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БОШ МУҲАРРИР: 

Исанова Феруза Тулқиновна 

 
ТАҲРИР ҲАЙЪАТИ: 
 

07.00.00-ТАРИХ ФАНЛАРИ: 

Юлдашев Анвар Эргашевич – тарих фанлари 
доктори, сиёсий фанлар номзоди, профессор, 
Ўзбекистон Республикаси Президенти 
ҳузуридаги Давлат бошқаруви академияси;  

Мавланов Уктам Махмасабирович – тарих 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон 
Республикаси Президенти ҳузуридаги Давлат 
бошқаруви академияси; 

Хазраткулов Аброр – тарих фанлари доктори, 
доцент, Ўзбекистон давлат жаҳон тиллари 
университети. 

Турсунов Равшан Нормуратович – тарих фанлари 
доктори, Ўзбекистон Миллий Университети; 

Холикулов Ахмаджон Боймахамматович – тарих 
фанлари доктори, Ўзбекистон Миллий 
Университети; 

Габриэльян Софья Ивановна – тарих фанлари 
доктори, доцент, Ўзбекистон Миллий 
Университети. 

Саидов Сарвар Атабулло ўғли – катта илмий 
ҳодим, Имом Термизий халқаро илмий-тадқиқот 
маркази, илмий тадқиқотлар бўлими. 

 

08.00.00-ИҚТИСОДИЁТ ФАНЛАРИ: 

Карлибаева Рая Хожабаевна – иқтисодиёт 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
иқтисодиёт университети; 

Насирходжаева Дилафруз Сабитхановна – 
иқтисодиёт фанлари доктори, профессор, 
Тошкент давлат иқтисодиёт университети; 

Остонокулов Азамат Абдукаримович – 
иқтисодиёт фанлари доктори, профессор, 
Тошкент молия институти; 

Арабов Нурали Уралович – иқтисодиёт фанлари 
доктори, профессор, Самарқанд давлат 
университети; 

Худойқулов Садирдин Каримович – иқтисодиёт 
фанлари доктори, доцент, Тошкент давлат 
иқтисодиёт университети; 

Азизов Шерзод Ўктамович – иқтисодиёт фанлари 
доктори, доцент, Ўзбекистон Республикаси 
Божхона институти; 

Хожаев Азизхон Саидалохонович – иқтисодиёт 
фанлари доктори, доцент, Фарғона политехника 
институти  

Холов Актам Хатамович – иқтисодиёт фанлари 
бўйича фалсафа доктори (PhD), доцент, 
Ўзбекистон Республикаси Президенти 
ҳузуридаги Давлат бошқаруви академияси; 

Шадиева Дилдора Хамидовна – иқтисодиёт 
фанлари бўйича фалсафа доктори (PhD), доцент 
в.б, Тошкент молия институти; 

Шакаров Қулмат Аширович – иқтисодиёт 
фанлари номзоди, доцент, Тошкент ахборот 
технологиялари университети 

 

09.00.00-ФАЛСАФА ФАНЛАРИ: 

Ҳакимов Назар Ҳакимович – фалсафа фанлари 
доктори, профессор, Тошкент давлат иқтисодиёт 
университети; 

Яхшиликов Жўрабой – фалсафа фанлари 
доктори, профессор, Самарқанд давлат 
университети; 

Ғайбуллаев Отабек Мухаммадиевич – фалсафа 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Самарқанд давлат 
чет тиллар институти; 

Саидова Камола Усканбаевна – фалсафа фанлари 
доктори, “Tashkent International University of 
Education” халқаро университети; 

Ҳошимхонов Мўмин – фалсафа фанлари доктори, 
доцент, Жиззах педагогика институти; 

Ўроқова Ойсулув Жамолиддиновна – фалсафа 
фанлари доктори, доцент, Андижон давлат 
тиббиёт институти, Ижтимоий-гуманитар 
фанлар кафедраси мудири; 

Носирходжаева Гулнора Абдукаххаровна – 
фалсафа фанлари номзоди, доцент, Тошкент 
давлат юридик университети; 

Турдиев Бехруз Собирович – фалсафа фанлари 

бўйича фалсафа доктори (PhD), доцент, Бухоро 

давлат университети. 

