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Abstract. This article focuses on the study of the formation of proper nouns in English
and Uzbek languages from a comparative perspective. Proper nouns, as one of the essential
categories of onomastics, reflect not only linguistic structures but also the cultural, social,
and historical realities of a nation. The research provides a detailed overview of the main
types of proper nouns, including personal names, geographical names, names of
institutions, organizations, and cultural phenomena. Special attention is given to the
historical traditions, morphological processes, and semantic changes that occur in the
process of name formation.

The study also analyzes modern tendencies such as the borrowing of foreign
names, the influence of globalization, and the creation of neologisms, which are observed in
both English and Uzbek. Through comparative analysis, the article reveals significant
similarities and differences in the formation of proper nouns in the two languages,
highlighting how language and culture interact in shaping naming systems. The results of
this study can contribute to the field of comparative linguistics, translation studies, and
intercultural communication.
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AHHOTaHI/lHZ ﬂaHHa}l cmamosil noCBAUleHa U3y4eHuro ocobennocmei 06pa306aHuﬂ
COOCMBEHHBIX UMEH 6 AHSIUUCKOM U y36€KCKOM A3ZbIKAX 6 CPABHUMENbHOM dAcCneKkme.
CO6CW16’€HHbl€ Umera, KAaK e6adiCHa:sl Kamecopusa OHOMACMUKU, ompascaront He moJIbKO
A3LIKOBYIO CIPYKMYPY, HO U KYIAbMYPHble, COYUANbHbIE U UCTOpUYecKUue peailuu Hapood. B
cmambse n00p06H0 paccmampuearomcsia OCHO6HblE MuUnbl cobcmeenHbIx uMéH, 6KJlIOYAA
JUYHbIE UMEHA, eeoepaqbuqecxue HA36A4HUA, HA36AHUA yqpeofcdeﬂuz}, 0p2anu3az4ud u
KyibmypHulx  senenu. Ocoboe euuMmanue YyOensiemcs UCMOPUYECKUM MPAOUYUAM,
MOpgbOJZOZulleCKuM npoyeccam U CeEMaAHmMuU4eCKUM USMEHEHUAM, I’lpOLlCXO()}Zu/;MM 6 npoyecce
Gdopmuposarnusi UMEH.

KpO]l/le moeo, aHaIu3IuUpyromcsia CcoepemMeHHble meH()eHuuu, maxKkue KdkK
saumcemeosanue UHOCMpPAHHbIX uMéH, GlUAHUE 2]10661]21/{361141414 U nosejleHue HeoJlocumoes,
xapaxmepuvle Kax OJisl AHSIULCKO20, MAK U 01 Y30eKcko2o s3vik08. CpasHumenbHbwlil
AHANIU3 NO360Ji€N1 8blABUMb CYULeCnI6EHHbLE cxoocmea u pasaudus 6 cucmeme 06pa306aHu}l
coOCMEeHHbIX uMéH, noc)ttepKHye 63AUMOCEA3b A3bIKA U K)JbNypsbl 6 npoyecce HOMUHAYyUu.
P€3lebman’Zbl uccneoo8arus mozcym Obvimb nosesuvl 0/ CPABHUMENIbHOCO A3bIKO3ZHAHUAL,
nepesoioBedetUs U MENCKYIbMYPHOU KOMMYHUKAYUU.
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KiioueBble ci10Ba: coocmeennvie umena, AHeIUUCKUL A3bIK, Y30eKCKUll A3bIK,
OHOMACMUKA,  Cl08000pA308anue,  JIUYHblEe  UMEHA,  MONOHUMbL,  CDAGHUMENbHOE
A3bIKO3HAHUE, KYIbIMYPHASL UOEHMUYHOCTDb.

Annotatsiya: Ushbu magola ingliz va o ‘zbek tillarida atoqli otlarning hosil bo ‘lish
xususiyatlarini giyosiy jihatdan tadgiq etishga bag ‘ishlangan. Atoqli otlar onomastikaning
muhim kategoriyalaridan biri bo ‘lib, ular nafaqat til tuzilishini, balki xalgning madaniy,
ijtimoiy va tarixiy gadriyatlarini ham aks ettiradi. Maqgolada shaxs ismlari, geografik
nomlar, tashkilot va muassasa nomlari, shuningdek, madaniy hodisalar nomlari kabi atogli
otlarning asosiy turlari batafsil yoritilgan. Ularning shakllanishida tarixiy an’analar,
morfologik jarayonlar va semantik o zgarishlarning o ‘rni alohida tahlil gilingan.

