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Abstract

As a cultural carrier with both practical and symbolic functions in campus space, linguistic landscapes
serve as a concrete expression of cultural identity in higher education settings. This study adopts field-
work, questionnaire surveys, and in-depth interviews, selecting four distinctive universities in Bei-
jing—Capital University of Physical Education, Beijing Foreign Studies University, Minzu University of
China, and Beijing Jiaotong University as research objects. It systematically analyzes the linguistic fea-
tures, cultural element types, presentation forms, and student perceptions of campus linguistic land-
scapes. The findings reveal that Chinese occupies an absolutely dominant position in the language
landscapes of the four universities, with other cultural elements exist as well. Each university high-
lights cultural identity in line with its disciplinary characteristics. Revolutionary culture and advanced
socialist culture are the core expressive elements. However, current language landscapes also have
some problems like insufficient traditional cultural representation and monotonous design. Accord-
ingly, this paper proposes optimization suggestions for campus language landscapes: adhering to Chi-
nese subjectivity, enhancing design innovation, and emphasizing differentiated development paths.
The study provides practical evidence and references for campus cultural construction and the culti-
vation of cultural identity in the new era.
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Figure 1. Geographical locations of the four universities (Screenshot from Amap)
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Table 1. Proportions of linguistic landscapes in each university
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Table 2. Proportions of bilingual linguistic landscapes in each university
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Figure 2. Campus road signs of the four universities
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Table 3. Questionnaire survey results of prominence scores of different cultural elements
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Table 4. Questionnaire survey results of attention preference for landscape carriers
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