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Introduction M.Dzhurabaeva [4] and Y.Tadzhiev [10] study their
UDC 811.512.133-1 morphological features.
Based on this, it can be noted that in most cases

For many years, the semantic structure of when these phenomena were studied, the main
lexemes, as synonymy, homonymy and antonymy, as attention is paid to the lexical-semantic or formal-
well as polysemy was considered an object of the structural study of each phenomenon separately. In
lexical-semantic aspect. But in recent years it has been contrast to the studies that we intend to focus on, the
revealed that these phenomena are multifaceted study of the phenomenon of syntactic antonymy,
(multifaceted) and can manifest themselves at homonymy and polysemy takes place at the highest
different levels of the language. And this is connected level of the language.
with a new approach to the study of linguistic
phenomena with the point of view of the Main body
anthropocentric paradigm that the above phenomena Antonymy is considered not only at the lexical
can be considered together with the human basis, that level of the language, but is also considered a
is, the transformation in the human mind of the picture universal semantic category, which is considered at
of the world as an alternation of language, linguistic the morphemic, morphological and syntactic levels of
knowledge and speech. the language. At each level of the language, an

In Uzbek linguistics, the identification of antonym has its own language features. For example,
antonyms has been sufficiently studied, but it should the main function of syntax sis antonyms is to
be noted that in the scientific works of Z. highlight information about the opposite entities of the
Mirzaakhmedova [6], M. Mirtozhiev [7], R. Shukurov subject (addressee). N.B.Boeva, who studied syntactic
[12], antonymy and homonymy are considered from antonyms on the materials of the English language,
the point of view of the lexical-semantic aspect, and argues that the opposition of syntactic antonyms
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belongs to a high degree of informativeness, through
the denial of primary information in syntactic
antonyms new information is transmitted [1]. An
analogous pragmatic goal is observed in the
appearance of subjects through the syntactic antonyms
of emotional relations (surprise, trust, enthusiasm,
irony, etc.) in various speech situations. Given the
above, it can be noted that the problem of syntactic
antonymy is an object not only of syntactic semantics,
but also of pragmatics.

In linguistics, the problem of syntactic opposites
such as antonyms relatively little studied. In this
matter, attention should be paid to the works of
Russian scientists T.B. Fastovskaya, N.V. Galatov,
N.B. Boyeva, who conducted studies using examples
of Romano-Germanic languages [11, 3, 2]. In these
works, the linguistic essence of the phenomenon of
antonyms is characterized, and also syntactic
antonymy is analyzed in phrases, simple and complex
sentences, related texts and language units that reveal
it.

In Uzbek linguistics, the problem of syntactic
anthonyms requires special study both in semantic and
in pragmatic aspects. This article discusses issues
related to the criteria for determining the syntactic
antonyms in the Uzbek language, the formation of
syntactic antonyms in sentences and their
classification [5,9].

In the Uzbek language, as in other languages, the
syntactic antonymy in structure refers to a single
paradigm, and also in semantics it is formed in
oppositional pairs - phrases, simple and complex
sentences, and between their parts [9]. Based on
observations in the Uzbek language, we can
distinguish the following linguistic criteria that
determine syntactic antonymy:

1. Syntactic antonymy requires an oppositional
antonymic meaning expressed through syntactic units.

2. In its structure, syntactic antonymy requires
unification in a single paradigm according to the value
of opposition units

3. Syntactic antonymy requires
relationships of paired syntactic units.

4. Syntactic antonymy requires a relationship of
conditionally interconnected opposite elements of the
phenomenon

Based on these criteria, it can be concluded that
syntactic antonymy is based on semantic opposition
and is structurally formed between paired units uniting
into a single paradigm.

The formation of syntactic antonyms is
manifested with the help of lexical, morphological
units, as well as with the help of some syntactic
constructions that create opposite relationships.

In the Uzbek language, lexical antonyms are
important in the formation of syntactic anthony.
When used in syntactic units of lexical antonyms, the
latter create opposition relations and form a syntactic
antonymy. In this case, it will be necessary to

semantic

distinguish antonyms at the lexical and syntactic level
of the language.

