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The article aims to summarize the tools and techniques of corpus linguistics for technologically
mediated conceptual analysis in philosophy. Corpus linguistics allows for transcending subjective biases
and intuitive methods, offering a departure from traditional, anthropocentric conceptual analysis with its
unverified conclusions and arbitrary interpretations. Corpus-based conceptual analysis offers solutions to
several challenges within contemporary social sciences, including 1) the problem of synonymy and polysemy
of concepts in social sciences; 2) the problem of scientific-theoretical progress, which is hindered, in particular,
by the lack of comprehensive study of theoretical developments that leads to «reinventing the wheel» in
science; 3) the problem of the limitations of human capabilities and the existence of technological conditions
(Big Data) and resources for effective analysis of large volumes of textual data; 4) the problem of critical
reading, which imposes its interpretations on the texts, seeks hidden meanings and truths in the texts,
thereby dangerously aligning itself with conspiracy thinking. Corpus-based conceptual analysis facilitates
the rapid and objective identification of frequently used words, collocations, and word associations, thereby
facilitating the effective and verifiable definition of concept meanings during the processing of large datasets.
This approach ensures a more precise comprehension of existing concepts and the formulation of new ones.
The foundations of corpus-based conceptual analysis were established in the 1960s and have since been
extensively developed and applied within contemporary philosophy. Henceforth, confidence in pre-corpus
conceptual research will wane, as such investigations relied on predetermined theories of philosophers,
selecting fragments that corroborate those theories. This prioritization tended to favor elements in the text
that aligned closely with the reader’s theory, rather than those that were more frequent and thus more
significant to the author’s theory. Essentially, we must acknowledge a radical revolution in conceptual
analysis, as technologically mediated reading enables broader empirical observations, encompassing vast
volumes of texts and helps with unveiling patterns, and conceptual connections and meanings. This contrasts
with the reliance on intuition and the arbitrary nature of pre-corpus research.
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The study and construction of concepts have long been trapped by subjective biases, intui-
tive approaches, unverified conclusions, and arbitrary interpretations. It is now time to break free
from this captivity. The necessary transformations should not be delayed, as we already have all
the means to facilitate them. We are specifically referring to conceptual analysis and the construc-
tion of new concepts based on computational methods, particularly gathered from corpus linguis-
tics [6; 8]. This linguistic discipline allows for the identification of language patterns, generation
of frequency word lists, word combinations, associations, and more [31; 32]. Consequently, it
enables the provision of empirical textual data to interpreters rapidly and objectively, facilitating
further theoretical work such as exploring existing concepts or creating new ones. Such data
can answer researchers’ questions, such as which concepts were most frequently used by a phi-
losopher and which terms are associated with those concepts in their texts. The comprehensive
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analysis of concepts directly influences the understanding of the logic, rhetoric, and politics of a
philosopher’s statements, as well as the understanding of his/her ability to include and give voice
to all necessary actors in resolving a particular philosophical problem. Furthermore, philosoph-
ical concepts point to ways of establishing a new community with the new actors (or with new
logic and politics of these actors), blurring the distinction between facts and values [19, p. 47-49;
23, p. 143-144; 22, p. 225-226; 20, p. 69, 89, 129]. Therefore, conceptual analysis is not only an
exploration of the theoretical content, logic, rhetoric, and politics of philosophical discourse but
also an active intervention by the thinker in the existing understanding of the nature of things, a
reassembling of these things and their nature in the face of new challenges. Concept construction,
accordingly, involves the formation of new heuristic theoretical statements based on existing
scientific and political issues, using textual material from various philosophers. This construction
allows for the identification of potential theoretical forms in previously unconceptualized logical
and lexical-semantic relationships within philosophical texts. Concept construction is an essen-
tial component of conceptual analysis. The study and construction of concepts can be carried out
with the aid of corpus linguistics. This article will focus on the methodology for performing such
operations.

It is crucial to recognize the underlying reasons that justify the need for technologically
mediated conceptual analysis. Firstly, the issue of synonymy and polysemy of concepts in the
social sciences. Secondly, the problem of scientific-theoretical progress. Thirdly, the challenge
posed by human limitations and the availability of technological conditions (Big Data) and
resources for conducting effective analysis of textual data. Lastly, the problem of critical reading.

