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Abstract

Linguistic landscape, as the collection of linguistic practices in public spaces, is an important window
that reflects regional language policies, cultural identity and power relations. Taking the geosemi-
otics theory proposed by Scollon & Scollon as the analytical framework, this research selects 327 offi-
cial and private linguistic landscape samples from Xiuyan Manchu Autonomous County, Liaoning

SCEF| R, QL I B e B 3L E E SONBUR S HRID). BUCE F 47, 2026, 14(10): 106-118.
DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.1410973


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.1410973
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.1410973
https://www.hanspub.org/

HITE, KR

Province as research objects, and conducts a comparative analysis from four dimensions: code choice,
code orientation, inscription features and placement mode. The study finds that the official linguis-
ticlandscapes in Xiuyan present characteristics of standardized code combination, clear dominant
position of Chinese, unified font and material, and compliant placement. By contrast, private linguistic
landscapes are more driven by market logic and commercial demands, with flexible and diverse code
choices and highly personalized visual design; Manchu and foreign languages are mostly used as cul-
tural symbols rather than communication tools in such landscapes. In response to existing problems
of Xiuyan'’s linguistic landscape, including non-standard use of Manchu script and excessive symboli-
zation, this study puts forward optimization suggestions such as improving standard guidance and
strengthening cultural popularization, so as to provide a reference for language planning in ethnic
autonomous county-level regions.
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1. 5|8
1.1. fARE =R

5 5 5ol (linguistic landscape) & #L2x 1 & AR BT M S 717, 1997 4 Landry A1 Bourhis i 542
HIX—MES, WALFE U “ HIAE A JERRAEL, 5 ML, 744 Hb A4 B4 R DL UM G 2 1) A JE AR
B F I FEM R TR ERE S S [1]. ENIES U EBE5ING, R RIED N —Z
W R O R B R X S B AT BRI 2], G B SC L X ERE(2014) 55 A B 52 T 18 S SO LI
Bt Wk BRI . R AT S PR A, AT R ARG S SOR U T FREDL[3]. 4RF(2022) HY
A 5 T BOE . AR SAE I E PR SE J7 TN AL TS S ST T IRTT 4] B EE « XK (2022)
SR THTTE & SOWIEAT T 2888 [5]. e XIE BiE X —Fe g, FRETSRANES U
IR GV L FAIA 2 0.

A e B B A T I T A I AR B AL, BUR i 4502 P AR, BANOZ) 52 7, Hi
WIS LG 90%, & H T E RN D R ERE & DBREBREZ — a2 ExHihs
TSR AL X, IR T AR SO E i PR X 3, BE 294 S0 18 508 G & SOk ik e K,
WK B RS 5 UG SRR ISR 55, IXFIEIESE N IRFRIE 5 4SS, AeMASHEH IR
WEFEANE . A TR B A W 5 B ¥ B0 a X e N R0 2 B AL EE & SOME N R &R,
FH B SRR B BRI N 7L RN E RFEAS, B O LR SR SOMAE TR D £ R 5 230
AL RIS =N RHIE E S, PR E R B R RS MBUR L I8R5 U7 R RS AT,
I 2 AN B IR R X AE 5 AR S B SEBRIs AT AL

1.2. FREN

MR JREORE , A AR O Fe ik, X 5RAPIRIE S RUNER, eFE
[ P BB X3 5 SO AN SRR, IR PR 5 “# B AR /D B S IE e, il SO
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ERF TR 4060 S .

ML ZTHCRE, WA EAmRA D SREIERER, HiESEMMEREECRIIEFIES
v Sz 5 BRSO AE K . AT AR B 2EAE S SO AERE 5 A, R I R AELE O e R R
AL, BERE NS Ty 2 HoAlh B B VA B iE 5 IR AL S2 bR 5 2%, Bh i) @ e iBoR 2k 5 etk
AR BMIESAES.

2. fRET
2.1. BELE

AW FIERSR E 2025 45 7 A Xl ik B e B0 Se T, TG ETE B B A . MEdE 5
THE = ANX I, s T EBUE. 25, O X 5 PIX, FEARRAREN. LinEa aaE
SEMEEA 3184, HAE BT REWEEA 90 A, 8 BEUFHET 18 E AL AR R, AIEEUF
I, B, AR, SRS . AE S SOWEEAR 228 A, e AMAR . RIS
BRI, AARR AR, TS, BRI ETbriiss.

