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Abstract

Hume’s skepticism holds a subversive significance in modern philosophy. His challenges to causality,

XES|FH: R AREIREE ST RIS T AR 1] 2R, 2026, 15(9): 265-271.
DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2026.159447


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/acpp
https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447
https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447
https://www.hanspub.org/

FRAERE

substance, and induction (An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding) undermined the foundation
of traditional metaphysics, compelling philosophy to re-examine the sources and limits of knowledge.
Kant acknowledged that it was Hume’s skepticism that awakened him from the “dogmatic slumber”
(Prolegomena to Any Future Metaphysics) and prompted him to develop the transcendental philoso-
phy system. This paper aims to explore how Hume’s skepticism specifically contributed to Kant’s
“transcendental turn” and analyze in what sense Kant responded to and surpassed Hume. Firstly,
Hume'’s denial of causal necessity revealed the probability of empirical induction, making Kant re-
alize that if knowledge were solely dependent on experience, universal necessity could not be guar-
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anteed. For this reason, Kant transformed Hume’s “problem of causality” into the question of “how
synthetic a priori judgments are possible” and reconstructed the necessary basis of knowledge
through transcendental categories. Secondly, Kant did not fully accept Hume'’s skepticism but in-
stead delineated the boundaries of reason with transcendental idealism, acknowledging the valid-
ity of empirical knowledge while preserving the possibility of rational criticism. However, Kant’s
concept of “thing-in-itself” still contains remnants of skepticism, indicating that his system did not
completely resolve Hume’s challenges. This paper argues that Hume’s skepticism is a necessary
premise for Kant'’s critical philosophy, and Kant's response is both a correction of Hume’s problems
and an advancement beyond traditional metaphysics. This turning point in the history of thought
not only influenced the development of German idealism but also provided a framework for contin-
uous discussion in modern epistemology.

Keywords

Hume’s Skepticism, Kant’s Transcendental Philosophy, Transcendental Turn, Epistemology

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. KRR BB L R EL ARt
11 ARXFZNEWLREN

RIEAE CNEBRARBTTC) 55 7 17 rhoeh PR A SR PR RO AR ARG B T HMRBE IR AR Lo o LIS 0 A 2RI S
RIS TR, FTER CORICR” AWM 3 CE B 5K AR Ut R A R, T
AR O RAE [ E MR BB R T8 5 OB I [1]. £ CAMEIR) H—% AR EsATE”
Y, AR ST T R B A A SR —— R “ — OIS HRIE T BN R , IF DL SRR 1
HRZEMES . H, EWRERRRN, FATITREPAT I EN RO F AL 2 0] LR v I fe) -
5 JE st AR 2 IR R R I R ks . HLK, ARRSRIA, /£ EIRPrA e gR T, JATLEX ik
FRT “CBRBER” MENG. IR RSN E AR — A SeBild, R RER KRS, A
R AR P RS R TRAT—A CRARBER IS o BEAREN SR M &M — Ak, I EE iR A
AL IR R IEN G, A aE G AN BRERA U« PRICR 7 et BE G ik il i A i Rk
5, WAREL NE K. Bn, REARERL, Pril “BRER” RS HekAO0R A Gk =
DR NEZRPARUEF R 5, T — R d R R S5 R A« S B B b .
U, R IAVEFF AR A A A e e, w0 A D BB . X YR HEH B RE T AR
B2 AL, O R R R B OB, A @S AR RV 2 ERIRA R AR & T H i
WIRVERIORIE[2] . HEORTRZIINAE, MRBRIX — 2 B A 6 B VRGN HERE UL, 487 1 RS RO 52 41 3 2 iy
FRIIR A N 5 AN A R T “ BRI — 17 X — RZUEWI I TBE, TR — e A 5 SR

DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2026.159447 266 st


https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

FRHEH

I AARAESE, AT READEIABIE . XAMIARA L 7 AR A2 R, A 2 B E R
BImdR L 7 “SARY (is) 5 “RISR” (ought)KIIX 3, B ER SRR Toik 18 S tH A A I, X — I L
JEREI TAR B A R R BLE 1A, AR AR 1 REAE A 2 [ N (1 SR BT e . AR B 0 A AU 2R R T
gt _EEE AT, S AR 2 R 2 NSRRIV B S IR, BRI 1 BEAE AN “ AR ig iR
LHEUMES” haglE, IFHEshH A R S U0 2R A D PRI AR fE L3

