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I.  Summary
It is known that a phoneme is a unit of phonology.It is recognized as a linguistic unit in all phonological

concepts. The basis of the theory of phonology is the phonological teaching of I.A. Baudouin de Courtenay, the

founder of the Leningrad phonological school.Phonological concepts as a scientific subject were formed in the

Prague linguistic circle and were reflected in the work of N.S. Trubetskoy [9.216;14.001-352].N.S.Trubetskoy

showed the need to approach the phoneme as an abstract unit, defined specific sounds as a material sign of the

phoneme, which are realized through several sounds that are variants of phonemes.The scientist claims that any
phoneme in the system of phonological opposition has a certain structure, due to which it acquires a certain

phonological meaning [14.001-352].

Regarding the logical validity of contrasts, according to the interpretation of A.A.Reformatsky, words and
morphemes constitute important units of the language, and in order to distinguish phonemes, they should be
opposite to each other.Such a contrast is called a phonological contrast [11.211;12.74-95].In the literature of
linguistics, phonological contrast is defined as follows: phonological contrast is the comparison of two phonemes
according to one characteristic or the contrast of phonemes according to their phonological properties [5.39].

Phonological contrasts are classified by N.S. Trubetskoi as follows:

1. Regarding the opposition system: one-dimensional, proportional, multi-dimensional and isolated opposition.

2. According to the relationship between the members of the opposition: the opposition that differs from the other
by the presence/absence of a sign in one of the members (private);based on the level of opening of the speech
apparatus.

3. With movement in different positions: permanent and neutralized.[14.72-83].

Professor A. Abduazizov emphasizes that a large number of consonant phonemes are opposite to each other, and
such paradigmatic relations require their convenient classification.In this regard, he prof.V.A. Vasilev, because it
creates favorable conditions for applying the opposition classification by N.S. Trubetskoi.In addition, taking into
account the above, he presented the classification of consonant contrasts in the Uzbek literary language.According to
A. Abduazizov, according to the classification of V. A. Vasilev, each phonological opposition should be defined
between two phonemes (n-t, t-k), if there is one characteristic, then it should be considered as a "single opposition"
should, if so.two signs - "double opposition”, if there are more than two - "multiple oppositions".Paradigmatic
relations between consonant phonemes are manifested in binary oppositions consisting of two members.[1.120].

L.V. Shcherba, a representative of the Leningrad Phonological School, also noted that the semantic function of a
phoneme is its main distinguishing feature.He focuses on the functional side of the phoneme, relegating its
articulatory-acoustic properties to the background.The scientist also noted the ability of phonemes to form a system
of opposites.[15.185-186].In the phonological theory of L.V. Shcherba, the doctrine of phoneme shades is
important.Shades are the actual pronunciation of a phoneme, all truly pronounced sounds are shades (variants).

Phoneme variants (tones) are classified differently by different scholars.According to the theory of the Prague
Linguistic School and the opinion of L.V. Shcherba, one shade does not appear in place of another in the speech
environment.In American linguistics, this phenomenon is called additional distribution [8.239-241].

It can be seen that the paradigmatic relations of consonant phonemes are complex and diverse, and it should be
noted that a deep study of phoneme properties from a syntagmatic point of view helps to identify many options.

In world linguistics, there is a large number of tract invariant and variant theories of phonemes, the application
of which can lead to new scientific conclusions on Uzbek and Turkic dialectology.
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The scientist linguist D. Nabieva, touching upon the issue of invariance and variance in the Uzbek language,
notes that particulars, united by a common feature and differing in particular features, form invariants of variants,
and variants are units, united by common features and forming a certain group.According to the scientist, the
invariant relation is a variant.It is typical for units of all layers of the language, and variants are considered units that
affect the phonemes of feelings, by comparing the options, the substance is revealed, on the basis of which the
invariants are determined [6.14-37].

Indeed, the phoneme is an invariant unit and is used in several ways in the process of speech.Therefore, phoneme
variants are the smallest segmental units.

According to the theory of the Prague Linguistic School, variants are divided into positional, combinatorial and
stylistic.

Mandatory options are divided into: positional, combinatorial and stylistic.

Positional options are the form of the phoneme in relation to stress, the nature of the word, the melody of speech.

Combinatorial options are a form formed under the influence of phonemes in the rows.

Stylistic options for linking with the style of pronunciation.

Variants that appeared as a result of dialect differences, alternating in one position without changing the meaning
of the word, are called optional variants.In addition to the above options, there are individual options due to the
speech characteristics of the speaker.

The study of the peculiarities of the sound system of the Turkic dialects, in particular the Uzbek language, is
carried out based on the theoretical provisions of the world phonological schools.

