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LINGUISTIC LANDSCAPE: AN ANALYSIS
OF PUBLICATIONS IN SCOPUS

The linguistic landscape is one of the most actively developing areas of modern linguistics. The ar-
ticle examines the linguistic landscape as an object of sociolinguistic research and provides an overview
of 774 research papers related to the linguistic landscape published in the Scopus database from 2000
to 2023. The theoretical significance of the research is determined from the point of view of systemati-
zation of knowledge related to the linguistic landscape and a deeper understanding of the versatility of
modern research in this area. A systematic study of the linguistic landscape makes it possible to clarify
the boundaries of this area and identify the main trends in its development. This, in turn, contributes to
a deeper understanding of the role of language in social and cultural processes. The results of the study
show that the number of studies in the field of linguistic landscape has increased significantly in recent
years. This trend means that the linguistic landscape has become an important object of study in many
regions, becoming increasingly global. Geographical and industry analysis of publications shows that
the problem of linguistic landscape is at the junction of many sciences and requires interdisciplinary
research. Research conducted in the fields of sociolinguistics, cultural studies, urban studies and educa-
tion clearly shows how wide and relevant this problem is. The conclusions of the study emphasize the
importance of continuing linguistic landscape research in the context of globalization and digitalization
of public space. A deep understanding of the interrelationships between language, society and culture
in the context of intensive interaction of various linguistic communities in the common information and
cultural space is extremely necessary at the present stage. The study of the linguistic landscape will make
it possible to form effective strategies aimed at developing language policy, improving intercultural com-
munication and preserving linguistic diversity.

Key words: linguistics, landscape, Scopus, linguistic diversity, scientific publications.
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3C.CeicbyAnmH aTbiHAaFbl Ka3ak, arpoTexHMKaAbIK, yH1BepcuTeTi, AcTaHa K., KasakcraH
*e-mail: syrymphd@gmail.com
AMHIBUCTUKAABIK AAHALIACT:
Scopus >xap1SIAQHbIMAAPbIH TaAAQY

AMHIBUCTMKAABIK, AQHAWIAT — KA3ipri AMHIBMCTMKAHbIH, 6GEACEHAI AaMbIl  KeAe >KaTKaH
GarbITTapbiHbIH, 6ipi. MakaAaaa AMHIBUCTUKAABIK, AQHALWAMT COLMOAMHIBUCTUKAABIK, 3PTTEYAEPAIH
00beKTICI peTiHAe KapacTbipbiAbin, 2000 xbiaaaH 6actan 2023 >KblAFa AERiHTT SCopus AepeKKopbIHAA
>KapUsIAaHFaH AMHTBUCTMKAABIK, AQHALLA(TKA KATbICTbl 774 3epTTey >KYMbICTapblHA LIOAY >KaCaAaAbl.
3epTTeyAiH TEOPUSIAbIK, MAHBI3SAbIAbIFbI AMHIBUCTMKAABIK AQHALIA(TKA KATbICTbl BiAIMAL Kyiieaey
XoHe OyA canapafbl Kasipri 3amaHfbl 3epTTeyAepAiH  KOmNKbIPAbl CUMATbiH TepeHipek TyCiHy
TYPFbICbIHAH ANKbIHAAAAAbI. AMHIBUCTUKAABIK, AAHALIAMTTbI XKYHEAI TYPAE 3epAEAey OCbl GaFbITTbIH
LIEeKapaAapPbIH HAKThIAAM, OHbIH AAMybIHAAFbl HETI3rT YPAICTEPAI aHbIKTayFa MyMKIHAIK 6epeai. bya, e3
Ke3eriHAe, TIAAIH KOFAaMADBIK, XK8He MBAEHW YAEPICTEPAETT POAIH TEPEHIpeK YFbIHYFa CENTIriH TUri3eAi.
3epTTey HaTWMXKEAepi COHFbl XbIAAAPbI AMHIBUCTMKAABIK, AQHALLA(T CaAacbiHAAFbl 3ePTTEYAEPAIH
CaHbl aNTapPAbIKTAN O©CKEHIH KepceTeAi. ByA TEHAEHUMS AMHIBUCTMKAABIK, AQHALLADTTHIH, >KahaHAbBIK,
CcUNaTka ve 60Aa OTbIPbIM, KOMTEereH aiMakTapAa MaHbI3Abl 3ePTTeY HbICaHbIHA aiHAAFaHbIH GiAAIpEAI.
bacbiAbIMAAPABIH reorpamsAbIK, XXOHE CaAaAbIK, TaAAQYbl KOPCETKEHAEN, AMHIBUCTUKAAbIK, AAHALLApT
MOCeAeCi KemnTereH fbIAbIMAAD TOFbICbIHAQ OPHAAACKAH >K&He MaHapaAblK, 3epTTeyAepAi KaxkeT
eTeAl. OAeYMETTIK AMHIBUCTMKA, MOAEHMETTaHy, ypbaHMCTMKA >oHe 6iaim Gepy casasapbiHAQ
JKYPri3iAeTiH 3epTTeyAep OyA MOCEAEHIH KaHLIAAbIKTbl KEH Opi ©3eKTi eKeHiH anKblH KepCeTeAi.
3epTTey KOPbITbIHAbIAAPBI >kKahaHAQHY >K8HE KOFfaMmAbIK, KeHICTIKTI uMdpAaHAbIPY >KaFAaiblHAQ
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3epTTeyAEpPAI XKAAFACTbIPYAbIH MAHbI3ABIAbIFbIH HAaKTbIAQM TyCeAl. OPTYPAI TIAAIK KAybIMAQCTbIKTap-
AbIH OPTaK, aKMapaTTbIK XX8He MOAEHM KEHICTIKTe KapKbIHAbI ©3apa epekeTTecyi XarAalbIHAQ TiA, KO-
FaMm XXeHe MBAEHMET apacbiHAAFbl ©3apa GANAAHbICTbI TEPEH TYCiHY Ka3ipri ke3eHAe aca KaxeT. AuHI-
BUCTMKAABIK, AQHALLATTbI 3epTTey TIAAIK CasCcaTTbl AAMbITYFa, MOAEHMETAPaAbIK, KApbIM-KATbIHACTbI
JKETIAAIPYTe XKOHe TIAAIK KONTYPAIAIKTI cakTayra 6arbiTTaAFaH TMIMAI CTpaTermsAapAbl KaAbINTacTbl-
pyFa MyMKIHAIK Gepeai.

