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Abstract: This article presents a comparative typological analysis of the syntactic features of
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and similarities, classification of subordinate clauses, word order tendencies, and functional-semantic
roles of subordination. The paper also highlights examples from each language to illustrate key
distinctions.
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Introduction

Subordinate phrases (or subordinate clauses) play a critical role in the syntactic structure of
complex sentences across languages. They provide additional information and enable hierarchical
syntactic organization. This paper seeks to explore the typological similarities and differences in the
formation and function of subordinate clauses in three linguistically distinct languages: English
(Germanic), Uzbek (Turkic), and Russian (Slavic).

Main body

Typological linguistics classifies languages based on their structural properties. Syntactic
typology particularly focuses on word order, clause structure, and grammatical relations. Subordinate
phrases are categorized based on function (e.g., noun, adjective, adverb clauses) and form
(conjunctions, relative pronouns, etc.).

e English:English recognizes three main types of subordinate clauses:

Noun Clauses: | know that he is coming.

Relative (Adjective) Clauses: The book that you gave me is interesting.

Adverbial Clauses: I will call you when | arrive.

English subordinate clauses are usually introduced by subordinators (that, if, because, when,
although, etc.) or relative pronouns (who, which, that).

e Uzbek:Uzbek uses postpositions, participles, and converbs for subordination. Key types
include:

Noun Clauses: U kelishini bilaman. ("1 know that he will come.")

Relative Clauses: Formed using participles. Sen bergan kitob juda gizig. ("The book you gave
is very interesting.")

Adverbial Clauses: Often use converbs. Men kelganimda, u ketgan edi. ("When | came, he had
left.")

Uzbek is a left-branching (SOV) language; subordinate clauses usually precede the main clause.

2024




ISSN: 2582-4686 SJIF 2021-3.261, 2022-2.889, 2023-
5.384, 2024-6.875 ResearchBib IF: 9.948 / 2024

THE MULTIDISCIPLINARY JOURNAL OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

VOLUME-5, ISSUE-6
e Russian:Russian subordinate clauses are similar in classification to English but often use a
wider range of subordinating conjunctions.
Noun Clauses: S 3uato, uro on mpuaér. ("'l know that he will come.")

Relative Clauses: Kuura, kotopyto TbI qai1, uarepecHas. ("The book you gave is interesting.")

Adverbial Clauses: Korma s mpumén, on ymén. ("When | came, he had left.")Word order in
Russian is more flexible due to inflectional morphology.

Feature English (SVO) Uzbek (SOV) Russian (SVO, flexible)

Position of Subordinate Clause Often follows main clause  Usually precedes main
clause Variable (flexible)

Use of Conjunctions  Yes (that, because, etc.) Limited use, often non-overt Yes (uro,

KOT/Ja, €CJn)

Use of Relative Pronouns Common Absent, replaced with participles Common
(KOTOpBIH, UTO)

e English: Overt conjunctions and relative pronouns are essential. Example:

| think that she is right.

e Uzbek: Subordination is often implicit; verb forms play a key role.

U kelganida, men yo‘q edim. ("When he came, I was not there.")

e Russian: Uses a combination of conjunctions and relative pronouns.

On ckazan, yto npuzaer nosxke. ("He said that he would come later.")

English: Low inflection, relies heavily on word order.

Uzbek: Agglutinative, rich verbal morphology; participles and converbs express subordination.

Russian: Fusional, with case endings providing syntactic cues, allowing flexible clause

positioning.

Functin English Uzbek Russian

Causal Because he was | Charchagani [Toromy uTO OH
tired uchun ycTan

Temporal When she U Korna OHa
arrived kelganda MIpHIIIIa

Conditional If he calls Agar u | Eciu OH

qo‘ng‘iroq qilsa | MO3BOHUT

Purpose So that | can | O‘rganishim Yrobsl s MoOT

learn uchun YYHUTBHCS

Example 1: Temporal Clause
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v English: She cried when she heard the news.
v Uzbek: U xabarni eshitganida yig‘ladi.
v Russian: Ona 3armiakaia, KOrjia ycibliana HOBOCTb.

Example 2: Conditional Clause

v English: If it rains, we will stay home.
v Uzbek: Agar yomg‘ir yog‘sa, uyda golamiz.
4 Russian: Eciu moiaer 105 /1b, Mbl OCTAHEMCS IOMA.

Example 3: Relative Clause

v English: The man who called me is my uncle.

v Uzbek: Menga qo‘ng‘iroq qilgan odam amakam.

v Russian: YenoBek, KOTOPBIii MHE 3BOHIII, — MOM SIS,
Conclusion

Despite universal syntactic functions of subordination, English, Uzbek, and Russian exhibit
distinct structural strategies. English relies on overt subordination with fixed word order; Uzbek uses
morphological derivation (participles, converbs), while Russian balances overt conjunctions with
flexible structure due to rich morphology. Understanding these differences aids in language learning,
translation, and linguistic theory.
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