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Abstract: As the study of the semiotic interrelations between organisms and their environment, ecosemiotics

not only takes biology and ecology as its direct theoretical sources, but has its basis deeply rooted in historical

models between humans and their environments. In light of theoretical semiotics and ecological semiosis, repre-

sented by Charles S. Peirce, Jakob von Uexkiill and Thomas A. Sebeok, the author believes that ecosemiotics

has evolved into a systematic approach towards organism—environment relationships at a micro— and a macrobiotic

level.
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