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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT
Qabul qgilindi: 1-iyun 2026 yil Language is a dynamic system that
Ma’'qullandi: 5-iyun 2026 yil continuously changes over time while maintaining its
Nashr qilindi: 16-iyun 2026 yil structural organization within a particular period.
KEY WORDS Diachronic and synchronic linguistics provide two
diachronic linguistics, complementary perspectives for studying language
synchronic  linguistics, English development.  Diachronic  analysis  investigates
language, Uzbek language, historical changes and evolution, whereas synchronic
language evolution, comparative analysis examines language at a specific point in time.
linguistics, historical linguistics. This article explores the diachronic and synchronic

aspects of the English and Uzbek Ilanguages,
highlighting their historical development, structural
characteristics, and the influence of social, political,
and cultural factors on their evolution. A comparative
approach is employed to demonstrate similarities and
differences between the two languages.

Introduction

Language serves as one of the most significant tools of human communication and
cultural identity. Throughout history, languages have undergone continuous transformation
due to migration, globalization, technological advancement, political changes, and cultural
interaction. Understanding these changes requires different linguistic approaches, among
which diachronic and synchronic analyses are particularly important. The distinction
between these approaches was introduced by the Swiss linguist Ferdinand de Saussure, who
argued that language should be studied both historically and systematically. Diachronic
linguistics focuses on the development of language through different historical periods, while
synchronic linguistics analyzes the structure of a language at a specific moment without
considering its historical background. English and Uzbek provide interesting examples for
comparative linguistic research because both languages have experienced extensive lexical,
phonological, and grammatical changes throughout history while preserving their essential
communicative functions.

Theoretical Background of Diachronic and Synchronic Linguistics

Diachronic linguistics, also known as historical linguistics, studies language change
over time. It investigates the origins of words, grammatical developments, phonetic shifts,
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semantic changes, and language family relationships. The primary objective is to explain how
and why languages evolve. In contrast, synchronic linguistics examines language as a
functioning system during a particular period. Rather than focusing on historical development,
it studies contemporary grammar, phonology, syntax, morphology, and vocabulary. According
to Ferdinand de Saussure, both approaches are necessary because language is simultaneously
a product of history and a living communicative system. Modern linguistics combines these
perspectives to provide comprehensive analyses of language structures and development.

Diachronic Evolution of the English Language

The English language belongs to the Germanic branch of the Indo-European language family
and has evolved through several historical stages.

Old English Period (450-1100)

Old English emerged after the migration of Germanic tribes such as the Angles, Saxons, and
Jutes to Britain. It was characterized by a highly inflected grammar system and a vocabulary
primarily derived from Germanic roots.

For example:
e cyning — king
e hus — house
e wif - wife

Old English grammar contained complex noun declensions and verb conjugations similar to
modern German.

Middle English Period (1100-1500)

The Norman Conquest of 1066 significantly transformed English. French became the language
of administration and the upper classes, leading to thousands of French loanwords entering
English.

Examples include:

e government

e justice

e court

e parliament

e beauty
During this period, grammatical endings gradually disappeared, simplifying the language.
Early Modern English (1500-1700)

The Renaissance introduced numerous Latin and Greek borrowings into English vocabulary.
The invention of the printing press by William Caxton helped standardize spelling and
grammar.

Shakespeare alone introduced hundreds of new expressions and lexical innovations that
remain in use today.

Modern English
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Modern English is characterized by global expansion and extensive borrowing from various
languages. Scientific progress, technological innovation, and globalization continue to enrich
its vocabulary.

Words such as:

e internet

e smartphone

e software

e biotechnology
illustrate ongoing lexical development.
Diachronic Evolution of the Uzbek Language

Uzbek belongs to the Karluk branch of the Turkic language family and has experienced several
important stages of historical development.

0Old Turkic Period

The earliest written monuments include the Orkhon-Yenisey inscriptions dating from the
7th-8th centuries. These inscriptions demonstrate many structural features still preserved in
modern Turkic languages.

For example:
e tenri— tengri (god)
e el - nation
e beg — ruler
Chagatai Period

Between the 15th and 19th centuries, Chagatai served as the literary language of Central Asia.
It became highly influential through the works of Alisher Navoi, whose writings significantly
contributed to Turkic literature.

