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Abstract

The nature of self-awareness remains a fundamental question in philosophy of
mind, phenomenology, and the philosophy of language. Although commonly
fff dddd dd eee uyjj ttt ss rrrr sssss ss ttlll,, ssss ssiinn nnnllll s rrffuudd
conceptual and ontological challenges that have preoccupied philosophers from
Hegel to Wittgenstein. The enduring question is whether self-awareness should be
viewed as a purely mental reflection or as something that arises within and through
language itself. This paper advances the thesis that self-awareness is not merely a
mental state but a linguistic event. What we call the awareness of the self is, at a
pppprr ee,,, ,,, mittttttttt ttt ff aaggggesss aamevvv iiiiii i1 oorrrer rrr ddd
interpret its own operations. In this view, self-awareness emerges when language
becomes capable of turning its own structure and function into the content of
discourse, thus transforming language from a communicative tool into a self-
reflective medium. While a wide range of philosophical traditions—from Hegelian
dialectics and Husserlian intentionality to Islamic mysticism and later linguistic
theories—have examined self-awareness, most have overlooked the constitutive
role of language in enabling self-reflection. This study seeks to illuminate this
neglected dimension through a polyphonic philosophical dialogue, demonstrating
that self-awareness can be conceived as the reflexive act of language upon itself.
Furthermore, this perspective outlines an objective framework for the experimental
investigation of self-awareness, suggesting that by grounding the phenomenon in
linguistic mechanisms, the study of consciousness may move from a subjective
domain toward an empirically testable and objective field of inquiry.

Self-awareness, Philosophy of Language, Philosophy of Mind, Phenomenology,
Islamic Mysticism
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1. Introduction

The nature of self-awareness remains one of the most enduring and
controversial questions in contemporary philosophy. It lies at the intersection
of philosophy of mind, phenomenology, and philosophy of language.In
previous work (Farnam, 2025), | proposed ttttt hte ddddd bbbbmmniff
nnnuuuumuuuuuas iiii aaaaddd yy ddddd ddddmrrs — how physical brain-
processes such as electron movements and chemical interactions give rise to
subjective mental experiences — can be addressed by considering language,
particularly inner speech, as a mediating mechanism linking material neural
activity with mental phenomena through its regulatory effects on memory,
arousal and internal narrative formation. Although self-awareness is often
nnnnnn iimlly ss eeee eee’”’’’’ aaassssss sf ss§””””””””” a nnnnnnnm
conceals complex conceptual difficulties that have occupied philosophers for
centuries (Zahavi, 2018). Central to these difficulties is the question: Can
self-awareness be understood merely as a mental reflection, or must it be
reconsidered within and through language itself?

From Hegel to Wittgenstein, this issue has been reformulated within
markedly different philosophical frameworks. Hegel (1807/1977) conceives
of self-awareness as a dialectical process in which the self comes to know
itself only through recognition by another. In contrast, Wittgenstein relocates
the discussion from metaphysical introspection to linguistic expression,
emphasizing that the grammar of our language shapes the very possibility of
self-knowledge (Wittgenstein, 1953/2009; Hacker, 2013). More recent
Wittgensteinian readings, such as those by Bar-On (2019) and Finkelstein
(2003), argue that first-person authority arises not from private access to
inner states but from publicly rule-governed linguistic practices.

Phenomenological approaches, beginning with Husserl, provide another
dimension by distinguishing between pre-reflective and reflective forms of
self-awareness (Husserl, 1950/1999; Zahavi, 2005). According to this view,
consciousness is inherently self-aware in its intentional structure, yet capable
of turning upon itself in reflective awareness. This distinction underscores
that self-awareness may not originate from introspection alone but is
embedded in the very structure of experience and meaning.

Despite this philosophical richness, a gap persists in discussions of the
linguistic constitution of self-awareness. Language, | argue, is not merely an
instrument for expressing inner experiences but the medium through which
the self emerges as self-rff........ .. ttee I 1111 ssssss ss hie 7”7”1t
a rrrrrr e rre mffff aaaoa ff ggggege’s yyyyyyyyo ee-describe its
nnn uuggggggggrss nnnnnnnnnnnhl//// 00))) gggg.,,, ., 5,SSSS SS MY
gggwoge ee an hte mnmssof my 111l .. ” nnhlss ,,,,,, self-awareness appears
not as a purely mental phenomenon but as a linguistic event, a turning of
language back upon itself (Taylor, 2016).
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Within the linguistic paradigm, the problem of truth and justification
becomes central to understanding the reflexive structure of self-awareness
(Kowkab, 2010). If, as Rorty (1980) argues, we cannot step outside language
to compare our propositions with a mind-independent reality, then truth
hhhhhhhhll oo uinnnnnnnnnmishinn hke iissss ss il VVvwwwwiIr ........ ... .
pragmatist radicalization of the linguistic turn thus implies that self-
knowledge and epistemic validity are internal to the web of language and
b0ss  ddddzgggghle ooiinn ff nn aaaaaaaaawiiiic uuhk’ uuuudd.... In
contrast, Habermas (2003) defends a dialogical conception of rationality that
preserves the realist intuition within the linguistic paradigm. For him, the
intersubjective structure of discourse allows for a distinction between
context-bound justification and the regulative idea of truth. Truth, therefore,
is not reducible to justification but emerges through the performative
interplay between communicative action and rational discourse. This debate
is crucial for the present argument, since understanding self-awareness as
linguistically mediated reflection presupposes precisely such a balance
between the immanence of language and the transcendence of truth
(Brandom, 2019; Taylor, 2016).

