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Abstract: The purpose of this article is to assert the syntactic and semantic characteristics

of comparison in English and Uzbek. Comparative Typology, which dealt with comparing 7
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v

e
| |_D/.!.

-

.\ further aided by the comparison of minor siructural languages.
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' Among the linguistic categories that may be traced in the majority of the world's
? {)‘g languages are those that have a typologically generic nature yet can be articulated
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their parallels and variances is critical for the man of letters, particularly for graduates

£

PYCINS

<(C

5(C
|25 future.

=
< . . . . . . )
97 of university language faculties who will be English teachers and translators in the near 3);‘%
Q
p)

s

J Y
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;’63%>>>‘95 é of universal character for the comparative languages, but they may be conveyed by
;ié'f &, & typologically diverse ways of the language. In this chapter, we attempt to generalise the
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v — Y key techniques of expressing thoughts that are unique to the comparing languages.
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D —& Case is a grammatical form that participates in the construction of the paradigm of
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The English common case and the other five Uzbek instances are identified as 7~ —
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2 distinguished by the suffix -'s, which can occasionally be replaced by the preposition 'of

§D> members of the case opposition in both languages. The English possessive case is
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(e.g., my father's room > my father's room) and is thus often referred to as the 'of-
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Gender Typological Category

The ideas of natural (biological sex) and grammatical (formal) gender comprise the

- typological category of gender. This category is linked to natural sex since it (this

) /;@? category) defines the gender (sex) of humans, animals, and birds. In English, it is
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é‘?{f syntactically, and lexically. The morphological approach of indicating the gender

X category is done by adding gender suffixes to the word.

Typological category of plurality 7
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are typically added to the stem of nouns when comparing languages (or pronouns). We ” NS
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77 must distinguish between logical and grammatical numbers. Proper nouns, from a

=\ . . .
O% logical standpoint, generally refer to a particular item or person. For example: John,

London, and so on. Common nouns are used to represent common types of objects,
which might logically include more than one.

Nouns in plenty.

Uzbek nouns and pronouns commonly signify this number with the suffix -lar, which

] {"-'.:f can also be used to show respect for the person being spoken about. Dadamlar keldilar, 2@

% for example. (But, keep in mind that you can only have one father). X
The following English nouns can express the concept of plurality:

a) by the use of suffixes:

-s, -es (wife-wives, head-heads) (wife-wives, head-heads),

-en (oxen, children, brothers and sisters);

-a datum-data, sanatorium-sanatoria, phenomenon-phenomenon), and so on.
b) by substituting a different root vowel (man-men, goose-geese)

Typological category of person

The category of person should be addressed in tandem with the category of number )
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¢ both the third person and the plural number in forms such as amant, habent, legunt,
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amabant, habebunt, and so on.
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The category of person is a distinguishing property of pronouns and verbs in)\

(¢ comparing languages. They (languages) distinguish three kinds of personal pronouns, ;\j}
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designating the person(s) speaking (first person), the person(s) addressed to (second
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Aspect is a type of verb that indicates whether the activity described is a continual %
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forms' of the verb. @y

We differentiate three features of verb forms when comparing languages: simple ;}CZD OD@

S (common or indefinite), continuous, and perfect. When all of the tense forms of the verb 2 o&i\% (03
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