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Annotatsiya: Ushbu maqolada o‘zbek va ingliz tillarida ekologik atamalarning leksik-
semantik tahlili chuqur o‘rganiladi, bu tillar atrof-muhit hagidagi tushunchalarimizni ganday aks
ettirishi va shakllantirilishi o‘rganiladi. Leksik tuzilmalar, morfologik qoliplar va semantik
sohalarni har tomonlama tadqiq gilish orgali tadgigot har ikki tildagi ekologik terminologiyaning
murakkab jilolarini ochib beradi.

Kalit so‘zlar: Leksik-semantik tahlil, Ekologik terminologiya, O°zbek tili, Ingliz tili.

AHHOTaIII/IﬂZ I[aHHaSI CTaThiA IMNOCBAIICHA  JICKCHMKO-CEMAHTUYCCKOMY AHAJIIN3y
OKOJIOTHYCCKHUX TCPMHHOB Ha y36€KCKOM W aHTJIMACKOM A3BIKAX, HUCCICAYA, KaK 3THU SA3BIKH
OTpaXaroT H (1)OpMI/Ipy}OT Hanmce IIOHHMMAHHUE J3KOJOIMYCCKHX KOHHGHHHﬁ. Bnaronapﬂ

BCECTOPOHHEMY HCCIICZIOBAHUIO JIEKCHYECKHX CTPYKTYp, MOP(DOIOTHYECKUX MOAeTeH u
CEeMaHTHYECKUX O0O0JacTell HCClieOBaHME pPACKPBIBACT CIOXHBIE HIOAHCHI JKOJOTHYECKOU
TEPMHUHOJIOTMH B 000UX A3bIKaX.

KuarwueBbie cioBa: JIEKCHKO-CEMaHTHYECKHI aHAIU3, SKOJOIMYECKAs] TEPMUHOJOTHS,
y30€KCKHI A3bIK, aHTJIMHCKUH SI3BIK.

Annotation: This article delves into the lexical-semantic analysis of ecological terms in
Uzbek and English, examining how these languages reflect and shape our understanding of
environmental concepts. Through a comprehensive exploration of lexical structures,
morphological patterns, and semantic domains, the study reveals the intricate nuances of
ecological terminology in both languages.

Keywords: Lexical-Semantic Analysis, Ecological Terminology, Uzbek Language,
English Language.

Undertaking a lexical-semantic analysis of ecological terms in Uzbek and English involves
a comprehensive exploration of how language reflects and shapes our understanding of
environmental concepts across cultures. This article will delve into the intricate nuances of
ecological terminology, comparing and contrasting lexical structures, semantic domains, and
cultural connotations in Uzbek and English languages.

INTRODUCTION

Language serves as a mirror of cultural values and societal priorities, and this is particularly
evident in how languages conceptualize and articulate ecological concepts. The study of ecological
terms in different languages not only highlights linguistic diversity but also offers insights into
how different cultures perceive and interact with their natural environments. This article aims to
explore the lexical-semantic landscape of ecological terms in Uzbek and English, examining their
etymology, semantic evolution, and cultural significance.

Lexical Analysis: Uzbek and English Ecological Terminology
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Lexical Structure and Morphology

Ecological terminology encompasses a wide range of terms related to the natural world,
biodiversity, ecosystems, and environmental processes. In Uzbek and English, these terms often
reflect the languages' historical development, scientific influences, and cultural contexts. The
lexical structure of ecological terms includes:

. Root Words and Affixation: How basic roots combine with prefixes and suffixes
to form specialized ecological terms (e.g., biodiversity, ekosistem - ecosystem in Uzbek).

. Borrowings and Loanwords: Influence of scientific advancements and cultural
exchanges on borrowing terms from other languages (e.g., Uzbek borrowing "ekologiya™ from
Russian "skosorus™ - ecology).

. Neologisms: Creation of new terms to describe emerging environmental concepts
or phenomena (e.g., "climate change" in English or "iklim o'zgarishi" in Uzbek).

Semantic Analysis: Conceptual Domains and Cultural Perspectives

Semantic analysis explores how ecological terms organize and categorize knowledge about
the natural world. It involves:

. Polysemy and Synonymy: Multiple meanings of terms and synonymous
expressions across languages (e.g., "biomass™ and "olmayda ko'l"").

. Metaphorical Extensions: How ecological terms extend to metaphorical uses in
everyday language (e.g., "ecosystem" as a metaphor for social systems).

. Cultural Significance: Differences in emphasis and priorities within ecological
discourse between Uzbek and English (e.g., emphasis on water resources in Uzbekistan compared
to biodiversity in Western discourse).

