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THE CATEGORY OF IMAGE
IN LINGUISTIC DISCOURSE

Abstract. The article aims to give a comprehensive account of
innovative theoretical developments in the field of linguistic imageology.
The main objective of the paper is the linguistic analysis of the category of
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image, its major features and characteristics. Quite recently, considerable
attention has been paid to the problem of image-making in Slavic and West
European linguistics, which is evidenced in numerous scientific
investigations related to this topic. Current research is focused on the
analysis of linguistic mechanisms of image making, investigation of the so-
called "influential potential" of image, its ability to form new social
meanings and tendencies. This study examines the category of image in
cognitive-discursive, phonological, lingvocultural and lingvosemiotic
facets. The author defines image as a specific means of communication, a
kind of "code", a set of meanings, symbols that can be read on verbal and
non-verbal levels. In the process of subject-subject interaction, this "code"
is read by recipients. Hence, according to author’s beliefs, such an
interpretation of the category allows scientists to expand the boundaries of
image research and consider the problem of image within new linguistic
directions, i.e. communicative linguistics and text linguistics. The author
explains that the image phenomenon has an ambiguous nature and
stereotypical character. It is stated that an obligatory condition for the
formation of an effective image, in particular state image, is taking into
account stereotypical characteristics of the image object which have been
established in a certain society. In this paper, the author investigates a
number of conceptually important for linguistic imageology terms.
Particular attention is paid to linguistic comprehension of the concepts of
image plot, image text, language image, correct language behavior etc. The
proposed study emphasizes a special role of estimation as one of the key
characteristics of image media texts, as it is the basis of any image
constructed by media. It is proved that estimation creates an evaluative
attitude to the reported information. At the same time, attention is focused
on the essential role of the prosodic components of speech (i.e. increase and
decrease of voice, change the pace of speech, timbre, pause etc.) in the
process of shaping a political image. A conclusion is made about a great
suggestive potential of image, which determines the prospects of research of
this category in neurolinguistic aspect. The author’s view is that a new
stage of research in the field of linguistic imageology may be an analysis of
the image phenomenon in mass media discourse, as the basic category of an
innovative humanitarian discipline — media linguistic imageology. In
Ukrainian linguistic science this aspect of research is just beginning to
develop and therefore requires detailed study and analysis. To the author’s
best knowledge, only one study in Ukraine has come up with this issue. This
paper clearly shows that investigating image issues in terms of
medialingvoimageology has the greatest scientific perspective, which is
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Justified by the possibility of studying the verbal nature of image with the
involvement of alarge arsenal of knowledge from various research areas.

Key words: lingvoimageology, medialingvoimageology, category of
image, linguistic aspects of image research, image text, image plot,
language image.
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Ilnacyn O.M.

