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This scholarly inquiry seeks to examine the criteria employed for homophony, homonymy,
distinguishing homonymy from other linguistic phenomena within = polysemy, linguistic
the discipline of linguistics. Through an extensive review of phenomenon, linguistic
relevant literature and qualitative analysis, the study endeavors to phenomena, synonymy,

offer insights into the unique attributes that serve as demarcation antonymy, lexemes,
points between homonymy and closely associated linguistic contextual factors,
concepts, including polysemy and homophony. effective communication.

Introduction

Comprehending the criteria employed to distinguish homonymy from other linguistic
phenomena is imperative for rigorous linguistic analysis. Homonymy, polysemy, and
homophony, while interconnected, represent distinct linguistic phenomena necessitating
precise classification. This article seeks to delve into the criteria utilized to differentiate
homonymy from both polysemy and homophony, elucidating the distinctive characteristics
inherent in each of these linguistic phenomena. Homonymy, as a linguistic phenomenon,
involves words that share identical forms in either sound or spelling but possess disparate
meanings. In contrast, polysemy refers to a scenario where a single word has multiple related
meanings. Homophony, on the other hand, pertains to words that sound identical but may have
divergent meanings and spellings. The precise demarcation of these phenomena is crucial for
the accurate analysis of language and the effective communication of ideas.

The criteria for distinguishing homonymy hinge on the shared forms in either sound or spelling,
necessitating differentiation from polysemy, where the focus is on the diverse but related
meanings of a single word. Additionally, homonymy must be distinguished from homophony
by considering both sound and spelling, as homophones share only similar sounds. A nuanced
exploration of these criteria is essential to navigate the intricate landscape of linguistic analysis,
ensuring precision and clarity in the delineation of these phenomena. This article aims to
contribute to a deeper understanding of these criteria, thereby enhancing the linguistic
community's ability to discern and articulate the nuances within homonymy, polysemy, and
homophony.
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Literature Review

The scholarly discourse on linguistic phenomena has thoroughly examined the criteria
employed to differentiate homonymy from polysemy and homophony. Researchers have
underscored that homonymy encompasses words with dissimilar meanings yet identical forms,
whereas polysemy pertains to words with interconnected meanings, and homophony involves
words with divergent meanings but similar sounds. Academic investigations have proposed
criteria grounded in semantic, phonological, and contextual considerations to discern between
these linguistic phenomena. The existing literature emphasizes the critical role of precise
criteria in categorizing these linguistic phenomena to mitigate ambiguity and facilitate
meticulous language analysis.

As is well-known, vocabulary exhibits a one-to-one correspondence between content and
expression. The phenomena of homonymy and polysemy manifest prominently in
contemporary English, representing multifaceted linguistic phenomena that encapsulate both
historical and modern facets of language development, contributing to its continuous
enrichment. Given the current significance of English in scientific activities, its nomination
system is extensively developed, and the processes of homonymy and polysemy within this
system are distinct, warranting further comprehensive exploration.

Despite numerous studies addressing the relationship between homonymy and polysemy,
including works by scholars such as S.1.Ozhegova, A.A.Ufimtseva, S.I.Abaev, and others,
homonymy remains insufficiently investigated in comparison to related phenomena like
polysemy, synonymy, or antonymy. The terminology lacks order, and a classification that
adequately reflects the formal and semantic relations among different classes of homonyms has
not been established. The realm of homonymic lexicography also awaits sufficient exploration,
particularly regarding the reflection of the homonymic series structure in dictionary
organization.

In our research, we aim to bring a novel perspective by examining the characteristics of
polysemy and homonymy in both English and Uzbek, conducting a semantic analysis of
homonymous and polysemous lexemes within this framework. Linguists consistently identify
homonymy and polysemy as primary forms of word ambiguity in a language. As reiterated,
homonyms refer to words or terms sharing identical expression forms but differing
semantically. Connections between homonyms and polysemy are marked by a disparity in
meanings, with the reasons for homonymic occurrence rooted in the borrowing of terms from
diverse sources and alterations in the sound forms of words.

The absence of clear criteria for distinguishing between homonymy and polysemy without
contextual information has led various researchers to categorize cases of ambiguity as both
polysemy and homonymy. In such instances, recourse to a dictionary proves helpful, as
polysemes are typically presented together, while homonyms are treated in distinct entries.
Etymology often offers insights into meaningful distinctions[1]. Contemporary linguistics
lacks a universally accepted interpretation of polysemy, with clear criteria for differentiating
homonyms and polysemes. Given that ambiguity is not inherent to designating a specific
concept in a particular language, a definition must be formulated unambiguously, aligning with
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the core principle of eliminating ambiguity within terminological fields[2]. For instance, the
modern English word "term™ exhibits ambiguity by encapsulating two invariant meanings: 1)
a specialized concept in a specific field; and 2) a period.

