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Abstract:The article examines.the role and“importance of affixation in English and
Uzbek, focusing on similarities" and differences .in their structures and usage. Employing
a mixed-method approach, the study analyzes written and spoken language samples from
academic, literary, and colloquiét‘sources. Resultsyeveal significant differences in the
flexibility of English affixes compared to the semantic specificity of Uzbek affixes. While
English utilizes prefixes extensively for negation-and conversion, Uzbek relies heavily on
suffixes for agglutination -and grammatical expression. The study highlights how
understanding affixation fosters cross-linguistic, competence and language learning.
These findings contrlbute to the field of comparative linguistics and suggest potential
pedagogical appllcaflons for teachngngllsh to Uzbek speakers and vice versa.

Keywords: affixation, préfix, suffix, English, Uzbek, morphology, word formation,
linguistics. Y :

AHHOTAUMSI: B cmamee paccmampusaemcs poib. u 3HaueHue appuxcayuii 6
AHTUUCKOM U y36€KCKOM ﬂ3blkax,’d7<qeﬁmupyﬂ 6HuMaHiI’é' HA cxXo0cmeax u Pa3iudusix 6
UX CmpyKmypax u ucnoib306aHuu. Hcnonosys CM@WCZHHbllZ n00X00, 8 UCCIe008aAHUU
AHATU3UPYIOMCSL  00pa3ybl  NUCOMEHHOU U - YCIMHOU - pedlt o us3 aKademuyeckux,
JumepamypHbvlx u pa32060prlx UCMOYHUKOG. Pesyflbmam bl nokasslearom
CyulecmeerHHble pamuquﬁ 6 2M6KOCWZM AH2TUUCKUX a¢gbu}<coe no cpaeHeHuro ¢
ceManmuyeckol cneyugurotl Mux aggurcos. B mo @eMﬂ KAaK aHeIUUCKUU S3bIK
UWUPOKO UCNOTb3Yem npedhlikcobl 011 ompuyanus u npeobpazosanusi, Y30eKCKull s3vik 8
3HAYUMENbHOU cmeneti . ‘noJjlaeaemcs & HA. qub¢uKCbl ons azeniomuHayuu u
epammamuquKozo'ebzpaafceﬂug. B ucéﬂedogaﬂuu Mepkueaemc;z, KAK NOHUMdAarue
aqbqbukcauuu cnoco6cm6yem MENHCBAZLIKOBOU KOMNEMEHMHOCMU U U3YUYEHUIO A3blKA.
Omu pe3yibmamsl  6HOCAM 6K1A0 6 obracmo de@HumeﬂbHod JUHZCBUCMUKU U
npe()ﬂazaiom nomeryuailbHoe neoazo2u4eckoe npumeHeHue oA npenodaeaHu}z
AHSIULCKO20 A3bIKA HOCUMENSIM y36€KCK020 A3blKA U Ha060p0m.

KimoueBble cioBa: agguxcayus, npegurxc, cygguxe, amenuiickuil, y30eKcxuil
S3bIK, MOpgbOJlOZLt}Z, Cﬂ08006p0306aHZ/{€, JUHZBUCMUKA.

Annotatsiya: Maqolada ingliz va o‘zbek tillarida affiksatsiyaning o‘rni va
ahamiyati ko ‘rib chigiladi, ularning tuzilishi va qo ‘llanilishidagi o ‘xshashlik va
farglarga e’tibor garatiladi. Aralash usuldan foydalangan holda, tadgiqot akademik,
adabiy va so'zlashuv manbalaridan yozma va og'zaki til namunalarini tahlil giladi.
Natijalar o ‘zbek affikslarining semantik o ‘ziga xosligi bilan solishtirganda ingliz tilidagi
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affikslarning moslashuvchanligi bo ‘yicha sezilarli farglarni anigladi. Ingliz

tili inkor va konvertatsiya uchun prefikslardan keng foydalansa, o‘zbek tilida
aglyutinatsiya va grammatik ifoda uchun ko‘p go‘shimchalarga tayanadi. Tadgiqgot
affiksatsiyani tushunish tillararo kompetentsiya va til o'rganishni ganday rivojlantirishini
ta'kidlaydi. Bu topilmalar qiyosiy tilshunoslik sohasiga hissa qo ‘shadi va o ‘zbek tilida
so zlashuvchilarga va aksincha ingliz tilini o ‘rgatish uchun potentsial pedagogik
ilovalarni taklif giladi.

