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Abstract. The laptop has been a performed instrument for twenty years, and its keyboard has been a note-entry device
for forty. This paper maps that field and places two Aesthetic.Computer systems in it: notepat, a chromatic instrument
whose letter keys play the notes they name, and AC Native OS, which boots a surplus laptop straight into notepat.
From 68 sources gathered in one search pass and indexed in a new laptop-platter, I trace eight threads: typewriter
percussion, tracker note entry, typed-letter notation communities, laptop orchestras and the native-input program,
named key-mapping logics, typing as the musical gesture, the liveness critique, and computers booted into instruments.
Then I test four claims about where Aesthetic.Computer stands. Two survive narrowly. I found no earlier instrument
that maps letters to their own note names, and no earlier system that boots an ordinary laptop into one instrument
played on its own keys. dyne:bolic, Puredyne and MOD’s live USB come close, and they set the boundary. One claim
is measured: key-to-sound latency of 3–4 ms on HDA hardware, inside Wessel and Wright’s 10 ms budget. One claim,
that a typed melody answers the critique that a laptop player could be checking email, is argued but untested. For
each claim I name the study that would settle it.

1. THE QUESTION

Someone asked whether anyone else had done this:
played melodies on a computer keyboard, or mashed out
beats on one, the way notepat does. The honest answer
is yes, a lot of people, for a long time. The useful answer
is a map. Who did it, how they mapped the keys, what
hardware they ran on, what critics said about it, and
which parts of notepat and AC Native OS fall in empty
space on that map.

This paper is that map. It sits beside three earlier
Aesthetic.Computer papers that already hold part of the
ground. Keymaps as Social Software traces the keymap
lineage from Sholes to Wicki–Hayden, names the DAW’s
QWERTY-piano convention the AWSED layout, and ar-
gues for notepat’s “notes that name themselves” [@jef-
frey, 2026b]. PLORKing the Planet covers laptop orches-
tras [@jeffrey, 2026e]. Where the Microseconds Go walks
the key-to-DAC path [@jeffrey, 2026c]. Here I widen the
frame to the whole genre of laptop performance and ask
a narrower question: where exactly is the boundary of
what Aesthetic.Computer has that the field does not?

2. SOURCES AND METHOD

I searched the public web through Aesthetic.Computer’s
own search service, which is backed by Exa and keeps no
query logs. 30 queries ran on 2 November 2026: research
on QWERTY melodic input, tapped rhythm entry, lap-
top orchestras, typing-to-music toys, isomorphic layouts,
rollover and latency, the liveness critique, dedicated
music operating systems and live distributions, tracker
history, typed-letter notation communities, and the
theory of instrument constraint. For each candidate
I retrieved the primary page (a proceedings PDF, a
publisher table of contents, a project page) and read the

citation off it. Where I wrote an author or page from
memory, I checked it. One author list I had wrong (the
2019 Taptop paper) was corrected from the PDF.

The result is a new sub-platter, papers/laptop-
platter/: 68 sources on ten shelves, 66 checked against
a primary page, with a query log and a table of negative
searches, meaning the claims of absence and the queries
behind them. Products, web toys and community sites
are cited as evidence that a practice exists, never as
authority on whether it works.

3. TYPING WAS PERCUSSION FIRST

The keyboard was a drum before it was a controller.
Leroy Anderson’s The Typewriter (completed 1950,
recorded 1953) treats a manual typewriter as a solo
percussion part. The machine was modified so only
two keys worked, and Anderson said only drummers
had the wrist speed to play it [Anderson, 1950]. The
Boston Typewriter Orchestra, founded in 2004, still
plays desk machines from the 1910s for their shift-key
thump. Its members report the same ceiling: when they
try to tap out a melody, no one can tell what they are
playing [Boston Typewriter Orchestra, 2004].

That ceiling is the starting condition for everything
below. A key gives you an onset and nothing else. Pitch
has to come from a mapping.

4. THE KEYBOARD AS A NOTE-ENTRY DE-
VICE

The mapping most people meet first came from game
music. Chris Hülsbeck’s Soundmonitor (Commodore 64,
1986) wrote music as text: a letter, an optional sharp,
an octave digit [Borderie, 2023]. Karsten Obarski’s Ulti-
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mate Soundtracker (Amiga, 1987) added the move that
stuck. Two rows of letter keys act as the white keys
of a piano, and the row above each acts as the black
keys. Nearly every tracker since has kept it [Cant, 2020].
Scream Tracker’s 1990 manual lays the two octaves on
the Z and Q rows. It also adds a separate shifted “beat
keyboard” for entering drums, an early sign that pitch en-
try and beat entry want different layouts [Future Crew,
1990].

GarageBand’s Musical Typing moved the octave to
the home row, with Z/X for octave and C/V for veloc-
ity [Owen, 2018]. Ableton, Logic and FL Studio ship vari-
ants of the same layout, and so does every web piano I
found. That is the convention Keymaps names AWSED,
after the keys of its first five chromatic tones [@jeffrey,
2026b]. Its defining property is that the key’s letter has
nothing to do with the note: A plays C.

The vernacular branch. A very large community al-
ready writes music as typed letters and has not been
studied. Virtual Piano and the Roblox piano games
use sheets: songs written as the characters to press,
with lowercase for white keys, uppercase for black keys,
brackets for chords and dashes for rests [Virtual Piano,
2026]. One aggregator listed 51,613 sheets on the day
I checked [PianoGlow, 2026]. This is a living notation,
transmitted by copy and paste, mostly by young play-
ers. The letters in it name keys, not pitches. A sheet for
one site’s layout is gibberish on another. notepat’s song
encoding [@jeffrey, 2026a] is the same idea with the in-
direction removed, because in notepat the letter is the
pitch.