 

10.00.00-ФИЛОЛОГИЯ ФАНЛАРИ: 

Ахмедов Ойбек Сапорбаевич – филология 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон давлат 
жаҳон тиллари университети; 

Кўчимов Шухрат Норқизилович – филология 
фанлари доктори, доцент, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Ҳасанов Шавкат Аҳадович  – филология фанлари 
доктори, профессор, Самарқанд давлат 
университети; 

Бахронова Дилрабо Келдиёровна –  филология 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон давлат 
жаҳон тиллари университети; 

Мирсанов Ғайбулло Қулмуродович – филология 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Самарқанд давлат 
чет тиллар институти; 
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Салахутдинова Мушарраф Исамутдиновна – 
филология фанлари номзоди, доцент, Самарқанд 
давлат университети; 

Кучкаров Рахман Урманович – филология 
фанлари номзоди, доцент в/б, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Юнусов Мансур Абдуллаевич – филология 
фанлари номзоди, Ўзбекистон Республикаси 
Президенти ҳузуридаги Давлат бошқаруви 
академияси; 

Саидов Улугбек Арипович – филология фанлари 
номзоди, доцент, Ўзбекистон Республикаси 
Президенти ҳузуридаги Давлат бошқаруви 
академияси. 

 

12.00.00-ЮРИДИК ФАНЛАР: 

Ахмедшаева Мавлюда Ахатовна – юридик 
фанлар доктори, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Мухитдинова Фирюза Абдурашидовна – юридик 
фанлар доктори, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Эсанова Замира Нормуротовна – юридик фанлар 
доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон Республикасида 
хизмат кўрсатган юрист, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Ҳамроқулов Баҳодир Мамашарифович – юридик 
фанлар доктори, профессор в.б., Жаҳон 
иқтисодиёти ва дипломатия университети; 

Зулфиқоров Шерзод Хуррамович – юридик 
фанлар доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон 
Республикаси Жамоат хавфсизлиги 
университети; 

Хайитов Хушвақт Сапарбаевич – юридик фанлар 
доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон Республикаси 
Президенти ҳузуридаги Давлат бошқаруви 
академияси; 

Асадов Шавкат Ғайбуллаевич – юридик фанлар 
доктори, доцент, Ўзбекистон Республикаси 
Президенти ҳузуридаги Давлат бошқаруви 
академияси; 

Эргашев Икром Абдурасулович – юридик 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети;  

Утемуратов Махмут Ажимуратович – юридик 
фанлар номзоди, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Сайдуллаев Шахзод Алиханович – юридик 
фанлар номзоди, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Ҳакимов Комил Бахтиярович – юридик фанлар 
доктори, доцент, Тошкент давлат юридик 
университети; 

Юсупов Сардорбек Баходирович – юридик 
фанлар доктори, доцент, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Амиров Зафар Актамович – юридик фанлар 
бўйича фалсафа доктори (PhD), Ўзбекистон 
Республикаси Судьялар олий кенгаши 
ҳузуридаги Судьялар олий мактаби; 

Жўраев Шерзод Юлдашевич – юридик фанлар 
номзоди, доцент, Тошкент давлат юридик 
университети; 

Бабаджанов Атабек Давронбекович – юридик 
фанлар номзоди, доцент, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Раҳматов Элёр Жумабоевич - юридик фанлар 
номзоди, Тошкент давлат юридик университети; 

Норматов Бекзод Акром ўғли – юридик фанлар 
бўйича фалсафа доктори, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети. 

 

13.00.00-ПЕДАГОГИКА ФАНЛАРИ: 

Хашимова Дильдархон Уринбоевна – педагогика 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
юридик университети; 

Ибрагимова Гулнора Хавазматовна – педагогика 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Тошкент давлат 
иқтисодиёт университети; 

Закирова Феруза Махмудовна – педагогика 
фанлари доктори, Тошкент ахборот 
технологиялари университети ҳузуридаги 
педагогик кадрларни қайта тайёрлаш ва 
уларнинг малакасини ошириш тармоқ маркази; 

Каюмова Насиба Ашуровна – педагогика 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Қарши давлат 
университети; 

Тайланова Шохида Зайниевна – педагогика 
фанлари доктори, доцент; 

Жуманиёзова Муҳайё Тожиевна – педагогика 
фанлари доктори, доцент, Ўзбекистон давлат 
жаҳон тиллари университети; 

Ибрахимов Санжар Урунбаевич – педагогика 
фанлари доктори, Иқтисодиёт ва педагогика 
университети; 

Жавлиева Шахноза Баходировна – педагогика 

фанлари бўйича фалсафа доктори (PhD), 

Самарқанд давлат университети;  

Бобомуротова Латофат Элмуродовна - 
педагогика фанлари бўйича фалсафа доктори 
(PhD), Самарқанд давлат университети. 

