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A Contextual Explanation of Inductive Reasoning
and Scientific Explanation

Wer Yidong

Abstract: Indud ive reasoning and scientific explanation are important problems for philosophy of sci-

ence. According to contextualism, inductive reasoning is context— depended, and its conclusion is prob-
able, and limited by its context. Scientific explanations, including D— N model, I- S model, C- R
model, S— R model, D- N- P model and C— C model, are also context— depended, that is , these
models are explained in their own contexts. Hence, all explanations, if they are presented by language,

are context— limited.

Key words: inductive reasoning; scientific discovery; explanation model; contextual explanation
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