Bundan tashqari, ingliz va o‘zbek tillarida xorijiy ismlarning kirib kelishi,
globallashuv ta’siri, yangi so z va atamalarning paydo bo ‘lishi kabi zamonaviy jarayonlar
ham tahlil gilingan. Qiyosiy tahlil asosida ikkala tilda atogli otlarning shakllanishidagi
umumiylik va farglar ochib berilgan hamda til va madaniyatning nom berish jarayonidagi
ozaro bogligligi ko ‘rsatib berilgan. Tadgiqot natijalari qiyosiy tilshunoslik,
tarjimashunoslik va madaniyatlararo mulogot sohalari uchun foydali bo ‘lishi mumkin.

Kalit so‘zlar: atoqli otlar, ingliz tili, o ‘zbek tili, onomastika, so ‘z yasash, shaxs
ismlari, toponimlar, giyosiy tilshunoslik, madaniy o zlik.

Introduction

Proper nouns play a significant role in human communication as they serve not
only as linguistic units but also as cultural markers. Unlike common nouns, which denote
general categories of objects or phenomena, proper nouns are used to identify unique
entities such as individuals, geographical places, historical events, institutions, and cultural
objects. Because of their distinctive function, proper nouns are regarded as an important
category of onomastics — the branch of linguistics that studies names and naming systems.

In recent years, the study of proper nouns has attracted increasing attention among
linguists and cultural researchers. This is due to the fact that names are not created
randomly; rather, they are the result of complex interactions between language, history, and
culture. Each nation develops its own naming system based on its traditions, values,
worldview, and linguistic resources. Therefore, exploring the ways in which proper nouns
are formed in different languages can provide valuable insights into both linguistic
structures and cultural identities.

The English and Uzbek languages represent two distinct linguistic systems with
different historical and cultural backgrounds. English, as a Germanic language that has been
heavily influenced by Latin, French, and other languages, demonstrates a rich and diverse
naming system. Many English personal names, for example, originate from biblical
traditions, historical figures, or ancient mythologies. Similarly, English geographical names
often reflect the history of colonization, migration, and political changes.Uzbek, on the
other hand, belongs to the Turkic language family and has been shaped by centuries of
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interaction with Persian, Arabic, and Russian. The formation of proper nouns in Uzbek is
deeply influenced by historical events, religious traditions, and cultural values. Personal
names in Uzbek frequently carry meanings associated with desirable qualities, natural
elements, or spiritual beliefs. Geographical names often reflect the physical environment,
historical figures, or cultural heritage of the region.

A comparative study of proper noun formation in English and Uzbek is particularly
relevant for several reasons. First, it helps to identify the universal and language-specific
mechanisms of name creation. Second, it contributes to the field of comparative linguistics
by providing examples of how two languages with different genetic backgrounds employ
similar or different strategies in naming. Third, such research can also be useful for
translation studies, as proper nouns often create challenges for translators who need to
balance linguistic accuracy with cultural sensitivity.

The aim of this article is to investigate the specific features of proper noun
formation in English and Uzbek, focusing on personal names, geographical names, and
institutional names. The objectives of the study are:

1. To analyze the linguistic and cultural factors that influence the creation of proper
nouns in both languages.

2. To explore the morphological, semantic, and historical processes involved in the
formation of names.

3. To conduct a comparative analysis in order to identify similarities and differences
between English and Uzbek naming systems.

4. To discuss the modern tendencies in name formation, including borrowings,
globalization, and the emergence of neologisms.

The relevance of this study lies in the fact that proper nouns are closely linked to
cultural identity and national heritage. By examining how English and Uzbek form proper
nouns, we can better understand not only the structural aspects of the languages but also the
ways in which societies preserve their traditions and values through names. The findings of
this research may serve as a basis for further investigations in linguistics, cultural studies,
and intercultural communication.

Theoretical Background

The study of proper nouns belongs to the field of onomastics, which is a branch of
linguistics that deals with the study of names and naming systems. Within onomastics, two
major subfields are usually distinguished: anthroponymy, which studies personal names,
and toponymy, which studies geographical names. Both areas are essential for
understanding how languages create and use proper nouns, as names reflect not only
linguistic patterns but also historical and cultural realities.According to traditional linguistic
theory, a proper noun is defined as a word or phrase that uniquely identifies a particular
person, place, object, or phenomenon. Unlike common nouns, proper nouns are capitalized
in writing and do not usually have plural forms, though exceptions exist in some languages.
From a semantic perspective, proper nouns function primarily as identifiers rather than
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descriptors. For example, the name London refers to a specific city, while the word city
describes a general category. However, scholars note that proper nouns often carry
additional meanings related to cultural, historical, or emotional associations.