5. THE LAPTOP ORCHESTRA AND THE
NATIVE-INPUT PROGRAM

The academic genre begins at Princeton. PLOrk’s
first year (2005–06) put fifteen laptops with hemispheri-
cal speakers on stage [Trueman et al., 2006]. Two of its
first pieces played the keyboard itself. In Dan Trueman’s
ABC Song, each player records their own voice saying the
name of every key, and comb filters tune the spoken let-
ters into the alphabet song, in three-part harmony with
a conductor. In Ge Wang’s CliX, every key is mapped
to a pitch by its ASCII code and clicks are quantized to
a shared pulse [Wang, 2006]. The ensemble’s composers
reported that “the latency of the QWERTY keyboard
[was] acceptable for most rhythmic playing” [Smallwood
et al., 2008].

Fiebrink, Wang and Cook turned this into a program
in Don’t Forget the Laptop (NIME 2007) [Fiebrink et al.,
2007]. Their argument was practical. Custom controllers
lengthen setup, break in transit, cost money and need
maintenance, while every laptop already has a keyboard,
a trackpad, a microphone and, in 2007, a motion sensor.
They showed the keyboard as an ASCII pitch selector

and as a fretboard, the trackpad as a bow, and the hard-
drive motion sensor as a drum (Smacking Music, Steve
Reich’s Clapping Music played by hitting PowerBooks).
They also shipped a toolkit, SMELT. The title of this
paper is a nod to theirs.

The line continued: SLOrk at Stanford (2008),
MoPhO for phones [Wang et al., 2008], Laptap’s
microphone-to-speaker feedback played by touch [Hong
and Yeo, 2013], and Taptop’s trackpad grids [Cavdir
et al., 2019]. Wang’s Artful Design collects the philos-
ophy [Wang, 2018]. What the program never did was
make the laptop only an instrument. The orchestra
laptop still ran a desktop, launched a ChucK or Max
patch, and was configured by a technician before each
concert. PLORKing the Planet argues that this cost,
not the music, kept laptop orchestras rare [@jeffrey,
2026e].

6. WHAT A KEY MEANS: SIX MAPPING
LOGICS

Every QWERTY instrument answers one question:
given a key, which pitch? The answers I found fall into
six families (Table 1).

The families are not ranked. Each one bets on a differ-
ent piece of knowledge the player already has. AWSED
bets on the piano and spends the keyboard to imitate
it. aQWERTYon bets on nothing and prevents wrong
notes, so its knowledge lives in the instrument, which
is what Magnusson calls an epistemic tool [Magnusson,
2009]. Steiner’s mapping bets on English: write a sen-
tence and the letter statistics make it tonal. notepat bets
on literacy. Anyone who can spell CDEFGAB already knows
where seven notes are.

Steiner is the nearest relative. His instrument also
derives pitch from the letter rather than its position. But
he chose frequency, not names: e and t become the tonic
because they are common, not because they are E and
T [Steiner, 2005].

7. TYPING AS THE GESTURE

A second family treats the act of typing text as the
music. Si Waite’s NIME 2015 system drives melody,
rhythm, timbre and projected visuals from typed lyrics,
and argues that the visible link between keystroke and
sound makes the performance feel live [Waite, 2015].
Kyle Stetz’s Typedrummer (2015) turns each letter into
a drum hit, so a typed sentence is a beat [Vanhemert,
2015]. Orca (Hundred Rabbits, 2018) makes every letter
of the alphabet a sequencer operator on a grid [Hundred
Rabbits, 2018]. The Stenophone points out that laptop
live coding, whatever it sounds like, shares one phys-
ical interface, the QWERTY keyboard [Armitage and
McPherson, 2017].

The newest entry is from this year’s NIME. Enci-
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Logic Examples What a key means What the player must al-
ready know

Position Ultimate Soundtracker 1987;
Musical Typing; every web
piano (AWSED)

Its place in two staggered rows imitates a white or
black piano key.

The piano, and the layout itself.
The letter tells you nothing.

Harmonic aQWERTYon [Hein, 2016] Rows are scales, columns are diatonic chords; there
are no wrong notes.

Nothing to start; theory to use
the columns. In think-aloud
tests no one found the column
chords unprompted [Hein, 2017].

Isomorphic Wicki–Hayden, Jankó on
QWERTY [OpenMPT forum,
2016, Follington, 2025]

Fixed interval per step in each direction, so every
chord shape transposes.

The interval grid.

Code point CliX [Wang, 2006] ASCII value sets the pitch region. Nothing. Melody is hard by
design.

Frequency TypistInstrument [Steiner,
2005]; US 6,444,888 [US
Patent 6,444,888, 2002]

The most frequent letters (ETAOINSR) or the
most-played notes get the scale.

Nothing. Typing English makes
tonal music.

Name notepat (2024) The letter is the note: c plays C, d plays D;
the next octave runs h–n.

The seven letter names of
the Western scale.

