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ANNOTATION
This article analyzes mechanisms for disseminating legal information and ensuring its effective use,
as well as the evolution of key procedures in this field. The advanced practices of European Union
countries and New Zealand are examined, with particular attention to mechanisms for disseminating
normative legal acts from a doctrinal perspective. The article also identifies stages of institutional
development in the dissemination of legal information. Scientifically grounded proposals and
recommendations are developed to improve existing mechanisms. The study also addresses effective
ways to ensure that legal information is delivered rapidly, reliably, and conveniently in the digital
environment, with particular emphasis on accessibility, openness, and public use.
Keywords: legal information; official publication; access to law; legal-status identifiability; legal
certainty; effective use; consolidated texts; rule of law.
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RASMIY NASHRDAN SAMARALI FOYDALANISHGACHA: HUQUQIY AXBOROTNI
TARQATISH VA ULARDAN FOYDALANISHNI TA'MINLASHNING DAVLAT
MEXANIZMLARINING EVOLYUTSIYASI

ANNOTATSIYA
Ushbu magolada huquqgiy axborotni targatish va undan samarali foydalanishni ta’minlash
mexanizmlari, shuningdek, mazkur sohadagi asosiy tartib-taomillarning evolyutsiyasi tahlil gilinadi.
Yevropa Ittifogi mamlakatlari va Yangi Zelandiyaning ilg‘or tajribasi o‘rganilib, normativ-huquqgiy
hujjatlarni targatish mexanizmlari doktrinal asosda tadqiq etiladi. Shuningdek, huquqgiy axborotni
targatishning institutsional rivojlanish bosqgichlari aniglanadi. Magolada mavjud mexanizmlarni
takomillashtirishga garatilgan ilmiy asoslangan taklif va tavsiyalar ilgari suriladi. Tadgigot natijasida
huquqgiy axborotning ommaviyligi, ochigligi va undan foydalanish imkoniyatlarini ta’minlashning
samarali mexanizmlari bo‘yicha xulosalar shakllantiriladi. Tadgigotda huquqiy axborotning ragamli
muhitda tezkor, ishonchli va qulay shaklda yetkazilishini ta’minlash masalalariga ham alohida e’tibor
garatiladi.
Kalit so‘zlar: huqugiy axborot; rasmiy e’lon qilish; huquqgga Kkirish; huqugiy holatning
aniglanuvchanligi; huquqgiy aniqglik; samarali foydalanish; konsolidatsiyalangan matnlar; huquq
ustuvorligi.
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OT OOUIIUAJIBHOI'O OIIYBJIMKOBAHUA K DOPEKTUBHOMY
NCHOJBb30BAHUIO: 3BOJIOIUA TOCYJAPCTBEHHBIX MEXAHU3MOB
OBECIHEYEHUS PACITPOCTPAHEHUS U UCITOJIb30BAHUS ITIPABOBOM

