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Abstract

This paper explores the phonetic differences between English and Uzbek, two
languages that belong to distinct linguistic families. The study highlights variations in
sound systems, including vowels, consonants, stress, and intonation patterns.
Understanding these differences is crucial for learners of English in Uzbekistan, as
phonetic interference often leads to pronunciation errors. By comparing key phonetic
features, this paper aims to help language learners and teachers recognize potential
difficulties and develop effective pronunciation strategies. The findings emphasize that
awareness of articulatory distinctions and practice through phonetic training can
significantly improve communication skills and language fluency.

Annotatsiya

Ushbu magqola ingliz va o‘zbek tillari o‘rtasidagi fonetik farqlarni o‘rganadi.
Ikkalasi ham turli til oilalariga mansub bo‘lib, ularning tovush tizimlarida — unli va
undosh tovushlar, urg‘u hamda intonatsiya jihatlarida sezilarli tafovutlar mavjud.
Ushbu farglarni tushunish O‘zbekistonda ingliz tilini o‘rganuvchilar uchun muhim,
chunki fonetik aralashuv talaffuzdagi xatolarga olib keladi. Magola asosiy fonetik
xususiyatlarni taqqoslash orqali til o‘rganuvchilari va o‘qituvchilarga qiyinchiliklarni
aniglash hamda samarali talaffuz strategiyalarini ishlab chigishda yordam beradi.
Tadgigot natijalari shuni ko‘rsatadiki, artikulyatsion farglarga e’tibor va fonetik
mashg‘ulotlar orqali muntazam mashq qilish muloqot ko‘nikmalarini va til ravonligini
sezilarli darajada yaxshilaydi.
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B nmanHO#l cTatbe paccMaTpuBAIOTCS (OHETUYECKUE PA3IUyUs MEXAY
AHTJIMHACKUM U y36€KCKI/IM A3bIKaAMU, IIPUHAIJICIKAIIUMHU K PA3HBIM A3BIKOBBIM CEMbBIM.
HCCJ’ICI{OB&HI/IC MMOAYCPKUBACT PA3JIMINA B 3BYKOBLIX CUCTCMAX, BKJIIOYasd I'NIaCHBIC U
COIJIACHBIE 3BYKH, YJIApCHUE W WHTOHAIMIO. [loHMMaHue 3THX pa3nuuuid HUMEET
Ba)XHOC 3HAYCHHUC I HM3Yy4YarOoIInux AHTJIMMCKUU SI3BIK B YB6CKI/ICTaHC, TaK KakK
CI)OHGTI/I‘—IGCKOG BMCHIATCIIBCTBO YaCTO IIPUBOAWUT K omuOKaM B IMPOU3HOIICHUH.
CpaBHeHI/Ie OCHOBHBIX Q)OHCTH‘IGCKI/IX XApPaKTCPUCTHUK IIOMOTaCT YYallIUMCA H
IpernoaaBaTesisiM ONpeeTUTh BO3MOXKHBIE TPYJIHOCTU U pa3padboTath 3P (HEKTUBHBIC
CTpaTeruy  NPOU3HOIIEHUA.  Pe3ynbTaTel  MOKa3bIBAKOT, 4YTO  OCO3HAHHE
aApTUKYJIAIMOHHBIX PAa3IM4Mid U peryJisipHas MpakThka GOHETHUYECKUX yHpaKHEHUN
SHAYUTCIIBbHO YJIYy4YIIalOT HABBIKU O6H_I€HI/I$I H OerjiocTh peun.
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Phonetics is one of the most essential branches of linguistics, focusing on the
study of speech sounds and their articulation, transmission, and perception. Every
language possesses a unique system of sounds that reflects its history, phonological
rules, and cultural identity. English and Uzbek, though both widely spoken, differ
significantly in their phonetic structures because they belong to different language
families: English is a Germanic language, while Uzbek is Turkic. These differences
influence how Uzbek learners pronounce English words and how they perceive
unfamiliar sounds. Examining these phonetic variations provides valuable insights for
both theoretical linguistics and practical language teaching.

1. Vowel System Differences

English and Uzbek have distinct vowel inventories. English has around 12 pure
vowels and 8 diphthongs, while Uzbek typically has 6 main vowel phonemes: /a/, /e/,
/1/,/0/,/u/, and /6/. One major difference is vowel length. English distinguishes between
long and short vowels (e.g., ship /i/ vs. sheep /i:/), whereas Uzbek vowels are not
distinguished by length. This often leads to mispronunciation among Uzbek speakers,

who may pronounce seat and sit similarly.
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Another key difference lies in vowel reduction. In English, unstressed vowels
frequently become the schwa sound /a/, as in about or teacher, while Uzbek vowels are
more stable and rarely reduced. This explains why Uzbek speakers may pronounce
each vowel clearly, giving their English speech a more syllable-timed rhythm
compared to the stress-timed rhythm of native English.

2. Consonant System Differences

English and Uzbek share several consonants, but there are notable differences.
For example, English contains the /6/ and /0/ sounds (as in think and this), which are
absent in Uzbek. Learners often replace them with /s/, /z/, or /t/, pronouncing think as
sink or tink. Similarly, the English /v/ and /w/ distinction can be problematic; Uzbek
speakers may pronounce both as /v/, turning west into vest.

Another difference appears in final consonant clusters. English frequently allows
several consonants at the end of words (texts, helped), while Uzbek phonotactics
usually avoid such clusters. As a result, Uzbek learners may insert extra vowels to
simplify pronunciation (e.g., texts — tekis).

3. Stress and Intonation Patterns

Stress plays a phonemic role in English, meaning that the position of stress can
change word meaning (record as a noun vs. record as a verb). In Uzbek, stress generally
falls on the last syllable and does not change meaning. This difference leads to rhythm
variation; English is a stress-timed language, whereas Uzbek is syllable-timed.
Consequently, Uzbek speakers may produce English speech with even timing, making
it sound less natural to native listeners.

Intonation patterns also differ. English uses a wide range of pitch movements to
express attitudes, emotions, or grammatical structures. For instance, rising intonation
often marks yes/no questions, while falling intonation marks statements. Uzbek
intonation is comparatively flatter, and speakers may carry over this pattern when

speaking English, affecting the expressiveness and natural flow of their speech.
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4. Practical Implications for Language Learning

Recognizing phonetic differences is vital for both learners and teachers. Uzbek
students of English need to focus particularly on practicing vowel contrasts, mastering
the pronunciation of unfamiliar consonants, and adapting to English stress and
intonation. Teachers can incorporate minimal pair drills (e.g., ship—sheep, pen—pan)
and listening exercises that emphasize rhythm and stress. Moreover, the use of phonetic
transcription and technological tools such as pronunciation apps can significantly
enhance learners’ awareness of sound differences.

Phonetic distinctions between English and Uzbek highlight the complex
relationship between sound systems and language learning. Differences in vowels,
consonants, stress, and intonation not only influence pronunciation but also affect
comprehension and fluency. By identifying these contrasts, educators can develop
targeted teaching strategies to overcome common pronunciation barriers. Continuous
exposure, imitation of native speech, and systematic phonetic practice are essential for
mastering a natural English accent. Ultimately, understanding phonetics deepens
linguistic competence and strengthens cross-cultural communication.
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