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Abstract

Plato’s “cave metaphor” is one of the most influential metaphors in the history of western philoso-
phy. It vividly depicts the philosophical journey from opinion to knowledge, from ignorance to
awakening. However, the connotation of this metaphor is not unchanging. It has undergone pro-
found evolution and reconstruction from the perspective of modern philosophy. This paper aims to
sort out the original connotation of “cave metaphor” in Plato’s Republic, and focuses on the different
interpretations of Popper and Gadamer. From the perspective of critical rationalism, Popper criti-
cizes the cave metaphor as an authoritative presupposition based on absolute truth, and then dis-
pels the ideological source of individual independent judgment; Gadamer, on the other hand, from
his philosophical hermeneutic standpoint, reaffirmed the positive significance of “foresight” and
“tradition” symbolized by “cave”, and transformed the linear narrative of cognitive awakening into
a historical process of “fusion of Horizons”. Through this comparative study, this paper attempts to
reveal the eternal philosophical problem contained in the “cave metaphor”—about knowledge,
truth, tradition and the way of human existence—how to obtain new vitality under different philo-
sophical paradigms.
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