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Abstract---The article considers the main types of semantic-sigmatic 

and communicative-functional transformations of lexical units against 

the background of changes in certain parameters of discourse and 

analyzes the fundamental motives for changing the load of lexical 

units in modern space. The relevance of this work is determined by 

modern transformations of linguistic study of different types of 
discourse, which occur on the basis of the study of communication 

and the search for universal foundations of linguistic interaction. 

Language is considered as a complex communicative and cognitive 

phenomenon that determines the state of intercultural 

communication. The components that directly affect the 
communication process and the success of the modern language 

formation must be identified. The aim of this study was to analyze the 

semantic-sigmatic and communicative-functional components of 

discourse and the theory of their understanding in modern 

communication. The theoretical and methodological basis of the study 

included the works of scientists in the field of modern methods of 
communication. The objective method was the analysis of documents 

(monographs, articles, statistics, scientific papers and textbooks on 

the selected topic). 
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Introduction  
 

Recently, due to the obvious shift in the boundaries of linguistics, especially in 

real and, above all, cognitive research, we can observe the convergence of 

linguistic problems with the problems of other disciplines, although with similar 

knowledge, such as literature. This indicates a general trend in the current stage 

of development of linguistic science, when the need to go beyond language ability 
became clear (Echeverri, 2020). The lack of rules regarding the use of 

accumulated linguistic information has led to the emergence of functional 

branches focused on people. Inclusion of language units in the scientific model, 

for different parameters of linguistic cases, contributed to the development of 

communication theory and linguistic interaction, which led to the occurrence of 
new directions in linguistics (theory of linguistic acts, discourse theory, theory of 

ideas and word theory), with the study of the new in human as a subject of 

linguistic communication, creator and user of language, which becomes one of 

the central features of communicative-pragmatic language. This article considers 

the semantic-sigmatic and communicative-functional components of the study of 

discourse. The dynamism of the term “discourse” in the emergence of its semantic 
variation is quite legitimate, because in recent decades it has become the most 

widely used in the linguistic field. It is possible that this was facilitated by the 

lack of a clear and generally accepted definition of language, covering all cases of 

use (Widana et al., 2020; Oviogun & Veerdee, 2020). 

 
Currently, the functional-communicative approach considers the word as a basic 

form of everyday human practice and defines it as a phenomenon of 

communicative complex, which includes, in addition to the text, extra linguistic 

factors (knowledge of the world, views, attitudes, goals), necessary to understand 

the text (Egorchenkova et al., 2019). Defining the term “discourse” presents 

significant difficulties due to the fact that it has received support in a number of 
disciplines, such as linguistics, anthropology, literature, science, ethnography, 

sociology, sociolinguistics, philosophy, psycholinguistics, cognitive psychology, 

and some others. It is natural that the ambiguity of the term “discourse” and its 

use in different areas of humanities give rise to different approaches to the 

interpretation of the meaning and essence of this concept. However, we can say 
that thanks to the efforts of scientists from different fields of language theory, it is 

now formulated as an interdisciplinary field that reflects the general trend 

towards integration into the development of modern science. From the very 

beginning, in the framework of the study, which consistently examines the 

organization of the text of the language, there was no dispute about the definition 

of the terminological object of study, or about the field of linguistics that studies 
the text. Initially, the term “textual linguistics” seemed unsuitable, and in some 

linguistic studies, the text of coherent speech is called ‘speech’ (Atabekova, 2020; 

Durbin, 2020). 

 

The term “discourse” is fixed in many dictionaries and gives several definitions. 
The most important are those which claim that the discourse is: coherent text; 
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oral form of the text; dialogue; a group of statements related to each other in 

definite terms; oral work (Bansal, 2018). The emergence of discourse theory 

marked a qualitative leap in the development of the science of language and made 

it difficult for researchers to linguistically describe language. The theory of 
language, which originated in the framework of textological linguistics, never lost 

touch with it, but constantly tried to distinguish between the subjects of its 

research, to distinguish between the terms “text” and “discourse.” Discourse is a 

text, but it consists of communicative units of phrases - languages and their 

associations into larger units, which are in a continuous semantic connection, 

that allows perceiving it. The text as a language material is not always a 
consistent speech, i.e., speech. Text is a more general concept of language. 

