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“Qualia” and “Rhematization” : Unpacking the

Semiotic Process of “Hearing the Beautiful”
Tian Hailong & Ai Jing

Abstract: On the assumption that Pu Cunxin’ s recitation brings a beautiful sense to audience this article
explores the issue of qualia such as how the beautiful is sensed. To this end his reciting of the Tang Dynasty
poem  “Seeing Vice-Magistrate Du off to His Post in Sichuan” is examined by applying a sound software of Praat
to identify the rhetoric qualities with which he utilizes his tone speed and pitch to affect the audience. Then with
the conceptual tool of “rhematization” the article investigates the semiotic process in which Pu’ s recitation is
experienced by the audience as being beautiful. It is found that the audience can hear the beautiful and feel the force
of his recitation not because of the rhetoric quality in his recitation but because of stereotype of the audience about
the recitation and the reciter. The article further discusses the evaluative and constitutive force of qualia
maintaining that the qualia once formed has force of evaluating and constituting the reader’ s identity. The
research may shed some light on further exploring the constitutive force of rhetoric.
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