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MEDIATED CHILD-DIRECTED DISCOURSE IN CHILDREN’S ANIMATION:
A COMPARATIVE ONTOLINGUISTIC STUDY

Abstract. This study examines children’s animation as a form of mediated linguistic input
within the framework of ontolinguistics. While existing research on animated media primarily
addresses psychological and educational outcomes, the internal linguistic organization of animated
discourse remains insufficiently analyzed. The study aims to identify the syntactic, lexical, and
prosodic characteristics of animated discourse that reproduce the core properties of Child-Directed
Speech (CDS) across distinct cultural and linguistic contexts. Employing qualitative discourse
analysis, content analysis, and comparative prosodic observation, the study examines three
animated series representing distinct linguistic and cultural environments: Bing (United Kingdom),
Masha and the Bear (Russia), and Kiisik pen Pay-Pay (Kazakhstan). For each series, five episodes
were selected and key dialogic fragments were manually transcribed and coded along syntactic,
lexical, pragmatic, and prosodic parameters. The findings demonstrate that children’s animation
systematically reproduces universal characteristics of early language input, including structural
simplification, lexical repetition, and marked prosodic patterning. These features are realized
differently across linguistic environments: the British model emphasizes syntactic predictability and
emotional regulation; the Russian model foregrounds expressive dynamism and morphological
play; the Kazakh model integrates rhythmic repetition and melodic structuring rooted in oral
folklore traditions, aligning with documented stages of Kazakh speech ontogenesis.

The findings suggest that children’s animation functions as a supplementary mediated
discourse that reflects CDS principles while adapting them to culturally specific communicative
frameworks. By incorporating Kazakh-language material, the research expands cross-linguistic
discussion beyond predominantly Indo-European contexts and contributes to the theoretical
understanding of mediated child-directed discourse as an independent object of linguistic inquiry.

Keywords: ontolinguistics, child-directed speech, mediated discourse, speech ontogenesis,
children’s animation, prosody, cross-linguistic analysis.

Introduction

Language acquisition in early childhood is not a mere accumulation of vocabulary but a
process of tuning into patterned speech, where rhythm, repetition, and emotional modulation help
organize auditory perception. Central to this process is Child-Directed Speech (CDS) — a
specialized register characterized by short utterances, lexical recurrence, and marked prosodic
contours that facilitate speech segmentation and grammatical mapping [1]. Corpus-based analyses
confirm that child-directed speech systematically contains shorter, higher-frequency words with
greater phonological neighborhood density than adult-directed speech, and that these lexical
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properties directly predict children’s early productive vocabularies [2]. Traditionally studied within
live caregiver-child interactions, these structural affordances are increasingly manifesting in
mediated contexts. As preschool children spend significant time with digital media, animated series
have emerged as a stable, deliberately crafted source of patterned linguistic input [3].

While existing media research predominantly addresses psychological or educational
outcomes, the internal linguistic organization of animated discourse remains underexplored. From a
cognitive-linguistic perspective, animation can be conceptualized as a mediated discourse. Its
dialogues often mirror natural CDS through slower tempo, pitch variation, and lexical
predictability, which support memory retention [4]. Research on the acoustic-lexical properties of
CDS demonstrates that previous research suggests that prosodic properties of CDS vary according
to communicative context and developmental interaction [5]. However, animated discourse is not a
direct reproduction of caregiver speech. Unlike natural adult—child interaction, it lacks reciprocal
turn-taking and adaptive feedback, functioning instead as a one-directional form of mediated
linguistic support that requires separate structural analysis within language socialization research.

The necessity of a cross-linguistic approach to this phenomenon is particularly evident when
considering the Kazakh linguistic landscape. Within the framework of speech ontogenesis, T.
Ayapova [6] demonstrated that the transition from one-word to multiword utterances in Kazakh-
speaking children is deeply shaped by the specific rhythmic and agglutinative features of the
language. This suggests that for animation to be effective as a linguistic mediator, it must align with
these inherent developmental stages. Recent studies by Shunkeyeva, Abisheva, and Zhetpisbayeva
further indicate that Kazakh animation, by integrating folklore traditions and melodic repetition,
may reinforce linguistic identity while supporting phonological awareness [7]. By including
Kazakh-language material, this study extends the discussion of mediated discourse beyond Indo-
European contexts, providing a more comprehensive view of how universal CDS properties
intersect with language-specific patterns.

