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A Study of Nantong University Students’ Language Attitudes toward Putonghua
and County-level Dialects under Standard Language Ideology
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Universiti Malaya, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia 50603

Abstract : This study investigates Nantong University students’ language attitudes toward Putonghua and
county-level dialects, as well as the relationship between county-level identity and the dialect
evaluation. The research used a questionnaire survey, via Verbal-Guise Technique (VGT) and
Semantic Differential Scales to compare participants’ evaluation of Putonghua and county-level
dialects from the two dimensions of prestige and solidarity. The results show that Putonghua received
significantly higher prestige ratings than county-level dialects, while county—level dialects received
higher solidarity ratings. County—level identity was positively correlated with prestige evaluations of
local dialects, while its relationship with solidarity evaluations was not statistically significant. The
findings suggest that, despite the institutional dominance of Putonghua, the county level remains an
important social scale for understanding local language attitudes and regional identity.
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FEA T RIGX ST TG XA A, WEErF 280 e, ARETXZ RSN HES AR Fi, SEig
EHF . AR s, I R PR R RIE A (Standard Language Ideology, SLI) 773538 TG g (1] B 1l
i, THLTT 75 7 AR R (0 A5 IR 2B ( Zhao & Liu, 2021) o fEX—355E T, KB RRREETENLNT, A7 geEat
M5 T Ry A R SR ARIAL

B o LA . s R T I Fei8 ( An & Zhang, 2024; Leung & Lee, 2024; Xu, 2021 ) . T /Nl B AIE
WO s RN R BEOARES, NHZERRNMNIEED . Bl X AFAEEH R F R, RE—ERE E ST RHE
KR, PR RS ar i S 15 5 R M B s S S A S N 22 R AR AR IR 22 A 5, ARt TR T 6 5 B
FEE AR, FRAEARS AT ST Z RN R.

WSS T

L. PR S I AN LT SRR R R S AT F R S A R e e

2. P B AR B R S B0 5 7 IR 25 P 2 (R AR

EHEA: RIEE (1999.10-) , %, Wk, THERA, Fh: EEA+, HFEFE: HEEZEHE.
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FRIfETE R IIE SR RN E = 2l0E 5 A A B T HAb AR (R
PN A LI AR AR SAUK (Milroy, 2006) . fEHE, i
T G R . R A SRR S B &
WA, I ke, ZEREMPULAEIHEER (Zhao
& Liu, 2021) . HIJ7 775 BAREERIA AR el &S A AR,
R H 2 A A S T V3 R R AN R R

RN T R IE S R (25 S AT R FE = 28
PRI T8 A5 PR 0 AN R B 7 BT 5 28 R S LA
FIPENEL] (Liang, 2014) . CAMIGS RN, 3 8 1% S FRifE
W E W EAL AL, HERERRE IS R A SR Bk
B, 0y H O M 2 RBITESRITRR RIS AR T R 55
JTTHIERAEEME A (Liang, 2014; Xu, 2021) , FIH, XHEFHH
M7 5 E HIREA AT REXT N AR 2

(Z) BERESHEEIAR

BmANAEAZ RS, WD EER ., A T BERH
e SR I (Leung & Lee, 2024 ), fEILIR, 1RZ AP
A—ERPEE R LN, EASE T PR 75
M Go Lv (2025) KBWLHALE HH & i PR B Ay
MR GOAR, XFIG BT “HERETIR” o XA
MR 2 BN 2V TER/INA 7 R B, BT
RERICN F ) S5

ASCATEL BN IR AN HR 2 BT
BRI DL R ECCIATR . Xu (2020) f5H, HUSSHEARE
Bz AR, MR TBOL Fn] REE— L R B R R 3
77 5 AT MK, FEEA RS X2 AT 5 2 5 R
o, XSTEKIE—EXK R FILEME, SErsRTHT
H 6 22U B T BB T AR HE 3 3R E WAL IX R 24 0 S B R
R

PG, 33 X AR 7 7 (R AN AR BITE 5 fdr, h
A B, A B R A SR A, ORI X 5 2 TR B
P22 S v AR R WA 2 (B AL 25 B (Dong, 2010; Leung &
Lee, 2024 )

