3arajibHe MOBO3HAaBCTBO

UDC 81°42:004.77
DOI https://doi.org/10.32838/2710-4656/2021.6-2/10

Pashayeva G. B.
Sumgait State University

TEXT, DISCOURSE AND VIRTUAL DISCOURSE

In modern time one of the main topics involved in linguistic research is the concept of text
and discourse beside this, the concept of virtual discourse has been recently added to these research
topics. Although all three terms are formally similar, research has shown that, in fact, these concepts
are separated by the various lines. The main purpose of the research is to define these lines. The
presented article analyses the peculiarities of text, discourse and virtual discourse. Thus, with
reference to the views of Azerbaijani and foreign linguists, information was provided on all three
concepts, and the main features of the connection between them were clarified. Although all three
concepts are interrelated, there are some differences between them. The main purpose of the research
is to clarify the similarities as well as the differences between these concepts, and as for us we have
achieved it partly in this research paper. Thus, the article examines the individual features of each
of the concepts of text, discourse, virtual discourse and compares them with each other. Using
a comparative method, all three concepts were explored by comparison methods. In the article, we
have tried to present our opinion by a reasonable method by presenting special tables. In addition,
the main features of virtual discourse, a new concept in the Azerbaijani language, were studied,
and its peculiarities were listed. Recently, virtual discourse as the basis of communication has been
studied as a fact of language. The article reflects modern times, showing the concept of virtuality in
terms that exist in linguistics. At the end of the article, the individual features of the concept of text,
discourse and virtual discourse are compared and presented in tabular form. We think that this
abstract, which we present as a fact of result, clearly shows the main purpose of the article.
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Formulation of the problem. Communication
is a concept necessary for human life, regulated
by the specific requirements of society, the main
essence of social, cultural and economic relations.
It is no coincidence that the speech of primitive
people, to communicate with sounds which appear
from need, played a main role in their evolutionary
process, in their transformation into “Homosapiens”.
Communication has acted and continues to act as away
to form a person's personality, a necessary condition
for the normal development of a person as a member
of society, a condition for mental and physical health,
a way to get to know other people and himself.
”Outside of communication, a person cannot appear
as a human being” [1, p. 11].

Duetoits great social significance, communication,
types, genres and forms of communication still
attract the attention of scientists and thus lead to
the emergence of new concepts. It can be said
with certainty that it is communication forms
society and allows a person to become and develop
as an individual in society, linking behavior to
the actions and behaviors of others. “Communication
is the interaction of members of a society in order
to determine their relationship with each other and to
exchange views” [2, p. 12].

There are different types, genres, forms
of communication. Its main types, verbal and non-
verbal, written and oral forms of communication,
combine several main problems. Thus, these
forms, which were once quietly passed over, have
today become the object of research, resulting in
the emergence of new concepts in linguistics.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
One of the new concepts that have recently emerged
in linguistics, as well as one that has not been clarified,
is the concept of discourse. The etymology of this
word dates back to the 14th century and is derived
from the Latin word “discurcus”, which means fo
communicate, to talk, to speak. Although the history
of the word related long to the past, the study
of discourse dates back to the 1960s. Firstly, Z. Harris
spoke in his article named “Discourse Analysis”,
which he understood as a method of sequential
speech analysis, which considers the relationship
between culture and language in 1952 [3]. The scholar
described discourse as a “combination of expressions”
that interacts with each other. In his work, he used
the concepts of text and discourse as synonyms.

Currently, the term “discourse” is used in
different senses in linguistics., because there are
different approaches to the definition of discourse —
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formal-structural, functional-structural,
sociolinguistic, critical. Although there is little
scientific research in this field in the Azerbaijani
language, there are many foreign linguists who try
to systematize the study of this phenomenon, taking
into account the different definitions of the term,
the features of each of the existing approaches,
discourse and text concepts.

The study of discourse is at the crossroads
of a number of scientific subjects. Semiotics, socio-
linguistics, pragmatics, anthropology, communica-
tion theory and other related scientific subjects aimed
at studying the function of language are related to
the study of discourse as an independent interdiscipli-
nary direction. Although actively studied in various
aspects of discourse, there is still no unambiguous
interpretation of the term “discourse”.

