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ABSTRACT

Currently, conducting research on lexical units occupies a
special place in the linguistics of our country and the world.
This is explained by the process of expanding the lexicon of
each language as a result of the rapid development of science
and technology, the increase in the amount of socio-economic,
scientific and technical information. This process creates the
need for scientific research of the lexical system used in many
areas and professions.
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INTRODUCTION

The cultural heritage of each people is closelyneated with its
language and craft traditions. For centuries, sradétve played an
important role in the socio-economic life of peaplend have
formed an integral part of their cultural heritagre English and
Uzbek, lexical units related to crafts have beenchad under
the influence of various sources and developed utiro
productive formation mechanisms.

Current globalization processes make the issueasepving
national traditions and crafts even more urgenteréfore,
studying the theoretical foundations of the formatof lexical
units related to crafts in English and Uzbek andlyaing their
linguistic characteristics is of great scientifiggortance.
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METHODS ANDMATERIALS

In the framework of the research, relying on theotietical views
of linguists, the process of formation of lexicalits related to
the field of crafts is analyzed based on variousyuistic

mechanisms and word formation models. It is nothdt t
morphological, semantic and word acquisition meshpthy an

important role in the creation of these units. # also

scientifically confirmed that their evolution cae mfluenced by
socio-historical factors, cultural relations andolglization

processes. Studying the dynamics of the developwielexical

units related to handicrafts serves to determimdr thystematic
changes, terminological features and functionahbdpies.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

“If the words in a language are monomorphemic irtinitial
form, the creation of artificial words in such larges is
effective. For example, English, Chinese, etc. @rasolation
type. If the structure of the word has two morphgnegfixal
methods of word formation prevail in such languagEsr
example, Russian, German, French are (to some tgxten
inflectional languages” [1, 88]. Through these &lghe Russian
scholar L. L. Nelyubin emphasizes the close refatidp between
word structure and word formation. According to hifnwords

in a language consist mainly of one morpheme, thmneasy to
form new words, which is typical of isolating larages such as
English and Chinese. However, in languages whered wo
structure consists of two morphemes, the affixalmiation
method is more often used. This feature is chaniatte of
inflectional languages such as Russian, German,tarmsbme
extent French.

According to A. Gulomov, “Word formation, in genéré
the formation of a new word, no matter what metbodneans”
[2, 256]. In addition, A. Khojiev also expresserhiar thoughts:
“Word formation means the formation of a new ward, matter
what method” [3, 168].
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In addition, there are opinions that: "Since sogeris
constantly developing, scientific concepts are egpay, and for
this reason, along with single-word units, multimg@onent terms
appear in the language. In industrial sectors, s&ichs occupy a
leading position."

In the process of comparative and typological study
lexical units related to the field of craftsmanshigEnglish with
the Uzbek language, it is important to termine #teuctural
structure of each term and the methods of its fdonaln the
process of this analysis, it is necessary to stubgt linguistic
improvement elements the sectoral units are conagposand on
which linguistic unit they were formed.Thereforee tmethods of
improving lexical units related to craftsmanshigeinglish can be
divided into the following main categories, based &.
Newmark's theory. In particular, productive (acliver
unproductive (passive) methods (Figure 1).

[ Methods J
productive
/ \ / amumosiocun \
Cy3 y3nawmupun (etymology);
(borrowing)s; dononozux
Kpuwiuw yeynu (phonological word
(compounding); formation)
aKponumus Kounesc (coinage);
Kuckapmupuui
acron : apm
gepuef;;z’ (clipping)s
. Kopuwimupuu
K (derivation) / ikt
oexgpopmayusn (back-
formation);

Kxoneepuuﬂ (conversion)/
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The research conducted by representatives of tmeai®and
derivational school, including Professor N. Turmmga and his
students, deeply analyzed the word formation methprdsented
in the table. These studies made an important iboition to the
comprehensive study of word formation processethénUzbek
language.In this regard, it is appropriate to use s$cientific
achievements of scholars of this school and theiensific
heritage in a comparative analysis of the derivetideatures of
lexical units in the field of craftsmanship in Eisl and Uzbek
[4, 23].

Borrowing is considered one of the most important a
active processes in linguistics, contributing te #xpansion and
enrichment of vocabulary. In Uzbek linguistics stbhenomenon
is mainly analyzed within the framework of the cept of
borrowed words. As Bill Bryson has pointed out, sndexical
units in the English language were formed precisetgugh the
method of word acquisition, and this process appes an
integral part of interlingual interaction [5, 27].

