o DEVELOPMENT AND INNOVATIONS IN SCIENCE o

’ International scientific-online conference ’

NETHERLANDS NETHERLANDS

“COMPARING FUNCTIONAL STYLES IN UZBEK AND ENGLISH
LANGUAGES"

Olimova Xurshida Vaydillayevna
Senior Teacher of Economy and Pedagogy University
E-mail: khurshida_olimova@gmail.com
Bakhridinova Dilbar
Graduate Student (Master’s Level), University of Economics and Pedagogy
Foreign Language and Literature department
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.15718854
Abstract : This paper provides a comparative analysis of the functional

styles in Uzbek and English, focusing on their linguistic features and cultural
influences. It highlights how both languages adapt language use across various
contexts such as literary, scientific, official, and colloquial domains. While Uzbek
emphasizes formality, politeness, and metaphorical expressions rooted in its
Turkic and Islamic heritage, Englis hjbit broader istic flexibility
influenced by its Germanic origi ' Téudy enhances
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Introduction
Functional styles constitute distinct varieties of language employed across
different communicative domains, each characterized by specific linguistic
features and communicative purposes (Bhatia, 1993). These styles enable
interlocutors—both speakers and writers—to adapt their language use
according to contextual factors, target audience, and intended function.
Commonly identified functional styles include literary, scientific, journalistic,
official, and colloquial registers, all governed by established norms and
conventions that reflect the pragmatic needs of communication within particular
social settings (Hudson, 1996). The study of functional styles is therefore

styles,| Uzbek language, English language, stylistic
communication, language variation, linguistic

essential for understanding how language operates as a reflection of social
realities and cultural identities.

Despite their typological and cultural differences, both Uzbek and English
languages manifest a broad spectrum of functional styles shaped by their
respective historical developments and communicative requirements. Uzbek, a
Turkic language deeply influenced by Persian and Arabic linguistic and cultural

traditions, places considerable emphasis on formality, politeness, and
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metaphorical expression, particularly within its literary and official registers
(Hasanov, 2018). In contrast, English, a Germanic language with extensive global
dissemination, demonstrates considerable stylistic flexibility, ranging from the
highly formal conventions of academic prose to the informality of everyday
spoken discourse, marked by diverse lexical and syntactic resources (Crystal,
2003).

This paper aims to provide a comparative analysis of the functional styles in
Uzbek and English by exploring their linguistic characteristics and underlying
cultural factors. Through this examination, the study seeks to elucidate the role
of functional styles in facilitating effective communication and cultural
expression in both languages.

The lexical systems of Uzbek and English reveal both differences and
similarities in stylistic expression. Uzbek vocabulary reflects historical layers,
including Turkic, Persian, Arabic, ahd Russian loanwords, each carrying distinct
stylistic and cultural connotations. nd metaphors
is pervasive in i s. English, with its

diverse ety ; iters the choice
between for i ary and informal Germanic terms, thereby
providing a i . English idiomatic expressions and figures of

speech, such as nd understatement, are extensively used to
create stylistic effects. While both languages rely heavily on figurative language,
their application aligns with respective cultural norms and communicative
practices.

Functional styles constitute distinct varieties of language employed across
different communicative domains, each characterized by specific linguistic
features and communicative purposes (Bhatia, 1993). These styles enable
interlocutors—both speakers and writers—to adapt their language use
according to contextual factors, target audience, and intended function.
Commonly identified functional styles include literary, scientific, journalistic,
official, and colloquial registers, all governed by established norms and
conventions that reflect the pragmatic needs of communication within particular
social settings (Hudson, 1996). The study of functional styles is therefore
essential for understanding how language operates as a reflection of social

realities and cultural identities.

Despite their typological and cultural differences, both Uzbek and English
languages manifest a broad spectrum of functional styles shaped by their
respective historical developments and communicative requirements. Uzbek, a
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Turkic language deeply influenced by Persian and Arabic linguistic and cultural
traditions, places considerable emphasis on formality, politeness, and
metaphorical expression, particularly within its literary and official registers
(Hasanov, 2018). For instance, in Uzbek official correspondence, phrases like
“hurmatli janoblar” (respected gentlemen) and metaphorical expressions such
as “ko‘ngil dengizi” (sea of the heart) are common. In contrast, English, a
Germanic language with extensive global dissemination, demonstrates
considerable stylistic flexibility, ranging from the highly formal conventions of
academic prose to the informality of everyday spoken discourse, marked by
diverse lexical and syntactic resources (Crystal, 2003). For example, formal
English academic writing often employs nominalizations (“implementation of
the policy”) and passive constructions (“the results were analyzed”), whereas
informal speech might include contractions (“can’t,” “won’t”) and colloquial

phrases (“hang out,” “cool”).

This paper aims to provide a c( ' heffunctional styles in
Uzbek and Engli ploring thei ' istics and underlying
cultural facto this examinati paseeks t idate the role

of functiona ing effective communication and cultural

expression in

In conclusion, the functional styles of Uzbek and English reflect their unique
linguistic structures and cultural backgrounds while serving similar
communicative purposes. Uzbek emphasizes formality and metaphor rooted in
its Turkic and Islamic heritage, whereas English offers greater stylistic flexibility
influenced by its Germanic origins and global usage. Understanding these
differences and similarities enhances cross-cultural communication and informs
effective language teaching and translation practices.
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