In general, when studying research, it becomes
clear that it is difficult for linguists to analyze
and clarify the concept of discourse as a whole.
In almost all theses, a conclusion is reached by
comparing the concepts of discourse and text.
We think that clarifying the peculiarities of this
concept, which we called a text for a long time, is
one of the urgent requirements of linguistics today. In
defining discourse in the modern linguistic tradition,
it is clear that this concept is increasingly different
from the concept of text.

It’s interesting, what are the features that bring
the concepts of text and discourse so close each
other? Or what is the need to use the term discourse
when there is a concept of text?

In N.V. Cheremisina’s “O  rapMoHHH
KOMITO3HIIMH  XYAOKECTBEHHOTO  IIeJ0ro,  SI3bIK
U KOMIIO3MIHMS XyHOXKECTBEHHOro Ttekcra” author
states that “Discourse is a combination of a sentence
and a series of sentences with a coherent internal
meaning, ensuring a complete understanding of such
a combination” [4, p. 10].

T.M. Nikolaeva's discourse is “l1) a coherent
text; 2) oral form of the text; 3) dialogue; 4) a group
ofexpressionsrelatedtoeach otherinterms of meaning;
5) a given (written or oral) work of speech” [5].

When getting acquainted with the scientific
literature in the Azerbaijani language, it becomes
clear that the boundaries of these two concepts have
not been fully defined yet. Thus, trying to distinguish
between discourse and text, F. Veysalli writes:

1. The discourse covers the social-lingual sphere,
and the text belongs to the purely linguistic sphere.
A text is a verbal representation of a communication
event, and a discourse is a text in terms of an event,
a conversation loaded with life force, ie a language
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used in active communication. It is better if the text is
applied to the text. In this case, the discourse can be
taken as a purely colloquial element. But discourse
can be understood in the sense of the application
of language.

2. In the encounter of discourse and text, the first
is taken as a process and the second as a result
of the process. This means that the discourse is
an action, an action, connected with a real act
of speech. The text is a fixed, complete form.

3. Another attempt to differentiate is the actual-
virtual encounter of discourse and text. According to
this approach, discourse, like a real conversational
event, is a coherent text in a current conversation.
The text is related to real time, it is abstract, mental
construct, and it is realized in discourse.

4. Discourse is not discrete; it is related to
a communicative event. It does not know the start
time or end limit.

5. Discourse as a field of communicative practice
1s considered to be a set of events, a conversational
activity that takes place in a certain social space, it
reflects a certain social process and takes place within
a certain time [6, p. 23].

Based on the above, it can be said that the active
language is discourse. That is, discourse is oral speech.

According to the Russian researcher N.A. Kulibina,
with a book as a written text, it is possible to define
the boundaries of the concept of discourse and text by
distinguishing the book read by any person [7].

It turns out that discourse can take place in the text;
it does not exist outside the text. So, for the realization
of discourse, it is necessary to have a text and context.
Due to this feature, it is sometimes identified with
the text.

Discourse is a communicative activity. When
you look through researchers’ articles, it becomes
clear that discourse is a communicative activity. This
activity takes place only during the active period
of linguistic communication. Passively, that is, in
writing, this text should be called. According to
F. Veysalli, who called discourse a process and text
a result, a text can even consist of several discourses,
which proves that the text is larger than the discourse.
[5] However, we think that the dictation itself may
consist of several texts, which tells us that it is
still questionable whether the text or the dictation
is larger. However, taking into account the wide
range of possibilities of modern linguistics — types,
possibilities of expression, numerous individual
features, it can be said that discourse is a broader
concept than the text, it is multifaceted and is
constantly evolving and enriching.
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In general, after reviewing the theses, it can be
concluded that the discourse itself is divided into
certain types. For example, political discourse,
academic discourse, socio-political discourse,
military discourse, artistic discourses, etc. Each
of these discourses has its own characteristics, each
of which can be a separate object of study.

