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Abstract

In recent years, linguistic landscape has emerged as a hot topic in sociolinguistic research. Pe-

SCESIH: S SRR AN LA TR S AE S SO A A 2 RS T 0] BURIE %, 2024, 12(8):
325-337. DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.128694


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.128694
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.128694
https://www.hanspub.org/

H fit

ripheral linguistic landscapes such as protest banners, vehicle advertisements, graffiti, and street
art have also gained attention. However, postcards, which are seen as peripheral linguistic land-
scapes, are largely underexplored in China, especially from a multimodal and semiotic perspective.
To fill this gap, this study applies the concept of intermodal complementarity to analyze the dis-
tribution and presentation of multimodalities in postcards from librairie avant-garde in Nanjing.
It aims to explore the linguistic meanings conveyed by the peripheral linguistic landscape of post-
cards. This research aims to enrich the study of peripheral linguistic landscapes.
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1. 518

HIIEASLERRE ., M. B74. M4 P AIHE R DL BUR B T A b i 2 B 1S 5 JE AR et
ANt H X BT REE R[] 1B S R R 5 AN SRR EDIMOG. H 20 e
70 FARLLR, A 2E I AEE AE S SN, FEXHREE A Keren Kayment #7 EARIR
BT (V45 5 A5 (AR S A FPIRBLEAT TR A [2]. B2, WA 223 FFURIE I s A L2 [ B &
ff A5, lan: Spolsky F1 Cooper (1991)tHTT & T % HRESHHUAE & & IR 7T, (HJ& i) IF A AH 8
HEW 3] BEE 20 4 90 44X, 7E Landry A1 Bourhis JE R —RiE L—— (B H0 5 RKiE
SIEHISAEMA) A, GG MR T E S SW(linguistic landscape)iX —MEy, At AT R e A 2R
NS IERAE A linguistic landscape —EI A FL# [1]. H I, i85 SOMBILE] TV 2 #3510,
BAS T2 F WM . SR, BEE T RIHERS , %48 H BARE S SO0 R bk, (2 e s A
52 FRASH, &—FERIE[4]. Moriarty thHE HILSL S EA 20tk BRI @ M IREE, Y

XEEHRR AR R A7 AR . 5 ITYTE 5 SOWARE, AR RNE 5 SO AR AR Bt DL I
AN, BlndEms. E5 % A5 ARiE 05, WM S AR IR 5 SO B AR
B17 o SX AR ES IR T8 = OO AL s AT A R S rh I A (5 AR IR AT R AL D)
RE o IXLEAR LY (35 5 A bR 2% MR SR [ 30 7 Jo BAR A5 02 o 42 B ) 5 A R 1 B e AR T (1
NI rh R 5, WA AT A, JReik ik ate . 7 i) 55 8. ARtk 05 W ARSI A )
77 SRR, R B S AR R E B AR BB A . SRR — AR IE R ZARTE A, @ B R A
ST RIEAN NSRRGSR S o SCAZ BN T — RRAT SO R T 2, i sey s SR s
HRAGIEA NGRS 3 RSN o IXEERRRRAE IR T h 4 B M, AR T SEHE R, &
WA 5 MBI T RS S T AL A8 O RIE . EAT LGN R R, fLiddt 2 i fE
& BEIIEADSEMEZ) . EFR, 15T WKERERARY K, f5550[6]. Wit <[7].
RBRSL[8]55 . ARSI S N K ARMLES , XL B A2 — IR AR T A SC A2 LA 5
SB35 AR IR 5 S A AT AR R, BRI DUR A1) WIS AR () &
MEER KRR EARIN FTHE T RIS 5 2T RS ME 5 8, DI — P g E AR
ST ST
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2. FHRBESRUARAR

