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Pictorial Rhetoric of Marketing Communication and its Effect

Li Yina

Abstract:

Pictorial rhetoric uses rhetorical means to analyse pictures and explore
the process of meaning generation and its effect on audience
interpretation. Focusing on the persuasive pictorial rhetoric of
marketing communication, this paper analyses both the structure and
the semantic operation of visual objects. At the same time, it
summarises the factors that affect consumer interpretations of pictures
and the effects that pictorial rhetoric has on consumers’ cognition and
emotion. Some relevant topics of the sequential studies of pictorial

rhetoric are also identified.
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TR SO — R AU, W 23R VT4 Fe ik SRTTHS R AE S — Fib
S B SCAR B DB TE AL A I AR5, WU AE 20 42 60 R4 LS 454
S UATEW (intertextuality) . JGIXZR (metatextuality ) ZEME& LR & R
G A, KIBILUK, XEGREWOT T E T BB B
(COPYth@mY) PULE, BE BUR I SEAAAE ) Z [ AR IR 4, AN X 3 A
G RMATIRT . (5B, VE AR (5 B 7 A5 B2, B
Amﬁmﬂ% A ERBNER, ﬁ&%ﬁm%*EMﬁ , R
JE AR R IR N 2 . BRI Lﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ*%@@
FRPEAE RS, 20 22 90 4EMRJE (Scott, 1994b) AW A J KR A5 T 21
i, IWBTERHL AT BUSHAT 04, vl TAR G LS 32 LR BB I &
A BT SR RN R EB  SCAE RO, it v VR B TP AR R SR B2

— . ERERESRR

BREERSGHE T LR, W E BB MAE, FERERIA
W BT HERAHESE | S5 R AIXT GEAT RO R, WL IR UL L e 5
TE T AR 0 O R S 2 AL, I PR X Rl O R 2 Ak Rk R S
(Philips, 2004) HHAHARESE, EELLH AR S, WE 1 iR, A
BAGAHah RAR | X — A%, 3 (Clinique) J7HIFARHE IR
5, MR b A DR SR e, 3R WL 25 75 R i 1 A
— IR Z A%, B A= AR =, A TR B R, itk
FanE R, B Ao R A G R T A AR R A I A RE U A
EAERBEBCR A T RIIR T, BE AR At i B R AR
fiE”, PIERAR . R . A 2, BRIRPRIE (FedEx) 2w H A ER
K 56 [ 11 L PG 22 8] PRl 55 ) s kP, 00 A 15 B0 s B 78 [ 7 3t 1
EROOLE, TIRRESE ] LR LY L 2A R P e ISR AR B S B E
—ilg, HIEEEIONEI BRI A E R, MUEMGAROEER, H
fifp 2 AR 2R IA R %ﬁ%ﬁk%%%l&ﬂ%%?#i,'Tﬂ,h
ZOPEEARIRIL S RRBEET CSE P P EA T, BRI R R B S
UE SEEOR R REME T B 3 B LR UV EN G, X I — e py e sl (i
—HESER L RO SEBIEEIIESR) , RE VU BGRIAR S & Z 4 (¢
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R P B D] WA PHERMEEIE R ) o X 28R ) -5 JF A B
EE B, MR R SO e 2R, EUARIER 28T 4 B et A9 15 U2,
KR E S NIk, BIHGAEEE BRI 25 DU A — R BB 50, i &
BOE X ERRraktE, EIREMETE MR, SEm B R S, (McQuarrie, 1996)

