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Subjectivity of Linguistic Meaning in the Mapping of Multimodal Discourse
Peng Bing—zhuan Jiang Yu-feng
( Harbin University of Science and Technology Harbin 150040 China)

The diversity of speech and communication makes discourse multimodal. The modal of discourse is composed of not only
written language but also sound images gestures and other symbols etc. In other words the non—verbal symbols as well as
verbal symbols of the language have the ideographic function. They both can reflect the “self” and this feature is ubiquitous in
discourse. Typically the subjectivity of linguistic meaning is reflected in the perspective of speakers or the speech of the speak—
ers. In discourse it is also reflected in the perspective of hearers. This article puts verbal information and non-verbal information
into the framework of discourse analysis and explores the subjectivity of linguistic meaning in the multi-modal discourse from the
perspectives of the speakers and the hearers respectively.
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