EHE. BB RS WA, S k2R, IEE IR AR ANE T S A IE S R T
S [ P ISR T, MRS SO —HB 0 [1]. AL EZENAE S SR AR SHER 7 Sk
AT AR LA B, ZIENERIES WM 112 —. Lou R =48 HF 7
A R X R N AT ORS00, [ B B E 3G AN 5| 5 2RI ST BTy s 1 2 A (1[10]; Karpava i@
XA LI AR IR EATIR A AT, R EETHER T 2B R AT TRV, 8 T IX RIS ZE T R I ) 2
THE RO TETE S AL R B 98 R [11] HIk, 18 F BUR S5 RIH 2 E & SO RS 2 — . Cenoz #1 Gorter
WEIE 7 PRI A 22 B S S, RILEH THUXAE SR, 96 B 2B A e B B AN F A7 . ik
Gb, EHIRFERZ DHREX BAEEZW GRS, FAlREZIEFHIX, s S Rz
AR B A TE S BORMR I, M TR AMIES — B2 2 HXIES R FE ) #[12]. Coluzzi
W RRIAE T PN K2R adpy, RIS HE 5 5 DB A H A7 B 55 . Rk, Coluzzi N
WA S RE SR, A REIE RS A 15 = R 3 518 5 TEE FEAR[13]. BhAh, haEE R
WS S S SR L. Blln: Kasanga W78 1 & IX — ANk X5 5 5o ke & 0 ki, f&
B AE AL 2 BRI B R AL R WE S [14] . Martinez BT 7T T BHME LD S br b L IEE A, BHE
EEME 2 — N AP TR ARATIE S E SR, 25RRW, SENAE R ERERRIGMRIEDIRE . BE %
FIHRIFR, A2 W H O ) IR SR 7, 2 ECHR B R IAYE 5 5t [15] - Papen
W TS E AR AR AR K 57 DR HB X (TSR R, R IIAX Ee ZRAE i I E B BIAMUN 2 o el b, 55
TER RS2V T ) 23 () A0, BN JF SR T 45 [16] . Pennycook 45 HY RS AE i i 18 & SO A — 8
gy, AT BT 5%, BA R T VAR BI[17]. Gertrud (2019)2 T 5% [ 47 BA i 17 Ao H X
IR, NS IR AT AR A 2SS, 45 R R X LLMEACE R 1 3 A 376 00— /MR e J2 T,
A T BRI AE R IR S22 R [18]. AN T EAME & i 7T, B B S i e DG, (HEI R R
fil. MESCERANH TIES SOURISE . WA IRRHESE, WIRH 115 S SOWHT i Im i Hkik
i 715 F SORBE A RGEI[19]. TR RARIRVE 718 F SO G SRR AT . 7k R g, BdE
X FW PR PR S5 A8 R R BOE, $8 8 T ARSKIE B SOWM R E T 1 [20]. ASCE N E S SO A
PUIR F Z L2 RSN MERIT, IR FWTE 5 Wt o 3. EI55 S5 42 35 17 22 £ 7 B X AR
SHACEE B AR . PRAHFARE . R, BrIE A AR RIS, AR L 2R, BT SO E G A
4G M 2 BASER IR T SOW A @ R R, (R T BUR R SC AR A ZS A 1 B AR oR [ 21].
I S ARSI AR T TG S 50, AT 1R TS AR S 2 A S ISR &, TR R AR
FRAEZS 73 A BRAR RS G O, (RN TIE SIS AL HIW[22] . ZEBRiE H SO B A B 23 1 75 22 sk SO Akt
X ZHEEIES W, SRBWCAMEBESRE . Bk, 3 AEXIES SRR E L 5K 5o/
fibBe RS, LR 5172 (23] B AT AR SR & SO RO SRR, 1 I SCTHELRER I 1 AR IALE F SO0
BIZEAL RRAE LR AH G FURR A, IR e M N2 FF S M EFIThRE: TR ES &, k&R T
Az WA, B ER. WS ATE & T 55 AR SUTE 5 SO AE DUACER 17 AR 8 rh 4 5 3 2 1518 A
o, JERABIE. IGRPE. BRI S S MERRE[24] . WA ENSRESAERT T Mgx—
MY EF AT IE S B GRER T MR B2 EE S AA BT AT 3 & &2 1A E .
ERAEFWSE T A2 HIRIER R — FKEBOT I =55, Bl 45 R e Lk 5 [25] . MMSAS AT bR B
NS TR AE S ROV, MWEE. R BN 8K - 30 SR A7 xR
R BRI AT AT 00, RIS TR TFRAZIEST . ZHRAMR A, CABESS5EIER
B 2 7 5 i e 8GO o« AFF GV R B IV A, E R A 25 v] R RBR1E[26]. DRI,
A E LR TR BB R RE T I BE NEEAT T, RANGERBENERBS M, LA

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.128694 327 HARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.128694

H fit

S — B [ Py SR R 2 ST R R
3. HRigESR
3.1. FFFREAMER

Royce f£—Fi 4y “SFPrIAb: ZHAAIGESPRESL” FISCE PR 7 AP A IR, AR 1, %3
WRAMSTTSEMAGIIREE 5 FHES N R, B2 st BSOS B R L 1 L)
HANRAR[27]. ZHIRINN, FEZBECAT, TR BB AR B IFFIII R R, T2 R DA
B HBS RIRARIET A, R SURE BT AN, SRRSO SOR . AP AR RS
PREAh ABRTFbR AN EIRF bR AN e PR AS OME & B L A B i SO B i SO8 1 e T A
BRI, SCABE & 7 A bR AME. EMSE SO, FEERRMUEITER, AR PR
M FREGESIN “HMS5E” (B E A4 Mm). Royce &, F5ELIN 2B CA PSS BT
2, EHEMAENTHRGAAS R E R R MR ER . L RGBT BRI S5 SO
AREGERCR R IR . WRAF AR FE IS SUBR R BFARCOC R, U AT LU W B RN ST 7 2 18] A7 AE & 75 s
HAMKR.

