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Abstract

The linguistic landscape is a reflection of the social language ecology and an important portrait of

SCEGI M BOME, HEGS, EEE. HMORNE R DOE S RS MR R0 AR R D] BAGE F 2, 2023, 11(5):
2055-2062. DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.115280


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.115280
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.115280
https://www.hanspub.org/

ORI 4%

the city to the outside world. In the background of building a world-class tourist city, the article takes
West Street and East-West Lane of Guilin International Tourist Scenic Area as the research objects,
and uses the method of field investigation and comparative research to analyze the linguistic land-
scape profile of the two places and its relationship with the image of the city. The research found that
the two places have different tendencies in terms of type, code and material selection, which are
closely related to the image positioning of the two scenic spots; the two places have common features
and retain their own characteristics in presenting Guilin’s image, with West Street focusing on Gui-
lin’s landscape and leisure city image while East-West Lane focusing on Guilin’s historical and cul-
tural city image, both of which can present Guilin’s “international tourist resort” city image. The re-
sults of the study are of reference value for comparative studies of linguistic landscapes and the re-
velation of the relationship between linguistic landscapes and city images.

Keywords

Linguistic Landscape, West Street, East-West Lane, City Image

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

EERU A RESRIE S SH SN EIIRR, 25T R, W ARSI ASIE
Y. REUHSES H UL S EEZHK, @nZHEMASTR, SRETEERRE.
MHTHE T AR R AEANE T SOWAE FIHORAR T, TRATE T SO 8 S FE AL ) @ 1] DLRRE s IR A
Rl #T[2] [3], EEDfil 1B 5 oW ST T S i im i, BRI T E RS 5 oW [4] 2 %
WA R, ZA T BARS X e A i G 22 i g o ARSI AU oR b AT B 700 5 B — B8 [
T T BIA R, RHE S SOk R0 2 o g .

N T BARERIIE & S0 Wl A I T T R 1 R, AR SC R AR S X AE S SRR T T Sz
IR | PUAEAR T & 2 A FR I T, Tk 1 B R E bR i e R, 2 s X AR
HRNPETFEEZHIES SON[5], XEEF U2 BRIERB TR R EZE 1. R0, KT
TESE W RN EA R, HAESHGE, RIEMMNEE R, SRRt 11/, BHEh
HARZ NG T LV 85 . MAMNGE B S R S DGE & SO IR BUIR . 725 18] 7 A e
fE s R [6] [7]. B, R85 RXIE T S L7, UL ST & B8k &2 5, KIH
TEAERCR IR R 23] .

gr b, FET YR AU OL, AR SCUREMEE L X AR PEER . PUETHE S S0, RAIR TS S &
SUSWTTE RN K R, WERE NI TTE S SO WA B R I T8 R R . & AR
FLAUR =AM 1) P, RIGEPHE S SO 2 fA7EA A 2572 2) P X S A anfa]
SME S SOWR 2 ikt R SRR ES IR TR ? 3) 15 F SO IR T R G R ISR anfe ?
ARIOKG RS e —— AT R
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VAT 5 2R PO A2 ) PEAE AR A L Bl 55t X, B s s 5 5oL 9 Tt R R BRI T DU = A5
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e 1) IESERSEESE. FAMARK, WiESRMEEEE, W&, M ™. 2) XUE
IR . ZRIGE AT B R D s, WA —TIERZHE. WSS SUW 53
waEZ, Y, EIERRKERIS KRG, BAFERAL . 3) FEAASR. R E R
Ay RIEEBHFETO. BRI R ALARE . A MEE S FOUHE SRR, REAINES
S EHEHIRR.

2.2. IBRIESAE

ARG LAEMR T RG4S PHYAE PEETE 5 S LA AT SN A R, RS & SO 716 5t
R 7 SO BT USCSE , 9 FH Backhaus MR 23 771, A4 B ML AE bR 8 — A4t
THEIG[8], FEATH 1128 BUB FhrkE, b, VOUE SRR 782 B, RVGHEE 5 hrhd 346 H.

SRR R A T b B 48 B R AE = S UL, AR FHE S S S A BT R . A HE S
P, EARVGES . PHAT LA B8 AR UA S 130 4y, ERISCE RS 122 4y, Ho, K6 72 4,
VEHT 50 fr, FEARFN MG S SO A E0E S SRR, AR EER A LRI
Ja) AR 0 B AT VTR, AR B AR MR B FURL A AR B 13 R A B L

i [ SCF SPEAKING 15 & SO A AL 5] NE 9] (p. 220), NiEE S MERNK /08 5 A FE R 4t
T 7. SPEAKING #HMIZE. 5% . EMAE. MRS \AYEE K, RREES S0
— AN RHELE . AT TR BEHEZE 5 TR 1) 1128 2iB R AT AL B, M\ANEFEEARIEE RIS S, B
TR 7EP (25#). E (HWEEHR). G (L) 7 E BN LLUHRICER ZER v, T8
PEIHT o

3. fIRGER
3.1. ARHESEUER

T ARRE AT o SR R A AR S HLE OB AL, R S SO FU R E 3], A SOR
M HIAE 5 SRR 5 SO AT 1S SRR P SO DL .