Ty#iH ce3aep: AMHTBUCTMKA, AAHAWADT, SCopus, TIAAIK OPTYPAIAIK, FbIAbIMM >KapusAaHbIMAAP.
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AMHIBUCTHYECKas /\aH,A,Lua(bTHOCTbt
aHaAM3 nyOAMKauMi B Scopus

AVMHIBUCTUYECKMIA AQHAWA(T-OAHO M3 HambOAEe aKTMBHO Pa3BMBAIOLIMXCH HarpaBAEHMIA CO-
BPEMEHHOM AMHIBUCTMKM. B CTaTbe paccMaTpuBaeTCsi AMHIBUCTUYECKMI AAQHALWIAMT Kak 0ObeKT Co-
LMOAMHIBUCTUYECKMX MCCAEAOBAHMIA M AQETCS 00630p 774 MCCAEAOBATEAbCKMX PaboT, CBSA3AHHbIX C
AMHTBMCTUYECKMM AQHALLIA(TOM, OMyOAMKOBaHHbIX B 6ase AaHHbIx Scopus ¢ 2000 no 2023 roa. Teo-
peTryeckas 3HAYMMOCTb UCCAEAOBaHUSI OMNPEAEASIETCSI C TOUKM 3PEHUS CMCTEeMATM3aUMM 3HAHWI, OT-
HOCSILLMXCS K AMHTBUCTMYECKOMY AaHALIAQTY, 1 6oAee TAyHOKOro NoHMMaHNS MHOrOrpaHHOCTH COBpe-
MEHHbIX MCCAEAOBaHMI B 3TON 06AacTM. CUCTEMATUMYECKOE M3YUYEHNE AMHIBUCTMYECKOrO AaHAWwadTa
MO3BOASIET YTOUHUTb FPAHULLbl AQHHOIO HarNpaBAEHWS! U BbISIBUTb OCHOBHblE TEHAEHLMW B €ro pa3Bu-
TMKU. ITO, B CBOIO OUYEPEAD, CMIOCOOCTBYET GOAEE FAYOOKOMY MOHMMAHMIO POAM S3blKa B OOLLIECTBEHHBIX
M KYAbTYPHbIX Mpoueccax. Pe3yAbTaTbl MCCAEAOBAHMS MOKA3bIBAKOT, YTO KOAMYECTBO MCCAEAOBAHMUIN
B 06AaCTM AMHIBUCTMYECKOTO AaHAWAMTa 3HAYMTEABHO YBEAMYMAOCH 3@ MOCAEAHME FOAbl. DTa TeH-
AEHLIMSI 03HAYaAEeT, YTO AMHIBUCTMYECKMI AQHALLAMT CTaA BaXKHbIM OOBEKTOM M3YYEHUSI BO MHOIMX
permoHax, CTaHoBACb Bce 6oAee rA0bGaAbHbIM. [eorpanyueckiin u 0OTpacAEBOM aHaAM3 My BAMKaLLMIA MO-
KasblBaeT, 4TO NPoOGAEMa AMHIBMCTUYECKOIO AaHAWATa HAXOAMTCS Ha CTbIKE MHOTMX HayK M TpebyeT
MEXKAMCLMMAMHAPHBIX MCCAEAOBaHWIA. MCCAeAOBaHMSI, MPOBOAMMBIE B 0OAACTM COLIMOAMHIBUCTUKM,
KYAbTYPOAOIMM, yPOAHUCTUKM M 00pa3oBaHMsl, ICHO NMOKa3blBaOT, HACKOABKO LLMPOKA M akTyaAbHa 3Ta
npo6Aema. BbIBOAbI MCCAEAOBAHMS MOAYEPKMBAIOT BAXKHOCTb MPOAOAXKEHUSI AMHTBUCTUYECKMX AQHA-
LA THLIX MCCAEAOBAHMI B YCAOBMSIX TAOBGaAM3aLIMM M LMPPOBM3aLMM OOLLECTBEHHOMO NMPOCTPAHCTBA.
[Ay6OKO€ MoHMMaHMe B3aMMOCBSI3EM MEXKAY S3bIKOM, OBLLIECTBOM M KYAbTYPOM B YCAOBUSX MHTEHCHB-
HOrO B3aMMOAEMCTBMS Pa3AMUHBIX 3bIKOBbIX COOOLIECTB B O6LLIEM MH(POPMALMOHHOM M KYAbTYPHOM
NPOCTPAHCTBE KpaiHe HeOOXOAMMO Ha COBPEMEHHOM 3Tare. M3ydeHne AMHIBUCTMYECKOr O AaHALLIadTa
MO3BOAUT CpopMMpoBaThb 3(hpDEKTUBHbBIE CTPATErMM, HAaNPABAEHHbIE HA Pa3BUTHE S3bIKOBO MOAUTUKM,
COBEPLLEHCTBOBAHME MEXXKYAbTYPHOM KOMMYHMKALMU U COXPaHEHUE S93bIKOBOM MHOIOMPAHHOCTMU.

KAloueBble CAOBa: AMHIBMCTMKA, AQHALLA(T, SCopus, 93bIkoBOe pa3Hoobpasue, HaydHble myOAn-
Kaumu.

Introduction

In the modern world, where linguistic diversity
and multilingualism come to the fore in a globalized
society, the topic of the linguistic landscape is be-
coming particularly relevant. The study “Linguistic
Landscape: An Analysis of publications in Scopus”
makes a significant contribution to understanding
how language is visually represented in various so-
cial, cultural, and political contexts. Analyzing data
from the Scopus database, one of the largest abstract
and cited databases of scientific literature, the article
provides an in-depth analysis of trends, thematic
areas, and the evolution of research in the field of
the linguistic landscape in recent years. The use of
VOSviewer and bibliometric tools for bibliometric
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analysis, in-depth search for specific keywords in
Scopus has become standard practice in scientific
research. This not only provides a comprehensive
coverage of citations and literary excerpts but also
expands the profile of journals, improving access
to scientific publications and contributing to cita-
tion analysis. This approach allows us to identify
key aspects and issues that occupy the minds of re-
searchers and also contributes to the development
of new methodological approaches and practical
recommendations for further study of the linguistic
landscape in its diversity.In recent years, linguistic
landscape studies focusing on the visual represen-
tation of written language in public spaces (Gorter,
2013) have garnered considerable attention by re-
vealing the relationship between language, society,
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and space and highlighting how and in what con-
texts languages are used and presented. It is shown
that linguistic landscapes are shaped by various
factors, such as official language policies, minority
languages, and sociopolitical meanings (Leeman &
Modan, 2009). The linguistic landscape reflects the
role of language in society, emphasizing the social
aspects of language use and its impact on cultural
identity (Maraf & Osam, 2022), being a dynamic
area that develops along with changing language
patterns in different regions, reflecting the diversity
and complexity of language interaction.