As Habermas (1981, 2003) argues within his model of communicative
rationality, language is no longer a mere instrument for the transmission of
information but a medium for achieving intersubjective understanding. In a
similar vein, this paper contends that language should not be conceived
merely as a vehicle of transmission but as a medium for achieving self-
understanding—that is, the reflective structure of self-consciousness itself.

In this study, | propose to examine self-awareness as a reflection of
language upon itself, situating this idea within a broader philosophical
dialogue that includes Hegelian dialectics, Husserlian phenomenology,
Wittgensteinian linguistics, and aspects of Islamic mysticism. The latter
offers a unique parallel tradition in which self-nnddddddd (mfffffff 11 -nafs)
is achieved through the reflexive and symbolic dimensions of language and
revelation (Nasr, 2007). By engaging these traditions, this paper aims to
illuminate the constitutive relationship between language and the emergence
of the self, proposing that self-awareness arises only where language attains
reflexivity.

nn hle ttttt ttt oog ggg’’’s nmooooooooodt bbbhiuwuuuwuuum (self-
awareness) is revisited, with particular attention to its relation to language.
The second section introduces the central thesis of the paper—language as
the constitutive ground of self-awareness. The third section undertakes a
comparative examination of phenomenological perspectives (Husserl and
Merleau-Ponty) and mmmmmmmyaaaaa hhwttt (ooyyyyy nnn )))))))
concerning consciousness and language.

hhe oarhh cccoon yyyywyyy tttt nnn rroooo@mnnnnn nn ii s
nnnoooooo ff ggggeg . pppoanig oow hle ooooa ff hle “ffff” cnn ee

999999 9
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articulated within the framework of language-games. Finally, the fifth
section discusses the theoretical and philosophical implications of this
approach, including the relation between language and subjectivity and the
place of first-person experience within a theory of meaning.

Thus, the present paper seeks to provide a conceptual possibility for
rethinking self-awareness—not as a purely mental phenomenon, but as a
linguistic manifestation that emerges within the reflexive structures of
language itself.

2. Hegel’s conceptmf Selbstbewusstsein: the return of consciousness to
itself through the other

nn >>>’”” * hhoopppcccdl ~ mmmrhle nnntttt  tt Sbbbbbbbbbbbbbb—self-
awareness—occupies a foundational position. It represents not only the
culmination of the dialectical progression of consciousness but also the
necessary transition toward the realms of Reason (Vernunft) and Spirit
(Geist). In the Phenomenology of Spirit (1807/1977), Hegel interprets self-
awareness not as a pre-given attribute of the subject but as a historical and
dialectical moment in the evolution of consciousness: the moment in which
consciousness, through its encounter with the Other, returns to itself and
recognizes itself as an autonomous subject (Pippin, 1989; Taylor, 1975).

In other words, self-awareness for Hegel is inherently intersubjective—it
appears only in relation to another consciousness. The paradigmatic
manifestation of this process is found in the master—slave dialectic, where
two self-conscious beings struggle for mutual recognition (Anerkennung). In
this struggle, one achieves dominance and becomes the master, attaining a
limited form of self-awareness through negation, while the other becomes
the bondsman, who, through labor and engagement with the material world,
attains a deeper and more mediated form of self-awareness (Hegel, 1977;
Kojéve, 1969). Thus, Selbstbewusstsein is not a static state but a dialectical
process that traverses alienation to reach self-recognition.

Yet within this profound dialectical framework, the element of language
remains notably absent. Hegel acknowledges language as a medium of
pp’’7°” pppeennnnnuut ee VVVIT ulyyyeppoass tt ss tee rruudd ff hie *”777°
return to itself. How does recognition occur in the encounter with the Other?
How does the self grasp itself as itself? If recognition is mediated by
negation, what is the role of language in this mediation? These questions
eemnnntt hle aa ggnrs ff *7*°”” ° yyeeam, rggggggea eeeceeeeee nnnnnn hle
linguistic conditions of self-awareness.

nn ,,,,, ., S cccuutt echhbbsss tttt t yy ee ddddddd llnmuiiiic
mminnnnnneegggii nnnmnppppoosss iiii oooooaw—even if pre-linguistic—and
yet no systematic analysis is offered of how this articulation arises. Thus,
iiiiii  iinnnoooooo ff bbbtbbbbbbbbbly, 1111 ¢ ii coyyyyyyddd conceptually
groundbreaking, still presupposes a mind-centered model of subjectivity,
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overlooking the linguistic ground upon which self-reflection becomes
possible (Habermas, 1987).

In the following sections, this conceptual gap will be examined further.
The paper aims to reinterpret self-awareness not merely as a mental or
dialectical event, but as a linguistic phenomenon—a reflection of language
upon itself that constitutes the very possibility of the self.

2.1. Critical reflection: Is Selbstbewusstsein Possible Without Language?

22 yyyyyyyf self-awareness, as shown above, relies on the dialectical
structure through which the subject attains self-recognition via the Other.
However, this process rests on a tacit presupposition: that the subject can
recognize itself as itself. Yet how does such recognition occur? Can this
return to the self be conceptualized without a system of signs—that is,
without language?

