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THE IMAGE ENCODING ON PRINT ADVERTISEMENTS

Wen-Yuan Hu and Chang-Franw Lee

Graduate School of Design
National Yunlin University of Science and Technology
Yunlin, Taiwan 64002, R. O. C.

ABSTRACT

The advertisement image belongs to the non- linguistic semiotics. The purpose of
this study is to investigate the interpretations related to different sign structures, with
experimenting the encode exchange among print advertisements by using the
method of Semantic Differential. Both ages and education levels of the candidates
are strictly controlled in this research. The research is designed to address the fol-
lowing issues. 1. According to the existence condition of sign, the mental image
corresponding to the advertisement image can be deciphered more easily using the
modes of being than those of happen to be. 2. If the existence condition of sign
equals to the characteristic of the modes of being, or if the advertisement image and
the object relation refer to the index sign, the causal relation of the index sign de-
velops the functional statement of the advertisement demand, and the interpretation
of the statement ability is stronger than the icon sign as well. 3. It is easier for those
who with specialized design background than those who without any training to un-
derstand the function statement. 4. The presenting image of Durland technique, un-
der the fixed object, helps to provide a better interpretation of the understanding
condition through this experiment.

Keywords : sign, object, interpretation, print advertisements
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