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Abstract

The study of ethnonyms occupies an important place in modern linguistics because
ethnonyms reflect the historical, cultural, social, and linguistic characteristics of a
particular nation. Ethnonyms are names used to identify ethnic groups, nations, tribes,
or peoples. They serve not only as linguistic units but also as carriers of cultural identity
and collective memory. The present article examines the linguistic features of
ethnonyms in English and Uzbek languages, their semantic structure, word-formation
patterns, functional characteristics, and cultural significance. Particular attention is
paid to the similarities and differences in the formation and usage of ethnonyms in
both languages. The findings demonstrate that ethnonyms are closely connected with
historical development, intercultural communication, and national identity. The
comparative analysis contributes to a deeper understanding of linguistic and cultural
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INTRODUCTION

Language and culture are inseparable phenomena that
influence one another throughout human history. One of the
most significant linguistic categories reflecting this relationship
is ethnonyms. Ethnonyms represent the names of ethnic
groups, nations, tribes, and peoples. They embody historical
experiences, social values, traditions, and cultural identities
accumulated over centuries.

The term ethnonym originates from the Greek words ethnos
(“people” or “nation”) and onyma (“name”). Ethnonyms
function as linguistic markers that distinguish one ethnic group
from another. They provide information about ethnic identity
and often historical

reveal relations among different

communities.

In contemporary linguistics, ethnonyms are studied within
onomastics, sociolinguistics, ethnolinguistics, and cognitive

interactions between English-speaking and Uzbek-speaking communities.

Ethnonym, ethnolinguistics, English language, Uzbek language, semantics, word
formation, linguistic identity, cultural studies.

linguistics. Researchers emphasize that ethnonyms not only
identify people but also reflect cultural perceptions and
stereotypes. Therefore, the investigation of
ethnonyms contributes to understanding both language
structure and cultural consciousness.

linguistic

English and Uzbek languages represent different language
families and cultural traditions. English belongs to the
Germanic branch of the Indo-European language family, while
Uzbek belongs to the Turkic language family. Despite these
both
ethnonyms that deserve comparative investigation.

differences, languages possess rich systems of

The purpose of this article is to analyze the linguistic
characteristics of ethnonyms in English and Uzbek, identify
their structural and semantic features, and reveal their role in
intercultural communication.
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LITERATURE REVIEW

The study of ethnonyms has attracted considerable attention
among linguists worldwide. Scholars such as V. A. Nikonov, A.
V. Superanskaya, N. I. Tolstoy, and E. M. Vereshchagin have
contributed significantly to ethnonymic research.

According to Superanskaya (2007), ethnonyms belong to a
special group of proper names closely connected with
identity. Nikonov (1988) emphasized the
historical nature of ethnonyms and their role in preserving

ethnocultural

information about ethnic origins and migrations.

In Western linguistics, ethnonyms are often investigated
within sociolinguistics and discourse studies. Researchers have
examined the semantic evolution of ethnonyms, their
pragmatic functions, and their representation in media
Studies
undergo semantic changes due to political, social, and cultural

discourse. indicate that ethnonyms frequently

developments.

Uzbek linguists have also devoted attention to ethnonymic
studies. Researchers such as Sh. Rahmatullayev, A. Hojiyev,
and E. Begmatov analyzed the origin and development of
Uzbek ethnonyms and their relationship with historical and
cultural processes.

Despite the existence of numerous studies, comparative
analyses of English and Uzbek ethnonyms remain relatively
limited. This gap highlights the necessity of further
investigation.

METHODS

The research is based on comparative, descriptive, semantic,

and etymological methods. The material consists of
ethnonyms collected from English and Uzbek dictionaries,
historical sources, academic publications, and linguistic

corpora.
The analysis focuses on:

semantic characteristics of ethnonyms;
structural and morphological features;
word-formation patterns;

pragmatic functions;

cultural and historical aspects.

More than fifty ethnonyms from both languages were selected
for comparison.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Classification of Ethnonyms

Ethnonyms may be classified according to their origin and
function.

Primary ethnonyms represent original names of ethnic groups:
Uzbek

Kazakh

Kyrgyz

English

Scottish

Irish

Secondary ethnonyms emerge through historical or political
developments:

Anglo-American
Afro-American
Turkic peoples
Central Asians

Both English and Uzbek demonstrate productive systems of
ethnonym formation.

Morphological Features

In English, ethnonyms frequently contain specific suffixes:
Suffix Example

-an American, Mexican
-ian Canadian, Brazilian
-ese  Chinese, Japanese
-ish English, Scottish

In Uzbek, ethnonyms are generally used in their basic lexical
forms:

o'zbek
qozoq
qirg'iz
turkman
tojik

The Uzbek language relies less on productive suffixation than
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English.
Semantic Characteristics

Ethnonyms possess both denotative and connotative

meanings.

The denotative meaning identifies membership in a specific
ethnic group:

Uzbek — member of the Uzbek nation.
English — person belonging to England.

The connotative meaning reflects cultural associations,

traditions, and stereotypes.

For example, the ethnonym English may evoke concepts such
as politeness, tradition, or conservatism. Similarly, Uzbek may
be associated with hospitality, respect for elders, and cultural
traditions.

Ethnonyms and National Identity

Ethnonyms serve as symbols of collective identity. They
strengthen social cohesion and preserve historical memory.

In Uzbekistan, the ethnonym Uzbek has become a significant
marker of national identity following independence. Likewise,
ethnonyms such as English, Scottish, and Welsh play
important roles in expressing regional and national identities
within the United Kingdom.

Ethnonyms in Intercultural Communication

Globalization has increased intercultural interaction, making
ethnonyms particularly important in communication.

Appropriate usage of mutual

understanding and

ethnonyms  promotes
respect among different cultures.
misuse  of create

Conversely, ethnonyms  may

misunderstandings or reinforce stereotypes.

Modern media and digital communication platforms contribute
significantly to the dissemination and transformation of
ethnonymic meanings.

Comparative Analysis

Several similarities and differences can be identified.
Similarities:

Both languages use ethnonyms to indicate ethnic identity.
Ethnonyms reflect historical and cultural development.

Ethnonyms function as markers of collective memory.

Ethnonyms participate in intercultural communication.
Differences:

English employs more productive suffixation.

Uzbek ethnonyms often preserve traditional Turkic forms.

English ethnonyms show greater variation due to colonial and
global influences.

Uzbek ethnonyms are strongly connected with regional and
historical contexts.

CONCLUSION

The comparative analysis of ethnonyms in English and Uzbek
demonstrates their significant linguistic and cultural value.
Ethnonyms are not merely names of ethnic groups but
complex linguistic units that preserve historical memory,
identity, and facilitate intercultural

reflect cultural

communication.

The study reveals that both languages share common
functional characteristics despite belonging to different
language families. At the same time, differences in word
formation, semantic development, and cultural associations
reflect the unique historical experiences of English-speaking

and Uzbek-speaking communities.

The findings confirm that ethnonyms constitute an important
object of linguistic research and contribute to a deeper
understanding of language, culture, and identity. Future
studies may investigate ethnonyms from cognitive, pragmatic,

and corpus-linguistic perspectives to further enrich

ethnolinguistic scholarship.
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