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Research Context of the Study 

 language is conceived as a social 
phenomenon (Mitsikopoulou 2008) 

 candidates are expected to be informed 
social subjects (Mitsikopoulou 2008) 

 communicative performance is 
discursively defined and multimodal 
(Dendrinos 2008) 

 a variety of discourses, text types and 
topics (Dendrinos 2008) 

 the KPG view of language = a semiotic 
system in which meanings develop 
rather than pre-exist (Dendrinos 2008) 



Multi- Literacies 

 different literacies  discourses = 

different ‘ways of being in the world’ 

(Gee 1996) 

 activation of candidates’ 

‘multiliteracies’ (Cope and Kalantzis 

2000) 

 drawing upon consciously or 

subconsciously attained ‘multiple 

literacies’ (Kern 2000) 

 

 



Multimodality 

 multimodality is an “inherent feature” of 
all aspects of people’s life Matthiessen 
(2013) 

 reconceptualisation of the notion of 
literacy (Unsworth 2006) 

 visual aspects of communication  
worthy of inspection (Holsanova 2012) 

 semiotic division of labour between 
modes (van Leeuwen 2008, Kress 2010) 

 synergistic functioning of modes – 
‘intersemiosis’ (Royce 1998, O’Halloran 
et al. 2012) 

 



The overall aim of the present 

research 
    to provide an account of the 

literacy requirements of reading test 
tasks 

 

 What are the kinds of candidates’ 
socially acquired knowledge that 
contribute to the effective meaning 
making of the KPG source texts 
containing multiple semiotic 
resources? 



Key research questions: 

 What kinds of literacy requirements 

are posed by the multimodal source 

texts of reading comprehension test 

tasks? 

 What kinds of literacy requirements 

are created by the generic questions 

that accompany the source texts? 



SF Theory: focus on  

Halliday’s metafunctional principal 

 a social semiotic theory where meaning 
depends on context (Halliday 1978) 

 the three kinds of meaning are 
constructed simultaneously by every 
semiotic resource (Halliday and Hasan 
1985, Halliday 2004, Eggins 2004) 

ideational metafunction  
(i.e., experiential meaning and logical 

relations) 
interpersonal metafunction 
textual metafunction 



Multimodal Analysis Image (MMA) 

software (O’Halloran et al. 2012) 
+ MMA resource book (Tan et al. 2012) 

< the Multimodal Analysis Lab, Interactive Digital 
Media Institute (IDMI) at the National University 
of Singapore 

 

 Aim: to shed light on the new literacy skills 
needed for the meaning-making process while 
reading multimodal texts 

 

 a ‘wide-ranging tool’ suitable for researchers to 
systematically approach a wide variety of new 
media texts (O’Halloran et al. 2012) 

  



Advantages of Using  

MMA Software 
 interactive software for multimodal analysis 

(O’Halloran et al. 2012) 

 systematic identification of the main features, 
structures and ideas in the data source texts 

 understanding of the different features of a 
variety of text types 

 critical analysis of how visual and verbal 
components work together to create an 
impact and achieve the purposes of the texts 

 enjoyable working environment through its 
colourful design 

 



Applying MMA Software 



MMA media files 



MMA Library – System Choices 



Knapp and Watkins (2005) 

classification of data source texts 



MMA classification of data 

source texts 



Four MMA text-types 

 Information Reports (or factsheets) 

(henceforth IR) 

 News Reports (event reports, sports 

news) (henceforth NR) 

 News Features (special interest 

stories) (henceforth NF) 

 News Editorials (opinion reports and 

commentaries) (henceforth NE) 
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Using MMA catalogues of 

system choices for MDA 



1. Design Elements 



2. Organisational Structure 



3. Functional Properties (text) 



4. Elements of Composition 



5. Elements of Visual Attraction 



6. Visual Reality 



7. Typography 



8. Interpersonal Relations 



9.Emotional Involvement (text and image)  



10. Agency & Action 



11. Visual-Verbal Relations 



12. Grammar at Text Level 



VERBAL VISUAL INTERSEMIOSIS 

The ideational metafunction of the text 

GRAMMAR AT TEXT LEVEL VISUAL-VERBAL RELATIONS 

COHESIVE DEVICES (LINKS) SIMILARITY 

VERBS DIFFERENCE 

DESCRIBING 

CLASSIFYING & DEFINING 

COMPARING & CONTRASTING 

PERSONAL PRONOUNS 

TENSE 

AGENCY & ACTION AGENCY & ACTION 

PARTICIPANTS PARTICIPANTS 



VERBAL VISUAL INTERSEMIOSIS 

The interpersonal metafunction of the text 

AGENCY & ACTION AGENCY & ACTION 

PARTICIPANT ROLES PARTICIPANT ROLES 

PROCESSES PROCESSES 

AGENCY TYPE 

EMOTIONAL INVOLVEMENT (TEXT AND 
IMAGE) EMOTIONAL INVOLVEMENT (TEXT AND IMAGE) 

EMOTIONAL  EMOTIONAL  

EVALUATION EVALUATION 

ESTEEM ESTEEM 

GRAMMAR AT TEXT LEVEL INTERPERSONAL RELATIONS 

PRESENTING INFORMATION GAZE-VISUAL ADDRESS 

VISUAL POWER 

CLOSENESS AND DISTANCE 

VISUAL REALITY 

REALISTIC DETAIL 

REALISTIC COLOUR 

REALISTIC BACKGROUND 



VERBAL VISUAL INTERSEMIOSIS 

The textual metafunction of the text 

DESIGN ELEMENTS  DESIGN ELEMENTS  

VERBAL ELEMENTS VISUAL ELEMENTS 

VERBAL ELEMENTS (IMAGE) 
VISUAL-VERBAL ELEMENTS 
(DRAWING/CARTOON) 

ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE (TEXT) 
NON-LINGUISTIC ELEMENTS 
(DRAWING/CARTOON) 

FUNCTIONAL STAGES ELEMENTS OF VISUAL ATTRACTION 

FUNCTIONAL PROPERTIES (TEXT) VISUAL PROMINENCE 

HEADLINE STYLE 

RHETORICAL STYLE 

REPORTED SPEECH 

EDITORIAL STYLE 

ELEMENTS OF COMPOSITION 

ARRANGEMENT IN SPACE 

TYPOGRAPHY 

TYPEFACE DESIGN 

TYPEFACE STYLE 



Concluding remarks 

 contribution of my work to the 

development of the MMA software 

package 

 

 current stage of my PhD work 
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Thank you very much 

for your attention! 
 


