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Abstract: Henk de Regt put forward in Understanding Scientific Understanding the contextual theory of
scientific understanding, in which intelligibility is the key to realize the scientific understanding of phenomena.
While suggesting his theoretical superiority, Henk de Regt refuses to recognize the role and significance of
experiments in scientific understanding and intentionally avoids the potential doubts of new experimentalism,
thus his response is unconvincing. The author believes that Henk de Regt expands the concept of explanatory
understanding and “artificially” excludes the experiment from scientific understanding; and that theory is not
necessary to achieve an explanatory understanding and experiments and phenomenological laws can provide an
explanatory understanding. Therefore, it is more pertinent to attribute Henk de Regt’s action to the imbalance of
his idealized method than to the attribution of theoretical superiority. Based on this, this paper hopes to have a
more fair and comprehensive theoretical point of view to respond to the critical thinking on the theory of scientific
understanding in this paper.
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PR B — BB A 2= AL O UBOE, T
BN 24 B 2 Nk, H F R (Carl
Gustav Hempel ) #& 128 SN 5, 2 ARF
FEI 8 2 A R A R S H 5 — R R AL M B 1 IX.
AEFFVIE, 3K —2# AR WL S BTERL 5 27 5 1)
btz VPR Z R, Bl R A R 2 5
T, TGRS, P2, K
REANEFEEAENL, R TR RO
( psychological )F1i& F( pragmatic ) i~ ,( [4],
p.413) X —IRWr A 1L 5 T B 7R R 2R3 2 40
BURME, a1 AR RS .

AR, fEE MR (Henk de Regt) 4577
HHF UG E R IR AR, s ERfE A B
S FIIARUSCE , AR B2 i B AT AR
A BRI R R R B TR A Ol R
Syt s, DLy @Rk 22 B i iiEsiie (A
Contextual Theory of Scientific Understanding ),
SR, IZBLIE AN = 52 56 FlAE 52 0 FE )
e, bR B ( theory-dominated )
RS

KLk, Bl R 2 D f b or
Yy, ey, JEENe e ) R
HEEAIE WLah . X S 1) PR Th R) . He—, 48
PR T Wbz S92 56 1) M (B4 ] 52 ] 1 )Rk B ) 2%
WA, A AMEWILSE, X7 WL T4 (Tan
Hacking ) 1) 3 & Z ;s ([6], p.261) H —,
SRS TP AT Z A0 S5 i e AL BT Y
YER, XiE—2 il 7 AT ) AR
K, WX — R, —SeE s R (5
et ” (practice-dominated ) [ 737, K&
RN S EePT A, Horp, ARG AN A 2R ( Peter
Galison ) R fCRIH I 3 Lk, 7 F25k “58
B AA KA ([6], p.150) S5 H & BEa]
e T AL . A Z IR B, Al 3RS
B 25 M AP T2 e, AR UEAR “F
K7 Hfr, SEEIR YA R, JF AT T b A
HVER . BRI ATSY .

SR 5 S g 3 S H 45 52 F
TR, AR A AT Z A R AR DG
AR 20, TSR IR R e BE AR LS
ARSCKEHR IR TR s (1) TR R i 2 RS i A7

TES AL 5 (2) 5256 A ME 52 % At al 7R
PR R AREVE R (3) TR AR AR Uy
R SRR

—. BEFEFNIERR

(R S o= N (IR 1 e = | )
( Understanding Scientific Understanding ) —1;
o, VKR A PR S5 [ T SR S RSz A
R M2 SR Al B A OC B B A —Fh A
6] i F v, RO RR A i L 42 %% ( phenomenology
Hfg R — A B g
(understanding a theory, UT ) Fi1F fi# K —Fh 31
% (understanding a phenomenon, UP ),

THLE RS R AR T A A RS OC TR 2 B 1Y —
FRCBIIE . PEE AR R E TR T — N E AR
A7 (ideal type ) RXBRIYFRAGFAT . WRFBER
SHTEFE T el PR — IR P, STHEL
T8 Y 4 BBk N T DARS AR, AT S 30 X6
P FRARE, T TS S KU IZ A AT . A
FEM, AR, ISR SN A, &
P I G P DG BRE T 4L 5 T B 1 fip Rk B A
o 28 A BRI . X R R A A AR
([9], p.88)

