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Abstract

In the 21st century, as human beings have excessively exploited and utilized environmental re-
sources, ecological issues have become increasingly severe. Against this backdrop, a group of lin-
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guists has emerged, using the up-to-date academic method of ecological discourse analysis to ex-
plore suitable directions for ecological construction. This paper collects literature related to eco-
logical discourse analysis from Web of Science and China National Knowledge Infrastructure
(CNKI), and employs the visualization analysis software CiteSpace for statistical analysis. Finally, it
summarizes the research trends and characteristics of ecological discourse analysis both domes-
tically and internationally, with the aim of enabling various sectors in our country to understand
and respond to the serious environmental issues, and promote the harmonious coexistence of
humans and nature. The research finds that: 1) Many papers show interdisciplinary developments,
integrating fields such as education and translation; 2) domestic research institutions need to
strengthen global collaborations to produce more valuable research outcomes; 3) both domestic
and international research methods lack further innovation to drive the advancement of ecologi-
cal discourse analysis.
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Figure 1. Distribution of publication volume for ecological discourse analysis research in CNKI
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Figure 2. Distribution of publication volume for ecological discourse analysis research in WoS
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Figure 3. Ecological discourse analysis research institution collaboration network map in CNKI (2009~2024)
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Table 1. Top 10 institutions by publication volume in domestic ecological discourse analysis
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Figure 4. Ecological discourse analysis research institution collaboration network map in WoS (2009~2024)
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Table 2. Top 10 institutions by publication volume in foreign ecological discourse analysis
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5 Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences 11 2015
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University of California System 10 2013
8 Autonomous University of Barcelona 10 2017
9 University of Wisconsin System 10 2013
10 Newcastle University - UK 10 2013
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Figure 5. Co-occurrence map of keywords in ecological discourse analysis research in CNKI (2009~2024)
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