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Abstract

This article examines the translation challenges of intertextual elements between English
and Uzbek, focusing on the linguistic, cultural, and pragmatic factors that complicate the transfer
of implicit textual references from one language into another. Intertextuality is understood as the
presence of references to other texts, cultural phenomena, historical events, literary works, and
precedent expressions that form part of the collective knowledge shared by members of a
linguistic community. When such elements appear in English texts, their translation into Uzbek
often becomes problematic due to differences in cultural background, literary tradition, and
structural features of the two languages.

The study analyzes the main types of intertextual elements, including allusions, idioms,
proverbs, precedent names, biblical and mythological references, as well as culturally marked
expressions. Special attention is given to the typological contrast between English as an analytic
language and Uzbek as an agglutinative language, which influences the choice of translation
strategies. The paper identifies the most frequent translation difficulties such as the absence of
direct equivalents, loss of pragmatic meaning, cultural untranslatability, and stylistic distortion.

The research also discusses the main strategies used to render intertextual elements in
translation, including equivalence, adaptation, explicitation, substitution, and descriptive
translation. The analysis shows that successful translation of intertextuality requires not only
linguistic competence but also deep knowledge of both source and target cultures. The results of
the study may be useful for translators, linguists, and researchers working in the field of
comparative linguistics, translation studies, and intercultural communication.
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ITPOBJIEMbBI IIEPEBOJA HUHTEPTEKCTYAJIBHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB MEKIY
AHI'VIMUCKUM U Y3BEKCKHUM A3bIKAMUA

AHHOTANUA

B naHHOW cTathe paccMaTpUBAIOTCS TPYAHOCTH I€peBOJa HMHTEPTEKCTYaJbHBIX
9JIEMEHTOB MEXIY AaHIJIMHCKUM U Y30€KCKUM S3BIKAMH C AaKIIEHTOM Ha JIMHIBUCTHYECKHE,
KYJIbTYPHBIE U MparMatudeckue (hakTopbl, KOTOPHIC OCIOKHSIOT IMepeaady CKPBITHIX TEKCTOBBIX
OTCBUIOK U3 OJIHOTO sI3bIKa B ApYyroi. MHTEpTEeKCTyalbHOCTh OHUMAETCS KaK HAJIMYHe CChUIOK
Ha JIpyru€ TEKCThl, KYJIbTYpHBIC SBJICHHS, HWCTOPHUYECKHE COOBITUS, JIMTEpATypHbBIC
MIPOM3BEJICHUS W TIPEIEACHTHBIC BBIPAKCHUS, COCTABIISIOIIME YacTh KOJIJISKTMBHOTO 3HAHUSA,
pa3ienseMoro 4jieHaMHu SI3bIKOBOTO cooOmiecTBa. I[lpu mMOSIBIEHMM TakuX SJEMEHTOB B
AHTTIUHCKUX TEKCTaX UX MepeBo]] Ha Y30E€KCKUil sI3bIK 4aCTO CTAHOBUTCS MPOOJIEeMaTHUHBIM H3-32
pasznuuuii B KyJIbTYpHOM (DoHE, JINTEpaTypHOH TPaIUIIMU U CTPYKTYPHBIX OCOOCHHOCTSIX JIBYX
SI3BIKOB.
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B wuccnenoBaHuyM aHaNM3UPYIOTCS OCHOBHBIC THITBI HWHTEPTEKCTYAJIBHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB,
BKJIIOYasl  aJUIIO3MM, MIMOMBI, IIOCJIOBHUIIBI, IPELEACHTHbIE HMEHa, Oubneickue U
MHUQOJIOTHYECKIE OTCBUIKH, a TakKe KyJbTYpHO MAapKHpOBaHHBIE BbIpaxeHus. Ocoboe
BHUMaHHE YJCISCTCS THUIIOJIOTHUECKOMY Pa3JIMuUI0 MEXIy aHTJIMHCKAM KaK aHaJIUTHYECKUM
SI3BIKOM M y30€KCKMM KaK arrfilOTHHATUBHBIM SI3IKOM, YTO BIIUSIET Ha BHIOOP MEPEBOAUECKUX
crpareruii. B craree BhIIENAIOTCS HamOoiee YacThle TPYAHOCTH IIEPEBOJA, TaKHE Kak
OTCYTCTBHE TPSMBIX OSKBUBAJIEHTOB, TIOTEpsS MPAarMaTU4eCcKOro 3HAYEHUS, KyJIbTypHas
HETEePEeBOIMMOCTb M CTHIIMCTHYECKOE HCKaKEHUE.