KATEI'OPIA IMLIKY
B JHUHI'BICTUYHOMY JUCKYPCI

Anomauia. Cmamms npuceauena ananizy nepcneKmueHux Hanpamie
iMIOJHCeUX  OQOCHIONCeHb 6 VKPAIHCLKIU ma 3apyOidicHitl NiHeGICMUYI.
AemopcbKy yeazy 3aKUeHMOBAHO HA CYYACHUX MEHOCHYIAX PO36UMK)
JIIH280IMIONCENO2I] SIK  AKMYANbHOI HeONiHesicmuuHol  napaouemu, o
6UBHAE MOGHI MexaHizmu Imiddcemeopenns, "ennusosuti nomenyian"
iMiOCy, 11020 30amHICmb OPpMYSamu HOBL COYIANbHI CMUCTU U pereKCil.
Lenmpanvuum nouammsam  jaiHe8icMuuHOi  iMiOdceno2ii € Kamezopis
iMiOdcy,  AKY — asmop — po3ensiode 8  KOSHIMUBHO-OUCKYDCUBHOMY,
QononociuHOMY,  NIHEBOKYIbMYPONOSIYHOMY —MA  NiH2B0CEMIOMUYHOMY
acnekmax. Y cmammi imiddc eusHaueHo — AK cneyughiunuil 3acio
KOMYHIKayii; ceo€pionuil "kod", Habip cmucnis, cumeonis, wo Modxicymo
oymu npouumaui Ha eepbanbHOMY U HesepbanbHOMY pisHAX. Y npoyeci
cy6 ’ekm-cy6 exkmnoi 63aemo0ii yeu "ko0" 3uumyemvcs peyunicHmamu —
VUACHUKAMU KOMYHIKayil. Bionoeiono, na nepekonamHs aemopa, maxa
inmepnpemayis Kameeopii 00360JAE€  POFWUPUMU  MedHCE  IMIONHCe8UX
docnidvcens I pozenioamu il @ acnekmi HeOHAnpsiMie MOB03HABCMEA —
HOBUX NIOX00I8 00 KOMYHIKAMUGHOI JIIHeGICMUKY A JIHSGICIMUKYU MEKCY.
Bcmanoeneno, wo ¢henomen imidocy mae 0803naumy npupody ma
cmepeomunnull xapaxkmep. Bucnoeneno mesy npo me, wjo HeoOXioHOW0
VYMOBOW (OPMYBAHHA eDEeKMUBHO20 IMIOJNHCY, 30KpeMa O0epAHCABHO20, €
8pAXY8AHHA COPMOBAHUX Y CYCNINTLCMBI CIEPeOMUNHUX XAPAKIMePUCMUK
00’exma imioxcysanua. IIpoananizogano psao KOHYENMYAIbHO BAHCIUBUX
ona  JinegicmuyHoi  imioocenozii  mepminonouams. Ocobnugy — yeazy
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ssccee 000 0000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000

NPUOINEHO JIIHeBICMUYHOMY OCMUCTEHHI0 NoHAmb "imiddcesuil crodcem”,
"imioncesuti mexem"”, "moenuil imiodc", "npasunvia mMosHa nosedinka" ma
iH.

Y npononosanomy oocniodxcenni nazonoutyemocs Ha OYiHHOCMI AK
OOHIlL I3 KIHOYOBUX XAPAKMEPUCMUK IMIOIHCe8UX MeOTIliHUX meKCcmis, adice 8
OCHO8I  0Y0b-AK020  IMIOJHCY, KOHCMPYIOBAHO20 3AcobaMU  MACOB0I
KOMYHIKaYii, 1excums came OYiHKa, AKA CMBOPIOE A8MOPCbKe CMAGICHHS
0o nogidomaroeanoi iHgopmayii. Boowouac axyenmyemvca yeaca Ha
cymmesiti poni NpOCOOUYHUX KOMNOHEHMI6 MO6JeHHA (MOHY, MmeMny,
memopogoeo 3abapenenns, naysayii) y npoyeci opmysanHa nOAIMUYHO20
imiooncy. Pobumbcsi 6UCHOBOK NpO  GeNUKUL  CY2eCMUGHUI  nomeHyian
IMIOJICY, WO 3YMOBIIOE NEePCNeKMUBHICMb O00CTIONCeHHs yiel Kame2opii y
HeUpOoNiHe8iCMUYHOMY ACNeKmi.

Hosum emanom oocnidocens y eanysi ainegicmuunoi imiodicenozii, Ha
OYMKY asmopa, modxce Oymu auaniz peHomeHy imioxicy y OUCKypci mac-
media — K 6a3060i kame2opii HOGIMHLOI 2yMAHIMAPHOL OUCYUNTIHU —
Mmeoianineeoimiodcenozii. B yKpaincoKill niHegicuyHitl HAyyi ysa 2anyss
MIiNbKU NOYUHAE POPMYBAMUCA | MOMY HOmMpPedye 0emanbHO20 GUGUEHHS.
Ha nepexonanns asemopa, 6usuenna imiodceoi npobiemamuxku 6
Meolanineoimioxcenoii mae Haudibuly HAYKO8Y NePCNeKmusy, uo
apeyMeHmMy€Emb st MONCIUBLCIIO CIMYOII08AHHS 6ePOANbHOL NPUPOOU IMIONCY
i3 3any4UenHIM 8elUKO20 APCEHAN) 3HAHD i3 PIZHUX 0OCTIOHUYLKUX HANPAMIG.