2.2. BERFZE

AT 5K F S 33505 5 43 G TR 45 A i 50 07 20, A TR % B AN [R) A ) A FeAR R 2R AT 40 45
HERR B AR A5 S EAR G B HAS B A, FE% 8 B 5 AIRA NS BEAR 3147432, L Scollon & Scollon
TS N I HESE, IERDIE . 1B EA . FZIRHE . B ROT A POANERE 2 gt [6], fEibIE
fih EIF X LA HT o
3. FELERE TS DR
3.1. IBRIEFAXIEE 4

B R TE — 2B S BRI B E[7]. AN MBI 1 S 1B DD 2H & P 8k
i
3.1.1. BRI ATEL

Table 1. Code composition

1. TERSHIRL

iERR BARAR g FNFEA 14
PE 90 100% 228 100%
W 17 18.9% 5 2.2%
BEiE 9 10% 66 28.9%

HAh B 1 1.1% 20 8.7%

M1 BT DUEMHE . TG R B RS SOWAEAR90 A, EE 100%)iE /& FANIE 5 SR A
(228 4>, (5 EE 100%), DB ME— T A FEAGE I B0IERS . IXRYT, Rk B ia B R AL E
PORAE N EZGEIE 5, S BRI 252 Bl 3 28 Bk Bia &L, i e H A Rk
AT, AEEITEF WA, A 17 DA TR, S E RS 18.9%. IXEEAE A A K E
Tibnhi B E A PR R BRI AR IR A T U B IR L, HH 2
BHTT RO AR ARBER SO, FEARBLE O D B RIE 5 ST IR S S EBGR. ARIMEANIES

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.1410973 108 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.1410973

HITE, KR

W, FERERABCAFER, RA 5 AR TilE, SRRSO 2.2%. KL T
TEAEAA N SIS SR N AR R AT IR, 58 2 ] BEAE Ny — RSO ss 5 B oo = Bl D B s iy . IR
RF T AT S AR RS A, T AN A2 H 52 PR TR BR TS 5

S AR Dy foe (1 [ B3 A, A5 SRS SO0 AP RO S O 2 B S E A S S DL AR TR
FERMA, 9 MERMEE TIE, HETHEASE 10%. X EEFETE bR 5 2 I e B s s
O EEATEAR RS ] AR KO AN BT E R R0 P, (RIS, BoRtETT
FEAL FHAME T AR HAH AL . 5B B2, AAAIE S S0P Dl REAIL 2] 66 1,
R NFEAS BB 28.9%. IX — UGl iRy T B T REA o AA AR R 1 (A AR R R R L
AR OC RN ke s SRR AR SE MRS AT L), H A2 H AW 51 Bizs « S 3g i i s [ e 1) il R 52
LA #8378 2 O B R

“HAMTERY” AEAHT TR EEARERDOE . W, SEEZAMIE S, WHE. RN S. R
A BITREARPACE 1 AMREAMH] 7 HABERS, SEH 1.1%; A AFEAR A 20 MEAM A 1 HARERD,
i EE 8.7%. RN SR TERD IR LB s 2 PR, FTRE S HRF € H AR P A (Ui b & Bs
SE SCHAR BFAE ) B T SRAT 9%, 100 B 7 SRS e S 75 SR A8y o 52 U B A PR

3.1.2. IBIBEEIILE

B A TR REE S RIE S SO P Bk JEERER T eI TR RO R B R AL A 2K
B8] I —FHERD bR BAEFRIE, LA AE RS bR A RGERR I, I =R E =R L R RS
FIRRREA 2 BRI . FRE DL 2RISHE 5 SO FEA AT 9 5 4 2.

