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The Viewpoint of Nature in the Theories of Natural
Science: Based on ‘Qualitative Changes

Jong-Min Na

The theories in natural science usually have been interpreted in
philosophy that it provides the view of nature on the basis of
“guantitative changes.” This interpretation, however, is merely the
crude overestimation of the small part of the whole scientific
theories. In this paper, we show that another approach mainly
focused on “qualitative changes” also provides an insightful
viewpoint of interpretation. At first, the overview of general
theories in natural science is presented and then each theory is
analyzed from the viewpoint of qualitative evolutions. The
analysis reveals that the theories, often considered as the
description of qualitative evolutions, also can be interpreted as
that of quantitative evolutions. Furthermore, it indicates the
continual interrelationship in time between the theories in natural
science. As a consequence, the interpretation of scientific theories
is proven to be a matter of viewpoint we may take. In other
words, the view of nature is closely related to hermeneutical
problems.

[Key Words] scientific theory, view of nature, quantitative
change, qualitative change, hermeneutical problem