CLINIQUE

Bl FEikETE B2 BFRETE

BERARE D “BWER", MAHES FREHRBPCR. HiEEY
HRYB RSN TR, 52 ke B TR 5 — ] LA
IRZ T RBIEAR IR A AR, AR 2R PP LS JE0R, R A Y
XFRMBEL R AEAEAT —— XD SE R o s At ) IR A X 42
CER L BE . WK, BRI S #RTE LSS b A DI A X Y, XA AT
AR RGBS BB E, M2 RIS H A P58 0 I dnfar
BYMLHER . BN, FeffE it &, SERAE SR A B J7 5
AT HE ARG RRG, W E B AR FH A EM AR, B
Medh “RIR” X—Z0BE, XWAEd, EIRERIXIESOMHERR T3
SLERIYY, MR SRS G AT DL i o L nE 2R BEA TR 1 4
B AR TR BB TR MR A o 2 AR BB B R, AU
(T BRI EEAT 5 MBS S i &, i B 2R AL 2 R 5
WA R HE, KL FRAT B AL A SO S B2 (convention) FHELEL, b
AR ARG PR AR, R L EHR B L

KRB R LRI R AR TR T LB S A 3R DU 2 5 A
W22, A L IR GBS B e &, WAL 2R b r B il AR
fy” AN WikpJE . (Pieters, 2008) FTil “ HARK” R HRE
REas iy . rTHERI RN Gt B S b LA T 21, PRI EE ) L&
SR BN — BRI G AR R AR s AR R K
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B, Wik EAREE . XFF AR @RI, (Pieters, 2008) 7EiX
PR I6], ) SRR R B AR R A 1A, 1 2R B0 D0 A A £ 45
VEREAE R o AR S0 ZAMEE I N T 4845 A AR REIRIE, WO iH 3
3 fin) o SCREAR AL IE LR o

LR BT e Z A RV PER ot Rl 3 SCmp TP, 4 F | 15
FEAEAEMp e b AR A 3 B 2 TR, 3 A [ DX L A5 R i A AN 24
fdn, vhEE b BRI EE L VD I A SR SE A A 2 R B WA
WKW T8 SO A E 2B LA vh e, PRV g A 4 B IK, w5
BEHERIE, WL, B2 AT E b IR SR5E, VB R T KO 1R
IR EE LXK (informativeness) . (Pieters, 2008) iff LMK 5] 3 1L H
TGP RE LA BRI S M AR, BETEIRT S
BRI AR R 2 AR . S — RS AR 7 R (S B SRR TR TR 2 A
SE RS B AR

L, ERAERE” X — B L A AT S AE T AR5 R AT LR
e, FRFAMGME S, AR S BB . X oE 2R S R AN
HER H RS2 00 P8 i 25 U i — R B . R IB R R B 2R H e &
BB ERRRIRYE, JFNIXM “RRT SRS BB, S RS 3
A B — BN, R T SRR

= BBEEER R EER

ERERO R R B L IAE LN, B REAERES, HEE
BT R Z W SIEF BRI, INNEBRERSIESBRABRAHER, ER
Frain S B REh bR . SO A S I AR ER BT, (Barthers, 1977)
FEP B IOEREDT SR, FE 2248 (Durand, 1987) $RIGH F IEREIOAA, 4
H T 3 %1 (adjunction ) . M B ( deletion ) . % 4X ( substitution ) FI & #H
(rearrangement ) PUFPSEAMSRERRAE, DL EAHIA] . AHRL. AS[RVRIAE S A 2
R ZE AR R I, JEMTEE T R R 0SB R, X IR R
BBRBEHEAT TSR . AR AR R BRE TR, 15 B 45 1e 50 B Ak
HAE FBREEML A2, NEXER BF, W asg ke
FERRARFTRETE AR BT . SO IR hERIE 1T, PRI B BIFFE AR A% X A0 5
FG K — BT - H ),

