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Abstract

As a form of linguistic landscape, shop signs are ideal objects for studying the distribution and
characteristics of language codes. This paper takes the street shop signs in suburban areas of
Zhenjiang, Jiangsu Province, as its research subject, analyzing their language code distribution and
characteristics. The study found that Chinese is the most dominant language code, occupying an
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important position in both the central and non-central linguistic landscapes. Both prominent and
primary language codes are predominantly Chinese. English mainly stands out in terms of visual
effect but is very limited in its usage. The construction of new towns has promoted the integration
of English language codes, gradually making the linguistic landscape more urbanized. However,
due to the residents’ adaptation challenges, a mixed and patchwork linguistic landscape has formed.
The status of local dialects has been somewhat affected. This study can provide certain references
for future suburban construction and neighborhood planning.
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1. 5|15

B 15 S W VG E A KT, 15 S 5t (Linguistic Landscape)iZ#i il N 4t 2518 5 22 IR 78 # i,
Landry F Bourhis [1]#&tH, WHFFUZH “PRA. |G, a4, e, s oL BUR SR A
SRR BB SR o MENAETE RO RIR . BN WTE S SO0, JEEFR R S B R e H X R
JRFEFE ARG T I XEFRRR A IA B 58 K 21 B i O X L SCHORIE S RS AE R A
B IR IX RS 5 ORI R, oM iR A5 0 7 (8] J A RHE S M PR 38 . Backhaus [2]%6) 78 58 2 18 AR LK 7F
Ji, RHETSIEETARAIMX A BREN . SRAE[31L “ kA4 YISO A6 5T B Al
B B PR Ak s SR BT XS A bR R T 9 s ZRER[417E SCA BT AR BRAR AR T 06 7 22 g s SO A A X 2 B
TS SOWMIBE AR . AN T IR X 1) B ST S A 2P S B A A ORI SO A X
T ROUOEE NEUN E BT S BRI A, TSR X ()15 SOW B AR 1 RAE “ AR (5],
EH TR0 NARRALIT 52 25 FUBR A B0/, TE S A0 B E B, DRI B R 0 SIS B — N b X P 2 1 5 480
Bl #E 2, B X FE S SOW A8 B ST R m o 2t XU St 1B F IR, INEIEGESE, mR
W FE B X 3 & SR B S

[FI, ARG TS SN, S X R DL “ARFERR, A 2 e 7 fe e, “ 2
AR NS ARSI, BREBORIR S RS . ST A EE R AR BT Bl RE, SR K
R L HANEAR, HSEIUAEE AN AR CSAMET , IRAARBEAREE AR [6]. HAEY
AU DA T AR AR R, — S e SRR . AR RN BN Ik 2 “REB IR (WA B
SHX BT X)) [7]10) B SO X AN A MR, HOE S SO BN T 2 s T R HBIX ) S04k
S, SR REL T HT AT R B A 1 BT TG 0I5 S SO AR, — e R R R R BT B A
Rt T EE.

BT, ASCLLIVEIL T ESa B 28 AR B, 5 56 22 78 2R IR I B AR U BT S0 5, 20 A D v e o 1)
TERS AT B RGAFAE S L AL, (RIS 255 R ML A, $2 3 AN [T RS D R A AR R = R 3R

2. R *
2.1. FHAEHHER
AW TR B R B EIL T FHE X LR BRI S RS AR X . R RS S E RIE L
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RAE N ESE B 10 2 B LA G, FEPHEFTII UL AT AR BE PHAE T AL AR X R ek is 3, A2 gt
R DL P L e ZRESAL TR HRAL,  XEREBUME N R S OO Bl s TUBR BRI AR
B, BRAEGUEESN, IEAERT BRI L, RACKREIIE O IR B K2 1000 K.

A Pl DX IO R T B EACER PR A X o BURE 1 R DU BT AR 8 — BEAT 7 b X e
Rl AR JEAT SRR SRy b DB EE TR, AR SRR RS DR . BEAh, UMt R
BRI G BOR, K2 g BAT HRIE, OB 1 3B X S S (038 5 50U, X 7 A g A
RFAE S R BSCAA R RGBT R B AL i v (38 5 USSR — E S5 i E .

