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LEXICAL QUANTOR AS A REPRESENTATIVE
OF LINGUISTIC KNOWLEDGE IN TRANSLATION

The article dwells on the basic characteristics of a lexeme as a unit of translation. It has been proved that
a word possesses an information structure which should be taken into account in the translation process. A
lexical quantor has been offered as a suitable term to designate the informative structure of a word both in
linguistic and philosophical aspects. A lexical quantor may serve as a unit of translation as it contains all
important information (linguistic, pragmatic, cultural, and cognitive) as for the plane of content. Key words:
lexical quantor, translation, unit of translation, information.

Translation generally deals with two major problems: the way of establishing correspondences
between the source text and the target one, and the creating of the model (models) of translation activities.
In this respect the question arises what is to be considered as a unit of translation in the process of
translation activity. Taking into consideration the discrepancies in the structural and semantic structures
of different languages, we must admit that it results in a variety of expressing the plane of content. This
fact may be the reason of considering the unit of translation ranging from a letter (a phoneme) to a text
segment or a text as a whole. Some scholars [10, p.88.] argue that a translateme must be viewed as a unit
of translation. The translateme reflects the constant of translational correspondence of the plane of content
with its specific plane of expression within a certain segment of the text [10, p.89]. This vision of the
problem is closely associated with the linguistic aspect of translation. Evidently this aspect along with
cultural, pragmatic and cognitive issues should be considered as the decisive one in determining of the
unit of translation. It seems quite reasonable to use the term which could embrace all these parameters.

In this article an attempt has been undertaken to fill in this gap offering the term *a lexical
guantor”[1]. In this respect a task of paramount importance for us is, therefore, to elucidate the nature and
major characteristics of the term under discussion.

The very word combination “lexical quantor” implies its relationship to linguistic phenomena
(“lexical’, i.e. associated with a word or vocabulary). Obviously, the second element of the word-
combination (‘quantor’) may present some difficulties in its comprehension. Traditionally this term —
quantum —or in Ukrainian terminology ‘kvantor’ is peculiar both for logic and linguistics. In linguistics it
is understood as the words with quantitative semantics (‘everybody’, ‘some’, “few’, ‘many’, etc.) cardinal
numerals in particular. In the languages of the world they are manifested by quantum pronouns and
pronominal adverbs (‘everywhere’, “always’, ‘the whole’ etc. [See 7, p.206].

This term is also frequently used in mathematical logic where it is treated as its symbol, a logic
operation which gives a quantitative characteristic for a number of objects to which the expression
belongs and which is the result of its application [8, p. 223].

In another encyclopedic source we can read that the term ( Lat. quantum meaning how many/much)
is a logical equivalent of the words, such as ‘some’, ‘exists’, etc., operators that formalize in calculation
of predicates the logical properties of these expressions [9, p.570].

The latter definition focuses on the combination of both linguistic and logic understanding of the
term. Thus, we may assume that this term may be viewed both as philosophical one (Q-1) and a linguistic
one (Q-2). However, in this paper it is suggested its viewing somewhat differently. Here this term is rather a
homonym of the previous two (Q-1 and Q-2) and is the result of blending of two words ‘quantum’ and
‘operator’ — “‘quantor’ (Q-3) meaning “an operator of the categorization of a language worldview which
renders a certain quantum of relevant information about the surrounding world”. This approach justifies the
usage of the term “quantor” in English terminology as the existing words ‘quantum’ or ‘quantifier’ and
‘operator’ in the language may be considered the constituents of the suggested blending.

Lexical quantor implies the rendering of information about the cognitive process of the surrounding
reality within the framework of a certain verbal mechanism. Thus, the lexical quantor represents a certain
structure of knowledge (a priori and a post priori) manifesting its epistemic characteristics and, being a
part of a language system, may stand out as a cognitive verbal unit of language and speech. The epistemic
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character of this unit is quite evident and conforms to the structure of the language. The plane of form of
the lexical quantor corresponds to a lexeme, a word combination, or a phrase while its plane of content is
represented by the information as a totality of knowledge and concepts of particular speakers.