Against this background, the present study provides a qualitative comparative analysis of
three culturally and linguistically distinct series: “Bing” (UK), “Masha and the Bear” (Russia), and
“Kiisik pen Pay-Pay” (Kazakhstan). The research aims to identify the linguistic characteristics of
animated discourse that enhance cognitive accessibility in early language acquisition. To achieve
this, the following objectives are pursued:

1. To identify the principal syntactic, lexical, and prosodic features of contemporary animated
speech,;

2. To evaluate the correspondence between these features and the core properties of Child-
Directed Speech,;

3. To examine how these patterns align with the stages of speech ontogenesis described in
Kazakh linguistic research;

4. To determine how animation functions as a structured form of mediated linguistic input
complementing natural language exposure.

Methodologically, the study applies qualitative discourse analysis informed by cognitive and
phonological perspectives. By situating animation within ontolinguistic research, the study seeks to
explain how mediated discourse reproduces and culturally adapts structural patterns essential for
early language development. Figure 1 summarizes the theoretical framework of the study by
illustrating the relationship between mediated animated discourse, CDS mechanisms, and
ontolinguistic functions.
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Figure 1 — Structural Components of Mediated Child-Directed Discourse

Research methods and materials

The study employs a qualitative comparative discourse-analytic approach within the
framework of ontolinguistic and cognitive-linguistic analysis. The methodological focus of the
study is the structural examination of animated discourse and the identification of its
correspondence with the core features of Child-Directed Speech (CDS) and the natural stages of
speech ontogenesis.

The empirical material of the study consists of three animated series representing different
linguistic and cultural environments:

1. Bing (United Kingdom; English-language content),

2. Masha and the Bear (Russia; Russian-language content),

3. Kiisik pen Pay-Pay (Kazakhstan; Kazakh-language content).

The research area is defined as the linguistic organization of child-directed animated
discourse, specifically the syntactic, lexical, and prosodic dimensions of speech produced by adult
and child-like characters in preschool-oriented animated series. The study does not address viewer
reception, developmental outcomes, or production processes; it focuses exclusively on the structural
properties of the animated speech itself as a form of mediated linguistic input. The selection of the
three series was determined by their orientation toward preschool audiences (ages 2-6), their wide
cultural and linguistic representativeness, and their documented relevance to early language
development. For each series, five episodes were selected and repeatedly viewed and analyzed
through auditory observation. Episodes were chosen on the basis of the presence of sustained
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dialogic interaction between adult and child-like characters, phonological clarity of speech, and
representativeness of the communicative style characteristic of each series. From each episode, key
dialogic fragments totaling approximately 10-15 utterances were manually transcribed and coded.
In total, the comparative corpus comprised approximately 540 utterances, with slight variation
between series due to differences in conversational intensity and dialogue distribution.

The analysis was conducted through repeated viewing of selected episodes, followed by
manual transcription of key dialogic fragments. The primary unit of analysis was the utterance,
understood as a syntactically and intonationally complete speech segment produced by one speaker.
Each transcribed utterance was coded along four parameters: syntactic type and length, lexical
category and recurrence, pragmatic function, and prosodic profile. Coding was performed by the
researchers independently and then reconciled through discussion to ensure descriptive consistency.
The boundaries of the research area were delimited as follows: only utterances produced within
scenes of direct adult-child or child-child interaction were included; background narration, song
sequences not integrated into dialogue, and utterances shorter than three words were excluded from
the primary corpus.