Knwowuoei cnosa: nineeoimioscenozia, —medianine6oimiolcenozis,
Kameeopisi  IMIOJCY, NIHEGICMUYHI  ACHEKMU  OOCHIONCeHHs  IMIOXCY,
imMiOdiceutl mekcm, iMiodcesull Crodicem, MOGHULL IMIOJIC.

Ingpopmauia npo asmopa: Ilnacyn Onvea Muxonaisna — acnipanm,
acucmenm Kagedpu cmunicmuku ma MO8HOI Komywixayii; Incmumym
Qinonocii;  Kuiscokuil  Hayiowanvhuii  yHieepcumem  imeni  Tapaca
Lllesuenxa.

Enexkmponna adpeca: olga 2511@ukr.net.

IHnacyn O.H.

KATET'OPUSA UMUJIKA
B JIMH BUCTHYECKOM JUCKYPCE

AHHOmaMMﬂ. Cmampws nocesawiena  anaiuzy  nepcneKkmueHblx

HanpaeieHull UMUONHCEBLIX UCCIe008AHULL 8 YKPAUHCKOU U 3apy6excHol
AUHBUCTIUKE. ABMOPCKOe SHUMAHUE CAKYEHMUPOBAHO HA COBPEMEHHbIX
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MEHOCHYUAX — pa3gumusi  JUHSBOUMUOICEN02UY — KAK — AKMYATbHOU
HEONUH2BUCIMUYECKOU — napadueMvl, — KOMOpds — uzyyaem  s3bIKOGble
MexXaHuzMbl cO30anusi umuoica, "enusmenvhulil nomenyuan” umuodica, e2o
CnOCOOHOCMb (POpMUPOBAMb HOBbIE COUUATbHBIE CMBICAbL U pedhiexcuul.
Llenmpanvuvim noHamuem JIUHSBUCIMUYECKOU UMUONCEN0UU  S6TAEMCsl
Kamezopus UMUOMCa, KOMOPYIO as8Mmop paccMampugaem 6 KOSHUMUBHO-
OUCKYPCUBHOM, dononocuueckom,  IUHSBOKYILMYPOIOSULECKOM U
JIUHSBOCEMUOMUYECKOM dachekmax. B cmamwve umuodoc onpedenen kax
cneyugpuueckoe cpeocmeo KOMMYHUKayuu, ceoeobpasusiti "ko0", nabop
CMbICTI08, CUMBOLO08, KOMOPble MOZYM Oblmb NPOYUMAHLL HA 6ePOATLHOM U
He8epOanbHOM — YPOBHSIX. B npoyecce CYObeKm-cyObeKmHo2o
e3aumoodelicmeuss  amom  "ko0"  cuumvieaemcs  peyunueHmamu — —
yuacmuuxamu Kommynuxayuu. Coomeemcmeenno, no yoesicoeHuio asmopa,
maxas uHmepnpemayus Kame2opuu HNO36018em PACUUPUMDb  SPAHUYbI
UMUOINCEBBIX — UCCAEO08AHULL U paccmMampuéams ee 8  dcnekme
HEOHANpasieHull s3bIKO3HAHUS — HOBbIX NO0X0008 K KOMMYHUKAMUBHOU
JUHSBUCMUKe U JuHesucmuxke mexcma. Onpedeneno, umo ¢heHoMeH
UMUOINCa uUMeem O8YCMbICIEHHYI0 NPUpOOy U CMEpeomunHbuli xapakmep.
Buickazan mesuc o mom, umo HeobOXOOUMbIM yclo8uem GopMuposanus
apexmusnoco umMudIiCa, 8 UACMHOCMU 20CYOAPCMBEHHO20, AGIAEMCS
yuem  CLOJNCUBUXCS 6 obujecmee CMEPEOMUNHbIX XAPAKMEPUCNUK
obvekma  umuddcuposanus. Ilpoanaruzuposan psod  KOHYENMYaibHO
BAJICHBIX OJ1 TUHLBUCIMUYECKOU umuodicerocuu mepmunononamuil. Ocoboe
BHUMAHUE — VOENeHO  JUHSBUCTIUYECKOMY — OCMBICICHUNO — NOMAMUL
"umuodxcesvii - ciooicem”, "umuoocesviii mexcm", "azvikosou umuoxnc”,
"npasunvroe peuegoe nosedenue" u op.