HHOOPMALIUU
AHHOTALIUA
B rocymapcTBe aHaNIM3UPYIOTCS MEXaHU3MBI PACIPOCTPAHECHUS MPaBOBOW WH(MOpMALIUU U
obecriedeHus ee 3PPEKTUBHOTO UCTIOIB30BAHUS, a TAK)KE IBOJIOLMS OCHOBHBIX MIPOIEAYP B TaHHOM
chepe. Hccnenyercsa nepenoBoii onbiT cTpanbl EBpomneiickoro Coro3a u HoBoit 3enannuu, ocoboe
BHUMAaHUE YJIEISIETCS MEXHIM PacpOCTPAHEHUIO HOPMATUBHO-TIPABOBBIX AKTOB C JOKTPUHAIBHOU
TOYKHU 3peHus. ONpenenstoTcs 3Tanbl HHCTUTYLHHOHAIBHOTO PAa3BUTUSI PACIPOCTPAHEHHUS MPABOM
unpopmanuu. Pa3zpaboTansl HaydHO OOOCHOBaHHBIC TPEUIOKEHHSI M PEKOMEHJAIMH 10
COBEPIIICHCTBOBAHUIO CYIIECTBYIOIIMX MeXaHu3MOB. Oco0oe BHMMaHUE YAENSETCS 00ecIeueHUIo
OTIepaTHUBHO, JOCTOBEPHOTO M YAOOHOTO MPENOCTaBIICHUs MPaBOBON WMH(opManuu B HUPPOBOIA
cpele, a TakXke BOMpPOCaM €€ JJOCTYIHOCTH, OTKPHITOCTH M AS((HEKTUBHOTO HCIOJIb30BAHUS
OO0IIECTBOM.
KuroueBble ciioBa: ropuandeckas nHpopMmaius; opuIalbHOe U3JaHNe; TOCTYI K MpaBy;
UICHTUQHUIIMPYEMOCTh ~ MPABOBOTO  CTaTyca; TMpaBoBasi  OMNpeAeNieHHOCTh,  3pdexTuBHOE
WCII0Ib30BAHNE; KOHCOJUIMPOBAaHHBIE TEKCThI; BEpX0OBEHCTBO paBa.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Legal norms can guide conduct only when their authoritative status can be identified. Official
publication therefore remains a foundational requirement of legality and legal certainty. Fuller treated
promulgation as an internal requirement of legality (10), Raz linked the rule of law to publicity, clarity
and relative stability (18, pp. 210-229), and Bingham stressed accessibility, intelligibility, clarity and
predictability (2, pp. 597-612). Crawford extends this concern to contemporary conditions of
legislative complexity, arguing that law must remain reasonably knowable if it is to guide practical
reasoning (7, pp. 1-21). The digital legal-information environment sharpens a further question:
publication may establish legal authority without ensuring that legal information remains reliably
usable over time.

Digital systems make that gap visible. A text may be easy to locate while its source,
amendment history, current status or historical version remains uncertain; conversely, an authoritative
original text may be incomplete for a later inquiry if subsequent amendments are not connected to it.
The issue is therefore not simply access to a text, but the ability to identify which text, at which time,
and with what legal status should ground a legal judgment.

Scholarship has already moved beyond equating publication with access. Greenleaf, Mowbray
and Chung developed free access to legal information and distinguished the state’s responsibility to
ensure access from the role of particular information providers (12). Roznai and Mordechay argued
that access to legislation should extend beyond formal promulgation to the ability to obtain and
understand the law (19, pp. 333-369). Liebwald developed the idea of intelligible access to law (14,
pp. 301-314), while Doherty linked comprehensibility to the rule-of-law function of behavioural
guidance (8). Nishikawa-Pacher and Hamann later assessed official legal databases across 204 states
and jurisdictions and showed that an official database does not by itself ensure effective access (17,
pp. 298-321). Importantly, the same study also identifies force status, commencement dates,
amendment links and visualisations of legal change as more refined database criteria, while excluding
them from its minimum-viability coding for methodological reasons (17, Section 2.C). The remaining
doctrinal problem is therefore not the first recognition of temporal or amendment metadata, but how
their documentary utility, evidential presumptions and normative authority differ and how public
legal-information systems maintain those relationships over time.

Figure 1. Evolution of State Legal-Information Guarantees

From Official Publication to Effective Use: Functional Accumulation, Not Replacement

\ I \ I
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The unresolved problem lies between access and use. Once a legal text is available, users still
need to identify its authoritative source, amendment relationships, temporal status and the version in
force at the relevant point in time. Legal-status identifiability denotes the institutional organisation of
those relationships: the informational basis that connects an accessible text to its authority, temporal
position and reliable legal use.

The central question is how and why state legal-information guarantees have expanded from
a publication-centred structure into a framework that also sustains access, legal-status identifiability
and effective use. The analysis combines doctrinal and normative legal analysis, historical-functional
analysis and a limited comparison of institutional materials. It makes three contributions: first, it
organises already-recognised temporal and amendment information into a doctrinal account of
documentary, evidential and normative status; second, it shows that similar information functions can
carry different legal authority and therefore different maintenance implications for public legal-
information systems; and third, it explains institutional development as functional accumulation
rather than replacement.

