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Introduction

Language, like other phenomena of reality, does not remain static but changes and evolves.
From its inception, theoretical linguistics has engaged with the processes of language change
and development. Language change is noted for its clear contradictions: according to V. A.
Grechko, to understand the specific causes behind changes in certain linguistic phenomena, it
is essential to examine the history of these phenomena and study their interrelations and
dependencies within the language system from both synchronic and diachronic perspectives. It
is crucial to explore these interrelations and dependencies in the language system
synchronically and diachronically.

LITERATURE AND METHODOLOGY

The founder of the theory of synchronic and diachronic study was F. Saussure. According to
Saussure, it is essential for a science dealing with the concept of meaning to distinguish between
two-time axes. For linguistics, this division of time axes—synchronic and diachronic—is
absolute, "since language is a system of pure signifiers defined exclusively by the current state
of its components."” Saussure differentiates two types of linguistics depending on the
distribution of the axes of synchrony (simultaneity) and diachrony (sequence): synchronic
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(static) linguistics and diachronic (evolutionary) linguistics. Synchronic linguistics should deal
with the logical and psychological relations that connect coexisting elements to form a system
and study them as perceived by a single collective consciousness. Diachronic linguistics, by
contrast, should study the relations between elements that follow one another over time and are
not perceived by the same collective consciousness, meaning elements that succeed each other
continuously and do not form a single system.

RESULTS

We believe that regardless of the extent to which language develops, fundamental basic
structures can always be identified. Following E. S. Kubryakova, we believe that ‘“historical
factors must dominate in the formation of categories in natural languages, and the best
representatives of categories are often their historically earlier forms.” In our case, however, it
is precisely the data obtained at the synchronic level that encourages us to seek answers to the
question, “Why are languages (grammatical categories) structured in this particular way?”’

DISCUSSION

Our study considers it advisable to use data from cognitively oriented typology, where
"language and linguistic activity are, in essence, the most direct product of cognitive activity
and can be viewed as a starting point for its reconstruction." According to E. S. Kubryakova,
“all linguistic phenomena should be studied not only from a structural-semantic point of view,
not only from a purely formal one, but also in terms of their role in the production of text and
discourse.” Kubryakova bases this on the idea that “language performs two main functions—
recognition/representation and communication (discourse), with both recognition and
communication equally determining the specifics of language and its structure.”

CONCLUSION

Diachronic typological studies play a crucial role in understanding the evolutionary processes
that occur in language. By analyzing changes in grammatical and phonetic systems, the causes
of these changes, and general typological trends, it can be concluded that languages develop
according to universal laws that define their typological structure. Integrating the diachronic
approach into typological studies allows not only to trace the evolutionary paths of language
development but also to deepen our understanding of the mechanisms of linguistic variability.
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