The first problem is related to what Fred Riggs identified as the polysemy and synonymy
of concepts in the social sciences. On one hand, concepts have multiple meanings, and on the
other hand, there are numerous concepts with similar meanings. However, researchers are not
inclined to create neologisms for new meanings [30]. This issue significantly complicates mutual
understanding and the advancement of science.

The second problem, as discussed by Michael Park, Erin Leahey, and Russell Funk [29],
relates to the stagnation of scientific progress. The authors argue that the number of «disruptive»
research studies has significantly declined over the past 50 years. Their study is based on the anal-
ysis of 45 million articles and 3.9 million patents. One of the proposed solutions to this problem
is for scientists to read more and effectively process the vast amounts of data available in contem-
porary science. In other words, social scientists have largely been «reinventing the wheel» over
the past half-century, partly due to inefficient analysis of existing literature.

The third problem lies in the fact that mastering vast arrays of scientific publications, even
on a single topic, using only one’s own, only human efforts, is a daunting and time-consuming
task. The sheer volume of social communication on the Internet has led to the realization that
we live in a Big Data society, which relies, among other things, on the analysis of large sets of
language data. Criticizing the use of text processing technologies for reading means overlooking
the fact that reading itself is a result of the technologization of human existence, or, in the terms
of Bernard Stiegler, the exosomatization, the merging of the biological and the technological in
human history [33, pp. 86-89]. Reading is the result of the objectification of human thinking,
memory, and so on, in texts. The identification of language patterns was carried out without such
technologization for at least a thousand years, but now these operations are exosomatized, i.e.,
taken beyond the human body into a computer program capable of assuming some of the work
in the reading process. Rejecting such technologization is equivalent to marveling at the human
vision in its ability to explore the cosmos but not using the «Gaia» space telescope, which tracks
the movements of over 1 billion astronomical objects to create a three-dimensional map of the
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cosmos, including exoplanets. Without this exosomatic «eyey, it would be impossible to deter-
mine the origin and evolution of our galaxy [7]. By relying solely on our human hearing, we
could never understand what has become known thanks to the use of artificial intelligence and
highly sensitive microphones, which have given birth to disciplines such as bioacoustics, captur-
ing the acts of listening to sounds produced and perceived by plants and animals but inaccessible
to the human ear (infrasound and ultrasound) [5]. Thus, without the exosomatization of our «ear»,
it is difficult to fully envision the struggle to protect the rights of non-human beings and the eco-
system as a whole. Numerous examples of this nature can be provided. It is clear that ignoring
technologies means predisposing oneself to the repetition of the same knowledge, reducing the
world to one’s limited understanding, and being politically reactionary and morally irresponsible.
To paraphrase a line from Christopher Nolan’s film «Interstellar», reading everything may be
impossible, but it is necessary.

Finally, the fourth issue pertains to critical reading. In philosophy, critical reading takes
the form of symptomatic (Louis Althusser [2, p. 22]) and deconstructive reading (Jacques Der-
rida [11, p. 44]) among others, and it works by revealing gaps, hidden structures in texts, and/or
ambivalences of language that undermine the systematicity and decenter the text. Critics oper-
ate based on dogmatized positions, intuitions, and selective fragments. As a result, they posit
immutable essences and causes that cannot be verified or refuted, yet serve to define and explain
all phenomena in the world and all meanings within the text [12; 24]. The explanatory model here
adheres to the limited interpretation of the scholar who relies on a limited range of texts. Such
reading closely aligns with politically reactionary ideas and conspiracy theories. It is precisely
this mode of reading that accounts for the disregard of scientific-theoretical progress, technolog-
ically mediated reading, as well as the issue of synonymy and polysemy in scientific concepts.
This mode of reading reproduces all of these problems, along with political reaction and the
socio-economic mechanisms of neoliberal capitalism that hinder social progress.

Hence, it is evident that the aforementioned issues can, to some extent, be addressed
through corpus-based conceptual analysis, which enables the rapid and objective processing of
large textual datasets for a more precise understanding of existing concepts and the generation of
new ones, all within the framework of horizontal ontology, post-critical, empirical philosophy.
This philosophy follows the actors, their relations, their interpretations, and their interactions.
Horizontal ontologies aspire to the ideals of ethnomethodological, empirical, verifiable, and falsi-
fiable knowledge, as well as democratic, localized political action [21, p. 250, 252, 261]. Describ-
ing actions and connections between empirically defined objects, regardless of their objecthood
(human, non-human, imaginary, real, etc.), horizontal ontologies transcend traditional ontologi-
cal boundaries.