P, TR AR T HAE B 0 o —
AR WA . ST e B A —— PR AR B S 1 b
#E ( Criterion for Understanding Phenomena,
CUP), CUPHI, — ML PRI, 4
HACY X P AT — T 0] 3 i BRI T 1 ff R
It HAF G 455 78 0 PR N 7E — B () A A R
e, ([9], p.92)

P I g CPTEEfR T, R EMIE R
W —HENE, WCUPrik, MEHRE
P, T M# TR ERR A ENE T, A4S H
A AR . AT AR SRR R 0 T AR 4 7
TETEAS R A a4 TIEBER AR =
LN AE——Fe A 3 E M AR ifE ( Criterion for
the Intelligibility of Theories, CIT, ), CIT, 1A},
FEESE C i, BRI T X TR ZOk Ul 2 v]
PRI, A0 RARATRESE TE A SEA TR 0 155 1
LIRS T W E PR EZE 2 . ([9], p.102) T

of understanding, PU ),
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XA, F 2 7R TR A% R 7R CUP Hp it 5 g 42 S ) —
R, D TR SR —E iy HRe, e
(1) ] B IR AR S P N TEA B R M, T2 iR
i “RAET W SRR R EREAROC B JR YRR,
BENRL R FIARE ST b R A e,
PR MR i, H CIT, 9 N AR 32 e F AR 3
3 ( Ludwig Wittgenstein ) i { 320155 ) +
P a ko M- ARIEEE “1, 5, 11,
19, 297 WP AT, HETX X A0 7 51
PR EER, H—EZ2T T —MiEEE
PRI u% 2o sl /D FE FR H HLAR A0 RRAE ) 22 R i A
R, ([11], pp.65-97) T Fr i A F# AL |
HMERZR I, BIE S CIT, r K i & PERFE AR )
B, TS ECT Ty 10 R B E R R RS A ™
i J 0 =N

SN, T AT [ o A A R T A Y O
BB iE R e s, AXELRI, (HARH
fiptkry ) B R HAZ G E S, B “Ee A
A 1) 45 B I 9 HLAE LR iR v, I &
BRI M, PR A S
E W

. XTEEHMATHIE

e AEE (IR Z B ) —B, 1R
2o ] PRYER CHNET MBSO,
NIt Red s, SR A s 5
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O AR FF IR JCAUB 92 56 32 SCR] BEA 4 )5
BE, MR CHIMORR T WETETE, ik
XoF B G 1) PR S REE I ] B A BE S B,
FARNRX — WA TRESAE “Heihr” 1AL
FTE . T, X E WY, =l =4

ARERI L GE. H—, S AA G, BleR
A LATE AT BRSBTS D0 T A0A5 3 s =, 7

LAYt AR R, 3
WHEZEMT AN MY, IBA, Xk
B i) BRAR AT DL SE B, =, B2 E NN,
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B AN, AP A AT LA I FE 4 18
T — 2t : BT AR B8 11 5 56 A
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fi#”. (191, p.97) TEBRILILTT, MK
A, SEI AT LUK R e & A B 3R
SRR PR, (RSSO0 A B F BN TF R R
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REO T BE, X E1 I 8 SR X LA A A5

B Xt 2 3 2 S IR A, AT R I S
BN A ARX AL, HEERARWT,

TE9 M FFFE 51 18 7 /K (Ronald Giere ) [
“OE TR RS AR B AR EOR
FH VLSS RN S B0 AR 1) A 22 0 e, B4R TR
AP IR AR TR A i T “B% . (9],
pp.31-32) MUK 5, SLE0XF T RME R
ARG AR HAREZENER, (HAJF
R FEN AR . FEEE SRR P S A
YT 19 o B b R Y B 2R R 85 K 2% % (Ludwig
Boltzmann ), " 45 HAg A4 A AR K B IR 2% 2
WL, LR A RS 2 ab, B IR 252 A
5. CHISWAE S T E SR TN
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pp. 11-28 ) T 3 Xof A 27 H fige 114 V= FH 0 B 1
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il TRk B A Y O BETE TR AR A
(why ) FETEMFEXT MR BN AN
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it T o3 Oy % LR R R PSS, UL B A
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W, AR D AR SR B 5] A R U7 4844 ((Jonathan
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(RER ) UM, HIFICARr B o i 4l