The study integrates elements of content analysis, discourse analysis, and prosodic
observation. The following linguistic parameters were examined:

1. Syntactic structure (sentence length, type of construction, structural simplicity);

2. Lexical composition (frequency of repetition, use of high-frequency vocabulary, presence
of diminutives and neologisms);

3. Pragmatic orientation (instruction, reassurance, emotional expression, humor);

4. Prosodic features (tempo, rhythm, intonation contour, melodic repetition).

Special attention was given to repetition patterns and rhythmic organization of speech, as
these features are central to both CDS and early stages of child language acquisition. Prosodic
characteristics were analyzed through attentive auditory observation and comparative interpretation.
The study did not aim at instrumental acoustic measurement; therefore, prosodic analysis was
limited to qualitative comparative observation of rhythm, tempo, and intonation patterns.

Comparative analysis was carried out in two directions. First, universal features characteristic
of CDS were identified across all three series. Second, language-specific and culturally conditioned
realizations of these features were interpreted in relation to national linguistic traditions and existing
research on speech ontogenesis, particularly in the Kazakh linguistic context. The study does not
aim at quantitative measurement of developmental outcomes. The study therefore adopts a
structural and interpretative perspective on animated discourse as a mediated form of child-directed
linguistic input.

Results and discussion

The linguistic analysis of “Bing” (UK), “Masha and the Bear” (Russia), and “Kiisik pen Pay-
Pay” (Kazakhstan) demonstrates that animated discourse functions as a specialized form of
mediated linguistic input. This selection targets the preschool period (ages 2-6), which is recognized
as the most critical window for speech sound development and phonological maturation [8]. By
evaluating these series, we can observe how universal principles of Child-Directed Speech (CDS)
are adapted across different cultural and linguistic environments. While classical generative
linguistics emphasizes an innate capacity for syntax [9], the analyzed animated dialogues
demonstrate that this potential is activated through an organized Language Acquisition Support
System (LASS) [10].

In Bing, this support is manifested through extreme syntactic economy and predictable
repetition patterns. Such structural adjustments mirror the natural patterns of lexical and syntactic
simplification found in early infant-directed speech, which are essential for guiding initial
grammatical mapping [1]. In the utterance “It’s okay, Flop. I can make another one,” syntactic
complexity is minimized through the use of short declarative clauses and predictable lexical
sequencing. The utterance avoids subordinate structures and maintains linear clause organization,
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increasing perceptual accessibility for early language learners. The emotionally supportive
repetition of the phrase “It’s okay” reinforces reassurance while reducing cognitive processing
demands for preschool listeners. The segmented structure of the utterance also supports real-time
comprehension by presenting information in short and predictable units, a feature characteristic of
Child-Directed Speech.

Conversely, “Masha and the Bear” provides a more dynamic and conversational linguistic
environment [11]. Its syntax is characterized by spontaneity, self-repairs, and interruptions. This
complexity allows children to observe functional morphemes in a more natural, expressive context,
supporting early acquisition through exposure to realistic conversational flow [12].

The Kazakh series “Kiisik pen Pay-Pay” offers a unique syntactic synthesis, utilizing
rhythmic imperatives like «Ilaii-maif, menimen Oipre kaiitana!» (Pay-Pay, repeat with me!). The
repetitive imperative structure functions as a form of social scaffolding that encourages verbal
participation and supports the transition from passive auditory perception to active speech
production [11].

A key mechanism identified in all three series is “linguistic recycling” - the intentional reuse
of recurrent items to stabilize the child's emerging mental lexicon [13]. “Bing” implements this
through high-frequency, emotionally grounded vocabulary that ensures maximum semantic
retention within media discourse [2; 3]. Across the analyzed “Bing” episodes, short declarative
utterances and lexical repetition appeared more frequently than complex syntactic constructions,
reinforcing communicative predictability.

“Masha and the Bear” elevates lexical recycling to the level of metalinguistic play. The series
deliberately incorporates playful distortions and creative word formations that imitate
characteristics of child speech and reflect the creative dimension of speech ontogenesis
characteristic of early language development [14]. Such lexical experimentation reinforces
conversational spontaneity within mediated discourse and contributes to expressive linguistic
interaction. Despite their nonstandard structure, these playful formations remain semantically
accessible through contextual repetition and phonetic similarity, supporting both communicative
comprehension and linguistic creativity. In contrast to the relatively predictable syntactic
organization of Bing, “Masha and the Bear” demonstrates a higher frequency of interruptions,
interjections, and emotionally expressive speech patterns.