Now let us turn our attention to the overview of corpus-based conceptual research. First,
let us delve into a more detailed understanding of corpus linguistics and the tools it employs. Cor-
pus linguistics is a linguistic discipline that facilitates «the complete and systematic investigation
of linguistic phenomena on the basis of linguistic corpora using concordances, collocations, and
frequency lists» [32, p. 54]. Let us clarify the concepts used in this definition. A corpus is a col-
lection of texts in digital format selected for studying the state and diversity of language. Through
corpus analysis, regularities and language patterns, stable word usage, and new semantic relation-
ships can be identified. A concordance is a compilation of all instances of word forms, each within
its context. It is also used to refer to a single occurrence of a word within a context. Concordances
help quickly form an understanding of the contexts in which a specific word appears and iden-
tify stable relationships with other words. Collocation refers to the consistent co-occurrence of
two or more words within a short distance in a text. Collocations enable the identification of
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semantically significant relations between words (idioms). A frequency list is a compilation of the
most frequently occurring words in a text. Additionally, the distribution and dispersion of words
in the corpus can be observed to understand the representativeness of their frequencies. A fre-
quency list allows for an assessment of the main themes within the corpus [31, p. 9, 32, p. 170, 30;
4, p. 48-49]. Part-of-speech tagging is employed to optimize searches by identifying words based
on their grammatical categories, while lemmatization brings all words to their dictionary form,
i.e., the nominative case and singular number, and stemming — to reduce words to their roots. In
essence, corpus linguistics is grounded in the empirically verifiable notion that word meaning is
a function of word frequency and collocation, which can be quantitatively traced.

Corpus linguistics is not solely a quantitative discipline because any of its findings require
interpretation. Through corpus linguistics, hypotheses, and intuitions, can be tested, refuted, or
formulated for subsequent verification. Undoubtedly, corpus linguistics cannot provide absolute,
objective, and exhaustive knowledge, nor does it claim to fully automate the process of interpre-
tation [25]. However, corpus linguistics allows for empirically verifiable interpretations based on
broader and more representative foundations. It does not replace the interpreter but rather expands
the possibilities for interpretation, serving as an exosomatized complement to the interpreter.

To work within the framework of corpus linguistics, it is necessary to transform any elec-
tronic book into a «txt» format, clean the file from footnotes, introductions, author names, ref-
erences, chapter and section headings on each page, perform lemmatization (or stemming), and
then load it into a corpus analysis software such as AntConc [3]. Within this program, basic
operations that are essential for conceptual analysis can be easily conducted.

Now let us turn to the techniques of corpus conceptual analysis described in contemporary
literature.

Alastair McKinnon stands as the pioneering thinker who employed computer-based quan-
titative methodologies for analyzing philosophical texts within the context of conceptual analysis
since the 1960s. His primary subject of study was the works of Danish philosopher Seren Kierke-
gaard. Although McKinnon produced his early works before the establishment of corpus linguis-
tics, his methodology essentially aligns with the principles of corpus linguistics. For instance,
when analyzing the term «system» in Kierkegaard’s works — and hereinafter we are translating
McKinnon’s terminology into the language of corpus linguistics — he generated concordances
containing the target term, created a mini-corpus from the text with the concordances, identi-
fied frequent collocations with the target term, and subsequently represented the relationships
between other terms and the term «system» in a two-dimensional graph (where terms closer
to «system» are considered more frequent collocations and vice versa) [26]. These operations
enabled McKinnon to ascertain that the meaning of concepts in philosophical works depends on
the co-occurrence of terms in proximity to the concepts. Exploring the frequency-based collo-
cations of concepts allows for effective conceptual analysis and the identification of significant
contexts and meanings. According to McKinnon, such a methodology enables more well-founded
and verifiable interpretations of philosophical concepts.

