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Introduction 

There are a number of works which are done on 

pragmalinguistics, especially the events that dexis and 

close to it is anaphora. The term "anaphoric word" is 

used in connection with the term "anaphora" in 

scientific literature or dictionaries in the field of 

linguistics. Dictionaries say, “... a word that refers to 

a person or thing that has been mentioned before, to 

what has been said before. It is defined in the 

following way: This is the same pronoun: I met Azam 

in Tashkent, he told me”[1]. Here the example given 

for the definition and proof of the term "anaphoric 

word" is able to fully explain the essence of the 

phenomenon. Moreover, this example also includes 

deixis concepts. The same pronoun in the example 

serves as a substitute for the word Azamjon in the first 

sentence. For this reason, on the other hand, it seems 

that the deixis-specific characters are more interpreted 

in the definition than the anaphoric aspect. The 

phenomenon is interpreted not as a deictic character 

concept, but as an explanation of the anaphoric word 

term - the sign of repetition. However, the 

Explanatory Dictionary of Linguistic Terms gives 

almost no definition of events related to the term 

deixis. 

Main part 

The main reason for this is that 

pragmalinguistics and research on the deixis system of 

language in this field have only just begun to take 

shape in Uzbek linguistics in the 90s of the last 

century [2]. In particular, for the first time in Uzbek 

linguistics, the concept of deixis is fully and 

completely described in the work of Professor Sh. 

Safarov, published in 2008, entitled 

"Pragmalinguistics". In this work, special attention is 

paid to the differences between these two events. For 

example, “... deictic phrases give information about 

the referent,” anaphoric rhymes repeat this reality. But 

it is also necessary to find the difference between these 

two phenomena: there is a discourse deixis when a 

pronoun or other phrase refers to a certain part of the 

text, but when the pronoun and another linguistic sign 

in the text are associated with the same referent, the 

anaphora phenomenon occurs. [3; 179]  

"Deixis and anaphora are distinguished on the 

basis of the features of the reference, hint, their 

representation in relation to the situation of speech or 

linguistic context" [4; 45]. When referring to some 

special lingvotherminological dictionaries in this 

regard, both deixis and anaphora are described and 
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interpreted as completely different phenomena. 

“Anaphora (<.gr. Anaphora - to bring up) is a stylistic 

figure, consisting of the repetition of exactly one 

element at the beginning of parallel parts of speech 

(ant.). Epiphora ”[1]. A similar definition of anaphora 

is given in the Linguocyclopedic Dictionary. In 

particular, the anaphora is a similar sound with a 

rhythmic or syntactic structure, a stylistic figure based 

on the repetition of words at the beginning of a poem 

or prose, and is the most convenient way to express 

emotion, enhancing expressiveness in the text. 

Anaphoras are also used in publicistic speech, [5; 32]. 

Professor A. Mamajonov also thinks about anaphoras 

in his book "Stylistics of Compound sentences". 

Anaphoras are interpreted as a form of repetition, 

analyzed as a stylistic figure. In this work, anaphoras 

are divided into groups of lexical-morphological and 

syntactic anaphoras used in compound sentences and 

superphrase syntactic units, lexical-morphological 

and syntactic repetitions at the beginning of a text or 

verse are called anaphora, repetitions within a poetic 

line are called infora and syntactic repetitions repeated 

at the end of a poetic line are called epiphoras, one of 

their stylistic methods [6; 16-25].  

Here "anaphora" is interpreted as a stylistic 

figure, with special emphasis on the poetic 

possibilities of the phenomenon. In our view, this 

definition also follows the term anaphora and a one-

sided approach to the phenomenon, highlighting the 

repetitive stylistic function of anaphoras, ignoring the 

deictic feature of pragmatism or anaphoric deixis. 

