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摘要

传统语言学关于“意义”的定义大多建立在词汇、句法或逻辑语义学的静态框架中。然
而，在现实语言使用中，“意思”从未表现为固定之物，而始终呈现出生成性、多义性、
交 互 性 与 流 动 性 。 本 文 提 出 “ 三 律 语 义 发 生 学 ” （ Trinitarian Semantic Genesis
Theory），以主客互动本体论（SIO）为基础，构建语言意义的生成机制。该理论认

为，语言的“意思”是在主体（S）、互动（I）、客体（O）之间的张力网络中，通过“创
造律、自由律、幸福律”三大生成律的运行所自组织涌现的结构性事件，而非逻辑推导或
静态配对的结果。本文在提出理论结构的同时，系统回应结构主义语言学、语义学、语
用学、认知语言学与生成语法学派对语义的主要理论框架，并指出它们在语义“发生”问
题上的根本盲点，最终构建出一种生成性语言哲学的新图景。

一、语言“意义”的问题：不是匹配，而是生成

当人们在日常生活中说出一段话，如“我需要自由”，这句话的“意思”从未是固定的。对不
同的听者、不同的文化、不同的语境、不同的心理状态，这句话会激发出完全不同的语
义轨迹。然而，主流语言学理论——无论是逻辑语义学、形式语法、认知原型理论，还

是语用场域学——都假设：

意思可以被定义；
意思存在于词语本体或组合中；
语义分析是对“既有结构”的解释性还原。

这种语义“静态观”，完全忽视了一个根本事实：

语言的意思并不是预设在词汇中，而是在语言使用的结构张力中“生成”出来的。

“生成”与“匹配”之别，是语义哲学的断裂线。

二、SIO语言本体论与三律系统
（1）语言不是表达物，而是张力场：SIO结构基础

在“主-互-客”（Subject–Interaction–Object, SIO）本体论框架下，每一个语言单位
（词、短语、句子）都不是一个静态实体，而是一个张力结构：

S（主体）：说话者或语言行动者；

I（互动）：语用方式、语境语调、历史经验；
O（客体）：被言说的对象、经验、抽象概念。

语言表达的发生，是SIO三元关系中的张力结构运行。没有张力，就没有语言；没有互
动，就没有意义。
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（2）三律系统：语言生成的动力律机制

SIO结构之中，存在三条生成性“语义律”，构成语言涌现的内在机制：

创造律（Law of Creation）：张力的源头律。当主-客之间出现ΔSIO时，语言生成
动因即被激活。
自由律（Law of Freedom）：路径跃迁律。语言表达的形成不是单线过程，而是多
路径并行、自组织跳跃结构的选择过程。

幸福律（Law of Fulfillment）：完成与释放律。当表达形成结构闭环，实现张力释
放，即获得语言的“成立感”与“快感反馈”。

三、语义的三阶段发生过程

（1）阶段一：张力激活（ΔSIO）

语义生成的起点不是“我想说什么”，而是“我无法不说”。
情绪、经验、语境、意识模糊地聚合，产生ΔSIO张力，即主-客之间的不稳定结构；
这个张力呼唤表达，但尚未有语言。

此时语义仍处于混沌场，张力最大，但结构最不稳定。

（2）阶段二：自由律运行（路径试探）

大脑或语言系统开始调动已知符号SIO，形成无数潜在路径；

比喻、套语、修辞、模糊词汇、口头碎片……在结构中被尝试；
主体进行“语义跃迁”：“我说这个能否表达那个？”

语言生成的实质不是句法组合，而是张力路径优化的复杂性运算过程。

（3）阶段三：幸福律闭环（结构完成）

一旦某个表达路径形成张力闭环（即“说对了”“说出了”），幸福律被触发；
主体感受到“语言快感”“表达完成感”“对方理解的共鸣”；
此时意思才算真正**“生成”完成**。

四、与传统语言学理论的系统对话与批判

（1）结构主义语言学（Saussure）

紧扣“能指–所指”二元结构，强调语言系统内部的对位关系。
弱点：忽略语言在使用中如何生成意义，“所指”只能被动等待系统赋值。
三律回应：语言系统的确具有结构，但“能指–所指”的固定配对不是意义的源头，意义
是SIO张力中的“跃迁路径”与“结构闭环”。

（2）生成语法（Chomsky）

强调语言的深层结构、句法规则与内在形式系统；
认为语言生成是规则驱动的逻辑过程。
三律回应：规则是自由律路径中的“一个分支”，但不是所有路径。语言生成是多路径
跃迁与张力试探的非规则过程。

