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Abstract : This in the article Uzbek and Turkish in their languages analogy meaning
representative lexical-grammatical tools comparative in terms of analysis In the study Uzbek
-day/- dec in the language affixes , like and like assistants , as well as Turkish in the language
as , as much as , as if units semantic , grammatical and methodological features seeing This
is of units morphological density , syntactic function and linguopoetic opportunities analysis
Research as a result Uzbek in the language of analogy morphological coding level higher that
is , Turkish in the language and analytical tools advantage is determined . Also , the similarity
of tools artistic in speech stylistic tasks are also highlighted .
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Annotatsiya: Mazkur maqolada o‘zbek va turk tillarida o‘xshatish ma’nosini ifodalovchi
leksik-grammatik vositalar qiyosiy jihatdan tahlil qilinadi. Tadqiqotda o‘zbek tilidagi -day/-
dek affikslari, kabi va singari ko‘makchilari, shuningdek turk tilidagi gibi, kadar, sanki
birliklarining semantik, grammatik va uslubiy xususiyatlari ko‘rib chiqiladi. Ushbu
birliklarning morfologik zichligi, sintaktik funksiyasi va lingvopoetik imkoniyatlari tahlil
qilinadi. Tadqiqot natijasida o‘zbek tilida o‘xshatishning morfologik kodlanish darajasi
yuqoriroq ekanligi, turk tilida esa analitik vositalar ustunligi aniqlanadi. Shuningdek,
o‘xshatish vositalarining badiiy nutqdagi stilistik vazifalari ham yoritiladi.

Kalit so‘zlar: o‘xshatish, qiyosiy tahlil, o‘zbek tili, turk tili, -day/-dek, kabi, singari, gibi,
kadar, sanki, lingvopoetika.

Introduction
Language figurative opportunities inside similarity important stylistic from tools one is
considered . Similarity using object , event or sign other one object with comparative speech
figurativeness level Turkish in languages similarity various grammatical and lex1ca]\\ /
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through is expressed in Uzbek . in the language this task mainly -day/- dec affixes and kind
of assistants , Turkish in the language and as , as much as , as if units will do . This of the
article purpose Uzbek and Turkish in their languages analogy of tools lexical-grammatical
features comparative in terms of analysis to do , their morphological , syntactic and stylistic
functions from determining consists of .

Similarity of the language important figurative from the means one is, it is an object , an
event or sign between similarity expression through of speech figurativeness level increases .
Turkish in languages similarity various grammatical tools through is expressed in Uzbek .
and Turkish in their languages analogy tools general semantic to the field belonging although ,
their grammatical structure and application features some in aspects differs .

Uzbek in the language of analogy the most active from the means one -day/- dec affixes
This is additions morphological in terms of to the word togetherness , similarity meaning
compact in the form For example : like the wind to fly , like a stone tough , childlike simple
such as in compounds comparative meaning affix using to the surface This tool comes
important feature is that the similarity separately assistant unity through not , maybe directly
word in the composition is expressed as . As a result in speech figurativeness and
figurativeness increases .

Also , Uzbek in the language analogy such as and like assistants These units are also
expressed using analytical tools to be , comparison attitude open in the form means . For
example : lion such as brave , river like quiet such as standard in compounds and comparison
sign separately 1s expressed as . Like assistant more neutral and general speech in the style of
if used , like units artistic in speech figurativeness to strengthen service does .

In Turkish similarity tools between like assistant the most active from units one It is
considered a similarity , a style . or the situation in expression wide is used . For example :
lion like strong , child like was happy such as in examples comparative meaning like through
This is expressed as unity Turkish in the language very wide functional to opportunities has
to be different syntactic in structures application possible .

In Turkish similarity again one tool until This unit is mainly equality or degree meaning
means . For example : iron until hard , yours until fast such as in compounds with a benchmark
equality at the level is expressed . Therefore until often quantitative or graded comparison
shows .

From this except , Turkish in the language as if The units are also similar. meaning in
expression This unit is used . often hypothetical or imaginary comparison means For example :
as if time stood still me doesn't recognize such as in speech similarity reality imaginary in a
way to express service does . In this respect as if simple by comparison see modal of speech
or figurative meaning strengthens .