Such a one-sided description of the phenomenon of 

anaphora is observed in most works, which is a 

tradition depending on the nature of research of this 

period, for example, in literary works the word is 

repeated at the beginning of poetic lines as a poetic 

figure, in stylistic research as a stylistic figure, in 

textual linguistics as a means of coherence, in studies 

related to pragmalinguistics, it is preferable to 

interpret anaphora as elements of the deictic system, 

and each science interprets this phenomenon in terms 

of its own nature. Research materials are also selected 

accordingly. At this point, the description of shifters, 

which are the traditional types of deixis associated 

with the performance of two or more functions of 

linguistic means, comes to mind. In our opinion, the 

descriptions of events in any science should take into 

account all the features of the unit or means belonging 

to this system, in this sense, the phenomenon of 

anaphora in the dictionary of O.S. Akhmanova is 

defined in the following way: "... anaphora is a 

concept of deixis,  a figure of speech that is repeated 

at the beginning of a word in all elements of 

speech”[7; 47] and distinguished the phonetic, lexical 

and syntactic types of anaphora, which is preferred in 

comparison with other definitions. 

In the scientific literature, anaphoric phenomena 

are recorded as related directions of the deixis system, 

and the following ideas are expressed about the deictic 

features of these phenomena, in particular, words in a 

text or speech consist of interactions between word 

combinations, and the reference of one of the 

linguistic elements of a contextual expression to 

another is called an anaphoric relation. An anaphoric 

relationship occurs when there is no direct syntactic 

relationship between parts of the text. You're scared to 

fly right now. Your wings are injured. In this example, 

the first part is antecedent and the second part is 

anaphora [8; 32]. The same idea is given in other 

dictionaries: In the sentences "Now give me half and 

take the rest" the first part of the anaphoric 

relationship is antecedent, and the second part is 

anaphora [9; 32]. This work  emphasizes that the 

anaphora without an antecedent in the expression, 

though syntactically complete, is not complete in it. 

Sh.Safarov defines the term “antecedent” on a deictic 

basis: "... we are accustomed to discussing the 

relationship between the pronoun and its antecedent 

(the element that replaces the pronoun) in the context 

of semantics. Chomsky sees such a relationship as a 

'syntactic' phenomenon. the relationship between is 

formed in the process of thinking, in the mind, and 

then finds a linguistic expression ”[10; 195] defines 

the logical basis and deictic essence of speech 

communication. The presence of an antecedent in one 

part of the sentence structure and the anaphora 

phenomenon in the other provide consistency of 

thought. In the deictic system of language, the essence 

of the deixis and anaphoric phenomena is manifested 

through their consistent interpretation. In K.L. Büller's 

concept, the anaphoric relation contradicts the 

cataphoric phenomenon, and proved by the following 

example: “One thing is certain: I have to go”. 

In any type of deixis, “demonstration, gesture, 

differs in two ways: in one demonstration, the 

reference is made in the linguistic context, and in the 

other, the process is applied to the state of speech. 

According to these features, deixis and anaphora 

phenomena are mutually exclusive. In his book 

Theory of Language, K. Buller is one of the first to try 

to distinguish these two phenomena and to limit the 

differences between them. The deixis phenomenon is 

a category applied to a nonlinear entity reflected in the 

content of a text, an expression, and is realized 

through the units of the display area. In the anaphora 

phenomenon, there is the concept of contextual 

display space, which serves to provide a semantic 

connection to the discourse, linguistic units perform 

functions such as pointing and pointing through their 

repetition, only these functions are performed through 

a contextual display area that provides a semantic 

connection to the discourse. ”[11; 45] In this case, the 

anaphora is related to the internal structure of the text, 

and it is called anaphoric deixis. The phenomenon of 

anaphora occurs in the structure of the text and 

consists of the interaction of linguistic expressions 

such as words and phrases. An idea in one expression 

points to another. As noted in the scientific literature, 
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I, you, special words like here, now, can serve as both 

anaphora and deictic elements. These two phenomena 

are combined into a paradigmatic series with common 

features such as showing, pointing, linking text 

components, and ensuring text integrity, entirety. 

