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Annotatsiya:

O‘rta Osiyo ko‘chmanchi gabilalarida mil. avv. VI asrda gabilalar ittifoqi(siyosiy
birlashma) vujudga keladi. Ushbu xalglarda til va ularning ganday guruhlardan
iboratligi e‘tiborli masala. Yaqin yillargacha mintaga aholisining eron tilli
ekanligi haqidagi fikr bu masalada asosiy o‘rin egallab kelgan. Olib borilgan
so‘nggi izlanishlar Yevroosiyo dasht gabilalari eneolit va bronza davrlaridayoq
turkiy tilda so‘zlashganligini ko’rsatmoqda. Maqola temir davri O‘rta Osiyo
ko‘chmanchi qabilalari tili va uning kelib chiqishi haqida.

Kalit so‘zlar: O‘rta Osiyo ko‘chmanchi gabilalarida siyosiy birlashmalar,
ko‘chmanchi xalqlari tillari, turkiy tilli xunlar, “turk” atamasi, eron tillilik, sak
tili, sak shevalari.

AHHOTAIIUA:
[{enTpanbHOa3UaTCKUE KOUYEBBIC TIJIEMEHA ChITpaid OOJIBIITYIO POJb B STHOTHE3E
Y 3THUYECKON MCTOPUU HAPOJOB PETUOHA. XOTA OHU JAENATCS HA Pa3HbIE KJIaHbI
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U TUIeMeHa, 10 H. 3. VI Beke muiemena o0benuHuanch B Coio3 (MOTUTHYECKOE
o0benrHeHue), 00pa3oBaB MOJIUTUUYECKYIO BIACTh. B BO3HUKIIINX MOTUTUYECKUX
OOBETMHECHUSAX CYIIECTBOBANIA CBOS MOJUTHYECKAs cUCTeMa U npaBmiia. CtaThs
OCHOBaHa Ha Pa3JIMYHBIX UCTOYHUKAX JKEJIE3HBIH BEK O MOJUTUYCCKOW KU3HU U
3aKOHAX CPEIHEAa3UaTCKUX KOYEBBIX IUIEMEH H COIO30B.

KuarwueBsbie cioBa: Ilonutuueckre 0OObETUHEHUS CPEIHEA3UATCKUX KOYEBBIX
IUIEMEH, SA3BIKA KOYEBBIX HApOJOB, TIOPKOS3BIYHBIE TYHHBI, TEPMUH ‘‘TIOPK
VPAHOSI3bIUYME, CAKCKUU S3bIK, CAKCKHUE TUAJIEKTHI.

Abstract:

In the nomadic tribes of Central Asia, a tribal union (political union) arises in the
6th century BC. In these peoples, the language and what kind of gurukhs they
consist of i1s a matter of consideration. Until recently, the opinion that the
population of the region is Iranian-speaking has been central to this issue. Recent
research suggests that Eurasian steppe tribes spoke Turkic as early as the
Eneolithic and Bronze Ages. The article is about the language of the nomadic

*
*
*
*
*
*

tribes of Central Asia of the Iron Age and its origins.

Keywords: Political associations in the nomadic tribes of Central Asia, the
languages of the nomadic peoples, Turkic-speaking Huns, the term “turk”, Iranian
linguistics, sak language, sak dialects.

KIRISH. BBEAEHHUE. INTRODUCTION
Language is a very important socio-cultural factor in the emergence of the state.
Groups with a single language and culture seek to create a state system to protect
their interests and maintain social order. In the 6th century BC, political
associations arose in the nomadic tribes of Central Asia. In this sense, the
languages of the nomadic peoples of the region and what groups they consist of
are a matter of consideration.

49 |Page




.#; E CONEF SERIES

E CONF SERIES

International Conference on Scientific Research in Natural and Social Sciences
Hosted online from New York, USA
Website: econfseries.com 2"d September, 2025

ADABIYOTLAR TAHLILI VA METODOLOGIYA. MATEPHUAJIbBI U
METO/1bl. MATERIALS AND METHODS.

In the matter of the language of the ancient nomadic inhabitants of Central Asia,
the idea of Iranian linguistics has prevailed up to this time, enough reasons for
this. First of all, the ideological criteria established in the era of the former regime
and the research carried out on this basis. In this regard, archaeology has served
in favor of this idea. The inadequacy of sources regarding the language of the
nomadic population added massively to the long duration of the debate. According
to research, the annals of the kingdoms of North China for the first time records
of Turkic-speaking Huns appear from 1764 BC, later 822 BC, 304 BC [1].
Professor A. Khojaev believes that the term “turk” existed in Chinese sources at
least 4 thousand years ago [2].
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NATIJALAR VA MUHOKAMA. PE3VJIBTATbBI U OBCYXJIEHMUE.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION.

Nomadic animal husbandry, with some differences, has formed specific common
cultural values and Customs. In the union that arose within a single economic
territory, mutual social relations and common cultural ties continued to perpetuate
it. On the basis of these contacts, a common language was formed, until which the
communication of the population was relatively difficult. Until recently, the
opinion that the population of the region is Iranian-speaking[3] has occupied a
key place in this matter. Linguists argue that the languages of ancient Iran did not
differ much from each other at the initial stage of development[4]. In turn, the
cattle-breeding Turkic peoples, although they have separate independent
languages, fall out one better. It was this aspect that helped the tribes to get out of
one alliance and join the other relatively easily.

The language of the Saxons belongs to the south eastern group of the Iranian
language, according to the opinion spoken by most scholars[5]. In particular, the
language of the amirgian tribes differed from other sak dialects[6]. This suggests
that not all tribes and elates are Iranian-speaking. Based on the region itself, when
we divide this into a group of traditional Western and eastern settlers, it is
observed that the degree of Iranian or Turkic linguistics, from an ancient point of
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view, becomes a phenomenon in which language dominance changes over time.
As a result of the largest migration known to us being made by Eastern groups,
Turkic language positions were growing and becoming the dominant language.
This in turn was based on the fact that a significant part of the population consisted
of speakers of the Turkic language from the beginning. The lack of a sharp
discrepancy in the language issue between the nomadic tribes who lived in the
region and their settlers facilitated the process of assimilation. Even in the Union
of large tribes in dialogue, it makes it possible to understand one another through
a single language and its dialects. Recent research suggests that Eurasian steppe
tribes spoke Turkic during the Eneolithic and Bronze ages [7].

XULOSA. BBIBOJIbl. CONCLUSIONS

The ancient nomadic tribes of Central Asia were not all Iranian speaking. The
Turkic-speaking tribes that entered as a result of the migration did not have a new
unity. The lack of a sharp discrepancy in the language issue between the nomadic
tribes who lived in the region and their settlers facilitated the process of
assimilation. This process in turn took place on the basis that a significant part of
the population was originally made up of Turkic speakers.

ADABIYOTLAR RO‘YXATI. CIIUCOK JIMTEPATYPBI.
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