Researchers have applied various methodolo-
gies to analyze linguistic landscapes, including ma-
terial ethnography, critical discourse analysis, and
participation in research projects (Stroud & Mpen-
dukana, 2009), providing valuable data on the sym-
bolic functions of language in public spaces, such as
graffiti and signage, and how they contribute to the
formation of a common linguistic environment. In
addition, research on the linguistic landscape goes
beyond language itself, covering broader topics
such as glocalization, companionship, and the im-
pact of linguistic landscapes on identity and cultural
globalization (Leeman & Modan, 2009), making the
linguistic landscape not only about the languages
used on the signs but also about how these languag-
es are presented, reflecting the ongoing process of
language revitalization and globalization.

An analysis of scientific activity on the keywords
“linguistics” and “landscape” from 2000 to 2023 in
the Scopus database revealed 774 publications, em-
phasizing the relevance of the study of the linguis-
tic landscape at the international level. The United
States leads with 91 publications, followed by China
with 54 and the United Kingdom with 49, which
reflects the geographical diversity and depth of re-
search in this area. Australia and Spain also show
notable academic activity with 47 publications each,
while the contribution of the Russian Federation
amounts to 28 papers. This distribution indicates a
broad international interest in the study of the inter-
action of language and space and its social aspects.
The inclusion of various countries in the analysis,
including those with fewer publications, such as Ka-
zakhstan (2 publications), allows us to talk about a
comprehensive global picture of research efforts in
this direction. Such academic activities emphasize
not only the importance of the topic of the linguistic
landscape in world science but also the importance
of international cooperation for a deep understand-
ing of linguistic practices and identity in different
cultural contexts.

The purpose of our study “Linguistic Landscape:
Analysis of publications in Scopus” is a comprehen-
sive analysis of scientific papers indexed in the Sco-
pus database from 2000 to 2023, using the keywords
“linguistics” and “landscape”. We strive to identify
the main trends, thematic areas, and methodologies
that form this segment of linguistic research. The
objectives of the study are to assess the volume and
dynamics of publication activity by year, analyze
the geographical distribution of research papers,
and identify the most contributing organizations and
publications. This will make it possible to identify
the leading scientific centers and authors in this field,
as well as identify gaps and insufficiently studied
aspects in the research of the linguistic landscape.
Based on the data obtained, we will outline potential
areas for future research, which will contribute to
deepening knowledge about the linguistic landscape
and contribute to the development of strategies for
effective interaction between linguistic communi-
ties in diverse social and cultural contexts.

Materials and methods

Materials

The study “Linguistic Landscape: Analysis of
Publications in Scopus” focuses on a comprehen-
sive analysis and interpretation of academic works
selected using the keywords “linguistics” and “land-
scape” for the period from 2000 to 2023. The total
number of publications included in the analysis is
774. These materials represent a wide range of aca-
demic formats: articles (628), book chapters (87),
conference reports (29), reviews (27), books (2),
and editorial materials (1). The choice of such a va-
riety of sources is motivated by the desire to obtain
the most complete and multidimensional view of re-
search activity in the field of linguistic landscape,
reflecting both the current state of this area of lin-
guistic research and its evolution over the past two
decades.

The analyzed materials also include a wide range
of scientific journals with varying numbers of publi-
cations, including the International Journal of Mul-
tilingualism (56), the Journal of Multilingual and
Multicultural Development (32), Linguistic Land-
scape (28), and many others. This variety enriches
the study with a range of research approaches and
perspectives. The inclusion of multiple voices and
viewpoints helps in establishing how the linguis-
tic landscape is reflected and interpreted in various
scientific discourses, and how these representations
change over time.
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In addition to the quantitative distribution by
publication type, the geographical distribution of
research is also an important aspect. The study of
linguistic landscape is of interest in various cultur-
al and linguistic contexts, which is reflected in the
global nature of the collected materials. The studies
in question have been conducted in many countries,
allowing for an analysis of the phenomenon of lin-
guistic landscape in various socio-cultural condi-
tions.

Instrument

To achieve the goals of the study “Linguistic
Landscape: Analysis of Publications in Scopus,”
we identified and used a set of tools necessary for
data analysis and processing. The main tool selected
as the primary data source is the Scopus database.
This is a strategic choice, as Scopus is one of the
most extensive and authoritative databases covering
multidisciplinary research and providing access to
detailed information about publications, their cita-
tions, and their impact on the scientific communi-
ty. The use of Scopus allows for a wide range of
research in the field of linguistic landscape, while
ensuring high accuracy and up-to-date information.
The SPSS statistical package is used for complex
data analysis, providing opportunities to perform
both basic and advanced statistical procedures. SPSS
was chosen for its extensive analytical capabilities,
which include tests for descriptive statistics, corre-
lation analysis, regression analysis, factor analysis,
and cluster analysis. These functions not only allow
for the processing of large datasets, but also enable
multi-level analysis, which is crucial for identifying
and interpreting complex trends in linguistic land-
scape research.

Additionally, the data visualization capability
provided by SPSS is important, allowing for the
creation of graphs, histograms, box charts, and scat-
ter plots. Visualization is key in presenting analysis
results as it helps researchers and readers quickly
assess the distribution and relationships of data, im-
proving their overall understanding of research find-
ings.

Procedure

The procedural approach to analyzing research
data involves following a strict sequence of steps to
ensure transparency and reproducibility of results.
The process begins with a comprehensive search
for scientific papers in the Scopus database using
the keywords “linguistics” and “landscape.” This
guarantees that the materials correspond to the main
research topic. Information about each publication
is then extracted, including the type of document,
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year of publication, and source, to form an exhaus-
tive database. Analyzing annual statistics allows for
tracking the dynamics of interest in the study of lin-
guistic landscape and assessing the contribution of
various types of academic work to the discipline’s
development.

In the next stage of the procedure, SPSS is used
to pre-process the collected data, including cleaning
duplicates and correcting errors to ensure the purity
and accuracy of subsequent analysis. Descriptive
statistical analysis is then performed, providing an
overview of the total volume of publications and
their distribution by year and document types. For a
more in-depth study of the data, differential statisti-
cal tests in SPSS are used to reveal statistically sig-
nificant correlations between different types of pub-
lications and trends in their development. Content
analysis is applied at a subsequent stage for detailed
qualitative research of texts. This allows for a deep-
er understanding of scientific discourse and identi-
fication of the main themes and concepts prevalent
in the field of linguistic landscape. The analysis also
includes assessing the citation and contribution of
leading scientific journals to evaluate their impact
on the research field.Visualization of the results is
the fifth stage of the procedure, where graphs, ta-
bles, and diagrams are created to visually represent
the main conclusions. This greatly simplifies the
analysis and interpretation of data. The final stage
includes synthesizing the collected information and
results into a single comprehensive report, which
will serve as the foundation for the preparation of
a scientific article. It will reflect all the key aspects
of the research, from the methodological basis to
the specific conclusions and recommendations pro-
posed for future scientific work in this field. This
approach to each stage ensures the quality and reli-
ability of the research and strengthens its academic
relevance and applicability.

