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Abstract

Based on publications related to sound symbolism indexed in the Web of Science Core Collection
from 2000 to 2025, this study employs CiteSpace to conduct a visual bibliometric analysis. Three ma-
jor analytical dimensions—publication trends, burst terms, and high-frequency keyword networks—
are used to map the structure and evolution of the field. Results show a steady increase in research
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on sound symbolism over the past twenty-five years, alongside a clear shift from theoretical explo-
ration to multi-dimensional empirical and interdisciplinary approaches. Four major research direc-
tions have emerged: linguistic iconicity, cross modal perception and synesthesia, experimental par-
adigms and classical effects, and language acquisition and development. It demonstrates that the re-
search on sound symbolism is entering a critical stage of theoretical integration and methodological
innovation, providing a new empirical perspective for revealing the perceptual mechanisms and cog-
nitive structures of language.
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1. 3]

B35 B4 (sound symbolism) &5 5 2 INAIRLE S5OHHE 5 AR M EEE, SFESERAEE L
[BF) RS vE . AR R MM (Dingemanse et al., 2015) [1], Fkhk TAEGIE S F ) “iESEEMEN” (Saus-
sure, 1983) [2], FFABRME F RN 50 50 FPLHERHE THriA M . B Sapir (1929) [3]38id L4577~
S 5E KRG NRALIK, SR RS 7 NG FEHBLIREIE. NAIESRBIES T
BB GRL B L 23RN, 2013) [4].

20 ALK, KEMARIIEE R ZAETHRES RG22 . Lk Em. MESE URHE
Z I I GE i (Blasi et al., 2016) [5], 18 7& Bouba-Kiki 2N 48 71~ 1 5 155 245 B 0 — B(P£ (Ramachandran &
Hubbard, 2001) [6], #BiBHIE M HE AT AL E . 15 E RACEIE S EM . WI0EI2. BdRIE K&
AL 1 5 2 AT FEE B B A R B AE (Imai & Kita, 2014; Lockwood & Dingemanse, 2015) [7] [8]. 4
kK, BEEMAIESFE5UEIESEMRE, PP E M2 Rimayif. 85 85 N TR 85 X
LT, BoRiEE RIECHRANERESER. BXSBAMASGNEEA WS WHEE, 2022) [9].

RUE I RAE SAERT 70 R AW, (HENBE T 7 LR R SRR N E, RGN
MR E =, EWE S RO AR Ja . 3 s A R AT A v B = B T Ok B R RS
M. %F 1, ALl Web of Science #0054 452(2000~2025 4F) N KIE, &) CiteSpace 15 8 AT #i4L
TH, WHE =4 AR E PRiE S SAET AT = M S AR E S ], DU R 2 U RN g5 M
RIERkS, AR EES RAET AR IESE 5 ER,

2. BiRRIESLE

ARSI FIEHE K H Web of Science (WOS)HZ L& 72, DL “sound symbolism” S, R M
2000 FF] 2025 A SCERELE RR R B 2025 49 A 27 H), SCHERZEALPR T8 3C (article) FI 2> 1308
X (proceedings paper), Jiiidk H A RO CEHE 593 F, QIEMEE . SCHORIE. @, FE. . kK
) 55 7 B

TERAE S it #2 R CiteSpace SCHRTHE 5 AT #LAL0 TH, X Fik 593 R SCBRSEAT IL LM 2% 5
RIAHT. I REIR FEHL 5 ORI AT AL 23, WBEAR B4R 7R 2000~2025 4815 & RAEHT TR 78 4
MR EES, FREIEEA E 77 1R MBS A AT R

][l
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3. I+ ASFERIEERIEM R KL RIFE
3.1. XEBEL T

LR R SCHR AR & AR A A A REAE — SRR E b W% R B 2 BT TU A R R, R S Bk
Hpribmy R B B 1 BR T WOS Hi B il — 1 FUAE SR i & SAEHE FE AR I8 ST B0 AR
BB

— R HE

Figure 1. Number of publications on sound symbolism (2000~2025)
B 1.2000~2025 FENEE RIFAXMFRAILXHE