3.1.1. BERAKE

Table 1. Statistics of the total number and type of signs in both locations

= 1. iR R EAAR ST

(Ewag; e FANFRIE & L M
[licEeS, 25.7% 74.3% 782
RVGHE 74.3% 50.87% 346 Bt

Wk 1 Fn, MWER BE, PEETRRREEEIE K T ARG ECE . TUATIE S AR LA R 782 B, AR
PEARIE SRS N 346 $, TEEHE PAHZER 2.3 5, EREK.

ik AP ROWAER A B R A, FRAT AR S AR Th R A T HESE , K AR B b
R B LR 5 B T AR R RRL A RR KR KSR 10]. B 77 bR R 38 BURM & B 1 B B 7 M I bsRsL, FAN
P LR 8 FA N B A M BT 15 57 6 R B L B B A RS R, 5 A A 24t D 3 SR 1 IO

WEFCRIL, FANFRREY s DL bRk, AR s s s —F. Hodr, TR AR
J o EL 2 R R SR 74.3%, BT ARRRN 5 HE 25.7%, RO KRR S ECB B R TR AR S H . A B
Z N, RIGHET R LGB 25, AR & EE 50.87%, B 7 bRk di b 49.13%, &Y.
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i, WEGE EFR, WS DRSO T, Hob, PEATRA AR A BRI K T AR PU AL AR R
Hes, RIS S BONIE R .

3.1.2. BERWIEBSH

1) FiGRR

PIHLIRITE 5 AR AEAE 5 MEASRAY . PO AR RS DOE . 6. HE. IR, i, R
PRI EERS A DU J9E. HIE. ERiE. Hab.

TEAMBEIGIESE b, P SPOERFEMTR . PUAT PR A TE . OB HERIEAR TG IL, KRG
B H I R B AE AR BIXS RL. fH P WL, PEETARREAE SME LR B BN RGE RIIES, R
F A ) ohiE . HIBS AT ERMIES .

TERFRBIGIERE b, WA e — B ES . BHREERN—MRRNENL, MUGHRERNT)
e, ARSI RAEThAE. PithIE S S A T X REPRIEN, BE0E LAEAR. s
A EARMAE S hRSL 18 By, 5 ELPUATARLE BRI 2.3%, TR PEESH SR 7 IAr ML 37 B, (HH it
PR R 10.69%. AR, ZRPGIRTE S bRhisE 75 BRIX S8 B 5 KR I RF R B Y .

2) IEAHE

N — B E RS F SRS AT R R, RATAR A END ., B A AP 5 X Pt 2
EAR R AERD A S LT ot BARITR AR 2 B

Table 2. Statistics of language code combination

2. EREESERGT

i) L
DL TERY T G

7Ny Lk Ny ZR17]
PAE + YHE 115 95.83% 97 85.08%

BiE + HiE 2 1.67% / /
PUELS PG + HiE / / 1 0.88%
OB + HIE + 308 / / 1 0.88%
DUE + 3iE + A + #iE / / 3 2.63%
BEHR S HE + DE 3 2.5% 12 10.53%
p=San 120 100% 114 100%

WA DL, P2 AR A LB TE RS #A HACH DUR M SEIE ISR, ] ILPLE A1 A2 s &
HXBOVERIIE S . 1, DOERAXINBIEN, 24K 1 215 LADGE I iED, BIAEA
PASCHE RIS TERD AR R B BC 2 1A NIAODGE . FLK, AEDUR ISR Z T, S 2w s ME— 1 f g
HMETERD, FTILAE A 215 SRS AR M. B, APTHLRERS AL GRS, ek
FE S AN IEN, oc i ROH S R 3 I RTE RS A & 28 .

