant, unpleasant, nasty,
delicious, etc.;

— 4) ligamentous or axiological (relative), predicates represent the
method of representation (the process) assessment: mental (count, find,
someone, good, beautiful), perceptual (to seem, to look beautiful, be funny),
emotional (feel bad, to blame), and behavioral (behave, act well, honestly).
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More fractional classification of assessments provided to us. We offer to provide:
- axiological evaluation (ethical, aesthetic, utilitarian, political,
religious, emotional);
— modal assessment (necessity, obligation, possibility);
—  existential evaluation;
—  timing of assessment;
—  the assessment of the values;
—  aspatial evaluation.

Thus, the problem of the ambiguity of the interpretation of the language
categories of assessment is the main reason for the lack of a uniform classification of
estimates — the other, no less important problems of study assessment categories in
linguistics. Discussed above typologies are based usually on single eligibility criteria
(based on the axiological interpretation of the method of estimation, the presence or
absence of emotive component, etc.) that allows you to analyze the evaluation unit in
the corresponding dimension. However, a comprehensive analysis of assessment tools
the choice of any one classification is insufficient. As a result, there is a need to create
a single multidimensional typology, reflecting the complexity of the evaluation
values. One of the main objectives of the present study is the analysis of the
implementation of the above types of estimates.

Adjectives represent a special part of speech for the expression evaluation
function in the language. The specificity of their linguistic nature is in the position
they occupy among other parts of speech.

Adjectives are one type of indicative words, defined as a syntactically specialized
in indicative function meaningful words with a lexical meaning of the sign. To the
indicative words along with adjectives include verbs and adverbs. The words of all
these parts of speech reflect the diversity of the relations of objects and their
characteristics, and their assessment of the subject knows the world. However, unlike
adverbs, which Express the symptom of symptom, verbs, manifested procedural
features (actions, States), the semantics of adjectives refers to non-procedural
characteristics (quality, relations, properties). The notion about the name of adjective
as a class of words which refers to the passive features of the subject, reflected in the
works.

The connection of the adjective with the noun is implemented either in the
attributive construction when the adjective acts as the definition of a noun, either as
the predicate or its part, being United with the noun by means of a copular verb. Such
attributive predicative nature of the adjective is its main functional feature, as
expressed in its definition. An adjective is a part of speech characterized by the
categorical value of the attribute, the grammatical category of degrees of comparison
gender, number, case, expressed in the form of coordination, the syntactic use in the
function definition (a function attribute) and predicative member and a developed
system of word-formation models.

In addition, attributive and predicative functions of the communicative potential
of an adjective in the text. The execution attribute of the function inherent in both
qualitative and relative adjectives, since it is a categorical grammatical symptom of an
adjective as parts of speech, while the predicative syntactic function is carried out
among the adjectives mainly to the category of qualitative adjectives, approaching this
with verbs.

Being a classic or "pure" predicates, qualitative adjectives reflect our view of the
world, being focused on the knowing subject. Despite the fact that words of a given
lexical-grammatical category of able to perform attributive and predicative function,
even a typical attribute combination with qualitative adjectives prototypically
associated with the predicate. Speaking as the definition of a noun, quality adjectives
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are a kind of linguistic stereotypes for the implementation of previously made, but
irrelevant to the moment of the speech act of predication. So, for example, the
definition of man noun by the adjective clever associative refers to a situation when
the object of evaluation showed themselves accordingly: a smart man is a smart man.

If we consider the quality value of the subject as prototypical for the name of the
adjective, note that qualitative adjectives have the lexical and grammatical properties
of this part of speech to the greatest extent.

Being a complete dictionary words, adjectives answer it probabilistic, discrete-
continuous nature, does not allow a strict distinction in explanation of such types of
cognitive structures as knowledge, opinion, evaluation. This is because standing
behind the word concept used in cognitive, emotional, volitional spheres, which
represent the indivisible unity of human subjectivity, is not limited. Conceptual space
is the system of opinions and knowledge about the world, reflecting his learning
experience on coaticook and linguistic levels.

The main tool for expressing an opinion on the subject, the person, evaluation is a
lexical semantic category of qualitative adjectives. The knowledge of the subject
through his signs clearly speaks in the vocabulary of the interpretation of nouns.
Consider the nouns — names of animals — in the figurative sense denoting the people,
endowed with certain qualities. Most of them are in the dictionary are characterized
by the transfer of agreed qualitative adjectives in combination with nouns with the
meaning of person (man, woman, girl, etc.); for example, in BTS, you can find a
similar evaluation of the interpretation of the following nouns: Fox — = = = we speak
of the cunning, flattering man‘, pig = = = we speak about the dirty, unkempt man with
vile habits‘, goose — = = = we speak about a person unreliable, roguish, clever, cock
— === we speak about cocky, passionate man‘, the elephant — = = = we speak about
the high, thick, clumsy man‘, forty = = = we speak about a talkative, noisy
person‘ crow — = = = we speak about scattered, inattentive man°, the chicken — = ==
we speak about weak-willed, spineless man‘, goat = = = we speak about high-spirited,
lively girl‘. That is categorical semantics of quality determines the ability of
adjectives to define nouns, expressing at the same estimated response.

