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ABSTRACT

This study explores the processes of formation and development
of person names in the Russian and Uzbek languages through a
comparative analysis. The research identifies key trends in
these languages, such as the multidimensionality and
comprehensiveness of naming, the internationalization of word-
formation processes, the creation of new models with borrowed
formants, and the interaction between terminological and
everyday vocabulary. The study also discusses the complexity
and stylistic nuances in the use of word-formation mechanisms
in both languages.
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INTRODUCTION

The study of word formation, especially the creata person
names, is crucial for understanding the dynamicuneatof
language evolution. Both Russian and Uzbek haveengome
significant transformations in their word-formatiosystems,
reflecting broader socio-cultural and linguistiéfsh This article
aims to explore the similarities and differenceshow person
names are formed and developed in these two laepguagth a
focus on compounding, the influence of borrowednelets, and
the impact of internationalization.
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LITERATURE REVIEW

To provide a comprehensive understanding of thecga®es
involved in word formation, it is important to cader previous
studies conducted on the topic. Russian linguistias a rich
tradition of analyzing neologisms and word-formatgrocesses.
Works by Valgina (2002), Zemskaya (2000), and Iwen(2011)
have laid a solid foundation for understanding dyeamics of
word formation in the Russian language. In the Wzbentext,
studies by authors such as Nurmonov (2001) and taekiov
(2004) have provided valuable insights into thecHjmities of
Uzbek word formation, particularly in relation tergon names.

These studies emphasize the importance of morpicalpg
syntactic, and semantic factors in the formatiomeiv words.
They also highlight the role of socio-cultural cbes in the
evolution of language, particularly in the contekglobalization
and the increasing influence of international tewogy.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

This study employs a comparative analysis methodl¢atify
and analyze the trends in the formation of persames in
Russian and Uzbek. Various sources were analynetljding
recent neologisms found in media, journalistic gexand
colloquial speech. Additionally, the study examingke
morphological structures of newly formed words, usiog on
suffixation, compounding, and borrowing processes.

RESULTS

The analysis reveals several key features thatactexize the
word-formation systems of both Russian and Uzb&ggawith
distinct traits unique to each language.

Russian word formation: In Russian, a significant portion
of new person names results from the semantic fusib
components. This process often involves the contbimaof
traditional suffixes with innovative word-formatiopatterns.
Suffixes like em, -ucr, -rems, -TOp, -UK, -apb, -4uK, and HIHK
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have expanded their usage, sometimes acquiringmeanings
depending on context. For example, the suffexs traditionally

denotes a person who performs an action (gugrens), but in

modern usage, it can also refer to objects or toaligted to the
action (e.g.pcserurens - lighting technician or device).

Russian verbal formations often carry stylistic mes and
are commonly found as occasionalisms. These foomsti
frequently arise in colloquial speech, media, amdtive writing,
reflecting the dynamic and evolving nature of tladuage.
Examples include wunrepmerunx  (internet user) and
Mys3zaBeqyrommmii  (Music manager). These formations often
reflect cultural and social phenomena, demonstatitow
language adapts to new realities.

In contrast, the Uzbek language shows a greatealemce
of traditional suffixal models, particularly thogarming person
names through the suffixm. This suffix is highly productive in
Uzbek and is used to create a wide range of priofesslated
terms, such asunrepuerun (internet user or professional),
onorun (blogger), Tumun (dentist or dental technician), and
naiiBanuu (grafting specialist). The suffixar not only denotes
a person involved in a particular activity but alsdlects the
evolving cultural and societal roles within Uzbeiciety.

Uzbek word formation is also characterized by argir
tendency towards the use of affixoids, which plagignificant
role in the creation of new lexical units. Affixaiduch askop
(doer) and ma3z (maker) are commonly used in the formation of
complex words likeamammakop (doer of actions) anaimmas
(cook). These affixoids often carry evaluative megs, adding
layers of connotation to the words.

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF BORROWINGPROCESSES

Both Russian and Uzbek have experienced significdhtence
from borrowed elements, particularly from Englishdaother
European languages. In Russian, this influencevigesat in the
creation of neologisms liketrenemxep (manager) anduorep

(blogger). These words are fully integrated inte tAnguage,
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with native suffixes added to create new derivative.g.,
6norepcTBo - blogging).

In Uzbek, the borrowing process is somewhat diffedue
to the agglutinative nature of the language. Boewwtems are
often combined with native suffixes to create newrds, such as
kommbroTepun (Computer specialist) andurepuerun (internet
user). The adaptation process in Uzbek involves ooy
phonological adjustments but also semantic shifis, the
borrowed elements are integrated into the cultana linguistic
context of the language.

DiscuUssION

The study highlights the similarities and differeadn the word-
formation processes of Russian and Uzbek, partigula the
creation of person names. While both languages sh®ivong
tendency towards the use of suffixation and comgmg their
approaches to borrowing and the integration of rivattonal
elements differ significantly.
Russian, with its inflectional morphology, tends #&bsorb
borrowed elements more fluidly, often creating hgbrthat
combine native and foreign morphemes. Uzbek, on ater
hand, with its agglutinative structure, maintains ckearer
distinction between native and borrowed elemeritgncadding
native suffixes to borrowed stems to create newdsior

The study also underscores the impact of glob&bzabn
language development. Both Russian and Uzbek aredsingly
influenced by international terminology, particljatin fields
such as technology, business, and culture. Thikiente is
reflected in the growing humber of neologisms tinabrporate
international elements, often resulting in hybidnfis that blend
native and borrowed components.

CONCLUSION
The comparative analysis of person name formatioRussian

and Uzbek provides valuable insights into the dyiogimocesses
of language evolution. The influence of borrowednants and
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internationalization is evident in both languagestributing to
the creation of new word-formation models. Howeveach
language maintains its distinct mechanisms and isttyl
preferences, shaped by historical, cultural, amibséactors.
These findings contribute to a deeper understandintpe
interplay between language structure and sociax@llichange,
particularly in the context of globalization. Fugthresearch
could explore the implications of these findings fanguage
policy, education, and the preservation of lingaidiversity.
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