2.2. IERE EEE

AWFFAERLRIE T RAARIC 3, BT R UL 58 28 AR B AT 5 28 14 I S L 4 S5 T 1 SR AR T 5 A Y
TER, 37 Backhaus [2]42 1) “ A —ME S SR TIR HORNEREAE — MR IR BE T Se it At
FEAG AT TE PO B A A 280k e 197 A

PRI BRI E S ARG S, WAAEE R Z B ML logo. QISZETE]. BERIT X EEFIEL R
. B, FERARGETE I BARRNT, FRATE Jo i AR B AR 5 SO SRR I 23 O FAATE = SO
EEATE T S8 Hh A B PERERIIE S XN BRGS0, MEUS. FHRBUNES
FRAR ARG E F .

HIR, WFZH Scollon & Scollon [T FF Z 2= HTHESL, ARIESAIEF . BB 3R EE
AT 702 Anidi b A A ™ B RO B RS AR O B 20505, 1ROME BB R 2 B N F 25D, R
THBEEMSE, W FEEM S B EN B3], sA, B XUERRE, Y5 Reh [10]/) 2 1ESURSA
P2 (Types of Multilingual Information), #H 4k 4 2. Eill, B ESALHEHHA. Shll2E
PIANE E R A RE BN, FBE—MiE S REEMER, H—MEFREMIESEE. HEUR
PIRPE SO0 (E B EEE BE XA AF .. BEANIERAE S e A F RIE R

SEAL, SRR R B SCE PR B, A SRDCE P B I EAR R AN AR B SO, A
MDGESG T R DGEDFE NI R &7, WIS St

3. fIRER
3.1. BB S H

SRR BB GE T 45 RAKIUAE U R ARG . Horh, BRSSO SRR 5 WA tE Lk 1
FIis : WA BB R B — A 5 SOW A ELARAR , SE 28 2R AT 14.7% V01 5, S22 PG %t AT 15.7%.
2K 2 B Bl S B AE AR AR _ IR A A RO, R @R NS SR ERCR AR, B DR
JEHHDIRERE ROV E .

Table 1. Distribution of central linguistic landscape and non-central linguistic landscape
F 1 ERESENSEEHRESEUSH

A o
X - it
T AR IR B AR T
Basl IR
5 (o) % ARE (%) ¥ (%)
55 2 55 55
I (N =95) B (N =102) B (N=197)
AN FARIE = B0 14 14.7 16 15.7 30 15.2
EMES RN SEREES WS 81 85.3 86 84.3 167 84.8
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Table 2. Distribution of Chinese-English codes in central linguistic landscape and non-central linguistic landscape
F 2. ERESENSEEHES ZFWNEED ST

SO
b FARE S U FEFEHES W
Wi 190 96.4 131 78.4
BEE 7 3.6 36 21.6

WA 2 s, EARE S SOWEE R UDOE I . WRARK SRV 197 MEERE T, 0 74
RIS BRI A FOW, S 3.6%, BRI 190 NN TGE EAE S FW. (E 167 NMEERIES
SO, ST LEBIA TSRO 21.6%), A 36 Bebphi sl FISe SO/ v AR EARE 5 500, E2RAE
NERE S FUA e E B I b W, PUE I E AR E L), HIESCHRT PR e P A
AN

PRI BTSSR A G DL A2 3 Fw, R iEAS 5 AR R A KB MR EIE R 4 .

Table 3. Distribution of code types
3. BB SE

i \
HEAH AR é‘ﬁ
PRI . S
" PR (%) " B (%) " B (%)
Bl il il
Ik (N = 95) I (N =102) AL (N =197)
W 72 75.8 86 843 158 80.2
B 2 2.1 T T 2 1.0
e 21 22.1 16 15.7 37 18.8
Table 4. Distribution of prominent codes and primary codes
T4 BREERSEEEESS
Bt
e St (%)
5 L K 7 . . v
TR WIRRIK (%) TEZR T (%) (N =197)
(N=095) (N=102)
W 88.4 98.0 93.4
B R
e 11.6 2.0 6.6
o 94.7 100 97.5
FELEND
b 53 / 2.5