M 2000 EEF] 2025 4, 1EH RALAHFE CHE AR ETHES, R X AU R AT R,
KRR A7 LE W S B Bt R 4k

2000~2009 FREBIREI . X BEBRCEAL 55, 2000, 2002 F1 2005 FALE K% 1 5,
T AL T 73 B MR IR R B BE.2010~2015 4 9 9 K38 . 2010 4 SR B G B I A7 80(12 59)
2015 kT 5 25 B, BT — P B K R . 2016~2018 4F A Ed R R, &AM ] 541 o K
FERKIIBT B, 2016 FF3CHREOE 29 4%, 2017 FFERTHZE 48 F, 2018 fFikFIE(H 51, b 2010 FigK
29 4 %, 2019~2025 - NFB IR . 2019~2023 4F ] SCHRECE S AR R KRR 0L, B FLINERR AN (RFF
FasE . 2024 FERSCEIEH] 57 5, N 25 Elf sl . BBV R MEIRR R H (2025 £ 9 A 27 H),
2025 FEERFCHRBOE 35 5, Wit EFERIREs K, BR1ES A0 TR E K 5 56 0E B 1
a Tt

HUE AT WL, 18 RAERT TR = AR ) O s A0 E 7 20, AR e i3 KA 34 3R W40
SOEAEIL A SR B, IR R I RFEE R I AR )

3.2. BERIEMREFHARES

Rk R RS B RAERE TR S AR S T £ R, A SCRIF CiteSpace X 2000~2025 £ [8] ) 5 F 7]
AT 7RI AT (W 2)0 FEBIIA$8 1E — 58 I 3 N B30 8 5| FH s v et FH ) oG Bati], AR (b AT s et
FCATIEAE AN [FI B B ) v 2 A S0 0 30 A T AR LT
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wmE 2 s, EESAEH AL E R ILHIL T 9 MRS, 4354 phonetic symbolism
(B BAE). associations (4H). sound (7 1%). shape correspondences (JEARXT ). kikis bouba. iconicity(%
BATE) . acquisition (2 £3) A & norms (BTG AK) o 3% L6 5 I 1] 1T HH EIEN (] 5 o 282 B 1) s e 1 12 903t 9 DB
AR ) SEIE 5 B AR AS T7 1) B AL I I A

2008 fEZ 2017 4FE 6] “ 3547 G 4E (phonetic symbolism)” ZEI 38 5 7 51(3.69), UiBAEX —N 1, BF5E
H R ERETES SIS E AR R, B0 TR e B RS 5 BB R R, Fhf g
FHOCEERHESE . [A—IFHA,  “HAH(associations)” 5 “ & (sound)” RIL(HIEHTE 2013~2016 F5
2015~2017 ) IREL 1 2 T 1E & 5 1 S (A AT SR 56 & BR800

H 2017 k2, I BIPERITF KA, “TEARXT M (shape correspondences)”  “kiki” “bouba”
(28 35200 20 S OSBRI R 2, R B BIES X ¥ (crossmodal correspondences) A FiA% O R o 1X— Y
B FEAMIGAIE T4t “bouba-kiki yE” HIFIENE, WA TiEE 5. v, S22 RE RS
GNP

[ 1) (5.48), o 2= FO TR 5 AT RS G AT A ER 1 ik 21 15 0 . 177 “ acquisition (2] )5 “ norms”
(FEA) B, RIAE S SAERT I QIR A BNE 5 S8 50 BRI, Ar G518 & SAE R 1 SHE S
A IS REIE @I .

ATDAE Y, 35S RAETFFAE 2000~2025 48] 2 HLH i ES @A B SLIRI0UE . P 2N B B
PR FFFIERE TN “TEa - 2" 3 “ SRS BAEES " 1RAR, RO Z AU E S S
BREES. BERESEPRINGE RKENE.

Top 9 Keywords with the Strongest Citation Bursts

Keywords Year Strength Begin End 2000 - 2025
phonetic 2003 3.692008 2017
symbolism
associations 2011 4.432013 2016
sound 2011 4.112015 2017 —
Zgiﬁipondence52017 3.582017 2018
kiki 2017 3.542019 2022 —
bouba 2015 3.322019 2020
iconicity 2017 5.48 2021 2025
acquisition 2006 3.672021 2023
norms 2018 3.372021 2023

Figure 2. Burst keywords in sound symbolism research
2.2000~2025 £F(EEE KA R AR X 17

