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ABSTRACT

It is of theoretical and practical importance to study any language from different angles, from
different approaches. In particular, it is no exaggeration to say that the study of linguoculture
plays a Turkish role in our understanding of many issues that are beyond the reach of language.
The emergence of linguoculturology is associated with an interest in the interaction of culture and
language, and an attempt to understand the phenomenon of culture as a specific form of human
existence in the world. At the same time, language serves as a means of interpreting human
culture, the mentality of the people. The article discusses the emergence of linguoculturology in
relation to the interaction of culture and language, the main thing in the linguistic description of
the world is the knowledge reinforced in the words and phrases of certain languages, which cover
all the conceptual content of language.
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