Comparative Study: Cultural Contexts and Environmental Concerns

Understanding ecological terminology goes beyond linguistic analysis; it reveals cultural
attitudes towards the environment and environmental issues. A comparative study between Uzbek
and English ecological terminology can explore:

. Environmental Ethics: Differences in ethical perspectives towards nature and
human-nature relationships.

. Policy Implications: Influence of language on environmental policies and
management practices.

. Educational and Outreach Efforts: Effectiveness of communication strategies in
promoting environmental awareness.

Case Studies and Practical Applications

Case studies can illustrate how lexical-semantic analysis informs practical applications in
environmental communication, education, and policy-making:

. Translational Challenges: Issues in translating ecological concepts between
Uzbek and English.

. Community Engagement: Using culturally specific terminology to engage
communities in environmental initiatives.

. International Cooperation: Bridging linguistic and cultural gaps in international
environmental agreements and collaborations.

Methodology

The methodology for the lexical-semantic analysis of ecological terms in Uzbek and
English involves a multi-faceted approach, integrating both qualitative and quantitative methods.
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The study is designed to systematically investigate the linguistic structures, semantic domains, and

cultural connotations of ecological terminology in both languages. The following steps outline the
methodology employed in this research:

1. Data Collection

Sources:

. Dictionaries and Glossaries: Collection of ecological terms from comprehensive
Uzbek and English dictionaries, specialized ecological glossaries, and bilingual dictionaries.

. Scientific Literature: Analysis of ecological and environmental science literature
in both languages, including academic journals, textbooks, and research papers.

. Official Documents: Examination of environmental policies, regulations, and
reports published by governmental and non-governmental organizations in Uzbekistan and
English-speaking countries.

. Media and Educational Materials: Review of ecological terms in media articles,
educational materials, and public outreach content.

Corpus Compilation:

. A corpus of ecological terms is compiled for both Uzbek and English, categorizing
terms based on various ecological domains such as biodiversity, ecosystems, climate change, and
conservation.

2. Lexical Analysis

Morphological Analysis:

. Examination of the morphological structure of ecological terms, including root
words, prefixes, suffixes, and compounding.

. Identification of native terms, borrowed terms, and neologisms in both languages.

Frequency Analysis:

. Quantitative analysis of the frequency of ecological terms in the compiled corpus
to identify commonly used terms and emerging vocabulary.

Etymological Analysis:

. Investigation of the origins and historical development of ecological terms, tracing
their etymological roots and evolution over time.

3. Semantic Analysis

Polysemy and Synonymy:

. Analysis of polysemous terms (words with multiple meanings) and synonymous
expressions within the ecological domain.

. Comparison of how these phenomena manifest in Uzbek and English.

Semantic Fields and Conceptual Domains:

. Identification and categorization of semantic fields related to ecological concepts.

. Mapping of conceptual domains to understand how ecological knowledge is

organized and expressed in both languages.

Metaphorical Extensions:

. Exploration of metaphorical uses of ecological terms in everyday language and their
cultural implications.

4. Comparative Analysis

Cross-Linguistic Comparison:
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. Comparative analysis of ecological terms in Uzbek and English to identify
similarities and differences in lexical structures and semantic domains.
. Examination of cultural influences on ecological terminology, highlighting unique

and shared environmental concepts.
Cultural Contexts and Environmental Concerns:

. Analysis of the cultural contexts in which ecological terms are used, including
environmental ethics, policy implications, and societal priorities.
. Investigation of how cultural perspectives shape the discourse on environmental

issues in both languages.
5. Case Studies and Practical Applications
Translational Challenges:

. Identification of challenges in translating ecological terms between Uzbek and
English.

. Case studies illustrating specific translational issues and proposed solutions.

Community Engagement and International Cooperation:

. Analysis of the use of ecological terminology in community engagement efforts
and international environmental collaborations.

. Case studies demonstrating effective communication strategies for promoting

environmental awareness and sustainability.

The methodology outlined above provides a comprehensive framework for analyzing the
lexical-semantic landscape of ecological terms in Uzbek and English. By integrating qualitative
and quantitative approaches, the study aims to uncover the linguistic and cultural dynamics that
influence our understanding of environmental concepts, contributing to a deeper appreciation of
linguistic diversity and cultural perspectives in environmental discourse.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, a lexical-semantic analysis of ecological terms in Uzbek and English
illuminates the dynamic interplay between language, culture, and the environment. By examining
how these languages conceptualize and articulate ecological concepts, we gain insights into
cultural values, environmental priorities, and the global discourse on sustainability. This article
underscores the importance of linguistic diversity in shaping our collective understanding and
stewardship of the natural world, urging for continued research and cross-cultural dialogue in
environmental studies.
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