1.2. MG M LFR TR

WEAE CATERD) 26— “WAMHIFE—PE” B0 3 SEARBES LI T R sER 3L gt b
FRORZIIR o MRS TIM) “ — VI EARIE T EN G AR RN, A5 «“ B3R s “FEfhseih” BT
2200 NAR BV T REAT TR A R AR IR R NMISLRR AR B3R Sk, JRAN
PRERMA R T EMER, R, HIAE NG h B “ A&7 i, Prag@r oA .
FEL BESEDADTBIIIA BRI, AR AT R B IX L B R GE T AT A7 AE [ “ H 37 ENGL
IEAARBEAE SO T TR 1 AR “IREZZ AR IR AN BCARERN B, RARUWERIRL
WENHIFNGEA S o B, X FANEA) “PIRSEiR” , JATh A BESRAS — R E ST IR IEEN 5, TBCA 3¢
PR R “Sefh” BNR. tit, (RIS HEEE, Frifn “sSHR” (o2 s At 2 R SER) # A
AN Z LI AE R R LSRR, PR IR R A — PR UG ACAZ AN AR GO 2 IO 0 0 B A R 4
RFTP AR B [4] o 3K AR EEE PR T RORE “ BEHGRAE” P iise i B e ik, i
SE T RATE IR P AR N SRAE R A BT RN b2 SEAR . IR RHEAIE R Y, PR I SO (O A Sk
BB ICE B IR IR, WANBEREE I E L, A5 B R RE 5 I A LR [5]. XA PR EEA
SCFLAR T A G b2 i B S AR R SR CRAUE AN IR A e PR 55 7, BE R R 1 A T SO AR Ak
B —— R RT3 o 2 R S HETBOR IRAT 0 T SEAE R AR, AL T P A U LS L AU 24 RE 538
WBNZ I ENGOX IR SR [6] o PRI SEAARBE S AT 8, A BN ST AE Suk - IR B R4t
T A A A T B P AR SR, X —PhiinttiRZ), LR T RE AR A IR g B ROk
HEEEEEG M, RN SHED BB R T RRPREER R .

2. REEMNRBIRERISHT SHL
2.1 IKIREY “TREE” W

RRAEAE CADREEEVERERD) 75 b BB AR R PR B Ve X e 22 B A e VE RS, Al IR T B
MR E O RIS ST T R SRR A ORBE AN . X RIS T RRE S AR R BRI 1R 1]
SRR ZIIFIESS R e R DR . SR SEAL ST b 22 OB DR AR AL, 10 e A IR B B
P OB B R e B e N B FAE RE W BT IR A B T R [7]. AR RE], g0k b
LR IRAT B K - IRR R R) B Z XA RBES IR R EIL T, 9% F RS IGRW B A, Xk
Wi AR IE 2 S BURIN 22 ANTC R PR IR AR . JRT,  BEAEJFAR ] S e AR 458, TR Ak
TR PR S8 e AL D S A P ) B0 8 0 —— b B R R PR E0s A% ST T b 2 Ak ek (4 8, SOA DRI
R 250 SGE R T 53—/ MRim[8]. IEAX AU E LA LY, (el HEAEA e e 00 X — s
HEABEAR: — T TR ) R B A S PR R S AT 18, 55— T3 i S S 6 Y I AR SR AR BORL 2 R TR Y
W A RE, A TIFE R BRAE o L2 e R R, B 5a ik 7 PREER X BRI GRBE TR 5 5E

