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Abstract: This article examines the intersection of comparative and contrastive linguistics
with medialinguistics, exploring how media discourse shapes linguistic research methodologies
and cross-linguistic analysis. The findings indicate that integrating medialinguistic perspectives
enriches traditional contrastive analysis by incorporating sociolinguistic, pragmatic, and
discourse-analytical dimensions essential for understanding contemporary language use in media
environments.
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AnHoTanusi: JlanHas cTaThd paccMaTpUBaeT B3aUMOCBSA3b CPABHUTEIBHOTO U
COMNOCTABUTENIBHOTO SI3bIKO3HAHUS € MEIUAJIMHIBUCTUKOW, HCCIEAys, Kak MeIHaJIuCcKypc
dbopMUPYET METOJOJOTUU JIMHTBUCTUYCCKMX HCCIICIOBAHUN H MEXBI3BIKOBOTO aHAIU3a.
Pe3ynbpTaThl MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO WHTETpaIUs MEAMATUHTBUCTHUYECKHUX MEPCIEKTUB oOoramaer
TPAJULIMOHHBIM COMOCTABUTEIbHBIA aHAJIU3 IYTEM BKJIIOYECHHUS COLMOJMHIBUCTHYECKHUX,
IparMaTH4eCKUX M JAUCKYPCHUBHO-aHATMTUYECKUX ACIEKTOB, HEOOXOIUMBIX Ui TOHUMaHUs
COBPEMEHHOTO HMCIOJIb30BAaHUS S3bIKAa B MEAUNHON CPELE.

KaroueBble cj10Ba: CpPaBHUTEIBHOE S3bIKO3HAHUE, COMOCTABUTENIbHAS JIMHIBUCTHUKA,
MEJIMAIMHTBUCTHKA, JIUCKypC-aHau3, SI3BIKOBAs BApUATUBHOCTb, MEIHUAUCKYPC,
MEXDbI3bIKOBON aHaINU3

Annotatsiya: Ushbu maqola qiyosiy va chog'ishtirma tilshunoslikning medialingvistika
bilan o'zaro bog'ligligini o'rganadi, media nutqi tilshunoslik tadqiqot metodologiyalari va
tillararo tahlilni qanday shakllantirishini ko'rib chiqadi. Natijalar shuni ko'rsatadiki,
medialingvistik istigbollarni integratsiya qilish zamonaviy media mubhitida tildan foydalanishni
tushunish uchun zarur bo'lgan sotsiolingvistik, pragmatik va diskurs-analitik o'lchovlarni
qo'shish orqali an'anaviy chog'ishtirma tahlilni boyitadi.

Kalit so'zlar: qiyosiy tilshunoslik, chog'ishtirma tilshunoslik, medialingvistika, diskurs
tahlili, til o'zgaruvchanligi, media nutqi, tillararo tahlil

Introduction

Comparative and contrastive linguistics have traditionally focused on systematic analysis
of structural differences and similarities between languages, establishing methodological
frameworks for understanding linguistic universals and language-specific features [1]. However,
the emergence of medialinguistics as a distinct research domain has fundamentally transformed
approaches to comparative linguistic analysis by introducing new dimensions of language
variation that extend beyond structural considerations to encompass pragmatic, sociolinguistic,
and discourse-level phenomena [2]. Media discourse represents a particularly complex linguistic
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environment where traditional comparative methods must be adapted to account for multimodal
communication, rapid language change, and the influence of technological affordances on
linguistic behavior [3]. The convergence of comparative linguistics with medialinguistic research
methodologies creates opportunities for developing more comprehensive analytical frameworks
that can address the complexity of contemporary language use across different media platforms,
genres, and cultural contexts. This integration is particularly significant given the increasing
dominance of media communication in shaping language patterns, introducing neologisms, and
facilitating language contact phenomena that challenge conventional comparative linguistic
categories [4].

Methodology And Literature Review

The methodological foundation of this study rests on systematic analysis of scholarly
literature examining the relationship between comparative linguistics and medialinguistic
research, drawing from both theoretical linguistics and applied communication studies.
Comparative linguistics traditionally employs synchronic and diachronic methods to identify
correspondences and divergences between languages, utilizing corpus-based approaches and
experimental techniques to test hypotheses about language structure and use [5]. Contrastive
analysis, as a specialized branch of comparative linguistics, focuses on pedagogical applications
and translation studies, systematically comparing two or more languages to predict and explain
learning difficulties or translation challenges [1]. Medialinguistics, conversely, investigates
language use in mass media contexts, analyzing how media genres, production constraints, and
audience expectations shape linguistic choices and discourse patterns [6]. Research in this field
has demonstrated that media language exhibits distinctive features that differentiate it from other
registers, including heightened attention to audience design, strategic use of linguistic resources
for persuasive purposes, and rapid incorporation of innovative linguistic forms [2].