Table 1: Six answers to “which pitch does this key play?” Five come from the literature and products surveyed here; the sixth is notepat’s [@jeffrey,
2026b]. Only the last makes the printed letter on the key cap carry the pitch.

nas and Jensenius describe vyping, typing to a language
model without looking, as a musical practice in which ty-
pos act as grace notes and the model comps like a rhythm
section [Encinas and Jensenius, 2026]. One of their ar-
tifacts is called clix-vibe, after Wang’s piece. They also
name a gap: chat interfaces strip keystroke timing before
it reaches the model, so the rhythm of typing is lost.

Beat mashing has its own small literature. Musipedia
lets you search for a melody by tapping its rhythm on
any key [Typke]. Claptoscore turns tapped rhythms into
notation. It calibrates each input’s latency separately,
uses F and J as two percussion voices, and can read key
release as note length [Claptoscore, 2026]. An online
study, tap the groove, asks people to reduce full drum
grooves to spacebar taps [tap the groove, 2026]. Psy-
chology adds one finding that matters here: the extra
delay between same-hand keystrokes in typing does not
appear in skilled piano playing [Schmuckler and Bosman,
1997]. Typing skill and keyboard skill overlap without
being the same skill.

8. THE LIVENESS CRITIQUE

The genre’s standing objection is visual. In 2003 Con-
temporary Music Review gave a whole issue to the laptop
as instrument, edited by Kim Cascone [Cascone, 2003].
Cascone wrote that “spectacle is the guarantor of pres-
ence and authenticity, whereas laptop performance rep-
resents artifice and absence.” Caleb Stuart asked au-
diences to listen instead of watch [Stuart, 2003]. Nick
Collins, in the same issue, put it most bluntly. A Su-
perCollider performer “cannot be readily distinguished
from someone checking their e-mail” [Collins, 2003].

Two answers followed. Live coders projected their
screens [Collins et al., 2003, McLean et al., 2010]. NIME
built visible controllers and visualizations like Rouages,

which reveal an instrument’s mechanism to the audi-
ence [Berthaut et al., 2013]. Then Bown, Bell and
Parkinson ran a listening test with audio only. Listeners
heard triggering as live, more than tweaking, and genera-
tive or prepared material did not cancel the effect [Bown
et al., 2014].

A typed melody is the extreme case of triggering. One
key, one note, no automation in between, and on notepat
the note’s letter is on the screen. That is an argument
for why the critique should not apply. It has not been
tested on notepat, and §10 says how it could be.

9. BOOTING INTO THE INSTRUMENT

The last thread is the platform. Two traditions put
music software on its own operating system.

The box. Satellite CCRMA (2011–13) shipped a
Linux image for Beagle Boards and Raspberry Pis so
that “prototypes live longer” [Berdahl et al., 2013]. Bela
adds a real-time kernel and a microcontroller-timed au-
dio path for 1 ms round trips [Moro et al., 2016]. norns
and Organelle wrap a Raspberry Pi compute module in
knobs and keys and run Lua or Pd patches [monome,
Critter & Guitari].

The live distribution. This tradition is closer to
AC Native OS, and I did not know it well before this
pass. Jaromil’s (Denis Roio’s) dyne:bolic (from Decem-
ber 2001) is a live CD “optimised to run on old com-
puters, turning them into full media stations” [Jaromil,
2001]. GOTO10’s Puredyne (to 2012) booted any x86
machine from a USB stick into Pure Data, SuperCollider
and Csound, for workshops and performance [GOTO10,
2010]. MOD Audio’s live USB boots a PC straight
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dedicated box app on a desktop live-boot studio boots into one instrument

key plays
its own name

key placed
by theory

key placed
by position

no QWERTY:
knobs, pads, grids

— notepat (web, 2024) — notepat on
AC Native OS (2026)

—
aQWERTYon ·
Wicki–Hayden

TypistInstrument
— —

— trackers · Musical Typing
CliX · Virtual Piano

dyne:bolic · Puredyne
(bundled apps) —

Bela · norns
Organelle · Satellite

DAW + controller
Taptop · Laptap

Indamixx
(DAW desktop)

MOD live-USB
(needs an interface)

where it lives →
what a key means ↓

Figure 1: The surveyed systems placed by where the instrument lives (columns) and what a key means (rows). Pink cells are Aesthetic.Computer;
dashed cells held nothing I found. dyne:bolic and Puredyne reach the third column through bundled applications with AWSED-style typing.
MOD reaches the fourth without a QWERTY instrument. The top-right cell, a laptop booted into an instrument whose keys play their own
names, is the boundary this paper defends. It is a claim about a search, not a proof of absence (§12).

into a MOD pedalboard welcome screen [MOD Audio].
dyne:bolic had already made the recycling argument,
and the bootable USB is a 2000s idea.

What these leave open is narrow, and it is the bound-
ary I can defend. dyne:bolic and Puredyne boot into a
studio: a desktop, a window manager and a menu of ap-
plications. You still have to choose a program and patch
something before a note sounds. MOD boots into one
appliance, but the appliance is a pedalboard host, and
you need an audio interface and an instrument to play
into it. AC Native OS boots, as PID 1 with no desktop,
into one instrument played on the laptop’s own keys, in
about seven seconds [@jeffrey, 2026d]. Figure 1 puts the
surveyed systems on these two axes.

10. FOUR CLAIMS, TESTED

Table 2 states each claim, its nearest prior, how strong
it is, and what would settle it.