22, B FHEBMER
RS AR TR 1 B B3 (] N AR B A O 256 O B A2 B R B B R R T N Fe 5 B B B RS A

DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2026.159447 267 Tt


https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447

FRAERE

PRABERE DA SR 1)l BR A e SO B 2 R T, A DR R PR R R R SRR IR AR, X — Z5e AU B3
TR RRE S A R, AR R AGA VR EHL[9]. RAEE B IRE], AR HEA SERR L
o 1A B ONARA B3 22 i j—— N\ SRR v I8 2 B A 5 a0 R Ak S BE NS e R R P9 2 ) R (B S
REREFIWT) IR T BERRAL o I REARTR A “ RERPE” B “SERERG FIWT AT fe” X —se i
LR, BRAESEEL T RRVE SR AR AL AN AR AR ARG [ Lo SR A0 T T B R 2 1) o
B (2200 LA R ), DA R A R R A S IR B P RE A S B8 25 A (Se B A 1) ) o 3% — U el
FRAERENS AR R PR R IG R B, S8 S S Y s BRE B, DR SRR SR RN IR W A 2 AR 58 E 4N A Y
BRI, TR IR A B OV T REM B INRIE R IR A NGB8 1A B e AR TE AU AL, (A5
TERERZ TR AL G T R 22tk SCREREAE S0 2 T b SR 2 AR A B A R, AT SEE 1
X AES i R BHIE BB [10 PR T4 B REIFAE A S [ A H R IR, TR Al REET “ I3
ACIRAR” T AL B BTN . BATHBEEL I RS BIFAER 4R, RITIEIRAELL F WS “ b
SRR R” o BT 5E A R AR TR A IX — I 5 —— B[ B SR 20RE (32 AR (0 M U IT) , 2B AN BE AT S P45
PRURIRSS ;R A SR PEANTT RE AR SE 22 B0 e B “ e 1ok, W SRAE VR R BRAE 22 36 19 4
by USRI SEBOA AR o AR PR 1S B T B 32 SCA B AR AU S HEROR R R 22 36 . AR
A AR F 2 A (AN Eag e . R FHORIR) . BERERIERE, VSN — Bl vl s
KR, AN R, g B IR R AT RER . BREEAROIN, A ESLRIEN
JORE, AR RIS R AT AT e R — DI R ORIE T ENR MG, R/ (ADREBREREA) TT
RN “—UIRIRE NI TR 7 o Al sons B 32 ORI RO &8 Ay N B FHRRIR) , AT
FERTRGFE E, BATHIAR I R R A RE R 3.

3. REAREFHIKIRIE~SHBE
3.1 WM ERENERE

FRAEXS R DR RAE PR i BRI N, SR REILAE CABREEEIEREA) e MR sE —S8trh. fEIt,
FEFEHEIE X > “ EMRIFIREAAE” 5 WA SEAARAE” , A T R RTERRIE D B . ARIR A RS
TR ARG 7 S F TR A AR . BB, BIRATE — Wb R, AR DA B4 ]
DONAHELE, XA SE AR AR LR (H S BA TS — TR N Iy, A0 T fe L
FE N R RS AH DR R AN . B . FRAE R R AT A A A3 S5 — e N S AR 4R R A 2 WL 2
BRAET BRI R R U S SE R R, A BERE UL R SEAH R 8 2 LK AR 4k
IR RAELE SO s i . RAAEXPIRSMAR ISR L2 2IER, A RAERRHIAREPR
SRR o XK, B IRTEIFAER B 2RI IE R A (OB, TR B AR B 5
SREILE, /& AU FTCAATRERISE R [11]. XA CIGHE RO RBEAE T, RRAERINT AL, 2% (B (At L
M2 20) SVEBECRITE FI2ENE ) SE R @ — N e RIARKEZE, IXAMEZAGZE MR AR, A
5o BRRARFARINVRBO TR, ERAE X E, PUERERLIRTEA R R A28 A e tE,
AR TR RN e 30T S ——H A TR G A, 0 SR 2 I P R S T B R e SR A
AT BRI IRVECRAE TR 2R R 8 A e, RIS SCBE G 1 AR IR BE R T s (2 56 11 4 ) B
SRVEIRIE[12] o BEAER)IZX —BABREACN T ARTERT 2256 F SCNTR R BRVE IR ZIF L, SIS 5685 22 A
BHEEFIRIZPESR AL 1 2B P 2256, TSI 1 PP ) ) G138 PR 1 5 e

3.2. MR RAYRIER S5
RERIANR LI 1B NS ER M B AN R S WA RTEE Y, A AR BRI N AR Eik

DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2026.159447 268 Tt


https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447

FRHEH

HRAE AT BE AR b2k, XA ARSI AU E T BRER AR SE B T SO 0, SEMARA B
T T ALGIRT LA M. SR, RRAEAE S U0 0018 AR S T R AR A PR At T B PR R A
— I RS T AR B KR TR K A R E . ACAERATR BEVRBLR AR B 1k, 55— i S 5
6 S R AL Y BRI A OR B 1 W] e R 2 TR [13] o AN O, BRARTRATITC I R 22 38 RN TR A (1 Q088K
EE AR EARSE I A IESE,  w] LA S AR 200 R R SO AT RE A A SR 26 A, BRI r R 51
B, RRAEAE PR U RV (O &30 A B0 RN, B 7 HAE LR A BAG ks 2 M . IR XA
TR PR ARG B ) 2 55 0 BRAE B8 0 IO PE FEE, A AR AR R SR B L 18 B DO T R B Bt 2236 3 3, X
AFE TG L pghibrie, JT6) 7 BAGA BRI TR E [14].