In general in Uzbek and Turkish in their languages analogy tools semantic in terms of
similar although , their grammatical in the expression differences available . Uzbek in the
language affixal tools active to use , to imitate often morphological in the form if expressed ,
Turkish in the language analytical assistants through comparison attitude wider is expr%
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Similarity of tools grammatical structure comparative in terms of seeing exit this shows
that Uzbek and Turkish in their languages comparative attitude various level grammatical
mechanisms through is expressed in Uzbek . in the language of analogy affixal model wide
developed to be , -day/- dec additions using comparative meaning directly word in the
composition is expressed as . Such standards in structures and comparison sign one whole
syntactic unity as manifestation For example , like @ moon bright , like a stone hard , like a
bird to fly such as in compounds analogy short and compact in the form This is expressed in
Uzbek in the language of analogy morphological in terms of high at the level grammatically
correct shows .

Analytical tools — like and like and comparative relationship further more open
expression opportunity This gives units using the standard and comparison sign independent
components as For example , a river such as wide , like a mountain great such as in
compounds comparison attitude syntactic unity through to the surface comes . Such
constructions often artistic and journalistic in texts wide applies and of speech figurativeness
increases .

In Turkish and similarity tools mainly analytical units through is expressed as . Like
assistant Turkish in the language analogy system central element It is considered . Those
subjects between similarity , movement style or status in expression active For example , lion
like strong , water like stupid , child like to rejoice such as in compounds comparison attitude
exactly like through to the surface This will come out . of unity wide application Turkish in
the language of analogy analytical to the model rely on shows .

From this except , Turkish in the language until units comparative relationship degree
and equality through For example , iron until hard , yours until fast such as standard object
in examples with equality or measurement level is emphasized . Therefore until often
quantitative or graded comparison in expression is used .

In Turkish as if units and similarity again one to oneself typical appearance These units
represent often of events imaginary or hypothetical in a way to be expressed service does For
example , as if time is still , as if everything is frozen such as in speech similarity from real
comparison according to subjective imagination or to feel represents . In this respect as if
units simple comparative from constructions difference modal verbs and figurative meaning
enters .

So so , Uzbek and Turkish in their languages analogy tools general semantic to the base
has although , their grammatical in the expression certain differences is observed . Uzbek in
the language analogy often affixal tools using expressed , morphological in terms of compact
in the form manifestation will be . In Turkish and analytical units active to be , comparative
attitude more syntactic constructions through This is expressed in two of the language
grammatical in the system to oneself typical features shows and Turkish in languages analogy
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Uzbek and Turkish in their languages analogy tools comparative analysis to do as a result
one row important linguistic conclusions First of all , every two language Turkish languages
to the family belonging although , of analogy grammatical in the expression known
differences is observed . Uzbek in the language of analogy morphological tools more active
is , especially -day/- dec affixes through comparative meaning compact and figurative in the
form These affixes are word to the composition directly joined , comparative relationship
grammatical in terms of strengthens .

Contrary to this accordingly Turkish in the language similarity more analytical tools
through is expressed as . In particular , assistant Turkish in the language of analogy main
grammatical from the indicators one is different syntactic in constructions wide 1s used . From
this except , as far as units degree and PCB 1in expression important role plays , as if and
imaginary or hypothetical comparison to the surface releases .

Comparative analysis this It turns out that Uzbek in the language of analogy
morphological model column if yes , Turkish in the language analytical model leader This
difference is two of the language grammatical system and stylistic within the possibilities to
oneself characteristics also shows every both The language is also similar. through of speech
figurativeness and expressiveness increase to the possibility has .

conclusion

Transferred analysis results this shows that Uzbek and Turkish in their languages analogy
tools general semantic to the base has although , their grammatical expression methods
various formed . Uzbek in the language analogy mainly -day/- dec affixes , as well as such
as and like assistants using These tools are in speech imagery strengthen , artistic image in
creation important role plays .

In Turkish and similarity tools between like central place occupies . As long as degree
and PCB to express service if it does , as if and hypothetical or imaginary comparison
representative unity as in speech separately stylistic task will do .

So so , Uzbek in the language of analogy morphological expression tools , Turkish in
the language and analytical and syntactic tools relatively active that This is determined .
two of the language grammatical system and linguopoetic within the possibilities the
differences shows and Turkish in languages analogy of tools typological in terms of various
developed confirms .
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