In Kiisik pen Pay-Pay, the lexical profile is deeply aligned with the foundations of speech
ontogenesis described by T.T. Ayapova. The progression from simple nominal repetitions to
predicative structures («Men — kimkeHTail kymikniey) reflects developmental patterns
characteristic of early Kazakh speech ontogenesis. By grounding these items in folklore motifs, the
series not only expands vocabulary but also reinforces linguistic identity [7]. The phrase «Men —
KilkeHTai Kymikminy» illustrates the transition from nominal identification to predicative structure
characteristic of early Kazakh speech ontogenesis. The agglutinative suffix “-min” simultaneously
marks predication and first-person reference, while rhythmic repetition supports phonological
segmentation and highlights morphemic boundaries. The melodic organization of repeated forms
further increases prosodic salience, facilitating auditory processing within an agglutinative
linguistic system. The Kazakh corpus showed the highest concentration of rhythmic repetition and
parallel prosodic constructions among the analyzed series.

Prosody functions as a major mechanism for directing children’s auditory attention in
animated discourse. In “Bing”, the slow tempo and exaggerated intonation provide clear cues for
word segmentation, mirroring how prosodic modulations in caregiver speech facilitate word
learning [4].

The Kazakh model in “Kiisik pen Pay-Pay” leverages “melodic prosody” derived from oral
tradition. Rhythmic recitation («KyIIikmiH, KYUIKIiH, KYIIIKIiH...») acts as a mnemonic tool that
anchors auditory patterns in long-term memory. This rhythmic continuity is vital for the acquisition
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of the agglutinative structures of the Kazakh language, as it highlights morphemic boundaries

through musicality.

To illustrate these qualitative contrasts, Table 1 summarizes the linguistic strategies across the

three environments.

Table 1 — Comparative Linguistic Characteristics of Child-Directed Animated Discourse
Across Three Cultural Contexts

Animation Series |Communicative |Representative| Dominant |Dominant CDS Ontolinguistic
Profile Dialogue Linguistic Mechanism Function
Example Features
Short
Bing (United Preschool- declarative Facilitates
Kingdom) . iy constructions; perceptual
oriented British Flop: “Oh no, |high- clarit
animation op: , ’ g ¥
Bing! It’s all  |frequency . supports early
focused on 1 R bulary: Syntactic ical
emotional gone!” Bing: |vocabulary; cedictabilit grammatica
. “It’s okay lexical p sy mapping, and
regulation, ’ e and emotional . ’
. Flop. I can repetition; . reinforces
routine . regulation .
. . make another |emotionally emotionally
interaction, and one!” supportive stable
calm adult—child | "¢ Support
. intonation; language
communication. .
slow speech processing
tempo
Masha and the Bear
(Russia) Russian D Stimulates
animated series |Masha: “Au- Interjec.tlons, linguistic
characterized by |au-au! CXPTEssIve : creativity,
3 spontaneity Everything fell prosody; Expresswe supports
o ’ » spontaneous | lexical .
- humor, down! . . . |morphological
: expressive Masha: “Look self-repalr; experimentation awareness
: interaction, and |Misha! Ibroke’ neologisms; |and playful . |and model’s
dynamic ’ everytl.ling playful word formation flexible
conversational |again!” morpholqglcal conversational
constructions .
flow. behavior
Pay-Pay: . Reinforces
Kiisik pen Pay-Pay Kazakh- “Pay-Pay, ih}éiiﬁlg phonological
(Kazakhstan) language repeat with mIe)lo dic ’ memory,
; preschool me!” Kiisik: hrasing: highlights
, Ny animation “I’'m a little f . r:fi{[?fé Rhythmic- agglutinative
2 onilke g drawing on puppy, a FOPEHLIVE o rosodic structure, and
‘{ b - imperatives; .
g . =2« |folklore rhythm, |puppy, a folklore-based scaffolding supports
| & ' 2 L, repetition, and | puppy! V(z)cagfﬁz;ra'se culturally
¥ melodic oral Running and rosodic M grounded
tradition. jumping, | P ) speech
» |parallelism .
play, I play. ontogenesis