B npeonacaemom uccnedosanuu noouepkusaemcs 0cobas poib
OYeHOUHOCMU Kak 00HOU us KIIOYEBbIX  XAPAKMEPUCMUK
UMUOINCEBLIXMEOUUHBIX MEKCOoE, 6e0b 6 0cHo8e 100020 UMUOICA,
KOHCIMPYUPOBAHHO20 ~CPEOCMBAMU  MACCOBOU  KOMMYHUKAYUU, — TeHCUN
UMEHHO OYeHKa, KOMmopas co30aem OYeHOUHOe OMHOWEHUe K cO0Ouaemotl
unopmayuu. B mo oice epemsi  akyeHmupyemcsi GHUMAHUE  Hd
CYWEeCMBEHHOU POIU NPOCOOUYECKUX KOMNOHEHMO8 pedu (MoHda, memnd,
membpo6oll  OKpacku,  naysayuu) 6  npoyecce  GopmMuposanus
noaumu4eckozo umuodica. /lenaemcs 6u18600 0 OONLUIOM CYe2eCMUBHOM
nomenyuane — umuodca,  umMo  00yCiaABIUGAEm  NEPCNeKMuUHOCb
UCCe008aHUS IMOU KAMe20pUll 8 HEelPOIUHSBUCUYECKOM dCneKme.

Hosvim  smanom uccnedosanuii 6 obracmu JUHSGUCMUYECKOT
UMUOINCENO2UY, NO MHEHUI0 a8mopd, Modcem Oblmb aHAIU3 (eHoMmeHa
umMuONCa 8 OucKypce macc-meoua — Kak 06az08oil Kamezopuu Hogeluiel
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SYMAHUMAPHOU OUCYUNTUHBL —MeOUANUHLBOUMUONCENo2UU. B yKpauncKol
JIUHSBUCMUYECKOU HAYKe 9Ma OMPACib MOJIbKO HAYuHaem Qopmuposamscs
u nomomy mpebyem demanvHo2o usyyenus. I1o mHenuro agmopa, uzyuenue
UMUOINCEBOU  NPOOIEMAMUKU 8  MeOUATUHSBOUMUONCEN02UU — UMeem
HAUOONLWLYIO  HAYYHVIO — NEPCHeKmusy, umo  apeymeHmupyemcs
B03MONCHOCMBIO U3YUEHUs 8ePOATIbHOL NPUPOObI UMUONKCA C NPUBTEYEHUeM
001bUO020 apcenana 3HaHUU U3 PA3HbIX UCCLE008AMeNbCKUX HANPABTIeHUL.

Kntoueevie cnosa: JIUHEBOUMUONCENO2US,
MEOUANUHZBOUMUOINCENIO2US,  KAMEe2opUs — UMUONCA, — TUH2BUCTUYECKUE
acnekmol  UCCIe008AHUS  UMUOICA, UMUONCEBDIN MEKCM, UMUOICEBDLI
CrOdiCem, A3bIKOBOU UMUOILC.

