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ABSTRACT

This article examines the processes of renewal and transformation of anthroponymic systems under the influence of globalization.
The study focuses on the impact of global communication, migration, digital culture, and intercultural contact on contemporary
naming practices. Using a comparative and interdisciplinary methodological framework, the anthroponymic systems of Uzbek,
English, and Russian are analyzed to identify both universal tendencies and culture-specific features. The results reveal that
globalization contributes to the expansion of internationally recognizable names, a preference for phonetically simple and
communicatively efficient forms, and the growing influence of media and popular culture. At the same time, the study
demonstrates the persistence and revitalization of traditional anthroponyms as markers of national and cultural identity,
particularly in the Uzbek context. The findings confirm that anthroponymic systems in the global era develop along two
intersecting vectors: universalization and the preservation of national-cultural specificity. The article highlights the role of
personal names as dynamic sociocultural indicators reflecting the interaction of global and local forces.
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INTRODUCTION

By the twenty-first century, the rapid development of
global communication, international migration, digital
culture, and the intensification of interlingual contact
processes have begun to exert a significant influence on the
structure of anthroponymic systems in many countries
around the world. Globalization should be understood not
only as a complex of economic, political, and cultural
processes, but also as a key factor in the formation and
transformation of personal names, which constitute one of
the fundamental elements of individual identification.
Therefore, analyzing the ways in which anthroponymic
systems are being renewed at the contemporary stage and
identifying the connections of this process with
linguocultural, social, and psychological factors represent
one of the most urgent tasks of modern linguistic research.

As a result of the growing impact of global cultural

influences, universal tendencies in name selection are
emerging in many regions. These include the widespread
adoption of internationally recognized English names, a
preference for phonetically simple variants that are
convenient for global communication, the increasing
popularity of gender-neutral names, and the rapid
incorporation of names of media and popular culture
figures into anthroponymic systems. At the same time,
processes aimed at preserving local cultural identity are
also intensifying, leading to the revival of traditional,
religious, or historically rooted anthroponyms. Thus, under
conditions of globalization, anthroponymic systems
develop along two opposing vectors: universalization and
the reinforcement of national and cultural identity.

The processes identified in the comparative analysis of
Uzbek and English anthroponymic systems are consistent
with the views expressed in contemporary onomastic and
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sociolinguistic  scholarship. In  particular, scholars
emphasize that personal names should be regarded not
merely as nominative units, but as socially and culturally
embedded signs reflecting broader transformations within
society.

According to David Crystal, globalization significantly
accelerates linguistic contact and leads to the diffusion of
linguistic forms across national boundaries, resulting in the
emergence of shared naming patterns alongside local
adaptations. This observation is particularly relevant to the
English anthroponymic system, where global media,
migration, and digital communication facilitate the rapid
international circulation of personal names.

Similarly, Edwin Hymes argues that linguistic units,
including personal names, are products of communicative
practice shaped by social interaction and cultural context.
From this perspective, the growing popularity of
phonetically simple, globally recognizable names reflects
changes in communicative needs and identity construction
in an increasingly interconnected world. This theoretical
framework explains why anthroponyms respond quickly to
globalization-driven shifts in social behavior and
communication. Besides that, The intrinsic relationship
between language and culture lies in the fact that language
expresses, embodies, and symbolically represents cultural
reality.

The symbolic and identity-forming function of personal
names is further highlighted by Laura Wattenberg, who
notes that naming practices are highly sensitive to cultural
trends, media influence, and social values. In the English-
speaking world, this sensitivity manifests in the rise of
gender-neutral names and the revival of historical or
aesthetically appealing anthroponyms, both of which
signal evolving conceptions of identity and self-
expression.

In  Uzbek onomastic scholarship, the impact of
globalization on anthroponymic systems is interpreted
primarily through the lens of cultural continuity and
national identity. Ernest Begmatov emphasizes that Uzbek
personal names historically function as carriers of
ethnocultural memory, moral values, and collective
identity. From this standpoint, the contemporary revival of
traditional, religious, and historically rooted names
represents a conscious response to global cultural pressure
and a mechanism for preserving national distinctiveness.

Taken together, the perspectives of English and Uzbek
scholars support the results of the present study,
demonstrating that globalization generates dual and
intersecting tendencies within anthroponymic systems. On
the one hand, names become increasingly universal,
mobile, and communicatively efficient; on the other hand,
they continue to serve as powerful symbols of cultural
belonging and historical continuity. The Uzbek and
English anthroponymic systems thus exemplify different
strategies of adaptation to global change, shaped by distinct
sociocultural priorities and linguistic traditions.