B pabore Takke paccMaTpUBalOTCS OCHOBHBIE CTPATETHH IMEPeJadyn HHTEPTEKCTYaTbHBIX
9JIEMEHTOB NPU TIEPEBOJIE, BKIIIOYAs HKBUBAJICHTHOCTD, AJANTAIUIO, SKCIUTMKALNIO, 3aMEHY U
OTIHCATETbHBIN MEPeBO/I. AHAIN3 TOKA3hIBACT, YTO YCIICUIHBIN MEPEBOJl MHTEPTEKCTYAIbHOCTH
TpeOyeT He TOJBKO JIMHIBUCTUYECKOW KOMIETEHIMH, HO M TIIyOOKOro 3HaHHs KyJIbTyp Kak
UCXOIHOTO, TaK M IIEJICBOTO SI3BIKOB. Pe3ynbTaThl HCCIETOBaHUS MOTYT OBITH MOJIE3HBI
HepeBOYMKAM, JTMHIBUCTaM M HCCIIENOBATENISIM, paOOTaIOMIUM B 00JaCTH COMOCTaBUTEIHHOTO
SI3BIKO3HAHMUSA, TIEPEBOJIOBEIICHHUS U MEXKKYJITYPHOH KOMMYHHKAIINH.

KiaroudeBble c1oBa

UHTEPTEKCTYyaIbHOCTh, TPYTHOCTH MEPEBO/IA, IEPEBO] AHTTTUICKUNA-Y30€KCKUH, allTIO3Hsl,
HpeLIeILeHTHI)If/i TCKCT, Ky.HI)TypHaH OTChIIIKA, nepeBoz[quKHe CTpaTGFI/II/I, JIMHTBUCTUYCCKAsA
SKBUBAJICHTHOCTb, NparMaTuka, CONOCTaBHUTEIILHOE SI3LIKO3HAHHE, MEXKYJIbTypHAast
KOMMYHHUKAIMs, ppazeonorusi, Xy10>KeCTBEHHBIH MepeBO/I.

INGLIZ VA O‘ZBEK TILLARI O‘RTASIDA INTERTEKSTUAL
ELEMENTLARNI TARJIMA QILISH MUAMMOLARI

Annotatsiya

Mazkur maqolada ingliz va o‘zbek tillari o‘rtasida intertekstual elementlarni tarjima
qilish jarayonida yuzaga keladigan qiyinchiliklar lingvistik, madaniy va pragmatik omillar nuqtai
nazaridan tahlil qilinadi. Intertekstuality tushunchasi matn tarkibida boshqa matnlarga, madaniy
hodisalarga, tarixiy voqealarga, adabiy asarlarga hamda pretsedent ifodalarga berilgan ishoralar
mavjudligi sifatida talqin etiladi. Bunday elementlar ingliz tilidagi matnlarda uchraganda, ularni
o‘zbek tiliga tarjima qilish ko‘pincha murakkablashadi, chunki ikki tilning madaniy asoslari,
adabiy an’analari va tuzilish xususiyatlari o‘zaro farq qiladi.

Tadqiqotda intertekstual elementlarning asosiy turlari, jumladan, alluziyalar, idiomalar,
magqollar, pretsedent nomlar, bibliyaviy va mifologik ishoralar hamda madaniy jihatdan
belgilangan birliklar tahlil qilinadi. Ingliz tilining analitik til sifatidagi xususiyati va o‘zbek
tilining agglutinativ til sifatidagi tuzilishi o‘rtasidagi tipologik farqlar tarjima strategiyasini
tanlashga ta’sir qilishi alohida ta’kidlanadi. Maqolada tarjima jarayonida eng ko‘p uchraydigan
muammolar, ya’ni to‘g‘ridan-to‘g‘ri ekvivalentning yo‘qligi, pragmatik ma’noning yo‘qolishi,
madaniy tarjima qilinmaslik va uslubiy buzilish holatlari ko‘rib chiqiladi.

Shuningdek, intertekstual elementlarni tarjima qilishda qo‘llaniladigan asosiy strategiyalar,
jumladan, ekvivalentlik, moslashtirish, izohlash, almashtirish va tavsifiy tarjima usullari
yoritiladi. Tahlil natijalari shuni ko‘rsatadiki, intertekstual birliklarni muvaffaqiyatli tarjima
qilish uchun nafaqat lingvistik bilim, balki manba va magqsad tillar madaniyatini chuqur bilish
ham zarur. Tadqiqot natijalari qiyosiy tilshunoslik, tarjimashunoslik va madaniyatlararo
kommunikatsiya sohasida ishlovchi tarjimonlar hamda tadqiqotchilar uchun foydali bo‘lishi
mumkin.