Literature review

Introduction to the “Literature Review” section,
let’s start with the theoretical foundations of the
linguistic landscape. Since the pioneering work of
Landry and Bourhis in 1997, introducing the con-
cept and popularizing the term, the theoretical basis
of the linguistic landscape has undergone multiple
studies (Juffermans, 2013). The field of linguistic
landscape studies encompasses a variety of theoreti-
cal approaches and methodologies focused on issues
such as multilingualism, literacy, language policy,
linguistic diversity, and minority languages (Gorter,
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2013). Despite the rapid development of this para-
digm, today it does not have a clear orthodox theo-
retical basis (Duizenberg, 2020). The linguistic land-
scape plays a dual role in sociolinguistics, marking
the boundaries of language between communities
and providing information about the sociolinguistic
composition of the territory (Raga, 2012). Recent
trends in linguistic landscape research are shifting
towards interdisciplinary and multi-perspective re-
search, reflecting a broader approach to understand-
ing the impact of language landscapes on aspects
such as language learning and urban imagery.

Moving on to the second direction, let’s consid-
er methodological approaches to the analysis of lin-
guistic landscapes, covering a variety of techniques
and perspectives. Factor analysis is used to highlight
linguistic landscapes as a separate factor in the study
of language contacts (Landry & Bourhis, 1997). The
importance of drawing on existing work in linguis-
tic landscape studies to understand the dynamics of
multilingual spaces is emphasized (Stroud & Mpen-
dukana, 2009). Key theoretical and methodological
issues in this field, especially in multilingual public
settings, are discussed (Gorter, 2013). The prefer-
ence for qualitative methodologies in the assessment
of public signs in modern studies of the linguistic
landscape is highlighted (Yusuf et al., 2022). Trans-
lingualism is presented as a valuable framework for
analyzing linguistic landscapes, focusing on how
signs can influence the practice of translingualism
(Cormier, 2020).

Summarizing the third direction, the field of lin-
guistic landscape studies the visual representation of
languages in public spaces, reflecting social, cultur-
al, and political dynamics (Piitz, 2020). It provides
an understanding of the interaction between lan-
guage, society, culture, and politics in public spac-
es (Bir6, 2021). The linguistic landscape not only
mirrors language policies and practices but is also
an arena where ideological and political conflicts
manifest themselves, reflecting historical move-
ments and socio-cultural contexts. The presence of
multiple languages in urban spaces contributes to a
deep understanding of language use, language us-
ers, and public multilingualism (Gorter, 2013). In
addition, linguistic landscapes play a role in creating
social and cultural meanings in multilingual urban
settings, influencing attitudes towards language and
perceptions of ethnolinguistic viability (Juffermans,
2013).

In the field of linguistic geography, a diverse
array of methodological approaches is employed
to examine the representation and distribution of

languages within public spaces. Early studies pre-
dominantly utilized quantitative methods, such as
the enumeration and categorization of signage, to
establish baseline data on linguistic diversity (Yusuf
et al., 2022). However, contemporary research has
increasingly embraced qualitative and mixed-meth-
od approaches to capture the nuanced interactions
between language, culture, and spatial dynamics.
For instance, Bir6 (2021) highlights the importance
of multimodal analysis in understanding the inter-
play between linguistic and visual elements in local
markets, while Haji-Othman (2020) employs ethno-
graphic techniques to explore the semiotic landscape
of small towns. Additionally, the integration of digi-
tal tools, such as street-level imagery and geospatial
analysis, has revolutionized the ability to conduct
large-scale spatial studies of linguistic landscapes
(Hong, 2020). These methodological advancements
reflect the interdisciplinary nature of linguistic ge-
ography, drawing from semiotics, cultural studies,
and digital humanities to provide a comprehensive
understanding of language dynamics in urban envi-
ronments.

In conclusion, we see that the linguistic land-
scape is a multifaceted research field in which theo-
retical, methodological, and socio-cultural dimen-
sions are intertwined. It is continuously developing,
making a significant contribution to the understand-
ing of language dynamics in public spaces, which
underlines the importance of further multidisci-
plinary research for the development of this field
and our study “Linguistic Landscape: An analysis
of publications in Scopus”.

Results and discussion

After conducting a multi-level analysis of the
collected data, we draw attention to important as-
pects and trends in the domain of linguistic land-
scape. A time analysis of publications from 2000 to
2023 demonstrates a growing interest in this topic,
with a noticeable increase in attention to it in recent
years, which confirms the relevance of the study
of linguistic diversity and its visual representation
in public space. Geographical analysis reveals the
international nature of research work, emphasizing
the broad participation of scientists from diverse
cultures and regions. A sectoral section by branch of
knowledge indicates the multidisciplinary nature of
the topic, while a review of organizations and scien-
tific journals identifies the main research hubs con-
tributing to the promotion and development of the
field. The analysis of keywords in the titles of works
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confirms the leading research directions, and the
evaluation of citations reflects the significance and
impact of individual studies on the wider academic
community. Separately, it is worth noting highly
cited works that are the core of the formation of rel-
evant scientific discussions and contribute to further
advancing the understanding of linguistic landscape
as a key component of modern sociolinguistics.
The pace of publication activity in the field
of linguistic landscape, tracked in the Scopus da-
tabase from 2000 to 2023, is indicative. Starting
with a single paper in 2000, research interest in the
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topic remained restrained in the early years, which
is reflected by the lack of publications in 2001-
2003 and only one publication in 2004 and 2005.
However, since 2006, there has been a steady in-
crease in the number of publications, reaching 8
articles. The following decade was characterized
by fluctuations with an upward trend, such as in
2012, when 15 papers were published, and by 2013
the number had increased to 25. This analysis re-
flects the early formation of the research field and
the gradual build-up of the academic base in this
direction (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1 — Dynamics of publication activity in the field of linguistic landscape: analysis of Scopus data
for 2000-2023 (Source: own calculations based on data from publications indexed by Scopus)

The increase in publication activity has been
particularly noticeable since 2019, when the number
of publications increases from 55 to 160 by 2023.
This period indicates a rapid increase in interest in
this topic, which may be due to increased awareness
of the importance of linguistic diversity and the im-
pact of globalization on language practices. The sus-
tained interest and significant increase in research in
recent years highlight the importance of linguistic
landscape for sociolinguistic science and its applica-
bility in the study of multilingual societies.