From the perspectives of philosophy of language and psychoanalysis, the
answer is largely negative. Jacques Lacan, in his psychoanalytic re-reading
of Freud and Hegel, argues that the subject is born within language and that
selfhood emerges only through entry into the Symbolic Order. As Lacan
1177mn,,,,,,, ., , ssoonnnnhle lllld ff hle tt h*>’s ggggge™” cccc ,,
self-awareness is not pre-linguistic but linguistically structured.

Similarly, Merleau-Ponty, in Phenomenology of Perception (1962) and
The Structure of Behavior (1963), maintains that language is not a mere
instrument of expression but the very form through which consciousness of
the world—and of oneself—oooomes pbbbbbbltggggggg,, ee tttt ,,, sseeee
eeennd ooyy ff tee bbby *”””gggogiiddd xxnnnnnnn aaa
intersubjectively meaningful.

Even in more recent accounts, such ss sssssss sss od’s ooooo ff tee ffff-
interpreting subject, self-awareness entails a form of internal narration—and
000000@0ss imoosllll e ii hhuut nnocccccaccmmoor iii oa 11,,,,, ,, sslll y
through language that we can make sense of what we experience and ascribe
mrT 00 ¢p MNNNMmn nennnrg 0o...”

Accordingly, one may argue that Selbstbewusstsein, as Hegel describes
it, though appearing to be a purely dialectical and mental event, is in its very
foundation dependent upon linguistic structures that enable the stabilization
and reflection of selfhood. Without symbolic articulation, the return of
consciousness to itself would remain a fleeting and unstable experience.

Thus, from both linguistic and psychoanalytic perspectives, self-
awareness without language is not merely difficult but structurally
impossible. It is precisely at this juncture—rrrr ¢ H”?” ” ii ccedllll 1 dd..
falls silent—that a new conceptual possibility opens: to reconceive self-
awareness as the reflection of language upon itself, rather than merely the
return of awareness to itself.
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In semiotics, language is often regarded as the most advanced and
organized sign system, because, in addition to producing meaning, it
possesses the capacity to represent and interpret other sign systems
(Chandler, 2017, pp. 45-47). Thinkers such as Saussure (1916/1983) and
Barthes (1964/1988) consider language as a central model for analyzing
semiotic processes. Consequently, given the limitations of other semiotic
systems, and the fact that within human inner language virtually all these
systems are subsumed under language (for instance, when judging the
specific abilities of two individuals, we might internally rely solely on the
mathematical equals sign), it can therefore be asserted with certainty that
among all semiotic systems, only language possesses complex abstract
capabilities (such as reflexivity) and can serve as the foundation for a
complex intra-psychic phenomenon like self-awareness (Winner, 1988;
Vygotsky, 1962/1986).

3. Language as the ground of self-awareness: when language turns upon
itself

Up to this point, we have seen that the classical conception of self-
awareness—ennn hhhinn H*”*” * ii ccedllll 11 yyyyo remains largely silent
on the role of language. This section proposes an alternative hypothesis: self-
awareness is not merely the return of awareness to itself but rather the return
of language to itself—the moment in which language becomes capable of
describing its own functioning.

In this view, self-awareness may be conceived as a linguistic
phenomenon emerging at a certain level of linguistic complexity—one
where language reflects upon its own operations and thereby constitutes the
conditions for subjectivity. In other words, it is not mind that asks about
sssssssss t ggggroge hitt uunnnnnm nnd sssssssss  ssssssssss hle ”””” ss hle
product of this self-reflexive inquiry.

Phenomenological self-awareness, defined in its simplest terms as "a
being's experience of its own existence from within" (Zahavi, 2005, p. 15), is
uniquely characteristic of human beings (Gallagher, 2000, p. 15). This
entails not merely the display of intelligent behavior, but the first-person
experience of emotions, perceptions, pain, thoughts, or one's own presence
(Legrand, 2006, p. 94). The emergence of this type of self-awareness in
children begins around the age of two, when the child starts using the word
"I" and first-person pronouns to refer to herself and her actions (Coates,
1985, p. 660; Owens, 1996, p. 288), and continues to develop over the
following decades (Kagan, 1991, p. 142).

However, the most rudimentary degree of self-awareness—which is
measured by the "mirror test" (or "mark test"), assessing whether a particular
being is capable of recognizing itself in a mirror (Gallup, 1970, p. 88)—is
observed in children aged 18-24 months as well as in certain evolutionarily
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advanced animals such as chimpanzees, orangutans, dolphins, elephants, and
magpies (Gallup, 1970, p. 88; Plotnik et al., 2006, p. 217; Prior et al., 2008,
p. 937). Nevertheless, it is certain that this degree of self-awareness is
insufficient for the emergence of phenomena such as art, aesthetics,
spirituality, and the like. Phenomenal self-awareness—the full, lived, first-
person experience of the self—emerges only in mature human beings with
vvvppppld 1iggii CCCC CCCYYYYY YYYYYYYYYYYss s 5 33 YY KkKk,
1962/1986, p. 126).
Consider the following utterances:

“mmumii iii gg ttttt  eee aatt hitt mmmaaaggge—ttt *°7’ > ..oattttt ff ms
sssss s”

“Ltttte ittt ty [ ddddhd™””

“ecee I edlly urrrr mmmmmneahf?”

