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Annotaisiya

Odalds, adabiyotshunosiinds ko'p qgo'tlaniladigan allegonk ko'chim tilshunosiikda kam o'rganiioan. Allegorya
o'g'nsida bugungangadar juda ko'p bahs va munozaralar bo'lib kelgan va Raman davom etmogda. Ushbu magola crgali
gilegoriyaning fifshunosikda gachon payde bolgani hamda uning tishunosifdagl ahamivatini cchishga hargxat gifdik.
Allegoriya ko'p iimiy adabiyotiards O'rig asrar va Uyg'onish davrida keng targalgan mavjiudik gadnyatiarining majoziy
ifodasi deb ta'riflanadl. Allegorya atamasining kelib chigishi va uning tanxiga nazar fashlaydigan bo'sak bu afama Rim
ritorikasida birinchi marta Sitseronning “Orator” nisolasida tiga ofingan. Uning lalginiga ko'ra, aflegorfyva tralatio, ya'ni
ko'chivish, metafora Wwshunchalannl oz fchiga olgan va " kop sonll metaforalar ogimi” (fuxerunt conlinuae plures
trafationes”) aflegoryaning yuzaga chigishiga asos bo'lishini fa'kidlab o'tgan. Bu fikr keyinchalik rtorikada alfegarys
afamasi keng fargalib ketishiga hamda shu falginda tushuniishiga sabad bo'lgan

AxHMomayus

Boofiue annesopuNeckas Memagiops, WUPoKo UCNoRBIYEMEN 8 numepamyposedenuy, pedso uayYasemon &8
nuazeucmure, OF annezopudx G600 U Mpodowaemcs MHo20 duckyecul U ciopoe. © MOMOWER 3Mol cMamsy Mal
NOMGEIMaNUcE BaCcKphbIME, KO20a anne2opus NoASUNEcsE 8 NUHSZELCMUKE | 88 3HAYEHUE 8 MUHIaucmike, Annesopuq
onpedenfemes 80 MHOZLX HayYHBX NUMepamypary kax ofpaince aspakesue YeHHOCMeD CYUecmEneaHus, WUpoKo
pacrapocmparéntbiy 8 Cpeddue ecwa U anoxy Bojpoxdedus, Ecnu paccMampusams Npoucxomdedlse mepmMuHa
SMAE20PUA U 820 LSMopLio, Mo 3Mom mMepMUH enepesie yTOMUHaemes 8 puMeKold pumoplike & mparmame Luuepora
alpamopy. CoalacHD 820 UHMEennpemaliuy, &NTezopur sxmovaem & cels nodsmus tralslio, m.e. nepeHocs,
Memahopil, 1 OH MOOYADKUGAN, HMO «.. M0MOoK MHOZOYUCTeNHLX Memadrope (luxerunt continuas pluras ftralationes)
AREMNASMCA QCHOS0N BOIHLKHOEEHUA anTe2opuy, Jma uded NUEens K moMy, Ym0 MepMuy anmesopus NoIwe Momyynn
L DON OGS pﬂt’.‘!‘l‘pDEﬂ"IPEHEHUE a8 pumﬂpun‘ﬂ U CMan NoRHUMSMLCS UMERKRD 8 MEKOL UHmEpnpemfruuu.

Abstract

Generaily, aitegarical metaphar, which {5 widely used in iterary studies, is rarely studied in linguistics. There has
been and confinves to be much discussion and debafe about alfegory. Through this aricle, we tned fo reveal when
gliegory appeared in linguistics and its imporance in Nnguistics. Allegory is defined in many scientific literslures 85 a
figurative expression of the values of existence that were widespread in the Widdle Ages and ine Renaissance. [1, 53-367
Looking af the origin of the term allegory and s history, thiz ferm was first mentioned n Roman rhelorc in Cicero’s
treatise "Cirator” According to his interpreiaiion, alegory includes the concepts of fralatio; (e transfer, mefaphor, and he
emphasized that " __the flow of numeraus melsphors” (flugerunt confinuge plures tralationes) (2. 547 is the basis for the
emergence of allegory. This idea caused the term allegory to become widespread in rhetonc iater and to e understood
i this inferoretation.

Kalit se'ziar: allegoriva, majoziy fodas, ko'chinsh, melafora, metaforalar ogimi. troplar, falsafiy-aiegons §if
sintezi, diskursiv talnin. argumentatsiva, sintagmatik munosabat, paradigmaiik munosabat

Knwoyeakie croga; anmesopud, ofpaiioe aeLpawedUs, Mepeqdoc, wemaghopa, nomox demadiop, mponk,
dhunocoghoko-annea0ptineckos, Azkioaod CUHITIES, AucKypoiaHan UHMEpNDEmMaLUs, apayMoRmaUun,
CUHMAzMamuuYecrle OmeEOLLeHUA, ﬁEpEﬂUEMEmUH'ECKUB CITIROLLBH LIS,

