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Abstract: This study explores the linguistic properties of toponyms and their
systematic classification within the framework of modern linguistic research. Toponyms,
as place names, reflect historical, cultural, and socio-linguistic developments of a speech
community. The paper integrates perspectives from both Uzbek and international scholars
to examine phonetic, morphological, semantic, and etymological features of place names.
Using a descriptive and comparative methodological approach, the research analyzes
selected English and Uzbek toponyms to identify patterns of formation and categorization.
The findings demonstrate that toponyms are not merely geographical labels but complex
linguistic units shaped by cultural memory, linguistic evolution, and social interaction. The
study contributes to the broader understanding of onomastics and highlights the importance
of interdisciplinary approaches in toponymic studies.
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JIMHTBUCTUYECKHUE OCOBEHHOCTH TOITIOHUMOB N UX
KIIACCUDPUKALIUA

AHHOTanuMs: J[aHHOE HCCIEIOBaHHUE ITOCBSLIEHO H3YUYEHUIO JIMHIBUCTUYECKUX
CBOMCTB TOINOHUMOB M MX CUCTEMATHYECKOW KiacCU(UKAIMU B paMKaX COBPEMEHHOIO
A3bIKO3HAaHUA. TomoHuMbl (reorpaduyeckre Ha3BaHUsA) OTPAXKAIOT HCTOPUUYECKOE,
KyJbTYPHOE U COLUATbHO-TMHIBUCTUYECKOE Pa3BUTHUE SI3bIKOBOTO coodiecTBa. B cTarbe
paccMaTpuBarOTCA (poHeTHUECKHE, MOpQoJIOTUYECKHE, CEMaHTUYECKHe u
ATUMOJIOTHYECKHE OCOOEHHOCTH TOMOHMMOB Ha OCHOBE B3IVISIIOB Y30€KCKUX U

3apyOexHbIX yUEHBIX. MIcronb3ys onucaTenbHbIi U CPAaBHUTEIbHBIA METO/IbI, TPOBOAUTCS
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aHAJIN3 aHIVIMHCKUX U y30€KCKUX TOMOHUMOB C LIEJIbIO BBIBICHUS 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEN X 00pa30BaHUs U
kinaccuukanuu. Pe3ynpTaThl McciaeloBaHUs MOKA3bIBAOT, YTO TONOHUMBI IPEACTABISAIOT cOOOW He
IpocTO reorpxXnauuecKkue Ha3BaHUs, a CIIOKHBIC S3BIKOBBIC €IMHMIBI, (OPMHUpPYEMBbIE KYJIbTYPHOU
NaMsThIO, S3BIKOBOM SBONIONMEH W CONMAJIbHBIM B3auMoneiicTBueM. Pabora crmocobctByer Oosee
ri1yOOKOMY TMOHMMAHUIO OHOMAaCTUKHM U IMOJYEPKUBACT BaKHOCTb MEXJIUCLMIIMHAPHOIO NOJXO0Ja B

TOIIOHUMHWYCCKHUX HCCIICJOBAHUAX.

KirueBsble ci1oBa: TOHOHI/IMI/IH, JUMHI'BUCTUYCCKHC OCO6CHHOCTI/I, KJIaCCI/I(i)I/IKaHI/Iﬂ,
OHOMACTHKA, CEMaHTHUYCCKUU dHaJIn3, 5THUMOJIOI'UA, y36€KCKI/IC TOIIOHUMBEI, AHTJIUMCKHE

TOIIOHUMBI, KYJIbTYpPHAsS JIMHIBUCTHUKA.

TOPONIMLARNING LINGVISTIK XUSUSIYATLARI VA ULARNING
TASNIFI

Annotatsiya: Ushbu tadgigot toponimlarning lingvistik xususiyatlarini va ularning
zamonaviy tilshunoslik doirasidagi tizimli tasnifini organadi. Toponimlar (joy nomlari)
nutq jamoasining tarixiy, madaniy va ijtimoiy-lingvistik rivojlanishini aks ettiradi. Mazkur
magolada o’zbek va xalgaro olimlarning garashlari asosida toponimlarning fonetik,
morfologik, semantik va etimologik xususiyatlari tahlil gilinadi. Tavsifiy va qiyosiy
metodlar asosida ingliz va o’zbek toponimlari tahlil gilinib, ularning shakllanish va
tasniflanish gonuniyatlari aniglanadi. Tadgiqgot natijalari shuni ko’rsatadiki, toponimlar
fagat geografik nomlar emas, balki madaniy xotira, til evolyutsiyasi va ijtimoiy 0’zaro
ta’sir orgali shakllangan murakkab lingvistik birliklardir. Ushbu ish onomastika fanining
chuqurrog tushunilishiga hissa qo’shadi va toponimik tadgiqotlarda fanlararo

yondashuvlarning ahamiyatini ta’kidlaydi.

Kalit so’zlar: Toponimiya, lingvistik xususiyatlar, tasnif, onomastika, semantik

tahlil, etimologiya, 0’zbek toponimlari, ingliz toponimlari, madaniy lingvistika.
Introduction

Toponyms represent a crucial component of linguistic and cultural identity,
functioning as markers of historical memory and social development. According to E. M.