The comparative analysis demonstrates that although all three animated series reproduce core
characteristics of Child-Directed Speech, they prioritize different communicative strategies. Bing
foregrounds syntactic predictability and emotional reassurance, Masha and the Bear emphasizes
expressive conversational dynamism and lexical experimentation, whereas Kiisik pen Pay-Pay
relies on rhythmic-prosodic scaffolding rooted in oral tradition. Building on these comparative
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observations, the findings suggest that animated discourse constitutes a systematically organized
form of linguistic input rather than a spontaneous reproduction of caregiver speech. The analysis
reveals recurring structural tendencies across the examined material, including relative utterance
length, repetition density, interjection frequency, and rhythmic prominence, while also highlighting
cross-cultural contrasts in the realization of CDS principles.

Taken together, the results indicate that children’s animation does not mechanically reproduce
Child-Directed Speech but selectively adapts its structural principles within a mediated
communicative environment. In all three cases, syntactic simplification, lexical recycling, and
prosodic salience create conditions for perceptual accessibility. Research demonstrates that prosodic
exaggeration in IDS actively supports children’s ability to predict conversational turn structure and
attend to speech cues from as early as 12 months of age [15]. Furthermore, the degree of prosodic
modification in word-learning contexts — particularly when introducing unfamiliar vocabulary — has
been shown to predict children’s vocabulary growth longitudinally [16]. These findings provide
empirical support for the prosodic organization observed across the analyzed animated series.
However, these universal mechanisms are culturally adapted: the British model privileges
regulation and predictability, the Russian model foregrounds expressive experimentation, and the
Kazakh model integrates rhythmic continuity grounded in oral tradition. Animation therefore
functions as a structured mediated form of linguistic input that transforms patterned auditory
exposure into opportunities for grammatical mapping and lexical stabilization. These findings
confirm that mediated discourse can reproduce core ontogenetic mechanisms while adapting them
to culturally specific communicative models.

Conclusion

The present study examined children’s animation as an organized form of mediated linguistic
input and identified the syntactic, lexical, and prosodic features that align animated discourse with
the core properties of Child-Directed Speech (CDS). Based on a qualitative comparative analysis of
three culturally distinct animated series — Bing, Masha and the Bear, and Kiisik pen Pay-Pay — the
findings demonstrate that animated speech systematically reproduces central mechanisms
associated with early language organization, including syntactic simplification, lexical repetition,
and prosodic salience. At the same time, the analysis revealed that these universal CDS
characteristics are realized differently across linguistic and cultural contexts. Although all three
animated environments reproduce core CDS principles, they adapt them through distinct
communicative strategies: the British model prioritizes predictability and emotional regulation, the
Russian model foregrounds expressive experimentation and conversational dynamism, whereas the
Kazakh model relies on rhythmic and melodic structures rooted in oral tradition. These distinctions
indicate not a mechanical imitation of caregiver speech, but its culturally adapted realization within
mediated discourse.

The study further demonstrates that children’s animation functions as a mediated discourse in
which universal mechanisms of early speech perception intersect with nationally specific models of
discourse organization. The recurrence of predictable syntactic patterns, lexical recycling, and
prosodic expressiveness supports perceptual clarity and early language processing. At the same
time, animation cannot replace live adult—child interaction, as it lacks reciprocal feedback and
situational adaptation. Nevertheless, it may function as a supplementary form of mediated linguistic
input that reinforces regular exposure to patterned speech during early language acquisition. The
inclusion of Kazakh-language material broadens the cross-linguistic scope of the research and
extends discussion of mediated child-directed discourse beyond predominantly Indo-European
contexts. The findings suggest that universal CDS principles may be realized within a typologically
different linguistic system shaped by agglutinative structure, rhythmic repetition, and melodic
traditions embedded in national culture. From a theoretical perspective, the study addresses an
important gap in contemporary ontolinguistic research by offering an integrated linguistic
description of animated discourse from a comparative-cultural perspective. Unlike studies focused
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primarily on the psychological or educational effects of media content, the present research
demonstrates that the structural organization of animated speech itself constitutes a legitimate object
of independent linguistic inquiry.