Jean-Guy Meunier from the University of Quebec (Canada), who leads the «Laboratoire
d’Analyse Cognitive de I’Information» (Laboratory for Cognitive Analysis of Information) have
proposed, along with his colleagues, numerous methodological and technical solutions for con-
ceptual analysis. We will focus on those that are closest to corpus linguistics because some algo-
rithmic and semi-automatic techniques for conceptual analysis are more complex, require exten-
sive programming knowledge, and have not been made freely available by these researchers. For
instance, when analyzing the concept of «evolution» in the works of Henri Bergson, Meunier
and his co-authors demonstrated the need to generate concordances with the canonical form of
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the concept, and read through the concordances to identify other lexicalizations of the concept,
such as synonyms, metaphors, hyponyms, hypernyms, and so on [10; 27; 9]. Subsequently, the
identified concordances are classified based on different aspects of the concept. This classifica-
tion is then subjected to categorization from the perspective of interpreter theories. Interestingly,
the authors employed cluster analysis, whereby fragments of text with similar sets of terms were
identified, forming the basis for assertions about the similarity of their conceptual content. How-
ever, the tools used to conduct such cluster analysis were not explicitly specified. Nonetheless, all
these operations ultimately culminate in the visualization of the collocation matrix for the target
term. For conceptual analysis of the concept of mind in Charles Peirce’s works, Meunier utilized
a random sampling technique to optimize the processing of a large number of concordances,
generating only half of the entire corpus of concordances [28]. Additionally, Meunier involved
experts in his research, who classified the concordances and clusters.

Mark Alfano conducted a groundbreaking investigation into Friedrich Nietzsche’s moral
philosophy [1]. To accomplish this, he worked with the entire corpus of the philosopher’s published
works. Alfano compiled a list of concepts for an examination, determining their frequency and
identifying frequent collocations, taking into account potential lexicalizations (hypernym-hypo-
nym relations). Subsequently, he collected a set of concordances, divided into smaller sections by
Nietzsche. The semantic connections between frequent collocations and moral concepts across
different works and the entirety of Nietzsche’s oeuvre were visualized through network graphs.
The mentioned concordances were then analyzed and summarized. Alfano asserts that this
approach, — although not explicitly identified as such, is essentially corpus-based, — enabled the
identification of empirically observable conceptual interrelationships within Nietzsche’s moral
philosophy. These interrelationships had gone unnoticed or were disregarded by commentators,
and some assertions made by commentators in this field of study were empirically validated or
falsified.

Robert Williams conducted a series of studies on the texts of W. E. B. Du Bois to inves-
tigate the relationships between concepts such as democracy and science, among others [35]. To
achieve this, he employed the «regular expressions» tool (a formal language that allows for defin-
ing search rules using a set of metacharacters), the analysis of concordances and collocations, as
well as n-grams (frequent word combinations of 2-3 and more words). The first tool enabled the
identification of fragments containing the target words within a specific distance from each other.
The second tool facilitated an understanding of the context in which these words were used and
the connections between different texts by the scholar. The third tool highlighted terms that were
associated with specific concepts. These operations enabled Williams to determine the meanings
of concepts within the Du Bois corpus.

Now let us turn to our conceptual investigations to demonstrate the potential of the corpus
approach. Corpus-based conceptual analysis enables the conceptualization of terms in philosoph-
ical works that were not originally conceptualized by the author but have subsequently become
philosophical concepts. This has made it possible to draw attention to the functioning of relevant
lexis in past philosophical works. As demonstrated in our study on Karl Marx’s concept of social
space, Henri Lefebvre and other researchers claimed that the German philosopher did not think
about this concept [15]. Remarkably, these claims were made without even conducting a basic
search for spatial lexemes in Marx’s texts! However, corpus analysis revealed that in «Capital»
and several other works, Marx employed words such as «space» and «spatial» in connection with
formally defined concepts, thereby allowing for the construction of the concept of «social space»
within Marx’s framework. In this regard, the concepts that frequently occurred alongside spatial
lexemes in specific fragments were identified and subsequently found in other works, thereby
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illustrating the evolution in the logical definition of the concept of social space in Marx’s writ-
ings. Thus, instead of making unverifiable claims about the absence of the concept of social space
in Marx, the corpus approach facilitated the construction of this concept based on collocates
in certain fragments containing spatial lexemes. This study demonstrated that Marx possessed
a distinctive understanding of social space that does not align with the concepts subsequently
developed by Marxists.

Similar investigations have been conducted to conceptualize the notion of reading in the
works of Francis Bacon and Hryhorii Skovoroda. Given that «reading» has become a concept in
contemporary philosophy, this has provided an opportunity to empirically inquire into what these
philosophers thought about reading. To achieve this, the search and generation of concordances
were utilized for words related to reading, as well as their hypernyms and hyponyms (words associ-
ated with books, specific authors, and textual elements — terms, words), alongside words extracted
from the identified concordances [17; 18]. The historical-philosophical context also allowed for
corpus-based conceptual construction of the concept of walking in Skovoroda’s texts [16].

