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This paper investigates significations in architecture and space from a
semiotic perspective. Architecture is not space in itself ; it is rather a
representation of space, which implies socio-cultural contexts. The semiotic
perspective provides a significant framework for the analysis of architecture
and space. In the phenomenology of space, the meaning of existence works
on the memory which is evoked from the perception by virtue of semiosis.
The analyses of morpho-syntax and of pragmatics in architecture and space
with linguistic methodology are constitutive for the semiotics of
architecture and space. As for a case study, T analyze the space of the
“‘atrium’ at the POSCO Center in Seoul and it shows semiotic significations
of architecture and space.
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¢ Christian Norberg-Schulz/ 24383 9 (1985[19711), A& 27b A&, A2 Y2 THAL
p.9. o] AEHH A2 Agd 7] gt HAE g2 2599 A=y I Az
455 210l BT,

¥ Maurice Merleau-Ponty (1945), Phénoménologie de la perception, Paris: Gallimard,
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2.1 A Zyzt AE aea F7HE =4

& Z-FE A 372 oln] A EHe] Aok 94, 2= AAFea A2 Al A
FZHE Tgh o mEY, <olu] PAAEH 980 F A Aoy, f-l=
AA e Adez 2YUd 2 HE A o]l 4 gl () ANUE A9 FhL
Sl Al 2 AN Eo] felet EA419 YA whdd] "AFHe] dlen EA= £47)
A A A} Fgolgh=s 2L HAFEG ™ L, 85 o2 7k walrt 2o
zHg-9] AA A HAHES dAH] Ut} ste e, ArlEiddoln] A&HHe=
gtk olg % FTholdd coln| FAdE o] gl5oo] Egolr] wiEe 74 =gl A
B sk= Aol obd, ArE)T9d A Z(perception) & 24 F7HS o]okr|E 4 9l
Ay 93 uel| A A 2 Fhe AEH F 719 A Al(presupposition) & A g o] F th
AEZ FHS A2 9 A3 FRGE U HE A A7) REdAE S
At gt d o2 A Y= BHAQ 7|2 - &(archetype) T& 9 o]l o g A gh
Q42 FAH e ouEaa) gt Ale] o] 3 A9F wAY A g A AE gl
olH g A& FHE AHE A1E-Z8H A= ALA 7Y, EA AlAY A 2]
£ E8A ouE AAsn $AT £ Jde EYE o2 & e A FUF
(inter-subjective)0] 7| wlw-oll A3 AUl o) 413783t F7teo|n mekA o]
oA el I did AE5H Y, A5 TR FEY e gy AAE
FH¢0 BE HAEL 30 dAlsta, T2 &) 917] wEel g

fEle B0 EAE Fol dn 2AYS Brh 28 o Fite FAH R

ARAA 73, 23S 2AEE Y e 58T F3E AV ok sHA T 8] = )7, 27
7y a8]3 @z 7hEd o shurtozs FEg 2o it AAE o 4 gloh
A zyz} E7ho] cF7FE (spatializing) 7] 5 &0 AP A devid, EAFow o] gl
H]F7F3 9l (non-distancing) 7171 &S B84 fEle AAY FFHem, 75139l
EX S gL F5-817 olslshr] oy ®

F7H2 ©s] A E e o] ofel, fe]Y 4ho] o]F A& Fo)7]| % stk
AEskA DAY, 17k o F FE Y F3h A4 A -3 7S (mental inscription) o]
gk WH FIHE g Ave EAolth A7), A%, 3 we] Fih2 23 F7h
7V Zlola, Aldl, Al B vkl FE9] 719§ Uld I £33 Folth

o]lg % fElE AR UA T FollA #AA AAZEE v Easl A A4AH
A= & TAd =70 Aolzith oy o] & 37 FEsiA TREEA etk
o]AF ol 44 g2, 7 T dig AMEE dF7 ol f-E WA Fhe] Ad ojd
& Yoyl 2 F FEL o] £, 22 43 A WA (correlation) S Takr] Ys) Aot 7

ghEA] Ak o) 98 B $Elel 42 A A 0 Ul 37
F FPAAE %S BUF 714 UG BB $219] 7] D memory) & A R B

.

* ibid, p.291.