Claim 1 is the one people will check first, so it needs
the widest search before anyone leans on it. Keymaps
already argues why the mapping is good: it costs the
memory nothing, because the letter names are already
learned [@jeffrey, 2026b]. This pass adds the negative
search. Jordà’s framing gives the study its shape. In-
struments differ in how quickly they reward a beginner,
and the piano’s “low entry fee with no ceiling on virtuos-
ity” is the target [Jordà, 2004, Wessel and Wright, 2002].
If letter-named keys lower the entry fee, a 24-hour recall
test should show it.

Claim 2 shrank during this pass, and that is the most
useful thing the pass did. Before it, I would have said
AC Native OS was the first system to turn old laptops

into instruments. dyne:bolic said that in 2001. The de-
fensible claim is the shape of the boot. No desktop, no
menu, no interface to plug in: the first thing on screen is
the instrument, and the keyboard is already playing it.

Claims 3 and 4. Claim 3 is the only one with numbers
behind it, and the number to add is jitter: Wessel and
Wright’s 1 ms bound is stricter than any mean. Claim 4
is a hypothesis, and Bown et al. have already built the
protocol to test it.

11. HARDWARE CEILINGS

Two ceilings are worth stating before the claims travel.
First, rollover. USB boot-protocol keyboards report six
keys plus modifiers, and laptop key matrices ghost or
block on some three-key combinations [Microsoft Ap-
plied Sciences]. Chords of four or more notes are un-
reliable on stock laptops, so the repertoire is melodic
and dyadic by default. Gurevich and colleagues showed
that players develop style both in spite of and because
of a constraint like this [Gurevich et al., 2010]. Second,
velocity. A stock keyboard reports an onset and nothing
about force. Nash added velocity with an accelerometer
in The ‘E’ in QWERTY [Nash, 2016]. AC Native OS
reads the analog pressure stream of hall-effect keyboards
where one is attached [@jeffrey, 2026c]. On a surplus lap-
top’s own keys there is no dynamics.

12. LIMITATIONS

This is one search pass on one day through one search
engine, plus three earlier Aesthetic.Computer papers.
The negative results in claims 1 and 2 are bounded
by those queries. A web index is not a library: pre-
web shareware, non-English web pianos and unrecorded
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Claim Nearest prior Boundary Status Study that settles it

1. The keys play their
own names.

TypistInstrument (letter-
derived, by frequency); Vir-
tual Piano sheets (letters as
key labels).

Orthographic mapping of 𝐶–
𝐵 to c–b, second octave on
h–n.

None found in 2
targeted queries.
Provisional.

Wider search: patents,
Japanese and German web pi-
anos, 1990s shareware. Then
a recall study: novices learn
AWSED or notepat, recall
tested at 24 h.

2. The laptop boots into
one instrument on its
own keys.

MOD live-USB (one appli-
ance, needs an interface);
dyne:bolic, Puredyne (studio
desktop).

Boot-to-instrument, not boot-
to-studio; no extra hardware;
surplus x86.

Partial priors
found. Narrow
claim holds.

Cold-boot-to-first-note tim-
ing across the fleet, beside a
MOD live-USB boot on the
same machine.

3. Latency is inside the
intimacy budget.

Wessel & Wright: 10 ms, 1 ms
jitter [Wessel and Wright,
2002]; Bela: 1 ms [Moro
et al., 2016].

3–4 ms on HDA codecs; 12–
22 ms on SOF [@jeffrey,
2026c].

Measured for
HDA. Jitter
unreported.

Report jitter. Run
Claptoscore-style tap calibra-
tion on AC Native OS, the
browser build and Garage-
Band on one laptop.

4. A typed melody an-
swers the liveness cri-
tique.

Bown et al.: triggering reads
as live [Bown et al., 2014];
Waite [Waite, 2015].

One key, one audible note,
letter on screen.

Argued, not
tested.

Replicate Bown et al. with
notepat excerpts, audio-only,
then add a video condition
showing hands and screen.

Table 2: Four claims about where Aesthetic.Computer stands, each with the nearest prior found in this pass. “Provisional” means no counterex-
ample was found by the queries listed in laptop-platter/README.md.

concert pieces are under-represented, and any of them
could break claim 1. The platter records the queries so
the next pass can extend them. Products and commu-
nity sites (Virtual Piano, PianoGlow, Typedrummer) are
cited as evidence of practice, and their usage figures are
self-reported. The 51,613-sheet count is one aggregator
on one day. Two platter entries are still unchecked: Re-
ich and Korot’s The Cave, cited through Waite, and a re-
view of rhythm-training games. Neither is load-bearing
here.

The paper also has a stake in its conclusions. Every
claim is about a system I built. Table 2 exists so that
each claim has an outside test it could fail.

13. CONCLUSION

The laptop has been an instrument since PLOrk, and
its keyboard since the Amiga. Almost everything notepat
does has a precedent. The ASCII pitch maps, the native-
input argument, the typed-text instruments and the
bootable USB for media artists all came first. What
the precedents do not contain is small and specific. No
instrument I found makes the letter on the key the name
of the note. No system I found boots the laptop past the
desktop, straight into one instrument played on its own
keys. Both claims are narrow, and narrow is the right
size for a claim.