At first glance, these sentences seem trivial, but structurally they reveal
something profound: language re-describes its own linguistic acts. This level
of reflexivity is akin to what the philosophy of language calls metalanguage
(Tarski, 1933/1956), yet there is a crucial difference. In classical
metalanguage, a second-order language is used to describe a first-order one.
In human self-awareness, however, it is everyday language itself that bends
inward, turning upon its own expressive activity.

This recursive linguistic movement, by which language narratively
integrates sensory experience with memory and emotional tone, produces a
coherent account of the self. In this sense, inner language continuously
generates narratives that stabilize experience; and when this inner narrative
becomes self-descriptive, the phenomenon of self-awareness arises.

3.1. Inner speech, representation, and the linguistic Phenomenon of the “I”

In cognitive psychology and philosophy of mind, the concept of inner speech
has long been regarded as a crucial mechanism for thought and self-
uuuwooam Cccceccoarmll nnnnn nreeeee eee yy oot... ’s 11)))) theory of
))ddddddddddlill 111111 1l aaa m Coomyyy’s 6666, 00))) eevvvvvw
model of internal grammar—two approaches that, despite their divergent
genealogies, both view language as constitutive of cognition.

The present argument takes a further step: language is not merely the
medium for thought but the very horizon within which the subject emerges.
In other words, self-awareness is hle ott eece ece aaggggge’s yyyyyyyyo ee-
describe its own functioning. Inner speech, while constantly shaping
thoughts, emotions, and behaviors, can itself become the object of linguistic
reflection—a higher-rrrrr “maaa-nmrr *?”77””” "%t ss$s$SSSS Ss€ NNO0igg
linguistic processes within the mind (Morin, 2005; Fernyhough, 2016).
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hhhhnmrhiss aaanekkkk, hle 11 ss oot nn npppendent substance but a
linguistic event that manifests in structures such as: self-reference, self-
evaluation, and hio 0oooooooooooff nn’’ 0 onn mittt .. .......

The subject is thus born where language becomes entangled with itself.
This perspective radically departs from mentalist traditions of analyzing self-
awareness, situating it instead within the reflexive operations of language.
From this standpoint, mentality is not the cause of language but its product;
and self-awareness marks the moment when language attains the capacity for
self-analysis and self-reflection.

Moreover, this perspective may open new avenues for experimental
research on self-awareness, since no specific location or definitive
mechanism for the emergence of self-awareness has yet been identified in
contemporary neuroscience. However, if self-awareness is reconceptualized
at the level of language, the vast body of knowledge regarding linguistic
structures and their formation mechanisms would allow for experience-based
objective experimentation, thereby transforming the study of self-awareness
from a subjective discipline into one grounded in empirical objectivity.

4. Phenomenology and mysticism — inner awareness, language of the self
The central idea of this paper. that self-awareness is not merely the return
of awareness to itself, but the return of language to itself—invites a
rethinking of those philosophical and mystical traditions that grounded self-
awareness in immediate experience, silence, or inner intuition. These
traditions, though not denying the linguistic nature of awareness, have
tended to treat language as secondary or external. Yet even within such
frameworks, language implicitly structures the very horizon of self-
awareness. To illustrate this claim, three parallel perspectives will be
aaamnn:: ’>’””>” ’ hheoomoooogyy ff itt yyyyyyyywilll uuu-00’’’ s
emooii pp peeoo’’ o0oii nnn nm bb ’s nnodggedl myssssss .

In phenomenological philosophy, pre-linguistic intentionality is a kind of
orientation, meaning, or “aboutness” of the mind that exists prior to the
formation of language and words, and encompasses all of our automatic
behaviors and unconscious dispositions (including skills or phobias, among
others) (Husserl, 1901/2001, p. 105; Gallagher & Zahavi, 2021, p. 78). It is
obvious that an individual's being conscious does not mean that human
beings are always and everywhere conscious. Sigmund Freud emphasized
the existence of unconscious processes in humans (Freud, 1915/1957, p.
172), and the discovery of non-declarative or procedural memory (which
underlies skills and phobias) and unconscious processes are facts that attest
to the existence of unconscious processes—the psychological equivalent of
pre-linguistic intentionality—in the conscious human being (Schacter, 1987,
p. 501; Squire, 2004, p. 174).
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On the other hand, in order to be "conscious,” we must be able to
distinguish between things, to refer to something or identify it in our mind,
and to think about ourselves (Zahavi, 2005, p. 92). Zahavi (2005, p. 93)
states that these abilities resemble what language does. Thus, perhaps even
completely inner and silent experiences are, at their core, dependent on a
kind of linguistic structure. A simple example: when we feel sadness,
perhaps no words are present in our mind at that moment. However, the fact
that we understand "this feeling is different from joy," know that "I am
experiencing this," and can later refer to it, all indicate that our mind
employs a structure that operates like language (Gallagher, 2005, p. 72;
Dennett, 1991, p. 280).

4.1. Husserl: the silence of consciousness or a hidden language?

nn ddmnnd *>*’>’>> ’ hhoooee oooq,, self-awareness is defined through
intentionality: every consciousness is consciousness of something (Husserl,
1913/1982). His project eeess od ssddddi’’e eeeecss nn uuusssnmuiinn”
rather than linguistic mediation or interpretation. Language, in this sense, is
secondary to the givenness of experience.