TEPE RS R SL B b F b, AR B 110
BES B P~ J Sl LLnT PRARE A0 B 2R A I 42
WA A X R BT RRTE B oA, S
il R B A 1 o AR S R M B A Sk AR
255, BIE—Fh 2% 55— A] P i) P i
filt XTI — B AR R, MEHE R R
BT #5Z2. (9], p43) HEHEBENR, ABEME
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TET I, ROT4Es FBRAT DA B9 i iR A, JF
s A BEAE S M7 “HE” ) CHE Y,
i HA S BREIFRF UL, DA R, 5 HUL
JE LI TR PR AL AR B B A, I IR ER AR
FEO R R A R AR T ERMEA AL, S
B R RHLT (B R BEHEBRTE SR,
SEYS AR PR b VR TS I 24k

TR R R R R, Y R R R
g ¥ aE Mk 2R T B T A B R L
o BXFTF ST miE, JEATRSL. AR,
TETEAR RN N SE g0 To vk S i B R, Rk
BT SRR, MR T CHBITRE”, M
()22 5, TEE R E RIS N
HoAis B 2. 0

Mo, XEFREEFRNER

WETRTE, AR R S i IR A A
ARSI E, ISR A S0 A 32
Hr R 22 AR B TS T

1. R EE R L L EER

FrIESENT R PR B A AL DU 5 B
f B B AR AT IS, RIVAE Bl AH R B
FIRTHE T o A7 AT R4S X S — B A fa] 4 ikt A B
fife

FIRE5 ( Peter Lipton ) 5425 | A w1t &
FUSCISAE R Ze il AT, (A g g it
UEBE “HE s B RN S IR By AR S
5, GRARE/NAKNE—FERET,
SefB i T A Sk i R R, R /N
AR R AR, A BT RS E R E R
A Sk M — R O O Y e (2
— 7T, KNASRAESG , /N SR R
DA 254 B A Sk B T 2, AT 3 350
JE AL H B AR BT A A G SR,
I I N RE RS SUPR, RO B T
ol o U T o b SR AB S ) A, B
LE A5 AR A A A2 i B 0200 e e e, HL
FEAREHE— 2P BRAR R H A R 5 B ook
DB OB A SR IS (I SRR R R )
YERNEE RGBS, IS4 BB 4L
% 2 [l 2 i Rk PR T B R T N R ——h
ftasantt, EFERZRE A Canlft
2R FE SRR TG ) KT B — Wk 5E i HE
it o

FEAMF B g B AR S g, LS BR B If AR L
AT B A AT P BLG R T TR, AR
F A ARSI T AL, Rk, SRl
PRI, AT EHEISVE N B T HE A

@ 171, (18]

2. RIS AT DUR A R 1 TR AR

DJFCH - I S (explanatorily) understands why p, there is some item of information q such that S grasps that q explains p.
QFEH R VARSI AU ER 2S5 i —FIE, — &P S « MAH SR A S BAE ™, TR e 4k (Roy Sorensen )
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I 0 AN 1Y H S E 5 SEuE L
TERA BEAS AL BRI U 0 59 22 461 LAAE 7
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I Z2A51) Ay A JIT ) R0 ) S 7K 1) 5 52 2% A8
5. dafE/RAE KRt R B B A A (AR
Yy ) Wmhal A RS, SR M b s R ]
FERY P2 R, WXt X — 3%, TR R
S5 RE A W B 2 ROR ORI B R R
7 R HAS, Hit, X —Eg, Ri# Ik
a4 ‘e HEET, BAOTHRERME, K
VISR A Mg e S ., e, A
R RIS TAEET A R (a2 D T AR
SCgR oY, IS SLE AR AR T AL IR A
RLE R, TRiE/Rm s, JFIE RS TESE
HXTR AP yRig 2, IEHATE, R
PARLAG S2 8, AATTREMS BT TS 2 R @,
([19]’ pp3_23> [20], [21]

