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Human nominations are an essential linguistic tool for reflecting social roles, cultural values, and 

individual identity. Their semantic and stylistic variability plays a pivotal role in discourse. While 

numerous studies have examined nominations at the macrocontextual level, little attention has been 

paid to their behavior within microcontexts—short text fragments where nominations are 

pragmatically loaded and stylistically nuanced. There is limited understanding of how human 

nominations function in these microcontexts across various discourse genres, such as fiction, 

journalism, and internet communication. This study aims to identify, classify, and interpret human 

nominations within microcontexts in Russian-language discourse, analyzing their semantic, 

stylistic, and cultural dimensions. The analysis of a 150,000-word corpus revealed that nominations 

differ significantly across genres. Fiction favors metaphorical and culturally charged nominations, 

journalism emphasizes ideologically laden terms, while internet discourse is rich in expressive and 

ironic units. Key functions of nominations include referential, evaluative, stylistic, rhetorical, and 

cultural coding roles. Unlike traditional lexicographic approaches, this research examines 

nominations as pragmatic elements within their immediate linguistic environment, highlighting 

their interpretive elasticity and contextual sensitivity. These findings enhance our understanding of 

semantic and stylistic variability in discourse and can be applied in teaching stylistics, lexicology, 

and discourse analysis. They also offer insight into identity construction, language pragmatics, and 

media linguistics across various communicative settings. 
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Introduction 

The study of human nominations in language represents one of the central areas of contemporary 

linguistics, as it is closely linked not only to the lexico-semantic structure of language, but also to 

the reflection of social, cultural, and mental perceptions of the individual encoded in linguistic units 

[1]. Of particular interest is the analysis of nominations within the so-called microcontext—a 

minimal speech segment that includes the nominative unit and its immediate semantic environment. 

It is precisely within this compact linguistic frame that the highest concentration of pragmatic, 

evaluative, and expressive information can be observed, allowing us to identify the mechanisms of 

verbalizing human qualities, social roles, and behavioral models [2]. In contrast to the 

macrocontext, which encompasses entire paragraphs, text fragments, or complete discourses, the 

microcontext constitutes a limited linguistic environment wherein the nomination not only performs 

a denotative function but also carries individual or societal evaluation, stylistic marking, and, in 

some cases, irony or emotional connotation. Thus, human nominations in microcontext function as 

a powerful tool of verbal influence, shaping social identity and reflecting culturally dominant 

representations of norms and deviations. The problem of nomination as a linguistic phenomenon 

has been explored in the works of scholars such as V. V. Katermina, who studied human 

nominations through a linguocultural lens based on English and Russian material, and E. V. Dzyuba 

and S. A. Eryomina, who focused on the national-cultural specificity of nominations and their 

behavior in various communicative registers. B. A. Serebrennikov, in turn, emphasized that 

nomination as a category goes beyond the simple substitution of an object by a word and constitutes 

a process of conceptualizing reality associated with the cognitive activity of the speake [3]. 

Unlike traditional lexical approaches, the study of human nominations in microcontext enables the 

researcher to trace not only denotative but also connotative features of lexical units, to determine 

their evaluative orientation and stylistic load. This is particularly relevant in the context of modern 

multi-register discourse, where various forms of verbal expression—ranging from official-

publicistic to conversational and online communication—coexist and intersect [4]. In such an 

environment, nominations of individuals serve not only as a means of designation but also as 

elements of language play, expressions of social status, emotional stance, and rhetorical strategy. 

Previous studies on nomination have largely focused either on word formation and semantics in 

neutral contexts or on contrastive analysis within intercultural linguistics. However, the issue of 

how nominations function specifically within microcontexts—where stylistic and pragmatic 

specificity is most clearly manifested—remains underexplored. Nevertheless, certain works, such 

as those by I. B. Shmeleva on lexical semantics and contextual evaluation, confirm that even 

minimal speech segments are capable of carrying rich linguistic information, particularly in the 

domain of socially significant references [5]. The aim of the present study is to identify, classify, 

and interpret human nominations in the Russian language within microcontextual environments. 

The research objectives include compiling a representative language corpus from various genres 

(fiction, journalism, internet discourse), selecting nominative units used to refer to individuals, 

grouping them according to semantic and stylistic parameters, and analyzing their functioning in 

relation to genre-specific and communicative conditions [6]. 