Hugopmayus 06 aemope: Insacyn Onvea Huxonaesna — acnupanm,
accucmenm  Kageopvl  CMUIUCMUKU U A3LIKOBOU — KOMMYHUKAYUU,
HUnemumym  unonocuu;, Kuegckuil HAYUOHANbHBII YHUBEPCUMEN UMEHU
Tapaca Llleguenko.

Dnexmponnsiii adpec: olga 2511@ukr.net.

Lingvoimageology, or linguistic imageology is, from our
perspective, one of the most promising research areas of modern
humanities and, primarily, neolinguistics. Lingvoimageology mainly
focuses on the analysis of linguistic mechanisms ofimage making
and the study of the so-called "influential potential" of image (the
term by T. Kozhevnikova [12, p. 58]), its ability to form new social
meanings and tendencies.

The topicalityof the above-mentioned problem is evidenced in
the innovative works of numerous foreign and Ukrainian scientists,
in particular I. Mogor-Ivan, M. Priezler (University of Galati,
Romania) [17], Sh. Khairov (University of Glasgow, Scotland) [10],
M. Zelenka (Constantine the Philosopher University in Nitra,
Slovakia) [32], M. Katynska (Amur State University, Russian
Federation) [7, 8, 9], O.Kubryakova (Institute of Linguistics,
Russian Academy of Sciences, Russian Federation) [13],
O. Osyetrova(SiberianFederalUniversity,

RussianFederation)[19],A. Prokhorov(DerzhavinTambovStateUniver
sity, RussianFederation) [22],S. Kamalova (Moscow State Institute
of International Relations, Russian Federation) [6], O. Tomberg
(Ural Federal University, Russian Federation) [29], Yu. Makarovets
(Nizhyn Gogol State University, Ukraine) [16], O. Ivantsiv ( Ivan
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Franko  National = University of Lviv,  Ukraine) [5],
I. Lysychkina (Academy of the Interior Troops of the Ministry of Int
ernal AffairsofUkraine, Ukraine) [15], T. Zabolotna(State Higher
Educational Institution "Pereyaslav-Khmelnytsky State Pedagogical
University named after Gregory Skovoroda", Ukraine) [31],
A. Moroz (National Pedagogical Dragomanov University, Ukraine)
[18], L. Ivanova (Kherson State University, Ukraine) [4] etc.

Investigations of linguistic features of constructing an image
are actively conducted in foreign linguisticsin the last decade (2007-
2017) (works by I. Mogor-Ivan, M. Priezler [17], Sh. Khairov [10],
M. Zelenka [32] etc.

In parallel, surveys in linguistic imageology appear in Slavic
linguistics (works by T. Kozhevnikova [12], O. Shnyakina [23],
M. Katynska [7, 8, 9], A. Prokhorov [22], E. Frolova [2], O. Osyetrova
[19], Yu. Lozovskiy [14], O. Goloshumova [3], O. Ponomareva [20],
L. Yegorova [30], O. Kubryakova [13], N. Koval [11], O. Ivantsiv [5],
Yu. Makarovets [16], I. Lysychkina [15], T. Zabolotna [31], A. Moroz
[18], L. Ivanova [4] etc.

We note thatthe category of image as the central notion of
linguistic imageologyis studied by linguists in many ways. Thus, the
linguist O. Ivantsiv distinguishes and systematizes the following
aspects of scientific research in this field:

* cognitive-discursive, within which the research attention, in
our opinion, deserve the works of T. Kozhevnikova [12], M. Katynska
[7, 8, 9], A. Prokhorov [22], I. Sushnenkova [28], O. Sidak [27],
E. Frolova [2], I. Lysychkina [15], Yu. Lozovskiy [14] etc;

* phonological, presented in research by N.Koval [11],
O. Goloshumova [3], L. Postnikova [21] and others;

e lingvocultural, represented in scientific research by
O. Ponomareva [20], V. Dauletova [1] etc;

* lingvosemiotic (scientific research by O. Kubryakova [13]
and others.