® Christian Norberg-Schulz /48H 9, op.cit, pp.13-14. A7 A &1 58 2 (typology)ell
Holl A ApA5] =25 1 ATt

® Yi-Fu Tuan (1977), Space and Place . The perspective of experience, Minneapolis :
University of Minnesota Press, p.12. cf. ©] 2] 3 2(Ch.3)0l| 4 'ofo]' 9] =2} 9129 A7}
o gk FAL 2nj&ET)

T opA7 (2004), TEIEY 710, Aslolzhdin], YN £A9 SnS. , g 4EE T
pp.13-14.

¢ ibid, pp.14-17.
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Ad, £2, AAF, ASFE 7o q FE Yy g g4 &)
oz EAsIH, A7l YA He otk cAZH ke A& o]
A &st, 71y &), 7198 B 2AF) el geld Tl B r1g9L
Y A(folds)yS 714 A, BhAbeke] 7199 5o m TAF o)l FARES
2]7F oA FE AET A ayistmztA] L= dA;dE Fadt
Yol — &, F7H H & AV s 343 S Fsto o] F gtk o] A6 94
A Fe F9aEQ s FAE2 ZFYglel oy, A= -8l 61199
19& Z3] &A19 #AF(presence)S P& 4= Ak 719 $ele AALE
ElY] g ZpAo] 7] 1 Ehr] wolth 2y R R FE A7), S R eke
ol o8 Mo FHHA o]y gl B 7|o] Zdgle] MEA dx2E
etz Atz QA4S JAg gtk AollA] B 2 (Charles S. Peirce)7}
712 A E(semiosis)¥ Hol Atk o714 7Y (memory)S&—3 9] fo=®
E 98} —3) A Al (interpretant)ol] 8] @3 Aol o] S H e mAHQ ez
9] tholojaBo 2 RE 531, FHY 7|54 E(semiosis)x Tha o] X413}

(schematization)®}] & 4 91t}
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Figure 1. ¥ 22(Ch. Peirce)] 7] &2+ $-(semiosis) © 256 431 F7+9] 71 a7 &

o 2 s wrEolA = Aoz} F4olt) Hlof Q1= Ale| = Sl A HE=
T A0 GeA DA G S1g WE MEA Bololt e
Bl Dot ol A2e] BE QREL sz S0 A0 A3 Agm.
FH SO, B BHCLAIES] 255 300 BB BEAAE 91¢
‘a9 AHE FNE 7ASOE B = A4 B ¢ stk A7) A4 flE oleg
=9 e F7o] 7|9 o=, JDIE,/‘HﬂEi sﬂ&,o] A= AL FEH L
ot} F7he] RaA0]l £4.2 Al (openness)™ 849 7) 54 (interpretability)e] 7] o] &
olth. Telme B7he A4S 7] thel shie) 7] 59} chex] ekt 0

23 273 A4 e A=

o]l BAAE 7FAHEY Y YIRS Ty EA F7he] v vhe] AA 2A
(delimitation)& o] u]2b2-9] a3 2ol 1 24F 2HE A Lgch FHe 7130
ofa] whEelA= lﬂ—‘?—ﬁh—’— 4A Aag ¢ dAAT, a5 Aide] ofd F
EFA AR en A AFL AFE oA o T 37 = Bk 2

FaA A sE 74%% C’h]r ‘%‘—‘.‘% AA stz 2oy, BAE AA st zrgol

* Maurice Merleau-Ponty, op. cit., p.327.
Y of. ubR (2004), op, cit,
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Figure 2. =LI1&2 =2, T 2lA OtEIUI (a place) Figure 3. ZHIOl= &1 &, T1ElA OLEIUI (the place)
HHCHS 2ol 2rb= 28 e 2 Z0I0H HAsie At S2 A50] 2=
Ol IR0l o0elA GRs & 5 HEUNCEE D20 HOLX EAS
BiCH. Z10ICH

ol0lkl B - g2 (2005), THSel 22,  &54 2, THAS0|g 22012, , 231, p.6a.