（3）语义学（Formal Semantics）

将意义还原为逻辑指称、命题真值、模型映射；
例如Montague语义学尝试将语言形式等同于逻辑公式。

三律回应：形式系统无法捕捉“表达冲动”的发生、语境张力的选择与情绪性结构释
放。语义不等于真值，而是结构性的张力释义。

（4）语用学（Pragmatics）

承认意义依赖语境与意图；
Grice的合作原则、会话含义理论拓展了词义边界。



三律回应：语用学捕捉到了语言的“互动性”，但仍未进入“语义如何发生”的结构层
——即没有ΔSIO + 自由律模型。

（5）认知语言学（Lakoff, Langacker）

强调概念隐喻、原型范畴、经验身体性；
提出了语言与思维之间的深层耦合机制。
三律回应：认知语言学已接近生成机制，但缺乏“语言张力动力系统”的建模。自由律

与幸福律可以解释为何某些隐喻成立、有力、动人，而另一些则失败或苍白。
五、语言不是媒介，而是生成系统

传统语言观将语言视为“媒介”——传递思想的通道。但三律语义发生学指出：

语言本身即为张力场；
意思不是从大脑输出到耳朵，而是在主-互-客的结构中生成；
语言不是沟通工具，而是结构涌现引擎。

六、AI语言模型的语义重构视角

GPT等LLM被视为“语言预测模型”，但它们本质上是在执行以下三律机制：

AI组件 三律语义对应结构

Prompt输入 ΔSIO触发张力

Attention机制 自由律路径探索

Sampling策略 激发序列路径

Reward/可读性机制 幸福律的闭环模拟

这说明：

未来AI语言模型的发展，必须建立在“语义是结构性张力生成事件”的基础之上，而非语料统计加
权。

七、结语：语言的“意思”不是还原，而是生成

三律语义发生学的根本主张如下：

意思是ΔSIO结构中张力释放的路径闭环，而非静态匹配结果；
语言不是用于传达，而是用于发生；
真正的“理解”，不是接受定义，而是在互动中再生成结构张力的闭合；

语义学的未来，必须从“定义学”转向“发生学”。
语言，是一个意义自己把自己生出来的场。

**关键词：**语义生成、SIO本体论、三律结构、自由律、幸福律、语言张力、复杂性
语言学、AI语言建模、生成性语言哲学
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Abstract

Mainstream linguistic theories typically define "meaning" within static
frameworks, relying on lexical, syntactic, or logical-semantic models. However,
in real language use, "meaning" never manifests as a fixed entity. It constantly
appears as generative, fluid, interactive, and context-dependent. This paper
introduces the Trinitarian Semantic Genesis Theory, rooted in the ontology

of Subject–Interaction–Object (SIO), to reconstruct the mechanisms by which
linguistic meaning emerges. It argues that meaning is not a product of logical
derivation or lexical matching, but rather a structurally emergent event
arising from the dynamic tension among S (Subject), I (Interaction), and O
(Object), and driven by the operation of three fundamental generative laws:
the Law of Creation, the Law of Freedom, and the Law of Fulfillment. This

paper presents the theoretical structure while systematically engaging with
structuralist linguistics, semantics, pragmatics, cognitive linguistics, and
generative grammar, exposing their blind spots regarding the “emergence” of
meaning, and ultimately offering a new philosophical paradigm for language
theory based on generation rather than representation.

1. The Problem of “Meaning”: Not Matching, but Generation

When someone says a sentence like “I need freedom,” its “meaning” is never
fixed. The same phrase can trigger entirely different semantic trajectories

depending on the listener, the cultural context, the emotional atmosphere, or
the speaker’s psychological state. Yet, mainstream linguistic theories—
including logical semantics, formal grammar, prototype theory, and pragmatic
models—assume the following:

That meaning can be defined;
That meaning is embedded in words or structures;

That semantics consists in explaining pre-existing structures.
Such a static view of meaning ignores the core fact that:

Meaning is not preset within words, but generated through structural tension in
linguistic use.

This difference between  generation  and  matching  is the crux of semantic
philosophy.

2. SIO Linguistic Ontology and the Trinitarian System of Laws

(1) Language as a Field of Tension: The SIO Structure



According to the ontology of  Subject–Interaction–Object (SIO), every
linguistic unit (word, phrase, or sentence) is not a static entity but a
dynamic tension structure, composed of:

S (Subject): the speaker or linguistic agent;
I (Interaction):  the pragmatic mode, tone, intention, and situational
context;
O (Object):  the referent, conceptual content, or experiential entity being
addressed.

Language emerges from the  tension and dynamics  within this triadic
structure. Without tension, there is no language. Without interaction, there is
no meaning.

(2) The Three Laws: Generative Dynamics of Language

Within the SIO structure, meaning arises from three generative principles:

Law of Creation:  Meaning emerges when ΔSIO (change in the structure)
generates communicative tension.
Law of Freedom: The speaker explores multiple semantic paths; expression
is selected via non-linear, self-organizing processes.