Discourse is always a text, but to say the opposite would be wrong. Not all texts 

are speech ones. Discourse is a special case of the text (Abramova & Sherekhova, 

2020). The purpose of this study is to analyze the semantic-sigmatic and 

communicative-functional components of discourse and the theory of their 
understanding in modern communication (Atmowardoyo & Sakkir,  2021; 

Putrayasa, 2017). 
 

Materials and Methods 

 

Analysis of the topic “Semantic-sigmatic and communicative-functional 
components of discourse” showed that, in modern scientific works, there is an 

interest in the study of issues of discourse and all its components. The work of 

many modern linguists are devoted to the study of the components of modern 

discourse – these are works of the scientists such as Abramova & Sherekhova 

(2020); Atabekova (2020); Baker et al. (2020);  Bergenholtz (2016); Etxebarria et 
al. (2016), and many others. The study of semantic and communicative-functional 

components of discourse was conducted in several stages. At the first stage, the 

primary concepts such as “discourse,” “intercultural communication,” “language 

communication,” “speech activity,” structure, and some of the main components 

of discourse were described, and the essence and specificity of all the above terms 

and definitions found in this article were defined. The main difficulties in the 
formation and implementation of these components in the modern linguistic field 

of study were identified (Menaka & Sankar, 2019; Atmowardoyo & Sakkir, 2021). 
 

To understand the place of semantic-sigmatic and communicative-functional 

components of discourse in modern communication, the following research 
methods were used: theoretical (analysis of scientific literature, philological, 

pedagogical and linguistic printed materials for study), method of analysis and 

method of synthesis, induction and deduction, logical analysis, as well as 

positions of objective research and classification of information. In accordance 

with the objectives of this stage of the study, an analysis method was used, the 

attractiveness of which lies in extraction and obtaining any information (related to 
the topic of study), usually from a printed scientific source (or publication in 

electronic format), which will then be used for analysis on the next research 

stages of this topic. The topic of analysis of scientific sources is related to the 

characteristics and attributes of the studied object or phenomenon that meet the 

goals and objectives of the study. The method of analysis of scientific sources is 
the most used in many modern scientific studies. At the second stage of the 

research, with the help of the position of logical analysis, as well as scientific 
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objectivity and systematization, the logic of introduction and use of semantic and 

communicative-functional components of discourse from the point of view of 

modern linguistics as a science was analyzed (Cargile et al., 1994; Friederici & 

Gierhan, 2013). 

 
This method allowed mastering partial aspects of the phenomenon and object, 

creating a consistent series of scientific abstractions. The next combination 

determines the study of the deepest essence of the whole. This method is used to 

study complex objects or facts. Also, at this stage, the theoretical improvement of 

the whole research was carried out, the semantic-sigmatic and communicative-

functional components of discourse in modern communication were generalized, 
and the consequences of their use for modern linguistics were analyzed. 

Throughout the research work, processing, theoretical generalization, and 

systematization of research results were carried out, as well as development of 

relevant educational and methodological material. Motivation and substantiation 

of the conclusions of the research on the topic “Semantic and communicative-
functional components of discourse,” the use of this approach in modern 

institutions provided methodological and theoretical validity of all starting points. 

There is the integrity of research methods and analysis of semantic and 

communicative-functional components of discourse in modern communication 

(Piantadosi et al., 2012; Rapert et al., 2002). 
 

Results 

 

In modern linguistics, the concept of discourse is considered ambiguous. Different 

approaches to language definition may differ. Communicative-functional 

approach implies language as verbal communication (language, use, functioning 
of language), whether it is about dialogue or conversation, i.e., dialogue of the 

type of language or as language from the position of the speaker in relation to the 

story, which does not take into account this attitude. In the context of the 

communicative approach, the term language is seen as a kind of sign structure 

that makes language its object, place, time, circumstances of manufacture 

(production). Structural-syntactic approach understands language as a part of 
the text, i.e., the formation of a sentence above the level (unit of phrase, complex 

syntactic set, and paragraph). Language is understood as two or more sentences 

that are in significant connection with each other; communication is considered 

one of the main characteristics of language. Structural and stylistic approach 

implies language as a non-contextual organization of spoken language, 
characterized by blurred division, dominance of associative connections, 

spontaneity, situationality, high context, stylistic specificity. Semantic-sigmatic 

approach considers the elements of discourse by the semantic meaning of 

language units and the relationship between the sign and the object of reflection. 

Language signs are names, designations of objects of display. The latter are a 

designator of linguistic signs. Semantics and sigmatics represent a prerequisite 
for syntactic; all three of them are a prerequisite for pragmatics (Abend, 2018). 