In the cognitive-discursive paradigm of linguistic research
image is analyzed as a way of categorizing and conceptualizing the
world. In this sense, image is a cognitive category, a carrier of
cognition; accordingly, constructing and modeling the image, we
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discover the world. Cognitive linguistics explores image as a mental
model that reflects certain characteristics of an image-raising object
and allows to obtain information about it [7, p. 62].

Given the dual nature of the analyzed phenomenon — as an
element of the verbal and non-verbal (sign) system, as well as its
conceptual semantics, the cognitive-discursive angle of image
research seems to be one of the most promising.

Innovative approach to the interpretation of the phenomenon
of image realizes in her scientific research linguist M. Katynska [7],
analyzing this category through the prism of the theory of
prototypes (E. Rosh, L. Wittgenstein, etc.).

An important achievement of cognitive image research is the
discovery of ambiguity of this category. Indeed, we have no doubt
that any image has a verbal and non-verbal representation.
Accordingly, the non-verbal part of image is classified in cognitive
linguistics as a mental model, while verbalized image is considered a
sign model [8].

Thus, modeling the verbal component of image will allow "to
change the attitude of the mass audience to the image carrier", which
will potentially lead to "further correction of the recipients’
behavior" and "decision-making in favor of a particular product,
service, etc."[8].

Note that in many scientific works devoted to the problem of
image scholars emphasize the stereotypical nature of this
phenomenon. From the point of view of cognitive linguistics, the
importance of studying the stereotypical characteristics of image as a
prototypical category is determined by their ability to become
prototypes of components that structure image [8].

Thus, stereotypes can be considered as original prototypes of
image. However, we emphasize that the concepts "stereotype" and
"image" are not synonymous: a stereotype is a relatively stable view
of something, it has a static nature. In contrast, image is a dynamic
phenomenon: if certain features or characteristics of its carrier are
changing, the image itself is also changing. On the other hand, it is
logical to assume that stereotypical beliefs to a large extent influence
the process of constructing an image. Hence, determination the main
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stereotypical image characteristics is a prerequisite for the formation
of an effective image. In particular, we are convinced that while
working on creating an external and internal image of Ukraine, it is
important to take into account positive state stereotypes already
formed in society.

Another representative of the cognitive-discursive aspect of
image research, linguist E. Frolova, analyzes the category of image
as a phenomenon of political linguistics [2]. Considering the main
communicative strategies for forming the image of a regional leader,
the scientist quite rightly notes that image is one of the most effective
means of influencing mass consciousness [2].

Such a peculiarity of image is explained, in our opinion, by a
significant manipulative potential of this phenomenon, its
stereotypical nature, inclusion in the mass media information space,
which causes an increase in interest in the image issues in the field of
political linguistics, especially during election campaigns and
sociological surveys.

At the same time, modern linguistic investigations in this area
actively develop the conceptual apparatus of linguistic imageology.
For instance, the researcher E. Frolova introduces into the scientific
circle the concept of the image plot— "agenre of a PR-text, prepared
by the press service of the head of the region or by the journalists
themselves, which presents a socially significant problem, where the
facts, the very problem, as well as a view on this problem contribute
to the formation of a positive image of a certain regional leader"
[2].In our view, understanding the basic principles of creating image
plots is necessary for constructing a successful and effective image.

The incorporation of the linguistic component into a general
image problem also suggests the need for a study of the concept of
"language image", proposed by O. Osyetrova [19]. The scientist
analyzes the above-mentioned concept in the context of the
development of lingvopsychology and links it with Yu. Karaulov’s
notion of language personality as "a personality, which is
manifested in language (texts) and reconstructed in its main features
on the basis of linguistic means" [19, p. 80]. And this point of view
is, to our mind, quite correct, as any image has a verbal expression.
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Hence, language as the main verbalizer of consciousness constructs
the image and affects it.