Table 2. Types of code combination

2. IBRESAR

EEHERR BEARER -4 FNFEA g

B AUDUE 63 70% 144 63.2%
WiE: WIE + WHiE 17 18.9% 5 2.2%
WA POE + A5 9 10% 59 25.8%
Wi PiE + B 1 1.1% 12 5.3%
WiE: PAE + G 0 0% 1 0.4%
Zil: PG + P+ TG 0 0% 7 3.1%
it 90 100% 228 100%

Hi7C 2 ATUAE H, DOBE IR R MR & iR m R H AR, BIREA S B 70%, RANFEA &L
63.2%, WL T PGB N EZGERITE S, EIE AL R A 2 AL, 25 2hRR LS B AL iE
HRERIRZ LB, 756 BB RE 5 SC7HE) FBGR S A

BIAEAY, BUE + R RRUEA S S 18.9%, BRDUE RARAN G R S AL SRR, X K
5 (eadiik Bia 8 BE&eD ' BR RSN ERILC, B SR RE . AR SO
T N2 7R A AR VR B A RR . MR . A BSOS . BRSO, 7 RUE R A,
PRBL T B 70 BT 5 SR BUR T A%V S, X BAR RS PEBUNIL . AT i, A&4EE
200 ROR S ARG IR SCAC I DI RE . TAERA SRR, DOE + Bl RXUEH G AUy 2.2%, HZLL

AR B R BEARMRERS: A WREAHRERBZAHB) o hitp:/www.xiuyan.gov.cn
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Bttt o HOLAERE IR B SCRIEH R, FFARE NI REVETERD (T, 3K S th AW N A0t RO T
ML e T @R, MARBERAR, DCRHHTEVE A 51 45 E 1 SR SR 5. SR
K1 B2 Bros.

=-
=

Figure 1. Official: Chinese-Manchu bilingual code combination
E 1. B7: E + HENEALAE

Figure 2. Private: Chinese-Manchu decorative code combination

2. FAA: XE + HIBERIFMES

3.2. IBREEIAYFTEE R
3.2.1. BREKPMITEE
IS B/ 2 B H A FIFEAR G THEIS AT KN, 45 RN 3 FioR.

Table 3. Comparison of code sizes

3. A IIEE

EERD B UEREA HEH RAIGE/ZBREA 34

DUB AN ALK 27 100% 80 95.2%
TR/ BETE /TR AR ROR 0 0 0 0

DU DLIER A 0 0 4 4.8%

it 27 100% 84 100%
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WA 3 T B Y, BT 5 XU AR AR R AR DU 7 5 KT8/ 581, DUR IR ZS S48 40 AL ve e »
PR E @ T R A IR R REANE S, R SEE OO B RAE Bk S I R D RE . AERA AREA
L, BRZHMARFFIOE TSR, HA 4 MEARNIEGE TS 5P R/MAEITEIL, BN M 4R
AR RIS PEARIRST M, H # Rl BT IE IR M A SR R, FF &R Rk fr . Xt
—H U], BT IR 2R DOE AL, TR NARRR S AR AR B i 4 0 T ARG KNSR
%o

3.2.2. BIEHIFI®IEE
LA R/ 2B H A REAR GBS HER 5 R, 45 BT £ 4 Fis.

Table 4. Code arrangement patterns

F+ 4. BEEHEHTIAGR

HHHR BARAR 14 FNFEA S
DUBTE b, HABERGE T 7 25.9% 18 21.4%
DUBTEN, HABERLLE b 2 7.4% 0 0%
DUBTES, HABERLES 2 7.4% 4 4.8%
PUBTES, HARETEL 14 51.9% 8 9.5%

FARIBERDLE A 7 RS 2 7.4% 54 64.3%
it 27 100% 84 100%

B B2 4 mIRN, B O XGE/ 2B AR BIHES D7 SR I B AR AR, R DUBAE T, HARIERYE AL
B be s, ik E] 51.9%, 5L “DOEE L, HAWELE T (25.9%) SR, X 55 5wt E 5 HE
BT ELR, UGB A B SAEERS e A R R . IR, B TR DR CDUBTE T,
HABIERSAE B “ HABTERGIE AR S MFHEN, (S ELN 7.4%, XS Z NRX . SRR R,
FEAREEDOEROHAL FTHE T, 8 RIEHS R SOt . SR RGIE 3. & 4 fos.