Lexical quantor may look akin with other long established terms in linguistics and general science
sharing some features but still remaining different. Here, we mean first and foremost, the terms which
have already been in wide use, such as an informeme [11] and sapienteme [2]. The term of “informeme”
is used as a unit information which is rendered in the information space of a Man and the Universe where
the thoughts are the results of autogeneration process of the simultaneous input and output of huge
torrents of informational and thinking waves (quanta of thoughts) [11, p. 172-173). The informeme is a
constituent of the universal the only informational think-and-see language as more than 95% of
information is perceived by a man with his eyes. It is the eyes that perceive the information hundreds
times quicker than ear channels. [11, p. 175]. The similar ideas as for the information entity of a word is
expressed by Jonathon Keats in his book “Virtual Words: Language on the Edge of Science and
Technology” where a word is considered to be a “qubit “ — a unit of quantum of information [12].

In this respect, the terms “informeme”, “qubit” may be viewed as a hyperonyms for the term
“lexical quantor”; on the other hand, it may be viewed in terms of the informational model of the
Universe which, in its turn, is an essential quality of the physical worldview and reflects the general
conception and the informational reality of the nature as well as generalizes material, logic, hypothetic
and other models of world formation. [11, p. 144].

So this term may be rather used with methodological purposes than an instrument of a cognitive
philological analysis. The notion of an informeme may enable penetrating into the essence of linguistic
phenomena from the point of view of the cognitive process being accomplished by a man within the
activity approach to the study of the phenomena of the surrounding reality disclosing the informational
code of a man and the Universe.

The notion of “sapienteme” introduced into linguistics by Yevgeniy M. Vereschagin and Vitaliy G.
Kostomarov [2], takes into account both the informational component and the linguistic status of a
linguistic unit but is restricted to a linguocultural sphere of a certain ethnos. The genesis of a sapienteme
is described as a process that starts from the most generalized idea which may be either devoided of
nomination or may possess a composite and non-use character. Then this idea having become more
complicated (being more specified) transforms into a notion which receives nomination in a national
language. Some elements of a priori knowledge, so to say, are characterized by a vertical genesis, and
their transition to a horizontal level is a contribution of the genius of a certain nation, its soul in cognition
of visible and non-visible world.

This is vertical and horizontal on-going learning of the world by a man and then its transition, as
we assume, within a certain non-verbal-verbal mechanism. This mechanism we suggest calling a
sapienteme [2, p. 840].

The theory of a sapienteme by Y. Vereschagin and V. Kostomarov is sufficiently grounded in a
theoretical context and verified by evidential basis. Though it can hardly bid for universality as it is aimed
only at one important but not comprehensive aspect of cognition — culture. On the other hand, these ideas
are not quite new and we can agree with Yu.Stepanov that the term of ‘sapienteme’ was preceded by the
views of Karl Popper (from 1967 to 1979) when he spoke of ‘objective knowledge’, ‘epistemology
without a cognizing subject’, the third world as the world of objective knowledge’ [2, p. 1033; see also
4,p. 44; 5], and the idea to describe the world of knowledge goes back as far as the times of Plato.
However, this, in no way, diminishes the importance and topicality of the theory under consideration for
linguocultural studies. A sapienteme being a verbal and non-verbal unit of linguocultural code differs
from a lexical quantor. The latter takes into consideration a verbal manifestation of knowledge structure
laying emphasis on both cultural and non-cultural factors and, thus, appears to be a verbalized segment of
the categorization of the language worldview. So, here the term “lexical quantor” is a hyperonym as for
the term “sapienteme”. Likewise sapienteme a lexical quantor possesses a complicated structure
incorporating various types of information among which there’s a tangible portion of cultural
information. Alongside with this information it also renders pragmatic, ideological, political, economic,
and other types of information. This converts a lexical quantor into a cultureme, pragmeme, ideologeme,
politologeme, economeme respectively in the process of realization of the knowledge structures which
this lexical quantor contains. This assertion may be illustrated as follows:

Q-0i,Q ~0e,Q —~qpr,Q -ap Q ~qc
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etc.

where Q — a lexical quantor

gi — quantor-ideologeme

ge — quantor-economeme

gpr — quantor-pragmeme

gp — quantor-politologeme

gc — quantor-cultureme etc.

