INNOVATION IN THE MMODERN EDUCATION SYSTEM

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF NUMBER CATEGORY IN ENGLISH AND UZBEK
LANGUAGES

Student: Umurova Mohinur
Scientific supervisor: Mukhamadiyev Aziz Shavkatovich

Abstract This article provides a comparative analysis of the number
category in English and Uzbek languages, exploring how each language
conveys information about quantity through singular, dual, and plural forms.
While English exhibits a simpler number system with numerical markers,
Uzbek's rich number system includes dual forms and specific suffixes for
different quantities. The presence of dual forms in Uzbek adds nuance to the
language, while the use of numerical markers in English reflects its
grammatical structure. By examining these differences, we gain insights into
how languages reflect cultural values and shape communication patterns.
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INTRODUCTION

The concept of number is an essential aspect of language that helps us
convey information about quantity and countable items. In this article, we
will explore and compare the number category in two distinct languages,
English and Uzbek. Despite their differences in linguistic structure and origin,
both languages exhibit fascinating similarities and differences in how they
express numbers.

Number system in English:

English employs a relatfively straightforward system for expressing
number categories. Nouns typically have singular and plural forms, with the
addition of the plural suffix "-s" or "-es" in most cases. For example, "cat"
becomes "cats" in the plural form. However, there are irregular nouns that
undergo phonological changes, such as "man" becoming "men" and "child"
becoming "children." Additionally, English has a dual form, which is rarely
used and mostly confined to archaic or poetic contexts. Pronouns like "ooth"
and "either" hint at a dual concept, but overt dual marking is not @
prominent feature of modern English.

Number system in Uzbek:

Uzbek, a Turkic language spoken in Central Asia, also has a rich number
system that includes singular, dual, and plural forms. The dual form is used
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when referring to exactly two items, while the plural form is used for
quantities greater than two. Additionally, Uzbek uses specific suffixes and
markers to indicate different numbers, making it a more complex system
compared to English. Unlike English, Uzbek retains a clearer distinction
between singular, plural, and dual forms, with the dual form being more
actively used in everyday speech. This reflects the influence of Turkic
linguistic heritage, where dual forms are more prevalent.

Comparison of number categories:

One notable difference between English and Uzbek is the treatment of
dual forms. While English has largely lost the dual category, Uzbek maintains
it as a distinct grammatical feature. This reflects deeper cultural and
historical influences, with Turkic languages traditionally having a stronger
emphasis on dual forms for expressing pairs or twos. Another distinction lies in
the pluralization patterns. English tends to rely on a limited set of plural
markers ("-s" and "-es"), while Uzbek employs a wider variety of suffixes and
modifications to express plurality. This reflects the agglutinative nature of
Turkic languages, where affixes are added to the root word to convey
grammatical information.

One interesting difference between English and Uzbek is the presence
of dual forms in Uzbek. While English only distinguishes between singular and
plural, Uzbek has a dedicated form for pairs or twos. This distinction adds
nuance to the language and allows for more precise communication of
quantities. Another notable difference is the use of numerical markers in
English versus suffixes in Uzbek. English relies heavily on words like "one," "two,"
etc., while Uzbek uses suffixes and markers to indicate numbers. This
difference reflects the unique grammatical structures of each language
and highlights the diversity of linguistic expression.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the comparative analysis of number category in English
and Uzbek languages reveals both similarities and differences. While English
primarily relies on singular and plural forms, with the dual category largely
obsolete, Uzbek maintains a more robust system with distinct forms for
singular, plural, and dual. This reflects the influence of linguistic heritage,
cultural practices, and historical development. Understanding these
differences enriches our appreciation of language diversity and the intricate
ways in which languages evolve and adapt over time.
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