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Introduction 

Semantic field theory examines how words within a specific domain relate 

to one another based on shared and contrasting features. Componential analysis, a 

method derived from structural semantics, dissects words into smaller meaning 

components to reveal systematic patterns. The domain of "sports" offers a rich 

lexicon, including terms for games, athletes, equipment, and actions. This study 

aims to categorize and analyze these terms to uncover underlying semantic 

structures. 

Analysis and Discussion 

Understanding the Semantic Field of Sports 
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The semantic field of "sports" encompasses a vast range of lexical items that 

can be systematically analyzed through componential analysis. This method breaks 

down words into their fundamental meaning components, allowing us to see how 

different terms relate to one another. The sports domain includes categories such 

as types of sports, participants, equipment, actions, and venues. By examining these 

categories, we can identify shared and contrasting semantic features that structure 

this lexical field. 

Categorization of Sports Vocabulary 

Sports-related terms can be grouped into several major subfields: 

• Types of Sports: This includes individual sports 

(e.g., swimming, boxing) and team sports (e.g., football, basketball). Some sports 

overlap categories, such as tennis, which can be played individually or in doubles. 

• Participants: Words like athlete, coach, referee, 

and spectator denote different roles in sports. 

• Equipment: Terms such as ball, racket, goalpost, and jersey refer to 

objects used in sports. 

• Actions and Movements: Verbs like run, kick, throw, 

and score describe activities performed in sports. 

• Locations and Venues: Nouns like stadium, arena, court, 

and track indicate where sports take place. 

Each of these subfields contains words that share certain semantic traits 

while differing in others. 

Componential Analysis of Key Terms 

Componential analysis dissects words into binary (+/-) features to highlight 

similarities and differences. Below are some examples: 
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Term 
Human 

Agent 

Physical 

Activity 

Team-

Based 

Requires 

Equipment 
Competitive 

Football + + + + + 

Running + + - 

- 

(minimal: 

shoes) 

+ (in races) 

Referee + - - - - 

Ball - - - + - 

This table shows how words are distinguished by their semantic components. 

For instance: 

• Football and running both involve physical activity, but football is 

team-based and requires equipment, whereas running is individual and requires 

minimal gear. 

• Referee is a human agent but does not engage in physical activity as a 

primary role. 

• Ball is an inanimate object used in sports but does not involve human 

agency or competition by itself. 

Semantic Relationships in Sports Terminology 

Beyond componential features, words in the sports domain relate to each 

other in various ways: 

• Hyponymy (Subordination): This is a hierarchical relationship 

where a specific term falls under a broader category. For example: 

o Football is a hyponym of sport. 

o Goalkeeper is a hyponym of player. 
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• Meronymy (Part-Whole Relationship): Some terms denote parts of 

a larger entity. For example: 

o Net is a meronym of tennis court. 

o Blade (of a hockey stick) is a meronym of hockey stick. 

• Synonymy (Near-Identical Meaning): Some terms are 

interchangeable in certain contexts, such as soccer and football (in American vs. 

British English). 

• Antonymy (Opposites): Words like win/lose, attack/defend, 

and professional/amateur represent contrasting concepts in sports. 

Cultural and Contextual Variations in Sports Lexicon 

Sports terminology is not static; it evolves based on cultural, regional, and 

technological influences. 

1. Regional Differences: 

a. In the U.S., football refers to American football, whereas in most 

other countries, it means soccer. 

b. Terms like pitch (British) vs. field (American) refer to the same 

concept but vary by dialect. 

2. Emerging Sports and Neologisms: 

a. New sports such as e-sports (competitive video gaming) introduce 

terms like streaming, clutch play, and respawn. 

b. Technological advancements bring new equipment terms, such 

as smart rackets in tennis or carbon-fiber bikes in cycling. 

3. Slang and Informal Usage: 

a. Words like dunk (basketball), hat-trick (scoring three times in 

soccer/hockey), and ace (tennis) have specialized meanings in sports contexts. 

Applications of Componential Analysis in Sports Linguistics 

Understanding the semantic structure of sports vocabulary has practical 

applications: 
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1. Language Teaching: Helps learners grasp nuanced differences 

between similar terms (e.g., coach vs. trainer). 

2. Lexicography: Guides dictionary compilers in defining sports terms 

more precisely. 

3. Computational Linguistics: Improves natural language processing 

(NLP) for sports-related AI applications (e.g., automated commentary, sports 

analytics). 

Challenges in Analyzing Sports Semantics 

Despite its usefulness, componential analysis has limitations: 

1. Ambiguity in Terminology: Some words have multiple meanings 

(e.g., bat can refer to a cricket bat or a baseball bat). 

2. Dynamic Nature of Language: New terms constantly emerge 

(e.g., parkour, ultimate frisbee), requiring updates to semantic models. 

3. Cultural Subjectivity: The interpretation of certain terms may vary 

across cultures (e.g., wrestling means different things in Olympic sports vs. 

entertainment wrestling like WWE). 

Future Directions in Sports Semantics Research 

Further studies could explore: 

• How metaphors shape sports language (e.g., "defense wall" in soccer). 

• The impact of gender on sports terminology (e.g., differences in 

describing male vs. female athletes). 

• Cross-linguistic comparisons of sports lexicons in different languages. 

Conclusion 

Componential analysis reveals the structured nature of sports-related 

vocabulary, highlighting shared and distinctive features among terms. This 

approach aids in understanding lexical organization and can be applied in language 

teaching, lexicography, and computational linguistics. Further research could 

https://scientific-jl.com/luch/


 

 

https://scientific-jl.com/luch/                                    Часть-43_ Том-2_ Апрел-2025 212 

explore dynamic changes in sports terminology due to technological and cultural 

influences. 
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