&ho] bl (Martin Heidegger)= "9 &3k, &7 2348 #A o ol 2\} =3
Ab FF Abol9) sAC gk AR E AFEIHA], el =
AN S22 Fiet HF9 ?{i‘)ﬂ/’ﬂ space, place, location o5 9 %—0101] EHE]-
A2 oz F3lgk =27} BolA| eFx dvk AP ARl o]l g3 &

B, e R Yo s HAH Farwn 24—451':]' H]'quﬂ e %Rhﬂ‘}‘}ﬁ
A S &7k dF-Eoleka 5101 dedl, FEle 7 Adel Aagh 718k e
HzA7le A& 2715 s o=e ds o33 ¢ AA] @Al (tautology) 7} A8
Qe AE E 4 Yk AgkE Ade]l AE 3lo] oY R, Fitolg: Ade] 3
o] F= 212 o 7] Wt A &4} FeH(Yi-Fu Tuan)ol] WET, “FdHAHo R
T ArlE FE FAaY g §REd T FAAaRd —%}&}&10]‘:}.
FAE A FNA Edsle 87 TS o 2 A S F | kA E a7
Hol| b} T2 Fark gopt e dutdem fdEe) 7k ﬂ'%oﬂ’q, T
71 (function) ¥ &5 (activity) ¥ F(H) 22, = Welkcontext) st B A AL

_4

ar
(&)

HoZold (2005), TASR B4, Sa4 9, TS0l Rl |, A2 - D3, p.63.
1 ACNA  op. cit., p.69.

1 Martin Heidegger (1975), "Building, Dwelling, Thinking", in Poeiry, Language,
Thought, trans. by Albert Hofstadter, New York : Harper & Row, pp.152-155.

Y vi-Fu Tuan, op. cit,, p.6.
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atolel Al ofsly “Faes AT HAFTo] Fe dE FUE =2llls A
A Af-9k AAGe] Holg sl PAoz A AN aeg
Bt 0] olm AU E AR, Qzk @99 Aol Fark Qo] A7 A9
CpA] Zhol] ol #° S4& HoAakA| Wk <2 vhA AFRo] 91303 o] o) 7} opLicy.
Pt A5 o1del Zloleh e BgHol 3 o] 9t WL nolt, NS
Aoks RE Aotk ol @ stold AL Qzkat B Alel9) WA U@ AHRE
Aot Aarle) A E zpelss ABHECE A shat FokYiFu Tuan)zt ool
eA oA ddst AR B TS e A= (Edward Relph) E
“ganell gk Aol bl SAE vEhiAl He A2 B3, AEH sEdlA
oltp ¥ el AFIIHA, e thgk AAHolm HEFH ouEge] e AS
AA ek o] FheAde] FA—F, ¥31% WEcontext) oA $EE HIE g2
sense of place)?] 7|38 2tk

24 F0 g4 kg

X Atopos. S 2F0F a0 of A A Q] Ml
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EM < st
H?(g%é‘,‘) ............... > ﬂh?(%'/ﬂé‘,‘)
=240l B 40
a9 39
H|-Al & B P » H|-H =2

\ J/

ol Mi=2 & Hl-Haf AF2] 20| AlAH
(FIRA LA chaosmos)

Figure 4. 7] @84 &4 ol 4] FAprojection)§ B X A (topos, F7H 73 42] ke

Holl A AA = FF Fae] el #Agk 7l AbzbEE T8 ek (Algirdas
Julien Greimas)@] 73 v 2o v}G-& £, A9 37 9o 715503 on] 24 &
A EoAolth o]7)A] H-AF AlAlFERs s AdNE @AY Fell AlA gk
‘& A 2] 2 B]-F AHnon-represenatation) 7% 2] &| 0] AlA oA e AR EE £

Edward Relph (1976), Place and placelessness, London : Pion, p.8.
ibid, p.1, Y& ; Martin Heidegger (1975), op. cit, pp.152-155.
ibid., p.3.