In contemporary scholarly literature, the renewal of
anthroponymic systems is explained in connection with
increased migratory mobility, the growing number of
transnational marriages, the heightened need for self-
presentation on social networks, and the unlimited nature
of global information flows. As noted by the British
scholar Bramwell, a personal name is a powerful symbolic
means that reflects an individual’s cultural background,
social status, historical roots, and societal identity; names
function as units directly connected with cultural memory
and social structure. This approach provides a theoretical
foundation for understanding the expansion and
transformation of personal names in the global era. The
concept of the ethnography of communication proposed by
Hymes further supports this view by emphasizing that
linguistic units—including personal names—are products
of social activity, cultural processes, and communicative
needs. Consequently, as globalization leads to rapid
changes in cultural interaction and forms of
communication, these transformations are first and
foremost reflected in naming systems.

Processes driven by globalization manifest themselves in
diverse ways across different nations and cultures.
Therefore, this paragraph provides a comparative analysis
not only of global-scale general tendencies, but also of the
specific ways in which these tendencies are reflected in the
Uzbek, English, and Russian anthroponymic systems. This
approach makes it possible to identify how anthroponymic
systems adapt to global transformations, which elements
are undergoing universalization, and which continue to be
preserved on the basis of national traditions.

METHODS
This study employs a comparative and interdisciplinary

methodological framework to examine the processes of
renewal and transformation within anthroponymic systems
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under the influence of globalization. The research is based
on the principles of onomastics, sociolinguistics,
linguoculturology, and anthropocentric linguistics, which
together make it possible to analyze personal names as
linguocultural markers shaped by both global and local
factors.

The primary method applied in the study is comparative
analysis, through which the anthroponymic systems of
Uzbek, English, and Russian are examined in parallel. This
approach enables the identification of both universal
tendencies emerging under global cultural influence and
culture-specific features rooted in national traditions,
religious heritage, and historical memory. Special attention
is paid to the dynamics of name selection, structural
changes, and semantic shifts observed in contemporary
naming practices.

In addition, the research employs descriptive and analytical
methods to systematize and interpret anthroponymic data.
These methods are used to classify personal names
according to their origin, semantic motivation, phonetic
structure, and functional characteristics in modern
communicative contexts. The descriptive method allows
for the detailed characterization of current trends, while
analytical  interpretation reveals the underlying
sociocultural and psychological motivations influencing
naming choices.

The study also makes use of sociolinguistic analysis,
focusing on extralinguistic factors such as migration
processes, transnational marriages, media influence, and
digital communication environments. These factors are
considered essential in explaining the diffusion of global
name patterns and the increasing popularity of
internationally recognizable and phonetically simplified
names. At the same time, sociolinguistic analysis helps to
identify ~ mechanisms  through  which traditional
anthroponyms are preserved or revitalized as markers of
national and cultural identity.

Furthermore, elements of linguocultural analysis are
applied to examine personal names as carriers of cultural
values, collective memory, and identity. Within this
framework, anthroponyms are interpreted not merely as
nominative units, but as culturally embedded signs
reflecting the worldview, value system, and historical
experience of a given linguistic community. This
perspective is particularly important for understanding the
coexistence of universalizing and identity-preserving

tendencies within contemporary anthroponymic systems .

The empirical basis of the research consists of
anthroponymic data drawn from official statistical sources,
civil registry records, contemporary name databases, and
media discourse, covering the late twentieth and early
twenty-first centuries. The selected material allows for the
observation of diachronic and synchronic changes in
naming practices and ensures the representativeness of the
data across the three linguistic and cultural contexts under
study.

By integrating these methods, the research provides a
comprehensive account of how anthroponymic systems
adapt to globalization, revealing the balance between
global convergence and the preservation of national
linguistic and cultural specificity.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

The comparative analysis of Uzbek and English
anthroponymic systems reveals that globalization has
become a decisive factor in reshaping contemporary
naming practices, although its impact manifests differently
across linguistic and cultural contexts. The findings
demonstrate that both systems exhibit clear tendencies
toward renewal; however, the balance between global
convergence and the preservation of national identity
varies significantly.

One of the most prominent results observed in both
anthroponymic systems is the expansion of internationally
recognizable personal names. In the English
anthroponymic system, globalization reinforces an already
existing openness to transnational name circulation.
Names such as Oliver, Leo, Noah, Emma, and Sophia
function as globally mobile units, easily crossing linguistic
and cultural boundaries due to their phonetic simplicity,
media visibility, and cultural neutrality. These names
increasingly lose their exclusive association with a specific
national culture and instead acquire a universal
communicative value.