Key words: ailegory, fguralive expression, transference, metaphor, fow of melaphors. fropes. philosophical-
aflegoncal, lsnguage synthesis, discursive inferpretafion. argumentsiion, syrmtggmatic relafionship.  paradigmatic
relationship.
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As the allegory spread widely, scientists began to give different opinions about it, even
some scientists did not recognize its "viability" [3, 53-56]. That is, many linguisis oppose the
interpretation of allegory as a linguistic term like metaphor or other types of metaphor Scientist M.
Buning says that "many modem scientisis and critics refer to allegory in a beliftling or superficial
way [6, 106]. " And this, in turn, certainly has an impact on the place of allegory in linguistics. Even
the famous scholar J. Whitman considers allegory as a means of resincting freedom of thought
But logically, this definition is far from the truth, and the reason for this is that allegory is not a
closed, but an open struciure of semantic meanings [7, 54]. According to scientist M. Buning,
allegory is ambiguous and capable of continuously acquinng new meanings and interpretations. In
addition, according to the scientist, the absence of comparative analysis in linguistics and literature
studies allegory research and making it more understandable to the general public has caused
various problems.

LITERATURE ANALYSIS AND METHODOLOGY

Analyzing the allegory from the point of view of literary studies, the allegory was brought
into the philosophical novel as an organ, as a result of which we witnessed the existence of the
philosophical-allegorical novel. In particular, J. Galsworthy, A. Guid, T. Mann, L. Pirandello, G.
Wells, T. Fontan, who used allegory to solve their artistic and aesthetic ideas in the 20th century,
as authors of philosophical and allegonical novels, A France, J-P. Sartre, A Camus, A de Saint-
Exupéry, M. Goretsky, Verkors, A Murdoch, V. Golding, G. Garcia Marguez, V. Bykov, V
Korotkevich, P. Suskind, M. Turnier, 5. We can get germs [8, 58] . If we tum to linguistics, in
various dictionaries of linguistic terms and concepts. allegory is defined as follows. Allegory - (from
the Greek allegoria - allegory) describes an abstract concept or real event using a specific life
image: It is defined as one of the types of tropes. It 1s a means of metaphorically conveying the
concept that the author wants to express through life charactenstics.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

Russian researcher 5.5 Averintsev analyzes allegory as "a pictonial image, a traditional
form of speech that expresses something "other” than itself, the inner essence of which remains
external to it. and is linked to it in a sense by cultural traditions.” That is, according to the scientist,
he believes that allegory means telling something or an event not by itself, but by another visual
means and conveying it to the listener. Moreover, according to N. Fry, any work of art can be
written n an allegorical continuum. That is, works within the framewaork of fiction can have a
moving level which is arranged according to the level of allegory, from clear allegory to hidden
allegory. According to Russian linguist O.F. Zhilevich, from the semiotic point of view, allegory 1s
related to artistic symbol, and allegory i1s used as a symbolic form to convey some content through
images. But although allegory is considered close to painting, it is distinguished by the uncertainty
of interpretation, the direction of development of meaning, and the unigueness of the symbol of the
genre. The semantic mechanism of allegory is metaphor. A metaphor must have a simile, but an
allegory does not. Another difference between an allegary and a metaphor is that an allegory refers
to a system of relationships between objecis, while a metaphor refers directly to a specific person.
From the scientist's opinion, it can be understood that although allegory, which is a type of trope, is
considered close to metaphor, in some cases. the difference between the twa is clearly noticeable.
E Blum, a scientist who conducted several scientific studies on allegory, interprets allegory as
follows. In his opinion, allegory does not belong only to the Middle Ages, it has the charactenstics
of the synthesis of thought and language, and also represents intangible things in a visual way.
That is, he can describe things that are not considered material. By the 80s of the 20th century, the
concept of allegory became widespread [14, 163]. . According to scientist M. Killigan, who has
been conducting his scientific research for these years, allegory is highlighted as a traditional term,
especally in the texts of structuralists and post-structuralists. In addition, he writes, allegory 1s no
longer used in the classical sense, but as a textual commentary or discursive interpretation. M.
Killigan believes that allegory is an inevitable condition of language and writing, it includes the act
of discursive interpretation and argumentation.

CONCLUSION
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One of the most imporiant tools that support interpretation in an allegory is its element of
visuality. An allegory is a tool that allows you to express the relationships between different
elements and abstractions in a visual system. From the structural, semiotic point of view of the
language, the fact that each hnguistic unit can be defined only in relation to other units in the
system from its syntagmatic and paradigmatic relations is especially important for the study of
allegory as a symbalic form [16, 26] = From this point of view, according to the theory of A
Fletcher, allegory should be seen not anly as a fundamentally linguistic concept, but essentially as
a means of structuring language in such a way that when the reader constantly analyzes the given
text verbatim, it 15 not only from the language levels believes that he should be able to analyze the
meanings up to the top, but also the meanings expressed above.
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