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Abstract: \

Generosity, a fundamental human virtue, has been the subject of extensive theoretical inquiry
across various disciplines, including philosophy, psychology, linguistics, and cultural studies. This
article explores the evolution and theoretical underpinnings of the concept of generosity, focusing
on its multifaceted interpretations, cultural significance, and linguistic representations. Drawing
from interdisciplinary perspectives, the study highlights how generosity functions as a moral,
social, and linguistic construct, reflecting both universal human values and culture-specific
practices.
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Generosity, often regarded as a universal virtue, transcends linguistic and cultural boundaries,
manifesting in diverse forms across societies. The concept has intrigued scholars from various fields
due to its profound moral and social implications. Philosophers have debated its ethical dimensions,
psychologists have examined its cognitive and emotional roots, and linguists have explored its
representation in language and culture. Despite its ubiquity, generosity remains a complex and
multi-dimensional phenomenon, requiring a nuanced theoretical exploration to fully understand its
significance.

In English dictionaries, “concept” is “an idea underlying a whole class of things”, or “a generally
accepted idea, a view” (general notion). In the “Longman Dictionary of Contemporary English”
dictionary, “concept” is “someone’s idea of how something is, or should be done” [10].

The person who creates a certain idea and view brings an unexpected indicator to the thinker. All
the abstraction and generalization of this “someone” (someone) is included in the subjective
potential along with the “concept”.

The term “concept”, which is considered the result of logical activity, and “concept”, which is
widely used in cognitive linguistics, are used in the same context. Both of these phenomena are
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manifested as a unity of thought. The starting point of both is associated not only with the
perception but also with the figurative imagination of an object in reality - a phenomenon.

Within the framework of the linguocultural approach, concepts expressed in the fundamental works
of Y.S. Stepanov, S.G. Vorkachev, V.V. Kolesov, V.A. Maslova, S.Kh. Lyapin, V.N. Telia and
other researchers are defined as forms of cultural representation in the human mind. With this
approach, researchers emphasize the need to pay attention to the significance of the cultural
information provided by it, taking into account various aspects of the concept. Y.S. Stepanov,
defining the “concept”, expresses the following opinion: “A concept is like a combination of culture
in a person’s mind; in it, culture enters the human mental world. On the other hand, a concept is not
a “creator of cultural values”, but an ordinary, ordinary person — he enters the culture and in some
cases influences it”.

The concept demonstrates a high level of abstraction, which includes a separate concept of general
semantics. In addition, V.N. Telia defines the concept with an ontological aspect of classification,
which usually creates an image and forms a “prototype” [11, 13].

Considering the essence of the concept, researchers emphasize its belonging to the ethnocultural
world of a person. At the same time, its semantic content is interpreted in the context of forms of
knowledge of the native language as an ethnocultural representation. In this case, the science of the
concept helps to reconstruct the ethnocultural image, primarily the image of the mentality speaking
the language. From the point of view of Y.S. Stepanov, the concept is a micromodel of culture, it
produces it and is produced by it. It is “part of the culture”, it controls the concept of extralinguistic,
pragmatic, that is, additional language information [10].

Generosity has a long history of theoretical development, rooted in philosophical discourses on
morality and virtue. Ancient philosophers, such as Aristotle, emphasized generosity (or “liberality”)
as a key component of ethical living, positioning it as a balance between extravagance and
stinginess. In medieval and Renaissance thought, generosity was often linked to religious and
spiritual ideals, reflecting divine grace and moral duty.

In modern philosophy, generosity has been reconceptualized as a relational and social construct.
Thinkers like Immanuel Kant and Jean-Paul Sartre have debated its implications for autonomy and
interpersonal responsibility, while contemporary scholars explore its role in fostering social
cohesion and collective well-being.

From a psychological perspective, generosity is understood as an altruistic behavior driven by
empathy, moral reasoning, and social norms. Studies in evolutionary psychology suggest that
generosity may have developed as an adaptive trait, enhancing group survival through cooperation
and resource sharing. Behavioral psychologists, meanwhile, investigate the cognitive and emotional
processes underlying generous acts, such as the role of gratitude, reciprocity, and prosocial
motivation.