Kalit so‘zlar: affiks, pref ks, qo ‘shimcha, ingliz, o ‘zbek, morfologiya, so ‘z yasalishi,
tilshunoslik.
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Introduction. )

Language, as a complex system,of communication, evolves and adapts to meet the
needs of its speakers. One of its most fascinating aspects is the way it forms words
through affixation—the addition sofyprefixes-and suffixes to root words. Affixation is
integral to both English and Wzbek languages, enabling speakers to modify meanings,
create new Wordsz and“adapt language to various contexts. Huddleston and Pullum
emphasize the signiﬁca}nce of affixation in-English morphology, stating that "prefixes and
suffixes are integral to*both-derivational and inflectional processes, enabling speakers to
modify word meanings and adapt to diverse contexts". *

In English, affixes play a pivotal role in both derivational and mflectlonal
morphology. Derivational prefixes-such-as "u "pre-= = and suffixes like "-ness" or -
ly" alter word meanings and grammatical functions. For example, the word "happiness"
is formed by adding the suffix "-ness" to "happy," convertingan adjective into a noun. In
addition, Bauer and Huddlesten argue that "the flexibility of English prefixes, such as
'un-', ‘re-', and ‘pre-', cbnl’ﬁbutes to the language's ability to reflect cultural and
technological changes". ¥ Com@r\s_ejy Uzbek, as an agglutlfaaTlve language, relies more
heavily on suffixation. Uzbek suffixes are primarily used for grammatical purposes, such
as forming plurals ("-lar") or possessive forms.("-im"), as seen in words like "kitoblarim"
(my books). S.Karimov discusses the role of suffixation in Uzbek, highlighting that
"suffixes are essential for expressing grammatical relations, such as case, tense, and
possession, making Uzbek an agglutinative language" *

Despite these functional similarities, the two languages exhibit marked differences
in how affixes are employed. English prefixes often modify a word's semantic scope,
whereas Uzbek prefixes are rare and mostly borrowed from other languages, such as
Russian. Instead, Uzbek suffixes carry the bulk of morphological functions, contributing
to the language's rich grammatical structure.

36 Huddleston, R., & Pollum, G. K. (2002). The Cambridge Grammar of the English Language. Cambridge University
press, Page (78).

%’ Bauuer, L., & Huddleston, R. (2002). Word Formation in English. Cambridge University press. Page (96).

3 Karimév S (2015) Morphology of the Uzbek Language. Tashkent: Uzbekistan Academy Qf Suences Page (45).

Gl ) 3 K2 1 )
frrs) 55':‘[1-') T | RS T | RS (m F (o)
OIR NN 2\ -,,_',
| :, '."'",-‘ |"'| s / -:; l...' ‘-l‘\‘,' .5 |

s TS Dal) S i} | oy 1V bl )
- ln.l}lnr'—b-—n‘l‘:l‘ (t i 304 {t ! J:vxvlt--&—tl.{:'n‘ e

/B

]
| [ \ "/ J |
;;;l il il ONLLA LS Tl [k ;;;;

N e —

gl



¢

.‘*\
%

European science international conference: ,ék:
vl
MODERN PROBLEMS IN EDUCATION AND THEIR SCIENTIFIC ,

SOLUTIONS
This study aims to examine the importance of prefixes and suffixes in

English and Uzbek, focusing on their roles in word formation, grammatical structure, and

language learning. By comparing these features, the research sheds light on the linguistic

and pedagogical implications of affixation for bilingual speakers and language learners.
Literature Review