Polysemy, defined as the presence of multiple meanings in a linguistic unit with a connection
between them or the transfer of common features from one denotation to another, will be a
focus of our research. Specifically, we are interested in lexical polysemy—the capacity of a
single word to denote various objects and phenomena in reality. The asymmetry of the linguistic
sign is a key factor contributing to polysemy, reflecting the principle of conserving linguistic
resources for optimal meaning transmission. The frequency of word usage is considered a
determining factor in the development of its derived meanings, and in speech, contextualization
serves to concretize meanings, neutralizing polysemy[3].

Language constitutes a fundamental aspect of human existence, permeating our speech, writing,
and thoughts. The combination of words in language serves to formulate statements conveying
meaning. The term "meaning"” stands out as a highly ambiguous and contentious concept in
language theory. Language itself is inherently ambiguous, with words frequently embodying
multiple meanings. Navigating this ambiguity requires language users to make decisions
regarding the intended meaning based on contextual cues within statements. Polysemy and
homonymy, as manifestations of ambiguity, play integral roles in everyday language use.
Individuals' comprehension of spoken words reflects their interpretation of the sentiments
conveyed by those words. Ambiguity, viewed as a linguistic phenomenon, was characteristic
of Old English vocabulary. Therefore, the lexical and semantic structure of a polysemic word
is often analyzed diachronically to comprehend the evolution and changes in its meaning. This
includes processes such as acquiring new meanings while relinquishing old ones, acquiring
new meanings while retaining old ones, acquiring new meanings and relinquishing some old
ones, or maintaining a single meaning without acquiring new ones[4]. Employing a
synchronous approach to ambiguity aids in identifying all the meanings a word possesses
within a specific timeframe, distinguishing primary from secondary meanings. This
interpretative process occurs bidirectionally. In the analysis of word variants and synonyms,
researchers traverse from content to expression, considering diverse means of expressing the
same content to varying degrees.

The assumption of synonymy, signifying lexical equivalence in a language, emanates from
individuals' capacity to establish conceptual or extralinguistic equivalence, and occasionally
identity, consequently asserting the coexistence of disparate phonetic manifestations. Within
semantic analysis, the theoretical distinction between homonymy and polysemy poses a
challenge that has engaged the interest of numerous linguists. Polysemy, derived from the Latin
"polly-seamus,” can be broadly characterized as the presence of multiple related meanings
within a single lexeme. The inherent property of polysemy being associated with individual
words distinguishes it fundamentally from homonymy. For instance, words like "neck,"
"guard,"” "music," and "bachelor" exhibit ambiguity, featuring one lexeme in standard English
dictionaries with several discernible meanings, while homonyms typically have distinct entries
in dictionaries. Resolving the predicament of differentiating homonymy from ambiguity
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involves recognizing that the diverse meanings of a word share historical roots, tracing back to
a common origin. For instance, "pupil” (student) and "pupil™ (eyes) lack a historical connection,
emerging as similar coincidences. These cases involve metaphorical connections, utilizing the
same word in disparate contexts, as seen in "face” (noun - the front of the head) and "face"
(noun - the front of the clock). Ambiguity is explicable as the coexistence of multiple semantic
specifications for the same lexical element, while homonymy can be defined as the presence of
multiple morphological specifications sharing identical phonological or graphical forms.

Research Methodology

In the pursuit of examining the criteria utilized to differentiate homonymy from other linguistic
phenomena, a comprehensive literature review was undertaken. This involved a thorough
exploration of existing definitions and criteria proposed by linguistic scholars, thereby ensuring
a nuanced understanding of the conceptual framework surrounding homonymy in comparison
to related linguistic phenomena. Simultaneously, a qualitative analysis of linguistic data was
conducted to illustrate and delve into instances of homonymy, polysemy, and homophony. This
analytical approach facilitated the exploration of the distinct characteristics exhibited by each
of these linguistic phenomena in light of the identified criteria. The literature review
encompassed a broad spectrum of scholarly contributions, enabling the identification of varying
perspectives and theoretical underpinnings regarding the criteria for distinguishing homonymy
from other linguistic phenomena. This comprehensive exploration was instrumental in gaining
insights into the evolving nature of linguistic analyses and the refinement of criteria over time.
The qualitative analysis of linguistic data served as a complementary component of the research
methodology, providing concrete examples and instances of homonymy, polysemy, and
homophony. Through this empirical examination, the study aimed to enrich the understanding
of these linguistic phenomena and the intricacies involved in their differentiation. The
identified criteria, rooted in semantic, phonological, and contextual factors, were systematically
applied to analyze linguistic data, ensuring a rigorous evaluation of each phenomenon. In
essence, the research methodology was meticulously crafted to provide a comprehensive and
in-depth comprehension of the criteria employed in distinguishing homonymy from related
linguistic phenomena. By synthesizing insights from the literature review and empirical
analysis, the study contributes to the refinement of criteria, facilitating a nuanced and accurate
classification of these linguistic phenomena within the broader landscape of language analysis.

