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Abstract: Semiosphere one important theory in the cultural semiotics is the valuable heritage left by
Juri Lotman the leading figure of the Tartu School. With the efforts and collaborations of the new
generation of semioticians of Tartu School semiosphere has been merged with another precious theo—
retical legacy the theory of umwelt of Jakob von Uexkiill and forms the theoretical cornerstone of the
new Tartu School. Based on this theory the semioticians of Tartu School pushed the semiotic studies
to the realm of biosemiotics greatly expanded the boundary of semiotics making significant contribu—
tions to the development of current semiotics.
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