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On Classification of Indexicality:

Taking Biosemiotics as a Starting Point

PENG Jia

(School of Journalism & Communication, Jinan University, Guangzhou, Guangdong, 510632, PRC)

[Abstract] Indexicality has following features: As for the relation between signs and objects, it directly

points to the latter and therefore there is continuity between the two; As for the relation between signs

and the semiotic subject, it is body-oriented; From spatiality, it is directedness; From logic, it is causal

and categorized. Indexicality occurs not only in categorization, but also in appresentation. As body is

involved in bio-semiosis, indexicality also occurs in the spatial-temporal predication as well as the bodily

reaction by the subject. Indexicality, therefore, could be classified into indexical background, indexical

categorization, and indexical orientation, and such a model falls into the trichotomy of Peircean semiotics.

It is pointed out that the syntactic and meta-semiotic ability enables human further develop the latter two

kinds of indexicality in cultural and artistic semiosis and reveal the uniqueness of human as semiotic

animals.

[Key words | indexicality; embodiment; biosemiotics; syntactic ability; meta-sign
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