SESEAL = P SRR DT A0, JERIE S5 N (Philips& McQuarrie, 2004 )
BT Ui IR A4, A ST A58 X G2 540 R SCHAE S 48 22 H 3l
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T 9 AN FEIERIE SRS RO MR N B A TR (g ]
Jis) o Horp, HERE—PLSE X SR A S5 Fa R AR PR P B M AR Z e SC &R
FAEIFE . A AMECEROC R, o I B4R Mt 7 AP X G — i H
B, R AR AR R AR — LR R R B, A2
T LR EENMATE RIS G, R = 5C R Pl sd X AR 2 i i, B
SAMEZHEIE. WMEEE LR, IFERM T IE SRR E KR,
MEAEREEE, BRNREREE, ZORIEHE FRER, 4R 0 X
VERIERRIGENS G Z A Y18 e &, EEAF RIS M LB AR A G &R,
HA PRSI AR FIAR S PR R4 6 R T EE R BLHEAE R 2 B R
ZIESTHR AR, MPERICHR, MM RZE AL IR OCER, k1
PR — B L3R n] B D by AR A A B SR SRt
A RH ABhSiR I8 PR X R 22 H A PR B G e —BUm M, XA — B T U R |
Py s sh I B iy, donf DUR N AESS I A, HEREREILECRIAT, e 1 &
S5 BN BB AT PR A 2 5 T LR X G A RAE o A S U 5 3R A R
S, IS EEE R DA B S R R IR o dnge 1 AR R AR =S EFIF,
FIERAE R i D REE R 25 5 (ROEBA KA, AHLE S BRG] A
THRBRATHTIRES) o BRAE QA P I B TETEAT S M TR IR (935 5L, PO 56
FRAEAEIESE ™ b B DRI ITAE s ARDLSG 2R o (938 SR R 7 20150 1 Z2 bl fig
WRRAEIER, HUIH VIR TR EAROCR T, i M2 5 1 A
ORIV, PRETE SCRANH E PR R IR IR T . R b, ER B T30,
PABEA T8 SCRYAHE o

SV IESEAL 2 PEA S, 2 S0 E B A E Th LsE E E ATSE A T O TR
ZURY B, RO T IR A 5 IR IR Z 22 50, RO LRl — Ak
AT A RE R R RIS R R SR PE OIS . I AE R ABIF TR AR LAY £ L
Bk MRl . T B MO0 M A 18] RO B RO A RIS . BlRiE
SRR PRIG R BE o3 A 25 0T BB R 7 AR 52 T ) L R TR N A T B,
S5 Sr PR DO T8 & IS R SR Z A S 2

JUEREERSOR, EREF ARG ERETT SN, e S RS
W E 377 A B TR B RE . KB (Jeong, 2008) XfiF 5 Fl IR AT
T oY, FEIRAERE R I BT S AU, A O O (X A AR U
Ber&ar (1) AHERRNEREIG; (2) AiliE iRt A5 ;
(3) BB F IR G R, X —xhil S AR 7 2675 504X
SRS 286, AL E FAE g R, &S, SRR
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A1) Bl o R R B O S 2R AN, ELRHE (Barthers, 1977) H3F IR
FSCFRIRHI TS, 487 307X EEGA P 4k A E PR E2E R TIRE, A2
W E MRS Y, R 1R 5 ARG E BT B A B PR HERR A%
e ST JEse (Martinec, 2005) BIBFFEAL IR 5 307 A7 R T8 L A AR X 57
KA VUSACZ ERYTE SOCRIEAT TSI, 25 7R IRAHELL

®1 BEBETR 9 AR

B EEE ORetE) Je
*ﬂﬁ =\ (=]
X‘T% ‘E"Xj’%‘é'ﬂz
(AMBAHX) ML (A {2 B) R (A% B)
'( /
Py » . % ~%i’ 4 % ﬁn%”biz)ﬂ?%;é{:@?
);{EHR?}{TD *‘f_a?‘}&f? /\/“]éljjib%
5
=1
% S
W -
||| -
X R
%y |
T ki A s, | Cutis BB | A o 2 A A
LR EME, TG h—HE T, R FE R W SeiE R
AR AR,
E{{Jﬁ% > BETTER
| e g; ,g‘@w >
FAK | ) " - b g S
TG | o i | —— -
A K IR k| REE R M o BE R | KRR ERRELA
hEmEE, Wet et —HE —ERAEI T,
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= XTEGEFEZIERREE