LRE A3 A 4 AT, SEZ AR R T DUR ARh g i £ B, LA 72 BRARRONAE DT, o5 FE i 75.8%:
HIOPIERCERR, & 22.1%; WANER 2 BRATIETHRI, FEAR L AT P BN D I fEARRE, W
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THAE N 25 1Y (88.4%) 5 - EEID(94.7%) %k iy T 91l o 72K R B I 30 28 Vh I, 5 Bl AH NI & 58
NG, DOEARRRI LB & TR L A PE R R AR B, BB T 84.3%; I FEXGEARRE I bb B ZEHE K T
R, DL 15.7%; BAASSCHIARRE. 1EREE B S EEEMMDOE S HE R, METE A
RAE L EAERG R EEAERS M o AT, FEICEMLIX BTN DR BN, AME R VS LA R . X
B 1S BN R S SORA LR (1], DOBENEEKIME—E 75T, REEE RS2 B .
AR ARG S AR VU B () BB R DOE, i m T ONE, F DA SN EEE L.
I 3 I B 1 1) o BEAMIR(FE 2R 8% 5 Pl 1/4), (BB AE vIB R B, B R /R N RAEE W SC
AT R I INE S G F1[12]. NTEELE R BRI E BN TN 11.6%, FZ &R AT SCH Fhrpih E
NIAT G, HAWRN AR RS A S A RS R, WRE I SERIA .
BEXFIEXUEARML,  H 215 SRR AT LN 5 s

Table 5. Distribution of multilingual information types on Chinese-English bilingual signage

5. NERBREN S TEXALE S

A
. T, Bit%)
lgﬁgéﬂé\ %1% u%%ﬁi %2%%:\&%(%) %2%@&%(%) (N _ 37)
(N=21) (N=16)
p=kiillp=¢ 429 31.3 37.8
BB 52.4 68.8 59.5
I
EG=5i 4.8 / 2.7
F A / / /

5 AT, EHIERE L 42.9%, FEPGH G EL 31.3%, BI3EE—ADGE e, FEER
% 55 74 B W XRGEFRREERY, 25015 52.4%F0 68.8%, Horb i il ik 5e B EARE B, JOE RN
o rEe. EESNERBHMOLBIA T, 5 4.8%, HANIERBAPENAGLE. NPT BUE
B, G EIARRE R ) SE R B AKFE T DOEMARAE, DU DOE IR R, FHEA R BERAE B AE,

RIS R, REESEE bR S SOUAAEZ RESMEER . DUBEAERENFHRIES
FOW, A BB A IR, AR T E, PIE BRI fERBIES SN, SEE A
R 4, HEA—ERMN B MEESIES oW, 5L TRARRHERERRIEEM, &
B IR o FUSLR I, — RIS IR T 2 R 22 B 2 W AE A o UK B R BRI S 80T N A A,
BN R T SO I X A 206 13380 N R, B S U AT SRR I e — . BARE B AR
REFTHE 75 BAES, IR RTTUL T i 2 o 0th, S S HI T S POR A5 SR, (H2
BWET . #he . SCHZEE S EN S ZIE S| — e 2C), HAEE USRI 2% m
AREE . R RWEL @R BE W SR RS . BUMER T EA 52 D IR X 3T O
BEFRRNAN, KA SO AR 2 W AR “ SR B KA 5% . SRVE UM IR AT iR iLgEAT B
T, AR FFRE T — R H ARG S IR B0 it AR R Bk 2 J& RS =00, b in g i i 8 a4
P HE SCRIR B RAr + HESIB AR SC A S B ROy BB SR 13 ] B R R DR A 1 FLAEHE 51 R 128 53 = IR
FElm], X ARRE T B E VA AT B RTE S B AR R R S AR A SR I SR R, DL TS SR 51 77 .

3.2. TERR4HE
M EIRERS AT A el DLE Y, SRS X B REAR By LRI BAGE N, FERIE T I
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WAL . M AZIGE SPORKQNE LS & RETEADRAE— @R b 1 HA J5 K i B By
(ONEE