However, it should be noted that any word can appear 

as a repetition in the text, while a pronoun belonging 

to the deixis system and the semantic space in some 

words are not recognized as a sign of repetition. In 

linguistics, the deixis phenomenon is manifested in 

both paradigmatic and syntagmatic planes. In fact, in 

the existing scientific literature, opinions are 

expressed in relation to this phenomenon, taking into 

account the speech situation and contextual features, 

so the units belonging to the system of deictic 

elements are understood as a phenomenon of 

discursive nature. Deictic elements, like other lexical 

units of language, are distinguished by their 

paradigmatic and syntagmatic features. The 

generalization of such elements, which belong to the 

paradigmatic series, on the basis of similar features 

and their differentiation with special features, shows 

the peculiarities of deixis language and speech. Works 

on the general and different aspects of the concepts 

related to deixis and anaphora phenomena 

E.B.Saveleva [12; 181-188], is noted in the works of 

O.A. Artemova. Deixis and anaphoras, manifested by 

the cognitive and communicative functions of 

language, serve to ensure the integrity of the text on 

the basis of its modal and referential features. Deixis 

and anaphoras, manifested by the cognitive and 

communicative functions of language, serve to ensure 

the integrity of the text on the basis of its modal and 

referential features. 

Proponents of the first view of deixis and 

anaphoras argue that anaphora was formed in the 

deixis system based on the display function for 

repetition. [14; 184] One of the proponents of this 

view is E.V. Paducheva. If we assume that the theory 

of the shifter served as the basis for the deixis, the 

above idea is logically correct. The essence of such a 

view stems from K. Bühler's concept that deictic 

elements are realized on the basis of differentiation 

from nominative signs. 

Proponents of the second view, on the other 

hand, do not have to distinguish between deixis and 

anaphora, they perform the same function by nature, 

in this respect they feel to have an identifying 

property. The only difference between these 

phenomena is the subjectivity of the deixis and the 

objectivity of the anaphora, some of such linguistic 

units are traditionally associated with deictic 

elements, the main difference of which is observed in 

contextual application. 

Proponents of the third view, on the other hand, 

interpret deixis and anaphora as unrelated phenomena. 

According to them, deixis serve to show elements of 

speech act, while anaphoras serve to show contextual 

elements. Most researchers in this field focus on the 

order of aspectual analysis of linguistic materials in 

distinguishing deixis and anaphora. Accordingly, in 

the process of verbal communication, the deictic space 

of the speaker is regularly filled with pragmatic 

elements such as me, you, now and here. In the 

anaphoric process, the speaker draws the listener's 

attention to the elements previously mentioned and 

implied in the text, the main emphasis being made 

through repetition. E.M. Wolf points out that a 

peculiar common feature of deixis and anaphora is the 

presence of display functions in both, the specific 

features of these phenomena being made more 

apparent on the basis of reference theory. This is 

evident in the display of objects and their localization. 

In the deixis event, the deictic element and its display 

referent are implied. In the case of anaphora, however, 

the anaphoric representation between a predetermined 

antecedent that does not depend on the parts of speech 

in the text is taken into account. In this process, the 

source-referent, referent-source relationship is 

considered. A.A. Kibrik points out that the anaphora 

refers to the information being updated in the text, 

while the dexterity does not refer to the relevance of 

the information. 

 
Conclusion  

It should be noted that so far the features and 

differences in deixis and anaphora have not been 

strictly limited. The explicit context in the anaphora 

process corresponds to the unexplained or imaginary 

context in the deictic expression. Moreover, a single 

linguistic unit can simultaneously perform the 

function of a deictic function and an anaphora. The 

essence of the definitions given to them above in the 

special dictionary and literature devoted to the 

problems of anaphora, anaphoric word, and anaphoric 

relation corresponds to deixis units. The study of the 

commonalities and differences between deixis and 

anaphora phenomena, their delineation, and scientific 

substantiation contribute to the perfection of deictic 

theory. This is the basis for the emergence of a 

paradigmatic series of events that are related and close 

to the structure of the deixis field, which is part of the 

pragmatic system. 
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