 

This classification suggests that the nature of language has changed: one side 

tends to pragmatics, typical communication situations, while the other - to the 

processes occurring in the minds of participants, as well as to the characteristics 
of consciousness, and the third - to the text itself. The identified approaches are 
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partially contradictory. The concept of discourse is realized in inseparable 

connection with the concepts of language and text. Language as a phenomenon of 

communication is a mediator between speech as verbal communication, as an 

activity, on the one hand, and a specific text recorded in the course of 
communication, on the other. In simpler contrast, the word should be understood 

as a cognitive process associated with the production of real language, with 

knowledge of the production of language and text – as the end result of the 

process of language activity, which leads to a certain final form. This opposition of 

real discourse to its result leads to the realization that the text can be interpreted 

as a discourse only when it is perceived realistically and enters the current 
consciousness of the person experiencing it (Egorchenkova et al., 2019). The 

concept of discourse was introduced as a result of the growing need in science to 

take into account not only the characteristics of the text as such depending on its 

specifics and interior, but also the text as a message addressed to someone and 

expressesing the special needs of the recipient and author. A word is an empirical 
object that a linguist encounters when identifying traces of the object of the act of 

utterance, formal elements that indicate to the speaker the purpose of language. 

 

An essential characteristic of language includes, in a broader sense, the 

correlation of language with specific subjects of the act of communication, i.e., the 

speaker and the listener, as well as the communicative intention of the speaker to 
influence the listener in one way or another. The structure of the conversation is 

a series of stages of communicative actions of the person who came into contact, 

sounding, exposing the original subject of conversation and statement, changing 

roles during the communicative act, changing the topic of conversation, exit from 

the communicative act, each due to a number of internal and external factors. 
The communicative aspect of discourse is seen as a category of language 

materialized in the form of oral or written linguistic work, relatively complete in 

semantic and structural sense, the length of which is potentially variable: from 

the chain most separated from language to mass significant work (story, 

conversation, description, instructions, lectures, etc.) (Baker et al., 2020). The 

concept of discourse is characterized by the parameters of completeness, 
integrity, coherence, and others. A definition that reflects the functional nature of 

a word and deepens previous definitions is as follows: discourse is an arbitrary 

part of a text that does not consist of a single phrase or a separate part of a 

sentence (Bakhlova & Bakhlov, 2020). Often, but not always, it revolves around a 

reference concept; it creates a general context that describes the actors, objects, 
circumstances, moments, actions, and so on. It is determined not so much by the 

order of the sentences as by the general world for the creator of the word and its 

translator, which is constructed during the unfolding of the word (Meltzoff, 1999; 

Akyildiz et al., 2008). 

 

The initial structure of language and elements of language implies described 
events, their participants, i.e., the circumstances that accompany the events; 

context that explains events; evaluation of event participants; information linking 

language to events (Zan et al., 2018). The core of this definition can be considered 

the provision according to which language is defined as the appropriate volume of 

text or even, as implied in the above definitions, is synonymous, but much 
broader. In the socio-pragmatic approach, the main attention is paid to language 

activities, the participants of which have certain types of language personalities 
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who found themselves in certain circumstances and conditions of 

communication. The definition of discourse as a linguistic unit of communication 

implies that for any unit of language it is a characteristic of a sign as a set of 

certain material properties and ideals. Each sign in itself is an object of real life, 

so it is impossible to study it regardless of the environment in which it exists. 
There is verbalization and objectification on a particular issue, present in the act 

of speech, the signs of working with information, the cognitive process that leads 

to the processes of cognition and perception of the world. All units of language 

serve either to express information or to disseminate or, finally, to extend the flow 

of information and thus serve as an idea in human consciousness and help to 

take into account the experience of mankind as a whole, determine the results of 
interconnection and cognition of reality (Baker et al., 2020). It is best to use the 

term concept for the interpretation of certain elements of the situation. 

Completions, concepts, and notions are strictly distinguished by both the 

phenomena of the universal concept and the phenomena of language (semantics). 

 
A token is semantics, conceptual meaning (Etxebarria et al., 2016). Information 

about the cognitive structures associated with sign language that precedes speech 

is important: if a person knows sign language, he also knows its meaning in the 

negative, and in cases where a signal is created, one must also place the sign in a 

certain category - moreover , an act of assignment that cannot take place. 

