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The Connotation to Hypothesis-Deduction Method: A Text Investigation Based on Philosophy of Science
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Abstract: As one of the scientific research methods, hypothsis-deduction ( H-D) method has been widely used. but
there are differences in its connotation. What is H-D method? Whether the part of hypothesis is included in the conno-
tation of the H-D method? Some scholars hold a positive position, while some scholars hold a negative position and be-
lieve that H-D method does not involve the proposal of hypothesis. In the former view, the H-D method is regarded as
the method for the generation and test of hypothesis; in the latter view, the H-D method is regarded as the method for
deducing the expected consequences from the hypothesis and testing or confirming the hypothesis. In order to clarify
the specific connotation of H-D method, on the one hand, this paper compares the positive and negative views from
the perspective of the text study in philosophy of science. On the other hand, this paper analyses the origin of the H-
D method. the explanations in dictionaries and the two causes of the misreading for the concept. In the end. the con-

notation of the H-D method is clarified.
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