Analysis and Results

The examination yielded insights into the criteria utilized to distinguish homonymy from other
linguistic phenomena, encompassing a range of factors such as semantic distinctiveness,
etymological origins, and phonological properties. Through a systematic analysis of examples
and instances representing homonymy, polysemy, and homophony, the study aimed to assess
their alignment with the identified criteria. The findings underscored the imperative of
employing precise and well-defined criteria for the accurate differentiation of homonymy from
polysemy and homophony, shedding light on the nuanced yet pivotal distinctions among these
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linguistic phenomena. Semantic distinctiveness emerged as a crucial criterion, requiring a
meticulous examination of the meanings associated with words to ascertain whether they
exhibit discrete or interconnected semantic features. The exploration of etymological origins
proved instrumental, as it provided valuable insights into the historical development and
evolution of words, contributing to the delineation of distinct linguistic phenomena.
Additionally, the consideration of phonological properties, including sound and spelling,
played a pivotal role in the differentiation process, especially when discerning homonymy from
homophony.

Concrete examples were systematically analyzed to illustrate how these criteria operated in
real-world linguistic contexts. The nuanced examination of semantic, etymological, and
phonological facets revealed the intricate dynamics involved in distinguishing homonymy from
related linguistic phenomena. The study emphasized the need for a comprehensive and
multifaceted approach to criteria, acknowledging the interplay of various factors in the
classification of these linguistic phenomena. In conclusion, the research underscored that
establishing and applying precise criteria is paramount for accurately differentiating
homonymy from polysemy and homophony. The nuanced exploration of semantic,
etymological, and phonological dimensions contributes to a more refined understanding of
these linguistic phenomena, promoting clarity and accuracy in linguistic analyses. This study
contributes to the ongoing discourse on the criteria governing linguistic classifications,
emphasizing their significance in the accurate interpretation and differentiation of words within
language analysis.

Conclusion

In summary, the delineation criteria employed to distinguish homonymy from other linguistic
phenomena are imperative for precise language analysis and categorization. This study, through
a comprehensive review of the unique attributes associated with homonymy, polysemy, and
homophony, emphasizes the significance of employing exact criteria in linguistic analysis. The
comprehension and application of these criteria play a pivotal role in accurately categorizing
linguistic phenomena, contributing to an enhanced understanding of language structure and
usage. Continued research endeavors in exploring and refining these criteria will further
advance our knowledge of linguistic phenomena, fostering ongoing improvements in their
systematic categorization.

REFERENCES

1. AxmenoBa, M. H. Jlekcuko-ceMaHTHYECKHE OCOOCHHOCTH OMOHHMMOB IEPCHIACKOTO
A3bIKa: TUccepTanus ... Kanauaara ¢unonornyeckux Hayk: 10.02.22; [Mecro 3amutel: MH-T
3. 1 uT. uM. Pynaku. AH Pecn. Tapxuxucran]. - {yman6e, 2010.- 163 c.

2. ApnHonpa M.B. Jlekcukonoruss COBpEMEHHOIO aHIVIMHCKOro s3bika. M.: Brlcmas
mkona, 1986. - 269¢

3. AntpyummHa I'.b. Jlekcukonorus anrnuiickoro sizbika. - M.: Beicinas mkona, 1985. -
275 ¢

This work is published under CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 Page | 23


http://www.neojournals.com/

Neo Science Peer Reviewed Journal
Volume 19, March - 2024 ISSN (E): 2949-7701
www.neojournals.com

4. ApaxuH B.Jl. OMOHUMBI B aHTTIMICKOM si3bIKe. MIHOCTpaHHBbIE A3bIKH B 1IKoJEe. 1958. —
Ne4, — C. 3-11.

5. Abdurakhimovna R. S. THE STUDY OF FOREIGN LANGUAGES AND THE
IMPORTANCE OF METHODS IN IT //INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENTS AND
RESEARCH IN EDUCATION. —2023. - T. 2. — Ne. 13. - C. 1-7.

6. Abdurakhimovna R. S. METHODS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
COMMUNICATIVE COMPETENCIES OF STUDENTS IN THE CREDIT-MODULE
SYSTEM //INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENTS AND RESEARCH IN EDUCATION. — 2023.
—T.2.—Ne. 13. - C. 8-13.