Note to Figure 1: arrows indicate an analytical ordering of complementary functions, not a
universal chronology or causal sequence.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW AND METHODOLOGY

Five strands frame the analysis. Rule-of-law scholarship explains why promulgation,
accessibility and predictability matter to legality (2), (10), (18). Free-access scholarship asks whether
the public can obtain legal information under conditions that permit meaningful reuse (12). Access-
to-legislation and legal-design scholarship adds comprehension and user orientation (8), (14), (19).
Empirical research on official legal databases shows that online official provision remains uneven
and also recognises force status, commencement and amendment metadata as advanced dimensions
of access (17, Section 2.C). Recent work on legal complexity, legal knowledge and user-oriented
drafting situates access within the broader problem of navigating dense, interconnected and rapidly
changing legislation (1), (7), (13), (21). These literatures establish the importance of publication,
access, comprehension, complexity and temporal metadata; the present analysis asks how those
information functions are legally organised across documentary, evidential and normative categories.

The institutional materials were selected for analytical leverage rather than representativeness.
The doctrinal analysis is limited to publicly promulgated legislation and official legal-information
systems; it does not generalise the same publication effects to every source of law. The EU sequence
from Skoma-Lux to Regulation (EU) No 216/2013 and its 2024 amendment provides a traceable
transition from factual online availability to legally recognised electronic publication, authenticity
and continuity. As a supranational legal order, the EU is used to isolate these legal functions with
unusual clarity. New Zealand supplies the principal state-level statutory evidence because the
Legislation Act 2019 expressly regulates consolidation, official versions, continuous access and the
evidential status of official consolidations (16).

Four distinctions structure the analysis: factual availability versus legally valid official
publication; authenticity and integrity versus independent legal effect; consolidated or explanatory
texts versus the authoritative legal acts on which they rest; and identification of the law in force at a
relevant point in time versus application of that law to a concrete dispute. Together, these distinctions
separate information support from normative effect and prevent category errors across publication,
consolidation and use.

Dynamic legal sources were verified to 7 October 2026. The New Zealand legislation website
identifies the Legislation Act 2019 as in force, with the latest displayed version dated 4 September
2026, and separately flags amendments not yet incorporated. Incorporation status was not used as a
proxy for commencement. Section 2 of the Legislation Amendment Act 2026 provides for
commencement by Order in Council, subject to specified automatic dates; the official website
recorded no commencement secondary legislation under that section at the cut-off. The amendments
relevant here—those to ss 70, 72, 79, 79A and 80—were therefore not yet in force on 7 October 2026
and, absent earlier commencement, were scheduled to commence on 2 November 2026 (16). The
analysis accordingly relies on the operative text of the Legislation Act 2019 as displayed at the cut-
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off. The comparison tests a bounded proposition: similar informational functions may carry different
legal authority. It does not rank the EU and New Zealand systems.

3. DISCUSSION

3.1. Official Publication and Continuous Access

Official publication performs a legal function distinct from dissemination. In the settings
examined, publicly promulgated legislation is made available through a legally recognised
publication regime, while the consequences for authenticity, enforceability and commencement
depend on the governing rules. Skoma-Lux illustrates this distinction. Under the EU framework then
applicable, making legislation available on the Internet did not satisfy the required official-language
publication, so the obligations at issue could not be enforced against individuals in that Member State
(6, paras. 48-51). The Court separately held that the publication defect did not invalidate the
regulation or remove its binding force on the Member State (6, paras. 57-61). The case therefore
separates factual availability, enforceability and validity rather than treating them as a single question.

The later EU framework shows how electronic publication can acquire legally recognised
publication status through institutional design. Regulation (EU) No 216/2013 makes the electronic
edition of the Official Journal authentic and legally effective, requires the publication date to be
shown, provides for indefinite public access in a non-obsolescent format, and assigns responsibility
for authenticity, system implementation, maintenance and accessibility (3, arts. 1-4). Regulation
(EU) 2024/741 further strengthens authenticity, integrity and inalterability and regulates continuity
during exceptional system disruption (5, art. 1). Digitalisation thus changes the institutional
conditions of official publication without collapsing publication, validity and enforceability into the
same legal effect.

The temporal dimension follows from the continuing life of legal norms. Once published, a
norm may be amended, partially repealed, fully repealed or replaced. A system organised only around
the initial publication event may therefore be inadequate for later legal use. The EU electronic-
publication framework links official publication with continuing availability, while New Zealand’s
Legislation Act 2019 connects publication with consolidated versions and continuing electronic
access (16, ss. 70, 72). Legal-information guarantees consequently extend from authoritative
publication to the continuing maintenance of reliable information conditions.