Scholars have identified several theoretical frameworks relevant to integrating comparative
and medialinguistic approaches, including critical discourse analysis, which examines power
relations and ideological positioning through language use in media texts, and corpus linguistics,
which provides quantitative methods for analyzing large-scale patterns in media language across
different linguistic contexts [7]. Studies comparing media discourse across languages have
revealed both universal tendencies in media communication and language-specific strategies for
achieving similar communicative goals, suggesting that contrastive medialinguistic analysis can
illuminate both typological features and cultural-pragmatic differences [8]. The literature
indicates growing recognition that traditional comparative linguistic methods must be
supplemented with discourse-analytical and sociolinguistic perspectives to adequately address
the complexity of media language, particularly in multilingual and multicultural media
environments where code-switching, translanguaging, and hybrid linguistic practices are
increasingly common [3].

Results And Discussion

Analysis of the scholarly literature reveals several key findings regarding the relationship
between comparative linguistics and medialinguistic research. First, medialinguistic studies have
expanded the scope of comparative linguistic analysis by highlighting discourse-level
phenomena that transcend sentence-level structural comparisons, including information structure,
coherence strategies, and intertextual references that operate differently across languages and
media genres [9]. Research demonstrates that media discourse often exhibits convergent trends
across languages due to globalization and international media influence, yet maintains language-
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specific features rooted in distinct rhetorical traditions and cultural communication norms [4].
For instance, comparative analysis of news discourse across languages reveals both universal
journalistic conventions and culturally specific framing strategies that reflect different
epistemological approaches to newsworthiness and objectivity. Second, the integration of corpus
linguistic methods in medialinguistic research has enabled more rigorous comparative studies by
providing systematic access to large datasets representing authentic media language use,
allowing researchers to identify statistically significant patterns and test hypotheses about cross-
linguistic variation with greater empirical precision [7]. These corpus-based approaches have
revealed subtle differences in lexical choice, syntactic complexity, and discourse organization
that might escape notice in smaller-scale qualitative analyses.

Third, critical perspectives in medialinguistics have demonstrated that comparative
linguistic analysis must account for power dynamics and ideological dimensions of language use,
recognizing that linguistic choices in media contexts are never neutral but reflect and reproduce
social hierarchies, political orientations, and cultural values [6]. Contrastive studies incorporating
these critical dimensions have shown how different languages and media systems employ
distinct linguistic strategies for constructing authority, managing controversy, and positioning
audiences, with significant implications for cross-cultural communication and media literacy.
Fourth, research on multilingual media environments has challenged traditional assumptions in
contrastive linguistics by revealing complex patterns of language mixing, code-switching, and
translanguaging that cannot be adequately described using monolingual comparative frameworks
[8]. Analysis of social media discourse, in particular, has shown that linguistic boundaries are
increasingly fluid in digital media contexts, with users strategically deploying multilingual
resources to construct identity, signal group membership, and achieve specific communicative
effects that transcend the capabilities of any single language [10]. These findings suggest that the
future of comparative linguistics must embrace more dynamic, context-sensitive approaches that
recognize media discourse as a site of linguistic innovation and language contact rather than
merely a domain for applying established comparative methods.

Conclusion

This analysis demonstrates that the integration of medialinguistic perspectives with
traditional comparative and contrastive linguistic approaches offers significant theoretical and
methodological advantages for understanding contemporary language use. The convergence of
these research traditions enables more comprehensive analysis of linguistic variation that
accounts for structural, pragmatic, and sociocultural dimensions of media discourse across
languages. Future research should continue developing sophisticated frameworks for
comparative medialinguistic analysis that can address the complexity of multilingual media
environments while maintaining methodological rigor. The findings underscore the necessity of
adapting comparative linguistic methods to accommodate the distinctive features of media
language, including its multimodal nature, rapid evolution, and responsiveness to technological
change. Ultimately, comparative medialinguistics represents a productive synthesis that enriches
both parent disciplines by revealing how language structure, media practices, and sociocultural
contexts interact in shaping patterns of communication across linguistic boundaries.
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