2026 5 4 #4 il RS2 (FESREE R No. 4 2026

566 & JOURNAL OF SUN YAT-SEN UNIVERSITY Vol. 66
(&322 ) (SOCIAL SCIENCE EDITION) General No. 322

PIERRURIAT S P 2R 3 302018 5 O B — 2[Rl

E )b #9

o OE YRR BRIR A RO T 0 R R B SO Rz SRR R . W3 S A W B A
PR R ) 22 Y B ST SR T, B S (Y — DDA T 0 RS 2 T AR B T B R . (X5 R
SCRRZ BT T2 Eagas ], DRt B PR 2R P B PV IR LA 56 70 R i 2 2 SCER A DR M 1 S 4
BRI R i 2 B0 UEGE R W], RN 50 (Y G S5 4 [ AL T AR D 2 SCIR W) R W) RS A . W T Ix e ph 48—

DI PEBA , Wy B 3 P T U R 32 2 O SR AR, PR T A B P A A W 3 S0 B [ R L
IR Dp /AN et 8
KEEIR: WHLRIR A G PR T 0 e — OB ER P s R R R

DOI:10. 11714/jsysu. sse. 202604015

TE AT 22 U, W) B SRR A A OB SRR M LR s B UE, & T
F Y E SOA— V) BRI 5 B R ESHERAN L 2 M h B R R EE R RN B 12 EiE S . T DR
B 2 i ARE RS AR A5 3l (4 4252 P, JoRELE T — Rl 8T 2 B0 i g AT ik, 30t 2 R P 5 4
WL (the argument from causal closure) o IZIEUEAYATHE I - LS A BT FUE R EHS /90 R BA
DR 5 26 0 ) R R v ASAE A TR AR 3 32 D5 (overdetermination ) , H UG T DAAS H0 223502 “ W BRI 7 45
W XAMIEIE P B A FT SRS ) B S DR P S o B SO SRR BLRR P R A4 PR R A T
Py M 22 A PR A 2R 0 TR , DR X L6} 2 Y 22 B BT 58 A A BT AR A A 0 gl
(B, e T B AR 7 0 DURAE AR s TS ] REJE AR B A O B DR A, X it S S S A
WD R F SGZ e B S BA P . TRG, “DRR P S Bk " e DL 8 S e My S8

(EAR SN N Wy B 3 SCEATIAT 0173 B 0T 5, 3 S PR A i 2 B o ) DR BRI SR L 17 o 2275 2l
LK 5 ORGSR PRI o RIS A ORI 2 3R 32 G2 0e , W B SCRE O IX SE R S L B 4 i
f e T R AR R, FA TS B D B 3 S —Fh G T B R R AT IR I AT R

— WPEARAGE S Y R T OZ.08

Wy BE 3= SCRR AR , Ok A 230 Rk AU UE S A 3 R 2R P S PSR L A D IR S .
Sl A T L B RRERAE 0 (AN g Ty FRE 45 00 45 ) 18 D fige 8¢ g /0 B LI ORAT RE B ) S AR )

+ IUFS B #1:2026—03—09
TEER T ZobA, bR R FH 5 A (L 100871) .
@  Daniel Stoljar, “Physicalism”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2024 Edition) , Edward N. Zalta &
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VR (D51 (G Ty AR EAE A B S5 A AR ) o AR 3R R 05 A A B AT i HUE M
Tl (RVELRE 7)), I R & AT TR AT 19 (sui generis) K5 #H 7 7B A=l 017 Feitk, “ RUR P S PEIBIE”
&L T —Fh A 202 “ Wy RAE 0 A A o AR X AR R A , BT IR W B RCRAE B2 5L T2 3
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IR A e Rk it B % 2 32 032018 (constitutive Russellian panpsychism) VB F T 1248 [ AY45 ],
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AAE I3 0 BRERAE IS P2 AR i Wy BRRURAE T T