The word assimilation means the process of a lexio#
existing in one language entering another langaageacquiring
it with a certain degree of change. During thiscpss, the
acquired word can change phonetically, morpholdiyicand
graphically. At the same time, the widespread spred
loanwords in a language is often inextricably lidk® social,
economic, cultural, and scientific and technolobisvelopment,
and this process can be explained by a number pbriant
factors.

If we look at historical processes, the processwofd
acquisition often occurs under the influence ofdexsuch as the
strengthening of interlingual contacts, the develept of trade
and economic relations, scientific and technoldgimaovations,
cultural cooperation, and globalization.The wordsjured in
this process usually adapt to the rules of theivaxelanguage
and take a firm place in its vocabulary. Therefdmdjnguistics,
the process of word acquisition is studied not @dya means of
increasing language richness, but also as a partutitiral
integration.
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Borrowed words can take on different forms depepdin
the level of assimilation in the receiving langua§eme words
are preserved in their original form, while othemadergo
phonetic and morphological changes. Therefore, radepth
analysis of the mechanisms of the word assimilgpi@tess and
the study of its impact on language developmerdnis of the
important research areas in linguistics.

In the English and Uzbek languages, terms in thkl fof
craftsmanship have been adopted and adapted todtenal
language environment through various linguistic n@isms. In
this process, methods such as direct adoption, gilwomnd
morphological changes, translational adoption, #rel use of
abbreviations are widely used.As a result of thenlwoation of
traditional and modern technologies in the fieldcaddfts, new
lexical units are being formed and are gainingrangt place in
the Uzbek language.

Compounding is an important mechanism of word faiona
in any language, and is one of the most effectiv @roductive
means of creating new words in English and Uzbéis Tethod
is formed by the combination of two or more rootrpi@emes,
forming lexical units that form a single structusaimantic
unit.According to linguistic studies, compound werdlay an
important role in enriching the vocabulary and forgn the
grammatical structure of the language. Words erkdirough
composition have different semantic and morpholagic
characteristics and serve to expand words belongirgycertain
lexical-semantic category [6, 255]. In this ser@ampounding —
the method of adding words — appears as one opribguctive
mechanisms in the dynamic development of the laggyaad the
enrichment of vocabulary.

According to V. Schneider, compound words are farme
within the lexicon and their structural structure based on
morphological laws and not syntactic processesther words,
compound words are formed not through the syntactic
construction of word combinations, but through tinéernal
morphological mechanisms of the language [7]. Thethod is
also important in the field of handicrafts, andniglely used in
the formation of new terms and specialized termghé process
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of developing handicraft traditions, the vocabulafynew tools,
technologies, and product names is enriched throlgmethod
of word addition. Examples of this method are pmesg in the
table below.

N+N Noun
metal+work= metalwork-
hand+tool= handtool-
thread+work= threadwork-
silver+smith= silversmith
fur+craft = furcraft -

There are various models for the formation of lekimits in the
field of crafts, which are important for the creatiof key terms
in the field. As in any field, some models are el actively
used in crafts. Below are such active models aeid gxamples.

For example, Num (number) + N (noun) model: tri¢t) +
loom = triloom — a three-sided weaving machine, #ngpindle =
twospindle — a two-spindle spinning machine; Adjjéative) +
N (noun) model: hand + craft = handcraft — a haradiicitem
made by hand, mini + kiln = minikiln — a small hadft kiln,
soft + leather = softleather — soft leather; Addveb) + N
(noun) model: back + loom = backloom — a weavingze
installed on the back, fore + hammer = forehammarhammer
that presses on the front, self + carve = selfcaraeself-carving
machine.

The formation of compound lexical units in a spiedield is
characterized by interlingual differences and peadties. In
English, the number of such units is much highdnjenn Uzbek
their share is relatively lower. However, due tolgllization and
translational influence, the number of compounddsois also
increasing in Uzbek through loanwords.

Sh. Rahmatullaev expressed the opinion: "Compoundisv
are formed from the combination of two or more sinihat
express lexical meaning...In the Uzbek language, oomgp
words generally arise as a result of word combamstibecoming
semantically and grammatically unified" [7].
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B. Madaliev stated the following about this lingids
process: “Forming new words by combining individuadrds is
one of the oldest methods in the language, which fogher
expanded as a result of the development of the Wigbeyuage,
becoming one of the most productive methods of word
formation” [8, 9]. Accordingly, we analyzed someitsal units in
weaving.For example, bracelets (jewelry), earrir{gawvelry),
amulets (jewelry), kosagil (painting), belbag (seyi gloves
(sewing), vassajuft (painting), gazchop (architeztuetc.

