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ABSTRACT 

The article deals with the problems of anthroponyms in literary works. The   actuality of the 

theme is that the onomastic concepts are analyzed as components of cognitive structures, i.e., 

cognitive units in the article. The object of the article is the theory of anthroponyms. The aim of 

the article is also providing general information about the origin of proper names, the 

peculiarities of the linguistic verbalization of anthroponyms, the definition of known carriers of 

proper names and the semantics of onyms in the language. Methods: such methods as 

descriptive method, method of componential analyses were used to prove the in formativeness of 

the topic relied on the studies of well-known scientists in the field of linguistics. Results 

(Findings): The analysis of the examples presented in the article shows that onym reveals one of 

the most ancient mysteries and enigmas of mankind, because in the field of proper names the 

laws of language are interpreted separately. In addition, the proper noun serves as a distinctive 

cultural, time, ethnic symbol that can respond to changes in the interests of society and 

appropriately reflect the ideas and views that exist in society. Conclusion: Summing up the 

results, it can be concluded that the set of proper names in one language or another will vary at 

different stages of the historical development of a particular society, the representatives of which 

may be repeated in onyms of different societies or different languages that live far from each 

other in space and time. 
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