As we have noted, discourse is an active form
of communication, and based on the fact that it is
a motor activity, we must say that discourse does not
exist alone. There must be a factor that turns it into
a process and engages it in action. That is, the main
condition here is the speaker and the listener. In
this case, it should be noted that there is a concept
of time and space for discourse. This is not the case in
the text. Text as a passive form of communication can
be intended for any time and place.

What is the similarity between text and discourse?

In modern linguistics, there is still no consensus
on the criteria that form the basis of the definition
of the text. Most linguists believe that the concept
of "text" cannot be defined in a purely linguistic
method. Text is, above all, a communicative concept
aimed at defining the characteristics of a particular
type of activity. The text is functionally understood
as a unit of communication, both written and oral. We
think that we can clarify the basis of the text with
the following features.

1) Integrity. One of the most important features
of the text is integrity. Galperin, Nikolaeva,
Sorokin, Stern and others llinguists attribute
integrity to the semantic (content) side of the text.
In traditional linguistics, integrity is considered
a purely textual category. In general, the integrity
of the text is also considered
in psycholinguistics in terms
of the perception of the text.

2) Cohesion. The logical
basis of the textis provided by
cohesion. “Cohesion” means
a combination, an approach
this concept understands
the interconnectedness
of the text, the internal
connection. Cohesion
is the main  means
ofmaking speech harmonious
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units should be chosen for the expression of the idea
that these units should achieve a clear idea of the idea.

When enumerating the individual features
of the text, we must not forget that these features are
directly related to the discourse, because the discourse
itself does not exist outside the text. Discourse is
formed and formed on the basis of the text of course
these features also apply to the texts that make it up.

We think that the main similarity between these
two concepts is that they are both informative. Text
and discourse, whether written or oral, are linguistic
facts of information and communication. So, the text
has only informative and partially communicative
function (letter). Based on the fact that the discourse
is verbal, we can say that it has communicative,
informative, emotional, conative functions. In
addition, unlike text, discourse also includes feelings
and emotions. Of course, it is possible to express
feelings in a certain way through punctuation in
written speech. However, we must admit that this
is very dull in the face of the feelings transmitted to
the other side during the speech.

So, the main thing that unites the text
andthe discourseisthatthey serve communicativeness,
which is the basis of communication. Thus,
the fact of both languages can be considered types
of communication. We would like to summarize these
features graphically as follows (Table 1).

Changes in society, cultural and economic
development also have an impact on language. Of
course, it is not certain that this effect always promises
good results, but it seems that almost no language can
avoid this effect. It is no coincidence that the concept
of virtual discourse has entered linguistics along with

COMMUNICATION

DISCOURS

feelings and
emotions

gestures and
facial
expressions

J

and understandable.

3) Compatibility. That
is, the correct expression
of the reality of the selected
expressions. According to
this principle, such lexical

Informativeness,
emotionality
conativness

Table 1
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the concept of text and discourse, as the Internet
has become a part of our lives. The communication
environment created by the development of new
information technologies leaves a big mark on all
aspects of communication, and as a result we have
to come across several terms in this regard. For
example, computer chats, electronic discourse,
internet discourse, online discourse, virtual discourse,
etc. The types of discourse listed, as a distinctive
feature, indicate the nature of the interaction that
determines a particular means of communication
or the communication environment created. Virtual
discourse is a text that is a form of communication
that takes place in virtual reality and distinguishes it
from other types of discourse.

Although the concept of virtually has existed
since ancient times, the use of the term “virtual”
and its derivatives has recently become very popular
due to the rapid development of information technology.
For example, virtual culture, virtual world, virtual
consciousness, virtual space, virtual reality, virtual market,
virtual money, virtual identity, virtual name, and so on.

Before proceeding to the analysis of virtual
discourse, which is the object of our research, it
is necessary to clarify the concept of virtually or
virtual reality. The explanation of the virtual word
in the explanatory dictionary of the Azerbaijani
language is presented as follows.