Figure 3. Official: Linguistic Landscape: Chinese in the center, other codes on the left

B3 B NEET, HAtEREL
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Figure 4. Official: Linguistic Landscape: Chinese in the center, other codes on the right
E 4. B7: EED, EMIEBES

FNIGE/ZAEREAR RIS 7 0 58 4 AR B B A% 085, “ H MRS E M I g 115 sk
64.3%, X —HHE R MR . SRS UE TR G R E T SRR DRI S, M AR TRt B,
ZHINE AN PAEES AL LGN E . WA, FAAFERLCRA “DUBAE b, HARMBIEAET” “W
EET, HAMEEAEL/AG " =FRF S b e B HES, S E RN 21.4%. 9.5%. 4.8%, HEeak
AHIL CDOBET, HARBELE L7 B0, AL R DAV 9% 2 D S AR S it i 58 i —— gk
RHEF 77 SNANRF B Kook B s S e mm i A5 B A 2otk . SR =Bl il 5. K 6 Fiom

Figure 5. Private: Linguistic Landscape: Chinese at the top, other codes at the bottom

Bl s fAA: BUEEL, BEMIERAT
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Figure 6. Private: Linguistic Landscape: other codes decoratively placed in corners

6. FAN: HABEBERERR

3.3. FZIFHERXTEE 4

TRFERRA R E SR 2T AR RS, O MR M sGE ., REREE
(3o AT 3 EE M i i 19 76 Bl 5 S50 0 7 AR BRI (5 A4 5 P 7 T AT 0 #

3.3.1. FiRAEBIILE
XA FARI T Gk 45 AR 42 5 iR

Table 5. Comparison of font types
5. FRARINEE

FARHRA BhRA i YN S =14
A 20 22.2% 48 21.1%
FAR 44 48.9% 3 1.3%
AR 3 3.3% 1 0.4%

SRR A 12 13.4% 72 31.6%

ERGTCS 3 3.3% 12 5.3%
REH 8 8.9% 90 39.4%
Bk 0 0% 2 0.9%
it 90 100% 228 100%

Gt aE R EIR, BITREARR AR E B AR T T R (48.9%) 5 B AK(22.2%), —HATHELLE 70%.
REAERNE R AL AFARIRIbRE TR —, FEIEW 555 EE B E . B 773,
PR, EESRANREELE . XBREEERNT ZEH, e A EreE, B
PRAE 75 BB RGeS IVE I, MR T ABUOI MBS S M . TTZARME. FE5&. IREK
SEAVEAL PARLE B T REA T 5 BEARAR, 15 B 13.4%, HEEPERX . CpESE oA tam, 1T
Al IE RS SO R R . Ak, B TR AR T e A ISRk, PERGEAE T 50 E ST
FEER o TR AFE A AR 2 2 U AR SR I 2 704 5 AR, ZIRR /T 4R (31.6%) S IR & 14
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(39.4%) & i L LU 70%, BONAEXS i, HAREMZ N “ Rk + SRR MALE, BREZOG
R AE R AT, SRE I ZARM T B AR . TER(5.3%) FR(0.9%) MR TR —E
R, 2O R R, SCRIESATA, H OCE MR BSOS, WRST B bR aE . AR T b R A
T TE B R ), ARIVE IE A ARARAE R NREA T 5 EAL 1.3%, JUTRFEH, XS i 243
i i AT P AR T R BRI ER TR T A, WA AFTE AN 12 B X T S A R AR
W, WREIERCA RV SR A0 SCEA), B2 H A s A AR . W5 S 2

3.3.2. MREEFIEE
Xof T KA A (M TR B AR Gi it 45 SR F 26 6 TR

Table 6. Comparison of material carriers

= 6. MREIRITLE

MRRE BAREAR 14 YN 7S g
o 68 75.6% 148 64.9%
el 3 3.3% 3 1.3%
Bkl 15 16.7% 58 25.5%
il 1 1.1% 3 1.3%
B 0 0% 3 1.3%
Nl 0 0% 2 0.9%