The analysis of the number of publications by
country, based on Scopus data, reflects the inter-
national range of research attention focused on the
topic of linguistic landscape. The United States tops
the list with 91 publications, reflecting the coun-
try’s active scientific interest and resource capabili-
ties in this field of research. China (54), the United
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Kingdom (49), Australia (47), and Spain (47) also
demonstrate a significant amount of research, con-
firming the global nature of research and a multi-
cultural approach to the study of language practices
and identity in diverse linguistic landscapes (Fig. 2).

The following countries on the list, including
Indonesia (41), Germany (39), and the Republic of
South Africa (30), represent a growing academic in-
terest and contribution to the international scientific
discourse of the linguistic landscape. Significantly
lower numbers in countries with developing scien-
tific communities, such as Kazakhstan (2) and oth-
ers, do not detract from their contribution but rather
indicate the emergent nature of interest and potential
for future growth in this field. These data reveal not
only the geographical diversity of research efforts
but also suggest possible areas for international co-
operation and knowledge sharing.
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Figure 2 — Top 10 countries by the number of publications in the field of the linguistic landscape: analysis
of Scopus data for 2000-2023 (Source: own calculations based on data from publications indexed by Scopus)

An industry analysis of publications on the
topic of the linguistic landscape indexed in Sco-
pus reveals the greatest contribution of the social
sciences, with 710 publications, which emphasiz-
es the role of language as a central element of so-
cial interactions and public life. The arts and hu-
manities also show a deep interest in the subject

M Social Sciences

= Computer Science

with 589 publications exploring language through
the lens of culture and human experience. This
distribution indicates the multidisciplinary nature
of research in this area, as well as the desire of
different branches of knowledge to integrate the
linguistic landscape into their research framework

(Fig. 3).
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Figure 3 — Top 10 industries by the number of scientific publications on the linguistic landscape: analysis
of Scopus data for 2000-2023 (Source: own calculations based on data from publications indexed by Scopus)
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While computer science with 28 publications
and engineering with 13 reflect an interest in the ap-
plication of technological tools and methods in the
study of language practices, fields such as econom-
ics, psychology, and the environment, with fewer
publications, indicate a growing interest in study-
ing the influence of language on various aspects of
human activity. This diversity reflects an integrated
approach to the study of language landscapes and
shows how the depth of the linguistic impact on so-
ciety is explored through different academic prisms,
demonstrating its importance in all fields of knowl-
edge.

An analysis of academic activity on the topic
of linguistic landscape among leading universities
and research centers, using Scopus data, reveals the
leadership of educational institutions such as Uni-
versiti Malaya with 12 publications and Nanyang
Technological University with 11 publications. This
highlights the importance of research in this area

University of the Western Cape
Universitit Hamburg

Universitetet i Oslo

The University of Hong Kong
Stockholms universitet
Universidad de Salamanca
Universiteit Gent

Universitas Udayana

Nanyang Technological University
Universiti Malaya

[=]
o]

=

in the Asian region and also focuses on the contri-
bution of the international scientific community to
the development of understanding of the linguistic
landscape. The desire of universities and centers in
countries such as Indonesia and Belgium is mani-
fested in active publication activities and shows how
globalization and multicultural interaction affect re-
search interests (Fig. 4).

Continuing the analysis, it is noticeable that re-
search institutes from Europe, Australia, and Africa
are also demonstrating significant efforts, which is
illustrated by works from the Universidad de Sala-
manca, Stockholms universitet, and the University
of the Western Cape. The diversity of institutions re-
flected in this list indicates a widespread internation-
al interest and collaboration in this field of research.
Such an extensive and comprehensive approach to
the linguistic landscape promises the continued de-
velopment of the discipline and the strengthening of
international academic ties.
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Figure 4 — Top 10 organizations by the number of scientific publications on the linguistic landscape: analysis
of Scopus data for 2000-2023 (Source: own calculations based on data from publications indexed by Scopus)

The analysis of scientific publications on the
topic of the linguistic landscape makes it possible
to assess the contribution of various journals to the
development of this research field. The Interna-
tional Journal of Multilingualism became the leader
among scientific publications with 56 papers, which
emphasizes the importance of multilingualism in
the context of linguistic landscapes. The Journal
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of Multilingual and Multicultural Development,
with 32 articles, and Linguistic Landscape, with
28 articles, also make significant contributions by
highlighting the development and interaction of lan-
guages in multicultural and multilingual contexts.
This indicates a deep academic interest in language
diversification and its visual representation in public
spaces (Fig. 5).
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Figure 5 — Top 10 scientific publications by the number of publications on the linguistic landscape: an analysis
of Scopus data for 2000-2023 (Source: own calculations based on data from publications indexed by Scopus)

This is followed by publications such as the
International Journal of the Sociology of Lan-
guage and Social Semiotics, with 21 and 20 ar-
ticles, respectively, reflecting the influence of so-
ciological and semiotic approaches on the study
of linguistic landscapes. Publications in Multilin-
gual Education and Educational Linguistics with
18 and 13 articles emphasize the importance of
the educational aspect and pedagogical research
in this area, expanding the understanding of lan-
guage education and inclusion. This diversity of
research platforms and topics highlights the mul-
tidisciplinary and transdisciplinary nature of the
linguistic landscape, showing its interaction with

various academic disciplines and fields of knowl-
edge.The keywords found in the titles of articles
on the topic of linguistic landscape highlight the
main directions and accents characteristic of this
field of research. The word “linguistic” has been
used 506 times in the titles, reflecting the focus
on the linguistic component in the study of social
spaces. The term “landscape” with 397 mentions
emphasizes the interest in the spatial aspect of
the distribution of linguistic elements. These key-
words, together with “language”, “landscapes”,
and “study”, demonstrate a wide range of interests
of scientists and indicate a variety of approaches
to the study of linguistic landscape (Table 1).

Table 1 — Top 20 keywords in the titles of articles on the topic of linguistic landscape: analysis of Scopus data for 2000-2023 (Source:
own calculations based on data from the database of articles indexed by Scopus)

Keywords Number Of Keywords Keywords Number Of Keywords
linguistic 506 identity 44
landscape 397 analysis 40
language 188 urban 37

landscapes 93 city public 34

study 67 multilingualism 33
case 63 languages 29
signs 61 policy 26
multilingual 51 semiotic learning 25
space 50 practices 23
english 48 names 22
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Figure 6 — Keywords and thematic areas in linguistic landscape identified
in scientific articles based on the analysis of publications in Scopus

Keywords such as “multilingual”, “space”, and
“signs”, with the number of mentions from 51 to 61,
reveal an interest in the dynamics of languages in
various contexts and in ways of visualizing them
in public spaces. Terms such as “urban”, “multilin-
gualism”, and “policy”, despite the lower frequency
of mentions, reflect specific aspects of research,
such as urban multilingualism and language plan-
ning policy. The presence of such a variety of key-
words confirms the multidisciplinary nature and
wide range of research interest inherent in linguistic
landscape, and also contributes to the further devel-

opment of this dynamic and relevant field of scien-
tific knowledge.

