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Research on the Sign-Meaning Formation

in Multimodal Discourse
Zhang Delu

Abstract: This article is devoted to the study of the formation of the meaning of the sign in multimodal
discourse. Firstly it surveys the studies on the meaning of the sign and its origin in the field of semiotics from the
perspectives of affordances discourse practice and the theory of the four levels of the phenomenal domains in the
world of semiotics. Then it studies the generation of the meaning of the sign and its semiotic system. Thirdly it
investigates the function of the different features of the sign. Finally it discusses the roles of different types of
signs in the construction of multimodal discourse as well as the synergy and cooperation between them.

It is found that: 1) The affordances of the sign should be studied from the perspective of how the material
entity of the sign is semiotized and becomes “meaning potential”; 2) Any sign no matter from what level of the
phenomenal domains in the world of semiotics it is derived its meaning is semiotic in nature only that the
meanings derived from different levels of the phenomenal domains in the world of semiotics have different
characteristics; 3) The meaning of the sign is generated by ways of: (Dattributing meaning to objects (@extending
the semantic domain of the sign (3semiotic borrowing and @creating new signs; 4) The process of generation of
the meaning of the sign includes the choice proceeding from top to bottom 1i.e. from meaning to entity and the
recognition and conventionalization of the sign proceeding from bottom to top; 5) The signs derived from the
different phenomenal domains in the world of semiotics have different functions in the synergy and integration of
signs in multimodal discourse. This research can shed some light on the choice of signs in multimodal discourse
construction and the understanding of the semantic characteristics of the sign.

Keywords: multimodal discourse the meaning of the sign affordances; semiotic system meaning potential