However, this very assumption raises a paradox: can consciousness truly
intuit itself without being, at least potentially, expressible in language? Even
if awareness occurs in silence, its very structure presupposes differentiation,
reference, and self-reflection—all linguistic functions (Zahavi, 2014). Thus,
222200 2] T 7 oot 1t e-linguistic but proto-linguistic: a suspended
form of language that still carries its semantic potential. In this sense, silence
is meaningful only within the horizon of language; it is, paradoxically, the
inverse form of speech.

The very act of epoché—the bracketing of presuppositions to return to
pure phenomena—is itself a linguistic act, a performative move of
consciousness that depends on the internal logic of meaning (Derrida, 1967).

4.2. Merleau-Ponty: the speaking body and embodied self-awareness

Maurice Merleau-ooyyy nnnnmn ddd oooooawo ’°7°7°°° ° rrjjttt yy
situating self-awareness within the lived body (le corps propre). In
Phenomenology of Perception (Merleau-Ponty, 1945/2012), he argues that
language is not a mere instrument of thought but the very becoming of
rruuttt tt ettt ttt tt ttk 111 y hh bb bb bbbbbooppaa.. ”

For Merleau-Ponty, the body is not simply the locus of perception—it is
the first language of the subject. Gestures, movements, silences, and gazes
are linguistic in structure, forming a pre-reflective discourse between the self
and the world (Gallagher & Zahavi, 2012). Thus, self-awareness emerges
nnly eeeee emooii mttt add gggggge nicccccechhe nnnnnndf wggggge oo
I e s ooooooomdhrough

9999

€e ruuuwoo s aaanekkkk oooomes hle s
its bodily expression.
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4.3. Ibn Arabi: the mirror of humanity and the language of the divine names
nn aaaancc Il mmmmmimuimiiiiiii Inn > ° meyyyywyyyy sssoq, ffff-
awareness is grounded in the divine reflection within the human being. In al-
Futuhat al-Makkiyya and Fusus al-Hikam, Ibn Arabi (1205/1980) describes
uumyyyysss tee moooohlooggh hhhhh ddd nnnmmpsssss ss ss fff: dddd eeeii
ii msnnn nmannn oooo ch hmmr rrrr rrtt

Here, language is not a medium of expression but the very form of divine
aa iitttt nnnnn hhe aaee ff ddd sssaa’ 1l-Husna) are linguistic
expressions of Being, and the human self is their existential locus (Chittick,
1989). Awareness of the self is thus an awareness of the divine language
resonating within the human oanm ooom hiss ttdddoonn, eeeff-awareness is
the speech of God heard within the mirror of the uuman uuu™””

ppuuummnnnorrr mnnnnnnn bbn iiiii  is aaanekkkk, nnoodd hirhhhh hle
progressive realization of divine Names within the self—each a linguistic-
ontological event that reveals consciousness as a dialogical process between
God and man.

4.4. Synthesis: reflection in silence, language in intuition
All three traditions—""">>>> * cccccecclllll 11 ooomoooogyy, uuuuuuwr
uu’’”’ s mnbdddddpppssssvitty, ddd bn *>**” > myllllll 11 ocoyy—appear
to distance themselves from language. Yet, upon closer examination, each
presupposes it as the condition of possibility for self-awareness. Even in
silence and intuition, consciousness depends on the reflective potential of
language.

Thus, the guiding thesis of this study is reinforced: Self-awareness, even
in its most silent and mystical forms, relies on the reflexive capacity of
language. Awareness of the self, ultimately, does not remain speechless.

5. Wittgenstein — from the limits of language to the games of the self

If, up to this point, the notion of self-awareness as the reflection of language
upon itself has been traced through dialectical, phenomenological, and
mystical traditions, it now undergoes its most rigorous philosophical testing
in Wittgenstein. This test unfolds in two phases: first, in the Tractatus
Logico-Philosophicus (1921), where language appears as the logical map of
the world and the limit of thought; and second, in the Philosophical
Investigations (1953), where language is recognized as a form of life,
enacted through social practices. In their apparent opposition, these two
Wittgensteinian moments reveal a single underlying truth: the self does not
exist outside language but emerges within its structures of meaning.

5.1. The tractatus: language, world, and the silence of the subject
In the Tractatus, Wittgenstein begins with his famous assertion:
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“eee dddddddhte omayyyof fcess, ttt ff iii... L LLIL L)

Language, in this framework, is a logical picture (Abbild) of the world,; it
mirrors reality through its propositional form. As he states elsewhere:

“eee liimtts ff my aaunnn nnnn 111 11 ff my ...... . TD)))))

Here, self-awareness ) iii sssss sS yyss ........ .. €7 ffe hhhnni gg
Sujj > cnnntt ppprrr ttt iin hke U d tt ,,,,,,,,, 11 r tt ss oot nn bbtttt
among objects:

teee iii,,,, ececeetttt ggg ttttttt  tttt  ttt 11l ggg oo eee ...... . LLIP
5.633)

Hence, as Wittgenstein concludes,
“Wttt ee coooot aaaak uuuuee ee e aaa aaarrrr nniieecc”””’(PPP ))