EUSAE T B TR 3 M EHR B R SCAR Z M BB 6 &, HETX 5
AIAITSE T B AL AR ZR R TT (5 2 Ak B AU BRI 0 IR A A e AT 35
PLEOAE BALFRHEAT XS LG, A9 2 & iAo AR 15 B L gad #2, A
SR EAF DAL B o WEE, BB E B BRI L RAFIARE,
T HE A7 A O B 48 & S8 4k (Serig, 2006), 17 4 KX (image schemas,
Efland, 2002) . #:&JE4 (conceptual blending, Fauconnier & Turner, 2002 )
S5 TR T B S A 3 3 B e 178 22 S R A AR

BZVRIEM R, EURERE R x5 T m iy 2ok, |5k,
IR L B R LB A RS e RE T, R S B R A N TR . A
WFFERE AT XS B 58 A5 L 00 b G T3 A AR AR TR 5 R Re Y — Fh B 2
( Blazhenkova & Kozhevnikov, 2010) , X055 %t 245 B 0040 B S 1A 4 WL
AR BB, R SRR AR SRR ERAE, AR R 2R
A RS AOERAE T TR T — S RS DA RN RE ) R e 41 1 3R
TEEMG A L RE I w s . RR B ER S ARG . BIRICHL . BB TR AR T
T A 2 T 2 v A5 DAL FERE T 22 5% o (Blazgenkova & Kozhevnikov, 2010)
HR, BIE (5 BRI E A R R IR, HHEL LR LFRK
DA BLA X R B, BT A Y GRS 0 IR S R AT AR A 4 5 1 5 B
XL X G AL B 5 SO 50 55 ST AR B IR G T 2 T AR T R
PR TER SR (McQuarrie & Mick, 2003), fE 1 # # A1 70 A B B9 4
B AHIOCZEBY A el B2 22 50 %) R M5 BAL BREE 1A 520 o X A58 18 SCA
SR FORIEL B 1) 27 o) R 1 B L B R R E B AR, i, BFSRR R,
PP SR, I R A IR RO XU 1Y 4 R PEAE E TR ((Peracchio,
2005) , HATHTE X EURME B T 2N T. (extensive processing) , 7ELSL
I BN X R 3R, (753 2 TR 3R A% I 1 A M A s T o 7 i 5
PE I, X EEPR R A BEXHE 2 AR, IR, BUR B R SCAIRE—H
TR, ARXESIRLEEZ INAITT R, 1A TR NTERCR I E W, BE
AR, X TEAE RGN, I K 09 2355 1% Hoalt 47 i
B2, RIART K B AN S AT BRI 2 . (MceQuarrie & Mick, 2003)

FRLL, He BB EDEAY - FR IS - L7 #ie (Hall, 1973), M8
FHE T RN 2R F2 1) 25 S AR 38 70 32 ARME LA 58 44 ) 5 A5 R 31 10 i TR B T
&, B “UrR” I oL, XT it 2 ) A = A S o (RN
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TR NTEBSEARE AN OL T, B AT REXT SCAR AT XS HUrE M e, dhfd) & &
o WL, TR 25800 T8 FR B R RSO AT E 1

M., BEBEEXZRMIE

BRI, YRGB R R EUR e, BB
TR oy B 1 o IEISCOC RN R, BFFE A R I 352 3070 A
KW (voluntary) , THFEATHE 2% 1, WA BATH; SR A &R
ST, XTI A S i g b, — B s RSN S S . R AE B
FEARIEYE, JUHURTEAN . RS M A P B PR AN SO, (R  aX
X R A S SO, MR 45 RO #E A8 A #. (MceQuarrie, 2007)
T2 5 B FEMGAE T, F5 2L LD 52 1 A A S sl B 3 S s M g A e &2
(%%, R, SHAMAIRETL, HHENs5ETER, Wit
S 7 A TN B 0 25 R G (1101284 . (Cian, Krishna & Ryan, 2014)

TP SHEREHRIE R B AR S VU R Y & A O, BRSBTS B
B ETURTIANRE, BREIE I dl G F SR, A BE & BT
R TEEMEL, "TRISRILTE & W02 5 OB R B BB 4R L Y
FREARE, TG VA S A Sk AT QA s, R 5 e 21
HIGER, TERENE I S | TR B i A B S . RE S U TS AL 2
ARFIE AWK A RERS BB K AEE A AR . AABRRE S THEA
REMEA TR AL AR PRI, e WA Z o (McQuarrie & Mick, 1996)