Generosity is also examined within the framework of developmental psychology, which explores
how cultural upbringing and socialization shape individuals' attitudes toward giving. This approach
highlights the interplay between innate tendencies and learned behaviors in fostering generosity.

Linguistically, generosity is often expressed through metaphorical and idiomatic language,
reflecting cultural attitudes and values. For example, English idioms such as “fo give the shirt off
one’s back” and “a heart of gold” encapsulate the moral virtue of selflessness. In contrast, Uzbek
expressions like “go‘li ochiq odam” (a person with an open hand) emphasize the communal and
relational aspects of generosity, rooted in hospitality and collectivist traditions.
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Cultural studies further enrich the understanding of generosity by exploring its symbolic and
ritualistic dimensions. Acts of giving, whether in the form of charity, hospitality, or ceremonial
exchange, are imbued with cultural meanings that reinforce social bonds and moral ideals.

Theoretical studies on generosity increasingly adopt interdisciplinary approaches, integrating
insights from philosophy, psychology, sociology, and linguistics. This holistic perspective enables a
deeper understanding of generosity as both a universal human value and a culturally specific
phenomenon. For instance:

Philosophy provides ethical frameworks for analyzing the moral implications of generosity.
Psychology offers empirical evidence on the motivations and effects of generous behavior.
Sociology examines the role of generosity in maintaining social structures and norms.

Linguistics explores the representation of generosity in language, revealing its cultural and
symbolic dimensions.

Research on the concept of generosity (or sadaga, jood, xayr in various languages) has been
conducted both in Uzbekistan and abroad, often within the fields of linguistics, cultural studies,
psychology, and philosophy. The studies often examine generosity from a cognitive, cultural, and
social perspective, exploring how generosity is represented in language, culture, and behavior.

In Uzbekistan, scholars have explored the cultural and linguistic representations of generosity in the
context of Uzbek traditions, Islamic teachings, and the role of generosity in Uzbek society. This
includes investigating the cultural significance of concepts related to generosity, such as hospitality,
charity, and communal support. Some researchers within Uzbek linguistics have focused on the
analysis of idioms, proverbs, and sayings that depict generosity in the Uzbek language, highlighting
its cultural and moral values.

Abroad, research on the concept of generosity has been undertaken in various disciplines, for
instance, scholars have studied how generosity is conceptualized in different languages, often in
terms of cognitive metaphors and the underlying cultural frameworks. Researchers like George
Lakoff and Mark Johnson have developed frameworks that explore concepts of morality and
generosity through cognitive linguistics, examining how generosity is framed in different cultures
through metaphor and language. Studies by social psychologists have examined generosity in terms
of altruism and prosocial behavior, exploring the psychological mechanisms behind acts of giving.
Notable scholars include Richard Titmuss (on altruism and welfare systems), Robert Cialdini (on
social influence and generosity), and Daniel Batson (on empathy and altruism). Scholars in Islamic
studies have explored the concept of generosity through the lens of Islamic charity (zakat, sadaga,
and khums), focusing on how these concepts are deeply embedded in religious practices and
teachings. Fatima Mernissi and Amina Wadud have discussed generosity within Islamic ethics and
gender studies. Research on generosity has also been conducted in terms of its cultural expressions
and its role in social rituals, hospitality, and community-building. Researchers in intercultural
communication have explored how generosity is perceived and enacted in different cultural
contexts, often comparing Western and Eastern practices of giving.

In summary, research on generosity is multi-faceted, exploring its linguistic, cultural, psychological,
and social dimensions both in Uzbekistan and globally. Studies typically focus on the intersection of
generosity with concepts such as charity, altruism, and hospitality, and how these are framed and
transmitted through language and culture.

Theoretical studies on generosity illuminate its complexity as a moral, social, and linguistic
construct. While generosity is celebrated as a universal virtue, its expression and interpretation are
deeply influenced by cultural contexts and disciplinary perspectives. By adopting an
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interdisciplinary approach, scholars can uncover the multifaceted nature of generosity, enriching our
understanding of this timeless and essential human value.

Further research is needed to explore the intersection of generosity with emerging fields such as
digital communication, globalization, and social media, which are reshaping how generosity is
perceived and practiced in contemporary society.
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