The field already has the protocols to test both:
Bown’s listening study, Claptoscore’s calibration,
Jordà’s learning curves. The next paper should run
them.
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\begin{quote}
\small\noindent\textbf{Abstract.}
The laptop has been a performed instrument for twenty years, and its keyboard has been a note-entry device for forty. This paper maps that field and places two \ac{} systems in it: \np{}, a chromatic instrument whose letter keys play the notes they name, and \acos{}, which boots a surplus laptop straight into \np{}. From 68 sources gathered in one search pass and indexed in a new \texttt{laptop-platter}, I trace eight threads: typewriter percussion, tracker note entry, typed-letter notation communities, laptop orchestras and the native-input program, named key-mapping logics, typing as the musical gesture, the liveness critique, and computers booted into instruments. Then I test four claims about where \ac{} stands. Two survive narrowly. I found no earlier instrument that maps letters to their own note names, and no earlier system that boots an ordinary laptop into one instrument played on its own keys. dyne:bolic, Puredyne and MOD's live USB come close, and they set the boundary. One claim is measured: key-to-sound latency of 3--4\,ms on HDA hardware, inside Wessel and Wright's 10\,ms budget. One claim, that a typed melody answers the critique that a laptop player could be checking email, is argued but untested. For each claim I name the study that would settle it.
\end{quote}
\vspace{0.5em}
}]

\section{The Question}

Someone asked whether anyone else had done this: played melodies on a computer keyboard, or mashed out beats on one, the way \np{} does. The honest answer is yes, a lot of people, for a long time. The useful answer is a map. Who did it, how they mapped the keys, what hardware they ran on, what critics said about it, and which parts of \np{} and \acos{} fall in empty space on that map.

This paper is that map. It sits beside three earlier \ac{} papers that already hold part of the ground. \emph{Keymaps as Social Software} traces the keymap lineage from Sholes to Wicki--Hayden, names the DAW's QWERTY-piano convention the \emph{AWSED} layout, and argues for \np{}'s ``notes that name themselves''~\citep{scudder2026keymaps}. \emph{PLORKing the Planet} covers laptop orchestras~\citep{scudder2026plork}. \emph{Where the Microseconds Go} walks the key-to-DAC path~\citep{scudder2026latency}. Here I widen the frame to the whole genre of laptop performance and ask a narrower question: where exactly is the boundary of what \ac{} has that the field does not?

\section{Sources and Method}

I searched the public web through \ac{}'s own search service, which is backed by Exa and keeps no query logs. 30 queries ran on 2 November 2026: research on QWERTY melodic input, tapped rhythm entry, laptop orchestras, typing-to-music toys, isomorphic layouts, rollover and latency, the liveness critique, dedicated music operating systems and live distributions, tracker history, typed-letter notation communities, and the theory of instrument constraint. For each candidate I retrieved the primary page (a proceedings PDF, a publisher table of contents, a project page) and read the citation off it. Where I wrote an author or page from memory, I checked it. One author list I had wrong (the 2019 Taptop paper) was corrected from the PDF.

The result is a new sub-platter, \texttt{papers/laptop-platter/}: 68 sources on ten shelves, 66 checked against a primary page, with a query log and a table of \emph{negative searches}, meaning the claims of absence and the queries behind them. Products, web toys and community sites are cited as evidence that a practice exists, never as authority on whether it works.

\section{Typing Was Percussion First}

The keyboard was a drum before it was a controller. Leroy Anderson's \emph{The Typewriter} (completed 1950, recorded 1953) treats a manual typewriter as a solo percussion part. The machine was modified so only two keys worked, and Anderson said only drummers had the wrist speed to play it~\citep{anderson1950typewriter}. The Boston Typewriter Orchestra, founded in 2004, still plays desk machines from the 1910s for their shift-key thump. Its members report the same ceiling: when they try to tap out a melody, no one can tell what they are playing~\citep{bto2004}.

That ceiling is the starting condition for everything below. A key gives you an onset and nothing else. Pitch has to come from a mapping.

\section{The Keyboard as a Note-Entry Device}

The mapping most people meet first came from game music. Chris H\"ulsbeck's Soundmonitor (Commodore~64, 1986) wrote music as text: a letter, an optional sharp, an octave digit~\citep{borderie2023soundmonitor}. Karsten Obarski's Ultimate Soundtracker (Amiga, 1987) added the move that stuck. Two rows of letter keys act as the white keys of a piano, and the row above each acts as the black keys. Nearly every tracker since has kept it~\citep{cant2020trackers}. Scream Tracker's 1990 manual lays the two octaves on the \key{Z} and \key{Q} rows. It also adds a separate shifted ``beat keyboard'' for entering drums, an early sign that pitch entry and beat entry want different layouts~\citep{screamtracker1990}.

GarageBand's Musical Typing moved the octave to the home row, with \key{Z}/\key{X} for octave and \key{C}/\key{V} for velocity~\citep{owen2018musicaltyping}. Ableton, Logic and FL Studio ship variants of the same layout, and so does every web piano I found. That is the convention \emph{Keymaps} names AWSED, after the keys of its first five chromatic tones~\citep{scudder2026keymaps}. Its defining property is that the key's letter has nothing to do with the note: \key{A} plays C.

\paragraph{The vernacular branch.} A very large community already writes music as typed letters and has not been studied. Virtual Piano and the Roblox piano games use \emph{sheets}: songs written as the characters to press, with lowercase for white keys, uppercase for black keys, brackets for chords and dashes for rests~\citep{virtualpiano_sheets}. One aggregator listed 51{,}613 sheets on the day I checked~\citep{pianoglow_sheets}. This is a living notation, transmitted by copy and paste, mostly by young players. The letters in it name keys, not pitches. A sheet for one site's layout is gibberish on another. \np{}'s song encoding~\citep{scudder2026folksongs} is the same idea with the indirection removed, because in \np{} the letter is the pitch.