In our view, the text does not contain hidden secrets or deep truths, as presumed in critical
reading. Rather, it possesses empirically observable lexical-semantic connections that can be con-
ceptualized based on the existence of corresponding concepts in contemporary theories. Thus, the
text retains its meanings while allowing the reader to conceptualize logical and historical distance
from contemporary theories by creating a new concept using empirically observable lexical-se-
mantic connections in the corpus. It is not a matter of stretching the philosopher’s conceptual
content to our theoretical horizon, nor is it a demeaning act aimed at illustrating the superiority
of our position. Corpus-based conceptualization enables the capturing of the meanings of spe-
cific terms and words used by various philosophers without subjugating them to the meanings of
contemporary theories. Instead, it utilizes modern theories to formulate hypotheses that direct the
researcher’s attention toward an empirical analysis of the philosopher’s corpus.

From our perspective, the assumption that a philosopher lacked a certain concept implies
that contemporary scientific knowledge has formed a conceptual domain that can be used to
conceptualize the relevant words in the philosopher’s text (we are operating at the level of the
text, without stretching or diminishing it) to engage in a dialogue between their position and the
contemporary one.

Numerous similar studies can be cited, but for the sake of brevity and considering the
methodological similarities among many works, — while passing the studies which utilized overly
complex technologies for conceptual analysis, — let us summarize the aforementioned studies.
All the mentioned works employ, among other things, low-tech corpus linguistic tools, which
are readily accessible to all scholars in terms of free access to them (such as AntConc and other
programs developed by Laurence Anthony), as well as the knowledge and skills required for their
use. We intentionally exclude studies using shareware software, machine learning techniques,
complex mathematical and statistical algorithms, or artificial intelligence.

Let us now summarize the methodological steps employed by these researchers in the
context of corpus-based conceptual analysis: 1) compile a corpus of the philosopher’s works
(which can encompass a single publication or the entirety of their published works in digital for-
mat); 2) identify the concepts to be investigated (depending on the research objectives); 3) gen-
erate concordances (refine and expand the list of search terms, including synonyms, metaphors,
hypernyms, hyponyms, and so forth); 4) read the concordances (in cases where there are a large
number, generate a random sample of concordances) or concordances with frequent collocates;
5) generate clusters or n-grams to identify significant word combinations with the specified con-
cepts; 6) read the concordances with clusters and collocations; 7) classify the concordances based
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on their relevance in determining the meanings of the concepts (considering the actors involved,
the relationships formed within them, and how they are expected to be established in a new,
expanded community); 8) summarize this classification from the perspective of the interpreter’s
theory; 9) visualize the collocations related to the target concept in the form of a network graph
(for instance, using the freeware and user-friendly program «KH Coder» [14]). By employing this
methodology, with its variations, and the use of different supplementary tools, one can achieve
empirically verifiable conceptual analysis. This approach allows for the construction of concepts,
a clear definition of the research boundaries, and separation of the research material from inter-
pretations, ensuring that interpretations remain subordinate to the research material.

Thus, conceptual analysis for the first time becomes an empirical endeavor in which mate-
rials, hypotheses, and methods can be operationalized, verified, or falsified, thereby could be
subject to comprehensive scrutiny. The confidence in pre-corpus conceptual studies would be
deemed misplaced since such studies relied on a preconceived theory of the philosopher, selective
extraction of fragments that supported that theory, and prioritized the theoretical elements in the
text that aligned with the reader’s theory rather than those words (concepts) that were frequent
and thus significant to the author’s theory. In essence, we witness a total revolution in the field
of conceptual analysis as technologically mediated reading allows you to see more, explore vast
textual data, and identify patterns and conceptual connections. This stands in contrast to the intu-
ition and arbitrariness of pre-corpus investigations. The politics and morality of corpus-based
conceptual analysis involve expanding one’s understanding of concepts and the world, trusting
the textual evidence, engaging with a broader and diverse set of actors, and testing hypotheses
with empirical data. In a word, corpus-based conceptual analysis offers the possibility of discov-
ering new conceptual horizons, and ways of connecting with the world rather than confining the
world within a predetermined theory. The political relevance of employing quantitative and com-
putational methods is poignantly discussed by Alex Williams and Nick Srnicek in «The Accel-
erationist Manifesto»: «We believe that any post-capitalism will require post-capitalist planning.
<...>we must develop both a cognitive map of the existing system and a speculative image of the
future economic system. <...> To do so, the left must take advantage of every technological and
scientific advance made possible by capitalist society. <...> The tools to be found in social net-
work analysis, agent-based modelling, big data analytics, and non-equilibrium economic models,
are necessary cognitive mediators for understanding complex systems like the modern economy»
[34]. It is worth noting that philosophy based on corpus-based conceptual analysis can play a
crucial role in mapping contemporary society by identifying opportunities for its transformation.