As scholars such as Zahavi (2014) and Hacker (1996) observe, this
silence is not epistemological but grammatical: the self marks the boundary
condition of representation—it is what enables the picture, yet cannot itself
be pictured. The linguistic mirror cannot reflect its own frame. Thus, in the
1999939995 ,, € 0000000a@@f gggg.. e nnnn 77”7”%ssss sssoooii:: hhe ffff

5.2. Philosophical investigations: language games and the self as a role
In his later work, Wittgenstein reverses his early model of representation.
Language is no longer a static map but a living practice. Meaning arises not
ooaon rrrr pppnnnnnee uut foom i il 1 a eceeeeees ff sssss—the meaning
of a word is its nnn nmrg ggggee33 333 3333

Within this pragmatic turn, the self is no longer excluded; it participates
in language as one of its many functions. Wittgenstein dismantles the notion
of a private language, arguing that sensations, thoughts, and even self-reports
derive their meaning from shared linguistic practices (Pl 8§243-258).

When we say,

“f ttttt  tttt t ty 1 ddddlﬁ”””’
or,
“Tiii kk mminmegggggggees.”

we engage in a meta-linguistic act where language turns back upon itself.
These utterances enact precisely the structure of self-reflective awareness*—
language questioning its own operations. In this sense, self-awareness
emerges as a linguistic performance rather than a pre-linguistic mental state
(Baker & Hacker, 2009; Glock, 1996).

5.3. The later wittgenstein and the formation of the “I”
From within the dynamics of language games, a phenomenon traditionally
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ddddddiddddd™’sssssss but not as an inner metaphysical entity. Rather, it is
a grammatical function, a linguistic role embedded in the logic of our
practices. As Hacker succinctly puts it:

“eee ffff ffa rrmmnttcdl ,,,,, ,,, ameashhyccdl ssssaaee.” (ccc rrr, 9990,
p. 147)

hhe ™’ emrrsss nnly eceee eeeeggge is eceeeee ee rvvvvvwwv—where it
can make itself its own topic. To be self-aware, then, is to be capable of
participating in those games where language mirrors its own use. The self is
oon nnttt eeennno onmutttt tt ttt ttt n nnnneee’h hggrr -order effects.

5.4. Synthesis: Boundary, Silence, and Reflection

From the silence of the Tractatus to the dialogical multiplicity of the
Investigations, Wittgenstein traverses a path from the limits of language to
its self-reflective play. The subject, once silent and external to the world,
reappears as a participant in the grammar of experience.

In this view, self-awareness is not a metaphysical essence but a linguistic
event—an emergent property of our capacity to speak about speaking. The
nnnnnniff ggggeoe nnnn nnnnnnmnnee ,, hhr,,,,,, ,, € nnnii iinn oar nny
form of selfhood.

Language is not a mere instrument of thought; it is the medium in which
thought and self alike occur.

6. Reflective Language and the Redefinition of Self-awareness
The comparative analysis presented in Table 1 highlights the evolution of
philosophical perspectives on the interrelation between self-awareness and
language, tracing a conceptual trajectory from Hegelian dialectics to
contemporary linguistic and phenomenological thought. As shown, each
aaanekkkk eennnnnn hte luuus ff eeee eceeeee Muuggggett hhhinnii eedent
modes of mediation. For Hegel (1807/1977), Selbstbewusstsein emerges
through recognition by the Other, implying that selfhood is fundamentally
intersubjective. Phenomenology, particularly in Husserl (1913/1982) and
Merleau-Ponty (1945/2012), grounds self-awareness in pre-linguistic
experience, where language merely articulates intentional consciousness
rather than constituting it. In contrast, Islamic mysticism (lbn Arabi;
Chittick, 1989) interprets self-awareness as a divine reflection — the
unveiling of the unity of being through symbolic and spiritual language.

tttt nnnsssssss sssss ss oopppyy 11/// 9999) itt ocuusss a iiii ecee eeeee
by identifying self-reference as a grammatical function within language-
games, dissolving the metaphysical notion of an inner self. Habermas (1987,
2003) extends this turn by embedding self-understanding within the
framework of communicative rationality, where language is no longer a
mere instrument for transmitting information but a medium for
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intersubjective understanding. Building on this communicative paradigm, the
present article proposes that language functions not only as a means of
understanding others but as a medium for self-understanding — a reflexive
structure through which consciousness returns to itself. Thus, the self is
reconceived as a linguistic event, an occurrence in which language becomes
aware of itself through reflective articulation.

This comparative overview underscores the continuity and transformation of
the problem of self-awareness from metaphysical and phenomenological
traditions to a distinctly linguistic conception of subjectivity. As summarized in
Table 1, the transition from recognition (Hegel) to expression (phenomenology),
revelation (mysticism), and reflexivity (Wittgenstein and Habermas) culminates
in the present thesis: that self-awareness is the reflexivity of language itself,
rather than a mental representation of an inner subject.