T — 1538, $7 P % ( Antoine-Laurent
de Lavoisier ) Fi8EMAR UL, HAEH A UL
HIAYSESG, s FruEBd . KRB T, “BR
T SRR I AR T I R A IR 2 A, 4
AT ATAT S5 18 5 I H AR A IR 52 DL K 3%
SR G I ES e, DX MY i Tl
NI IR A2 52 AT 58 2 2R
([22], p.1) PR A RAEHE B Mg s
SCEy, TESCEP RIS e, P RLE Ok
R AT F IR 0T A2 B R
A, BIOR AR sr ey, ( [22], p.12)
FARAEXT MR B, PR VR IE SR, &
T T WFRORTE R I 5 #n b 5 28 R AR AR 2= RO

A S0 2 B, IR DL E T S A Ee (A
FI1). ([23], p.30) 5 48 A% 45 1 B 27 T A
WURIE T IR IIE, PP S SR KA RIE
A] R AR A SE R S e, SR R AT LR AR B
fitk o

E1 XSRS SRS REE

WAL, FEASHERR Y SL g0 A T FE R e TS B T
SCERRE . DUR RS, 18 e ny s
B 75 ( Jean-André De Luc ) L)L “JB4¥:” ( method
of mixtures ) izt &l 4% H 5 AE ME A U &~ EL 57
U E LT o SIS AR Al T K LA H 2
AH DI EAER —E M (comparability ), 54 T
KB I BE T bR T R T AR W IE B 45 e
P20, I TA R AR B AR K FE T
RWE CRESGREET, X —HEIE AR, 12
0 5 I A AR Y S I S B E A e i L (BT A
FE Y B BE T X B SR R B I T AR T AR R
PR X — PR A RIBRYE, (AR R G HAE
W B 2E R Ry G b, ([24], pp.57-68)
HJ5, #E /R (John Dalton ), #4825 ( Victor
Regnault ) 8¢XJ S8 i & IE, A5 XT B4 1)
Mgz AEL, BleE I —mtm ek,
i 22, B IE S A B
ARt AR o T JE SR AR e e A BRI T
AR T2 I6 I B 25 SRR T . $ TR RO
I 2 IE S 56 AT 4 At A Bk ER A A WS ( [24],
pp.79-84 )

3. ERERT RSB IEIE R

DESRUNA2E FE0] ]« SR e A DA el R 45 R T 9256 vp A5 19 S 00 248 R ROMH S0, (EUR 40 1sf 174) o A T
T, HIFTRAEM DTS . EERMIAN . SRS R S 4, NORHEE kIR BT (Hugo de Vries ), BHEHT (Carl
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PUREEZ H, Bi5 22 R, LIS 00 2 A o s TR0 A
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MEZ EH ( phenomenological law ) 1] #
HEXT T IS 10 i e A

R A4y (Nancy Cartwright ) B BIF 52 e
A TR T MEG E AR AR IS B O . M TE
Wy e = A B Y ) ( How the Laws of
Physics Lie) —45Hr, 2117 “MER @ HAER
2SI B 1) i R 150 BH B 1 MR A T SR AR B B A
07 WS . ([25], p.89) 584 KA b i
R, BEARMEGE AR UL ] LT AT,
FESRAUERL A B O TN ANt . SR, ASSIE
Xof AR R A AR U A SR AR T O R W™y, R
I TEMRRE T |, MEGOE A LI AL,
BE A [ BRI FF41 AT 2E 1 B AT

P2 S e DAME G e AR 2 3L 1Y) 22 491
FEAEEDL . WRFFERE B e 241, 2
FETE— N2 NIRRT G ——A 24 AR
I, MOGRGTH b, WS N By M R ie# .
XA [\ 2 3 45 A B0, HIOFRUITh &, W
F P (James Clerk Maxwell ) X i ) i F¢
PEHL R IR R AKTEBUA e, me N—&MES e
A A, BRI I 3 T S 6 R A
(R UT] [ By 32 W 3 T B (R AN MR BT 52 il
DRNANFRE PR A — TP g, AR AR 3R
TS B b e e A . ([25], p.6)