B2, FHEMSRIEAT UL IR BE 1 9% & X T 45 8 B S B S
(Se-Hoon, 2008) —fIA Ny, H 2% & I AWM x5 B TR 40 n 12,
WFoe s B, hiE 2 B B S 4255 A E oG E R R 173 B
(Pieter, 2008) A 2N A5 B RS A1 b BREE A2 51 K AP () M2, FEfE
SBAL PR Y e 2 R IG RE I 7 AR O B A SRS . ] (McQuarrie) 45
MIRFFEHE T BUSAE RELE B AR O A 45 0F R 38 ARSI, SRZ AR
BREMT S, SRR ok UGG B B B85 4 5 RS 7 2% 3 A0 R A2 An s &t
RSB

A, RABEBAE TR SCARREHE LI 2 3 4 B INE AR B E . BFFT IR
e A3 A 14 LB oy 2 (o 2 3 S ) A ) R TR, R
fE M 26T 1512 FH Bev () 2 90T~ BE RE RS 02 U 314 2% 2 0047 T ARG 4l 4 1 8.
T, PR E TR EYE . (Se-Hoon, 2008)
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H. £k

1 B BB ST EUG RN SO R SRR, i, XRS AR i ] Rtk
A (ELM) B, TEARRSCT . IR S MAE R AT = RIE MBI
HULEAREE, TRR IR 25 RIE VG E R, DO EIRAE
BRMTREAZER, KB TEHER, SBOHHE R LR
BEAFTTH AL, (Scott, 1994a, 2007) X FH#FFEMBLZ M T 20 H42 30
AEAREORAT 557 . SCRMIZRZERE ARG B9 SR, 20T LUBSE IR
W77 SR EHER B 2RAT , JCIL RS R B B N AEL], A58 o st afe L 7E
SER AT (R AR (EL

KRB TR USRI T o BT BT A, AAE T 5 L AR 4 o JE — B
A AR, WIS TS B P A R X &, it At
SURARE BT RARBLSE 1 T B BHR AR UBUE X B2, T
e—EHAHRNEZENTSRE . X795 REME LRI AR T,
i AR R A R B S FEd R E B AT, P R R R B
RERFTCRYEL G TS S8 R 0 A3l MR P F ARG . AR
an RS A SR R BRI, P SRR R R BT,
PRAF R BESE 32 R BT, O Bt S A MU A A BRAY A0 . XA 280 T
XM EUG A EIE Bt B A BB R T B RS M Bk . SR, SR G T
M R AR 75 A S S R RS AE  X) AS JB R D BE T T H A AN ] A B
B, RS2 R RN TPA FE R, FEEEE T D AT S
SRR G G, e FAFFR AT, HEIRIE; RO 54 Kb,
ARz o WP 5 0 B T T B, BRI BURAIAERBOR, SR
JERRIAR, LR EMRAEREEIE B9 S BN (E T A

HRTRTFE T 1 R AF AR TE XS G AT LR 7358, B8 200 RUGORL B M ik J At
R AR K/NFERYEIE R AT SR TS, SE S8 [0 B2 5 3 A g T
DI SER S AR BB A I T7 5, HEBRIR SO AR 5 22U X B
E R EGHEITIIE, BOE LGRS R A ——XF L JC Al BB K AR Ik
Fo RUEABIIEER HREI2% R R — A 2B T 305 1) 152 14 152 FRT AL U R 5] 3 4
I8 R I ER R, ARMEAEF B R X WA R K R I R R B
TFBOXMEMNESE, ERGBER PRI, 0%, L5 SURERME R
ERETBLE AR R PR B SRR, B S T8 1R 07 UR 75 240
B2 o AR NSRS R BEAT O B e A i i 07 07 ke = 5 i
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