The Council’s 2015 Report on Access to Law confirms this institutional shift. It describes
access to law as pivotal, emphasises better dissemination of legal data and reliable, up-to-date access,
and treats consolidation as a practical means of lowering the cost of understanding amended
legislation (4, pp. 2-10). Although the report is not itself a source of general legal obligations, it
documents the emergence of continuous and reliable access as an institutional objective beyond the
bare fact of publication.

3.2. Legal-Status Identifiability: From Text Access to Legally Usable Information

Finding a legal text is only the first step toward reliable legal use. Users may still need to
establish whether the source is authoritative, whether the text is authentic, whether it has been
amended or repealed, and which version was in force at the relevant point in time. These questions
are not merely matters of interface design; they determine whether retrieved material can responsibly
support legal reasoning.

EUR-Lex consolidated texts show why informational usefulness and legal effect must be
separated. Consolidation integrates an original act with subsequent amendments and corrections and
may present the rules at a particular point in time. EUR-Lex nevertheless classifies consolidated texts
as documentation tools without independent legal effect (9). Their value lies in making the state of
the law easier to navigate while preserving traceability to the original and amending acts published
in the Official Journal.

New Zealand adopts a different legal design. Section 70 of the Legislation Act 2019 requires
consolidations for amended legislation, while section 79 gives an official consolidation a rebuttable
statutory presumption that it correctly states the law as at the stated date (16, ss. 70, 79). The
comparison is theoretically significant because similar information functions can carry different legal
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authority. A theory of legal-information use must therefore ask both what a text enables a user to do
and what legal status the system assigns to that text.

New Zealand law also differentiates normative text from auxiliary information. Section 79A
provides that publication notes, links, metadata and legislative history do not become part of the
legislation merely because they accompany an official version, while section 80 assigns specific
evidential functions to certain minimum legislative information (16, ss. 79A, 80). Modern legal-
information systems therefore operate through multiple informational layers whose functions and
legal status should remain visible to the user.

Legal-status identifiability is the institutional condition in which a user who has obtained a
legal text can reasonably identify its authoritative source, amendment relationships, entry into force
or cessation, temporal position, and the version in force at the relevant point in time. It supplies the
informational basis for interpretation without deciding questions of retroactivity, transitional
provisions, conflict rules, factual classification or judicial meaning. Recent work on legal knowledge
under legislative complexity similarly shows that access to legal texts does not exhaust the
interpretive practices through which law becomes legally meaningful (13, pp. 1-22).

Figure 2. Structure of Legal-Status Identifiability

Key Elements Linking a Legal Text to Its Authoritative Source and Temporal Status
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Toward effective use of legal information within the rule of law

Figure 2 maps the constituent information relationships captured by legal-status
identifiability. Tables 1 and 2 then separate their institutional functions from their legal status and
compare the treatment of consolidated texts in the EU and New Zealand.

Table 1. Functions, Institutional Basis and Use of State Legal-Information Guarantees
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Dimensi EU Consolidated New Zealand Theoretical
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3.2.1. From Legal Status to Maintenance Implications

The legal-status distinction also changes the verification path that a legal-information system
should make visible. Consider a hypothetical discrepancy between a consolidated text and an
amending instrument. In the EU setting, where a consolidated text is a documentation tool without
independent legal effect, verification must return to the original and amending acts published in the
Official Journal. The corresponding maintenance task is to preserve provenance links, amendment
history, version dates and a clear indication of documentary status. In New Zealand, an official
consolidation is taken, subject to rebuttal, to state the law correctly at its stated date (16, s. 79). That
evidential presumption changes the user’s starting point, but it does not erase the underlying
legislation or the possibility of contrary proof. Publication and access duties under ss. 70 and 72, and
evidential consequences under ss. 79 and 80, should therefore be analysed separately.

