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Abstract: This paper analyzes the relationship between onomastics and linguocultural studies. Proper names are
examined not only as linguistic units but also as carriers of cultural meaning, and their connections with society,
history, and culture are elucidated. The study also emphasizes that the integration of these two fields is of

significant importance for scholarly research.
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Introduction: Linguocultural studies emerged in the
late twentieth century at the intersection of several
humanities disciplines, including linguistics, cultural
studies, ethnolinguistics, and area studies. Its
development is closely linked to the anthropocentric
the

inseparability of language and culture. Within this

paradigm in linguistics, which emphasizes
framework, language is viewed as a medium through
which cultural meanings are constructed, transmitted,
and preserved [Tenus, 1998]. The primary objective of
linguocultural studies is to investigate and describe
cultural space through the prism of language and
the

communication. At the same time, onomastics, which

speech, focusing on cultural context of
was historically regarded as an aukxiliary discipline, has
evolved into an independent linguistic field. It now aims
to study proper names not only as linguistic units but

also as semiotic elements of cultural space.

This study seeks to explore the theoretical relationship

between onomastics and linguocultural studies,
highlighting their shared foundations and the role of

proper names as carriers of cultural meaning.
METHODS

The research is based on a qualitative and theoretical
analysis of linguistic and cultural data. The study
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linguocultural studies, proper names, cultural context, language and culture,

applies:

o Linguocultural analysis, focusing on the
interaction between language and cultural context

o Onomastic analysis, examining proper names
as linguistic and cultural units

o Interpretative methods, including

linguocultural and ethnolinguistic commentary

These methods allow for the examination of proper
names in both real and literary contexts, taking into
account their semantic, pragmatic, and cultural
dimensions. Special attention is given to cross-cultural
information that is

interpretation, as onomastic

transparent within one cultural community may
require explanation for representatives of another

culture.
RESULTS

The that
constitute a complex semiotic system functioning at

analysis demonstrates proper names

the intersection of language and culture. They serve
not only as nominative units but also as structured
carriers of culturally encoded information. Within the
linguocultural framework, proper names reveal
multiple layers of meaning, including denotative,

connotative, symbolic, and associative dimensions.
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First, it was established that proper names exhibit a
dual ontological status. On the one hand, they function
as linguistic units embedded in the lexical system of a
language; on the other hand, they operate as cultural
signs that reflect the worldview, values, and historical
experience of a given speech community. This duality
confirms that proper names cannot be fully interpreted
outside their linguocultural context.

Second, the study identifies that proper names act as
repositories of cultural memory. They encode historical
events, social structures, mythological representations,
and collective beliefs. For example, anthroponyms and
toponyms often preserve archaic semantic elements
and reflect earlier stages of cultural and linguistic
development. This finding supports the view that
onomastic data can be used as a reliable source for
reconstructing cultural and historical processes.

Third, the
interpretation of proper names is highly context-

research reveals that the semantic
dependent. The same phonetic form may evoke
different associations across cultures, which highlights
the role of cultural background knowledge in decoding
meaning. This is particularly evident in cases where
proper names carry evaluative or emotional
connotations that are not accessible to speakers

outside the given cultural community.

Fourth, it was determined that proper names function
as elements of cultural coding systems. In this regard,
onomastic units can be interpreted as components of a
broader semiotic network that includes symbols,
archetypes, and culturally marked references. This
aligns with the concept of “cultural onomastics,” where
proper names serve as markers of identity and cultural
differentiation.

Fifth, the findings indicate that in literary discourse,
the
construction of textual and artistic meaning. They

proper names contribute significantly to
participate in the formation of narrative space,
characterize fictional worlds, and reflect the author’s
linguistic personality. In such contexts, proper names
often acquire additional symbolic and intertextual

meanings, enhancing the depth of interpretation.

Finally, the study confirms that onomastic material
plays a crucial role in interdisciplinary research,
particularly in

linguocultural and ethnolinguistic

studies. Proper names provide valuable empirical data
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for analyzing cultural stereotypes, social
transformations, and communicative practices. Their
study allows for a more comprehensive understanding
of the interaction between language, culture, and

cognition.

The results substantiate the hypothesis that proper
names are not peripheral linguistic elements but
central components of the linguocultural system,
approaches that
combine linguistic, cultural, and semiotic perspectives.

DISCUSSION

The
linguocultural

requiring integrated analytical

that onomastics and

studies share common theoretical

analysis  confirms
foundations rooted in classical linguistic thought,
including the works of scholars such as Wilhelm von
Humboldt and Edward Sapir. Both fields emphasize the
intrinsic connection between language, cognition, and
culture, viewing language not merely as a
communication tool but as a reflection of collective
consciousness and cultural worldview. A linguocultural
approach to proper names expands the scope of
onomastic research by incorporating concepts such as
cultural codes, symbols, archetypes, and linguistic
identity. This approach allows proper names to be
interpreted not only within the framework of lexical
semantics but also as culturally marked signs
embedded in a broader semiotic system. It also
highlights the importance of analyzing the interaction
between language, culture, and text, particularly in
literary discourse, where proper names often acquire

additional symbolic and stylistic functions.

the
linguocultural studies contributes to a more nuanced

Furthermore, integration of onomastics and
understanding of how cultural meanings are encoded,
preserved, and transmitted through language. This
interdisciplinary perspective makes it possible to
identify implicit cultural knowledge embedded in
proper names and to explain variations in their
perception across different linguistic communities. At
the same time, the findings suggest that the combined
of
methodologies

application onomastic and linguocultural

enhances analytical  precision,
especially in cross-cultural and interpretative studies.
Such an approach enables researchers to better
account for the role of context, background knowledge,

and cultural conventions in shaping meaning.
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The interaction between these two fields provides a
comprehensive framework for analyzing proper names
as complex semiotic units that simultaneously reflect
linguistic structure and cultural content, thereby
reinforcing their significance in modern linguistic
research.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, onomastics and linguocultural studies

represent closely interconnected and mutually
reinforcing disciplines with overlapping theoretical and
methodological foundations. Their integration provides
a more comprehensive framework for analyzing the
relationship between language and culture, allowing
researchers to move beyond purely linguistic
interpretations of

The study has

demonstrated that proper names function as key

descriptions toward deeper

culturally embedded meanings.

mediators in this interaction, serving not only as
nominative units but also as carriers of cultural
memory, identity, and social experience. Through their
semantic, symbolic, and pragmatic dimensions, proper
names reflect historical processes, cultural values, and
collective worldviews, thereby offering valuable

material for interdisciplinary research.

Furthermore, the combined application of onomastic
the
effectiveness of linguistic analysis, particularly in cross-

and linguocultural approaches enhances
cultural and interpretative contexts. It enables a more

accurate understanding of how meaning is

constructed, perceived, and transformed within

different cultural environments. The collaboration
between these fields is essential for addressing both
general and specialized research problems in modern
linguistics and cultural studies. Future research may
benefit from expanding empirical investigations and
applying integrated methodologies to diverse linguistic
and cultural data, thereby further deepening our
understanding of the complex interplay between

language, culture, and cognition.
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