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Sign: Double Carrier of Information and Meaning
CUI Qi-en ZHANG Xiao=ia
( Institute of Semiotic Education School of Education Wenzhou University Wenzhou 325035 China)

Abstract: The 3 domains of information meaning and sign are often overlapped and as foreign con—

cepts there is no unified standard in the translation so they have been entangled and mixed with each

other for a long time. To get out of the conceptual jungle its relationship should be clarified. Sign is the
common carrier and material shell of information and meaning which can be transformed into each other.

The difference lies in 4 points : ( 1) the information is the precise meaning and the meaning is the exten—
sive information. ( 2) information is the scientific paradigm expression of signs and meaning is the hu-
manistic paradigm expression of signs. (3) Information corresponds to objective events and meaning to
subjective objects. (4) Information has negative entropy ( order certainty unique certainty) and entropy
( disorder uncertainty infinite possibility) .

Key words: information; meaning; signs; semiotics; semiotic education