On the other hand, a lexical quantor may be considered as a linguistic sign which serves to exteriorize
the thought. The combination of linguistic (lexis) and extra-linguistic (information, mind) in a lexical
guantor makes it possible to reflect the surrounding reality in its spatial and temporal entity. This entity is
reflected both in a language consciousness of a speaker and linguistic units of different types and levels.

The linguistic unit embodied in a lexical quantor may be represented by a variety of word-
forming structure, i.e. a lexical quantor as a verbalized quantum of information about the surrounding
reality may be expressed by a non-derived lexeme, a derivative, a compound word or even a phrase,
i.e. by a nominative unit.

It is obvious that a more complicated structure will be characterized by a higher semantic load and,
thus, will contain more information about the concept it designates (Cf.: Q = q1+g2+qg3....qn, where Q —
a lexical quantor, and q1,02,93....qn — quanta of information represented by the semantics of the
components of a word-building structure). So the role of word-formation patterns is of paramount
importance for the linguistic presentation of knowledge by a lexical quantor as each structural element of
the lexical quantor stands for a certain quantum of information. It should be noted that the very sum of the
meaningful constituents of a lexical quantor doesn’t render the whole epistemic nature which is inherent
for it. It is only realized in totality with pragmatic, cognitive, discursive factors in the communication
process, i.e. transference of knowledge, its processing, and perception.

Thus, it is necessary to take into account the linguistic status of a lexical quantor (as a nominative
unit of language and speech), its realization in actual speech, i.e. discourse taking into consideration its
cognitive characteristics so that to understand its nature. It is also necessary to focus on the semiotic
nature of a lexical quantor, its place in a language semiotic system, mechanism of its genesis and its
functioning in speech. Such an approach would conform to the established triad “form-content-function”
of the methodological principle of the study of linguistic phenomena taking into account its interpretation
in interdisciplinary and intercultural perspective. This perspective implies the disclosing essential features
of a lexical quantor not only as a linguistic sign but also as a designator for the concept it stands for. It
seems appropriate here to mention the assertion of Anatoliy M. Pryhodko who emphasized that linguistic
conceptology doesn’t duplicate the object and subject-matter of linguistic semiotics at all by using a new
terminology but is a turning point in a scientific understanding of lexical semantics where the cognition
process is reflected at a new turn of an evolution spiral of linguistics [6, p. 7].

We should state that a lexical quantor is a polyhedral psychically and mental linguistic formation
which is a substitute for a certain amount of knowledge obtained in the process of object and cognitive
activity of a man which is necessary for a successful communication. It is characterized by certain
semiotic, linguistic, epistemic, cognitive, and discursive features which should be taken into account
while analyzing its nature.

On the other hand, a lexical quantor may well serve as a unit of translation as it contains all
important information (linguistic, pragmatic, cultural, and cognitive) as for the plane of content. Taking
account of these characteristics of a lexical quantor in the process of translation makes possible to achieve
adequacy and accuracy of rendering information of the source text in the target one.

References

1. banuk B. . EnicTeMonoris neKCMYHOro KBaHTopa : [MoHorpadisi] / B. [. banvk. — YepHisui : 30710Ti mMTaspwu,
2012. - 420 c.

2. BepewarmH E. M. fA3biK 1 KynbTypa. TpW NMHIBOCTPaHOBEAYECKME KOHLEMLMN ; NEKCUYECKOr0o (hoHa, pede-
noBefeHYeCKMX TaKTUK 1 canneHTemMbl / E. M. BepewaruH, B. I'. Koctomapos. — M. : HApuk, 2005. 1040 c.