Table 1. Ideational intersemiotic complementarity (Royce, 2007)
2 1. BSFFPREAMEIL(Royce, 2007)

JLLIRE WS HFE
H5F. #E? M4
B =X WE: AT N RS

REE: AEMBELY AIE? DL a2

HE: BBS R RAMF I SE R X

R BB SR BAT A R SR B X

A3 BRSSO BAT ML) S i i 3L
ER: BBRECRET RIS TRIGIIIR R
Bk - Wy BBE AL TRBESHD LR

FElL: BB SCAR R B e TR R

Z5%.: W2 M4
WAl AT RES?
REE: EMREL? AHE? DLfRhs (2

SRS BB RN KRR F

I
hfll3
il
<

3.2. BIETS

Kress fl van Leeuwen fig i1 &2 —MWEERIE X, EH—FREN TR, &Rkt 2 S s,
M T RIEANZ GRS AT ZRE SO e D GALE™ S B 1B v A LR GAE A
3 PASR R & R T30 [28]. Jewitt YN RS0 R AETEE . RAEA EL Bl e v i) H 2 4l
BhU7ik[29]. MRPEIZEE, AR BCZHEH 2 AL SEE, BB, FE. &5 L SOR.
B, PRI ST DAL 5 & R S R R B DI SR AT 5 B, A o s s () RUEE . R
M AR SCE R SR T . N T HRZES RGN RGENREHIE, &2ESCHARERE AT
FIRRIE. FN, B, A&, T8 RS E T AERIE 2 SRR J7 B A5 4 5107 Uk
B EZAE . BAh, IR PINAH RS, BT A2, REAE A Bk
FIEAAE F B ERIE ORI ) 2 S RGOV T . BRI, SR B mT LA B 50 e st 2R e R e R 22
FEASSCARYE SO S VLRAEASFITESE T BAF = BN A 17 s R o i 5 755 3 AR R B K,
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PRELAE T 35 SR T T rp i) SR ST B, WS Fr 4 IAAR S h e A, R, T hE
AR, R T LR 1 B AR B S G R e B A AR S 0 T, AT DS G R
MAETE F MARE SR Z AT, UL 2B SRR N 7ER]

4. fRET
4.1. ARIIRER

S T 1996 EAER L AISL, VLI AR ASCHERIAL A5G, B 5t R+ ik b &
2, WA CREEEMPIET , MEEE “HE 2009 FEERENTIERL” o 2014 £ 3 H, #EET
&7 BBC W ANEERT R FETIEZ —[30]. 2016 43 H, E (EZRHHI) PFiEH SR+ KPE, M
FARBETE NG, 2 TPHNME— NG . AE R BT SO AR, Se et IR 51 A 2 AR N TR IR ITEHT
R, NTH TR AR TR IR . e T N EAME i R HOMRR AR, S B IE i DL
10 TC—3KPIMAS S, — TR R bR EMES A, BFEFE L. R, RS, 5 — 2 T (kg
VGRS

4.2. BIEWESE K e

FEVEE FOMWTFC R MR SRS AR A AR K 2 T H 22— [31]. Rk, A S IR R 40 3 i
FIFHL. iPad WCAEWIAE Fi o AR CAEAS e 4505 TR A Ga i), W HZ 2024 5 2 A 3 H, kil
5 422 FKWIME R o XPICERBIMUNE Fr AT BB AR AL, HEMEZOEUT R R, N
EES

5. AMERSIRESHAMRER
5.1 SRS

HE R L EEE VM SES A SR, BUE. ok BRI &0 KRS, MWE 1 ALL
B, CARLHEERZ, WHIH 25.56%; CAMEAEFRAG R, WHI 21.52%; SCAFEG I LLG]
WILR] T 17.94%; A, BB BBFTFEAE HE/, A 4.04%. R EE R EAF SRS 1
SRR B 20 UK + FEE &30 3OK + BE: K4 UK + FRE B 5 30K + TR + JERE
Bl 6: AR + B + 78k B 7. SR + B + TR+ JEFRE
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Figure 1. Multimodal distribution
1. ZRENH
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Figure 2. Text + image