As classical predicates, qualitative adjectives able to act simultaneously within a
single act of communication, in denotative and qualificational structures. This
property is due to the fact that the implementation of active, changeable characteristic,
expressed an adjective quality, is possible in the case of measuring a given
characteristic of the subject that, in turn, unusual for a relative adjective. So, when
considering cognitive functions of adjectives, noted significant differences in the
semantics of qualitative and relative adjectives. If the semantics of qualitative
adjectives paramount opinion of the subject (collective or individual®, the relative
adjectives Express the "knowledge of the conceptual character of the object of a
particular class.

From this it follows that method of characterization in qualitative and relative
adjectives, which are describing the verbal signs are different: subjective quality of
adjectives, because it involves the participation of the speaker and its evaluation; and
objective from a relative, because it reflects knowledge of the speaker about the signs
of the subject of this class. Talking about gradations of objectivity and charts among
parts of speech, starting with the most substantive nouns the substantives with the
gradual increase of charts first in relative adjectives, and then at qualitative adjectives,
verbs and adverbs. Such a gradation can be represented in the form of a dial, the
extreme points of which will be nouns on the one hand and adverbs on the other.
Given the advantage. a river of adjectives in the present study, we consider only that
part of the scale that deals specifically with this part of speech. The indicator of
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subjectivity in the relative adjectives is higher than the qualitative, and Vice versa, the
rate of charts qualitative adjectives is higher than the relative.

With the development of charts in the meaning of adjectives different discharges
associated strengthening their evaluation capacity. Adjectives in its semantics
constitute a continuous series from the actual evaluative (good / bad) to adjectives,
deprived of estimates (relative adjectives), and the intermediate group consists of
adjectives that combine an indication of the sign and the property qualification for
quality (SEMA good / bad) or number (Sam a lot / little). In this respect we can speak
about the grade of evaluation in the structure of the value of adjectives.

The distribution shown on the scale of semantic groups of adjectives are caused,
firstly, by the division of adjectives into qualitative and relative, and second, the
conventional division of the category of qualitative adjectives on the estimated and
not estimated. Evaluative adjectives, in turn, include an overall evaluation and a
private evaluation Evaluative adjectives are not adjectives characterizing the object
(phenomenon, entity) according to different parameters (weight, color, size, shape,
position in space, etc.). For the scale of the estimated potential it is possible to allocate
following groups of adjectives:

Relative adjectives used in a literal value, type, factory, glass, Azerbaijani (OP in
a direct sense), in which there is no evaluative component.

Qualitative adjectives non-judgmental in a direct sense, characterizing the subject
on the grounds of color, shape and other physical parameters, such as the brown
(Desk), cold (metal), high (Cabinet) (KP-parametric unbiased).

Relative adjectives in the literal sense, in which the evaluation component appears
only in a certain context, based on the value of the scale adopted between the
addressee and the addresser (OP contextual evaluation). For example, in the dialogue:
— He gave me the earrings. — What? Gold! — the value of gold as a precious metal
allows you to interpret the meaning of the word Golden in this context as a positive
evaluation. Most often, the evaluation of words of this type manifests itself in the
language of the opposition, expressed either implicitly or explicitly: shoes factory
quality — artisanal-quality glass vase, a crystal vase and a cotton shirt, synthetic shirt,
etc.

Qualitative adjectives in direct value characterizing the subject on the grounds of
color, shape and other physical parameters, such as warm (hands), heavy (bag) (KP
parametric in the literal); the meaning of these words is dominated by descriptive
semes "weight”, "shape", "size", "color”, and the character contained in these words of
evaluation depends on the surrounding context (warm tea is good or bad?).

Relative adjectives are used in a metaphorical qualitative meaning, such as an iron
(nerves), doll (appearance) (OP with metaphorical qualitative meaning); this group of
words is characterized by the predominance value of the evaluation component above
the value of the primitive noun.

Qualitative adjectives in a metaphorical value, characterizing the subject on the
grounds of color, shape and other physical parameters, such as a large (heart), warm
(atmosphere), cold (reason) (KP parametric in a metaphorical meaning); the meaning
of these words dominated by evaluative component when saved as a peripheral SEM
"weight", "shape", "size", "color".

Private evaluation qualitative adjectives such as smart, beautiful, essential (KP
private evaluation); their value includes the assessment of one aspect of the object.

Total estimated qualitative adjectives such as good, bad, values that contain only
this evaluation (estimated total CP).

Grading evaluation capacity is rather arbitrary: it is difficult to define exactly what
the word "overestimated" — qualificational relative adjective or adjective of quality,
denoting the quality of an object according to certain physical qualificational.
However, their differentiation, in our opinion, it is necessary to take a dual function of
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adjectives: denotative and qualificational. In this case, the meaning of a word can be
represented as a semantic unit, consisting of a conceptual core and periphery.

6. Conclusion

Along with substantive and verbs adjective also forms a kind of node. This node
is called the adjectival host. An adverb can manage their dependent words and write
the adverbial node. On a hierarchy of nodes adjectival node has fewer items subject to
an adjective. This is because in comparison with the verb and substantive (nouns) the
adjective has less of the method, compatibility with other words. In languages
dependent components in adverbial combinations in relation to the adverb can be used
in a preposition — left distribution, and postpositive — right distribution. In Indo-
European languages, the adjective adjectival nodes can be replaced by participles.
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