\section{The Laptop Orchestra and the Native-Input Program}

The academic genre begins at Princeton. PLOrk's first year (2005--06) put fifteen laptops with hemispherical speakers on stage~\citep{trueman2006plork}. Two of its first pieces played the keyboard itself. In Dan Trueman's \emph{ABC Song}, each player records their own voice saying the name of every key, and comb filters tune the spoken letters into the alphabet song, in three-part harmony with a conductor. In Ge Wang's \emph{CliX}, every key is mapped to a pitch by its ASCII code and clicks are quantized to a shared pulse~\citep{wang2006clix}. The ensemble's composers reported that ``the latency of the QWERTY keyboard [was] acceptable for most rhythmic playing''~\citep{smallwood2008composing}.

Fiebrink, Wang and Cook turned this into a program in \emph{Don't Forget the Laptop} (NIME 2007)~\citep{fiebrink2007laptop}. Their argument was practical. Custom controllers lengthen setup, break in transit, cost money and need maintenance, while every laptop already has a keyboard, a trackpad, a microphone and, in 2007, a motion sensor. They showed the keyboard as an ASCII pitch selector and as a fretboard, the trackpad as a bow, and the hard-drive motion sensor as a drum (\emph{Smacking Music}, Steve Reich's \emph{Clapping Music} played by hitting PowerBooks). They also shipped a toolkit, SMELT. The title of this paper is a nod to theirs.

The line continued: SLOrk at Stanford (2008), MoPhO for phones~\citep{wang2008mopho}, Laptap's microphone-to-speaker feedback played by touch~\citep{nime2013laptap}, and Taptop's trackpad grids~\citep{nime2019tops}. Wang's \emph{Artful Design} collects the philosophy~\citep{wang2018artful}. What the program never did was make the laptop \emph{only} an instrument. The orchestra laptop still ran a desktop, launched a ChucK or Max patch, and was configured by a technician before each concert. \emph{PLORKing the Planet} argues that this cost, not the music, kept laptop orchestras rare~\citep{scudder2026plork}.

\section{What a Key Means: Six Mapping Logics}

Every QWERTY instrument answers one question: given a key, which pitch? The answers I found fall into six families (Table~\ref{tab:mappings}).

\begin{table*}[t]
\centering
\footnotesize
\renewcommand{\arraystretch}{1.18}
\begin{tabularx}{\textwidth}{@{}R{2.25cm}R{3.7cm}YR{4.1cm}@{}}
\toprule
\textbf{Logic} & \textbf{Examples} & \textbf{What a key means} & \textbf{What the player must already know} \\
\midrule
Position & Ultimate Soundtracker 1987; Musical Typing; every web piano (AWSED) & Its place in two staggered rows imitates a white or black piano key. & The piano, and the layout itself. The letter tells you nothing. \\
Harmonic & aQWERTYon~\citep{hein2016inside} & Rows are scales, columns are diatonic chords; there are no wrong notes. & Nothing to start; theory to use the columns. In think-aloud tests no one found the column chords unprompted~\citep{hein2017welcoming}. \\
Isomorphic & Wicki--Hayden, Jank\'o on QWERTY~\citep{openmpt2016isomorphic,follington_qkeys} & Fixed interval per step in each direction, so every chord shape transposes. & The interval grid. \\
Code point & \emph{CliX}~\citep{wang2006clix} & ASCII value sets the pitch region. & Nothing. Melody is hard by design. \\
Frequency & \emph{TypistInstrument}~\citep{steiner2005typist}; US 6,444,888~\citep{patent6444888} & The most frequent letters (ETAOINSR) or the most-played notes get the scale. & Nothing. Typing English makes tonal music. \\
\textbf{Name} & \textbf{\np{}} (2024) & \textbf{The letter is the note: \key{c} plays C, \key{d} plays D; the next octave runs \key{h}--\key{n}.} & \textbf{The seven letter names of the Western scale.} \\
\bottomrule
\end{tabularx}
\caption{Six answers to ``which pitch does this key play?'' Five come from the literature and products surveyed here; the sixth is \np{}'s~\citep{scudder2026keymaps}. Only the last makes the printed letter on the key cap carry the pitch.}
\label{tab:mappings}
\end{table*}

The families are not ranked. Each one bets on a different piece of knowledge the player already has. AWSED bets on the piano and spends the keyboard to imitate it. aQWERTYon bets on nothing and prevents wrong notes, so its knowledge lives in the instrument, which is what Magnusson calls an \emph{epistemic tool}~\citep{magnusson2009epistemic}. Steiner's mapping bets on English: write a sentence and the letter statistics make it tonal. \np{} bets on literacy. Anyone who can spell \texttt{CDEFGAB} already knows where seven notes are.

Steiner is the nearest relative. His instrument also derives pitch from the letter rather than its position. But he chose frequency, not names: \key{e} and \key{t} become the tonic because they are common, not because they are E and T~\citep{steiner2005typist}.