Language also confirms the structure of information and the form in which it was 
used (Abramova & Sherekhova, 2020). The integrity of the word is directly related 

to its information, as the exchange of information is one of the conditions for the 

implementation of the act of communication. In that case, if the mediator does 

not receive the expected information, the behavior of the voice participant 

becomes informative. Dialogic language also demonstrates such features of 
communication as the presence of two or more partners and the active nature, 

which is manifested in inter subjectivity and internationality. The recipient's 

language can be the language of the individual for any communicative role in 

which the author's language is directed to the influence of language. Here, one 

can see intertextuality of the word to be interpreted in its relationship with 

previous and subsequent works. The creation and understanding of language 
largely depends on the use of the language of memory in the oratory of other 

people who previously created and uttered or recorded in writing. For certain 

types of language, we can talk about the category of power and law, science, the 

principle of scientific language. In this case, power is considered one of the 

pragmatic categories, which is manifested in the use of proverbs, catchphrases, 
quotes, references to the opinions of famous people or the results of tests aimed 

at generally accepted truths and principles (Sher & Lee, 2004; Catenaccio et al., 

2011). 

 

The previous language is, in fact, a very detailed, transformed, and hypertrophied 

metaphor. The text of the previous one is not yet a concept, socio-psychological 
formation is characterized by multidimensionality and the meaning of value 

(Atabekova, 2020). It is also worth to note such significant features of language as 

the interpretation of the result within conditionally annotated limits, the 

possibility of radically different ways of filling and maintaining a formal macro-

and microstructure, and some others (Etxebarria et al., 2016). Thus, like any unit 
of language, the word is universal and has individual, ideoethnic characteristics. 
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The first includes: integrity and coherence, which is always manifested, continuity 

of meaning, chronotopia, which is embodied in the representation and perception 

of spatial and temporal relations, informativeness, intersubjectivity, intentionality. 

The categories of power and jurisprudence are probably individual, as they are 
not observed in all types of language. Currently, the classification of 

conversations proposed by scholars representing different fields of knowledge and 

their areas is very heterogeneous, due to the diversity of the phenomenon of 

discourse and the possibility of studying from different positions, such as 

pragmalinguistics, psycholinguistics, linguoculturology, linguistics, structural 

studies, linguistics, and structural studies. It is planned that it will be at the level 
of cognitive reflection, at the level of values, the type of group that has a more or 

less established structure, position and role, according to a set of activities 

(according to goals and topics of communication), indicators, directly or indirectly 

related to the level of formality, structure and ritual, cooperation and conflict, 

socio-psychological, integration, unity and diversity of perception, spatial and 
temporal localization, rules and order of interaction (Canagarajah & De Costa, 

2016; Berwick et al., 2011). 

 

In this regard, the typology of linguistic personalities is taken as a basis for the 

classification of language, which, in turn, depends on the use of certain vocal 

techniques on their part. The reasons can be classified by the number of 
languages, the efforts of their authors, and the amount of information fund for 

the surrounding world to invest in them. The type of discourse, wording or 

informality depend on the components of linguistic communication: the context 

and situation of communication, the social roles of communication, the type and 

purpose of communication, the nature of the relationship between 
communications. The nature of the relationship between the participants of 

communication determines the specifics of communication: the employee may be 

determined by the performance of certain functions of social communication. 

These can be meetings, presentations, business negotiations, controversial court 

appearances, interviews, negotiations and briefings. A large percentage of this 

communication is occupied by oral features: facial expressions and gestures. Oral 
communication in this case sometimes complements nonverbal communication. 

The participants of the communication pronounce most of the moments of time 

independently, most often in order to overcome the logical and structural purpose 

of the statement, to pronounce them freely and without ambiguity. The lexical 

background of such statements is characterized by the presence of abbreviated 
slang vocabulary (Abbas et al., 2018). Everyday language has a detailed character 

and is extremely rich in meanings, all kinds of language used on the basis of 

literary language. Existential communication covers everything monologue and is 

represented by works of art and introspective philosophical and psychological 

texts. 