Table 1. Comparative Overview of Theories of Self-Awareness and Language

Philosophical Core View of Relation Implication for
Tradition / Self-Awareness | Role of Language Between Self the Concept of
Thinker and Other “Self”
Selbstbewusstsein Implicit medium bec-lc—)rrl:aezeiltfself
I Tt et tet P The self is

Hegel (1807)

to itself through

of recognition and

only through the

intersubjectively

the recognition of media_ti_on of di_alecti_cal constituted
the Other Spirit. relation with the '
' Other.
Consciousness as Language The Other is a .
Phenomenology - . : ; e The self is
(Husserl intentionality expresses but does | horizon within embodied and
Merleau-Ponty) directed toward not constitute lived experiential.
phenomena. experience. experience.
Self-awareness as Lanquage is The self
Islamic divine reflection guag The Other is the dissolves into
. - symbolic and . g, -
Mysticism (Ibn knowing oneself revelatory (logos- mirror of divine the unity of
Arabi) through knowing Iik}e/) 9 manifestation. Being (wahdat
God. ' al-wijj))) .
eee ittt nn Language Understanding The selfisa
: . object but a constitutes the Other occurs linguistic
grammatica meaning and the within share position within
Witgerden | rammaical | mesnngandthe | witinsred | postioni
! function within boundaries of linguistic rule-governed
language-games. sense. practices. practices.
Self- Language is a The Otheris a
understanding - med|ur_n fqr participant in The self is
Habermas emerges through intersubjective discourse aimed dialogicall
(1987, 2003) comgmnicati\?e understanding, not at mutual for%ed Y
Lo a tool for - '
rationality. transmission comprehension.
Se”-l?:vtrii?iiss as Language is not a t-rl;zeseolff)h g‘f:rnde The self is the
. au tool for expression e g event of
ssss Attill sss reflexivity—the within the
Thesis 111 7t et ttt tt bu_t the very reflexive loops Iang_uage
itself throuah medium of self- of linauistic becoming self-
g reflection. 9L aware.
language. activity.
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In this section, moving beyond the traditional conception of self-
aaarsssss ss hle bbbtttt ’s aaa ssssss ff .,,,,,, ,, ss uvuuwdd hitt ffff-
awareness is fundamentally a linguistic phenomenon—not pre-linguistic or
intuitive, but a construction that arises within language and returns to itself
through language. This perspective allows for the examination of three levels
of theoretical implications emerging from this idea.

6.1. Language as Reflexive Mediation

If Selbstbewusstsein iiii nnssss hte >*’>” ° uwngg kkkk kknn i,,,,, ,, nn
language is not merely a neutral medium of expression but the very structure
hitt meees eennnnnnnmo....... .. e tteeeeeeeee II” pppppPppsss a nnmuccece
field in which the self and its reflection are co-constituted. As Taylor (2016)
CCrrr 599  £€LE 0aMm aa oonnnnnff 0ooooooooodlbchhh hhhhh 0oooooo
becomes intelligible. Likewise, Habermas (2003) contends that the
intersubjective structure of linguistic communication underlies the reflexive
constitution of subjectivity.

From this standpoint, the I is not a pre-linguistic given but a linguistic
event. The act of self-reflection unfolds through the dialogical nature of
language, wherein the self appears simultaneously as speaker and listener.
Hegel 1100999977) ddd 1l yyyyy mmmnddddddddt cnnuuuumuuuuuuuuw es
oa ffffff ff yyhlooggh tttt *”””” 7. 11)), a rrnreeeeedttt ssssss ss nnmucccce
interaction: meaning arises through difference, and selfhood is constituted in
its self-differentiation through linguistic mediation (Pippin, 2019).

6.2. Language and Being: The Ontological Horizon

If consciousness is always already linguistic, then Being itself must be
conceived within the horizon of language. Heidegger (1959/2025) famously
described language ac ttee ooece ff gggggog hle omss rrrr e ggggg ss
disclosed. Language does not merely represent an external world but rather
opens a space of manifestation where phenomena acquire meaning. The
aaadd nnni™” ddss sss ttt )) hlss rreeesss hle nnnnnnnnmnn nnnn, ” eceee
lived experience attains intelligibility only through linguistic disclosure
(Esfandiar,2024).

This ontological perspective dissolves the classical division between
inner experience and outer expression. As Gadamer (2004) argued,
understanding is not a subsequent interpretation of a pre-given world but the
very event in which the world comes into understanding through language.
Accordingly, self-awareness emerges not as an act of private introspection
but as a shared linguistic occurrence—a manifestation within the
intersubjective field of meaning.

6.3. Inner Speech and the First-Person Perspective
A key question is whether self-awareness can exist apart from language.
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Recent cognitive research suggests that it cannot. Studies on inner speech
indicate that even silent thought relies on linguistic mechanisms structuring
self-awareness (Alderson-Day & Fernyhough, 2023). Inner speech is not
merely a muted echo of outer speech but a dynamic process enabling meta-
cognition and reflexivity (Borghi & Fernyhough, 2023).

00 VVVY,, eesssss sss nnnmrg uuuee tggggtt ” mnhhsseee hitt eeessss ss
separate cognition from linguistic form neglect how deeply linguistic
structures permeate self-related awareness. The Review of Philosophy and
Psychology article Inner Speech ddd rrrr ” hhuuhht — Do We Think in
Language? (2024) concludes that the boundaries between thought and
language are porous, making inner speech a constitutive element of self-
aaar...... . ee nnnnr 001"’ ss hiss hhhha oonniiiee ddd ooodllllll 1 dde
through which language reflects upon itself and gives rise to the I.

