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Abstract: The article provides an overview of different approaches to the semiotic study of landscapes both
in the field of semiotics proper and landscape studies in general. The article describes different approaches to the
semiotic processes in landscapes from the semiological tradition where landscape has been seen as analogous to a
text with its language, to more naturalized and phenomenological approaches, as well as ecosemiotic view of land-
scapes that goes beyond anthropocentric definitions. Special attention is paid to the potential of cultural semiotics
of Tartu—Moscow school for the analysis of landscapes and the possibilities held by a dynamic, dialogic and holis-
tic landscape definition for the development of ecosemiotics.
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