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Annotation: This thesis examines the role of machine translation (MT)
and human translation in the process of language acquisition. It explores the
advantages and limitations of both approaches, focusing on their impact on
vocabulary development, grammatical understanding, and cultural competence.
The study highlights the importance of a balanced approach that combines the
speed and accessibility of MT with the depth and accuracy of human translation.
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Annotatsiya: Ushbu ilmiy ish til o‘zlashtirish jarayonida mashina
tarjimasi va inson tarjimasining o‘rnini o‘rganadi. Har ikkala usulning afzalliklari
va kamchiliklari, aynigsa, so‘z boyligini oshirish, grammatikani tushunish va
madaniy tafakkurni shakllantirishdagi ta’siri tahlil qilinadi. Tadqiqotda mashina
tarjimasining tezligi va qulayligini inson tarjimasining aniqligi va chuqur
yondashuvi bilan uyg‘unlashtirish zarurligi ta’kidlanadi.

Kalit so’zlar: Mashina tarjimasi, inson tarjimasi, til o‘zlashtirish, so‘z
boyligi, grammatika, madaniy tushuncha.

AnHoTanmus: B ganHoil paGoTe paccmaTpuBaeTcsi poJib MAIIMHHOTO U
YeJIOBEUECKOT0 TEepeBOJla B TMPOILIECCE OCBOCHUS HMHOCTPAHHOTO SA3BIKA.
AHanu3UpYyIOTCSA MPEUMYIIECTBA U HEIOCTATKKA 000MX MOIX0/I0B, C aKIIECHTOM Ha
pa3BUTHE CIIOBAPHOTO 3amaca, TIPaMMaTHYECKUX 3HAHUW W KyJbTypHOU
KOMITETCHIIUH. UccnenoBanmne MO TYEPKUBACT HEO0OXOAMMOCTh
cOamaHCUPOBAHHOTO MOJX0/a, COUETAIONIEr0 CKOPOCTh MATMHHOTO MTEPEeBOIa C
rTyOWHOM ¥ TOYHOCTHIO YEJIOBEUECKOT0 IIEPeBO/a.

KiawueBble ciaoBa: MamuHHBIA TEPEBOJ, YEJIOBEYECKUU TEPEBOJ,
OCBOEHHUE SI3bIKa, CIIOBAPHBIN 3amac, rpaMMaTHKa, KyJIbTypHOE IIOHUMaHHE.

Introduction: The rapid development of machine translation (MT)
technologies such as Google Translate and Deep has significantly influenced the
way learners acquire new languages. While these tools offer convenience and
instant results, their impact on language acquisition—particularly compared to
traditional human translation—raises essential pedagogical and cognitive
questions. Machine translation provides quick and often accurate translations,
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enabling learners to access texts beyond their proficiency level. It is especially
useful for vocabulary building and understanding general meaning. However,
overreliance on MT may hinder deep language processing and limit learners’
ability to understand grammar, context, and cultural nuances. MT tools often
struggle with idiomatic expressions, slang, or context-specific meanings, which
are crucial in mastering a language.

In contrast, human translation offers a more nuanced, context-aware
interpretation of language. Translators consider cultural background, idiomatic
usage, and stylistic elements, which support learners in developing a deeper
understanding of linguistic structures and intercultural communication.
Moreover, engaging with human-translated content encourages critical thinking
and active learning, as learners are exposed to authentic and carefully chosen
language forms. However, human translation can be time-consuming, costly,
and less accessible to individual learners, particularly in informal learning
contexts. It also depends heavily on the translator’s skill level and the learner’s
ability to interact with translated material. In an educational setting, a balanced
approach may be most effective. Integrating machine translation tools with
guided human feedback allows learners to benefit from speed and accessibility
without sacrificing quality and depth. Teachers can use MT as a support tool
while encouraging students to analyze and compare machine-generated and
human translations to understand subtle language differences.

Conclusion. While machine translation is a powerful tool for language
learners, it cannot replace the depth and cultural sensitivity provided by human
translation. Effective language acquisition benefits from a blended strategy that
leverages both machine efficiency and human expertise.
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