A. Khojiev notes that there are no compound wordshie
Uzbek language; they are only combinations of word
combinations that have been formed by the methaalgie [8].

However, there are also compound words that argvntien
together, and they also obey certain linguisticslakw particular,
compound words that are not written together aredsvthat are
written together, but express the same meaningy Hne not
separated by a hyphen or other sign.

Y. Tojiev takes a broader approach to this issuanigound
words, in fact, are not formed from the simple jogof two
words, they are usually formed as a result of ptione
grammatical and semantic changes of word combingtias a
result of which they are integrated into one angtfiem the loss
of the syntactic relationship between them, based o
lexicalization, which can be conditionally definasl a method of
composition.

The formation of a compound word is not formed hg t
method of simple addition of words. A compound wstwuld
not be understood as two or more words connectgther, but
as a word formed from more than one base: mosh (dyeing),
kara kalam (painting), kul mehnati (the basis @fftsmanship),
etc. According to this characteristic, they ardidggiished from
simple words and word combinations.

According to sources, even when compound words are
written separately, they must express a single imgaand
answer a single question. Otherwise, they becomelsiword
combinations. For example, the combination floveaf lanswers
the question what leaf? and is a word combinatimmé&d on the
basis of adaptation. On the other hand, when wriie a single
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word in the form of a petal (its shape in paintiriganswers the
question what? and is considered a compound wdrnd. i$ one
of the important criteria for determining the sem@nand
grammatical differences between compound words ancd
combinations.

The method of morphological derivation or affixatiand its
role in the field of craftsmanship is very impoitabecause the
formation of words with the help of affixation, thia, additions,
is very productive in the formation of new termsddexical
units.J. Yule emphasizes: “The quantitative indicatf English
words formed by this method is extremely large..,"99].

As is known, suffixes do not have an independergmmg in
isolation. However, when added to the base (rdb8y change
its meaning. In addition, they give the word an itoldal
meaning and syntactically connect words to eaclerdth the
English language, three models of morphologicaivdéon are
considered to be effective in the emergence of lesweal units
in this area. These include: 1) prefixes — prefomat- forming
words by adding prefixes to words; 2) suffixes Higation —
forming words by adding suffixes to words; 3) imf#& —
infixation — forming words by adding a word to thméddle of a
word.

Prefixation is one of the effective methods of word
formation, which is also important in the field ofafts. In this
process, prefixes are added to the main word, wigistilts in the
formation of new and independent lexical and seimaetms.
Prefixes change the meaning of a word or clarifywitile also
reshaping its morphological and semantic strudtloeever, this
is the most passive word formation in the activethoe. For
example, re — (repeat, repeated action): recradtverk, recarve
— re-carve; over — (excessively, excessively): polshed —
overpolished; pre — (before, before): preformed refqgymed,
precut — precut; un — (negative, reverse actionjnalded — not
molded, undyed — not dyed (fabric, thread), etc.

In the Uzbek language, prefixation is a relativelyssive
word formation method. This is mainly explained lye
agglutinative nature of the language, that is, mawds in the
Uzbek language are formed mainly through suffixatierefixes,
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on the other hand, did not develop independently, rbainly
came into use through words borrowed from otheguages.

In the field of crafts, prefixes are also found nhaiin terms
borrowed from Arabic, Persian, Russian, and Englasid are
mainly found in the vocabulary of modern craftsr E@ample:
mini+engraving = miniengraving (with the prefix mifEnglish)
—: the art of small carving).

CONCLUSIONS

Therefore, prefixation in the Uzbek language caly @&xist in
the field of handicrafts on the basis of borroweards. That is,
when creating new words, prefixes are not addédut&ic-based
words, but are formed through words imported frooneign
languages. This confirms that, from the point okwi of
linguistics, prefixation in the Uzbek language idimited and
passive model of word formation.

Technological developments and innovative changkig
place in the field of crafts have a significant aap on the
formation and development of lexical units in thisld.When
analyzed from the perspective of language developmeew
technologies, inventions, and modernization praesppear to
be important factors in accelerating the improvenwdrsectoral
terms and lexical units.This process is not limitecexpanding
and redefining the semantic scope of existing Exumnits, but
also ensures the creation of new terms and thesdimlation on
the basis of linguistic norms.
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