It is known that the problems of the phonological layer on the material of the Turkic languages are covered by
A.M.97].

The well-known Turkologist A.A.Baskakov, by comparing four models of the phonetic structure of one-
compound words, determines the phonetic structure of similar words in the Turkic proto-languages.

The phonetic-phonological system of dialects of the Turkic languages, in particular the Uzbek language, based
on the principles of phonological theory, is presented in the works of such linguists as A.Fitrat, Sh.Rakhmatullaev,
I.Kuchkartaev, V.V.Reshetov, F.Abdullaev.The works of these scientists provide information about the phoneme
and its variants in the dialects of the Turkic and Uzbek languages. A position that is little influenced by surrounding
sounds, differential from the perceptual side, is considered a strong position.

Options for a strong position are divided into two groups: 1) Basic Positional Options (Allophones);2) Weak
Combinatorial Positions (Allophones).

In the classifications of the position of phonemes, it is different that a position that is strong in one feature may
be weak for this phoneme in another feature [10.240-241].

In the teaching of the Moscow Phonological School, phonemes are considered as an integral part of the words of
morphemes, and when they are distinguished, the concept of position is considered an important feature.

A.A. Reformatsky divides weak positions into perceptual weak ones (from the side of cognition) and
significatively weak ones (from the side of discrimination) and notes that the first means the formation of phoneme
variations, and the second its variants [13.74-95].

For consonant phonemes of the Uzbek language, the intervocalic position and the position of the end of the word
are a weak position, that in this position they are prone to change.

Phonemes can have correlative and non-correlative basic features.Features common to two phonemes that are
present in one and absent in the other are considered correlative features [8.19].

Unlike the literary language, this process occurs differently in the composition of consonant dialects.It is these
phonological features that express the originality of dialects.

The initial information about the opposition and correlation of phonemes is presented in the works of prominent
thinkers of the East Muso al-Khwarizmi, Abu Ali ibn Sino, M. Kashgari, A. Navai, in “Baburnama” by Z. M. Babur
[8.19;5. 39].

In the Kypchak dialects of Namangan, consonants on the basis of sonority / deafness are also correlative pairs: b
- p [bono] yakinda (recently) // [pono] pona (wedge), s - z [somon] (straw) // [zomon] zamon(time), etc.

The consonants of the Kipchak dialects of Namangan mostly retain their correlative features at the beginning of
the word and have a strong position.For example: [bov] - god (bunch), [bovlyk] - boglik (connected), [polopon]
polopon (little bird), initial b and p have a strong position, and in words [kovop] - kabob (kabab - barbecue), [sovop]
- savob (noble deed), [K'topym//ktovim] - kitobim (my book), [sov] - sopi (handle) b and p in the intervocalic
position are in a weak position.

The phonemes x, d, m, n, I, r in the literary language on the basis of voicedness / deafness do not have correlative
relationships and form pairs according to this attribute.As in other dialects, in the dialects of the Kypchak dialect of
Namangan, different optional variants of phonemes form a correlation (pair), and without changing the meaning,
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alternate.For example, s-x: [enoxs] - onasi (mother);w-h: [oxnoko] ana shunaga (like this);h-h: [hovdysh] choyzhush
(kumgan), etc. As aresult of the next stage of the development of the parent language, the sounds s, sh, h, z are used
instead of h in the modern Bashkir and Yakut languages.In particular, h is voiced in the intervocalic position in the
Yakut language.c-h in Bashkir: [hoz] - so'z (word), [hor] - yellow (yellow), [hhz] - you (you), [hon] - sung (after),
[boho] - bwlsa, (to be), [hov] -health;w-h in Yakut language: [6hs] - osha (that), [khhn] - winter (winter);h-h: [phah]
-knife (knife).[16.81].In the Kipchak dialects of Namangan, regardless of whether this word is Turkic or assimilated,
the consonants h, sh, s, h are alternated: [enehb], [ehnege].This phenomenon can be considered as one of the
manifestations of proto-language tools in dialects.In the Kipchak dialect of Namangan, there are combinatorial
variants of the phonemes r-I: [duvol]-devor (wall), r-y: [tuyyn] node (hair).under the influence of surrounding
phonemes.

In a weak case, the characteristic features of a correlative pair may fall.This phonological process is called
neutralization.[6.14-37].As noted by the well-known Turkish scientist A.M. Shcherbak, the phonetic and
phonological features of the Turkish proto-language are gradually adapting to modern conditions.In native Turkic
and some Turkic languages, voiced and unvoiced consonants may have a strong position, but this phenomenon does
not seem to be phonologically significant.[16.88-89].