 

19.00.00-ПСИХОЛОГИЯ ФАНЛАРИ: 

Каримова Васила Маманосировна – психология 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Низомий номидаги 
Тошкент давлат педагогика университети; 

Ҳайитов Ойбек Эшбоевич – Жисмоний тарбия ва 
спорт бўйича мутахассисларни қайта тайёрлаш 
ва малакасини ошириш институти, психология 
фанлари доктори, профессор 

Умарова Навбаҳор Шокировна – психология 
фанлари доктори, доцент, Низомий номидаги 
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Тошкент давлат педагогика университети, 
Амалий психологияси кафедраси мудири; 

Атабаева Наргис Батировна – психология 
фанлари доктори, доцент, Низомий номидаги 
Тошкент давлат педагогика университети; 

Шамшетова Анжим Карамаддиновна – 
психология фанлари доктори, доцент, 
Ўзбекистон давлат жаҳон тиллари 
университети; 

Қодиров Обид Сафарович – психология фанлари 
доктори (PhD), Самарканд вилоят ИИБ Тиббиёт 
бўлими психологик хизмат бошлиғи. 

 

22.00.00-СОЦИОЛОГИЯ ФАНЛАРИ: 

Латипова Нодира Мухтаржановна – социология 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон 
миллий университети кафедра мудири; 

Сеитов Азамат Пўлатович – социология фанлари 
доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон миллий 
университети; 

Содиқова Шоҳида Мархабоевна – социология 
фанлари доктори, профессор, Ўзбекистон 
халқаро ислом академияси. 

 

23.00.00-СИЁСИЙ ФАНЛАР 

Назаров Насриддин Атақулович –сиёсий фанлар 
доктори, фалсафа фанлари доктори, профессор, 
Тошкент архитектура қурилиш институти; 

Бўтаев Усмонжон Хайруллаевич –сиёсий фанлар 
доктори, доцент, Ўзбекистон миллий 
университети кафедра мудири. 

 

ОАК Рўйхати 

Мазкур журнал Вазирлар Маҳкамаси ҳузуридаги Олий аттестация комиссияси Раёсатининг 2022 
йил 30 ноябрдаги 327/5-сон қарори билан тарих, иқтисодиёт, фалсафа, филология, юридик ва 
педагогика фанлари бўйича илмий даражалар бўйича диссертациялар асосий натижаларини чоп 
этиш тавсия этилган илмий нашрлар рўйхатига киритилган. 

 

Ижтимоий-гуманитар фанларнинг 

долзарб муаммолари” электрон 

журнали 2020 йил 6 август куни 1368-

сонли гувоҳнома билан давлат 

рўйхатига олинган. 

Муассис: “SCIENCEPROBLEMS TEAM” 

масъулияти чекланган жамияти 

 

Таҳририят манзили: 

100070. Тошкент шаҳри, Яккасарой 

тумани, Кичик Бешёғоч кўчаси, 70/10-

уй. Электрон манзил: 

scienceproblems.uz@gmail.com 

Боғланиш учун телефонлар: 

(99) 602-09-84 (telegram). 

mailto:scienceproblems.uz@gmail.com
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IJTIMOIY-GUMANITAR FANLARNING 
DOLZARB MUAMMOLARI 
4-jild, 10-maxsus son (Dekabr, 2024). -409 bet. 

MUNDARIJA 

07.00.00 – TARIX FANLARI 

Norbekov Ahmadjon Norbekovich 
XX-ASRNING BIRINCHI YARMIDA O‘ZBEKISTONNING SIYOSIY -IJTIMOIY VA IQTISODIY 
HOLATI  ................................................................................................................................................................  11-18 

Eliboyev Ozodjon Poʻlat oʻgʻli 
BAQTRIYANING KUSHONIYLAR DAVRI SHAHARSOZLIGI VA ME’MORCHILIGI .....................  19-23 

Нуритдинова Нодира Сирожовна 
XX-АСР БОШЛАРИДА ТУРКИСТОН ЎЛКАСИДА ТАЪЛИМ ТИЗИМИ (СЕНАТОР К.К. ПАЛЕН 
ТАФТИШ МАТЕРИАЛЛАРИ АСОСИДА)................................................................................................  24-28 

Чориев Шоҳрух Холтура ўғли 
ЎРТА ОСИЁ ТЕМУРИЙЛАР ДАВРИДА САРОЙ АРХИТЕКТУРАСИ ИЖТИМОИЙ 
СТРАТИФИКАЦИЯНИ ЎРГАНИШ МАНБАСИ СИФАТИДА  ..........................................................  29-38 