JEEFE KM 25, BV 352 1 5 38 3 Uz e, SR B9 IR B ATD SR 2 RUR A AH G Y, PRt
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AP G M ot 5 b A (I 1) ) M BT 2 [A] AN AR T b2 i e SR DGR, PRIt ity I G P B PR AR B AN AH
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HMEENAER W, £LF R, w3k 2 I F 4 (phenomenal redness) , & T wl P4 R 69 B R 2 &
EETRARTER, BRARLS —AERW2, £ F G, w3k 2 I R 2% (phenomenal greenness) , &
RIAFe AT EE, ARGCGERT E R wAMAIK AR, MRMRAILET 5 # A%
HORAREA, REFBRAZFE =ZAER W, AT EFLXHFG—FHIL . ZARZAGCRS
HR R ATy B REA—RA GAh T aAa R 69 A AR 0 XA dedk.

O FEEL2 T —MHK TR 5 A # R (constitutive ) 9 A Fr IE M R 69 A . MR 69 RRACIA A AR ab 22 5
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A EAER S, AR RILE AR A DA RS HIN, Hb, H 22 BRI GBI LA 23 41 EHErR 3F H %,
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2 Torin Alter and Derk Pereboom, “Russellian Monism”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Fall 2019 Edition) ,
Edward N. Zalta ed. , URL = <https://plato. stanford. edu/archives/fall2019/entries/russellian—monism/>.

(®  Philip Goff, William Seager and Sean Allen—Hermanson, “Panpsychism”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy
(Summer 2022 Edition) , Edward N. Zalta ed. , URL = <https://plato. stanford. edu/archives/sum2022/entries/panpsychism/>.

@ Robert Howell, “The Russellian Monist’ s Problems with Mental Causation” , The Philosophical Quarterly, 2015, 65
(258): 22-39.
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TS 090 0™ 55 R )™ 56—V 35— VR P T M MR 4 3 A G R
FERRAT. BORIRHHE TR RIS TR R AL 57 KA T A SR 5 & R IR I B 4 S 52 4
SR OTHG PERR . %3 2 U2 LI AIERRN T SR DLAL T 2 A4y S LRI FPE (A0 60 )1 5
SRR p1 2 L A R IO T LM L B S5

(2) 01— ) TR — B 16+ 35 2 B A A 15 0 5 R A0 i) AT 10
— AR 4 SRR P 090 S Q0 1 R AIA . BOR % BB B PR TR (powerdul
qualitios) 5. 1CAEEF LLTR A IR R SUHS i X1 T [ — 8 %8 SRR T RERIIA S G 73k " T g
WS X LA o UL T L2 A A — M e LI 0 T RO 40 7 T ] —
P A S AB (L OU 7% T A O A T 2 B0 T PERR PS5 A R 0 L AR
Tl A5 SE A LRI (L (LA M TR S of— 7 T AELRESORIA R R T 278 X L 4 .
T LI 4 TR 43 7T A ) — P R J T AELR )2 LA 25 PR 1238 10
DRI, TEIN = ARG AR SRR A R PR B 2 I S 4P A R 9
SRR P T TR O 9815 87 5 22 A 7 474 2T L2 00 98 06 6 4 PR 7 T 1 44 L

D e, BARE T AT A T 09 R BRI R R L5 4 T 6 45 A (IR ) B R Z T8 A AR 0L R A TS T B R B sk
I 2 JA) Y K BRAAGE Y iy b kR K 69 (contingent) , A2 2 K BRILF M R R R R R AR K6y, Xt ABL, AR X A5
REREFZH (relata) Z AL T EFEL LSRG XTI, Wt HRFHAGRDYEFMHBX — EFRES AL
rﬁ,t"—ffl-'.t‘)'é‘fﬁ4b(metaphysically necessitates)B, A A R iFHA LB ABRAARY R Z LB EFIARGBERELE, SR,
AV E B R E TR R T ARG R m L F 50 (e k3 £ SUR A RAL) .

@  George Molnar, Power: A study in metaphysics, Oxford : Oxford University Press, 2003, pp. 148-157.