The citation trends of key works reflect the ac-
cents and priorities in the study of linguistic land-
scape. The leading articles in this list are those by
Ben-Rafael et al. (2006) with 507 citations and Ce-
noz, J. (2006) with 375 citations, which explore the
linguistic landscape as a symbolic construction of
public space and issues of multilingualism. This in-
dicates the significant contribution of these works to
the formation of basic concepts and concepts in this
field (Table 2).

Table 2 — Top 10 most cited authors and works in the field of linguistic landscape: analysis of Scopus data for 2000-2023 (Source:
own calculations based on data from the database of articles indexed by Scopus; Export Date: 09 April 2024)

Authors The title of the work Classification Year | Citations
Ben-Rafael |Linguistic landscape as symbolic construction of the Linguistic Landscape,
) . e 2006 507
etal. public space: The case of israel Sociolinguistics
Cenoz and S . Linguistic Landscape, Minority
Gorter Linguistic landscape and minority languages Language Studies 2006 375
Pennycook | Translanguaging and semiotic assemblages Translanguaging, Semiotics 2017 285
. A generic procedure for automatically segmenting . C
MacMillan landforms into landform elements using DEMs, Geographlcal Analysis, Digital 2000 280
et al. . . Elevation Models (DEMs)
heuristic rules and fuzzy logic
Huebner and | Bangkok’s linguistic landscapes: Environmental print, Linguistic Landscape, Urban
o . 2006 234
Modan codemixing and language change Studies
Leeman, J Commodlﬁeq langugge in Chinatown: A contextualized Llngulsth Lar.lds.cape, 2009 220
approach to linguistic landscape Sociolinguistics
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Continuation of the table

Authors The title of the work Classification Year | Citations
Backhaus Multilingualism in tokyo: A look into the linguistic Multilingualism, Urban Studies | 2006 219
landscape
Towards a material ethnography of linguistic .
Stroud et al. |landscape: Multilingualism, mobility and space in a Materla}l Ethn(.)g?aphy, 2009 211
; : Sociolinguistics
South African township
Lindgren and The influence of exposure, parents, al,ld hn_gulstlc Language Acquisition, Bilingual
N distance on young European learners’ foreign language . 2013 144
Muioz f Education
comprehension
Multilingualism in written discourse: An approach to Multilingualism, Discourse
Sebba . o . 2013 118
the analysis of multilingual texts Analysis

The works of authors such as Pennycook, A.
(2017) and Leeman, J. (2009) with 285 and 220
citations, respectively, emphasize the role of trans-
coding and mixing codes in creating linguistic land-
scapes. The importance of local context in the study
of language dynamics and its changes is illustrated
by an article by Huebner, T. (2006) with 234 cita-
tions. All these works demonstrate how diverse ap-
proaches to the study of linguistic landscapes can
be, from ethnography to sociolinguistics, reflecting
the depth and complexity of the phenomenon being
studied.

In light of the analysis of the top 3 citation ar-
ticles indexed in Scopus, one can see the variety of
methodological approaches and the breadth of the
results obtained, which make a significant contribu-
tion to understanding the role of language in pub-
lic spaces (Table 3). The first article devoted to the
symbolic construction of the linguistic landscape in
Israel uses a mixed method of analysis, including
photographing signs in public and private spaces,
which makes it possible to distinguish between
“top-down” and “bottom-up” information flows,
revealing a trilingual pattern and differences in the
use of languages depending on the context. The sec-
ond article, comparing the linguistic landscape of
Friesland and the Basque Country, sheds light on
the differences in the use of languages on commer-
cial signs, emphasizing the importance of English
as a symbol of international orientation and success.
These studies highlight the importance of analyzing
linguistic landscapes to understand cultural identity
and social dynamics, as well as to support and pro-
mote minority languages.

Additionally, Pennycook’s research on translin-
gualism and semiotic ensembles in a Bangladeshi
store demonstrates how translingualism encompass-

es a wide range of semiotic resources, going beyond
the confluence of languages and emphasizing the dy-
namism of communication practices in multilingual
urban spaces. The fourth paper, using digital eleva-
tion models and fuzzy logic for landscape segmen-
tation, highlights the importance of this approach
for agricultural applications and land management.
Finally, a study of Bangkok’s linguistic landscape
reveals the complexity of the city’s linguistic land-
scape under the influence of globalization, indicat-
ing a potential impact on language change. These
works together form a deep understanding of the
linguistic landscape as a key element of cultural and
social dynamics in various regions of the world.

The conducted multilevel data analysis covering
the period from 2000 to 2023 highlights the grow-
ing interest in the study of linguistic landscape, re-
flected in the increasing number of publications and
their geographical and disciplinary diversity. A sig-
nificant increase in publication activity, especially
since 2019, indicates the importance of studying
linguistic diversity and its impact on sociolinguis-
tic science. The international nature of the research
highlights the active participation and contribution
of scientists from various regions of the world, con-
tributing to the global understanding and analysis of
linguistic landscapes in multilingual and multicul-
tural contexts. The analysis of keywords and cita-
tion trends of individual studies points to the leading
directions in discussions and research, focusing on
the importance of language in shaping public spaces
and cultural identity. The results highlight not only
the academic importance of the topic of the linguis-
tic landscape but also its practical applicability in
the study of multilingual societies, opening up new
prospects for international cooperation and knowl-
edge exchange.
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Table 3 — Top 3 comparative analysis of research on linguistic landscape: methods, results, and conclusions (Source: own calculations
based on data from the database of articles indexed by Scopus)

The title of the work Methods Used Results Conclusions
The article «Linguistic The study distinguishes between | The study emphasizes the
Landscape as Symbolic «top-down» and «bottom-up» importance of linguistic landscape
Construction of the Public Space | flows of linguistic landscape analysis in understanding the
in Israel» utilizes a mixed- items. Top-down items are symbolic practices that shape public
method approach to analyze the |issued by national and public spaces, highlighting the role of
linguistic landscape in Israel. bureaucracies, while bottom-up | language in framing environments .
The methods used include items are issued by individual The comparative study reveals
data collection through digital social actors like shop owners | divergences and convergences in
Linguistic landscape | cameras to capture signs and and companies . the linguistic landscapes of Israeli-
as symbolic announcements in public and In East Jerusalem, a trilingual Jewish, Israeli-Palestinian, and East
construction of the | private spaces, categorization pattern of Arabic-English- Jerusalem contexts, showcasing the
public space: The | of the collected data based Hebrew is prevalent in top-down | different roles assigned to Hebrew,
case of israel on languages used, order of items, while bottom-up items Arabic, and English in each setting.
appearance of signs, and amount | are mostly bilingual Arabic- The linguistic landscape analysis
of information provided . English . sheds light on the complex
The linguistic landscape in relationships between different
different areas of activity shows | linguistic communities in Israel
variations in the languages and provides insights into cultural
used, with different emphasis identity and social dynamics in the

on Hebrew, Arabic, and English | region .
depending on the context .