Жумаева Шоира Бердияровна 
МАРКАЗИЙ ОСИЁ МИНТАҚАСИДА ЗИЁРАТ ТУРИЗМИНИ РИВОЖЛАНТИРИШДА 
МУҚАДДАС ҚАДАМЖО ВА ЗИЁРАТГОҲЛАРНИНГ ЎРНИ  ..........................................................  39-43 

Jo‘rayev Muxriddin Xasanovich 
MOVAROUNNAHRLIK MUHADDISLARNING ILMIY SAFARLARI VA SAFAR YO‘LLARI 
GEOGRAFIYASI ..................................................................................................................................................  44-51 

Муқимова Рисолат Рустамжон қизи 
ЗИЁРАТ МАРОСИМЛАРИДА ТАБИАТ КУЛЬТИ БИЛАН БОҒЛИҚ УРФ-ОДАТЛАР  ..........  52-56 

08.00.00 – IQTISODIYOT FANLARI 

Абдуллаев Алтинбек Янгибаевич 
ДОННИ ҚАЙТА ИШЛАШ КОРХОНАЛАРИДА ТЎЛОВ ҚОБИЛИЯТИ БОШҚАРУВ ҲИСОБИНИНГ 
ИЛМИЙ – МЕТОДОЛОГИК ЁНДОШУВИ  .................................................................................................  57-69 

Baxriddinova Yulduz Baxriddinovna 
MINTAQALARDA FARMATSEVTIKA SANOATINI RIVOJLANTIRISHNING ZARURIYATI ...... 70-75 

Matkarimov Inomjon Baxtiyorovich 
QISHLOQ XO‘JALIK MAHSULOTLARINI YETISHTIRISHDA AGROBIOKIMYO XIZMATLARINI 
TAKOMILLASHTIRISHNING OBYEKTIV ZARURATI  ..........................................................................  76-86 

Ибадуллаев Дилшад Ибрагимович 
ИНВЕСТИЦИЯ САЛОҲИЯТИНИ МИНТАҚА ИҚТИСОДИЁТИГА ТАЪСИРИНИ 
ЭКОНОМЕТРИК БАҲОЛАШ АСОСЛАРИ  ..............................................................................................  87-92 

Исламутдинова Дина Файзрахмановна 
АНАЛИЗ СОСТОЯНИЯ АГРОПРОМЫШЛЕННОГО КОМПЛЕКСА РЕСПУБЛИКИ 
УЗБЕКИСТАН  .......................................................................................................................................................  93-102 

Qobiljon Isaev 
O’ZBEKISTONNING JAHON SAVDO TASHKILOTIGA (JST) A’ZO BO’LISHINI IQTISODIY 
BAHOLASH  ....................................................................................................................................................  103-110 
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Dramatic changes that have taken place in the media world with the introduction of new 

online platforms can be attributed to media discourse or traditional communication, that is 

most often associated with the press, radio and television. And this change is not just technical, 

but it radically changes the very principles of the creation, reception and understanding of 

communication. In the context of mass media, power relations and ideology are embedded in 

the content of the media, serving to construct narratives and shape societal perceptions [3; 

P.47]. Such media are often organized and operated within a systemic structure in which 

ownership and other editorial matters determine the content which is more likely to advance 

the owners view and less likely to advance other views [11; P.132]. 

The emergence of digital media, known for its multimodal and participatory qualities, 

has challenged these traditional frameworks. Platforms such as Instagram, YouTube, and 

https://doi.org/10.47390/SPR1342V4I11Y2024N22
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TikTok enable users to produce and share content, promoting a more decentralized media 

environment [1; P.59]. However, this democratization is offset by emerging forms of control, 

like algorithmic gatekeeping, in which content visibility is determined by engagement metrics 

rather than editorial supervision [2; P.98]. This prompts vital inquiries regarding the 

genuineness and variety of discussions in these environments.  

In addition, digital platforms enable multimodal communication by combining text, 

images, sound, and interactive components, allowing for deeper and more instant expressions 

of meaning. This change has significant ramifications for discourse analysis, since the 

interaction of various semiotic modes generates nuanced meanings that rely on context [4; 

P.74]. Nonetheless, the advantages of digital media also present difficulties, including context 

collapse, wherein various audiences understand the same message in different ways because 

of the lack of situational indicators [9; P.121].  

These changes signify not merely a shift in format but a transformation of discourse 

authority. Conventional media held a top-down authority, allowing minimal audience 

participation. Conversely, digital media merges these limits, offering chances for grassroots 

voices to confront prevailing narratives. Nevertheless, this empowerment comes with its own 

set of challenges. Algorithmic biases, strategies for monetizing platforms, and the dissemination 

of misinformation indicate that power inequities continue to exist, though in varied forms. 

