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Abstract

This article explores the effectiveness of immersion and classroom learning in language acquisition.
By comparing the two methods through a comprehensive literature review and analysis, the study
aims to determine which approach yields better results in terms of language proficiency and fluency.
However, classroom learning provides a structured environment that can be beneficial for learning
grammar and vocabulary. The article concludes that a combination of both methods may be the most
effective approach to language acquisition.
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Annotatsiya

ushbu maqola tilni o'zlashtirishda immersiya va sinfda o'rganish samaradorligini o'rganadi. Ikki
usulni keng qamrovli adabiyotlarni ko'rib chiqish va tahlil qilish orqali taqqoslab, tadqiqot qaysi
yondashuv tilni bilish va ravonlik nuqtai nazaridan yaxshiroq natijalar berishini aniqlashga qaratilgan.
Biroq, sinfda o'rganish grammatika va so'z boyligini o'rganish uchun foydali bo'lishi mumkin bo'lgan
tuzilgan mubhitni ta'minlaydi. Maqolada ikkala usulning kombinatsiyasi tilni o'zlashtirishda eng
samarali yondashuv bo'lishi mumkin degan xulosaga keladi.

Kalit so'zlar

immersiv o'rganish, sinfda o'rganish, tilni o'rganish, tilni bilish, ikkinchi tilni o'rganish

AHHOTaIus

B »a10li crathe uccnemyercs 3((EKTUBHOCTh MOTPYKEHUS B SI3BIKOBYIO CPEIy U ayAUTOPHOTO
oOydeHUs B TpoIiecce OBJIANCHUS sI3bIKkoM. CpaBHUBAS 3TH JBa METOJa C MIOMOIIBI0 BCECTOPOHHETO
o030pa IuTepaTyphl U aHAJINU3a, aBTOPHI MCCIEA0BAHUS MBITAIOTCA OMPEICIUTh, KAKOH MOIX0 aeT
Jy4IIAe pPe3yibTaThl ¢ TOYKU 3PEHUS BIAJCHHS S3BIKOM W Oerioctu peun. OmpHako oO0ydeHUE B
KJlacce 00ecrnevyrBaeT CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHYIO Cpelly, KOTopas MOKET ObITh MOJe3Ha IS H3y4eHUs
rpaMMaTHKH M CJIOBAPHOTO 3amnaca. B craTee nenaeTcst BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO COYETaHHE 000X METO/IOB
MOXeET ObITh HanOoJee () (PEKTUBHBIM MTOAXOOM K OBJIAJICHUIO S3BIKOM.

KarwueBble cioBa

MOrpyHoe oOydeHue, ayAUTOpHOE OOyueHHue, OBJAJICHHE S3bIKOM, BBICOKHI YpOBEHb BIaJICHUS
SI3BIKOM, H3y4EHUE BTOPOTO SI3bIKA

INTRODUCTION

Language acquisition has been a topic of interest for educators and researchers for decades.
Two primary methods of language learning have emerged: immersion and classroom learning.
Immersion learning involves learning a new language through complete exposure to the target
language environment, while classroom learning takes place in a structured setting with a focus on
grammar, vocabulary, and other language components [1]. This article aims to compare the
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effectiveness of these two methods in language acquisition and determine which approach yields
better results.

METHODS AND LITERATURE REVIEW

To compare immersion and classroom learning, a comprehensive literature review was
conducted. The review included studies focusing on various aspects of language acquisition, such as
speaking, listening, reading, and writing skills. The selected studies were published between 2000
and 2023 and were retrieved from reputable databases, including JSTOR, Google Scholar, and
ProQuest [2].

The literature review revealed that immersion learning has been found to be more effective in
developing speaking and listening skills, as learners are constantly exposed to the target language [3].
On the other hand, classroom learning has been shown to be more effective in teaching grammar and
vocabulary, as it provides a structured environment for learning these components [4].

RESULTS

The analysis of the literature review yielded several key findings. First, immersion learning was
found to be more effective in developing speaking and listening skills, as learners are constantly
exposed to the target language [5]. This exposure allows learners to pick up on the nuances of the
language, such as intonation, pronunciation, and colloquialisms, which are essential for effective
communication [6].

Second, classroom learning was found to be more effective in teaching grammar and
vocabulary, as it provides a structured environment for learning these components [7]. Classroom
learning allows for a systematic approach to language acquisition, with a focus on specific language
components and rules [8].

ANALYSIS

The findings of the literature review suggest that both immersion and classroom learning have
their merits in language acquisition. Immersion learning offers a more natural and effective way to
acquire a new language, particularly in terms of developing speaking and listening skills [9]. This is
because learners are constantly exposed to the target language, allowing them to pick up on the
nuances of the language and develop fluency.

On the other hand, classroom learning provides a structured environment that can be beneficial
for learning grammar and vocabulary. This is because classroom learning allows for a systematic
approach to language acquisition, with a focus on specific language components and rules.

DISCUSSION

The findings of this study have several implications for language education. First, it suggests
that a combination of both immersion and classroom learning may be the most effective approach to
language acquisition. By combining the natural exposure to the target language provided by
immersion learning with the structured approach of classroom learning, learners can develop a well-
rounded set of language skills.

Second, the findings suggest that the effectiveness of each method may depend on the learner's
goals and needs. For example, if a learner's primary goal is to develop speaking and listening skills,
immersion learning may be the more effective approach. On the other hand, if a learner's primary
goal is to develop a strong foundation in grammar and vocabulary, classroom learning may be the
more effective approach.

CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, this article has compared the effectiveness of immersion and classroom learning
in language acquisition. The findings suggest that while both methods have their merits, immersion
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learning offers a more natural and effective way to acquire a new language, particularly in terms of

developing speaking and listening skills. However, classroom learning provides a structured

environment that can be beneficial for learning grammar and vocabulary. The article concludes that a

combination of both methods may be the most effective approach to language acquisition, and that

the effectiveness of each method may depend on the learner's goals and needs.
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