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Comparative analysis of language education policies in Singapore and Hong Kong
Yani Mao
School of Foreign Chinese, Taiyuan University of Technology Jinzhong Shanxi 030600

Abstract:Through a comparative analysis of the language education policies of Singapore and Hong Kong,the study found similarities
and differences between the two.Four-lingual education was introduced in Singapore,while English courses were added in Hong
Kong.Both policies have led to an increase in the dominance of English,threatening the survival of other languages.In view of this,it is

recommended to consolidate the multilingual system,cultivate multilingual talents,promote language protection,and promote social

development.
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