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Trinitarian Semantic Genesis Theory
— A Structural Dialogue with Contemporary Linguistics on the Dynamic
Generation of Meaning

Author: Dr. Wang Desheng (Founder of the WDS Semantic System)

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), | (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:

e That meaning can be defined;

e That meaning is embedded in words or structures;

e 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;

¢ | (Interaction): the pragmatic mode, tone, intention, and situational
context;

e 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:

e Law of Creation: Meaning emerges when ASIO (change in the structure)
generates communicative tension.

e Law of Freedom: The speaker explores multiple semantic paths; expression
is selected via non-linear, self-organizing processes.

e 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 (ASIO)

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

e Emotional charge, experiential pressure, or social demand converges;

e A ASIO is formed—an imbalance or conflict in the subject-object
relationship;

e 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:

e Metaphors, fragments, cliches, juxtaposed terms;

e Shifting between concepts, reusing known forms in new ways;

e 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:

o The speaker feels, "Yes, that's what | meant.”

e A sense of expressive pleasure arises.

e 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)

e Meaning is formed via binary oppositions and differential relations within
the linguistic system;

e 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 ASIO or semantic tension.

(2) Generative Grammar (Chomsky)

e Language is generated through deep structure and formal rules;

e 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

e Meaning is truth-conditional or model-theoretic;

e 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;

o 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)
e 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:

o A field of tension;

e A site of interaction and structural improvisation;

e 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 Al Language Models
Although large language models (LLMs) like GPT are described as statistical
next-token predictors, their internal functioning can be reinterpreted:

Al Component Corresponding Semantic Process
Input prompt ASIO (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 ASIO tension.

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

7. Conclusion: From Semantic Definition to Semantic Genesis
The Trinitarian Semantic Genesis Theory fundamentally asserts:

e Meaning is not pre-assigned—it is structurally emergent.

e Expression is not encoding—it is tension-driven invention.

e 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, Al language
generation, expressive closure, interactional tension