3. Monnep K. P. 3HaHne n ncuxotmsmyeckas npobnema : B 3awmTy B3anmogeicteusa / K. P. Monnep ; [nep. ¢
aHrn. W. B. XXypasnesa]. — M. : M3gatensctBo JIK, 2008. — 256 c.

4. Monnep K. P. Jlornka n poct Hay4Horo 3HaHus / K. P. Monnep. — M. : Mporpecc, 1983. — 302 c.

HaykoBwii BiCHMK YepHiBeLbKoro yHiBepeuTeTY. 36ipHUK HayK. npaup. Bun. 754 — 755. ®dinocodis 11



5. Monnep K. P. lNMpeanonoxeHus n onpoepxeHus ;. PocT HayuHoro 3HaHusa / K. P. Monnep ; [mep. ¢ aHrn.
A. J1. Hukndhoposa, I". A. HoBuukoBoii]. — M. : M3gatensctBo ACT, 3AA HIIM Epmak, 2004. — 638 c.

6. Mpuxogbko A. M. KOHUENTW i KOHLENTOCUCTEMU B KOTHITUBHO-AWUCKYPCUBHIA MapagurMi NiHrBicTUKM /
A. M. Mpuxopgbko. — 3anopixxa : Mpem’ep, 2008. — 332 c.

7. CeniaHoBa O. O. CyuacHa NiHrBicTMKa. TepmiHonoriyHa eHumknonegis / O. O. CeniBaHoBa — [lonTaBa :
[Joskinna — K, 2006. — 716 c.

8. CnoBapb MHOCTPaHHbIX C/10B. — M. : Pyc. s3bIK, 1986. — 608 c.

9. COBETCKMI1 3HUMKIONeAMYeCKnin cnosapb. — M. : CoBeTckas aHUmKnoneams, 1979. — 1600 c.

10. TroneHes C. B. Teopus nepesoja : YuebHoe nocobue / C. B. TtoneHes. — M. : Mapgapuku, 2004. — 336 c.

11. HOs3BuwnH W. M. Nudopmaumonorusa / W. V. KO3suwnH. — M. : Paguo u ceasb, 1996. — 214 c.

12. Jonathon Keats Virtual Words : Language on the Edge of Science and Technology. — Oxford University Press,
USA (October 19, 2010), 2010. — 192 p. (qubit — a unit of quantum of information)

BAnukK B. JIeKCMYHWIA KBAHTOP SIK PENpe3eHTaHT MOBHOIO 3HaHHSA B Mepeksagi. JocnigxyrTbcs
OCHOBHI XapaKTepUCTWKM NEeKCEMU SIK OAMHULI nepeknagy. MokasaHo, L0 CMOBO BOMOAIE iH(OPMAaLiiiHOO
CTPYKTYpPOIO, Ky NOTPpi6HO BpaxoByBaTh y npoueci nepeknagy. NMponoHyeTbCA TEPMiH «1EKCUYHUIA KBAHTOP»
N5 Mo3Ha4YeHHs iHopMaUiiHOT CTPYKTYpWU cnoBa K y inocodii, Tak i niHreicTuui. JIeKCMYHWIA KBaHTOpP
MOXKe CNyryeaTu OAMHULIEI0 Mepeknafy, OCKiNbKM BK/IOYAE BaXNUBY iHGopMauito (MOBHY, mparmaTuyhy,
KYNbTYPHY, KOTHITMBHY) Yy nnaHi 3micTy. K/4oBi CnoBa: NEKCUYHWIA KBaHTOP, Mepeknag, OAnHULSA
nepeknaay, iHpopmalis.

