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Abstract

This paper takes the public signs of Erdaoqgiao and Shanxi Lane streets in Urumgqi City as the research
object, and takes the form of field investigation, photography and questionnaire survey to study them.
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From the four dimensions of language use, language characteristics, classification function and cultural
connotation of public signs, this paper makes an in-depth analysis of the current situation of public
signs in this area, summarizes the problems existing in public signs in Erdaoqiao and Shanxi Lane
streets of Urumgqi City, and puts forward relevant countermeasures to improve the quality of public
signs in Erdaoqiao and Shanxi Lane streets of Urumgi City. These findings may also offer valuable in-
sights for other similar blocks in Urumgqi City.
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Table 1. Survey on residents’ cognition of the use of public signs in urban streets
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Table 2. Survey on code choice of public signs in urban streets
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Figure 1. Examples of an indicative public sign
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Figure 2. Example of a suggestive public sign
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Figure 3. Example of a warning sign
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Figure 4. Examples of a promotional public sign
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Figure 5. Examples of city street public signs reflecting multicultural integration
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Figure 6. Examples of city street public signs reflecting regional characteristics
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Table 3. Survey on residents’ evaluation of public signs in urban streets
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(b)
Figure 7. Examples of city street public signs reflecting unattractive design and old facilities
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Figure 8. Example of city street public signs reflecting outdated and slow update
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Figure 9. Example of the arrangement of city street public signs not
conforming to the requirements of the document specification
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