These issues highlight the necessity of thoughtfully examining how digital platforms influence 

public discussion while preserving—or enhancing—current inequalities.  

This paper aims to explore the evolution of media discourse from its conventional 

origins to its digital forms. In particular, it examines the development of media conversation in 

reaction to digital platforms, consistencies in power relations and portrayal in both 

conventional and digital media, the function of multimodality in forming and understanding 

communication in the digital era.  

By tackling these inquiries, this research adds to a deeper comprehension of media 

discourse in a highly connected world. It underscores the intricacies of digital interactions, 

where user engagement and technological capabilities intersect with enduring societal norms 

and power dynamics. With the advent of new technologies such as artificial intelligence and 

virtual reality, their impact on media dialogue requires careful scrutiny to guarantee fair and 

inclusive depictions in a constantly changing environment [5; P.89; 10; P.63].  

As we move through this swiftly evolving communicative environment, it is clear that 

traditional and digital media are not distinct entities but rather intertwined components of a 

larger discursive system. Although digital platforms present fresh chances for representation 

and engagement, they also perpetuate numerous ideological frameworks and power relations 

of their forerunners. This duality underscores the necessity for an in-depth examination of how 

media discourse develops and the effects it has on influencing societal beliefs, norms, and 

behaviors.  

Methods. This research utilizes a mixed-method strategy, combining Critical Discourse 

Analysis (CDA), Multimodal Discourse Analysis (MDA), and a limited corpus linguistic analysis 

to investigate the development of media discourse on both traditional and digital platforms. 

Each methodological approach was selected to tackle particular research inquiries and enhance 

each other, providing a comprehensive view of the data.  
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CDA acts as the core framework for examining the power relationships and ideological 

frameworks present in both traditional and digital media texts. It emphasizes how language can 

sustain or contest social [3; P.47]; [11; P.132]. This assessment involved reviewing news 

articles, opinion pieces, and broadcast news segments from major established media sources. 

Special focus was given to word selections, thematic frameworks, and rhetorical techniques 

utilized to present topics like immigration, gender, and economic disparity. CDA was utilized to 

examine the quotation of expert sources and the representation of marginalized groups in 

narratives, uncovering patterns that uphold prevailing societal ideologies. The study 

additionally featured an intertextual review of how conventional media dialogue aligns with or 

diverges from new digital stories, providing understanding into the persistence and 

transformation among media types.  

Acknowledging the fundamentally multimodal characteristics of digital media, this 

research utilized MDA to examine content on social media sites like Instagram, Twitter, and 

YouTube. MDA highlights the interplay of different semiotic modes—text, visuals, sound, video, 

and interactive components—during a unified communicative occurrence [4; P.32].  

The dataset contained user-created content (UGC), memes, GIFs, and graphic 

advertisements. These were examined to comprehend how visual and textual components 

collaborate in constructing meaning and affecting audience understanding. For example, the 

incorporation of emotive images, hashtags, and emojis in Instagram posts was examined to 

understand how multimodal elements improve or complicate the communicated message. The 

investigation also assessed platform-specific features, like Twitter's character restriction and 

Instagram’s emphasis on visuals, to comprehend their influence on shaping conversations.  

To enhance the qualitative findings from CDA and MDA, a limited corpus analysis was 

performed utilizing computational tools. The corpus consisted of around 100,000 words 

sourced from traditional media formats (like news articles and opinion pieces) and digital 

media materials (such as social media posts and blogs).  

The analysis of the corpus centered on analyzing word frequency and collocation trends 

to recognize persistent themes and perspectives, analyzing keywords to identify prominent 

terms utilized in conversations about power and representation, comparative examination of 

word selections in conventional and digital environments to uncover changes in language 

application and framing techniques.  

For example, phrases concerning immigration were examined in both datasets to see 

how traditional media may use formal, institutional terminology, while digital media frequently 

includes emotionally expressive or informal language.  

Data for this research was gathered over a six-month period, guaranteeing a varied and 

representative sample from both traditional and digital media. Conventional media outlets 

comprised prominent newspapers and broadcast news shows, whereas digital media 

information was collected from popular platforms such as Instagram, Twitter, and YouTube. 

Data from social media was chosen by analyzing engagement metrics like likes, shares, and 

comments to guarantee its relevance to public conversations.  

Ethical aspects were taken into account during data gathering, especially in relation to 

privacy and content created by users. Data that is publicly accessible was prioritized, and 

individual users’ anonymity was preserved where relevant.  