M AT /A 3 3.3% 11 4.8%
it 90 100% 228 100%

M3 6 A, e R FG BB T S RE F SOEM PSRRI L, BUEEMBOVZ L, BT
FEA P& RA TG B 75.6%, RAREA G EE 64.9%, I 2 FEARIRS P AR A4 B A 1 AR P R
TR, RWRFWAM RS B EZINE. BAEARRERIN, (USEMEA . RS A/
HABF R, A7 LA 16.7%, BB ARFMEEM, MuemE 1. bafith, fFaEibs
PORRITE I BUBIERIFTE TR RAFEAS T, BRI L 25.5%, 30 MBI 7 308 ARBTSEH T AR A
MR B, BN B G EEEIRT 2%, (BFE T UL, RBEFAN RS54 E R
AL ARG RGO, BT BT R EAM R S I R E A . BRAN, AR AL PR EEA
b B, B 1.1% RAANAL 1.3%, [RIARJG S5 FE HORFIE Ml LG A2 2 312 TR R IR R R 5 P 7
R, A E AR DR

3.4. BRI LS4

WRIEZ S22 M3, BEROT A AR ERACER. SR ERS BB =K3], gitsiR
R T FR

BITHRE T 90% L BN B HABUF T FrAEtL R, IXRFR AR 3 5, FEGE—,
W EA A B, 756 AMAR AR B EOR . AR R B, P st X AR st . 1
PRR, ERCR AR P ThRE TR . B B A AN AR N, A id s 0y o g MO B
BB, AN S AR .

FANARRR P 89% A AL B, 48K 2 B A ies il O TR A& L s Bl o T D T e i, e iR s5 T
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HARTH A E FoR, DU 2. 2% 003800 M AR AR HEIL 10 2B B, 48— mE SR . thsh, A
NFEAR AR 19 BIREAE TS, AL AT /N5 e A St B rdife ) &, XRE
BORZE L, R TIEMSE, S AN BB R s S

Table 7. Comparison of placement methods

%= 7. BRI

Eork HITREA HEH YN S Kk
EIETL B 81 90% 5 2.2%
WAL B 9 10% 204 89.5%
e =X B 0 0% 19 8.3%

it 90 100% 228 100%

4. BEASRANESRUERNBRES
4.1. FFEBERSHIE REE

(g ik B G B IR 2601 BIBRIUE:  “ BIANLORBATINSS O, [RIHE A PUE 5 S0 A s
BT, EIAHTTI A IEAR RN 2 RN DR 5 ST AT S 0T o X E MR 2R E T
PRAFAL 0% VA P 1, R 77 SO B A A b Bl i TR, B A HRPEA 4
VG TR R AR F B s i 2R, (U851, BORKHIESS, w7 DRSS B 5 75K B ik
U E A B AR

4.2. FFEHETENER

BTSRRI E AR R BUS B T HU, AR AP SBURES, ISR IERMEE . BUE
54—, RIES SRS EMWER, ARILER ST RN, EIETER. M. HEP SN IATTHS
FERGEAEGE— BUTE . AL ARSI EAORNMART , RERRT B B 5, & R B S,
WSl HbmiE 2, e B A M. 2 REE, RIGIREIRE ST R

4.3. ZREMSINEEER

BT AR A A AR A AR, ARIEAE B AR S BOA AR E RS, — 77 1 R S ORAE T A R A0 e T M 52
A5, B SGE A0 53— 7 [ B8 SE B DX I B VR B, S i 1 11 2 B o2 S o R )i
SEHAL, AR T ROSCA R, DRI I B8 22 A O RO SAEAFAE o TR AR AT [ 45 58 AR B 4K
B ODy R RAL BRSBTS o Wi 4R 2 B R AR TC R B, W 1 SR A2 bR
HRet AR, DRIE 2 M AN i EEA A, A T [0 90 2 R Ry (8 T 7 4 2 i B A e S qs 5
AR, IR S0 RO SO IS R AR 2

44. BASH@EE

MRRA AR, XOEFR R BRSO B1E, AR B IERR R ) 10%~20% 7247, XA 22 16
A BRI N R, BN A S BTN 28 B, TR 22 B0 P e PR DU s, BRI A
Ao WNRGEMER, HEEREAA TR AR, 2H0ERER A ERIE, JokEL iR
BAHMER, ORI TTER, SRR E AR, B s s A wis s 7. i
NS T [ AT 37 5 R R BRI B A 3 A SEBn R, RIS B i s T T S
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45. BESESXHIAE