Kalit so‘zlar
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intertekstuality, tarjima muammolari, ingliz-o‘zbek tarjima, alluziya, pretsedent matn,
madaniy ishora, tarjima strategiyalari, lingvistik ekvivalentlik, pragmatika, qiyosiy tilshunoslik,
madaniyatlararo kommunikatsiya, frazeologiya, badiiy tarjima.

Introduction. Intertextuality is one of the key concepts in modern linguistics and
translation studies, referring to the presence of references to other texts, cultural phenomena,
historical events, and precedent expressions within a discourse. Such elements carry implicit
meanings that can be correctly interpreted only within a specific linguistic and cultural context.
In translation, intertextual units often become a source of difficulty, especially when the source
and target languages belong to different typological and cultural systems.

The problem is particularly relevant in translation between English and Uzbek. These
languages differ in grammatical structure, literary tradition, and cultural background, which
makes it difficult to preserve the semantic, stylistic, and pragmatic functions of intertextual
elements. Allusions, idioms, proverbs, precedent names, and culturally marked expressions may
not have direct equivalents in the target language, which leads to loss of meaning or the need for
adaptation.

The aim of this study is to analyze the main types of intertextual elements in English texts
and to identify the translation challenges that arise when they are rendered into Uzbek. The
research also examines the strategies used to preserve intertextual meaning in the process of
translation and emphasizes the importance of cultural competence in achieving adequate
translation.

Literature Review. The theoretical foundation of the present study is rooted in the
classical understanding of intertextuality as a relational model of textual meaning. The origins of
this approach are commonly associated with Mikhail Bakhtin’s theory of dialogism, according to
which meaning is generated through interaction with other voices, discourses, and cultural
positions. This line of thought was later developed into the concept of intertextuality by Julia
Kristeva, who treated every text as a site of intersection of other texts rather than as a self-
contained structure. In turn, Gérard Genette expanded this field by proposing the broader notion
of transtextuality and by distinguishing several types of textual relations, which made it possible
to classify references, allusions, and other intertextual forms more systematically. These
theoretical positions are essential for the present topic because they explain why intertextual
elements cannot be translated adequately without considering their textual and cultural
background.

Within Uzbek scholarship, one of the most directly relevant studies is Yulduz
Do‘smuradova’s article Allusion, Its Essence and Place in Intertextuality (2024). In this work,
Do‘smuradova focuses on the emergence of the concept of allusion in linguistics, surveys
different definitions of the term, and discusses approaches to its classification. Her contribution
is particularly important for the current article because allusion is one of the most frequent and
most difficult intertextual devices in translation. By placing allusion at the intersection of
linguistic, literary, and cognitive perspectives, Do‘smuradova provides a conceptual basis for
analyzing why implicit references create problems when transferred from English into Uzbek.

Another important contribution belongs to Mahfuzaxon Xomidova, whose article
Universal Intertextual Units in Uzbek Language examines intertextuality through the category of
precedent texts and precedent names. Xomidova shows that intertextual units in Uzbek literary
texts may be national or universal and argues that universal precedent names are especially
widespread in Uzbek fiction. She also connects intertextuality with onomastics, noting that
anthroponyms, toponyms, and literary names may function as precedent units. For the present
research, this study is valuable because it helps explain why some English intertextual references
are more transferable into Uzbek than others: references based on universal cultural knowledge
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are more likely to remain recognizable in translation, whereas culturally narrow references are
more vulnerable to semantic loss.

A closely related line of research can be seen in studies of culture-bound phraseology and
paremiology. Shuhratjon Boykhanov’s article Uzbek Translations of Some English Proverbs and
Translation Problems analyzes English proverbs as culturally marked units and demonstrates
that their translation into Uzbek is complicated by the fact that proverbs, sayings, and idiomatic
expressions are deeply connected with national history and worldview. Using comparative,
contrastive, and content analysis, Boykhanov tests selected English proverbs and discusses
possible translation solutions. Although his work is centered on proverbs rather than on
intertextuality in a narrow theoretical sense, it is directly relevant to the current topic because
proverbs often function as intertextual markers carrying condensed cultural memory.

The problem of culturally loaded lexical material has also been examined in studies of
realia and pragmatic translation. In Problems of Realia in Translation, Xoshimova Nargis
Abdullayevna and Nematjonova Mehribonu Rustamjonovna analyze culture-bound words and
discuss common translation errors that arise when equivalent-lacking units are rendered into
another language. Their article also suggests practical strategies such as transliteration, loan
translation, and lexico-semantic transformation. In a related pragmatic perspective, the article
Communicative-Pragmatic Features of Translation of Somatic Phraseological Units in Works of
Art emphasizes that semantic equivalence alone is insufficient in translation and argues that
extra-linguistic, national, and cultural factors must also be taken into account when creating an
adequate target text. Together, these studies are useful for the present research because they
show that translation difficulties are caused not only by lexical gaps but also by pragmatic and
cultural asymmetry between source and target audiences.