In addition, in the Uzbek language, syntactic
antonymy is created using various syntactic
constructions reflecting opposite semantic relations.
For instance:

— Heyuu konuou, onoui? — wuniunnab cypaou sua
obuposu.

— Bup Kon ... uou ... emumuanap nacubacuoan
Kauupub onKeneaHoum.

— Kanuaiiou, oeénman? — wutiunnaou boseeu
Kuuiu.

— Anuaitoe ... man camamaeau
90u!.. (X. Do‘stmuhammad).

In this microtext, syntactic antonymy is formed
using sentences oup Kon ... uou — anuaiide (6up
oacma 0u).

In the Uzbek language, syntactic antonyms in
terms of structural composition and semantic structure
can be classified according to whether they are ready-
made in the language or formed in the speech process.

According to the sign of a ready-made existence
in a language or formation in a speech process,
syntactic antonyms can be divided into the following
types:

1. Syntactic antonyms used as stamp units in a
language. For instance: Axwu 6opune! — Axwu
Koaune! Xatipau mone! — Xavipau xeu!

2. Syntactic antonyms that form in the speech
process. For instance: Fora yapxawa xuiou. — Boaa
TMUHYUOU.

In the Uzbek language, syntactic antonyms can
also be classified on a semantic basis. The semantic
types of syntactic antonyms are divided on the basis
of the predicate semantics, which are considered both
the grammatical and the semantic center of the
sentence structure. The authors of the book “V36ex
TWIMHUHT Ma3MyHHA cuHTakcucn” (“Semantic syntax
of the Uzbek language”) also recommend defining
semantic-grammatical models and generalized
meanings of sentences based on the classification of
predicates [8]. But in some cases, when determining
the semantic type of antonymic sentences, only the
main predicate is not enough; in these cases, the ratio
of the arguments to the main predicate is important.
For example, in sentences “Bowwux xammuxkpn
odam. — DBownux 6ywane ooam” antonymic
relationships are formed using predicate formations
KammuKKya1 00am — 0ymanz 00am.

In the Uzbek language, syntactic antonyms from
the point of view of semantics can be divided into the
following types [5, 9]:

1. Characterizing syntactic antonyms. Such
syntactic antonyms are characterized by oppositional
features of objects. In syntactic antonyms of this kind,

... Oup oacma

the following internal semantic forms are
distinguished:
a) syntactic antonyms, reflecting the

oppositional characteristic features of people and
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animals: Mreu xooum kamean. — SAneu xooum cepean;
Um 1060w — Um Konazon;

b) opposition states associated with people and
animals: syntactic antonyms that reflect the natural
state, physical state, psychological state, social,
economic, etc.: ¥V xawuwor odam. — Y 6ot odam,; Kyii
cemus. — Ky opux;

s) syntactic antonyms reflecting opposing
internal features and the external state of things: Ay
Ky2upuok Kyraouean. — by kyeaupuok tiuenatiouean,;

d) syntactic antonyms, reflecting the opposites of
form, volume, color, taste, smell of things, etc.: Hjn
y3yu. — Hyn kucka.

2. Syntactic antonyms that classify. Such
syntactic antonyms reflect the classification of objects
into opposite groups, classes, types. Inside the
syntactic antonyms of this type, the following
semantic types can be distinguished: a) syntactic
antonyms reflecting opposing social groups of people;
6) syntactic antonyms reflecting opposing species and
classes of animals; B) syntactic antonyms, reflecting
opposite types, types, varieties of things. For example,
a sentence “HUnonbanux — YMypmKaiu HCOHUBOD,
yyeanuane — ymypmxacuz” has an antonymic character
and displays information about opposing classes of
animals.

3. Quantitative syntactic antonyms. Such
syntactic antonyms provide information about
opposing quantitative meanings of objects. For
instance: Hwwapum xyn. — Hwnapum xam. The
syntactic antonyms of this type can be divided into the
following types: a) syntactic antonyms representing
an indefinite opposite amount; 6) syntactic
antonyms reflecting a certain opposite quantity.