 
In existential language, direct and indirect one are distinguished. This is simply 

from everyday linguistic representation, which is classified into two opposite 

types: semantic transference and semantic discovery. In the field of formal 

communication, an institutional discourse based on communication within the 

framework of state-role relations stands out. We present an approximate list of 
institutional types of discourse, which differ in two characteristics of the system: 

goals and participants in communication, determined by the presence of social 
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institutions: political, diplomatic, administrative, legal, military, educational, 

religious, mystical, medical, commercial, advertising, sports, science , graphics 

and media (Ek & Wiren, 2019). There are some other classifications of meetings, 

including by scope: at scientific conferences, seminars, symposia, meetings of 

scientific councils, conferences of political parties, plenary sessions, rallies 
(Echeverri, 2020). Language as a first-order linguistic unit is characterized by a 

wide range of different methods, including structural design, which focuses on the 

organization of proposed and conditional or verbs and methods. The unit of 

language analysis in this study is defined as illustration, speech act, act of 

communication, language, stage language. Subjective part of speech is important 

here, manifested in actively represented performative and post-social expressions. 
 

Results 

 

Language as a language unit is characterized by universal and specific features. 

The main universal features of language are its integrity and consistency. The 
integrity of the word is manifested in the constant semantic connection of its 

components and consists of some structural elements of the content, which are 

recognized as a result of the perception of the word as complex. Linguistic 

communication is manifested by discriminatory continuity and is determined by 

specific laws, norms that underlie the formation of complex units of linguistic 

communication. This can be seen in terms of: intonation-rhythmic, logical, 
semantic and formal-grammatical design, which are determined by special 

indicators of incorrect or characteristic nature. Linguistic chronograph is 

integrated into the representation and perception of spatial and temporal 

relations and is realized mainly from verbs and attachments. Classes of objects 

displayed in languages with a relatively homogeneous category with nouns and 
sentences, quantum manifestations of flows are associated with very different and 

even sharply contrasting units, such as sentences tasks, verbs (their lexical 

meaning), temporal and modal forms of predicates, general and specific names of 

objects, names of words, names of words and sentences (Abbasi & Allahviranloo, 

2019). The integrity of the word is directly related to its in formativeness, as the 

exchange of information is one of the necessary conditions for the act of 
communication. If the expected information is not received from the interlocutor, 

the behavior of the voice partner itself becomes informative. 

 

Voice interaction is always aimed at transmitting or receiving information, it is 

another matter that the information drawn in this way is sometimes not 
recognized as such. It should be noted that the criteria for information are 

currently not clearly defined, which is related to issues concerning the definition 

of the term, measuring the level of information, defining forms, standards of 

information presentation in language, the difference between old and new, which 

is perception information. Dialogue also reflects the features of communication, 

such as the presence of two or more partners and the nature of the activities 
embodied in the relationship of ownership and intention. The recipient of the 

language can be a linguistic person with any communicative role (listener or 

reader, etc.), in which the author of the speech emphasizes the influence of the 

word. The claim is of a procedural nature. Signs of process and interactivity are 

reflected in the definition of this word. Communication is a process of mutual 
coordination of activities through verbal and nonverbal semiotic systems. A 
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communicative event is a process, it is continuous, but it can be divided into 

units. At the same time, the space of language, as points in an unlimited 

continuum of language activity, is in itself strongly and internally divided. It 

consists of vocal units of different communicative states, vocal forces with 
different vectors and focus on the addressee or recipient of the speech (Fan et al., 

2016). Distinguishing units have associated integrity functions. Continuity and 

modularity of speech are its constituent properties. 

 

Discourse as a linguistic feature of a higher order is also characterized by the 

dominance of one or more parameters of their linguistically real spaces. They 
speak intelligently in accordance with the personal concepts of the authors 

reflected in them, they focus on the three-dimensional material) activities of the 

addressee. Thus, the reason for the desire is motivated and has the ultimate goal 

of forming the desire of the addressee through the mind and anticipation of its 

author. The ability of the relationship is based on the action of the force of 
accumulation and is aimed at obtaining any information from the recipient: 

sigmatic, semantic or realistic. The intertextuality of the word is manifested in its 

relationship with previous and subsequent works. In relation to certain types of 

language, we can talk about the category of authorities and precedents (for 

example, the principle of advertising language, and the principle of scientific 

language). The category of authority is recognized as one of the most important 
elements of the communication process. The principle in this case is defined as 

one of the real categories, which is manifested in the use of proverbs, phrases, 

quotations, references to the opinions of experts associated with recognized truths 

and principles. The authors seem to be based on already recognized principles. 

The origin usually comes from the extra linguistic environment represented in the 
advertising text by catch proverbs and phrases, references to test results and 

laboratory tests depending on the celebrity, which scientists call a qualitative 

increase in exposure (Bokare et al., 2021). 