@ J. Giannotti, “The identity theory of powers revised”, Erkenninis, 2021, 86: 603-621.

@ X FHRARFE TG T (Charles Martin) 5 #% /R (John Hei )18 S8 R— M F Rt 5 £, FRHBGIRZ.“EPH
X — Akt %64 1 4R (intrinsic property ) , P ) B B & A7 &) 69 4L 2 7 69 5 P 6945081 M A= SR 14 (qualitativity ) < 2 P 6§ 75 @@
M, P 894 & Pd k2 P &g A Pq, B W 894547 — F #E& P Pd=Pq=P.” (John Heil, From an Ontological Point of
View, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003, p. 111)% Bl i 77 % R ALE V6 A 7 J5 6935 50, A 7 &) $640 & AR ik Z 4%k
(J. Giannotti, “The identity theory of powers revised”, Erkenninis, 2021, 86: 603-621 )s
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F AT AL 7 Bl 58 b A S U B T O BRI ) . ph T O AR ORI 2 S 000
B4, 6T A1 0 3 53 < i 1 DR L P S B R 5 2 5 1 DAL R, 3 e
SR A MBI 78 1 1 B S T T A A B R ) I L
BRI ME S 2 SIZ DR I A )L R SO L, 2K 15 BB 4 M R A B 0
F 0 SUARAIEAT 3280 S, 50 B B S Sy — TR L2 4 2 B o 28086

T B S OB 2 [ A

X T B ()RR SeRE 38 32 ST S P R UL, 5 AR I BE Bt R A o R Rl — T8 B M
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LA e — 32 R 2 TEAN P A RIBFFEA it e AR S Il 0. B [l 310 B 0GR 1 )il , KR
ST 32 X GRS R AR IR Y ) S AR 4232 0 BIDRAS R R ) SR R[] — T B8 A P I A 17 e A el
ZGRGIPRE GIFE) o EHTE MR X P 8 “ P2 P 32 L7 (neurophysicalism) o BUKE“ fift 25 9y 3L
F S A

A 2T E SL AR S TR SR A B — T R MR TP AR 2 R Ry MR & 4

700 ZLEAZARIR AL B — T R M A R TV ARAY 2 Ry 3h y Fad Az, @

TEFER T P2 W) 30 3 SO FEAOUL s A Rt b, TSR 86X Fh 56 T0 RAYTE T _E 2418 AU 28 3
Fr i 25 R (implication ) o “ F 28 3 32 S BUAR TF A ZEROBI— P 2R S (Rl ) PR A 22 8] HA 4% 7 X
A A — (numerical identity ) , {HJ& R [H7 X — 55 @ SR 2 TC 0] iU AR A “ ph & Wy = 7 4
P8GOk TE I 28 7T 9 265 v 1) 4[] DG 28 55 2 G R AN 28 T K 55 B 29 Bl Z AN F AN TETEAT AT 4
AU BEFAR” (mental entities) o PRUHCEE TP 2 W B 32 07 AT AT SRR A HT IR Y [] — 7 B804 e 1
BEEL T HR I Y “ B 2 IR " o MR — A, — > LR 1 AR « K Y ph R 25 IR S (B )
Pk B ) A0 2 AN A TUIRZS G R ) AR SO A0 5 SEAA DI 3, AR AT 8 SFUIR S HR AL 12 5 HAH N
[P 28 CHRY)” (neural correlates ) 7EZ5H4) LR AHALAY o 31X — s B AR A o0 BRA 22 [A] /4 #  (psychoneural

O —Femey T m LB x4 T A AR 0T I R e o d, R TR 64 o R AR VAR A AR R 6 AR
& AILD. Smith, “Quid Quidditism Est?”, Erkenntnis, 2016, 81: 237-257,

2  Philip Goff, Consciousness and Fundamental Reality, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017, pp. 42-44.