ibid., p.9.
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= Oa AashA nFEE Stk dubdo s 719 A(chaos)s Azt 298g 94
sl A3ty AAE SEES AP der EIAAG A& dASA ¥
Boqon Astus @ ol Eolth $e19) Aolgh ALusk, vhd o|A(asw )
94 ol7 o] BE7FA] o A(Fhe. ) AlolE U3k F shxel, slA 0] B H]-EAd AF 9
o) AA = LB 29 £F &l A& Ho], B(AoDe FEl2 E J(representation) 2
o a2, H4 FIHtopological space)?l] WITH Zle gk QAo BEdlzA HAA s )
T Fie AN olAE AFAANAY, mAR 0 FFe 0] FAMS ofuld
AZ £EA EE G5 AL 9 o] BT e AFHE AL e} @
Aotk olE €W, duf AlFeA el ety AE, AUt ® Ado]
cZEA o Qe e Aol ohd e AR e dAE £xsta 917] af ook ®
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o] FollM= UFE st Aoz HF3ta, 115 doje] 487 oujd] el o]
AL AlEath Aol A gzl A B AlZE s 713 (Architecture)S Tk 7]
(building)#F T8 =] A, A ofe] A G2 o] Aaldl nHF JEE F sl gt ¢
Adolet 7 TE| 7| &4 FANN A% TN 7|5 E 2E LA do

3.1 Adol=A {59 A5 3D

4, A& Adolehy EAS ueld BY, AFL stdsile 4 a4 ZHF
HAAE o] F7] Wil Z4zto] 2= Aol el AR shte] & 2x(phoneme)dl] -5-2
T Ak &zt SA4Ee] mFHe A ukE, A 2 A4em Z df=
e AFE ks AAA Bz E ddY A54s Vvez @ E
A9 7154 Adod EAHE FHgE oleld FAHANM 229 54
AR (syntax) ] GGl £310, H o) E A o] Il = BhEiTh 2y or| e
Aol AF9 Bdste] Aol e —2d At ofT)a
(sememe)2] 2o} FAANMEE o] Zol et 718, AFTo o] 3} g
FAEHR Rl w97 TR 72 el A8 A @] bt

%9 g, BAEGyntax)®] 49 72 Ao mE FHTE)S AlA-
&3], d84de 99 SWUEEY AAH £k Aem F A&(ET
RECEAS ZAZ Addnt A5 71293 ol e At os) o] o7
ADNE FE (formB, FTAL ALE 7]% (function)o] gt B2k Z&(AHh7}

¥ =% X(Gilles Deleuze)dll WEM, 7}2 AR A{chaosmos)ots £o]= AAdx Fo]~
(James Joyce)?} Bh= 49 S5lt}. of Gilles Deleuze -Félix Guattari /014 Y -=-dY 9(19
[1991]), "dtold RAU . , S - Alin] AL p.295.

“ =% 2 (Gilles Deleuze)®} 7FE}](Felix Guattari)®] FAQ FA3to]e 2o1Ql7}, (1991)
(OFd-2dY F9(1995)= =Y 37 ApgE Hofot UlAez FHIP=], choasmos
gt= g0l woll "ot (p.295). 22 ol B E-d{non-representation) =0l "Hel
FIRE S5 29 FE(ph) Y flols EFFSSIEE Zoltt (of. A2ISt (2008). £ 71Ee
(Felix Guattari)®| Chaosmosis (1992)The 0] 9= ASL YAER Fo|q =7 ohct
EF A% et Wote 7EeARACIAE 252 tiet 253 A2 AAI Figure
49 T} A4 A% 715 o] 2] digh A =0l = o 7182 0|57 2 St
24 = (Ferdinand de Saussure)?} W3 Cowrs de linguistique générale (p.171)01 A
AAHAl(rapports syntagmatiques) 2t ABTA (rapports associatifs)2 A= gt ¥ 7+
Ao 2EAQA A4 &4 A7AA ot Aol o5 AlAR] o]}
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AA = ALk FollA 382 (pragmatics)d] <7 st 9ok 29 g} #