Z. "Bk

(—) HEipiEZR

ISR RO S G RERY, A B AT = A A
I ( Cognitive Language Attitude Model ) 25 %2 5 i e 2 b 3%
TETEFIEIET F TN, AL R F A A NI BRI
AZEAHERE (Liang, 2014 ) o AR 29 2 AMTRTEF R H
5 I AT 22 IR PR A i (0 R D R B R FE LS A e i 5,

T SRR R A O, IR OO R F AR
AR T L AefE P 35 1155 JR% S I A1 AT B R T {55 FEE R TR AR U J Jk
FEHLTT T AR SE, I A S Bt AR R (Jiang &
Dewaele, 2019; Liang, 2014 ) , #7248 FEEP AR AR
BRfE S B E A . T A RS HE A
PP IEEA LT &, BTN S 4T B A Bk
Jy CFEETORLCHSET AT YRR, AR Liang (2014) X7
g8, PR M AR TR DA RE S SR bR, 4
FEMIVELAE AT BEAT AR B LU ORI i REF AR AR

(Z) AR

AATFFERIIIFTR G5k B R T T [ BT X Rk 2 AR
AEFREE, RN 185 28%, HAMNMINEE T F 5, Rk
A 51 NS SE B RSB T RSN

(=) HARIA

AEPFERTELN G, — AR, H—i oS
SEMHEARLG B EEORIERZE M B DU 7 5 AR RS

ZEORAF IR B S SE RN ES 55N
HETENRNREETT F BP0 SR =a A B EO A RER AT T
f#5 5E R 2 BB R RILE .

LIBESEER

BEASERE A LUBL G L E R R TR, EksS
HRIEFH SRR NG REA S BOH = A TR (La-
degaard, 2000) o X—EA %O ZN AT IR ST F %
W9, BT OB W 5 AR TR R 7 AT T 45 5 T T
1225 ( Gao, 2024; Jiao & Gnevsheva, 2022; Niu et al., 2024 ) .

IR FER I F IR HEEOR, ERSH5HEWTHORRENR F AR
SR, IR TR 2 SR R T VAR S
6. AT M EREETX .

R ARG IR A, S T S i Lo MRl i
T, FERA20F, WNAMRRE T, RS AR TN
FAISEH

TBE SRR RE BT, HIRR S H A DUE
AR FIHH TR (Gao, 2024; Niu et al., 2024 ) -

(1) FRELERE. RLBHERE, FEEES5ENEFER
ST RIS . FOE FREEANRE S SR T

(2) LR bt RS, EHEEs 5 ARIES
R PRSI BR A A TP B T £ 1 AR AR R Ja

BANEFE S A AR, HIRF 7 AR TS

2. BN ER

2% Leung & Lee (2024) HUFHICHIZE, AEEr MIUA T TH
FHRSHENEHOARERE. SHARRNS5ELEFIAIET
BT R 2 BHOFRARSRM R AT R B E SRR 2 &
B RRAR AR SR [l B A A ] B 5 1 vl — i
X N B I R (R R s B A R R 2 B
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BEA RS A S R S A B S XA R

BB 2, ST, YR T R R AT
Hare

() Bk

AHFFET 2026 451 19 H 2 26 HE I (A& W I e, J2 2008
W2E A AT . TEHE [T 2 5 2 24 B T 155 TR e
W, TRERFEE H . A EN, BES SRR RUR. A
P ARSI RO, ETE 5 A I BT 4t T BEAE A X 22
PR A LK SR

G —ILEI T 564y, BIBRELE N AT 120 P72 I 2
BT IEN, AT 5L SRR T ERHE NEIR AT BL

(H) BiEAR

RIES 5H N B A EH 5, KO ABERREAR S H=A
FEH, TR FHAMKE S XX 25E (n=21),
IR FAARRE BRI TIXE 5% (n=14) , W%y
FHAFKHWRE, WRTHELTN25E (n=16).

FORHIFE AR, AT SR R MG B s S
AR ORTE 75 BN A1 45 A e B I3 (M) FIbRiEZE (SD)
TR Ol ARSE AR TR FEAS th 5 (paired—samples
t-test ) MG —2 2 m i An H E0 s = T e
HIE

R FE AL 2, AT 5 R F B AR MM AH 5 43 AT (Pearson
correlation analysis ) , #3a2 5EMELGARSS S5HER ZT7
FIFZ AR R W B i SO S 5 A = A
BS54y M5 Z AR .
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=. AREREIHL
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