BB R R, B AR A SR E R . RNEBRIENASRME NEE, K
HIL 5 MIERA SR, PUECE 3 A HARAERMNMNAE 2 PGS, MR Z BRI A
LODBRIBE S ), PraSriErM R MEOvFE, HEEMMEI T 4 M55, MIDGE. 585, B
W B, EIRE T IBONR R E
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3.1.3. BERMWH K

B S SO I A R AR E S I 2T A E LR G2 —[9] (p. 219), AFEM BT HIAR 22 7= 4 A [
MR o Bk, BT L RR A R HEAT Geit, BARTEANEE 3 B

WKL, WIS S SRR SR B 28, WA WS, 4. AM. a2k, &%
TR, AESE WA, AR SR AL P HPR R WA kA, Fodh, PR RS D d i A T
Bt &35, A Wb IR R AL REAE o

BB BE R, BRMAEZ WA ARl 48 2 W HbR R DL 5T, (9 HhAR RRLE A4 5 )
R LA AR . WA RN, BRI WA S 2 AN, 7R DL B DURRRA R R, A A b R A
W F MG AREM T, W LT W AR VG A U B e A A AN & S bk, 5 LTS BlARRER . R
. dbAh, VEETHIMIRE BN 2R, TERVEEAT WANRES . KA EA, TEMETBONTEIR, HBIRT
PEAE P s L 2 L

Table 3. Statistics of linguistic landscape materials in both places

3. MIES RV RS

R ‘ i) ‘ L
N kA N Bl
N 80 10.23% 55 15.9%
WA 7 0.9% 3 0.87%
YT 56 80 10.23% 13 3.76%
I AR 207 26.47% 64 18.5%
Ly 8 1.02% / /
PEyy) 6 0.77% 12 3.47%
4B 56 7.16% 53 15.32%
NN ES 261 33.38% 70 20.23%
Fofi ! 77 9.85% 76 21.97%
Mt 782 100% 346 100%

3.2. REERSESRWEHT

3.2.1. AEHRENMNSES RN

QB 90 e A e DX S AR LRI B2 DU AT RO BOE AL FEI Bk (0 SCA AR R IR I AT X7, 3K 2R 1 74
Hif s =W Bt.

H5E, VRS DR ERE, B RGNS L CHEFHERN T KSR XOB S, XN T
AR S FOWRIERGIE R, BISCIR K, SARVEBARLL, VIR 5 hr il Tk H ENERTE RINIE S, Tafe
BRI IDOE. J8E. HiE VA 15 5 MG S . X2l T iU i oh E s 2k F AR E
EEENE R . BLsh, RV, AR “DOE + FEY . DUE + HiRT . “JEE + DUR
3 FEMSALE A, A RAEAREIEE AR VRIERIEND, 5 2R R R VTS 5 A S B ER
Pe, BENGE AT N L CHERRT BTESR.

Hk, Pat R SOE MO s R asciL” , X T PSS WA R TR MRS, 3
Wty RAEESERMERNE. IR, ENE L, S0 E T REIERCC 4 AE T E AR
Z WA PRI, BRE il MRS ER R, EIEM L, SR AR IR
PSR B AR
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R B AR 7 BN SRR BRIERD, W 7 SR BT X 5 . AER BT B, AR FRREIE T T A
AB, SRR R g ik 5 et

H PO E AR s “RIRIRIFEX ", X 75 SRR M. AR R
B PRI RN Y NS0 e N ISR 2 =T O] VNt s R A DU S E NG s
2. EMBE, PUEE S SUZRMFERA. RIRH R EA, R, WRTER, Bl 7
W KRR IE. RN L, PUETARRR AL “WBVL” « “REAR” 85307 Bl IRl S8 o PO i kil
EXR G, USHEENESFUS 50 “IRRRIEE X" ERAHEE.

3.22. FABHREMSIESRMUNER

B, RIEBET AN, KERI LSRR s, REEhrEAE X% ERA
Hb RHIE . RGBSR STREMEAE AR B AT SIS X e h. AL R EIR, Briim
PR R BIAE R BLAE AR P A s W A R B R AR AR AN &2 B AR I, BIE T AR PR R
RAESOLE 1),

Figure 1. Wooden signs in East-West Lane

1. REEARFIRE

HR, RPEERA RN “EERRIE” TEREMES . RIOBERSAH &M E TR, 1F
WE W RN CEEET o XU, AP TRUN R BB R, RIEIER, CRIREAR
W, SRS EEMESE L, RS T EE . AR, RS SR
FER, BRhIEXUEsh, 2 HiE SRS AR EZKE S, R RIS R LR IR 2 45
FENREEE L, B $RRRSEE AR BL AL, DA E 1R S AR IR Sl WA . fE RIS L,
BT ARRRRC A R AME R B DLA RO T, EEE BARERIRCR

G BB AR YA 5 AR R BT AT IR, ARV R RN LR IR fEM
Bk FE L, RVEBIEFR M AROLH LD C BAT RO - AR - R - s R, %
ZARIINER ST, ORI, 5 SN BOHERT & KB OEN, MAESRWEX
Hth, AR CIZMEDURE BB TR, B R ARR U . (EORIRIE . SCZR & — R X, ARG
TrR¥rE B ORI e, HoE GoxiE 5 SOWRE SO ke R =2 51 S .