TE AR RRR R B 1 e 5 A —
SRR, ([25], p.72) —RPER IS R
RE by 22 119 I G2 4 AR ) 38 3 1 A R 5 LA
HX FF AN WG A7 S B KFE T oIS 1A S
XTI AEE LA X R g . Rk, MR
S R [RIAE R AE Sy S PR 2% B gk ) B 590 o

F. AR BEN T ERKE

TR A “EHAE, BT KR
B, (HANRE AL = T ELS AL o
Yy, FaCA M. 1T S E RN (Principle
of Respect ), HNCREHAMESE 15 B by B BT 5
FrAeif s, e T, BB R A T,
AR BRI N ([24], p.256) fEF ks 4F

EMEFIS SR, PR T RIZEFHE TR
TR TR R R Bl AR S e E] A o
FREM, MEPE, “9FER, EVI/R (Philip
Kitcher ) f J&5 42 21 1998 U 5L T 2R — POl A
PRAGHLE R 57 A B2 R B A, W,
JE R AR BB PR B S, VY R —Ti
JE o UETETEEE AR A B, SR ESEHT N S
PRI kLB, DS, #Eam 2
FE [ C I ke g 0 T 55 18 v B T i R B e 1 E 2
ER, MRS SR e E T — otz
FRTE. HIAMREENT, H RS0 SR fUR
o BEE S, 27 IR TT, W—skdn 2
IR ik, AAAZ2ZME, Rz
Fr AR HT N B A {E & ([24], p225) Zok,
D) A e Fe R i BEAEME (idealization )
T VR ) R AR K

fEEg Ry CHEELS . RO Ry,
S 32 FLAE BRE HE ) vh FARAE Y Ik
Ve, PO PRAEAL, MIRIRVERR, TR IR
fr T idea, A “JEA Fag.O H AR EDH
" 2 X P, FAE A ) R B s
Zoae C“HET AR R SR 4 . R A
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BT S SOEARAR I AN B SR SR O R . FLAK
FELE . B, TR A SRR E PR — S
RO R SRR R (1-causal ) 3R
fFFHAE ( Representational ideals ), DAItIg 3
. R R, TR, HHga
P B i ] T by s RS . MEGE R AF L
N LR N Ul i e X
— %0 R R DR R L S 5 b . (H X Fh AR
b, A X DL ]kt 9 ) 8. X AN T BB R T R
MR, ([24], p.202) & 25 20 B 4 — S A
AN AW s e R, ([28], p.49)
H R A TEAE 5 ™48 15T X 25 440 5 A wE A i
Fo ([29], p.111) FEASCH, Honh sl B

OIAE ST FAR AL E AT, 2 BR4E0HA4% ( Michael Weisberg ) #4151k (abstraction ) {EFIAE kR i —2E AL FE



Bl B B SER S MEGE T )R E SRR B ESE ANE LS 41

Per i, (82 2 W 4e S 0 5 e g e Y AT g
P, AT 15 o5 2400 52 B P AT ]

2 AL, RS REFG A (Kareem
Khalifa ) ()22 R=g5 9, ke H LAy
BB, A SO AN B 7E R SEIRAT L e B
MBS, T AN ] BA 5 i R 1] 1) 4 S =200
R I IR T g R AR RS R T AE . I
R H o 4256018 % J (©empirical fitness ),
AP X — B A PR SR T o B B T AR
A, HO R T R RN E IR E S,
X — AR R 2 T 4t e sr, AP
FlE 0l i — TR (s )
figp 1 AR B AR 2 A 1 AR oE T B
fife? WA an g, BlEgb s 2E PR (Harry
Collins ) %22 H A2 25 18X T 51 IR
TEA JOG 25 52 i 45 52 50 A0 ¢ 1) 4 i E AT i 5%
To P, TR AR ALy vk BT B s 1Y
EhE, B2, Sk RgfRife, H
AN FUME DL R 22 00 38 0 B () R, R L 2 T
SO0 S B AR O B0 N R I TR SR
WEHH MR .

&iE: PE—MEARTE,
BEnERY =

TR IR N (PR AL A PR ) B R
Sy HYGEE B bl ) Bl AR R B, 7R
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