SCIENCEPROBLEMS.UZ-Ижтимоий-гуманитар фанларнинг долзарб муаммолари № S/10 (4) – 2024  

 

188 

To improve reliability, triangulation was used by integrating qualitative and quantitative 

approaches. CDA revealed ideological frameworks in detail, MDA highlighted the intricacies of 

multimodality, and corpus analysis supplied quantitative data to back qualitative insights [10; 

P.63]. The combination of these approaches secured a thorough grasp of the changing dynamics 

of media discourse.  

Results. The results of this study illustrate the transformative and lasting nature of 

media discourse, emphasizing both continuities and shifts from traditional to digital platforms. 

Through the examination of data via Critical Discourse Analysis, Multimodal Discourse 

Analysis, and corpus linguistic approaches, several prominent themes surfaced: the enduring 

nature of power structures, the changing significance of representation, and the challenges 

brought about by multimodal communication in digital environments.  

The CDA of conventional media showed that power relations are firmly established in 

the discourse, illustrating the impact of leading societal figures like political authorities, 

businesses, and influential organizations. For instance, news articles and TV reports often 

portrayed marginalized groups—like immigrants or low-income communities—through 

perspectives of deficiency or abnormality. This perspective frequently corresponds with the 

ideological goals of prevailing societal factions, sustaining systemic disparities [3; P.89]; [11; 

P.134].  

A significant trend was the dependence on institutional sources, including government 

representatives and expert commentators, which restricted the variety of viewpoints in 

traditional media stories. Even when other perspectives were integrated, they were commonly 

presented within the limits of institutional norms, reducing their possible influence on public 

discourse.  

In digital media, these power dynamics continued but appeared in different forms. 

Algorithmic gatekeeping, an essential aspect of digital platforms, frequently enhanced popular 

content while diminishing the visibility of less engaging or less prominent stories. Platforms 

such as YouTube and Instagram, for example, appeared to prioritize creators with significant 

followings, reflecting the editorial structures of conventional media [2; P.72]. This occurrence 

strengthens the concentration of power, even within seemingly democratized online spaces.  

Representation continues to be a crucial topic in both traditional and digital media, 

although its expressions vary between these areas. In conventional media, stories frequently 

mirrored societal prejudices, depicting marginalized communities in stereotypical or 

unfavorable manners. For instance, topics concerning gender or immigration were often 

presented in manners that upheld current stereotypes, sustaining limited views of these 

communities.  

In comparison, digital media platforms created a more engaging atmosphere, enabling 

users to contest prevailing narratives and build alternative representations. The examination 

of user-generated content (UGC) showed that online platforms allowed grassroots movements 

to gain attention, like the #MeToo and #BlackLivesMatter initiatives, which contested 

conventional representations of gender and race. Nonetheless, the success of these movements 

was frequently constrained by the disunity of digital conversations and the presence of 

algorithmic prejudices.  

The varied nature of digital media brought about notable challenges in creating and 

understanding discourse. Social media platforms like Instagram and Twitter combine text, 
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images, videos, and emojis, producing complex yet vibrant communicative settings. The MDA 

indicated that these various features frequently improved emotional connection and 

involvement. For example, utilizing memes and visual narratives enabled users to convey 

intricate concepts in a visually striking and approachable way [4; P.53].  

Nevertheless, the absence of situational and cultural context in online communications 

frequently resulted in misunderstandings or “context collapse,” whereby messages meant for a 

specific audience were misconstrued by a different one [9; P.47]. This phenomenon was 

especially noticeable in cross-cultural exchanges, where variations in cultural norms and 

semiotic resources resulted in differing interpretations of identical content.  

The linguistic analysis of the corpus uncovered unique language patterns in both 

traditional and digital media. Conventional media texts featured formal and institutional 

language, often employing terms that highlighted authority, expertise, and impartiality (“expert 

assessment,” “official directive”). Conversely, digital media displayed language that was more 

conversational and emotionally engaging, frequently mirroring the participatory and personal 

aspects of user-generated content [1; P.116].  

For instance, the examination of collocations tied to immigration revealed that 

conventional media often employed phrases such as “border security” and “illegal entry,” 

positioning the topic within a security-focused narrative. Conversely, digital media frequently 

used phrases such as “human rights” and “family separation,” indicating a more compassionate 

perspective.  

Although digital media provides chances for greater involvement and varied 

representation, it also brings distinctive challenges. The algorithmic promotion of sensational 

or emotionally engaging material frequently skews public discussions, emphasizing popularity 

rather than informational quality. This phenomenon was particularly noticeable on platforms 

such as Twitter, where contentious content often overshadowed conversations, deepening 

social rifts.  