YIIK 167/168:1(091)
© Apocaas I'HaTIOK
ITpuxapnamecevkuit HayioHaAbHULL YHi6epcumem imeHi Bacuas Cmedanuxa

JIOTTKA KOMYHIKAIIIT ICTOPTYHUX JIOT'IK
AKYNC/IEHHA JEOIHIIIN

AHani3yeThbCa AianeKTun4Ha Teopis N0riKu KOMYHiKauii iCTOpUYHUX NOTiK. FonoBHa yBara hoKycyeThca Ha
rpamMaTWYHOMY, AeDiHITUBHOMY i (OYHKLiOHaIbHOMY eTanax Po3BUTKY MOTiKM KOMYHiKauUii iICTOPUYHIX NOTiK SK
Teopii. Kno4yoBsi cnosa: rpamaTUyHUiA LEHTP, AediHiTuBHa cneuudikayis, gianeKTuka Noriku, norika KomyHikauii
iCTOPUYHMX NOTiK, NPONO3uLiiiHa (hyHKLiS, YACNEHHA aediHiLii.

3piicHIOUN palioHaNlbHY PEKOHCTPYKLIKO AialeKTUYHOT Teopil NOriKi KOMYHiKauil iCTOpuyYHUX
NOTiK, CNif PO3pi3HATU AiaNeKTUYHY NOTIKY SK YMCNEeHHS 3araibHUX, YaCTKOBUX i OAMHUYHUX iMEH,
NOriKy AianekTUKKN [K crnocié nobyaosu Teopii AianeKTUKK Ta fiafleKTUKY NOrikn aK po3ain ginocodii
noriku. [ianekTka Noriku € iCTOPUYHOIO i NOFiYHOK PEKOHCTPYKLIED rpamaTuyHoro, AetiHiTMBHON o Ta
(DYHKUiOHaNbHOro eTanis pPO3BMTKY Teopil TBepKeHb. I3 rpamMaTtMyHUM eTarnom pOo3BUTKY Teopil
TBEPPKEHb CMIBBIAHOCUTLCA TeOpif Cy[XeHb (hOpMasibHOT Ta MeTai3uyHOi norikv ApucToTens, i3
AeiHITUBHIM €TanoM — Teopis CypKeHb fianekTuHoi norikv I'. Merens, a 3 hyHKLiOHATbHUM €Tarnom —
Teopist BUC/MIOB/EHb NIOTiKW NnpeavKaTis ['. dpere.

B iCTOpMYHOMY acrnekTi Teopisi CymkeHb I.[lerens i Teopis BucnosneHb [. dpere 3anepeuye
Teopito cympkeHb ApuctoTens. BogHouac, 6epyun [o ysaru Te, LIO AialeKTUYHA f10TiKa 3anepeyye
(opMasibHy, Teopisi CyKkeHb I'. Ferens NOTEHLIHO MICTUTL MOX/MBICTL 3anepeyeHHs He NuLe Teopii
Cy[PKEeHHA ApUCTOTeNs, a Vi Teopii BUCNOBNeHb . dpere. B NOriYyHOMy acrekTi Teopis BUCIOBNEHb
I. dpere 3arepeyye TeoOpito CympkeHb ApUCTOTENs, a Teopis CympkeHb I. Ferens — i TEOpilo CymKeHb
ApucToTens, i Teopito cympkeHb [. ®pere. OTke, Teopis CympKeHb I. Merens y nepcreKkTusi NOrivHoi
PEKOHCTPYKLUIT AiafleKTUKM NOriYHOT TeopiT TBepAXeHb HabyBae CTaTycy Aia/IeKTUYHOIO 3arnepeyeHHs, a
3arepeyeHHs 3anepeyeHHs CTae NPMHLUMNOM No6YA0BM MTOTiKM KOMYHIKaLii iCTOPUYHUX OTIK SIK Teopil.

Jlorika KOMyHiKauii iCTOPUYHMX NOriK € aHasoroBo Mo6y[0BaHOK /OTIYHOK Teopieto. BoHa
CUHTe3ye B COOI 4OTUpPU BUAWM aHanorii: 6ionorivHy, (isnyHy, rpamatuyHy i maremaTuyHy. Ha
6ionoriyHir aHanorii nobyaosaHi opManbHa i MeTagi3nyHa Noriky ApUCTOTeNs i AialeKTUYHa Norika
I'. [erens,, Ha Qi3nyHii aHanorii — norika npegukatis I. ®pere. Y hopManbHili Ta MeTadi3nuHili noriLi
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