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Success of Science and Truth
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Biography: LI Difei (1977-), male, Doctor, Lecturer, Department of Philosophy & Sociology, He’

nan College of Finance & Economics, majoring in scientific philosophy.

Abstract: The “ no-miracles argument” of realism explains the success of science on the base of
truth. However, whether understood strictly as “being truth” or loosely as “being approximate
truth”, true theories have no necessary relation with the success of science, which is demonstrated by
the history of science. A nalysis shows that the explanation of the success of theories provided by anti-
realism and non-realism is a kind of tautology, or will inevitably slide into the explanation of realism.
Thus, truth or approximate truth is the only naturally ultimate explanation of the success of theories.
However, acceptance of this explanation requires we revise the traditional definition of truth and take
an attitude of trust toward science.

Key words: realism; success of science; no-miracles argument; anti-realism; truth