Many Persian and Arabic loanwords entered Uzbek during this period because of cultural and
religious interaction.

Examples:
e ilm (knowledge)
e adabiyot (literature)
e madaniyat (culture)
Soviet Period

During Soviet rule, Uzbek underwent major orthographic reforms. The writing system shifted
from Arabic script to Latin and later to Cyrillic. Russian influence introduced numerous
technical and administrative terms.

Examples:

e zavod
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e institut
e pasport
Contemporary Uzbek

Following Uzbekistan's independence, the Latin alphabet was officially reintroduced. Modern
Uzbek actively incorporates international terminology, particularly from English.

Examples include:

e marketing

e internet
e biznes
e startap

Synchronic Analysis of the English Language
From a synchronic perspective, modern English exhibits several notable characteristics.
Phonology

English contains approximately 44 phonemes and demonstrates significant differences
between pronunciation and spelling.

For example:

e enough
o though
e through

share similar letter combinations but different pronunciations.
Morphology
English morphology is relatively analytical, relying more on word order than inflection.
Examples:

e play - played

e write — writing

e happy — happiness
Syntax
English generally follows Subject-Verb-Object (SVO) order.
Example:
The student reads the book.
Word order plays a crucial role in determining meaning.

Vocabulary

Modern English possesses one of the world's largest vocabularies due to centuries of
borrowing from Latin, French, Greek, Arabic, Hindi, Japanese, and numerous other languages.
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Synchronic Analysis of the Uzbek Language

Modern Uzbek also demonstrates distinct synchronic characteristics.
Phonology

Uzbek has a relatively phonetic writing system in which pronunciation generally corresponds
to spelling.

Example:
» Kkitob
o maktab
e bola

are pronounced similarly to their written forms.
Morphology

Uzbek is an agglutinative language where grammatical meaning is expressed through
suffixation.

Example:
e Kkitob
o Kkitoblar

o kitoblarimiz

o Kkitoblarimizdan
Each suffix contributes a separate grammatical meaning.
Syntax
Uzbek primarily follows Subject-Object-Verb (SOV) order.
Example:
Talaba kitobni o‘qiydi.
This differs from English and reflects Turkic syntactic traditions.
Vocabulary

Modern Uzbek vocabulary consists of native Turkic words alongside borrowings from Persian,
Arabic, Russian, and increasingly English.

Examples:
o telefon
o kompyuter
e loyiha
¢ menejment

Comparative Analysis
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Although English and Uzbek belong to different language families, they share several

evolutionary patterns.

Feature

English

Uzbek

Language Family

Indo-European (Germanic)

Turkic (Karluk)

Basic Word Order

Subject-Verb-0bject

Subject-Object-Verb

Morphological Type

Analytical

Agglutinative

Historical Influences

French, Latin, Greek

Persian, Arabic, Russian, English

Current Writing Latin alphabet Latin alphabet

System

Main Evolutionary|Globalization and|/Political reforms and international
Driver colonization integration

Both languages continue evolving due to technological innovation, globalization, digital
communication, and international cooperation.

Importance of Diachronic and Synchronic Studies

Studying language diachronically enables researchers to understand historical developments,
etymology, and linguistic relationships. Synchronic analysis supports grammar teaching,
language standardization, translation studies, and computational linguistics.

Combining these perspectives offers a comprehensive understanding of language as both a
historical phenomenon and a living communication system.

For English and Uzbek, such integrated analysis contributes to comparative linguistics,
language education, and intercultural communication.

Conclusion

The evolution of English and Uzbek demonstrates that languages constantly adapt to changing
historical, political, and social conditions. Diachronic analysis reveals how both languages
have transformed through centuries of external influence and internal development, while
synchronic analysis provides insight into their current structures and functions.

Although English and Uzbek differ significantly in morphology, syntax, and historical origins,
they share common patterns of lexical borrowing, structural adaptation, and modernization.
Understanding both diachronic and synchronic dimensions enriches linguistic research and
supports more effective language teaching, translation, and intercultural studies.
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