Moreover, the visual focus of digital media, while facilitating creative expression, 

occasionally resulted in the oversimplification of intricate issues. For instance, social media 

campaigns typically depended on eye-catching visuals or hashtags to achieve visibility, which, 

although successful in increasing awareness, occasionally fell short of providing the depth 

needed for a nuanced comprehension.  

The results demonstrate that the evolution of media discourse is characterized by both 

continuity and change. While digital media has democratized content creation and enabled 

multimodal expression, many of the ideological structures and power dynamics of traditional 

media persist in these new environments. The interplay between user agency and algorithmic 

control highlights the complexities of digital discourse and underscores the need for critical 

engagement with emerging media technologies. 

Discussions. The results of this research emphasize the active interaction between 

continuity and change in media discourse as it transitions from conventional formats to the 

multimodal, participatory settings of digital platforms. This section integrates insights from the 

introduction, methods, and results, emphasizing important implications for comprehending 

power, representation, and multimodality in media discourse.  

The findings indicate that power dynamics are a constant element in both traditional 

and digital media, although they appear in different forms. In conventional media, editorial 
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authority is centralized, with influential societal entities like governments, corporations, and 

leading institutions directing the storyline. This supports Fairclough's (1995) claim that media 

discourse is intricately tied to social power dynamics, reinforcing inequalities via selective 

representation and framing. For example, depending on institutional sources restricts the 

variety of perspectives, strengthening dominant ideologies and preserving current social 

structures [3; P.121].  

Digital media, frequently praised for its ability to democratize, reveals a contradictory 

persistence in power dynamics via algorithmic gatekeeping. Services such as YouTube and 

Facebook employ algorithms that emphasize engagement metrics, frequently elevating content 

from prominent creators or sensational stories rather than varied or complex discussions [2; 

P.78]. This reflects traditional media's editorial prejudices but in a different manner, 

emphasizing the ongoing influence of control systems in influencing public dialogue.  

Media representation has experienced a notable change with the emergence of digital 

platforms. The introduction highlighted how digital media can oppose conventional 

representations of marginalized communities, a conclusion backed by the findings. Movements 

such as #MeToo and #BlackLivesMatter illustrate how user-generated content (UGC) can 

challenge dominant narratives and amplify the voices of marginalized communities.  

Nonetheless, the disjointed and intensely visual characteristics of digital media pose 

difficulties. The multimodal characteristics of digital platforms—blending text, images, and 

video—allow for more nuanced expressions of identity and resistance but may also result in 

oversimplified portrayals. For instance, social media updates typically depend on eye-catching 

images or hashtags to attract attention, potentially overlooking the intricacies of the topics 

being discussed [5; P.102]. This dualism highlights the conflict between accessibility and 

profundity in online discussions.  

Additionally, the algorithmic prejudices of digital platforms may restrict the visibility of 

minority voices, prioritizing content that matches prevalent engagement trends. As indicated 

by the findings, this reflects the editorial structures of traditional media, though filtered 

through computational systems.  

Multimodality has transformed the way meaning is created and understood in media 

communication. The emergence of digital tools that merge text, visuals, audio, and interactive 

features has enhanced the communicative capabilities of media. The methods and results 

sections demonstrate that social media platforms such as Instagram and Twitter employ 

multimodal resources to express meaning, elicit emotion, and promote engagement.  

Nevertheless, this transition has also brought forth new difficulties, especially in 

understanding meaning. The occurrence of “context collapse,” in which varied audiences 

perceive the same message in different ways due to an absence of situational cues, complicates 

communication within digital environments [6; P.59]. This matter highlights the necessity for 

innovative analytical models that consider the intricacies of multimodal communication and its 

risk of being misunderstood.  

The results show that although digital media promotes increased engagement, it also 

intensifies division and polarization. The focus on emotionally intense material in algorithm-

based platforms frequently skews public discussion, favoring sensationalism instead of 

meaningful conversation. This dynamic questions the democratic potential of digital media, 
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prompting important inquiries about technology's influence on the formation of societal norms 

and beliefs.  

Moreover, the ongoing presence of conventional power structures in digital 

environments emphasizes the significance of thoughtfully interacting with media technologies. 

With the advent of new tools such as artificial intelligence and virtual reality, these 

developments are expected to add further complexity to media discussions, requiring 

continuous analysis of their influence on representation and authority.  

The combination of CDA, MDA, and corpus linguistic analysis in this study provides a 

holistic method for exploring the development of media discourse. Through the analysis of both 

linguistic and multimodal elements, it reveals the subtle dynamics of how power, 

representation, and engagement are navigated across conventional and digital platforms.  