F, dF9 28Uyl stuhe] A (thetorical) AEHFOZ FA AL &
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FE 7HA L A AT Bok A5He Az 75 dig AAE 7 sk Al
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AFE Algd qu|E A= rlEE Fstn, 3% 7129 L%e
= ool Al (58] 2P dl=d) AU Aol A 7158 g ofR
.ol Z{Umberto Eco)= ‘715 2] 7] 25 (semiotics of architecture)©] 2} §-A &
5 ¥ 7] Z(Function and Sign), (1968)°ll A =3} ¢14k9] AT A ol ot H4
Bl 519 A, 75 (function)¥} 7] E(signifian)®] A, I3 F =(code)t
9] A=A 9uje] ZAE A7 AFY it AFYA ML gty
AR e R 7% 8 2] Wi, w3 A AW 7 e G E AESe
o g X 7] 5olgt AE AAE AFHA LAY Bl A s 4 9loof gt
BB AR, o, w1, 107 $9 D5 A2 Fse
LaE 7ed aXE Aol ol FARGE 758 715S AlEstA sk
U9 715 Esignifians)ol b oA 1554 BRI EAE 5 Ak ool
e, AW Wk 8 FEbel fle AR #@AI7 gloy, 8]7] Aldo] ZpAl Y
7] E(signifian) S Agksle S4dgr g4H AAE 7HA7] wjEed], AFUA A
o]ZolA & 249 7|5 & AEdhe TAUSE thEv P

71z AN 2E 7] S6ign) B, BHORE 7| K(signifian) o, THE 9
082 715 & VA B 7| signifi) = AT S ok F 7] sE ST 2
ol onex)ol S | Fell Holsts mma f 7lolE FASEA PR
Ate- w8 R 7|27 7] Bisignifianf) 7] e BT obe} b A= 2ASE
Z Al (connotation)®} &S P=t} 7] 5 (function) 2] A](denctation)ol] 7]z 8}e] HALA
ou2 R QA 7hsdt #E5AH m=E 7R M, FA(connotation)E 2] 7}
719)e)] B g Zlolt} 71, dle E-2 7]EL 225 JAs L T EelUAE, AE S
ez PAS AFstaA, 71Ed AL FeHo grE FAHoez oy

B AL, o] HF 744 d(constitutivity)Z dlEAM] A EH BEOIE o2 AFEE
o9} FAleltth 7, FEe A9E A dwrEQ FEo]l AU ¢y nEels
T8N el Boshs 4R E WEEIeT Bk, ol E 4R
W= 7154 ER olald 4 vt skl vt o]e g dAk4 7154 715A Uxey
olAH 75l dEA WEE 7HA EH(axiological) HAl HE L ofr, o] 5 7hA
7152 dArdoz Aegt 2] we Eeldez AE 7RI ARH N EEHEE
Hehel A0 W B2 Q2 719059 4E A i E_gHdges 52
I AR R =R K-8 B B I i

g, A5 7129 Nd AR 2 712 AAIRA 9] &S BAske 8¢ S(frame-
work)S AFd Fed, detze] Ae)strl A E 4 $(Louis Hielmslev)7] Al A 31 91 ¢f
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“ 2w e AHE (2003), " ASY 7550 tigly , A 0 AR ETIAL p.20.

cf. Charles Jencks / M-4E 9 (1987 [1977]), "Adl £ AERTY A=2] Ao] 4, A= B
F3pat.

“ Umberto Eco / 24#d 9 (1998 [1968]), 7|29 @At o<, , A2 dEME 368

“ibid., pp.377-392.
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58 FRE A% 52 dolete] G- H s £B-FAL FArojections}
thg ) 2ol R 5 g} ¥

=24 & Content-Substance A= AHA
Lied
W=-84 Content-Form AE A (IE) I3 B RIS oAl
T8 -="4A Expression-Form SCldE 2Hg40 Zg T4 (223 =9))
Zg3H
EH-_ME Expression-Substance | 22® R @A

Figure 7. Hjelmslev ©] & 7| & o] V] A= 2@ dig 7=

Ao 95 AEAY AELAS9] DF /|5 2 AL 5t o] FAL 4 Aok
714 A4 Z298-342 F A(morpheme)E, 7 W E-F 42 90| A(sememe) =
=@k

LiE-42& Content-Substance =% UM Jtss B ASE Jl=s
LE-g4 Content-Form l(sememe) A = 23 gl WA (system)
H&#-g4! Expression-Form (morpheme] A=E O g WA (system)

28 -&ZE Expression-5Substance =7l 22 282 = U= B =AH
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Figure 8. Eco &] 1A% 71 &.9]

ool G2d, A% AR UAE) BHAN e (function) S A} W

ok 124 A% eomitiom @2 FE Firstel, stol Eudel Pesl
F2% 4 9t A9 g FaelA 942 F 9 B39 997 9k o) ok
ARZAH AAAY, G, %A, S SFA 1 £ 608 2Eol,
27 29 FUA WA FUAL @horeme) NI AN FAT AL, 719) signifé
£ 24 gt a PAe B LAERA 48 A4, 0B T4 5L E 5 Ak

