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“ Web Language” as Viewed from the Angles o Semiotics

Zhu Lizhi , Wang Yansong
(School d Foreign Languages, Jinan University , Ji' nan 250022, China)

Abstract :When conputers are widdly used in variousfields ,the web language has in the meantime created itsown linguigic symhols. The
web language symbol's can be divided into pronounceabl e language symbols and ron - pronouncealle subddiary language symbols.  The pro-
rmounceable include 4 symboliams of Chinese characters Latin adphabet and Arabic numerds. These symiols possess a series o properties
like innovation vs diversty , conplexity vs randomness, subgantid reference vs romind reference, richness vs. norotony , etc. This par
per , based on semictics, andyses web language” centering on the festures and some reaonsd the gorouting up of web language symbol s.
Eventualy we conclude that web language symbols are symbol forms which are burgeoning, succinct and rich.

Key wor ds:web language; symbol ; web language symbols; semiotics
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Qaph Hopfield A
No. vertices  edges Max.  Time(s) Max  Time(s)
a 20 15 5 0.011 5 0.121
@ 20 30 8 0.1 12 0.46
& 20 50 12 0.2 16 0.55
G 40 60 14 0.81 16 2.13 (3]
& 40 120 21 1.64 21 5.64
& 40 200 28 3.18 31 6.36 .
@ 60 135 18 1673 21 4284 (4]
@ 60 270 27 20.15 27  58.32
@ 60 450 3% 1181 33  63.8L
Glo 80 240 » WU 2 LT
a1 80 480 29 80.7 9 2422
G2 80 800 61 90.7 63 300.7 5
Q3 10 375 38 13L.1 3B 417.9 (5]
Q4 100 750 4 180.9 41  543.4
G5 100 1250 42 155 50 6641 6]
a6 120 540 29 2012 29  713.6
a7 120 1080 4 3013 51 942.9
G8 120 180 54 69.0 81 1137
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