More recent comparative work also supports the relevance of an English-Uzbek
perspective. In The Semantic Network of “Head” in English and Uzbek Based on Lexical Field
Comparison (2025), S. Hafizov carries out a lexical-semantic and discourse-pragmatic analysis
of idioms with the component head in English and bosh in Uzbek. The study classifies idioms
into semantic fields and explicitly examines the challenges of translating somatic idioms and
their discourse functions. This article is significant for the present topic because it demonstrates
that even when two languages possess structurally comparable phraseological units, the
translator still has to negotiate universal and culture-specific imagery. Such findings are directly
applicable to intertextual translation, where imagery, cultural associations, and pragmatic effect
are often inseparable.

Overall, the reviewed literature shows that the existing scholarship already provides
strong foundations for the study of intertextual translation between English and Uzbek, but it
remains fragmented. Theoretical works explain the nature of intertextuality and textual relations,
while regional studies focus separately on allusion, precedent names, proverbs, idioms, realia,
and pragmatic adaptation. What is still insufficiently developed is a single integrated analysis of
how these intertextual elements function together in English texts and what specific strategies are
most effective when they are translated into Uzbek. This gap defines the relevance of the present
article.

Discussion. The analysis of intertextual elements in English texts and their translation
into Uzbek shows that the main difficulties arise not at the level of direct lexical meaning but at
the level of cultural, pragmatic, and associative content. Intertextual units usually contain
implicit references to literary works, historical events, religious texts, or culturally significant
expressions. Such references can be correctly interpreted only if the reader shares the same
cultural background as the author. When translation is performed between English and Uzbek,
this condition is often not fulfilled, which leads to partial loss of meaning or the need for
adaptation.
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English intertextuality is largely based on biblical texts, classical mythology,
Shakespearean literature, and widely used idioms, while Uzbek discourse reflects Eastern literary
tradition, folklore, and national precedent texts. Because of these differences, the translator must
choose between several strategies, including preservation of the original reference, substitution
with a culturally closer equivalent, descriptive translation, or explicitation. The effectiveness of
the chosen strategy depends on the type of intertextual element and the degree of cultural overlap
between the two languages.

The most typical translation situations observed in the analysis are summarized in the

table below.

Table 1. Translation of intertextual elements from English into Uzbek

: Type of Example in Translation .
intertextual . : Uzbek variant
English difficulty
element
Biblical forbidden no direct taqiglangan
allusion fruit equivalent narsa
Mythologlca Achilles’ heel unfamiliar zaif nuqta
1 allusion reference
Literary / meet his unknown mag‘lubiyatg
historical allusion Waterloo association a uchradi
. . structural suhbatni
Idiom breal the ice difference boshlamoq
Proverb The early bird different erta turgan
catches the worm tradition yutadi
Precedent different Romeo kabi
Romeo .
name background oshiq
s Trojan horse SO BUELC yashirin xavf
reference knowledge

The table demonstrates that the main factor influencing translation is the degree of
cultural familiarity of the intertextual element. Universal references are usually easier to translate,
while culturally specific elements require adaptation or explanation. Literal translation often
leads to misunderstanding because the target reader may not recognize the implicit reference.
Therefore, adequate translation of intertextuality requires not only linguistic equivalence but also
consideration of cultural and pragmatic context.

The results confirm that translation of intertextual elements between English and Uzbek
should be treated as an interpretative process rather than a purely lexical substitution. The
translator must evaluate the function of the reference in the source text and choose the strategy
that preserves both meaning and communicative effect.

Conclusion. The study has shown that intertextual elements represent one of the most
complex aspects of translation between English and Uzbek. Such elements contain implicit
cultural, historical, and literary references that cannot always be transferred directly into the
target language. The main difficulties arise from the typological differences between the two
languages, as well as from the lack of shared cultural background between English-speaking and
Uzbek-speaking audiences.

The analysis demonstrates that intertextual units such as allusions, idioms, proverbs,
precedent names, and religious or mythological references require special translation strategies.
Literal translation often leads to semantic loss or misunderstanding, while adaptation,
explanation, or substitution may help preserve the pragmatic and stylistic function of the original
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text. The choice of strategy depends on the degree of cultural familiarity of the intertextual
element and on the communicative purpose of the translation.

The results confirm that adequate translation of intertextuality requires not only linguistic
competence but also deep knowledge of the cultural and literary traditions of both languages.
Further research may focus on a wider range of literary texts and on the development of more
precise models for translating culturally marked units between English and Uzbek.
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