In this sense, language image, according to O. Osyetrova, is an
external part of the linguistic person, its "facade", open to the public
[19]. The investigator rightly argues that the mastery of the art of
constructing a positive language image is important for "correct
language behavior", that is, the ability to speak a literary language,
to use etiquette formulas, to prove yourself as a cooperative type of
language personality, to correctly conduct a conversation, etc [19,
p- 81].

The author’s thesis about close connection between image and
language personality also seems logical. The scientist postulates that
the more exactly they coincide, the more natural the communicative
game will be. At the same time, the more an image of a person
differs from its language behavior, the more deformed becomes the
image mask [19, p. 81]. Indeed, the image of a personmust
correspond to his/her true nature; in the other case, the so-called
"gap" between the ideal and the real image will be definitely noticed,
which will undermine the potential impact on the audience.

In turn, the linguist Yu. Lozovskiy’sresearchthesisisdevoted to
the analysis of linguistic means for creating a well-known person’s
image [14]. In his work, the author interprets the investigated
phenomenon as "one of the means of communication, which, with
the help of purposefully created and emotionally colored images
having the character of a stereotype, translates information about a
real person based on the needs of mass consciousness" [14, p.4].

It should be emphasized that in Yu. Lozovskiy’s interpretation
of image the definition of the above-mentioned phenomenon as a
specific means of communication is innovative for modern
linguistics. We fully agree with the author’s position, as any image
is a kind of "code", a set of meanings, symbols whichcan be read at
verbal and non-verbal levels. Accordingly, in the process of subject-
subject interaction, this "code" is read by recipients — the participants
of the communication; hence, image can be defined as a unique
means of communication. In our opinion, such an interpretation of
the studied category makes it possible to expand the scope of image
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research and consider it in the aspect of new directions of modern
linguistics, in particular, communicative linguistics and text
linguistics.

In Yu. Lozovskiy’s interpretation of image a statement about
the importance of assessment as the basis for building an image and
creation a certain evaluation attitude also seems logical [14, p.4].

It is worth noting that for our investigation this thesis is
relevant, since the analysis of media publications devoted to the
image of Ukraine proves that estimation is one of the key
characteristics of such texts.

In modern linguistics, the category of image is also studied in
the phonological aspect, where the phonetic characteristics of the
image are in the center of attention. In particular, O. Goloshumova’s
thesis is devoted to the study of the role of intonation and other
linguistic means in shaping and optimizing the image of the political
leader [3]. In her work, the scientist analyzes intonational means of
language, which, in combination with lexical-syntactic and stylistic
means, carry out the function of influence and promote the
construction of an effective political image [3].

Having conducted a comprehensive audit and functional
analysis of the speeches of American political figures, the author
concludes that it is the language that most successfully transfers the
image of a politician to the audience and allows him/her to achieve
his/her goal and gain credibility [3]. It is to be noted that the
analyzed by O. Goloshumova phonetic characteristics of image are
quite actively used in modern political communication. Increase and
decrease of voice, change the pace of speech, timbre, pause — all
these phonetic means are successfully used by politicians in their
speeches.

Meanwhile, the results of the phonetic research conducted by
N. Koval point out that prosodic characteristics of a person are an
important part of image technologies used by image makers due to
their ability to "overcome the thresholds of audience’s perception"
and be "in advance doomed to success" [11]. Undoubtedly, this fact
attests to great suggestive potential of image, the need for its study
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within the newest linguistic directions, in particular, neurolinguistic
programming.

In the lingvocultural discourseimage is explored by
O. Ponomareva [20]. The scientist examines the category of image in
correlation with language and culture, emotion and cognition. We
believe that nowadays image is a complex sociocultural
phenomenon, an important element of the formation of a national
identity, therefore, lingvocultural aspect of image investigations is, in
our opinion, also worthy of research attention.