3.3 71224 A5y 37

7% 7] % FH(architectural semiotics, B2 archiosemiotics)o] B €071 A= a2
A% 71539 3 WA dido] E]EP grddel 8 dE 2 AAYUA, ol a
Ao dig she] A4 S22 A5 G299 7158 4, dez Ao A5 t g
14217, ol 2RHEMY AFS Dot 2UA T5FH daHo] A7 T
gl waistieh Uik 7| 5she dnk dojhe] eeks A3 9l7] wiwel] 2 AEH
S8olle 18 @A Aok AR, QR Yrlal N A5E shte] 7|2 R A f5she
- (pespective), FZ o] ThE ol & 7| A8t F9l, & 7] & Gign&EA A Arh=
AeWEHTE 292 4530 715 A E 7] S(metasign)F) #H 02 HE A%
dr}

“ A5 7122 ol - 24T
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Figure 7-8 2 T}
A5 el AL, HE
* Umberto Eco / 71“@"%
' ibid,, p.395.
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I & (Signifiant) =7t (space)

22| (Signifié) Z 2 (culture)

Figure 5. 71 Z&7F 7] 29} 9] o €} 7] E(meta-sign) 5.2 (Greimas 1979)

wAleh S 2ekete] AFH RE AL 7| ZAARA ou)atgS doglr
TZ QuES Ax3 ZYulAA T Greimas)= T F7He] 71 28-S Y5t (Pour
une sémiotique topologique), (1976)°1 4, F 3 Ao ol digl B2 A &3t
(topological space)®] 7] .92 27k 71 E.5h £54) 7]9]9] Abe o1 9he T 717 A9
web § A A A Aot 72 E Tlsste AogE AAEA o7 F
Z1E 0 w2 E3HA 7)o 9] e d5E e A7 E(framework) 2 B TR 31
Aol thgk Z3H3 FTelg EEToRM, 7|EA] AE FAHLR =9HYd
Ao A B ESY dAE A F sk, o]} FAl6 o)A AU F FE
G ola el dig F3H 2o W Al A S Gl ol

agetzo] MmEW, A58 A@EANd dig EAEHA AEIASHANE
FAbprojectiom) o= Al AR thEk Aol AFrE TR, o] AlAlE HAAA) o
TP og, I A o7 of v 3 o] EH dom e 5 9t
9 A(A A étendue)o) & 2 A (substance)o] B, o]Ao] 017b3 WL A By,
o] 8} F7Hespace)o] A7zt 7158k HE(forme)E A F (construction)H| ™, thA] o] gt
Feol F7H2 02 GAE o “Fa(ropie)d} < 3-o] obd TR A (hétérotopie) B
ok o]y A7t ke Fel = A9 FHS AA Nd(les objets réels)?] £
ojn]akA gk

IFE (A EMAD (2 S2F = T4 HiE) v & =4

( etendue  versus espace =  conlinue versus discomrtinue )

0|2 H ZtA (heterotopos)

Figure 6. 914} & 7H(topological space)®] 7] 53 w4 ok (Greimas 1979)

gy o]lH gk 7] Eshd 2l 2 & B9k 30 A5 o] AlA@) vhekgl
gujE AAA 7= R, T B ARl 7|24 o) g o= 7157 Horte
polgtm g 4 Aok ¥ cAZE vtk A& o7 eke] o]d o H(binary
opposition)® AE AAFTE FIHE oW Faef T3o] opd BhE AR FEATH
TYER oAH Fiopos)d] £FFHZ2 HH-3 appropriation)= oW o)A X Fa
(heterotopos)E AR T Wk 7}581H, o] 32 T} 3 vle] L FeA] ou|E
zteth o] dige] delol o8] dAE e G FE AL 234 FYE wW
7129 A o8 FF 75 AAE TERIT0

“ Algirdas Julien Greimas (1979), "Pour une sémiotique topologique”, in Sémiotique de

l'espace, Paris : Denoél / Genthier, p.11.
® ibid, p.12.