3.3. BERIEMRFARTE TR 24T

AR FiAEB) CiteSpace X 2000~2025 4F 15 GAEH 7T AU 1 0 < B 1] A& e Ao 1 3047 1 n] A4
SIHT, Ll 1 AZ AU ARSI E R (LI 3). m OB R BB S LA O IR0 A, L R A T
i B AR R S R ) “Hp” AR . AU R R R, R W2 OB i A R B AN IR 9 3 R AR
FH 2
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Figure 3. Knowledge map of high-frequency keywords in sound symbolism research
E 3. IBERIEAXIL SN K 31T FIR ETE(2000~2025 F8)
Table 1. Keyword co occurrence frequency and centrality
= 1. RBRIRF IR R F O EIR 10 RELE)
B bt %4t FEOMK %t
1 357 0.46 sound symbolism 20 21 0.02 words
2 102 0.14 perception 21 19 0.04 arbitrariness
3 83 0.09 correspondences 22 18 0.04 english
4 72 0.14 phonetic symbolism 23 18 0.04 frequency
5 69 0.09 language 24 16 0.04 language evolution
6 69 0.09 symbolism 25 13 0.06 integration
7 58 0.02 shape 26 12 0.04 infants
8 50 0.06 iconicity 27 12 0.01 maluma
9 48 0.1 crossmodal correspondences 28 12 0.02 recognition
10 39 0.03 consonants 29 12 0.01 taste
11 37 0.1 speech 30 11 0.01 communication
12 35 0.03 pitch 31 11 0.01 emotion
13 32 0.04 synaesthesia 32 11 0.02 gesture
14 31 0.09 acquisition 33 11 0.05 information
15 30 0.02 bouba 34 11 0.01 speeded classification
16 27 0.05 brand names 35 10 0.01 evolution
17 26 0.04 associations 36 10 0.01 impact
18 25 0.02 kiki 37 10 0.01 norms
19 24 0.03 sound 38 10 0.01 size
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I X} CiteSpace LI EIHE Hia il > 10 1) 38 AN HEAT S IF (A& 1), W LURILTE & AL 58 1)
RGN BRI B S /SRR BBARESEA . EERHME. LB T IS T . SRR
(P41 A “sound symbolism (IB& RAF)” » SKIA 357, HOMEN 0.46, R RHAEEEA WL B EFiZ0
AT, 2SR T 7T 2 R S L

MO S AR B S5 o ARl R, ARSI 7T R R AR AT IH 44 09 DL YA 7 1) -

() BE/FT 5L

%7 A1 RYE “1 & R AiE(sound symbolism)” “ &7 S iE (phonetic symbolism)” “ G AU (iconicity)” “4%:
P (arbitrariness)” “if & i ft.(language evolution)” 58], RETESMH S RAT RS E L ZHK
JAEREBS KRR, 215 SO B O SR S BN 40 Sapir (1929) [3 ]38 SL58 67~ 75 &
H5E N AR AAFE RGN N, shHE Tl SAEE R0 iz . BJ5, Ohala (1994) [10] A3
A5 A 2L A PSRt E PRI (R, DiBs RAER AR BRI SR AL T A3 MRRE . BN 21 tHEED, #H5T
ERIR VR UEIZ T 0] #5158 5 SOUE S AR, TRRAR B N Z O 1 R G0 FAESE.

KEHBIESH RN, SUEACEDN R EES - 18 XN, R RRE S NS RGN,
lida %5(2024) [11 3@ B SO BHE 5 008 REEE B 5 P4 SE8 &, ARG S RELE “ K
AN SRR SEYETE I BRI S SRR B, R T RAUE I i 1 5 1E F R e M AR R E
BRI FEHES) AN “ B — BRI ) “ 2 4ETE LR AR, A GAUNE R B BTN RRRE S A5 S
WAL P B 2

FI, 15 F RN E IR EEARY B, MIHMERER B R EANEE “iconicity-indexicality-
systematicity” Z4E H I IFF 5 R (Monaghan & Roberts, 2021) [12], UL EH R ST SRR
[F1E 5 R EEBIR FR o IESEBERIIE TiE S /479 RGN 2 B LMRHE, ArEE TS RAEH 7T 1E A
WL R AT R AT S LRI R . TR B, RAMEAGE IS F I FE 454, B AE D Bt B
FaEALDIRE: E SRAME IR LE P Sl T B O RRE , SR BB W] REAETE B AL R R “RRE T 1
YERT . HILRIRS, 15 NS R B, SAME RV AR IR0 R S B 2% 5 5 4 80ia B 35 e TR ki
YL & - B ARG E 5 R ATE N, 2 5 LA SEE, 2185 /G HHRNE

1.
BT R T REAEE S RGPS E T AR TR, NERE S AT S AR A S T A R
RO T B RS

(2) PR R R 5 Bt 7T 75 7]