3.3. MEELRYIREE B 7R

RAE AR R “YIAE” BESHBoE s K 7T —MAZIKNIE®R: HREERRMN AR R
FIRYI B AR, X AR RS R B T RR RIS 37?7 BRI i S 4 2 R
SERIR B s SRR R SR, HA) B AR AT R — 0 B IR EE N RIS T B R T — A Jeik i i 0
PREE IS IR —— IR BRI R BLAR K, RRAE A AR 2 U0 SE P RN T AR B AE JE 4R 28 W SeAE I
FARAS R B, XA TR B AN RIE SR TR SR 56 R AN SR SR (0 PREE B A A S AR AR [15]. 32
BESCAIE E OB RE— 20 BB RRAERS “ AR M Ry SR IR, AT, 2 R AR DA R S s
MARWE RIS RIES,  IXEEEE A RTS8 5k = 2 NG IR AIER], AN e B8 s e & A 7 &
BT 0 . SEARASH R RUAE T, SR AR B AR, FRATTAAT DL RE S B IR X L S 06 i W et
NIRRT S0 B AT 00 B8 75 HETE R R A6 28 T IR 25 R B 2286 32 SCREE 3 SCXU5 T
(IS » 3,2 FH A o A T ] 50D P8 e B SRR R )3 44, (LT 6 I R L o J it 76 4 PR B 18 R B AR [16]
JRAB SIS PR R 1) A BV IR R SR I 5K ). B BLE “W B AR E P AR B AE IR RORIE R,
flSEbr b2tk 7 H CRE R AR, SelR A TR, X EEGET REE O R “TEsE R
REMEZ I PEAE T RIARAS LI o I — P2 T ZR A% 0o A 177 10 30 WY AL 11 S 0 A =l X PR 55 i P AR
AL, MR HAEA R SR NI R SR T .

4. FBIESEALE TN
4.1 KR - REXRNBFERX

PRIEPREEIL 5 REAEHL A 2 R AR A LT AR R I — DRI, X FIr AL 7
e BRI FVE . EERE L TR S HME S 575 R B R L SRR 4 A
PREE, KGR L T I 2 B e, HOMRSE IR MR AOICEE M 7™ A 55 1 B 32 SOR ARG
BAFs 10 RS AR XA IR VR o oB B 7 A S AW RENE, ok ORISR I B PR B e AL R AR AR (R A
Tiik, RIEHSEITT X — M 2B AST7]. RAEI R OE T BECRBIRE R PREE 18 5B b
7R TR AORRA [ —— AR B E ASRVCRIATRENE, 112 BHE ) “IARUT Al fE 71X —SE 1]
o IE A R ACEE ) R B PR e AL, RRAESCEL T M (K T _E 2 BHER T B2 E H AR
PEE A SIBEIE R BB A MO T I B E BO AR AR IR I IR RIIIRAFEAZ[18]. X —
PrA R 22 MR SR 16 TR a3 3] T H B, SERRSL 7 A BV N A T A S,
SO BT o BB E A L o, R S A ROR SRR A . AERANE X L, ARIR
BURERI S A, M T P05 8 o S B R A I 2, BRI E ST BRI, SR
B 2 v T i o

DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2026.159447 269 Tt


https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447

FRAERE

4.2. [REEEm

RRAEET AT I8 B e 3 e o) AR N DRI SR O 1 I Al (LR AR B R SERME” AN JE
TR S S R RN ml . TEEL IR W2 A e FUBAS R Y, I A B A S PSR
=k PRREE —MRATE: WRYBKRTEEATTH, MARMNTAFTRE B =5 & RIAFE? XA
WNARTE L A AR (2 5 9% A5 R K RREAE B0 S 06 18 A Ry 20 1 WL & v, 17 SRR /R WS L AHIE VA 1 2
BHME 7Y B RRBOE, R BEERE S VORI VB R RS B RSB B A I[19]. S ItEI, B
THE T SRR TR VA 24 fil AR 455 BB (LB R RO 25 SOARER) R, R X P T e 516 6 i s R
PR i 0 SR (477 SR F R L IE MDA G HEEE R S VA 1R R [20] . BB /RSS2 5XHR B R1IR Y
FERIF AR AR B P SR RSB B SRR 2 b, T S AW SR Oy O A PR AR SE LA, XA
A BCEEL TR AL BSE, EAERN 2R R R 7R T RAESG I 2 1 I R PR E . A FE
SRBIRIA T AR R R, PR REL AWK A RER, I TR - RIS A