 

While, in the use of catch proverbs and expressions, wisdom inherent in them is 

imperceptibly transmitted in the advertising text and implicitly present in it, the 
results of tests and statements of experts and celebrities about the advertised 

object is a clear expression of the category of power. As for language, this category 

is rarely expressed in the means of explicit grammar. This category is expressed 

mainly in speech activities (such as introductory sentences, references, attached 

texts, quotations, etc.). Its content is usually post-social, which means that the 
reference function is minimal here, while the normative function that follows the 

communication process is clearly expressed. The previous reason is actually a 

very detailed, transformed and hypertrophied transmission. The previous text, 

however, forms a certain concept, socio-psychological formation, characterized by 

multidimensionality and value. Thus, like any language unit, the word has 

universal and individual features. The first includes: integrity and consistency, 
manifested in the constant continuity of concepts, chronograph, embodied in the 

representation and perception of spatial and temporal relations, information, 

intersociality, intention. Categories of authorities and precedents are likely to be 

individual and ideological, as they are not observed in all types of discourses. In 

relation to the communicative-functional component of discourse, it allows 
analyzing different levels: the level of goal planning (pragmatics); levels of 

development of ideas and concepts for development (semantics and stigma); levels 
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of phonetic manifestation of these processes in terms of linear text (syntax) 

(Durbin, 2020). 

 

Linguistic activity is indefinite and boundless in the continuum, the definiteness 

and limitation of which is manifested in the spatial reasons that force linguistic 
personalities to create and interact there. Each of the spaces as systems of 

personal value is the ability to distinguish and produce meaning. Forces can be 

seen as functions of personal language. Language systems of personal 

significance interact with each other and form a systemic and functional 

formation of so-called language activities. The dialectic of language activity is the 

continuity of the expression of the unity of opposites-systems, which distinguish 
meanings and generate in languages. They act as a result of the reflection of 

objective and subjective categories. Language is the end result of human activity 

to reflect the environment (in the form of using the nominal function of language) 

in the process of communication (with the implementation of communicative 

functions of language). The disadvantage of the analysis of linguistics of language 
production from the standpoint of psychology and psycholinguistics is the 

speculative conceptual apparatus, which is used to describe the inner world of 

communication. Linguistics of speech production is not intended to describe 

either the mental processes of speech production by the author of the language, 

or the processes of understanding the language by the addressee. Concepts in the 

field of psychology are used in communicative and functional analysis of the field, 
which is subordinate to language and is the purpose of description. More 

precisely, the functional description and the language itself included language, 

which means that they are grouped on the basis of certain parameters according 

to the similarity of their form of drawings, material, and communication, taking 

into account their potential impact on the recipient's inner world (Fahrutdinova et 
al., 2014). 

 

The aspect that should be taken into account in relation to the area of the 

addressee's inner world is to establish the relationship of language units with the 

solution of a specific problem in the language of communication. Analysis of this 

problem leads to the consideration of at least two main parameters of the voice of 
action, which are important for the implementation of description and language: 

the desired end result of the voice of action, which may be to stimulate certain 

activities, materials or mental abilities of the recipient; ways to influence the 

situation and language-optimal for the recipient's personality. The first parameter 

is the traditional study of the material. As a result of the study, a list of non-
standard states, which are provided by phonetic acts, was compiled. The 

approach is realistic because it aims to describe the hypothesis put forward by 

the act of speech. From the point of view of the exam, it is a sign language that 

allows performing such actions. Depending on the predominance of methods of 

influencing the addressee, the speeches are divided into motives and motivation. 

Based on this analysis of the language units that make up the language, we can 
present a global picture of the dominant forces of language influence at different 

stages of language development. The elementary influences of linguistic forces 

ultimately represent the unification of the communicative force of discourse as a 

whole. Communicative-functional, discursive analysis consists of two processes of 

interaction: language development through signs of a certain type and by 
recognizing all their features, syntactic, semantic, sigmatic and realistic work of 
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the hierarchy of transition from the level of form (syntax) to the basis of state 

message (semantics), and then by default the situational content plan; there is a 

conditional meaning (sigmatics) and, finally, it’s due to the communication plan 

(Bazhenova et al., 2014). 
 