Z5 M LL “ B RS X M (crossmodal correspondences)”  “ B (synaesthesia)”  “ JE R (shape)” “ & &
(pitch)”  “WR%E (taste)” S5 CHEIA AL L, IRV 5 5 2 PR 4ERE 2 (R I R L, 28 RAERT
FONE S 578 M 2 BB AR By 3. FUARE 0728 Kohler (1929) [13]#2H 1) “bouba-kiki” B3,
IAF T A SR 2 A AR E X R 55 & . Deroy & Spence (2016) [14]i#FE— B4R, £ e BA AR
FERER R T RS - R UL D BREERE . Velasco Z5(2015) [1513 8 “mkat - AR VUHECS256 R B0, &
WA ] T 5 ZRAE [ TR 15 3 0T 7, 1T o R ) 5 RAE AR BRI 2 AHUL IS, SR IG5 RAEARBL 115
B 5B AL 2 ) mELE R R

HEN 2020 4K, 1BE GALHETC £ mUZHT AT S5 56 17 ) 2 S B G S MU A SR 7L . #ie
MG M EIEERE, BE RAEKBT . 2 BEEPMERBRMLE: 58 - TRARVTECAT 55 2 R SE0E I
B 2 5 8 5 X (McCormick et al., 2021) [16], FF7E 200 ZF> N 51 & H 8 11— B RN (Korner et al., 2022)
[17].

7 RS 1 & GAETE TR — 13 AT B R 7 2 s S &L 2 3R, oS S

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.141028 216 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.141028

WET, Wi

AMUREESEE, BSE5W. Wil BHEERRMINT, BINES 5ERAZRIRE A RS A
B

(3) SRS 2 SN BT 5T 7 )

ZH ML, “bouba” “kiki” “maluma” SR NAE, RETIEHHAGE L BR, MRS
() ) LB P ST S R v AR T R SE R R O A R ) A . [ Kohler (1929) [13]4&H
“bouba-kiki” JEAR LA, W0 IS ERIEE S SR W E L TE M) S BARE AR . R
JR ) Z (R R OG R, RS0 IE & SO 1) 55 5 fE M 5 O3 I SE % . Spence & Gallace (2011) [18]#F
ZIE R R BRI, RIRA S = ETR S AR E RS E X, IR BE T RAE R Rk SR
SR F AR

AR, SR AT E UZ T H I UE VERE SR I LA S S 3L . De Carolis 45(2018) [19]
SR P B s 7 i 2 B, 18 5 5 TR DG IC 251 TR S 0L A S8 25 45 4, 8 7 1 355 AR I T B A 1 3h 1 . Pathak
& Motoki (2022) [20]2% T it g L AR S Fa H, TEHIE (ps ks 05 “BIRIK” . MHE OB, d. g5 “HE
SR FRERT R, RIRTE S QAL IRTE S A P IR A . AR, MLEF ) 5B S G AR T
A RS2 AR S R S B AL 2 - 18 3% & (Erben et al., 2021) [21], {ESMES TR S S5
KA,

Loakman %(2024) [22]3— 5 F ] 2 B4 KA (VLMs) B 3L “bouba-kiki” 5256, & BB GEHE 0 4
TR G AW, SIS SAERUER BA — 8 B o X Se it A SR A AR B 17 M “ SR R
B PR TE AR, (15 S RIS RS T A . AU S BRI A, NEEHEIR
R 3 B 58 T RS Al

(4) BE IS REMTITN

X — A SSTE “ acquisition (2 £53)” “infants (22411 J1)” “language evolution (i& & ##1k)” “communication
(GCit)” S, RVER S - B RS 5 5 o) R B AR LR SR 1 ThEE, BB
TR HOERAE 5 A S R R OB E AR AR, SUMEA ) LE &P MR R4t
WONIE F L SIEA IR AL A48 . Ozturk Z5(2013) [23]R P, 22 JLAE 4 A H B EI TR BIE 5 558 IR
UL OC R, VB S B ENTEE 5 TR R BT O A7 7E . Imai & Kita (2014) [7]4F IR “iBH RAE5] 7
it ” (sound symbolism bootstrapping hypothesis), W\ GBEy JLEE AL S L SR f 7 B 22k, £
S CIRVIIA A B R S5 306

BRI FE i — 2D R, REMEXE I A R T ILE I B, AR R R E . BT
HEEFIERH . Sidhu 5(2022) [24] R BLG B R AEARES JLEE 7= HY TR B iy, Bl AR08 30 K& T i
FHRNERAE = % R IEALH] . Lockwood & Dingemanse (2015) [8145 H, G i 48 50 % Sk 4h
ST SiCAL R R, $EEANL e ) S5 R B » Imai & Childers (2020) [2510 R B, % ia S A Bl
TIERENZEG, SR GAEE B F A B AR S o E s, o AR A A 2R D e b i 22 v A

