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A study on the possibility of defending scientific realism by analyzing the
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In this research, I examined prior research and investigated actual

situation of scientific research. Then, 1 modeled and verified scientific activity and its knowledge
production process, and applied it to the discussion to defend scientific realism (especially
semi-realism of Chakravartty). Based on concrete examples, the following conclusions were obtained.
1) Robustness can be one criterion for scientists to judge the reality of research objects. 2)
However, it is difficult to defend scientific realism based solely on robustness. In particular, it
turned out that it is difficult to defend the no-miracle argument, which is an important argument
supporting scientific realism, by the robustness model.
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