\section{Typing as the Gesture}

\begin{figure*}[t]
\centering
\input{figures/positioning-tikz.tex}
\caption{The surveyed systems placed by where the instrument lives (columns) and what a key means (rows). Pink cells are \ac{}; dashed cells held nothing I found. dyne:bolic and Puredyne reach the third column through bundled applications with AWSED-style typing. MOD reaches the fourth without a QWERTY instrument. The top-right cell, a laptop booted into an instrument whose keys play their own names, is the boundary this paper defends. It is a claim about a search, not a proof of absence (ยง\ref{sec:limits}).}
\label{fig:positioning}
\end{figure*}

A second family treats the act of typing text as the music. Si Waite's NIME 2015 system drives melody, rhythm, timbre and projected visuals from typed lyrics, and argues that the visible link between keystroke and sound makes the performance feel live~\citep{waite2015keyboard}. Kyle Stetz's Typedrummer (2015) turns each letter into a drum hit, so a typed sentence is a beat~\citep{vanhemert2015typedrummer}. Orca (Hundred Rabbits, 2018) makes every letter of the alphabet a sequencer operator on a grid~\citep{orca2018}. The Stenophone points out that laptop live coding, whatever it sounds like, shares one physical interface, the QWERTY keyboard~\citep{stenophone2017}.

The newest entry is from this year's NIME. Encinas and Jensenius describe \emph{vyping}, typing to a language model without looking, as a musical practice in which typos act as grace notes and the model comps like a rhythm section~\citep{encinas2026vyping}. One of their artifacts is called \emph{clix-vibe}, after Wang's piece. They also name a gap: chat interfaces strip keystroke timing before it reaches the model, so the rhythm of typing is lost.

Beat mashing has its own small literature. Musipedia lets you search for a melody by tapping its rhythm on any key~\citep{typke_musipedia}. Claptoscore turns tapped rhythms into notation. It calibrates each input's latency separately, uses \key{F} and \key{J} as two percussion voices, and can read key release as note length~\citep{claptoscore}. An online study, \emph{tap the groove}, asks people to reduce full drum grooves to spacebar taps~\citep{tapthegroove}. Psychology adds one finding that matters here: the extra delay between same-hand keystrokes in typing does not appear in skilled piano playing~\citep{schmuckler1997interkey}. Typing skill and keyboard skill overlap without being the same skill.

\section{The Liveness Critique}

The genre's standing objection is visual. In 2003 \emph{Contemporary Music Review} gave a whole issue to the laptop as instrument, edited by Kim Cascone~\citep{cascone2003grain}. Cascone wrote that ``spectacle is the guarantor of presence and authenticity, whereas laptop performance represents artifice and absence.'' Caleb Stuart asked audiences to listen instead of watch~\citep{stuart2003object}. Nick Collins, in the same issue, put it most bluntly. A SuperCollider performer ``cannot be readily distinguished from someone checking their e-mail''~\citep{collins2003generative}.

Two answers followed. Live coders projected their screens~\citep{collins2003livecoding,mclean2010visualisation}. NIME built visible controllers and visualizations like Rouages, which reveal an instrument's mechanism to the audience~\citep{berthaut2013rouages}. Then Bown, Bell and Parkinson ran a listening test with audio only. Listeners heard \emph{triggering} as live, more than tweaking, and generative or prepared material did not cancel the effect~\citep{bown2014liveness}.

A typed melody is the extreme case of triggering. One key, one note, no automation in between, and on \np{} the note's letter is on the screen. That is an argument for why the critique should not apply. It has not been tested on \np{}, and ยง\ref{sec:claims} says how it could be.

\section{Booting Into the Instrument}

\begin{table*}[t]
\centering
\footnotesize
\renewcommand{\arraystretch}{1.2}
\begin{tabularx}{\textwidth}{@{}R{3.1cm}YYR{2.0cm}Y@{}}
\toprule
\textbf{Claim} & \textbf{Nearest prior} & \textbf{Boundary} & \textbf{Status} & \textbf{Study that settles it} \\
\midrule
1. The keys play their own names. & \emph{TypistInstrument} (letter-derived, by frequency); Virtual Piano sheets (letters as key labels). & Orthographic mapping of $C$--$B$ to \key{c}--\key{b}, second octave on \key{h}--\key{n}. & None found in 2 targeted queries. Provisional. & Wider search: patents, Japanese and German web pianos, 1990s shareware. Then a recall study: novices learn AWSED or \np{}, recall tested at 24\,h. \\
2. The laptop boots into one instrument on its own keys. & MOD live-USB (one appliance, needs an interface); dyne:bolic, Puredyne (studio desktop). & Boot-to-instrument, not boot-to-studio; no extra hardware; surplus x86. & Partial priors found. Narrow claim holds. & Cold-boot-to-first-note timing across the fleet, beside a MOD live-USB boot on the same machine. \\
3. Latency is inside the intimacy budget. & Wessel \& Wright: 10\,ms, 1\,ms jitter~\citep{wessel2002problems}; Bela: 1\,ms~\citep{moro2016bela}. & 3--4\,ms on HDA codecs; 12--22\,ms on SOF~\citep{scudder2026latency}. & Measured for HDA. Jitter unreported. & Report jitter. Run Claptoscore-style tap calibration on \acos{}, the browser build and GarageBand on one laptop. \\
4. A typed melody answers the liveness critique. & Bown et al.: triggering reads as live~\citep{bown2014liveness}; Waite~\citep{waite2015keyboard}. & One key, one audible note, letter on screen. & Argued, not tested. & Replicate Bown et al. with \np{} excerpts, audio-only, then add a video condition showing hands and screen. \\
\bottomrule
\end{tabularx}
\caption{Four claims about where \ac{} stands, each with the nearest prior found in this pass. ``Provisional'' means no counterexample was found by the queries listed in \texttt{laptop-platter/README.md}.}
\label{tab:claims}
\end{table*}

The last thread is the platform. Two traditions put music software on its own operating system.