Compare:
azapé. | mOPKCK. | MIOPKM. | myeuHcK. | mamapck. | y3oekck. | ouan. Hamanzana
daban meban 020an oasan mabom MaeoH MIBOH
02uvh | maiivo mativh 021ib6 mation mouub MBUSIHBIN
OypH2 MypH2 OYPHI oypuatio | 0opHd mypHa MypH2
meopnax | monpak | menpak | oybypax | mygpak MynpoK | mypnox
mabax | mabae mabaz masax mabax MoBIK Mo62: /MoK
myK myii myt oyK MmyK MyK MyK

According to the evolutionary development of the sounds and phonemes of the Turkic languages in scientific
researches related to Turkology, the existence of a scale that preserves the characteristics of the mother tongue is
different, especially in the Chuvash language.,Khakas, and Shoor languages, compared to the stop-plosive phoneme
b, its opposite deaf pair [n] has a strong position.[16.93].For example:

Xakacck. | Twopkek. | Kazaxck. | Y3oekck. | ouan. Hamanzana
nax baz 6as oor 606

naxa baxa baxe baka 60K>

naaux b6on1vK banvk OaJIbIK 606K

naima banma baime 6011T 6o11mo

nap eap bap 6op 6op

noc baw bac 6ot 60w

B Ipyrux TIOPKCKUX SI3BIKAXB QHNIAYTE TAKKE B JINTEPATYPHBIX CIIOBAXMOXKET OBITHUCIIONB30BAaHO (oHema [n].
Hanpumep:

MIOPKCK. | MIOPKMENCK. | YURYPCK. | Y30eKcK. ouan. Hamanzana
nyc nyc nue nuc (AUMUPUHMOK) | nbC

- - nanuvk | banuux OONIUBIK//NONHBIK

- naima - borma 6o1mo

- - naxa baxa 00K

nym nym nym 06K nym//2tioK

- - nam bom b6om

buuen OuuaH nuyaH nuyau OvuoH

The presence of b>p, b>v, b>m indicates the presence of an inseparable connection between the Turkic parent
language and modern Turkic languages.

As was distinguished above, according to A.M. Shcherbak, in the proto-language, strong and weak voiced and
deaf had no phonological significance.The use of deaf in place of voiced and or noisy in place of sonorants forms a
representation, i.e.alternation.He also notes that the consonant phoneme m etymologically appeared as a result of the
correlation of n in sonority and noise and explains it as follows: P(b) —/M [16.97].

According to some researchers, the sonorous sounds m, r, I, n were not used at the beginning of a word.The
initial sound m as a result of voicing [p], i.e.its transition into [b], and [b], respectively, passed into [m].The Uzbek
linguist H. Nematov shows the development of labial consonants as follows: IT>(®)—b>B, B(w)—M [7.61-66].

As in some Turkic languages, in the Kipchak dialects of Namangan, a strong phoneme of the literary language [b]
is pronounced as m [muryn] - breaker (nose), [muyyn] -buyin (neck), [mnarss] birnarsa (something).Although in
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most Turkic languages the initial b/n are used as in the original, in some they switched to the correlative m.
Compare:

MIOPKCK. | azepd. | Kupeusck. | yuypck. | xaxkacck. | y3oekck. | ouan. Hamanzana
0b3 03 Mb3 - Musz onrms oyeys

bamup bamup | bamoip bamyp mamup O6oTHp b6omulp

banma banma | barma naama manma Oonra 6o1mo

banuux banuux | - - Mmanyax | OamuMK | 6onublk

OYiyK oyuyk | - - My3€eK Oyityk VIIbIK

bopcyx bopcyk | - - mopcyk | OYpcuK | bepculk

ben ben MeH M3H Mun MEH MOH

dana oawna MY300 Mmo3ail - 0y30K oy306

The analysis of examples shows that phonetic and phonological features of consonants belonging to the middle
period of proto-language development have been preserved in most Turkic languages.In particular, some
morphological indicators of the ancient language are also found in the Kipchak dialects of Namangan: p/b -
[unaga+bas] unaga+(e)mas (not like this), [kecha+bass] kecha+(e)mas;(not yesterday);s/ s/ r - [rem + as + tm] - go
+ar + dim (went), [kel + as + tm] - come + ar + dim (would come).

In conclusion, it can be said that the syntagmatic relations of the Namangan Kipchak dialect consonant system
have their own characteristics.The study of positional-combinative variants of Uzbek language dialectic consonants
from the point of view of invariant and variant concepts allows to develop special scientific conclusions about
Turkic languages and their phonetic-phonetic features.phonological structure.
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