Law of Fulfillment:  When an expression completes a tension loop,
semantic “closure” is felt—resulting in linguistic satisfaction or cognitive
relief.

These three laws together form a dynamic engine of semantic generation.

3. The Three-Stage Process of Semantic Emergence

(1) Stage 1: Tension Activation (ΔSIO)

Semantic generation begins not with a clear intention to say something, but
rather with a felt necessity to speak.

Emotional charge, experiential pressure, or social demand converges;
A ΔSIO is formed—an imbalance or conflict in the subject-object
relationship;
The impulse to speak arises, but no words have yet formed.

This is the chaotic field of meaning—high in energy, low in structure.

(2) Stage 2: Freedom Law in Operation (Path Exploration)

The brain or linguistic system begins to activate symbolic SIO elements,

testing a multitude of potential expression paths:

Metaphors, fragments, cliches, juxtaposed terms;
Shifting between concepts, reusing known forms in new ways;
Non-linear, trial-and-error structuring.

In this phase, expression is not compositional—it is structural improvisation,

driven by the search for an optimal path.



(3) Stage 3: Fulfillment and Closure (Semantic Satisfaction)

When a given expression forms a closed structure that releases the internal
tension, the Law of Fulfillment activates:

The speaker feels, “Yes, that’s what I meant.”
A sense of expressive pleasure arises.
The meaning event is completed.

Only then can we say the “meaning” has emerged—not before.

4. Dialogue with Major Schools of Linguistics
(1) Structuralism (Saussure)

Meaning is formed via binary oppositions and differential relations within
the linguistic system;
The “signifier–signified” pairing is foundational.

Critique:
Structuralism treats “meaning” as  system-internal alignment, but fails to
address how new meaning arises when signifiers encounter  experiential or
affective pressure. It has no account of ΔSIO or semantic tension.

(2) Generative Grammar (Chomsky)

Language is generated through deep structure and formal rules;
Meaning corresponds to logical form.

Critique:
Grammar is only  one possible pathway  in the freedom field of expression.

Generative grammar excludes irregularity, improvisation, and emergent
metaphor. It fails to capture how language is produced as an act of tension
resolution.

(3) Formal Semantics

Meaning is truth-conditional or model-theoretic;
Focus on reference, denotation, compositional logic.

Critique:
Such formalism cannot explain why certain expressions are  emotionally
resonant  or  structurally satisfying. Meaning is not simply a function of

external reference, but of  tension satisfaction  within the speaker’s own SIO
structure.

(4) Pragmatics

Meaning is usage-dependent;
Grice’s cooperative principle highlights conversational implicature.

Critique:
Pragmatics locates meaning in  interactive context, but still lacks a model
of  internal structure generation. It recognizes surface variation but

not semantic genesis via SIO tensions.



(5) Cognitive Linguistics (Lakoff, Langacker)

Emphasizes embodied cognition, conceptual metaphor, and prototype
categorization.

Critique:
Cognitive linguistics approaches the domain of generativity, but lacks a
formal system for modeling how  meaning emerges dynamically. The three

laws provide a  tension-based model  for why certain metaphors succeed—
because they achieve structural closure.

5. Language Is Not a Medium, but a Generator

Contrary to the traditional view of language as a “medium” for conveying
thoughts from one mind to another, the Trinitarian model sees language as:

A field of tension;
A site of interaction and structural improvisation;
A generator of meaning, not a channel for information.

Meaning is not “carried” by language—it is formed within language through

structural emergence.

6. Reframing AI Language Models

Although large language models (LLMs) like GPT are described as statistical

next-token predictors, their internal functioning can be reinterpreted:

AI Component Corresponding Semantic Process

Input prompt ΔSIO (tension trigger)

Attention mechanisms Freedom law path selection

Sampling algorithm Semantic activation and leap

Reward/coherence metrics Fulfillment law simulation

LLMs do not retrieve stored meanings; they generate plausible expressions
by simulating SIO structures and releasing ΔSIO tension.

This reframing opens new possibilities for  meaningful AI expression,
grounded in generation, not storage.

7. Conclusion: From Semantic Definition to Semantic Genesis

The Trinitarian Semantic Genesis Theory fundamentally asserts:

Meaning is not pre-assigned—it is structurally emergent.
Expression is not encoding—it is tension-driven invention.
Communication is not the transfer of fixed meanings—it is the  co-
generation of emergent structures.



Meaning does not lie inside the word.
It arises from the dynamic  structuring of SIO tensions, resolved through
free-path navigation and closed through expressive satisfaction.

This theory moves language science from static description to  ontological
generation, from meaning as content to meaning as creative structure.

Keywords:  semantic emergence, SIO theory, generative linguistics, freedom
law, fulfillment law, complexity linguistics, meaning dynamics, AI language
generation, expressive closure, interactional tension