B2 x&x + Ff

Figure 3. Text + image

B3 x& + EfR

Figure 4. Text + image

B4 XK + 78

Figure 5. Text + image + non-letter
El5 XK + F8 + fFF
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Figure 6. Text + image + letter

E6 xkx + B + F8

Figure 7. Text + image + letter + non-letter

E7 xk + B + F8§ + FFF

5.2. AERERESHHZENRER

4% Royce (2007)#¢ Hh IFFPR HLANE, ZRIE S HSCABS AL BSOS RIS L EE
U, AR E M AhTE, EABERTERE SR, PN Bl MER M B ESIER . AT
WESAT o AN LR, SEIBGR 2y B B, VRN A AR L EAMC R A, WX BN Bk -
4 FHERC .

HEERE TS E 2 ARG RS o @ R mERER, SCFEAE T AN,
AT AR 8, B R AL TR AT M BB T AL AR N R R R T
G RALUS AR, SO A2 — A RSO T SURI 2 S DL Bz . BRI o R
ASCA WA B A m FERAUERTE SO, Frel R S SCRI AN R R EHE, —FREL S, BB
T SCEHE R IAE B AT, FEBh R AP IR SO S R 2 S O RS (A BAMSEEL
HAAZH
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Figure 8. An instance of repetition

8. EEmHI

Table 2. Realization of image-text semantic intersemiotic complementarity
2. EROEXFFSEIEAMISEI

K& AR 5 SURF R AN
5% BA VR E R
G2 BN N AR %2 HE
7R BN PR

] SCHR 2 B 5 SO 2 A AE AR AR S = o i) 9 P, B 2R BRI o R, 2w
HURAER o B R AOREAR B th B B R iz, PR AR O R B L — o SCR
FRAFE R BN R LG T (KR « 46D tPiE. SCAREGILIL R R A& i, IEAEREAT I
TEERARE X B OARKKIYE. BRI, SORBE A G AT 5 TANE TR SCIA, 2% 3 R EICHE AT
A ELANSEEL A BAR 2

Figure 9. An instance of synonymy
9. XA

Table 3. Realization of image-text semantic intersemiotic complementarity
3. EOENFFSEEARISEI

K& AR TR AN
5% AR R EEIE N3 BN
CE| AR H e Jih [ 3¢
B2 A -7 H HJih

ETRSCRARREBE A ZIA M E TR AR A 10 AFaT LA I, & S R0 H A o e 15 2
TCERAERUR L [ R ) fRf 22 A ECERAE, 1B B SOAE o2 “ AR SRS 3 i BB U T 14
BEAVE” o ORME BRI ESGA, BGRh BRI E 502 T 3G, B, SCARBUNE G4 5
HAMNET LR SCEAN, 42 4 RSO SR 5 8] ILANSE I A B iR S 3

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.128694 332 PARE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.128694

it

$stamp
HERE

4
Figure 10. An instance of hyponymy
B 10. £ XRHI
Table 4. Realization of image-text semantic intersemiotic complementarity
4. ESGEN TS E BN
(A WA A bR HAD
z 5% BT, [ g RIS BRSO T UM (6 A 7
e kAN~ M5 AT Ry
2N G An~F MG A

NSRS AV IRV Rwive S oY IROVNS R U 162 RIAYYIE SIS NS RSP N €131 O NS

Bt bS], LI TR M AT, Bk, SCARBGN BB AR5 BAMBJE T B R SCE A,
7% 5 RS AT 5 ) AN R AR 23

Figure 11. An instance of hyponymy
E 11, ETXRA

Table 5. Realization of image-text semantic intersemiotic complementarity
2 5. EXGENFFSE YK

S A T SCRF B LA
5% eV KK HRE R
] i B Mk v B EFX
78 i i
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Bk - H AR BRI SR Z (A A T RAR S E IR 2o A 12 o, i S0 i R s Ao
R, AANREANRESCAT PRI N =B, N — W5 )R, B xS \EPmﬂmEE}’Jm
e SCARA R ZERFIEFEOIE . SR HliA], RIkiE=. \%Eaﬁﬁu&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁmﬁ
IF. MARIMAERZ, BFGRAZIT 0. B, ORI EGE RS LA E T84k -
KA, 46 REDCE T 5 A AL R AR 23

) Abe ’fL L
1 A i TABISD .S 4. il g M

A
;q%? %4«;&&” @ gﬂfﬂﬁg

s 8 QLAY A ki
mifjm«ﬂb] 1ad. ?i?% :vﬂ)g Hﬁ
%%é?% M TR, K&%f’r/\%\éwljl ‘
el AR TEL BB NLLL, wmzamz ,ﬁ
A5 B ) AR 2
Hﬂﬁ#'ﬁﬁm 5 b o b ik
Figure 12. An instance of meronomy

12. Bk - T REG

oo
A eq‘awm i ksS4 1 &gﬁfﬁ% w?