2o | R A fr T
5. &

PRI REAE 3 27k 2R S IR ZU IO RRIENE : RIS E K PRBERAG 370 ZE A T A HE A PR R L,
FE R R YE . SRS I LA A Do ORI AR AL 5 BR 7RSS IR 8, O RRAE A A Pt
HBIE 7B REE AN R ZALIEE T, B2 T RIS AR A BRI % IR e, Sl
SBR[ Ny FRE BE ) E A T A R R —— KRR B T AR A G B IR GR YA B
TR A T BATRE B8 e AR D R FRATE IR T SR, XABHELR S B T 1 — R
E: Sl o BRI VEREE R IR T 1 RHA AR DI A R, (B B AR AN AT R BEE A& BT AR
WL TR T BB R ? M BUREY: B 2348 R AN RN G5 K RO AR AR VE 55 D0 s it RREAE R S 56
TR 53 e R HL A AR 7 X S8I8 [ AU X BT AAR R AR B V-, S FR AR I B2 A
AT B AR ——2 A B MU AA IR TR ST IR I, R AR RSB I S A AL R B B
SEAERIR AR T RIS RREAE A0S T B 1 g Sl e, sty 3 2 B SR AU IRA PR R R S Pk

SEEk
[1] Hume, D. (2007) An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding. Oxford University Press. (Original Work Published
1748) https://doi.org/10.1093/owc/9780199549900.001.0001

[2] Kant, I. (1998) Critique of Pure Reason (Guyer, P. and Wood, A., Trans.). Cambridge University Press. (Original Work
Published 1781) https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511804649

[3] Strawson, P.F. (1966) The Bounds of Sense: An Essay on Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason. Methuen.

[4] Allison, H.E. (2004) Kant’s Transcendental Idealism: An Interpretation and Defense. Yale University Press.
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.cttlcc2kjc

[5] Guyer, P. (1987) Kant and the Claims of Knowledge. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/CB09780511624766

[6] Beiser, F.C. (2002) German Idealism: The Struggle against Subjectivism, 1781-1801. Harvard University Press.
https://doi.org/10.4159/9780674020702

[7] Korsgaard, C.M. (1996) The Sources of Normativity. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511554476

[8] XBHet:. HEAE (AbiEEpEfbA) A)iM]. dbat: AR H kA, 2008.
[9] k&M, P HYHM]. dbat JbRtkeA AR AL, 2010.
[10] Stroud, B. (1977) Hume. Routledge & Kegan Paul.
[11] Garrett, D. (1997) Cognition and Commitment in Hume’s Philosophy. Oxford University Press.

DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2026.159447 270 Tt


https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447
https://doi.org/10.1093/owc/9780199549900.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511804649
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctt1cc2kjc
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511624766
https://doi.org/10.4159/9780674020702
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511554476

FRHEH

[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]
(18]
[19]

[20]

https://doi.org/10.1093/0s0/9780195097214.001.0001

FHKE. FEEFEEEM]. st T E RO B, 2005.

Beck, L.W. (1978) Essays on Kant and Hume. Yale University Press.

BhKVE, HEHIRIRT 2 M]. dba dE RS AR AL, 2011.

Bird, G. (2006) The Revolutionary Kant: A Commentary on the Critique of Pure Reason. Open Court.

WptileE, XEmert. Bt (AiFrEivEscAl) FRE[M]. Jbat AR HiARAE, 2001.

Kemp Smith, N. (2003) The Philosophy of David Hume. Palgrave Macmillan. (Original Work Published 1941)
S TR E ML B R VIR AR AR, 2015.

Waxman, W. (2005) Kant and the Empiricists: Understanding Understanding. Oxford University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1093/0195177398.001.0001

B, IR L IM]. et dERURSE HRE, 2012,

DOI: 10.12677/acpp.2026.159447 271 Tt


https://doi.org/10.12677/acpp.2026.159447
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780195097214.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/0195177398.001.0001

	休谟怀疑论对康德先验哲学的影响
	摘  要
	关键词
	The Influence of Hume’s Skepticism on Kant’s Transcendental Philosophy
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 休谟怀疑论的核心命题及其破坏性
	1.1. 因果关系的经验论解构
	1.2. 对传统形而上学的瓦解

	2. 康德对休谟问题的诊断与转化
	2.1. 休谟的“唤醒”效应
	2.2. 先验哲学的问题重构

	3. 康德先验哲学中的休谟遗产与超越
	3.1. 先验范畴对因果性的重建
	3.2. 理性界限的划定的分歧
	3.3. 怀疑论的遗留问题

	4. 思想史视域下的评价
	4.1. 休谟–康德关系的哲学史意义
	4.2. 后续影响

	5. 结论
	参考文献