1. Fact-based, true reality.

2. Possible, in the frame of opportunity, under
certain conditions.

3. Imaginary, non-original [8].

Looking at the above explanations, it can be said
that the word virtual is currently used in the Azerbaijani
language mainly in the sense of “imaginary, non-
original”. However, in the concept of virtual
discourse, this meaning is not always clear, because
virtual discourse can stand in reality. In other words,
the virtual word is now able to expand its semantics
and create a concept. For example, today, perhaps
each of us has a virtual friend or acquaintances that we
meet on the Internet. This virtual friend is imaginary,
not fictional. It exists and can meet all the features
of the concept of friendliness for us. So, in this
sense, a new expression is emerging in the language,
the concept of virtual reality.

If we try to express the concept of virtual reality or
virtual reality in synonyms, we come across different
options, and I think that these expressions can convey
the exact meaning of the concept presented to us.
For example, imaginary reality, artificial reality,
subjective reality, temporary reality, created reality,
symbolic reality, imitation reality, established reality,
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and so on. In contrast to these expressions, if we
consider the phrases real reality, objective reality,
real reality, social reality, material reality, natural
reality, permanent reality, real reality, which express
objective reality, the essence of virtual reality will be
completely clear to us.

The conceptof virtually was later used in the context
of scholastic philosophy in connection with the theory
of possible philosophy. In “The Real World — The
Virtual World in the World of Words”, A.A. Bragin
analyses in detail the etymology of the word “virtual”
and its placement in the dictionaries of different
languages in one way or another: “This word
gradually leaves the real world and has a scholastic,
philosophical meaning” [9, p. 45]. The basis of virtual
reality is intangible concepts — information, thoughts
and images. In addition, virtually, unlike other mental
derivatives such as the imagination, is characterized
by the fact that man perceives and lives as a given
thing, not as a product of his mind.

Based on ideas about virtual reality, it can be said
that it is understood in different ways. For example,
as an extremely broad concept in which any reality is
understood as virtual reality. From this point of view,
reality is generally virtual, because the subject
interacts not only with the subjective world, but also
with thoughts about it.

Psychological virtual reality. In this case,
the human mind is an artificial, constructed real-
imaginary image born in different ways. It is an image
that man invents, gives it various images and connects
it with certain events. This virtual reality can also
be called the virtual reality of cognitive and social
models, abstract concepts and categories that do not
correspond to real physical processes.

In general, the concept of virtual conversation
is not limited to the Internet. Certain analyze show
that this is directly related to a person's psychological
condition. For example, in the novel “Angel from
Hell” presented by kulis.az, the main hero of the work
Birja often talks to his imaginary friend, shares his
worries and sorrows with him.

“.. I did not know myself, you introduced me
to myself. You took me out of me and showed me,
you made me love myself. You gave me confidence,
hope, and courage. | was a widow, a helpless slave;
I became an angel in your mighty hands. You exalted
me. By the magic of your words, you awakened
the sleeping angel in me, and entrusted him with
the helm of my life, wandering in this ruthless ocean
without a compass. You convinced me that there was
a treasure inside me, and you urged me to open this
treasure. Suddenly the gates of paradise opened wide
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for me, I set foot in your paradise, my friend. You
wanted to convince me that this paradise was not on
the sidelines, but inside me, but I still feel in your, in
your paradise. I believe in you, my friend, I trusted
you, my friend; I prayed for you, I believed in you. In
Your Paradise, I fell on my knees and fell into a deep
sleep. I wanted to tell you the sad story of my life in
a dream of hell. Listen to me, my dear friend, remove
the thorns from my soul one by one, put ointment on
the wounds of my heart, and do not leave me without
you again” [10].

In the text we present above, the hero recalls
the virtual friend he created in his dream. There are
many such examples in Azerbaijani literature.

Virtual reality in the context of information
technology: In this case, virtual reality is considered
in close connection with a computer and the Internet.
And in this regard, the most effective achievement
of new information technologies is not only
observation and experience, but also the ability to
act in virtual reality. Virtual personalities are formed
in virtual reality, and modern man is one of such
personalities.