4. Syntactic antonyms reflecting time. Such
syntactic antonyms provide information about
opposing temporal meanings of objects. For instance:
Kuwnune oupunuu xynu. — Kuwinune cyneau KyHu.

5. Syntactic antonyms reflecting a place. Such
syntactic antonyms give information about opposing
values of the place of objects. For instance:
Mexmonnap uukapuoa. — Mezbonrap mawkapuoa.

6. Syntactic antonyms reflecting a dimension.
Such syntactic antonyms give information about the
opposite values of the weight, distance and volume of
objects. For instance: [laxma danacu 6y epoan onuc.
— Iaxma danacu Oy epea sAKuH.

7. Syntactic antonyms that reflect
relationships. In such syntactic antonyms, one can
see the opposite, that is, a positive or negative attitude
and an emotionally expressive assessment of the
speaker.

In accordance with this, the syntactic antonyms
of this type can be divided into the following types:

a) syntactic antonyms reflecting opposite
emotional relationships: Tacanno cusnek iururral —
Xaiig cuzoex iiueumea!;

b) syntactic antonyms reflecting opposing
evaluative relationships: By wwune sxwu 6yaubou. —
by uwune émon 6y1uboU,

8. Syntactic antonyms reflecting presence and
absence. Such syntactic antonyms reflect presence or
absence. For instance: /Japou iyx. — Hdapou 6op.

It should be noted here that the ways of
expressing sentences, meaning denial and absence, are
similar, but they are two different sentences. When
defining syntactic antonyms, it is necessary to
distinguish between these two types of sentences. For
example, offers Xa! — Hyx! when expressing an
affirmation or denial, they do not form a syntactic
anthonyms, but when expressing presence and
absence, they enter into antonymic relations.

For comparison, we show:

1. — Maweynomea 6opounemu? — Xa.

— Mawegynomea 6opounemu? — Hyx.

In the given example, the expressions Xa — Hjx,
being meanings of affirmation and negation, do not
enter into mutual antonymic relations.

2. — Xynapune 6opmu? — Xa.

— Xynapune 6opmu? — Hyx.

In this example, the expressions Xa — Hjx are
sentences reflecting the antonyms of presence and
absence.

9. Syntactic antonyms that reflect opposing
actions. Such syntactic antonyms reflect expressions
showing general opposing actions based on
implementation or non-fulfillment. The syntactic
antonyms of this type can be divided into the
following types:

a) syntactic antonyms representing an indefinite
opposite amount: Camoném nacmaaou. — Camoném
OKOpUIAouU.

b) syntactic antonyms reflecting the beginning
and end of an action: Vxuw 6ownanou. — Yxuw
myaaou,

s) syntactic antonyms that reflect the opposite
directions of action of the subject: bora kutiumunu
xutiou. — bona kxuitumunu ewou;

d) syntactic antonyms reflecting opposing
natural phenomena, changes: Emeup éz0u. — Emeup
munow;, Hyn mopaiiou. — Hyn xenzatiou. v ap.

10. Syntactic antonyms reflecting opposite
actions and various situations arising on their
basis. The syntactic antonyms of this type can be
divided into the following types:

a) antonymic sentences reflecting a mental state
based on opposing actions: V eazabnanou. - YV
Xypcano 6y10u;

b) antonymical sentences reflecting a physical
state based on opposing actions: V xacan 6yr1ou. — Y
coeaniou,

s) antonymical sentences reflecting a biological
state based on opposing actions: V éwapou. — YV
Kexcatou;
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d) antonymic sentences reflecting continuous
states that arose on the basis of opposing actions:
Basugha oconnawou. — Bazugpa xutiuniauou,

i) antonymic sentences reflecting the results of
opposing actions: ¥ cemupou. — ¥ o30u.

Matherial methood

The object of the article is syntactic antonymy.
The main objective of the study is to identify the
specificity and analysis of antonymy as a multifaceted
linguistic phenomenon. In the study of syntactic
antonyms, the methods of component and semantic-
comparative analysis were used, and the scientific
works of the studied antonyms in the lexical-semantic
aspect of Russian and Uzbek linguists served as the
methodological basis.

Conclusion
As a result of the study, it was found that
antonymy is considered not only as an object of the
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