The qualitative nature of the research defines its limitations. The study focused on structural
description and interpretative analysis rather than experimental measurement of developmental
outcomes. Future research may therefore benefit from corpus-based quantitative methods,
instrumental acoustic analysis of prosodic features, and longitudinal studies examining the
interaction between mediated and natural linguistic environments. Overall, children’s animation can
be understood as a systematically organized form of mediated linguistic input whose effectiveness
depends less on explicit instructional content than on the patterned organization of syntax,
vocabulary, and rhythm. By approaching animation not merely as entertainment but as a structured
form of mediated discourse, this study expands the theoretical framework of language acquisition
research and refines our understanding of how culturally organized linguistic input contributes to
early language perception. Animation does not merely imitate early speech patterns; it restructures
them within a culturally mediated communicative system.
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Bananap anumanusicbIHAaFbI 0ajganapra 0aFpITTAIFaH MeMa JMCKYPCTBIH TIIAIK YilbIMIACYbI:
OHTOJMHTBUCTHKAJIBIK, TAJAAY

Anparna. Makanaga Oaajgap aHUMAITASACH OHTOJIMHTBUCTHKA asgCHIHAA MEIUATaHFaH TUIIIK KipiCTiH
KYpbUIBIMAAJIFaH TYpl peTiHAe KapacTelpbuiaipl. Kazipri 3epTreynep aHUMalMsUIBIK MeAuaHbIH KeOiHe
NICUXOJIOTHSUIBIK KOHE IEeJarorHKalblK dcepiepiHe Hazap ayJapraHbIMEH, aHUMALUSUIBIK JUCKYPCTBIH IMIKI
JUHTBUCTUKAJIBIK YHBIMIACYBI JKETKUTIKTI ACHIeiIe 3epTTeNMerer. 3epTTeyAiH MaKCaThl — SPTYPIIi MOJIEHU
JKOHE TUIMIK OpTaJarbl aHUMAIMSUIBIK AMCKYPCTHIH Oanamapra OarbpiTtanirad ceiuteymiH (Child-Directed
Speech, CDS, BBC) Heri3ri OenirijepiH Kajaiia KaidTa ©HIIPETIHIH CHHTAKCHCTIK, JICKCUKAJIBIK YKOHE
MPOCOAMSIIBIK JCHrelae aHbIKTay. 3epTTeyAe camajibl IUCKYPCTHIK Tajiay, KOHTEHT Tajlaay >KoHe
CaITBICTBIPMAJTBI TIPOCOUSUTBIK OaKblIay dicTepi KOJIIAHBUIIBL. 3epTTey MaTepHaibl PEeTiHAe SPTYpIi TLIIIK
KOHE MOJICHU KEHICTIKTI OUITIpeTiH yII aHMMalMsUIbIK cepuall anbHael: «Bingy» (¥neiOpuranus), «Mama
MmeH aro» (Peceii) sxone «Kymrik men Ilait-mait» (Kazakcran). Op cepuanmaHn O6ec 3130/ TaHAATBII, HETi3Ti
IUAJIOTTIK (ParMEHTTEP CHUHTAKCHUCTIK, JIGKCHKAJIBIK, NParMaTHKaJIbIK >KOHE MPOCOAMSIBIK MapaMeTpliep
OOMBIHINIA KOJIMEH TPAHCKPHIIUIIAHBIT, KOATAIIIBL.