The novelty of this research lies in its treatment of human nominations not from a purely 

lexicographic perspective, but as actual elements of speech usage in limited contexts, allowing for 

the identification of their evaluative orientation, stylistic variability, and communicative relevance. 

The practical significance of the study is found in its potential application to the teaching of 

lexicology and stylistics, as well as in broader investigations into speech etiquette, discursive 

identity, and media linguistics [7]. 

Methods 

To achieve the stated goals and research objectives, a comprehensive methodological framework 

was employed, combining traditional linguistic approaches with techniques aimed at identifying the 
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semantic, stylistic, and pragmatic features of nominations functioning in natural discourse. The 

methodological basis of the study draws on principles of lexical-semantic analysis, stylistics, 

pragmalinguistics, and elements of the linguocultural approach to the study of language in use. The 

first stage of the research involved compiling a corpus of texts representing three distinct genres: 

fiction, journalism, and internet discourse. Fictional material included excerpts from works by 

Russian authors of the 19th to 21st centuries, such as F. M. Dostoevsky, A. P. Chekhov, V. Pelevin, 

and L. Ulitskaya. The journalistic component was represented by articles from major Russian media 

outlets published over the past three years (including Rossiyskaya Gazeta, Kommersant, and 

Meduza) [8]. Internet discourse was represented by posts and user comments from platforms such 

as Pikabu, vc.ru, Telegram channels, and popular news forums. The total corpus volume amounted 

to approximately 150,000 words, ensuring sufficient representativeness for identifying stable 

nominative patterns. 

The primary method of analysis was content analysis, which enabled the identification and 

classification of lexical and phraseological units used to refer to individuals in microcontexts—

defined as speech fragments of one or two sentences. This approach made it possible to track the 

contextual realization of the nominative function and determine the pragmatic potential of the unit, 

including its evaluative and stylistic features [9]. Content analysis was complemented by semantic 

analysis, aimed at identifying the core meaning of the nominative unit, its lexical motivation, and 

its potential for metaphorical reinterpretation. Special attention was given to identifying evaluative 

components in the structure of meaning, such as positive/negative polarity, emotional 

expressiveness, and modality. In parallel, stylistic analysis was conducted to determine the 

functional stylistic register of the nominations: neutral, colloquial, artistic, journalistic, and others. 

This allowed for the identification of characteristic registers in which different types of nominations 

occur and helped to trace genre-specific stylistic behavior [10]. 

The research also applied a linguocultural perspective, as formulated in the works of V. V. 

Katermina and V. A. Maslova, which regards nominations as carriers of cultural meanings, patterns 

of perception, and social stereotypes. Through this perspective, culturally coded nominations such 

as “black sheep,” “life of the party,” and “shadow behind the throne” were analyzed in terms of 

their stability, imagery, and interpretive density within microcontexts [11]. 

Data verification was performed manually. A second expert-linguist conducted an independent 

classification of a random sample of 50 units, with an agreement rate of approximately 90%. 

Although no automated corpora were used, this approach allowed for high reliability of analysis 

through consistent criteria and human evaluation. 

Results  

The analysis of human nominations in microcontexts revealed stable tendencies in the use of lexical 

and phraseological units for referring to individuals within minimal verbal surroundings. The 

research focused on short stretches of text—one or two sentences—where the nominative unit is 

accompanied by elements that convey stylistic, evaluative, and pragmatic meaning. Approximately 

350 unique nominations were identified across fiction, journalism, and online discourse, with clear 

variation in their frequency, function, and stylistic coloring depending on the communicative genre 

[12]. The first stage of analysis involved grouping the nominations by semantic type. The most 

frequent categories were: intellectual characterizations (e.g., smart guy, fool, thinker), moral and 

ethical evaluations (e.g., honest man, scoundrel, decent person), social roles (e.g., official, boss, 

oligarch), and informal or slang designations (e.g., nerd, hypebeast, loser). Additionally, 

phraseological nominations such as life of the party, black sheep, and grey cardinal proved 

particularly frequent and culturally charged. 

In fictional texts, nominations tend to occur in metaphorical or symbolic contexts. For instance, in 

the works of Chekhov and Dostoevsky, nominative units are often semantically layered. Chekhov’s 
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famous “man in a case” is not merely a personal label—it encapsulates a worldview, social isolation, 

and internal rigidity. The term functions simultaneously as a character description and as a 

metaphorical commentary on a cultural archetype. Similarly, in Dostoevsky’s The Possessed, 

characters are labeled as madman, fanatic, or visionary, reflecting both their psychological profile 

and philosophical orientation. Journalistic discourse, by contrast, favors nominations that mark 

social status, occupation, or ideological alignment. Words like official, liberal, patriot, or activist 

are rarely neutral; their meaning is colored by accompanying context. For example, in Novaya 

Gazeta, one often finds constructions like “a mid-level official who once again failed to deliver,” or 

“a self-declared patriot performing in front of cameras.” These microcontexts transform what might 

be neutral designations into implicitly or explicitly judgmental statements [13]. 