Murzaev, place names embody layers of historical and geographical information, reflecting
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both natural and human influences [1]. Similarly, Uzbek linguist T. Nafasov emphasizes
that toponyms are linguistic units formed through long-term interaction between language

and environment.

From a global perspective, George R. Stewart considers toponyms as cultural artifacts
that preserve collective memory and reveal patterns of settlement and migration.
Meanwhile, A. V. Superanskaya argues that place names should be analyzed within the

broader field of onomastics, where linguistic structure and extralinguistic factors intersect.

In Uzbek linguistics, scholars such as S. Qorayev and N. Oxunov highlight the role
of toponyms in reflecting ethnic, geographical, and socio-political realities of Central Asia
[3]. These viewpoints collectively suggest that toponyms are not arbitrary labels but
structured linguistic phenomena influenced by phonological, morphological, and semantic

processes.

This study aims to examine the linguistic characteristics of toponyms and classify
them based on their structural and semantic features. By combining insights from Uzbek
and foreign scholarship, the research provides a comprehensive understanding of how

place names function within language systems [4].
Literature review

Toponymic studies have evolved significantly across different linguistic traditions.
Early research by George R. Stewart (1954) focused on the historical development of place
names in English-speaking regions, emphasizing their descriptive and commemorative
functions. His work laid the foundation for understanding the semantic motivations behind

toponyms [6].

In Russian linguistics, A. V. Superanskaya (1973) developed a systematic approach
to onomastics, categorizing toponyms based on their linguistic structure and origin. Her

classification model remains influential in contemporary research [5].
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Uzbek scholars have made substantial contributions to the field. Nurmuxammedov
Yu (2025) examined the etymology of Central Asian toponyms, linking them to
geographical features and historical events [2]. S. Qorayev (2006) expanded this work by

analyzing the socio-cultural dimensions of place names in Uzbekistan.

Recent studies emphasize interdisciplinary approaches. For instance, J. Tent and D.
Blair (2011) propose a typology of toponyms based on semantic categories such as
descriptive, associative, and evaluative names. Their framework allows for cross-linguistic
comparison and deeper understanding of naming patterns [7]. Despite these contributions,
there remains a need for integrated analysis combining linguistic features with

classification systems, particularly in comparative contexts such as English and Uzbek.
Methodology

This research is based on the concept that toponyms function as linguo-cultural units,
reflecting both linguistic structure and cultural meaning. The study applies a combination

of descriptive, comparative, and semantic analysis methods.

The descriptive method was used to identify phonetic, morphological, and semantic
features of selected toponyms. Rather than defining the method theoretically, it was applied
by examining real examples such as Tashkent, Samarkand, and Oxford, focusing on their

structural composition.

The comparative method enabled the analysis of similarities and differences between
Uzbek and English toponyms. For instance, Uzbek place names often include geographical
indicators (e.g., [1-kent,[] [1-daryal]), while English toponyms frequently reflect historical

or occupational elements (e.g., [/-ford,[] [1-ham[]).

The semantic analysis was employed to classify toponyms according to their
meanings. This involved grouping place names into categories such as descriptive (based
on natural features), anthroponymic (derived from personal names), and historical [8].
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Data were collected from linguistic databases, historical records, and existing
scholarly works. The methodology ensured that the analysis remained consistent with the

conceptual framework of toponyms as culturally embedded linguistic units..
Results And Discussion

Table 1: Classification of Toponyms

Category Description Examples (Uzbek / English)
Descriptive Based on natural features Qizilgum / Blackpool
_ Derived from personal _ _
Anthroponymic Navoi / Washington
names
Hydronymic Related to water bodies Amudarya / River Thames
Ethnotoponyms Linked to ethnic groups Uzbekkent / Yorkshire
- Reflect historical events . -
Historical ; Mustagqillik / Victoria
or figures

The results indicate that semantic features play a dominant role in the formation and
interpretation of toponyms. This supports the argument of Superanskaya that meaning is
central to onomastic analysis. The high proportion of morphological features reflects the
structural diversity of place names, particularly in agglutinative languages like Uzbek.

Comparative analysis reveals that Uzbek toponyms tend to preserve geographical and
environmental information, while English place names often reflect historical and social
factors. This aligns with Stewart(]s view that toponyms serve as historical records [9].

Furthermore, the classification demonstrates that toponyms cannot be understood
solely through linguistic analysis; cultural and historical contexts are equally important.
The findings reinforce the interdisciplinary nature of toponymic research.

Conclusion

This study confirms that toponyms are complex linguistic units shaped by multiple

factors, including phonetic structure, morphological composition, semantic meaning, and
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historical development. The classification system presented in this paper provides a
structured approach to analyzing place names across languages.

By integrating Uzbek and international perspectives, the research highlights both
universal patterns and language-specific features in toponymy. Future studies may expand
this work by incorporating computational methods and larger datasets.
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