Hortmxkenep Oamanap aHUMAIVSICBIHBIH €pTe TUIHIK Kipicke ToH aMOe0ar cumaTTapabl — KYPBUTBIMIIBIK
BIKIIAMIBUIBIKTBI, JIEKCUKAJIBIK KalTalnaMallblIbIKTEl JKOHE alKbIH MPOCOAMSIIBIK YHBIMIOACyAbl — XKykemni
TypAe Kaiita enaiperinin kepceteni. CoHbIMEH Oipre Oy Oenrijep opTyp:i TULNIK opTaja e3iHAIK cumarTa
Ky3ere acajipl: OpUTaHIBIK MOJIENIb CHHTAKCUCTIK OODKaMIIBUIBIK ITEH AMOIMOHAJIBIK PETTeyTe Heri3uence,
peceiiTik MOJIeNlb SKCIIPECCUBTIK AUHAMHUKA MEH MOP(OIOTUSIIBIK OMBIH 3JIEMEHTTEPIH anfa LIbIFapazpl; ajl
Ka3aK MOoJieNi aybi3ia (hOoNBKIIOp IOCTYPIMEH cabakTac BIPFAKTHIK KaHTalaMalbUIBIK TIeH 9ye3 i KYPhUIBIMFa
CYHeHir, Ka3ak TUTIHIETi Colyiey OHTOTEHE31HIH CHITaTTalFaH Ke3eHIepiMeH Yiiecei.

3eprrey Oananap annmauusiceiHblH BBC xarnmanapsin 6eliHenei OTHIPbII, oapAbl MOIIEHH TYPFbLIAH
allKpIHIAFaH KOMMYHUKATHBTIK MOJIENbIEpre OCHIMIACHTIH KYphUIBIMJAIFaH MeAHWalaHfaH TUIIIK opTa
peTiHAe KhI3MET eTeTiHiH Kepcereai. Kazak TimiHAEri MaTepuaijibl €Hri3y apKbUIbl JKYMBIC HeETi3iHeH
YHII€ypONaBIK TUIIEPMEH WICKTENINl KEITeH KPOCC-TMHTBUCTHKAIBIK 3EpTTeyJiep asChlH KEHEHTII,
MeauanaHraH Oanamapra OaFbITTalFaH IUCKYPCTHI AepOec JMHIBUCTHUKAIBIK 3€pTT€Y HBICAaHBI PETiHIE
TEOPHSUTBIK TYPFBIAH TYCIHAIPYTE YIIec KOcabl.

Kint ce3mep: OHTONMHIBUCTHMKA, Oajajapra OaFbITTaJfaH CeMWiey, Meaua JTUCKYpC, Ceuiey
OHTOTeHe31, Oanajap aHUMAaLUsIChl, IPOCOANS, KPOCC-IMHIBUCTHKAJIBIK TaJIAY.

MennupoBaHHbIi 1eTOOPHEHTUPOBAHHBIN JUCKYPC B 1€TCKOI aHUMAIIUM:
CpaBHHMTe/JIbHOE OHTOJTMHIBUCTHYECKOE HCCIel0BAaHUE

AHHoTtamus. B crarbe JeTckas aHMMAIlMsA PacCMaTPUBAETCs Kak CTPYKTypupoBaHHas ¢opma
MEJMHPOBAHHOTO SI3BIKOBOTO BBOJIAa B paMKax OHTOJIMHTBUCTHKH. HecMOTps Ha TO 4YTO COBpEMEHHBIE
HCCIICIOBAHNUS AaHMMAIMOHHBIX MeEIua IPEUMYIIECTBEHHO COCPEJIOTOYEHbl Ha TMICHXOJOTHYECKHX U
oOpa3zoBareibHbIX 3((dekTax, BHYTPECHHSS JHUHTBUCTHYCCKAs OpTraHM3alMs aHUMAIlMOHHOIO JUCKypca
OCTaeTCsl HEOCTaTOYHO W3y4eHHOU. llenp wcciemoBaHus 3aKIFOYAETCS B BBISBICHUM CHHTAKCUYECKHX,
JIEKCUYECKUX U MPOCOANYECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEW aHUMAIMOHHOTO AMCKYPCa, BOCIIPOU3BOSIINX KITFOUEBHIC
cBoiictBa neroopueHtupoBaHHoi peun (Child-Directed Speech, CDS; manee — JIOP) B pasiuuHbIx
KYJIbTYPHBIX M SI3BIKOBBIX KOHTEKCTaX. B HWCCIieOBaHWUM MPUMEHSIOTCS KAa4eCTBEHHBIH IHUCKypC-aHAIU3,
KOHTEHT-aHAJIU3 U CPABHHUTEIBHOE MPOCOIUYECKOE HAOIO/IcHHEe. MaTepraaoM HCCIeIOBaHUs TOCITYKUIN
TPH aHUMAIMOHHBIX CepHalla, NPEIACTABIIAIONIMX pa3IMYHbIC S3BIKOBBIE M KYyJIbTypHbIE cpenbl: «Bing»
(BenmukoOpuranus), «Mama u measens» (Poccusi) m «Kymik men [Iaii-naity (Kaszaxcran). B paGore
AHAIM3UPYIOTCS CHUHTAKCHYECKUE, JICKCHUECKUE W TPOCOIMYECKHE OCOOCHHOCTH aHUMAIMOHHOW peddn U
OIICHUBAETCSI UX COOTHECEHHOCTh C KIII0YeBbIMU cBoMicTBamu JJOP.