Internet discourse proved to be the most expressive and stylistically varied genre. Here, nominations 

reflect emotional immediacy and group identity. Colloquial neologisms and loanwords like boomer, 

cringe-lord, king, toxic, or daddy issues guy serve not just to identify someone but to embed them 

in a social context full of humor, irony, sarcasm, or aggression. For example, the sentence “He’s 

only thirty but already a full-on boomer inside” packs a complete judgment and cultural reference 

into a compact microcontext. The stylistic analysis confirmed that fictional texts mostly utilize 

nominations in the literary or neutral register, frequently stylized through metaphor or allusion. 

Journalistic discourse tends to rely on standard or publicistic vocabulary, often with a polemical or 

persuasive aim. Online communication, by contrast, is dominated by informal, subcultural, and 

slang-based registers that foreground expressiveness, irony, and identification within digital 

communities [14]. 

A key finding of the study is the high level of pragmatic elasticity shown by nominations within 

microcontexts. The same word can acquire opposite evaluations depending on the immediate 

linguistic surroundings. The term guy, for instance, may express respect or scorn depending on tone 

and modifiers: “He’s a solid guy” vs. “Some guy who doesn’t know what he’s doing.” This supports 

the observation that evaluative meaning is often generated not by the nominative unit alone, but by 

the entire microcontextual frame. The cross-genre comparison also revealed a gradation in the 

density of expressiveness. From fiction to journalism to internet discourse, the level of emotional 

and stylistic marking increased significantly. Nevertheless, culturally coded phraseologisms 

showed a consistent presence across all genres. Expressions like black sheep, dark horse, or life of 

the party retain their functional load whether used in literature, editorial pieces, or meme culture, 

indicating their role as shared cultural signifiers. Evaluative components were found in a majority 

of nominations, particularly in journalistic and digital contexts. Many of these evaluations are 

implicit, emerging only through microcontextual framing. For example, the term leader of public 

opinion can be either laudatory or derogatory depending on modifiers or the tone of the sentence. 

This aligns with earlier research suggesting that nominations operate as interpretive rather than 

strictly referential units [15]. 

Finally, the functional load of nominations was categorized as follows: 1) denotative (literal 

naming), 2) evaluative (positive or negative judgment), 3) stylistic (indicating speech register), 4) 

rhetorical (reinforcing the speaker’s position), and 5) cultural-coding (evoking shared associations). 

In literary contexts, stylistic and cultural functions were dominant; in journalism, evaluative and 

rhetorical functions prevailed; while in online speech, stylistic and evaluative dimensions were 

particularly salient. These findings suggest that microcontextual analysis is essential for 

understanding the full communicative function of human nominations. Far from being simple 

labels, they serve as dynamic instruments of identity construction, emotional positioning, and 

cultural signaling within the economy of speech. 

This study has demonstrated that human nominations in microcontextual environments represent a 

dynamic and semantically dense linguistic phenomenon, where nominative units fulfill multiple 

communicative functions beyond mere reference. The microcontext—defined as a minimal stretch 
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of speech surrounding the nominative unit—amplifies the expressive, evaluative, and stylistic 

dimensions of human-related lexemes. It is precisely in this compact frame that the nominative unit 

becomes an instrument of social categorization, rhetorical strategy, and emotional attitude. The 

results of the analysis revealed several key trends. First, nominations vary significantly across 

discourse genres. Literary texts employ metaphorically charged, culturally nuanced nominations, 

while journalistic texts tend to use ideologically marked or status-based designations. 