Returning to the relationship between the different
types of discourse, it should be noted that the terms
“computer conversation” and “electronic discourse”
are synonymous and refer to a text that is realized
through electronic means of communication.

One of the distinguishing features of modern
society is the rapid development of technology, which
is mainly reflected in the field of communication,
and these forms of communication on the Internet are
of particular interest. Today, the Internet is perceived
as both an information technology and a kind
of communicative, socio-cultural phenomenon.
Today, the Internet is a space or an environment
of people and their countless interactions. This
environment is not just a technology, but a reason to
collaborate, participate and care.

Virtual discourse is a very common type
of communication on the Internet, it develops
according to its own norms, has certain goals, values,
strategies, genres. To study virtual discourse, it is
enough to observe in a virtual space to determine its
main features. These features can be listed as follows.

1. The emergence of virtual discourse gave
impetus to the introduction and formation of a group
of words called slang in the Azerbaijani language,
at the same time, slang is currently used in virtual
communication.

2. Virtual discourse was able to transfer the features
of oral speech to written speech. Of course, this is not
a good indicator for language, but the fact is that in

a virtual space, written speech is equated with oral
speech. Incomplete sentences, conversions, distorted
words, etc.

3. Virtual discourse has created special cues for
the written expression of feelings and emotions,
which can be used to make people who write online
laugh, get angry and sad.

4. Virtual discourse provided the emergence
of virtual personalities and virtual names, which
created a new direction in the study of anthroponomy.

Interestingly, many concepts that have long been
the object of research in linguistics feel the need to
be reworked against the background of the concept
of virtual reality. For example, slang has long been
included in the group of words we have called slang
and slang, and we think that their features should be
re-examined and their boundaries defined.

Or the well-known features of oral and written
speech in the Azerbaijani language, which have
maintained their stability for many years, are
completely violated during virtual discourse, and new
criteria emerge.

It was difficult to convey the feelings and emotions
that we conveyed to the other side using facial
expressions and gestures in oral speech, but it is not
difficult to present it in virtual discourse. I think that
these issues can be reflected in the concept of emotion.

Examining the differences between the concepts
of text and discourse, it becomes clear that discourse
is oral speech. However, this is not clear about virtual
discourse. As we have noted, discourse is a moving
language, interactive. Communication is active
here. In modern times, virtual discourse is carried
out by various technical means, and this process is
interactive, even if it is in writing. So, discourse is oral
speech, but virtual discourse takes place both orally
(virtual conferences, virtual lessons, virtual meetings,
etc.) and in written form (e-mail, correspondence
on social networks; messenger, direct, words-up,
telegram, etc.).

As mentioned above, discourse needs a mediator.
If there is no mediator, there is no discourse. Based
on this, we can say that virtual discourse also requires
a mediator, and this requirement “cultivates” a virtual
identity. Of course, the expression of virtual identity
itself can be an object of research. But in a nutshell
you can answer the question of who is a virtual
identity. Virtual personalities are people who join
the discourse with virtual names and nicknames.
These people can be people we know or people
we don't know. “The development of information
technology in modern times has led to the emergence
of new name substitutes. The main means of self-
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Table 2
Features Text Discourse Virtual Discourse
Is oral speech - + +
Is written speech + - +
Is interative - + +
Having communicative function partly + +
Having informative function + + +
Having emotive function - + +
Having conotative function - + +
Literary language norms are preserved + partly partly
Needs a mediator - + +
Needs a listener - + +
The concept of time exists - + +
It is possible to express feelings and emotions - + +
Need intonation, gestures, facial expressions - + +
It is possible to express emotions using special symbols - - +

presentation on the Internet is nicknames —names used
for communication on the Internet. The main issue
that arises in connection with their characteristics is
the position of the new names in the anthroponomical
system. It is more expedient to consider Nicknames
as a virtual name / virtual anthroponomy” [11, p. 8].

As can be seen, virtual discourse itself gives rise
to new terms and concepts, each of which is a key
part of the concept of virtually.