The conversation highlights the necessity for ongoing interdisciplinary research that 

connects linguistics, media studies, and technology. As emphasized in the introduction, 

grasping the relationship between traditional and new media necessitates acknowledging both 

patterns and changes in discourse practices. The results indicate that although digital media 

offers fresh chances for representation and involvement, it remains affected by the structural 

disparities that have historically defined media systems.  

In the end, the development of media discourse showcases a complicated interaction 

between established power dynamics and new modes of digital engagement. Although the 

multimodal aspect of digital media has enhanced communication methods, it has also brought 

forth new challenges that need to be examined critically. Leveraging the findings of this study, 

subsequent research can delve deeper into how emerging technologies influence discourse 

creation and representation, enhancing our comprehension of media's impact on societal 

dynamics.  

Conclusion. The development of media discourse from conventional formats to the 

multimodal and interactive domains of digital platforms showcases a terrain characterized by 

both transformation and persistence. This research has investigated the evolution of media 

discourse using a comprehensive approach that combines Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), 

Multimodal Discourse Analysis (MDA), and corpus linguistic techniques. The results illuminate 

how power dynamics, representation, and multimodal communication interconnect through 

various media forms, presenting both opportunities and obstacles for public discourse.  

Although new media platforms offer a more engaging and interactive setting for content 

creation, the power dynamics found in traditional media continue to exist in digital spaces, 

albeit in different forms. Algorithmic gatekeeping and content prioritization driven by 

engagement metrics have supplanted conventional editorial oversight while still influencing 

discourse in manners that favor specific voices over others [4; P.117]. These power dynamics 

show that digital media, even though it seems to promote democratization, continues to 

enhance centralization and hierarchy.  

Representation, a fundamental theme examined throughout this research, reveals both 

advancement and decline. Although digital media provides avenues for various and frequently 

marginalized voices to confront prevailing narratives—seen in movements such as #MeToo 

and #BlackLivesMatter—obstacles to widespread representation still exist. The division of 

digital conversations, the focus on eye-catching or sensational material, and algorithmic biases 

frequently restrict in-depth discussions and perpetuate stereotypes [8; P.125].  
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Multimodality has been a revolutionary element of this change, enhancing the ways 

meaning is communicated and understood. The capability to merge text, images, videos, and 

interactive components has enabled richer and more emotionally impactful communication. 

Nonetheless, as indicated in the results and discussion, this complexity also brings about 

challenges like context collapse and possible misinterpretation owing to insufficient situational 

cues [7; P.97]. The results highlight the importance of creating innovative analytical 

frameworks capable of addressing these multimodal complexities and their consequences for 

discourse analysis.  

The enduring nature of conventional power frameworks and the new difficulties 

introduced by algorithmic governance emphasize the necessity for ongoing critical interaction 

with digital media. The research highlights that, although new media settings provide greater 

chances for participatory dialogue, they do not automatically ensure fairness or equity in 

representation. The ways in which digital platforms function—prioritizing content that attracts 

engagement over content of genuine value—can skew public conversation, fostering 

polarization and shallow insights instead of thorough discussions.  

The multifaceted aspect of digital communication introduces additional complexity, 

suggesting that even though technology has broadened the communicative resources, it has 

also altered the ways audiences engage with and understand media content. This 

transformation requires refreshed analytical and theoretical models that can tackle the joint 

impact of text, visual components, and interaction on discourse creation and understanding.  

The research highlights that although media discussions have changed considerably due 

to the emergence of digital technologies, numerous fundamental power dynamics and 

representation challenges have persisted, though in altered manifestations. The results indicate 

that new digital media platforms are not impartial; they are influenced environments where 

algorithms, platform features, and user interaction affect what is viewed, shared, and 

highlighted. This understanding necessitates a continuous critical review of how media 

technologies influence public perception, either fortifying or contesting power dynamics, and 

affect social norms.  

The findings of this research highlight the necessity of creating more inclusive and fair 

digital environments that extend beyond simple engagement to guarantee a variety of 

perspectives and richer, more significant dialogue. Future studies ought to concentrate on how 

new technologies like artificial intelligence and augmented reality could further impact media 

discourse, advocating for an understanding that embraces both the intricacies of new media 

and the ongoing issues inherent in traditional methods.  

In summary, as media discourse keeps evolving, a comprehensive approach that 

connects linguistic, technological, and sociocultural viewpoints will be essential for grasping its 

effects on power, representation, and communication in the digital era. By grappling with these 

complexities, researchers and practitioners can strive for a media environment that more 

accurately mirrors the varied realities of modern society and promotes more knowledgeable 

and inclusive public discussions. 
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