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SUMMARY 
Microtoponymy is the name of small geographic objects. Many scientists study microtoponymy. They are: 

. Superanka, D. Bychko, O. Galaj, N. Podolska, V. Nykonov and others. The science of microtoponymy is young ,so 
there are still many unsolved questions in this area. 

One of the main problems is the definition of microtoponymy. There are many definitions, it is connected with 
features of the territory and own convictions of scientists. 

Microtoponymy does not have distribution. This is due to the prefix «micro». Bulgarian scientists associated it with 
the proportions of the object. But A. Superanska notes that the issue requires graduation of terms «toponym», 
«mi rotoponym» and «ma rotoponym». She says it's a different onomastic level. Their difference is shown in the func-
tioning. 

A big problem is the use of several terms for one event. For example: drimonym, drymonym– this is the name of the 
forests.  

Onomastics is a very complex science. Sometimes the same concept in various classes has different names. Cities 
and small villages have streets, but onomastic terms are different. This is connected with the fact that cities and villages 
are part of different levels of the onomastics. All names of the cities are urbanonyms and village names are toponymy 
and microtoponymy. The street names in cities are hodonym and street names in the village are vionym.  

Big problem is that the part of researchers, street names do not consider microtoponymy. . Superanska notes that 
the street names are difficult to attribute to microtoponyms. It is a synthesis of many types of toponyms. For example the 
village street serves as a road. Scientist prefers more historical aspects that are inappropriate here. 

When we use methods of other sciences in the toponimy, we have a problem. This can be explained by the 
toponymy. It is a complex science. Toponymy is a special science which has own laws. 

Any inaccuracies in the terminological and theoretical part of this branch of onomastics have their logical ex-
planation. Solving this problem we have to devote our next scientific studies. 

Keywords: classification graduation, microtoponymy, onym, terminology. 
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