One can read a text and perceive certain elements within it based on class, education,
mood, and age. Each new reading of a particular book can reveal new truths and meanings to the
reader. Corpus linguistics, on the other hand, acquaints us with the meanings and emphasis that
the author has employed through fixed expressions and word associations. Thus, it becomes pos-
sible to discern specific themes that the author writes about. In this context, the pleasure of read-
ing is not lost, but the text acquires its own identity that is independent of the reader. This opens
up the opportunity for a genuine dialogue rather than the reader merely appropriating the text
or constructing its meaning solely based on his/her own will. Corpus linguistics technologically
settles the debate about whether authorial intentions can be extracted from the text by effectively
demonstrating these intentions through collocations and frequency patterns in the text. Undoubt-
edly, with the use of new text processing methods and the expansion of the corpus size, the results
of corpus analysis can be supplemented, adjusted, or rejected. However, any quantitative findings
require interpretation, and the engagement with the text is shaped by hypotheses, which means
that the activity of a scientist, a reader in corpus linguistics is not reduced.
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Furthermore, corpus-based conceptual analysis can help overcome the critical-conspira-
torial disposition of many philosophers. The issue lies in the fact that critical reading is always
entwined with epistemic injustice. Miranda Fricker coined this term to describe the lack of rec-
ognition and suppression of an individual’s ability to generate and share knowledge, including
their personal experiences and emotions [13]. In the context of reading, this entails a persistent
and irresponsible disregard for the possibility of an objective account of the frequency of words
and collocations in the text in favor of one’s interpretive frameworks, which selectively choose
relevant fragments and impose readers’ ideas onto the texts. Critics do not allow the text and its
author to express themselves but instead speak strictly on their behalf, assuming that they always
know more about the text than the author. Meanwhile, corpus linguistics allows us to genuinely
listen to the position of the text and its author and cautiously interpret the extracted data.
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JOCJIKEHHS TA KOHCTPYIOBAHHS ®LJI0OCO®CHKUX IMTOHSITh:
KOPITYCHMM IIJIXIJT

Lns Lnbin
Xapkiscorutl nayionanonuil ynieepcumem imeni Bacuns Hazaposuua Kapaszina,
ginocopcokuii paxynvmem, kagheopa meopemuynoi i npaxkmuyHoi ginocoii
imeni npogpecopa Hozanna Banmucma Illada
matioan Ceoboou, 4, 61022, m. Xapxie, Yrpaina

Merta cTarTi — nokasaru iHCprMeHTI/I Ta METOIU TEXHOJIOTTYHO OIMOCEPEAKOBAHOI'O KOHLECTITYaJIb-