These consequences support a three-part distinction. These dimensions are not mutually
exclusive categories: the same legal-information object may have documentary utility and evidential
significance, while any normative legal effect depends on the governing legal framework. First,
positive-law duties require specified institutions to publish, consolidate or make legislation available.
Second, evidential rules determine what weight the legal system gives to particular official
information. Third, provenance links, update notices and version-navigation features may be justified
as use-oriented design standards, but they should not be described as universal legal duties without
an independent legal basis. Legal-status identifiability thus concerns not only what information a
system displays, but also whether users can identify the verification route appropriate to the legal
status of that information.

3.3. From a Publication Act to a Continuous Institutional Guarantee

These materials support a broader theoretical inference: legal-information guarantees operate
across time. Public authorities or institutions exercising relevant public functions maintain not only
recognised publication channels but also the conditions through which later legal change can be
identified. In digital settings those conditions include authentication, continuing access, system
maintenance, version updating and links between amended and amending instruments. A continuous
institutional guarantee therefore maintains traceable relationships among authoritative published
texts, subsequent legal change and temporal status.

State responsibility for these conditions need not imply a monopoly over legal information.
Free-access scholarship shows that the state may ensure access while search, indexing and
explanatory services are also supplied by universities, public institutions, non-profit legal-information
institutes and other actors (12). Official bodies remain central to authoritative sources; downstream
services remain reliable only when users can trace their information back to those sources and identify
its legal status.

Three functional orientations follow from the analysis. A publication-centred guarantee asks
whether legislation has been made available through the legally recognised publication channel
relevant to the system. An access-centred guarantee adds whether legal information remains
realistically and verifiably obtainable. A use-oriented guarantee further requires the source,
amendment relationship, temporal status and relevant-time version to be identifiable. These
orientations are ideal types of functional accumulation: later functions preserve the role of recognised
publication while adding access, status-identification and use-support functions.

The legal basis and normative force of these functions vary across jurisdictions and
institutional designs. Some duties are expressly prescribed by law, including official publication and

12
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the legal status of official versions. Others arise from operating publication systems over time,
including access, authentication and updating. A third category consists of use-oriented expectations
such as clearer version relationships, source links and navigational information. Where no specific
legal basis exists, these expectations are best understood as institutional standards for reliable use
rather than universal justiciable obligations.

3.4. Competing Interpretations and Boundaries

A first challenge is conceptual overlap with effective or intelligible access. Earlier scholarship
already rejects the view that promulgation alone is sufficient (14), (19), and Nishikawa-Pacher and
Hamann expressly identify force status, commencement dates, amendment links and visualisations
of change as advanced database criteria (17, Section 2.C). Legal-status identifiability therefore does
not claim first recognition of versioning. Its narrower contribution is doctrinal: two systems may
expose similar temporal and amendment information yet assign different documentary, evidential or
normative status to the resulting texts. The relevant question is how users can identify why a particular
text should count as evidence of the law at a particular time and which institution maintains that
relationship.

Legal complexity sets a second boundary. Webb and Geyer show that plain-language and
Good Law initiatives can overlook forms of complexity inherent in legislation and legislative drafting
(20, pp. 129-158). Appermont’s multidimensional framework likewise links legal complexity to
accessibility, interconnectivity and determinacy, highlighting trade-offs between simplification and
legal precision (1, pp. 236-263). Zariski’s 2026 study traces a development in legislative drafting
from simplification to clarification and then to an edifying phase that adds context and guidance in
response to statute users’ needs (21). The implication is narrower than a general call for
simplification: legal-information systems can reduce avoidable informational complexity arising
from unclear provenance, temporal mismatch, uncertain versioning and confusion about legal status
while leaving substantive legal complexity intact.

State responsibility raises a third boundary. Mitee argues for universal recognition of public
access to legal information as a human right (15, pp. 1429-1496), whereas Gerards questions whether
a distinct right of access to law adds sufficient normative value beyond existing structures of legality
and legal aid (11, pp. 555-562). That debate need not be resolved here. The narrower institutional
question is whether existing publication, access and versioning mechanisms provide conditions for
reliable legal use; enforceable rights, compensation and invalidity remain matters for the
constitutional and administrative law of each jurisdiction.

Evolution is best understood here as functional rather than technological. Legal compilations,
amended editions, indexes and explanatory materials predate digitalisation. Digital systems alter the
speed, combination and practical feasibility of these functions, but the analytical point concerns how
publication-centred, access-centred and use-oriented guarantees accumulate within an institutional
framework.