@ BEAREFRZAFAAMAT LM T S N F7 (P HEFHEXZ)GRE, AT EEZHEH M 2YE T
75 “H i K #9725 87 (constitutive panpsychism) 3 “# s K 8972 R & #” (constitutive panprotopsychism ) ¥ 7F Rk, £ L
EFHAILE AR, TR R RN Z R AR EREAR AT B MR R IR AU AT 2 R AR A Z 18 49 (FF
BRANE) R ZARG 6, ERZINEZ R T 2B & L3 6dE £ R IR,
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JEFETREE BT IR , O BIDIRZS G2 ) A A5 AR FRAE I RH N “ R 22 SCHR ™ RO ZE A FRAE 2 A7 A — X — Ak
517 (one~one mapping) o I LAUL, R PESEA RIMERGRAOIE . DI, A5 IS0 G S5 A0 2 [RTA Y,
T RESEAR AR o PRI, o0 B—Fe 22 25 K 1) [R) R 1R JCBE 2 10 10 B — 2 S5 A B AR AL

0P [F R PE O R AR Y B SO A IR ZR IR 7 X PR AR e B SRR
S5 AR AL BURES G R ) AR AN I 2 A 22 R GE R SS F RS TN B ) 2 7, RS R 2 T A% 3 S Y
B Tal— A RAE N 22 R GRS B S5 M 5 R ZANAAF AR TN 0 R Pt TS5 R
ERA RS E—A A AATIRIIAEIE . TR SCRAEE RIS IR BT BT, 4 A=
G, ¥ Rk R — T B R B 2 A R v DR B GR ER  E— e SR A
AR TR XA I 2 O B AT TR0 Rl — e, IR X 0 R 22 6 S (4 TRl AR PRI I B i 1 5%
FER AT eI, B RIS M A R TFok 0 FATIAE T LA S 14 A B B o 22 ] A
PE AR I U 2 AR i A PR 2 B 3 SO ARON , — UL O BRI RS RE S e A 22 W) S5 A R B
J1ZERL Y J2 T b ARAS AR, M 4548 b A TRIAG 1 (2 A SR AR ) S A BRI ST R T4 25 1, 5 U — 3% 2 (1]
(Y SCIBTCBE ALY

X AL EX A AJe R R B G F R AR 1t —2E B0 . RSO R RE R, IR R
JIT LIRS A2 A B D RE Y LA BT ik JRUR BER T IR PR, 2 RO R R A T4 — AR
71 0 ST T AN DG 2R 9 BT ) D7 T, AR AR) 22 ) D RE A5 B AL AR AT 2 L) (T 45 = AR
AR A B SR OCR ) 197, (HR IXIF A IR E R BV BAT AR SRR . ORI H
AR BRI (David Chalmers ) X AT 6 BT A (805 - B AT T A B AT 2 6 O RS JE IO 254 - B R 4E— 19
HLFERY , FFRE X AN R D7 T (B2 A AT 3 B v 22 0 T R R () B, O ELRLF HAT — S B — 1
205 AR O A R BRI A S, AT AT IR BV AR IR IS BRI SRR . ARSI T T2 510K
Ui, MR EIREA G, Wt 3 T4 FiUEE B (sensory modality ) BJESZ i (407 B 5 (5 A4 5 A
T DAL LS (1 Jt ) 0 — A BE AP ) BR G 3 " (R I 7 5 AE X G — B BRI v, AN [ 14 Js2 o

D®  Antti Revonsuo, “Prospects for a Scientific Research Program on Consciousness” , in T. Metzinger eds. , Neural
Correlates of Consciousness : Empirical and Conceptual Questions, Cambridge: The MIT Press, 2000, p. 67, p. 67.

@  Alfredo Vernazzani, “Psychoneural Isomorphism: From Metaphysics to Robustness” , in Galzavarini F. and Viola
M., (Eds.) , Neural Mechanism: New Challenges in the Philosophy of Neuroscience, Switzerland, Springer, 2020:
pp- 283-310.