Affixation has been extensively studied in linguistics as a fundamental process of
word formation. In English, it has been linked to.the flexibility and dynamism of the
language, enabling speakers to_adapt words for different contexts and nuances. For
example, Bauer and Huddles,t_()n highlight the .importance of derivational prefixes like

e-" and "anti-" in creating new words that reflect cultural and technological changes,
such as "recycle” and "antivirus",*}

In contrast, studies on Uzbek morphology emphasize its reliance on suffixation due
to its agglutinative nature. According to Karimov, suffixes in Uzbek are essential for
expressing grammatical relations, sueh as case, tense, and possession, rather than forming
entirely new words. This makes Uzbek morphology more predictable yet less flexible
compared to English For instance; the suffix “-gan” is used to form past participles, as in

"o'gigan” (read). FEA ’

Comparatlve studles such as those by Matthews notes that "English uses prefixes
for negation, direction, and intensity, whereas Uzbek relles heavily on suffixes for
grammatical clarity and agglutination”. *°This dlchotomy poses challenges for Uzbek
speakers learning English, as they must adapt to a system where prefixes often carry
abstract or idiomatic meanings:y

The pedagogical implications of affixation have also™oeen explored. Thornbury
suggests that teaching affixes can significantly enhance vocabulary acquisition and
comprehension in secono\laﬁ‘guage learners. For Uzbek learners/of English, mastering
prefixes like "dis-" and "mis- 'MXes like "-able" and sey' can aid in understanding
complex texts and expanding vocabulary.

This literature .underscores-the importance of affixation in linguistic and
educational contexts, providing.a foundation for the present study's comparative analysis.

Methodology. This study adopts a mixed-method approach, combining quantitative
and qualitative methods to analyze the usage and importance of affixes in English and
Uzbek.

Quantitative Analysis: Language samples were collected from 50 academic texts, 50
literary works, and 50 conversational transcripts in both languages. The frequency and
types of affixes were analyzed using linguistic software.

Qualitative Analysis: Semi-structured interviews were conducted with 20 bilingual
speakers to understand their perceptions of affixation in both languages.

*° Bauer, L., & Huddleston, R. (2002). Word Formation in English. Cambridge University Press. Page (98).
40 Matthews P. H. (2017). Morphology: Second Edition. Cambridge University Press. Page(:l,ZO)
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Data were categorized based on the type of affix (prefix or suffix), its
function (derivational or inflectional), and its frequency in various contexts.

Results. The analysis revealed notable differences in the use of affixes between
English and Uzbek.

Figure 1: Comparison of Affix Usage

A pie chart illustrated that 65% of Uzbek affixes are grammatical, compared to 40% in
English. Conversely, 60% of English affixes are derivational, compared to only 35% in
Uzbek. " 4
Discussion. The findings hlghllght S|gn|f|cant structural and functional differences in
affixation between the two languages. While English relies on prefixes for semantic
modification, Uzbek employs suffixes predominar)tly for grammatical clarity. These
differences reflect broader typological  distinctions: English as a flexible analytic
language and Uzbek as a structured agglutinative language. Turkish writer, Ozgelik
observes that "Uzbek's reliance omy suffixation reflects its typological characteristics,
while English shows a balance between prefixation and suffixation, highlighting
differences in Ilngmstlc structure and evolution”.**

The |mpI|cat10ns for language Jearnmg are profound. Uzbek speakers learning
English must adapt to the extensive use 'of prefixes for nuanced meanings, while English
speakers learning Uzbek must master its suffixation system for grammatical accuracy.

Conclusion.  This study underscore$ the importance of understanding affixation in
both English and Uzbek for linguistic competence "and language education. The
comparative analysis reveals~not only structural differences but also pedagogical
challenges and opportunities, paving the way for more effeetive teaching strategies.
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