In this regard, there is a mastery of semantics in syntax and pragmatics in 

semantics, determination on the basis of distribution of speech specific signals 

with the text for establishment of their semiotic functions of a place for revealing 

of the information of speech activity representing the finished language about 

action of the corresponding language. The first step is to analyze the syntactic, 
semantic, sigmatic and realistic features of the components of language units, 

and to establish its integrated system features. Analyzing the production of 

language from a linguistic point of view, we systematically describe the hierarchy 

of relationships between aspects of the functioning of sign language, phonetic acts 

of a certain level – from secondary to dominant. The first step is to determine the 
relationship between semantics and syntax. The second stage reveals the 

relationship between semantics and sigmatics. Finally, the description includes 

consideration of the pragmatic aspect of the functioning of sign language in 

relation to other features. Understanding the distribution of the text as a set of 

units, we turn to a general description of the integrated communicative ability of 

language as a holistic vocal action. Speech can be considered as a communicative 
situation that includes the consciousness of accomplices and the text created in 

the process of communication. It consists of clock cycles, quanta (van Oers et al., 

2008). 

 

Language reflects fragments of reality – external situation in relation to discourse, 
which is the subject environment of communicators in time and space in the 

process of linguistic interaction. The space of speech activity of language is 

multidimensional. The multifaceted development of the conceptual foundations of 

semiotics in linguistics has made it possible to expand, taking into account the 

peculiarities, the basic characteristics of the description of a linguistic sign for its 

functioning in real communication. Such characteristics of a language sign 
include, first of all, aspects of the description of relations in which it enters with 

objects of linguistic reality: sigmatic, semantic, pragmatic, syntactic. The first of 

them expresses the connection of a language sign with the object of the 

environment reflected in it, the second – the connection with its meaning, the 

third - the creation and use of a language sign by people, the fourth – the 
connection of a language sign with language signs. As for the language model, the 

aspects of the language sign can be considered both in the communicative and in 

the functional plan as coordinates of production (communicative development) of 

language. Sigma is the coordinate of the communicative development of the 

personal meaning of the recipient, taking into account its correlation with the 

surrounding reality, based on his own experience of cognitive activity (Baker et 
al., 2020). 

 

These values have the nature of personal opinion. The semantic coordinate 

describes the section of meaningful interpretation of the sign, which reflects the 

relationship of the sign with its mental equivalent (meaning) and carries a set of 
knowledge about the world through a system of ideas established and used in 

society. The difference between semantic and information is focused on the 
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address and is observed during the verbal interaction with a particular addressee. 

The tools of language activity that underlie argumentation and motivation at the 

proposed level of speech organization are general and can be called semantic. The 

pragmatic coordinate connects the creation and use of a unit of language activity 

in the language flow with the expected impact of the relevant text on the 
addressee and his linguistic and nonverbal activity in response. The syntactic 

coordinate describes the general linguistic influence of the sequence of units of 

speech activity in the language on the addressee. The communicative-functional 

space of language unites the linguistic forces influencing the above-mentioned 

coordinates and describes the general linguistic influence on the addressee made 

by the author of the speech. 
 

Conclusions 

 

The study of modern discourse in the system of communication, its various 

components have been used in linguistics for many years. During the solution of 
the tasks of the theoretical part of the research, the following conclusions were 

made. The category of modern discourse is one of the basic and core concepts of 

communicative linguistics. This term allows for many scientific interpretations, 

according to many modern scientists. In this article, an attempt was made to 

determine the detailed content of the semantic and communicative-functional 

components of discourse in modern linguistics. The widespread use of discourse 
as a general category in relation to the terms text, speech, and dialogue is 

becoming increasingly common, for example, in linguistic literature. The structure 

of communication contains interdependent components that are in constant 

interaction and mutual influence: speech as verbal communication (language, 

use, functioning of language), whether it is about dialogue or conversation, i.e., 
dialogue of speech type or as a speech from the position of the speaker in relation 

to the story which does takes into account this attitude. 

 

In the context of the communicative approach, the term speech is seen as a kind 

of sign structure that makes language its object, place, time, circumstances of 

production and considers elements of discourse in the semantic meaning of 
language units and the relationship between sign and object of reflection. The 

article analyzes the components of discourse, identifies their differences, and 

substantiates their relationships. It was found that mixing the components is not 

appropriate enough, as they complement each other, but are not completely 

interchangeable. The article also considered the views of various scientists on this 
issue and made conclusions about the nature of the subject. The text and 

discourse were considered in terms of oral and written use, as well as phenomena 

that are part of two components: expanded (so-called explanatory) and hidden, 

implicit. 
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