\paragraph{The box.} Satellite CCRMA (2011--13) shipped a Linux image for Beagle Boards and Raspberry Pis so that ``prototypes live longer''~\citep{berdahl2013satellite}. Bela adds a real-time kernel and a microcontroller-timed audio path for 1\,ms round trips~\citep{moro2016bela}. norns and Organelle wrap a Raspberry Pi compute module in knobs and keys and run Lua or Pd patches~\citep{monome_norns,cg_organelle}.

\paragraph{The live distribution.} This tradition is closer to \acos{}, and I did not know it well before this pass. Jaromil's (Denis Roio's) dyne:bolic (from December 2001) is a live CD ``optimised to run on old computers, turning them into full media stations''~\citep{jaromil_dynebolic}. GOTO10's Puredyne (to 2012) booted any x86 machine from a USB stick into Pure Data, SuperCollider and Csound, for workshops and performance~\citep{puredyne}. MOD Audio's live USB boots a PC straight into a MOD pedalboard welcome screen~\citep{mod_liveusb}. dyne:bolic had already made the recycling argument, and the bootable USB is a 2000s idea.

What these leave open is narrow, and it is the boundary I can defend. dyne:bolic and Puredyne boot into a \emph{studio}: a desktop, a window manager and a menu of applications. You still have to choose a program and patch something before a note sounds. MOD boots into one appliance, but the appliance is a pedalboard host, and you need an audio interface and an instrument to play into it. \acos{} boots, as PID~1 with no desktop, into one instrument played on the laptop's own keys, in about seven seconds~\citep{scudder2026os}. Figure~\ref{fig:positioning} puts the surveyed systems on these two axes.


\section{Four Claims, Tested}
\label{sec:claims}

Table~\ref{tab:claims} states each claim, its nearest prior, how strong it is, and what would settle it.


\paragraph{Claim 1} is the one people will check first, so it needs the widest search before anyone leans on it. \emph{Keymaps} already argues why the mapping is good: it costs the memory nothing, because the letter names are already learned~\citep{scudder2026keymaps}. This pass adds the negative search. Jordร 's framing gives the study its shape. Instruments differ in how quickly they reward a beginner, and the piano's ``low entry fee with no ceiling on virtuosity'' is the target~\citep{jorda2004efficiency,wessel2002problems}. If letter-named keys lower the entry fee, a 24-hour recall test should show it.

\paragraph{Claim 2} shrank during this pass, and that is the most useful thing the pass did. Before it, I would have said \acos{} was the first system to turn old laptops into instruments. dyne:bolic said that in 2001. The defensible claim is the shape of the boot. No desktop, no menu, no interface to plug in: the first thing on screen is the instrument, and the keyboard is already playing it.

\paragraph{Claims 3 and 4.} Claim 3 is the only one with numbers behind it, and the number to add is jitter: Wessel and Wright's 1\,ms bound is stricter than any mean. Claim 4 is a hypothesis, and Bown et al.\ have already built the protocol to test it.

\section{Hardware Ceilings}

Two ceilings are worth stating before the claims travel. First, \emph{rollover}. USB boot-protocol keyboards report six keys plus modifiers, and laptop key matrices ghost or block on some three-key combinations~\citep{msr_ghosting}. Chords of four or more notes are unreliable on stock laptops, so the repertoire is melodic and dyadic by default. Gurevich and colleagues showed that players develop style both in spite of and because of a constraint like this~\citep{gurevich2010style}. Second, \emph{velocity}. A stock keyboard reports an onset and nothing about force. Nash added velocity with an accelerometer in \emph{The `E' in QWERTY}~\citep{nash2016qwerty}. \acos{} reads the analog pressure stream of hall-effect keyboards where one is attached~\citep{scudder2026latency}. On a surplus laptop's own keys there is no dynamics.

\section{Limitations}
\label{sec:limits}

This is one search pass on one day through one search engine, plus three earlier \ac{} papers. The negative results in claims 1 and 2 are bounded by those queries. A web index is not a library: pre-web shareware, non-English web pianos and unrecorded concert pieces are under-represented, and any of them could break claim 1. The platter records the queries so the next pass can extend them. Products and community sites (Virtual Piano, PianoGlow, Typedrummer) are cited as evidence of practice, and their usage figures are self-reported. The 51{,}613-sheet count is one aggregator on one day. Two platter entries are still unchecked: Reich and Korot's \emph{The Cave}, cited through Waite, and a review of rhythm-training games. Neither is load-bearing here.

The paper also has a stake in its conclusions. Every claim is about a system I built. Table~\ref{tab:claims} exists so that each claim has an outside test it could fail.

\section{Conclusion}

The laptop has been an instrument since PLOrk, and its keyboard since the Amiga. Almost everything \np{} does has a precedent. The ASCII pitch maps, the native-input argument, the typed-text instruments and the bootable USB for media artists all came first. What the precedents do not contain is small and specific. No instrument I found makes the letter on the key the name of the note. No system I found boots the laptop past the desktop, straight into one instrument played on its own keys. Both claims are narrow, and narrow is the right size for a claim.

The field already has the protocols to test both: Bown's listening study, Claptoscore's calibration, Jordร 's learning curves. The next paper should run them.
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