BT R AR T OB S SRR AR AR < R KR o 7 MIRIBAEDUE T IFAEAE,
TR DOE AL NG HIHESEN, B — Rl 4B “ORFTE SC7 A “AhEMA . N4 BB [14]. Hik
WA Y, “ER” X2 EARIE AR B . SR, T T DR L RGN A I R R
RN B T S 1B A TR 2 R O AR i i 2/ PR VTl o NI H S/ AP P T ]
FENFNR ML A NA DO HRAE DI RE A SE,  “M T RAM AT T 5 B8 Fe A — MR 28
[15] A, 25 R RIREE RASCHIARK T, FEIETEARIE 5 FOWE 2 IR DRI TER, R .
X AR R T SO AR DA R J b [R]I RSO T SCAL S 3 B AL e B, — 5T, RS BRI
JERBURG 5 REBIIERTT, IRBLITE S SO iR, FEsholoi BuRs i 5 80, SEal 1 i
B E NG OHMERE . 55—, B TXHNE SR AAGER, R BRI S SR TR, H
T BN AL GE S Bl PR E A AR EAAE F S, W2 BANEALE R T IR — R RE 5 =W
SRR, AESRECE B IRAER K A R, R RS 2 Bod BRI — .

Figure 1. Shop signage example 1
1. [ESEARRES) 1

K2 FIE 3 XL K logo,  PURREAT KEAN7E BRI BUE Sibr R0 — KB RFAE . h TR
RARN S BMEA Rk, 9 7 SE IS R AR K5 44 M5 B8, )5 108 % S AES0E I EDUER &1L
JEAR AR 2. o SETEA 1F AN [F) BRE AH ELASHE — AE SO AT [ K15 5 16], W 5L, “seit”
THRAE B S OGHR . PRI, DER AT AR AT B AR T HSEPRRIA MR o W PEAK IR —ERIE 5 5
WEE St e N rh e, TR IR S Al B A A E R EEDOE I IR B RE 5 500, “HE”
R—HARERIK, S “BILnUhEE” ZXROEE RSN ETE L K2, WHLTE S FW THREMA
SCYEXUEJRPE[17]. [, HIK VISION BAT 3K FRLGE Ry 77, T B B Ak 2 AE LA L L A A 5 A 1
RERPOEARE, X FECT —BAs b B AR 2 TR POR R .

s
MR Ty

Figure 2. Shop signage example 2
2. [EHFRREL] 2

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.127519 28 BARIES ¥


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.127519

DSCHT, WRBEAR

" HIKVISION-
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RE: 002415 By ighik 107987 |
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Figure 3. Shop signage example 3
3. [ESHARAES 3

—

TEVERE, LEA TR SRR A h, B — BT S0 . (A R — (R Z R4
s BRGNS FREGIBUNI, 8GR H R SCREA ST 5 e . Wl EER 12 IR AW & WAL
BURHLICEE AT A, AR E NS TR B DU R AR 5 T 7 3 U7 A AT R g
AT AR — 0 & (R R Gith A, IR & X SR R(18] IR, ST X 10 R A RA 75 4 B B 4
FREST, He R DU RS ERRRE b (R SKERTR A A, MR R A B, B
LT AT HE 3 X5 R O7 = XZEAE, Jr & BIRARR &, e “+BARE 7 EARKHEE
MO TLE IAATBLIX 53 WL SR T & S BOEFT & SABEAR IO AT IR, 5N 1 WS 2 1 2,
FUR S FRIB A bR B AR . SO, AT BT R R B RS R e, ™ PR B 0 A2 — I
AR . BRI IEIE (S SUA B T IE S AR ST A, T B IA A, T AR
BEo Ak IRFERAMIE T, RIZE S ZRE AT, HAEH 8 S KB E At e 2 A R
BOG T S AL DI, BT B R 1 S g ) B D R S A A
4. &57E

W E SO S 2 M EE AR, RSSO “ 2R o ASCREEUE X ATER
HRIE S S, TSRSt i, RIS A AR R R L JE SR RS . BT
KB, AESBUE I AREE 5 RO, DOE G4 B AL, SRS SMSRITEARITDOR A, P A
o DURRE SR EMIE T SWMAX AL, FE ARy AR ERIE T R BE RS 2
BULSGENE T SOERA @ WIEM B, AEE RS R F G IhEe, (HIEA Ve MR
FAERCON AR o SRS IO IR EI AT S BN SRS AR A . R, SR RS d v ok 1K
B S AR RIS S SRS T 5 SO0, el 7RO EE S SRR S,
BB iR T PORIE S VG B AL, JCHRRHE S 1 E AL, T RALIZET A AL .
REFEALEAR, B R P T ERA —ERRE, (EAT R N — € R BB
BULX AE F WK, AR BRI SS .

T B
ASCHT BT B R ok B TAEE A A8
SE
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