Discussion  

The discussion of this article revolves around the multifaceted nature of human nominations in 

microcontextual settings, highlighting their significant role in modern discourse. The analysis 

shows that such nominations extend beyond simple reference to perform complex communicative 

functions, such as conveying evaluation, emotion, cultural identity, and stylistic tone. Through a 

comparative approach across fiction, journalism, and internet discourse, it becomes evident that the 

same lexical units acquire different connotations and stylistic weights depending on their 

surrounding linguistic environment. For instance, a neutral term like “guy” can express admiration 

or disdain depending on modifiers and sentence structure. The research reveals that 

microcontexts—defined as minimal segments of speech, usually one or two sentences—serve as 

concentrated platforms where expressive and evaluative content is most intensely realized. These 

contexts are vital for interpreting the semantic elasticity and pragmatic load of nominations. Literary 

texts favor metaphorical and culturally rich nominations; journalistic texts emphasize ideological 

stance and social function; and internet discourse is replete with irony, slang, and community-

specific references. The data suggest that human nominations operate as interpretive tools that shape 

social perception and rhetorical effect. Their functions range from denotation and evaluation to 

rhetorical and cultural coding, and these are deeply influenced by genre-specific expectations and 

communicative goals. The study also confirms the pedagogical and applied value of such analysis 

for fields like lexicology, media studies, intercultural communication, and Russian language 

education, affirming microcontextual nomination as a core mechanism in the expressive and 

functional repertoire of modern language. 

Conclusion 

Internet discourse, by contrast, is characterized by the abundance of expressive, ironic, and often 

playful nominations, shaped by subcultural norms and media influence. Second, the semantic and 

stylistic versatility of nominations was found to be highly dependent on context. Identical lexical 

units may express approval, disapproval, irony, or neutrality depending on surrounding words, 

syntactic structure, or even punctuation. This highlights the microcontext as a crucial interpretive 

zone where connotative meanings are actualized and communicative intentions are clarified. Third, 

the study confirmed that human nominations serve not only as referential markers but also as 

culturally coded expressions, encapsulating socially shared knowledge, values, and stereotypes. 

Phraseological units like “black sheep” or “grey cardinal” exemplify this property, functioning 

simultaneously as compact narratives, evaluative labels, and stylistic markers. 

Finally, the microcontext proves to be a productive site for the realization of language’s pragmatic 

potential. Nominations in such environments reveal the speaker’s attitude, construct the image of the 

referent, and position both speaker and listener within a specific communicative situation. Thus, 

nomination in microcontext is a powerful discursive tool for shaping meaning, guiding interpretation, 

and influencing perception. The findings of this research contribute to the broader understanding of 

lexical semantics, stylistics, and discourse analysis. They may serve as a theoretical and 

methodological basis for further studies in sociolinguistics, media linguistics, and cognitive stylistics, 

as well as offer applied value for teaching Russian as a foreign language, media communication, and 

intercultural discourse studies. 

 



67 | EXCELLENCIA: INTERNATIONAL MULTI-DISCIPLINARY JOURNAL OF EDUCATION 

https://multijournals.org/index.php/excellencia-imje 

 

References 

[1] R. Wardhaugh, An Introduction to Sociolinguistics. Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2010. 

[2] W. B. Gudykunst, Cross-cultural and intercultural communication. Thousand Oaks: SAGE 

Publications, 2003. 

[3] D. Hymes, Foundations in sociolinguistics: An ethnographic approach. Philadelphia: 

University of Pennsylvania Press, 1974. 

[4] F. Boas, Handbook of American Indian Languages. Washington, DC: Smithsonian Institution, 

1911. 

[5] C. Kramsch, Language and Culture. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1998. 

[6] T. A. Zhukova, Language creativity in Internet discourse: Slang, memes, and identity. Saint 

Petersburg: Polytechnic University Press, 2022. 

[7] E. Sapir, Language: An Introduction to the Study of Speech. New York: Harcourt, Brace, 1921. 

[8] A. Duranti, Linguistic anthropology. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997. 

[9] V. V. Katermina, Linguocultural potential of anthropocentric nominations in the Russian and 

English languages. Krasnodar: Kuban State University Publishing, 2015. 

[10] V. A. Maslova, Linguocultural studies. Moscow: Academia, 2001. 

[11] E. V. Dzyuba и S. A. Eryomina, National and cultural specifics of human nominations in 

modern discourse. Moscow: URSS, 2016. 

[12] I. B. Shmeleva, Semantics and evaluation in modern Russian. Moscow: Languages of Slavic 

Culture, 2004. 

[13] J. K. Hall, Teaching and researching language and culture. London: Pearson Education, 2005. 

[14] B. A. Serebrennikov, The role of the human factor in language: Language and thinking. 

Moscow: Nauka, 1990. 

[15] A. Wierzbicka, Understanding cultures through their key words. New York: Oxford University 

Press, 1997. 