Conclusion. Thus, summarizing our ideas,
we can say that the concepts of text, discourse,
virtual discourse are closely related to each other,
but each has its own characteristics, which can be
the subject of separate research. On the other hand,

we think that there is a need to study more deeply
and clearly define the boundaries between them. As
a result of the research, we have tried to summarize
the similarities and differences between the text,
discourse, and virtual discourse in the table below
(Table 2).

Scientific novelty. Although the concept
of text and discourse has recently been involved
in scientific research, the connection, differences
and commonalities between virtual discourse
and this trio are being studied for the first time in
the Azerbaijani language. This article analyzes
and compares the peculiarities of text, discourse
and virtual discourse.
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HMamaepa I. B. TEKCT, IUCKYPC I BIPTYAJBbHHUM JUCKYPC

Cb0200HI OOHIEI0 3 OCHOBHUX MeM JNIHEGICIUYHUX OOCHIOJCEeHb € KOHyenm mekcmy U ouckypcy. Kpiu
Yb020, 00 YUX mem HedasHO 000AHO NOHAMMIL GIPMYATLHO20 OUCKYpcy. Xoua 6ci mpu mepminu opmaibHO
CX00Icl, O0CHIONCEHHT NOKA3AAU, WO Yi NOHAMMS HACNpasoi po3oiieni pisHumu Kopoonamu. OcHosHa
Mema OOCHIONCeH s — GU3HAUUMU yYi medci. Y cmammi ananizyiomvcsi 0coOIU80CMi MeKCmy, OUCKYPCY
ma 8ipmyanbHo20 OUCKYPCY. 3 NOCULAHHAM HA NO2TA0U A3ePOAUONCAHCOKUX [ 3aPYOINCHUX NIHEEICIE HAOAHO
iHGhopmayito wooo 6Cix Mpbox KOHYeNnyill, a MAaKodic 3 1CO8AHO OCOOIUBOCIMI 36 3Ky MIdC HUMU. Xoua 6ci mpu
NOHAMMSL 83AEMONO0B A3AHI, 3-NOMIdNC HUX € 0esaKi 8iominnocmi. OCHOBHA Mema OOCAIONCEeHHS — NPOSACHUMU
noOiOGHOCMI, a MAKONAC PIZHUYIO MIJC YUMU KOHYEnYiamMu, i MU 4ACMKOBO 00CA2IU Yb020 8 00CIIOHUYbKIl
pobomi. YV cmammi 00CaioNHCylomvcst iHOUBIOYAIbHI 0CODIUBOCINT KONCHO20 3 NOHAMb MEKCmYy, OUCKYPCY,
BIPMYANLHO2O OUCKYPCY Ma NOPIBHIOIOMbCS MIdiC c00010. BUKopucmogyiouu nopieHsibHuil Memoo, yci mpu
KoHyenyii docaiounumemooamu nopisuanns. [looano cneyianvni maonuyi. Bugueno 0CHOBHI pucl 8ipmyanbHo20
OQUCKYPCY, HOB020 NOHAMMSL 8 A3ePOAUONCAHCHKIL MOBI, Nepepaxo8ano tlo2o ocoonusocmi. OcmanHim Yacom
BIPMYANbLHULL OUCKYPC AK OCHOB8A KOMYHIKayii usuaemvcs sk gaxkm mosu. Cmammst 8i000paxicac cyuachi
VAGLEHHS NPO NPoOLEMY, NOKA3VIOYU NOHSMMS GIPMYAIbHOCME 6 MePMIHax, wo 6 ainesicmuyi. Hanpukinyi
cmammi nopieHI0I0MbCs1 IHOUBIOYAIbHI 0COOIUBOCINE KOHYeNnm) meKcny, OUCKYPCY ma 8ipmyaibH020 OUCKYPCY,
KT npedcmaesiieti 8 mabauyHit Gopmi.

Kniouosi cnosa: xomymikayis, OUCKypcC, GipmyanbHa peanbHicmb, GIpMyanvHuil OUCKYPC, BIpMYalbHA
ioenmuunicmeo.
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