In contrast, the Uzbek anthroponymic system demonstrates
a selective integration of global naming trends. While
international names—often of English or Western
European origin—are becoming more visible, their
adaptation is frequently mediated through local phonetic,
morphological, and cultural norms. For instance, globally
widespread names may undergo phonological adjustment
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or coexist alongside traditional Uzbek names rather than
fully replacing them. This indicates that globalization in
the Uzbek context operates not as direct assimilation but as
a process of negotiated adaptation.

Another significant trend identified in the results is the
increasing preference for phonetically simple and
communicatively efficient names. In the English system,
this tendency aligns with long-standing naming patterns
favoring short, monosyllabic or bisyllabic forms. In Uzbek
naming practices, however, this represents a relatively new
development, reflecting the influence of digital
communication, social media visibility, and international
mobility. The simplification of name structures suggests a
shift toward global communicative convenience,
particularly among younger generations.

The analysis also highlights the emergence of gender-
neutral naming practices, which is markedly more
pronounced in the English anthroponymic system. Names
such as Alex, Jordan, or Taylor increasingly function
beyond traditional gender boundaries, reflecting broader
sociocultural changes related to identity and self-
representation. In the Uzbek context, gender-neutral
naming remains limited, as traditional gender distinctions
in personal names are strongly embedded in cultural and
religious norms. Nevertheless, the appearance of neutral or
ambiguously gendered names in certain urban and globally
oriented communities indicates the initial stages of
transformation.

At the same time, the results demonstrate a
counterbalancing trend toward the revitalization of
traditional anthroponyms, particularly within the Uzbek
naming system. In response to global cultural pressures,
there is a noticeable revival of hames rooted in historical,
religious, and national heritage. These names function as
symbolic markers of cultural continuity and collective
identity. In the English anthroponymic system, a similar
phenomenon is observed through the revival of archaic or
historically significant names; however, this process is
often driven by aesthetic preference rather than explicit
identity preservation.

The discussion of these findings suggests that globalization
does not lead to uniformity in anthroponymic systems but
instead generates dual and sometimes contradictory
processes. On the one hand, both Uzbek and English
naming systems show clear signs of universalization,
driven by media influence, migration, and global

communication networks. On the other hand, especially in
the Uzbek context, naming practices actively resist
complete homogenization by reinforcing culturally
meaningful name layers.

Thus, the comparative results confirm that anthroponymic
systems under globalization develop along two intersecting
vectors: adaptation to global communicative horms and the
preservation of national and cultural specificity. The
interaction of these vectors produces hybrid naming
patterns that reflect both global belonging and local
identity. This duality underscores the role of personal
names not merely as linguistic labels, but as dynamic
sociocultural indicators shaped by ongoing global
transformation.

CONCLUSION

The present study has demonstrated that globalization
exerts a profound and multifaceted influence on
contemporary anthroponymic systems, reshaping naming
practices through the interaction of global communicative
norms and locally grounded cultural traditions. The
comparative analysis of Uzbek and English anthroponymic
systems confirms that personal names function as sensitive
indicators of sociocultural change, reflecting broader
processes of global integration, mobility, and digital
communication.

The findings reveal that both systems are undergoing
active renewal characterized by the expansion of
internationally recognizable names, a growing preference
for phonetically simple and communicatively efficient
forms, and increased responsiveness to media and popular
culture. However, the mechanisms and intensity of these
changes differ significantly. The English anthroponymic
system demonstrates a high degree of openness to global
circulation, facilitating the rapid diffusion of transnational
naming patterns. In contrast, the Uzbek anthroponymic
system exhibits a selective and adaptive approach, in which
global influences are integrated in ways that preserve
linguistic norms and cultural values.

At the same time, the study highlights a countervailing
trend toward the revitalization of traditional
anthroponyms, particularly in the Uzbek context, where
names continue to serve as powerful symbols of historical
memory, religious heritage, and national identity. This
coexistence of innovative and conservative tendencies
indicates that globalization does not lead to uniformity in
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naming systems but instead generates a dynamic balance
between universalization and cultural specificity.

The results support the theoretical positions advanced in
sociolinguistic and linguocultural research, which view
personal names as socially embedded signs shaped by
communicative needs, identity construction, and cultural
continuity. By integrating comparative, sociolinguistic,
and linguocultural perspectives, the study contributes to a
deeper understanding of how anthroponymic systems
adapt to global change while maintaining their distinctive
cultural foundations.

In conclusion, the research underscores that the renewal of
anthroponymic systems in the era of globalization is not a
unidirectional process but a complex interaction of global
and local forces. This insight not only enriches theoretical
discussions in onomastics and sociolinguistics but also
provides a foundation for further empirical research into
naming practices across diverse linguistic and cultural
contexts.
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