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Abstract

This project proposes to investigate into the text Vakyapadiya, written by the fifth-century
Hindu grammarian-philosopher Bhartrhari, to make explicit its linguistic-philosophic thought.
The text abounds in philosophical ideas and should be of interest to contemporary scholars of
philosophy of language. However, it has been neglected by present-day Chinese scholars, and
even the international academic world has not done enough to disclose its philosophic insights.

For the first year of the present project, the object of studies is the first volume of the text.
The method followed in the project is threefold: philological research, philosophical analysis,
and comparative philosophical research. The executant has translated into modern languages
most verses of the Vakyapadiya and am engaging in philosophical analyses and comparisons in
relation to key issues in the text. For some reason, | will attempt to write an essay, not on the
originally planned notion of sphota, but on the theory of pratibha as both linguistic
understanding and intuitive knowing.
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