HOTO aHali3y y ¢inocodil, skuii BAKOPUCTOBYE KOPIYCHY JIIHI'BICTHKY. 3aCTOCYBaHHSI KOPITYCHOT JITHIBic-
THKH € HeOOXiJHUM JUISl TIOJI0JIaHHS Cy0 €KTHBHUX YIEepeIKeHb, IHTYITHBHHX IMiAXO0/iB, HeBepH(iKOBAaHUX
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BHCHOBKIB Ta JIOBUIBHUX IHTEpIpeTaliil NpU TPaAULiHOMY, aHTPOIOLEHTPUYHOMY KOHIENTYaIbHOMY
anaizi. KoprycHuii KOHIENTyalIbHU aHaIi3 3MOXKe PO3B’s13aTH JIeKiJIbKa Mpo0biieM, 110 iCHYIOTh y cydac-
HMX COLIaJIbHUX HayKax: 1) mpo0Gnema CHHOHIMIT Ta mosticeMii OHATh y COLiabHUX HayKax; 2) mpobiema
HAyKOBO-TEOPETHYHOT'O MPOTPeCy, 10 rajJbMy€eThCs, 30KpeMa, Yepe3 BiZICYyTHICTh KOMIUIEKCHOTO BUBUCHHS
TEOPETHYHOTO TOPOOKY, 110 IPUBOMUTH IO «BHHAXOKCHHS BEJIOCHIIENa» B Haylli; 3) npobiema oOMesxe-
HOCTI JIFOACHKUX MOXJIMBOCTEH Ta HasBHICTh TeXHOJOriYHMX yMOB (Big Data) Ta 3aco0iB Juist 30iliCHeHHS
e(eKTUBHOTO aHali3y BEJIMKOro 00CATY TeKCTyaJIbHUX NaHMX; 4) mpoOieMa KPUTHYHOTO YMTAHHS, IO
HakKJaJae Ha TeKCT CBOI iHTeprperaiii, IIyKae MPUXOBaHi CYTHOCTI, 30JIMKYIOUHCh 3 KOHCIIPOJIOTTYHUM
muciaeHHsM. KoprycHuil KoHIenTyalbHUI aHal3 [a€ 3MOTy MIBHKO, 00 €KTHBHO 3aikCyBaTH 4acTOTHI
CIIOBA, TIOKA3aTH YACTOTHI MOEJHAHHS Ta acoliamii CIiB, 10 Ja€ 3MOTY MPOaHai3yBaTH 3HAYCHHs MOHATD
MiJ] 4ac ONpAILOBAaHHS BEIMKUX MACHBIB JAHHMX I OUIBII TOYHOTO PO3YMIHHS BXKE HASBHUX INOHSTH Ta
KOHCTPYIOBAHHS HOBHX IOHSATh, IIPH LIbOMY TIPALIOIOYH B pAMKaX TOPU30HTAIBHOT OHTONOT T, OCTKPUTHY-
HMX, EMIIPUYHUX, BepU(IKOBAHUX KOHLENTYAIbHUX J0CHiIKeHb. OCHOBH KOPITYCHOTO KOHLIENTYaJIbHOTO
aHaizy Oyio 3aknaneHo me B 1960-x pp., a B cy4acHiii ¢inocodii Bonu Oysian po3poOieHi Ta 3acTocoBaHi
B [IMPOKOMY KOJIi TOCHi/PKeHb. Y CTaTTi y3araabHEHO IHCTPYMEHTH Ta METO/M KOPITYCHOTO KOHIIENTYallb-
HOT'0 aHaJi3y, a TAKO)K KOHCTPYIOBaHHS MOHSATE. BifTenep Bipa B JOKOPIYCHI KOHIENTYaIbHI JT0CITIPKSHHS
€ BTPA4Y€HOI0, OCKIJIBKM TakKi JOCIHIDKCHHS CIUPAMCA Ha 3a3alieriab 3ajaHy Teopito ¢imocoda, 100ip
HOTPIOHUX JUIS MiITBEP/KEHHS 1€ Teopii GpparMeHTiB, TOXK y IIbOMY IPOLECI IPIOPUTUIYBAUCS Ti TEOpe-
THYHI €JIEMEHTH B TEKCTI, 110 Oynau HaifOmmkui 1uist Teopii untada, a He OyJIM YaCTOTHUMH, a BiATaK 3HadYy-
UMY, 1711 Teopii aBropa. [To cyTi, fiaeThes Mpo TOTaJIbHY PEBOJIOLIIO0 y CIIPaBi KOHIENTYaIbHOTO aHai3Yy,
OCKIJIbKU TEXHOJIOTIYHO OMOCePeIKOBaHE YMTAHHSI JIa€ 3MOT'Y TIOMITHUTH O1JIbIIIe, OXOIUTH BEIHYE3Hi 00CSTH
TEKCTIB, TOMITUTH NIaT€PHHU, KOHLETITYaJIbHI 3B’13KH Ta 3HAYEHHS MOHSTb, 110 TPOTUCTABISAETHCS IHTYITH-
Bi3My i IOBUIBHOCTI TOKOPITYCHHX JOCTi/KEHb.

Knrouosi cnoea: KOHUENTyaJbHHN aHali3, KOPIYCHA JIIHTBICTHKA, YUTaHHS, MeTOl, (dinocodis,
HOHATTSL.