The authors conducted a The study found differences The use of English in commercial
study comparing the linguistic between Friesland and the signs was found to convey
landscapes of Friesland and the | Basque Country in terms of the | connotational values such as
Basque Country, focusing mainly | languages used in commercial | international orientation, success,

on urban contexts. They analyzed | signs. and sophistication, rather than
the use of different languages In Ljouwert (Friesland), most factual information.
(such as Basque, Spanish, signs were monolingual, The study highlighted the
English in the Basque Country, | while in Donostia (the Basque | importance of analyzing linguistic
Linguistic landscape | and Frisian, Dutch, English in Country), a significant number | landscapes in minority language
and minority Friesland) in commercial signs. | of signs were bilingual or contexts to understand the relative
languages The researchers developed a multilingual. use of different languages and the
coding scheme with 16 variables | The amount of information dynamics between official and
to analyze various aspects of the |provided in different languages |unofficial signage.
linguistic landscape, including varied between the two The findings suggest that the
the number of languages on regions, with signs in Ljouwert | visibility and representation of
signs, types of signs (top-down | containing more information minority languages in public
vs. bottom-up), and the amount | in Dutch compared to other spaces play a crucial role in
of information provided in languages, while in Donostia, language maintenance and identity
different languages. this trend was less prominent. preservation efforts.
In the article, Pennycook Through the analysis of Pennycook concludes that
employs ethnographic methods | interactions in the shop, translanguaging is not solely about
to investigate translanguaging Pennycook demonstrates how language use but also involves the
and semiotic assemblages in translanguaging goes beyond mobilization of diverse semiotic
a Bangladeshi-owned corner language mixing to encompass | resources within specific contexts.
shop. Data collection involves a broader range of semiotic The study emphasizes the dynamic
. audio recording and transcribing | resources. The study reveals and fluid nature of communication
Translanguaging and | . . . . . . . .
semiotic assemblages interactions between the shop the m.trl.cate ways in which . practlces, challenging tradltuonal
owner, customers, and shop linguistic, cultural, and material |views of language boundaries. By
assistants. These interactions are | resources are intertwined exploring semiotic assemblages
supplemented with ethnographic |in everyday interactions, in a real-world setting, Pennycook
notes taken during visits to the | highlighting the complexity advocates for a more holistic
shop. of communication practices in | understanding of translanguaging
multilingual urban spaces. that considers the interplay of

various modes of meaning-making.
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In the context of our research, the aim was to
delve deeply into the dynamics of the linguistic
landscape, covering various regions and industries.
We sought to explore how publicly presented lan-
guage reflects the sociodemographic structure of the
city, historical and modern relationships between
languages in communities, as well as identify un-
derlying language policies, power dynamics, and
identity related to the language. Our analyses con-
firm that the linguistic landscape is undergoing sig-
nificant changes under the influence of globalization
and glocalization, demonstrating the interaction of
many languages, including indigenous ones. This
phenomenon reflects the critical need for research
aimed at preserving linguistic diversity and main-
taining the stability of languages in various geo-
graphical conditions. Linguistic landscapes become
not only a reflection of the current state of linguistic
diversity but also active participants in the process
of its formation and change.

The study of linguistic landscapes offers new
insights into understanding cultural diversity, sym-
bolic ethnicity, and the classification of geographi-
cal environments through linguistic and cultural
systems. Linguistic landscapes not only showcase
the presence and use of languages but also reflect
deeper layers of language policies, power struc-
tures, and linguistic identities. These landscapes
extend beyond physical environments to include
virtual spaces, demonstrating the intricate interac-
tion of languages in society. Linguistic landscape
research is increasingly recognizing the importance
of data gathered by communities themselves, en-
hancing our ability to document and analyze lin-
guistic environments globally. This participatory
approach underscores the significance of local input
in understanding the sociolinguistic dynamics of an
area. The analysis of linguistic landscapes provides
a valuable lens through which to observe ongoing
sociocultural processes, offering insights into the
shifts and changes within communities that might
not be immediately evident through traditional sta-
tistical methods. In addition to capturing the use of
languages in public signage, linguistic landscapes
reveal how languages are symbolically represent-
ed, shedding light on issues such as identity, cul-
tural globalization, language revitalization, and the
dominance of certain languages in specific contexts.
Furthermore, these landscapes play a crucial role in
studying language contact and the dynamics of mul-
tilingualism, illustrating how different languages in-
teract and coexist in shared spaces. The analysis of
linguistic landscapes requires more than just count-
ing languages; it involves examining how semiotic

resources interact with the sociocultural environ-
ment. This approach helps researchers understand
the complexities and challenges of language use in
public spaces, raising awareness of language issues,
fostering language learning, and deepening our un-
derstanding of linguistic diversity and identity.

While linguistic landscapes can reveal instances
of conflict over language use, they also offer op-
portunities for fostering international understanding
and cooperation. Public spaces shaped by language
use can serve as platforms for promoting linguistic
and cultural coexistence, contributing to a broader
understanding of societal interactions across differ-
ent linguistic communities..

Research in the field of linguistic landscape is
key to developing a comprehensive understanding of
the complex interaction between language, culture,
and society. The linguistic landscape, representing
visible language in public spaces, provides a unique
opportunity to explore multilingualism, language
use, and social interactions. Participation in linguis-
tic landscape research allows scientists not only to
expand their knowledge of languages in urban envi-
ronments and language users but also to comprehend
the broader implications of societal multilingualism.
Such studies not only reveal the visibility and im-
portance of written languages in public spaces but
also highlight the influence of linguistic landscapes
on various aspects of society, including education,
economics, and politics. In addition, emerging
perspectives in linguistic landscape research offer
a variety of opportunities to uncover the complex
relationships between language, place, and people.
Through qualitative methodologies that take into ac-
count sociohistorical contexts and analyze the use,
function, and history of signage, researchers can un-
cover deeper sociopolitical meanings embedded in
linguistic landscapes. The interdisciplinary nature of
linguistic landscape research, covering fields such
as applied linguistics, sociolinguistics, and sociol-
ogy, underscores its importance as a fast-growing
field of study with broad implications.