Nonetheless, L. Yegorova’s PhD thesis is significant for the
development of the terminological apparatus of lingvoimageology. In
her investigation, the scientist introduces the concept of image text
[30]. According to L. Yegorova, image text is "a text phenomenon of
media discourse, a carrier of a special type of social information —
imageinformation, verbalized by adequate means" [30, p.6].

L. Yegorova analyzes the concept of image as a linguistic and
sociocultural category of media discourse, which has a field
structure. Accordingly, in this structure the researcher allocates the
core and periphery. The core of the image is characterized by a
maximum concentration of signs, and the periphery of the imageis
characterized by an incomplete set of signs [30, p.10-11].

We note that lingvosemiotic aspect of image research is quite
new in modern linguistics. For instance, O. Kubryakova’s scientific
investigation is devoted to the analysis of sign nature of image [13].
Considering image as a sign, the researcher rightly observes that for
its definition "it is important to establish in relation to which object is
it a sign — in relation to such "an empirical object" as a person, or
such an ideal object as his/her image (or his/her essence — character,
moral features, that is, something from the sphere of abstract and
ideal)" [13, p.6]. According to O. Kubryakova, image is called to
replace a real object or person in other people’s perception [13, p.9].
Consequently,one of the dominant functions of image in all the
analyzed approaches is a substitutive function.

Therefore, image can be considered one of the most universal
categories of modern humanities. It is an interdisciplinary
phenomenon, which is the subject of analysis of many scientific
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directions. Since the interpretation of a concept depends on the goals
and objectives of a particular science, any interpretation of this
category is of a sectoral nature. However, in our view, linguistics has
the most scientific perspective in the study of image issues as it
analyzes verbal nature of image and uses a large arsenal of
knowledge from various research areas.

In our opinion, a new stage in image investigations can be the
analysis of this phenomenon in media linguistic discourse as the
basic category of modern discipline — medialingvoimageology —
new paradigm of modern linguistics, which is now at the stage of
formation and therefore needs to be studied in detail. In fact, in
modern sciencemedialingvoimageologyis represented only by
scientific investigations of A. Shylina [24, 25, 26].

To our mind, image in the framework of the outlined issues
can be analyzed in broad and narrow terms.

Thus, in a broad term, we interpret image as a thought of the
object (subject) which is intentionally formed in mass or individual
consciousness.

In a narrow sense, we consider this term within the
framework of media linguistic perspective, where we define image
as one of the central concepts of modern media linguistics; the result
of the work of media aimed at constructing in mass consciousness an
emotionally-evaluative thought about an object (subject) with a
clearly expressed semantics (positive / negative), in the process of
which media use effective linguistic means of image building, i.e.
writing and distribution of image texts, plots, accumulation
ofaffective statements, emotionally-evaluative lexemes, emotional
subjective  judgments, wusage of suggestive neurolinguistic
technologies, etc.
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IHOOTEMHMEHT )
SIK HEOJKAHP MEJIIHAHOI KOMYHIKATII:
®YHKIIOHAJIbHO-CTUJIICTUYHUA AHAJII3

Anomayia. Cmamms npucésayeHa QYHKYiOHAIbHO-CIUTICIMUYHOMY
AHATI3Y HEONCAHPY VKPATHCOKUX MeNesi3iliHuUX HO8UH — IHgomelHMeHnmy.
Jlosooumsbcsi mesa, wo yeli AHcaHp CbO2OOHI ICHYE mMaA  AKIMUBHO
PO3BUBAEMBCA 8 YKPAIHCbKOMY Medianpocmopi, 00 mo2o i MA€ pso
cneyugiunux ocobnugocmeil, eracmueux auwe uomy. Ha npuxnadi
menenpoepam "A6zay!" na Hosomy xanani ma "M1 News" na xanani M1
nooaemsCsi aHaniz cneyupiku MoGneHHs MeOIUHUKI6 Yy Mmeaenpospamax
orcanpy  inpometinmenmy. "Ingpomeninmenm”  (docnieno  "infotainment
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