4. RESULTS: AN INTEGRATED MODEL OF STATE LEGAL-INFORMATION
GUARANTEES

Three results follow from the analysis. First, state legal-information guarantees can be
analysed as a continuous institutional process rather than as isolated publication or service functions.
Official publication supplies a recognised authoritative basis; continuous access maintains
availability; legal-status identifiability connects text, source and temporal status; and use-support
functions build on those relationships. The model preserves earlier institutional functions while
adding later ones. Its arrows express analytical ordering, not a universal chronology, measured causal
effect, or a necessary sequence for every instance of legally informed action.

Second, legal-status identifiability is a distinct analytical component within effective access.
It captures the ability to identify the authoritative source of a legal text, its amendment relationships,
temporal status and the version in force at the relevant time. In dynamic legal systems, this function
is particularly important because a formally valid original text may no longer represent the law
relevant to a later inquiry. Legal-status identifiability does not determine the outcome of
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interpretation; it identifies the legal-information basis on which interpretation can responsibly
proceed.

Third, similar information functions can carry different legal authority. EU consolidated texts
and New Zealand official consolidations both assist users in understanding amended law, yet their
formal status differs significantly (9); (16, s. 79). This contrast shows why legal-information theory
should distinguish informational usefulness, evidential status and normative legal effect. The
integrated relationship is one of functional accumulation: publication continuous access legal-status
identifiability effective use.

5. CONCLUSION

In the systems examined, legally recognised official publication remains an authoritative
starting point for public legal-information guarantees. Contemporary systems add further functions
to that foundation: continuing access, authentication, version maintenance, temporal identification
and support for legally informed use. The evolution examined here is therefore an expansion of
institutional capacity rather than a substitution of digital access for publication, and the legal
consequences attached to publication remain jurisdiction-specific.

Legal-status identifiability captures the institutional link between obtaining a legal text and
using legal information reliably. It requires the source, amendment relationships, legal status and
relevant-time version of a text to remain identifiable. These conditions structure the informational
basis for legal interpretation while leaving questions of validity, application and adjudication to the
governing legal framework. Their practical value lies in reducing avoidable error from obsolete,
incomplete or temporally mismatched texts.

The resulting model treats publication-centred, access-centred and use-oriented guarantees as
analytically distinct but institutionally cumulative. State responsibility is best located in the provision
and maintenance of conditions for reliable legal use, rather than in the outcome of each user’s
interpretation. Official publication is thus treated as the institutional foundation from which reliable
access, status identification and effective use can be organised in the settings examined.
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Taqgdim etilayotgan magolalarga
go‘yilgan talablar:

1.Magola o‘zbek, ingliz va rus tillarida
gabul gilinadi va Microsoft Word
dasturida Times New Roman
shriftida 12 kegl, 1 satr oralig‘ida,
sahifalar barcha tomondan 2 sm
qgoldirilgan bo‘lishi shart. Satr boshi
- 1,25 sm bo‘lib, satrlarni eniga
to‘g‘irlash, so‘zlarni boshga gatorga
ko“chirish avtomatik tarzda bo‘lishi
lozim.

2.Birinchi gator o‘ng tomondan
muallifning  familiyasi, ismi va
otasining ismi, ikkinchi gatorda
muallifning ish joyi, lavozimi, ilmiy
darajasi va unvoni va e-mail,
uchinchi gatorda  sahafaning
o‘rtasida bosh va qgalin harflar bilan
magolaning nomi yoziladi. Ushbu
ma’lumotlar o‘zbek, ingliz va rus
tillarda berilishi lozim.

3.Keyingi gatordan o‘zbek, ingliz va
rus tillarida kamida 60 ta o‘zbek,
ingliz va rus tillarida so‘zdan iborat
annotatsiya beriladi.

4.Keyingi gatordan 6-10 ta o0°‘zbek,
ingliz va rus tillarida kalit so‘zlar
beriladi.

5.Keyingi gatordan asosiy matn
umimiy so‘zi minimal 2000 ta
bo‘ladi.