In the study of linguistic geography, it is essen-
tial to identify and utilize a set of criteria that fa-
cilitate the systematic analysis of language diversity
and its spatial distribution. The primary criteria that
can be highlighted within this research framework
include:

1. Keywords in Article Titles: Analyzing key-
words such as “multilingualism,” “language poli-
cy,” and “cultural identity” in scholarly publication
titles helps identify main research directions and
emerging trends. For example, the frequent use of
“landscape” alongside “linguistics” indicates a fo-
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cus on the visual representation of languages in pub-
lic spaces.

2. Geographical Clusters of Publications: 1den-
tifying regions with concentrated research efforts,
such as the United States, China, and the United
Kingdom, provides insights into regional contribu-
tions and highlights opportunities for international
collaboration. The emergence of studies from coun-
tries like Kazakhstan demonstrates the expansion
of global interest and the development of scientific
communities in new areas.

3. Methodological Approaches: Examining
the methodologies employed, including qualita-
tive methods like material ethnography and critical
discourse analysis, as well as quantitative methods
such as spatial analysis and statistical modeling, re-
veals the depth and comprehensiveness of linguistic
landscape studies. This combination ensures a nu-
anced and objective understanding of language dis-
tribution.

4. Themes and Research Directions: Analyz-
ing themes such as the impact of globalization on
language practices, the preservation and revitaliza-
tion of minority languages, and the interaction be-
tween official and unofficial languages helps map
the evolving landscape of linguistic geography re-
search. These themes reflect current issues and chal-
lenges faced by contemporary sociolinguists.

In summary, the identification and application of
these criteria are fundamental to advancing the field
of linguistic geography. By systematically analyz-
ing keywords, geographical clusters, methodologi-
cal approaches, research themes, and the influence
of language policies, researchers can gain a nuanced
understanding of how languages interact within di-
verse spatial contexts. These criteria not only facili-
tate the organization and interpretation of existing
research but also highlight areas that require further
exploration. Emphasizing both qualitative and quan-
titative methodologies ensures a comprehensive
analysis of linguistic landscapes, capturing the in-
tricate dynamics between language, culture, and so-
ciety. Consequently, these criteria serve as essential
tools for scholars aiming to unravel the complexities
of linguistic diversity and its spatial manifestations,
ultimately contributing to more informed and effec-
tive language policy development and cultural pres-
ervation efforts.

Conclusion

This study provides a comprehensive bibliomet-
ric analysis of research on the linguistic landscape,
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as indexed in the Scopus database from 2000 to
2023. Our findings reveal significant and sustained
growth in scholarly interest over the past two de-
cades, underscoring the increasing relevance of the
linguistic landscape in understanding the interplay
between language, society, and space within a glo-
balized and multilingual context.

The analysis of publication trends highlights a
steady rise in the number of publications, with a par-
ticularly notable acceleration since 2019. This surge
signifies the growing recognition of the linguistic
landscape as a pivotal area of study within socio-
linguistics and related disciplines. The increasing
volume of research reflects the heightened impor-
tance of examining linguistic diversity and its visual
manifestations in public spaces, driven by factors
such as globalization, migration, and the expansion
of multilingual communities.

The geographical distribution of research indi-
cates that the United States, China, and the United
Kingdom are the leading contributors to the field,
reflecting their substantial investment and interest
in linguistic landscape studies. Additionally, the
emergence of publications from countries with de-
veloping scientific communities, such as Kazakh-
stan, points to a broadening global interest and the
potential for increased international collaboration.
This geographical diversity underscores the univer-
sal applicability of linguistic landscape research and
the necessity for cross-cultural and international co-
operation to enrich academic discourse.

Disciplinary diversity is another key aspect
of our findings, with social sciences and humani-
ties dominating publication activity. Fields such
as sociolinguistics, cultural studies, and urban
planning contribute significantly to the body of
research, illustrating the multidisciplinary nature
of linguistic landscape studies. This integration of
various perspectives and methodologies enhances
the understanding of how language interacts with
cultural, political, and social factors, providing a
more holistic view of linguistic phenomena in pub-
lic spaces.

Leading journals and research institutions play a
crucial role in shaping the discourse within the field.
The International Journal of Multilingualism stands
out as the foremost publication venue, emphasizing
the importance of multilingual contexts in linguistic
landscape research. Prominent institutions, particu-
larly in Asia and Europe, such as Universiti Malaya
and Nanyang Technological University, are at the
forefront of this research, fostering methodological
innovations and robust academic discussions. The
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concentration of research within specific journals
and institutions highlights key focal points for fu-
ture scholarly engagement and underscores the im-
portance of these platforms in advancing the field.

Thematic analysis and methodological ap-
proaches reveal that multilingualism, language
policy, and cultural identity are central themes in
linguistic landscape studies. Predominantly qualita-
tive methods, including material ethnography and
critical discourse analysis, are employed to provide
in-depth and context-sensitive interpretations of lin-
guistic phenomena in public spaces. This emphasis
on qualitative methodologies highlights the neces-
sity for detailed and nuanced analyses to fully grasp
the complexity and diversity of linguistic land-
scapes.

The results of this study emphasize the integral
role of the linguistic landscape in reflecting and
shaping societal dynamics. By visualizing linguistic
diversity and language policies in public spaces, re-
searchers can gain deeper insights into processes of
cultural identification, social interaction, and com-
munity cohesion. Furthermore, the international

and multidisciplinary nature of the research fosters
a comprehensive understanding of how languages
coexist, compete, and collaborate within shared en-
vironments.

In conclusion, this bibliometric analysis not
only maps the evolution and current state of lin-
guistic landscape research but also underscores its
critical importance in comprehending the complex
relationships between language, culture, and so-
ciety. The increasing volume and diversity of re-
search highlight the field’s applicability across vari-
ous contexts, from urban planning and education to
policy-making and cultural preservation. Our study
affirms the necessity for continued and expanded re-
search efforts to further unravel the complexities of
linguistic landscapes. By addressing the identified
gaps and leveraging interdisciplinary and innovative
methodologies, scholars can contribute to the cre-
ation of more inclusive, multilingual, and culturally
rich environments. Ultimately, advancing linguistic
landscape research holds the promise of fostering
greater intercultural dialogue and understanding in
our increasingly diverse global society.
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