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On the Semantic Truth Value of Narrative Communication

ZHOU Zhi-gao
( School of Foreign Languages Jiujiang University Jiujiang Jiangxi 332005 China)

Abstract: In narrative communication it is impossible for any reader to accept a narrative text without semantic
truth value which is the bottom—line requirement for narrative communication.Judged from possible—world accessi—
bility theory the truth value of narrative fictional worlds can be verified based on the facts in actual world but more
based on the inherent logical principle in narrative textual fictional world. The “inner referentiality ” of fictional
world semantic gives authors enough freedom of creation so that they can try to construct any kind of story and world
in narrative texts to their hearts’ content.That the semantics of states of affairs in narrative texts are true are defined
in fictional worlds where they are located.The states of affairs in different narrative levers even if in the lever of dis—
narration their semantics should still be considered true within the fictional worlds in their own narrative levels.The
principle of “truth within text” of narrative fictional worlds makes narrative construct different possible worlds com—
prised of landscapes and soundscapes in the texts.Strolling within fictional worlds the readers can hear voices and
sounds and watch scenes thus perceive the colorfulness of fictional worlds.

Key words: narrative communication; fictional world; semantic truth value; truth within text
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