6.Adabiyotlarning  to‘liq  ro‘yxati
asosiy matndan so‘ng  alifbo
tartibida ko‘rsatilishi lozim va

havolalar asosiy matnda bo'lishi
kerak [1, B.25].

7.Maqolada Kkeltirilgan dalillarning
to‘g riligi uchun muallif mas ul,
plagiat holati tagiglanadi.

8.Web of science, Scopus tizimidagi
jurnallardan igtiboslar olish
magsadga muvofigdir.
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TpedoBanusi K 0opMIIEHHIO
HAYYHOH CTATbH:

1.Cmamua npUHUMAemcsi Ha
V30EKCKOM, QHTUNCKOM U DYCCKOM
A3ZBIKAX U QONIICHA ObIMb 0hOpMACHA 8
Microsoft Word wpugpmom Times
New Roman, pazmep 12,
Medccmpounvlll unmepean — 1, nous
co ecex cmopon — 2 cm. Ab3aynwiil
omcmyn — 1,25 cm; 8vipasnusamue no
WUpUHe U NepPeHOChl Cl08 OONHCHbL
OblMb BKIIOUEHBL ABMOMAMULECKU.

2.B nepeoti cmpoke cnpasa
VKA3bIBAIOMCA  pamunus, —uma U
omuecmgeo  asmopa;, 60  GMOpOll

cmpoke — mecmo pabomel asmopad,
O0JDICHOCb,  YUeHAst CMeneHb U
36aHue, a makdice e-mail;, 6 mpemuvell
cmpoke  no  yeHmpy — CmMpaHuybl
KPYNHBIM U JCUPHBIM WPUDmMom —
Hazeanue cmamvu. MU CEEOeHUs
O00MIICHbL ~ OblMb  NpUBedeHbl  Ha
V30EKCKOM, AHSTUNCKOM U DYCCKOM
SI3bIKAX.

3.Huowce Oaemcs  annomayus — Ha
V30EKCKOM, QHSTUNICKOM U DYCCKOM
A3vIKax, codepocaujas He meHee 60
CI08 HA KAXHCOOM S3bIKE.

4. Jlanee npugooamcs 6—10 xnrouegvix
Cl08 HA Y30EKCKOM, QHIULCKOM U
DYCCKOM SI3bIKAX.

5./lanee ocnosnoii mekcm: 06wl
obvem mekcma Oondxcen ObimMb He
menee 2000 cnos.

6./ lonnwiii CHUCOK — Jumepamypul
QondiceH  Oblmb  NpuUedeH  nocie
OCHOBHO20 MEKCMA 6 anpasumHom
nopsoke; CCbUIKU O00JIHCHBL

npUCymcmeosams 68 OCHOBHOM
mexcme 6 popmame [1, C.25].

7.Aemop Hecem OmeemcmeeHHOCMb 3a
00CMOBEPHOCb ~ NPUBCOEHHbIX 8
cmamve  QOKa3amenveme,;  niacuam
3anpeuyeH.

8. Pexomendyemcs Yumuposanue
Jrcypranos us 6asza oannvix Web of
Science u Scopus.

Requirements of the articles
submitted:

1.Articles are accepted in Uzbek,
English and Russian and must be
prepared in Microsoft Word using
Times New Roman font, size 12,
single line spacing, with 2cm
margins on all sides. First-line
indent is 1.25 cm; text should be
justified and word hyphenation/line
breaks set to automatic.

2.In the first line on the right: the
author’s surname, given name and
patronymic; in the second line: the
author’s affiliation, position,
academic degree and title, and
e-mail; in the third line centered on
the page: the article title in bold and
uppercase (or bold). These details
must be provided in Uzbek, English
and Russian.

3.Next, provide an abstract in Uzbek,
English and Russian of at least
60 words in each language.

4.Next, provide 6-10 keywords in
Uzbek, English and Russian.

5.Next, the main text: total word count
must be at least 2000 words.

6.The full list of references must
appear after the main text in
alphabetical order, and citations
should appear in the main text in the
format [1, P.25].

7.The author is responsible for the
accuracy of the evidence presented
in the article; plagiarism is
prohibited.

8.1t is advisable to include citations
from journals indexed in Web of
Science and Scopus.