Pe3ynpraThl MOKa3bIBAIOT, UTO AETCKAas aHUMAIUSl CUCTEMaTHYEeCKH BOCIPOM3BOANT YHHBEPCAIbHEIC
XapaKTePUCTUKA PAHHETO S3BIKOBOTO BBOJA, BKIIOYAs CTPYKTYPHYIO YIPOIICHHOCTh, JEKCHUECKYIO
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MMOBTOPSIEMOCTh M BBIPAXECHHYIO IPOCOMWYECKYI0 OpraHu3amuio. B To ke BpeMs MaHHBIE TMPHU3HAKU
peanm3yroTcsi TO0-pa3HOMY B Pa3MYHBIX S3BIKOBBIX Cpelax: OpuTaHCKas MOJENb aKIeHTHPYET
CHUHTAKCHUYECKYIO MPEJCKA3yeMOCTh M 3MOLMOHANBHYIO PETYJISALUI0; POCCUIICKas MOJENb XapaKTepU3yeTcs
9KCIIPECCUBHON JTUHAMUKOW M MOP(OIOTHUSCKON HUIPOH; Ka3axckas MOJENb MHTETPUPYET PUTMHUCCKYIO
MOBTOPSIEMOCTh M MENOIUYECKYI0 CTPYKTYpPY, BOCXOASIINE K YCTHOM (ONBKIOPHON TpaaWlud U
COOTHOCHMBIE C OITMCAHHBIMH 3TallaMH PEUEBOr0 OHTOI€HE3a Ka3aXCKOro sI3bIKa.

HccnenoBanne mMOKa3biBae€T, 4YTO JETCKas aHUManus (YHKIUOHUPYET KakK CTPYKTypUpOBaHHAs
MEINHPOBaHHAS S3BIKOBasl cpena, oTpaxaromas mpuHOunsl JJOP ¥ ogHOBpEeMEHHO afanTHUPYIOMIas UX K
KyJIbTYPHO crienn(UIecKUM KOMMYHHKAaTHBHBIM MOJEISIM. BKITIoueHre Ka3aXxCKOTO SI3bIKOBOTO MaTephalia
pacimmpsieT KpOCC-IMHTBUCTHYECKOE OOCYXKICHHE 3a TMpelesbl MNPEUMYIIECTBEHHO WHAOCBPOIEHCKIX
KOHTEKCTOB M CIIOCOOCTBYET TEOPETHYECKOMY OCMBICICHHIO MEIMHPOBAHHOTO IE€TOOPHEHTHPOBAHHOTO
TUCKypca KaK CaMOCTOSATEIBHOTO 00bEKTa JTMHIBUCTHYECKOTO aHAIH3A.

KuaioueBble cJI0Ba: OHTOJMHIBUCTHKA, NETOOPHUEHTHUPOBAHHAS pEYb, MEAUa AUCKYpPC, pPEeueBOM
OHTOT€HEe3, AeTCKas aHUMallKsl, IPOCOIMS, KPOCC-TMHIBUCTUYECKUI aHaIN3.
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