7. Abdurakhimovna R. S. METHODS OF TEACHING ENGLISH IN NON-
PHILOLOGICAL EDUCATIONAL AREAS //INNOVATIVE DEVELOPMENTS AND
RESEARCH IN EDUCATION. —2023. - T. 2. — Ne. 13. — C. 14-20.

8. Rustamova S., Muazzamov B. FEATURES OF DETERMINATION OF
PROGNOSTIC AND DIAGNICALLY SIGNIFICANT MARKERS IN THE BLOOD OF
PATIENTS WITH PULMONARY TUBERCULOSIS //Science and innovation. — 2023. — T.
2.—Ne. D10. — C. 99-106.

9. Saminov A. et al. PROSPECTS OF NUTRITION OF AGRICULTURAL CROPS
THROUGH LEAVES //Science and Innovation. — 2022. — T. 1. — Ne. 8. — C. 802-806.

10. Rustamova S., Mo‘ydinov Q. SPEECH ETIQUETTE IN PROVERBS (BASED ON
UZBEK AND TAJIK PROVERBS) //Science and Innovation. — 2022. — T. 1. — Ne. 8. — C.
1064-1069.

11.  Gafurov A., Rustamova S., Kurbonalieva K. YARN TYPES, STRUCTURE AND
THEIR CLASSIFICATION //Science and innovation. — 2022. — T. 1. — Ne. A7. — C. 489-495.
12. Rustamova S., Mo‘Ydinov Q. MAQOLLARDA NUTQ ODOBI (O ‘ZBEK VA TOJIK
XALQ MAQOLLARI ASOSIDA) //Science and innovation. — 2022. — T. 1. — Ne. B8. — C.
1064-1069.

13. Rustamova S. Jurnal Formation Of Theory And Practice Of Translation In The Period
Of Slavery And Feudalism: Formation Of Theory And Practice Of Translation In The Period
Of Slavery And Feudalism //Apxus Hayunsix [Ty6mukarmii JSPI. — 2020.

14.  Typrynoa ®. PRAGMALINGVISTIKA NUQTAI NAZARIDAN SARLAVHA
FUNKTSIYALARI [[VxTumonii-rymanuTap (baHIapHUHT noa3apo
Myammouiapu/ AKTyalibHbIe MPOOJIeMbl colMaabHO-TyMannTapHbix Hayk/Actual Problems of
Humanities and Social Sciences. — 2023. — T. 3. — Ne. 6. — C. 192-197.

15.  Turgunova F. ZAMONAVIY TILSHUNOSLIKDA REKLAMA VA REKLAMA
MATNI HODISASINI O’ RGANISHNING ASOSIY YINDASHUVLARI //O ‘ZBEKISTON
MILLIY UNIVERSITETI XABARLARI. —2023. - T. 1. — Ne. 4. - C. 1.

16.  Mirza 0’g’li A. I. O’QITUVCHINING TANBEHIGA VA TANQIDIY BAHOSIGA
ANIQ JAVOB SIFATIDA TALABAGA TANBEH BERISH //Journal of new century
innovations. — 2022. — T. 19. — Ne. 1. — C. 142-148.

17. Ara6oes . MADANIYATLARARO SIYOSIY MAKONDA TAJOVUZKOR
SALOHIYATGA EGA NUTQ TA’SIRINING USULLARI //Mxtumouii-rymanutap

This work is published under CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 Page | 24


http://www.neojournals.com/

Neo Science Peer Reviewed Journal
Volume 19, March - 2024 ISSN (E): 2949-7701
www.neojournals.com

danmapHuHT  1073ap0  Myammosiapu/AKTyanibHbIC MPOOJEMBI  COLUATBHO-TYMaHUTAPHBIX
nayk/Actual Problems of Humanities and Social Sciences. — 2023. — T. 3. — Ne. 6. — C. 214-
219.

18.  Mirza o‘g‘li A. I. Linguistic-Conceptual Description of the Concept” Ta'na-Dashnom™
in Uzbeki and English Languages //Genius Repository. — 2023. — T. 24. — C. 13-20.

19.  Mirza o‘gli A. 1. O ‘ZBEK TILIDA TA’NA-DASHNOM VA TANBEH
TUSHUNCHASI //Proceedings of International Conference on Scientific Research in Natural
and Social Sciences. — 2023. — T. 2. — Ne. 12. — C. 6-14.

20. Mirza o‘g‘li A. I. “TA’NA-DASHNOM” KONSEPTINING SEMANTIK MAYDONI
//Proceedings of International Conference on Educational Discoveries and Humanities. — 2023.
—T.2.—Ne. 12. - C. 4-8.

This work is published under CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 Page | 25


http://www.neojournals.com/