2 7 Uit TR AR EEOR DR A IR 2 RO ST R, (E T CZ B Y H R AP is, 46K 2 B0tk
FEACHRTCVE IRR AN G FI 65T, XIS 5 RE I BUIR ELRRE ) 1 R AR a6 s )7 =T, 3
JIBUR 5 LR S A SE R R 23, sy ROR SN IA], sk B RIRBGE, BIE ria%
TREFIESCAE A~ SR IR TP IR E AL RIEI R e SR, ZEA R TR E AR, B4R B
JiRT S T A NSCHON R B A3, B i 52 1737 12 4 SCIE B 8

4.6. LEBR5B%E

AW FE 45 F 55 [ P Hoth RO XV 5 SoML 0 SO A AE W R, R O S L i R SR . B
IR B VA M 5 W, SRR AL AR R S R R R L, HL R SRS bR T fE, X5
S TEAE ) B B B S IR 9] T U T AR AL N TG TR DO T BURAE &
SERRRR P R RAEYE I, WS VBRI BLSE . B0, 75 B B OSCREL10]. H R EUR B V6 M)
STV W FCR T, RS S RSO A R 5 e H R PRI B 2 AR G I I 5
Pt — P ENIE: HRRIE SR HW s, REEMESRZ EHEH BT, B oy L AT 1
L EE IR

MINRE A ER Ui B 716 5 SO0 2 2R AL e — B RIR & 1y SECRE S, T
AN SO A DU L 22 Wi (5 ARSI, s DU R SO S . 28 “ A B MR " 5 “H
N ERIANET I FEAE A% )R, 4875 T Spolsky iF 5 BURMER b “iBFEH” 5 “i5 5L Z IR BR
[12]: BRI AR RS, JJCik A8 530 AR T BUR SE PR R . X — RN, RIGHBIXIE
B RO AU REBOR R 58 S U SEZ MK T, RRATEEINIEE:, IRAME IR BIIE 5 A4S
IR 3 o

5. [EIRESEW
5.1. TFHERE)RE

F—s WCHIRE AT Sk, BT IR NZM, WSO LPEAKIBE B SR, (UUE
NG AR MRE 5 A7 A, 2K 2 JOoAS I o A 3 0 R R AR A JET2 IR B0 50, KB RAAE, i S NS
TRILEA B RS, RERAFT - DEZHFTT .

5 M E GO A S EAR Y . AANIE S SO AR —E EB RN L B RGK I e
B, XIS E IR T AR R R, R A SO A BRI, SN T R B A R

5.2. BOHEINL

s IR SO S, AL SO E . A FERR s, B EAA NSRS AL 2.2%, H.
SRR A, B A LA R 2 A i R TE R IR B 3. T8 5 SO0 2 P i SO e SE B i 75 5
JoR, MELLTERUE BARid . FATIREERR NG B S0, ToIESEI ALK, RA TR T IR AR ST A S
fitl, A RENE T W SO FEAT S AL IR B . 07 O S SO AR T TR BAAE RN S PR AR . A SR
2 R NSO RN, AT AR BT R S P LS SR, B R SO AR R IR
ARIE,  TBE G ST IE A S i SR AT 5

B, MERNGE S FUGS, MBI . FRFEAG BR R NGE S FOAFLE 8.3% M E
BOREAS, S RLTKRME T 5 B A LA (A T MR A UK S B A AR B AR ANIB A, 73 BRI ) 428 ok
AR B ER . Wi BT T AR DA X B B A S A, TR AR E R, RN E
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WS EE AN, 9l SR REE R B, AR AL E RS AR R, W@ EAER A
G E =W

6. 4518

5T Scollon & Scollon S T4 5 2 HE LR (R LL A3 A o, Wil il e B iR BB 77 5 RNTE S SOUAE
ENEEMEIH TREFENESR. BHES W ZEFESBCRS RGBSR A Bl FRstEk, 2IHIE
BHGHE. DUEFE S Bilg—HEE. BREWATIRE, B0 HIRRESEEORER, F3A
HFm: RANES ST SRS REAE B i L@, SRHEEEFERE. it
BE. MBURAM e BRI H B RFE, %0 B2 EIHE S, SOl .
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