Table 6. Realization of image-text semantic intersemiotic complementarity

% 6. EISGENTFSE B HISEI

1% ek if SRR LA
S 5% AL SR
i) IR TR Sk - 53
i U i

FERC AR BB 5 SCAIE R B R e B TR - R I 18 P, BB B A T R TR, Al
R LA BITE IR o SO AR EE N R I B % . SO AR, 1RSI v 2 j 5K RN
CHELFEZI A EEIERE, HE, SOREAME BT S TANE TR R, & 7 2 ED0E T
5 (A ELANSE LA BAR

‘ Ja @i, .’M‘;Zui%/i iy ﬂ;/\gej@ 3, Y
 oopodY .
%ED/ A,EU }}Jfﬂiﬂﬁ 14 Tamhh, _! X oo (1]
oo AH g gy B v 1Y Bagggs
//’MT?nim*zM ?mﬁwi . %%% 2
MVT/”] W), Ot L 7/'77&'5159(‘144” 0% \
oy //afﬂﬂl AL il
— N LR /,‘)b ,la,[ dazlx/j‘ /I 4 e ‘\\u

iéﬂ"?;,,/f

Figure 13. An instance of collocation

13. 1EEL R

Table 7. Realization of image-text semantic intersemiotic complementarity
F 7. ESOGEN TS BB

K& A AT PR E AR
25% R~ AE A RN R A A e
{62 X R R % xR AU % FERC
782 BE BEE
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ME 14, B R EE R TR, ZANDN A SO R R T SR R Ay BN N
KA. SRR REANBMREE TRIA NS L, WS NAMRE, RIS BIER, s THk
KA, 48 REICH AT 5 [ HANLBLI AR 23

LA LA o] ) e (5 %ﬁ,ﬁﬁbrwﬁﬂg;@ ; %gwﬁ@%&_’ & ‘fmiix;ﬂl A A
wi . f = adipdrgy o KA FRERRAG 275 7,
a\?iﬁ% . AT virk ! D ,ﬁ, m;g@nm%mi

%%{‘:4 F G ] A FAETY %mﬁﬁwﬁffm
ARG ¢ : ! =~ ¥ sy wv:-{}, L
; ' ,g&s”@“\ EER R UTS
\'-"V'>"\ v Al RSN
N A‘ /1/ J“ SINCE 1996

e o228 R 2% B

Figure 14. An instance of collocation
14. $BE R

Table 8. Realization of image-text semantic intersemiotic complementarity
2 8. EIXGEXFFSE MK

113 b SRR A
B 5% AN RATN ALK ing
3 B KA B KA P
8 #u ol

5.3. g

o, mEAR SRS IS T A AR AR AN A VPR AN AR RS . X VL A
JE R N 2R [26] A0k M RSB T IR RIAE NI T2 —, WEIEWE B MBS AT 0 —FiRs
EHEEREERED, BEFEEMRERNOHFIFEMNEBRSGINTH R IR, X 5L
FARALU32] -

FR, AR TR s e B RIS E i BRI LR 8 R . MRS Royce & H 4 bR ELAR
HR[27], DARE R T)E ER SO A T SCAR RS AN ARSI FOR 5, A & Rl 78 245858
WL FRREF B . ERGITERY, EER SRS, ORI E B & 3 1T
5 RGURALIE S, (SN T I [ A i I SE B ANE T HE B MRS Bl EE . [ A,
R RAR BAR - R RFERLSETE R RICRTE . X5 Kress fl Leeuwen 4875k —%[28], HP
B LR I I A RS AR S OR ST o WA SCA P A RN IR, TR IR R AN A P A
& B RS E AR, T2 BRI T R
6. &g

B 5 SOV R B 2 B KA 53, (R JEANE 5 SOW B M AL . AL 5B 15
BME R R, IE R R b BN BRAR X e 2 A4S 0 A SR I AT 400, BB T M v BRI
AT Z MR R ARG RRIARG Y PRS2 AMFERE . [ BN Bk - . #
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Me TR G HR, LR BGE XA+ E e B iER . WOTRAEE 7 ENIEIRALE S SR, A%
FEORTHE T RSO MG AT, A EARRAE EZ MTIAME.
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