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Thomas Kuhn



Kuhn, paradigms, and normal science

Paradigm
• Aims
• Methods
• Theories

Normal Science



The Structure of Scientific Revolutions
Paradigm1 Paradigm2

• Aims à Anomalies + Crisis à Aims2
• Methods Methods2
• Theories Theories2

Normal Scienceà Revolutionary Science à New normal 
science

• Some traits: incommensurability between different 
paradigms.

• Difficulties: Relativism? Scientific progress? Scientific 
irrationality?













Perception

• An important feature of perception is that it 
satisfies two conditions:

• (C1) Had the scene before our eyes been 
different (within the sensitivity range of our 
eyes), our perceptual experience would have 
been correspondingly different.

• (C2) Had the scene before our eyes been the 
same (within the sensitivity range of our 
eyes), our perceptual experience would have 
been correspondingly the same.



Evidence

• We have evidence for a state of affairs S when 
there are good reasons to believe that S is the 
case, and these reasons are such that:

• (i) they make S more likely than non-S;
• (ii) they rule out those items that are 

compatible with non-S being the case.



Visual Evidence
We have visual evidence for a state of affairs S if:
• (i) we have evidence for S, and
• (ii) the evidence is visually based.
A piece of evidence is visually based if:
• (C1) Had the sample been different (within the 

sensitivity range of the relevant instruments), 
the image produced would have been 
correspondingly different.

• (C2) Had the sample been the same (within 
the sensitivity range of the relevant 
instruments), the image produced would have 
been correspondingly the same.















































Experimental image Theoretical image

First hybrid image Revised hybrid image