B, ARV AIEAE S ST TERIMES . R NSRRI, AR VU BT THUE A RE
IEAPE NATHTIE . EULAR 51T, B ARCE (T8 5 Rk, B AT EUAR TS S e iE B
0.58%. fEH I, HHEpFA. HHTRAL. HET LG, WEAIRE, EREAER “ 3]
W MRS, HAREERIE=ATm: KA. RIEES 524, SN “SCIERT” 1%
Zo

3.3. BERWANEHERIRIR

HEFWA PRI, —R—E IR, “RERILINFE] (p. 216), KXW KIIRE ST R A @A K.
TRV TS, PSS SRS R I F 24, XOREF 1% Bfrth.
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3.3.1. Al EIRIHERTR

1) BB et

PIHLTE F SO REBLEE AR [ bRk e BT R S — s RCR

FEFEIUEEAR “ TRl st ” TR ITT, 15 U5 S D REXT R E o AR I 5 e LR B AR A
BRI 2 R BRI IR oA, R AR XA AR 5 5 RS R LR R . Bl A
SERNbRRE, ERARUISX AR, XTEAREEN “HRip i MRS EA EERERME 2).

FEFEBLE PR BT 10, TR B AR, B R NRIR, AT B 1 A AR 30 ST 1] B AR
HoRMLL EARARIE S E T bR & OE K ERiE . HiE. RIESES, EEMEBR AR A
T SO IE A MG . X bR EAT [ PR B BAE T BE, ToBE A AR PR [ i i Bk 3t T 7 ) FE

.
& *E
anman | EG
& A
1AD YAG LU
GUAN AN

Figure 2. “Name plate wall” of attractions
2 R EIE

2) PRIRR AR
RPGAE. POEIE S SO AA R AME S B AR TIRE, X REBLEEM “ RN AR RPN R A —
HIRCR -

RUHBEFFWIS T, BT RSEMEEE RO R 00 bR S 1 5 7
SR T B B A T R R SRR R, R R RAAE, T R BUE SR B IR 5] i
QP AT RIVEN “Rkiit” K s.

PIHLEE F SRS IR SCERT S . BB PEIR A SEAR T 2O T B ARG SR AR PR R38R T T B R
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1) REE: RSB SCRBTT4ER

RGBS S A B ALL . 185 SO 5 A B0 L R R bR T S SO 2 I R %% 1. S PEETAR
A, BRI WG R AL, RIS S SO H M TR ARSI R RCA SRR, MRS RAE
LR A B TE YOG L SRR T D SRR, A BT R AR T S SO A IR B

UbAh, RGO AT G, HAES W AA SISO T R BN . RG22
OISR TTARE, B AR S AR ST T R . TENBRTER b, PRIRSEM. N,
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Y S AR, 7EVE S VLR AR B 6 B SO T T BRI . G2y b B E B 0 A S
WA TT TAE IR, 51 SN EE PR SC A 4, 3 S BRI T 0T SC A 38 SR, 5 5 R e b S 3%
ISR &

2) Fafr: WKARIRIR T 28R

RPN S A 5 SR T B AR, P SRR AR L K PR PR T T S B R B

VO 6 B — BB LK SO TE R 08 5 500, RIVEEMIR T 75 22 Lk MOt . TEATIE & BRI
MK S, B PO S AR BE S AR, D2 EESREAEIENRE S, (55 500
=B IR S RAEIRE AR, A T AR < LKIRIRIRT ” (TR . Bbah, ZEdEpE it 57
QRIS SR, PEATE KR S| EERE SRR S e, R TIEE S BURMENA, KRR
RN, B SR st R R, A2 B A T S 0 717 T R R
4. B&5

AHFFCUAPGET AR PUB I 5 SOW BT T B, X P 5 SO0EAT LU L, S8 S SO0 S0
WIER AR RBATIRGE . AWFFUEXT PR, ARPUEBE S SRR S0 YR ) 52 At
172558, IFRITMM IR GOE R T8 5 SOW BT M, B Ja 0 E 5 SO MR TR R 1 RIS
HEAERHET 7. RETHUSAE MR, WEEEEA R R, EAD S T3t
TR S SRR Rl S S ST RN EE R R BA —E NS EME.

e HE

2022 4EFE KR AEBH IR B 3T SPEAKING HE Y (A bk [ B it i SC A 45 X AE 5 5o 4y
Mr R ST R B R A (WHZS: 202210602077).
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