7 RN 1B SALTEE S 115 5 INAUR & R IR SR LS, ™ B R N ERE 5 S
AN ) E AT, NEMRE F ) RO IR SO RIS AL T SR .

ZEWL 2000~2025 F[A1TE & RAEW LR RE, v LUE BZ USRI B RIE, BRI mESE S .
RS SEYRIRGEH ST WUABEFTT W A B, XA B ST SR sE 1
WHM SR, ERE S SSRGS R T R BRSNS BT 7T I B T 3 SO R R S 4
FE, NiEE RAESRAE T OB SWMA R AUEYE; Seieia S & M Rt sl i Y R 5 28 st
HEBN T GAUNERLN ) P] B S IGUE SALHIER s 1S IR S KBRS HR T RUMEEES ¥, A
LA ThRE, 5SRO G S SMZENEMEE SIS KRZET. PTUEH, Z8EIEMN
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VR A U SCR IR 0 2 R BN By, BT T BB S U, RIET 5 AR L5 4 D LA
B, ONFRRE IR 5 R R T R

(BASCAAES TRIME. B2k, 524k E Web of Science BoUHUi AR, 124Ul Fi LAH 3L 3k
N, AR FE . R VS QAR E ST RN . R, AT
BLAXE WOS et 6 B P9 (St T AR SRAE B S0 A 00 754 L
4. B

A HEF CiteSpace X 2000~2025 4F 8] Web of Science 1% 0335 £ 41 LA sound symbolism (i& 3% R4F)”
R SCREREEAT T AT AT R T, MBS . SEBIIA]  we AOG B 1A 4  THT R G B T Ak )
W S TS . M A SRR, 12U R B BRI 1B P 1) 2 4k STUFAG S 5 SRR G B B
W VOB MAEF - B OO AL 2 8, e B TAT A SE . BRI S A& SHiE L, Jf
TEJ7IEe L SREL T MAE P AR R B0 500 DR B i s S A2

e, WIEH RAERT A B R RE , 2000~2025 4F (0] SCHRECR S 4 R RD B K
FEEA BB, BRI IR TEW, o iZ s i i G WU E m) E R 7T 5 A, R
BT IR R A

B B GAERE SR A K, i RIRAE R (8] 7 51 E AR AR DUR I, A iRt 9 2 pont
TEE GO JE AME RS RIIRYS, BT 10 2 BOE A SO A S SN R AT W), O
BE— P A NS B E T 3X — R B T SO A B SIS IR E . T A0 LA BB B
MR, SoRZBIEEREIES. BERESE%RNSGE KRB .

M TR KRG, I TR TR B RAERE FE R H A N DM 0 TT R B SRS 5 R PSS
SRS SIS A M, DLAIEF IR 5 RE. BE5/M 5 52U RER T R UMEEES
SER 5 PIBT A RS E AL T RE s B BLAS BIE FUNRL S W ol 515 46 2 IR E NI R, B
TIBET HBAA IR AL BRERFRAFIL] s SEIRE i A 7E “Bouba-Kiki” RS AERS I, I8 Fa
R, FEAEEAE SRR, R T X IE S SR AL RSB 15T 2507 10 R SR R A
RS SRR, B8 - BB ELEIE S KBRS ThRE, RS &% O &
S0 BN 3R o S BE E TE 200 MRS A S50 A PR BRI R g RN . DO L RIR T TR F B
FPANAIN T ZZ R AR R, AMUFEE 7ANHE S IAE R S BEILHI R, gk 115 & RAERCR
TETE S I3 A R S B A A A A5 A 1) S R AL

BT AR RS R, KRR AT N=ATr gt — B &5, SR I 1] J8 A4 )
“iconicity-acquisition” ELERIHFFLERT MK, ULBH GAUELEE 5 22 IR EH IEBORIE K A, Kok
RELE SRS 7 2R S K R BB T RG IR . ok, OB LM BoR S ELAS T S A R, (HYERE K
JEANY T, B FEANSE R T A EGE (0 bouba-kiki), AR AT EEIGEE . kb 45 S O (E 2 B U
SNYEFERIER T RGNS AERE . Jn, AHAERE QA S P BES KT RO RE, (HS RG1E. 1B S5
LRSS, PR AR TSI EAR S TIRHERI 4G, PR “BAZH S ) B8
MZRFNE” RS . HE 2 ESLREAR SEIE BRI, B8 SAERAE
TEFE NG 5 (B8 SR At 5 D\ R P 7 T R 978 S A% o TR B 5 B FANMEL

EHEWH

AR 2025 FFERIER T RS AR S 2RI H B S AR A R I H 1S SAEFA AL
587 (HHES: DUT25RW104)Br B 78 A .
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