In short, first-person experience (Erlebnis) is not an ineffable remnant
yyynnd uuuuwuu uut hte nmooowii ee ooom ff nnmuiccccecccannnnnhhe 117
is an event in language: a reflexive moment where expression becomes self-
awareness.

7. Implications and Open Horizons

The findings indicate that conceptualizing self-awareness at the linguistic
level provides an objective basis for experimental inquiry, enabling
measurable and reproducible approaches that bridge the gap between
subjective experience and empirical and objective analysis.

7.1. Reframing the Question of Self-awareness

The inquiry that guided this paper—What is self-awareness?>—finds a
revised answer in the idea that self-awareness is not merely the awareness of
a self but the reflexive activity of language itself. When language becomes
capable of describing its own operation, the phenomenon of selfhood arises.
This move shifts the ontological burden from a metaphysical subject to a
liggii cccc ceecee ss ceccuuur 1199)) ..., ., ¢ ffff fs oot iinnn ttt
e 11)); hle vvvvvvwy ff ggggrgge nnnuuuwuuhle eepp rrll ddd
narrative coherence of the self.

This reconceptualization thus aligns with contemporary thought in
phenomenology and philosophy of mind: consciousness is not an isolated
Cartesian domain but a dialogical and interpretive field structured by
linguistic mediation (Zahavi, 2014). Consequently, self-awareness becomes
a linguistic reflexivity phenomenon, appearing whenever language turns
toward itself to re-describe its own functioning.

7.2. From Dialectic to Linguistic Play
ggggggghle hhhhooan H’’”””  ii cccdec oo tttt nnn’”’’”’ ° ggomaee aaee s
clarifies the conceptual shift. For Hegel (1807/1977), Selbstbewusstsein
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emerges through recognition—consciousness finds itself through the
ee ii nnnnnff ooohh.. nntttt nnnsssssss ss55//))))) )),, nnnnnrg ss ;;;;
thus, selfhood arises not from metaphysical introspection but from
participation in rule-governed linguistic practices. As Brandom (2019)
PPD»»»»» 000ce a fiff ff ooee a 1l yyrr in hte mmm of ii ii gg ddd nnnnm oar
ssssnn”” pp 22.. ggggeeee eeyyyyysssssss ss hhhle eeeee ddd tee rrrrr rr
reflexivity.

nn hiss 1r ggrsssoq, hle ooooa ff eeee ffff fftt eee™””” *”””””ms into
eeee eeeeggge hltt eeesss 777”77 ¢ hhoodlllllll I sss hlss mvves oomn
the subject of consciousness to the medium of articulation that gives rise to

that subject.

7.3. Defending the Linguistic View of Self-Awareness

The proposed model situates self-awareness entirely within linguistic and
social frameworks. McDowell (1994) has emphasized that our conceptual
eeeeeeeee eee nnnooddddd dd hle iiee,, ” ee nnnig hitt ggggege ee ii ees
even our perceptual experience. This view supports the idea that
consciousness and language are coextensive phenomena—each presupposes
and sustains the other.

Empirical and theoretical studies in cognitive science reinforce this
philosophical claim. Carruthers (2023) argues that self-knowledge depends
on internal linguistic models that simulate external dialogue. Similarly, Clark
222)) ggegeesss hitt hle dddddddd midd” nndddds nnncccccececccccecc ss
constitutive scaffolding for reflective awareness. Thus, self-awareness arises
wherever language loops back upon itself through communicative or
introspective articulation.

7.4. Interdisciplinary Extensions
The conception of self-awareness as linguistic reflexivity opens new
pathways for research across several domains:

a. Psychoanalysis

In Freudian and Lacanian traditions, speech already mediates the
nnnnnuuuuwu ccc nn 1177)) iieee d hke nnnnnuuuuw as “uuuuumuu kkk a
ggeweo’””’ mii ynrg tttt  ffff-aceee eess ssssss ss ly nnmoee tt s nnnn nnsss
speech rearticulates its own prior narrative. The therapeutic act, therefore,

involves enabling language to reflect upon its repressed layers (Fink, 2023).

b. Cognitive Linguistics

Recent studies explore how meta-linguistic verbs—such as say, think, hear
oneself—enable higher-order linguistic representation (Langacker, 2021).
These verbs delineate the linguistic architecture that makes self-reference
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possible, showing that only certain syntactic structures can model recursive
self-reflection.

c. Artificial Intelligence

The question of whether large language models might develop artificial self-
awareness depends on whether linguistic recursion alone can produce
reflexivity. As Bender and Koller (2020) caution, linguistic output without
embodiment or affect remains simulation, not awareness. Yet, as Gunkel
(2023) argues, this tension itself deepens our understanding of what
gggggacceccecceee” 111NN 11 hle ttttttt  t ff a symmnoneeeeeeeeeee mddyyy
its own operations in linguistic form.

7.5. Toward an Open Conclusion

Ultimately, the problem of self-awareness might not concern who is
conscious, but what kind of language is capable of reflecting upon itself.
When language folds inward—when it becomes both the mirror and the
image—the event of self-awareness occurs.

In this light, the self is not the origin of speech but its consequence.
Consciousness is not a substance but a linguistic relation: the ongoing
dialogue through which language interrogates itself and, in doing so, creates
the space of subjectivity.
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