The theoretical basis for the study of proper nouns can be traced back to classical
linguistics and philosophy. For instance, Aristotle and later philosophers considered names
as essential tools for distinguishing between objects in the external world. In modern
linguistics, researchers such as John Stuart Mill and John Lyons emphasized the referential
function of proper nouns, pointing out that their main role is to denote unique entities rather
than to describe qualities.

In the 20th century, structuralist and functionalist linguists expanded the study of
proper nouns by examining their morphological and syntactic characteristics. For example,
Leonard Bloomfield and other structuralists classified proper nouns as a distinct
grammatical category due to their unique distributional properties. Later, scholars in the
field of sociolinguistics highlighted the cultural and social significance of names, arguing
that naming practices are deeply embedded in social structures and traditions.

In English linguistics, proper nouns have been studied extensively from both historical
and modern perspectives. Researchers such as George R. Stewart and Richard Coates have
explored the origins of English place names and personal names, showing how they
developed through contact with Latin, Norse, French, and other languages. These studies
demonstrate that the English naming system is a result of centuries of cultural exchange and
historical events.

Similarly, Uzbek linguistics has also developed a rich tradition of studying proper
nouns, especially in the context of anthroponymy and toponymy. Uzbek scholars emphasize
the role of Islamic culture, Turkic heritage, and Persian—Arabic influence in shaping the
formation of names. For instance, many Uzbek personal names are derived from Arabic
religious terms, while toponyms often reflect geographic features such as rivers, mountains,
or deserts.

Another important aspect of the theoretical background is the role of morphology in the
formation of proper nouns. In many languages, including English and Uzbek, proper nouns
are often formed through derivation, compounding, or borrowing. For example, English
surnames such as Johnson (“son of John) or Uzbek names like Toshkent (“stone city”)
show how morphological processes contribute to the creation of meaningful names.

Conclusion

The comparative study of proper nouns in English and Uzbek demonstrates that names
are more than just linguistic labels; they are mirrors of history, culture, and national identity.
Through the analysis of personal names, geographical names, and institutional names, it
becomes clear that both English and Uzbek employ a wide range of linguistic,
morphological, and semantic strategies in the formation of proper nouns. At the same time,
the systems of naming in these two languages differ significantly due to their unique
historical experiences and cultural traditions.
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In English, the formation of proper nouns reflects centuries of contact with Latin,
French, Norse, and other languages. Personal names often derive from biblical traditions,
historical figures, or occupational and locational origins. Geographical names preserve
ancient Celtic and Anglo-Saxon elements, while institutional and cultural names show the
impact of modernization, creativity, and globalization. Modern English naming practices are
strongly influenced by international culture, media, and the growing tendency for originality
in personal identity.

In Uzbek, on the other hand, the formation of proper nouns is rooted in Turkic
heritage, Persian—Arabic influences, and Islamic traditions. Personal names frequently carry
meanings that express desirable qualities, moral values, or religious concepts. Geographical
names often reflect natural landscapes, historical figures, or cultural symbolism.
Institutional and cultural names, like in English, show the impact of modernization, but they
also preserve a deep connection to national history and identity.The comparative analysis
reveals both similarities and differences. Both English and Uzbek share universal
mechanisms of name formation such as derivation, compounding, borrowing, and semantic
shift. However, while English names are often shaped by long periods of foreign influence
and colonial history, Uzbek names are more closely tied to cultural heritage, moral values,
and spiritual traditions.This study also highlights the role of globalization in modern naming
practices. In both languages, foreign borrowings, neologisms, and creative spellings are
increasingly common. At the same time, traditional naming systems continue to coexist with
modern tendencies, ensuring the preservation of cultural continuity.

In conclusion, proper nouns are not only linguistic units but also cultural artifacts.
They embody the historical memory and social values of nations. The study of English and
Uzbek proper nouns demonstrates how language and culture are inseparable in the process
of naming. This research contributes to comparative linguistics by showing that the study of
names can deepen our understanding of linguistic diversity, cultural identity, and
intercultural communication. Future studies may extend this research by exploring other
categories of proper nouns, analyzing their use in translation, or investigating their role in
digital communication and globalization, historical research, and modern sociolinguistic
approaches. By synthesizing these perspectives, the article aims to provide a comprehensive
understanding of how proper nouns are formed, what functions they serve, and how they
reflect the interaction between language and culture.
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