@  Alva Noe and Evan Thompson, “Are There Neural Correlates of Consciousness?”, Journal of Consciousness Studies ,
2004, 11, No. 1:p. 5.

(®  Uriah Kriegal, Subjective Consciousness: A Self-Representational Theory, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009,
p. 53.

® David Chalmers, The Character of Consciousness , Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010, p. 136.
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Hey” TR AL B8 1 22 LR DA (LU AN R R A A 8 — 1 B IR E B 200 SRS ) o 75 BRI — A2
CILR AR5 ik b e 2 A A AR 04 [RIAA AN — s R s TR Y L S DA g 2 ] v Jey B 45 4 B A R
W e BG4S () v BT A SRy AL BRR A ) B MU A T R AR Y ) o

= M ARE 2R S5 ) BT SRR

TEVEH] TSPy 8l 32 O BRACZE 3 i BE il b, FRAT T ZE R I 2= Be X 2 9 VORI i RE . 7E
XA L, 3 R —FR A ORI H AR 3 AL D AR A e B e —FE R 1 2# B )
PR Z ZWUEIR AR . 5K o A0 T RTRMHFAAR U s B R 35, 372 G AN T 2 W b ) 348 A 7
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VLI IS X AH 28 56 I 4 HLAT B0 0 R 0, e 2 W 3a PR Bl = F B 0 o BbA 48 2 K 2411 (Elliott Sober)
X3k — AP HE T AR AT AR BB -

“I% 37 J& W7 (the surprise principle) #6317 EAT A LT, 4848 TR HL(H2) ALAF O 3% 20 3 Af %7

BHL(HL), A i EL R

(D4R HI A A ARFFRAE] O 4 A5 (2) %R H2 A A ARFTAIE) O AR
Ak ABL, (D3R HL AL, 0¥ RAASARIIRIT; (2) R H2 A A, 0% 24 Alwifey, @

IRV AE T B AR A R A S Y S X R X LA A B 10— 2 (hypothetico—deductive ) J7 5 1
MR, I, XTI TR O, A AR(E H1 A9 WSR3 AN BRI, (HARME H2 1Y W52 3 Jdk 3|
WA IR AR LG T H2, H JCRE A X O B i 00 i B8 07 o e R A B B 1Y) 1 2 S ) Y SR 2 PP A AN [
fBeut (IS ) X 22 50 R A e ), ZE ML R Al b it — 2025 PR sl B ARG (T 1k L B 58 L () RAAE o

P 2R Ay TR G R 5 e 2 S R ) TR FA B AL T AR IR o PN WA S R TR AT, AL AR I8 v A
WG (percept) S&— > B 25 [H] i L 1 #& A TR 060 RN H A 25 FhARA AR AR Rl 51 01 58— M 25 G 7 —
o U FRATE 2 — R ARMAY i, ZEFRATAY B G 25 [ i S B A S — A HoA 6 A e TR A S AR
N B SFRIE A G — B S AA, FF AR A P SE LG R AE “ B/ RS A TR A H) 52, K

(D  Antti Revonsuo, Consciousness : The Science of Subjectivity , Oxford : Psychology Press, 2009, pp. 244-245.

@ Robert Almeder, Harmless Naturalism , Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 1998: pp. 166-167.

@ B RBL BEAY B F R T EA L TR A 2 X B 09 BISBHE, AR L ol &5 T0 A b 4 B 3K
ANEBLA A T F i, Pl dm R e EL AR 0 KR 25 M () e SR B ) B AL AR IR AR KRB, AR B, 2T TR 4 i L 5 58 ke “ab
2R E LRI, FRRER B L L LLG R TR, e X P A £ £ 5 FRAR LM RAM G E AWM (2
IR E O M A X A 22 25 M R OAR B R ROIR B A IR IR R e A B UK AE AR

@ Elliott Sober, Core questions in philosophy, 6th edition, London: Pearson Education, 2012, p. 30.
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ANREE {5 5 PEA T AL B A e 2540 S 23 () B o (TR AT N S X G 30— I G 25 ) 7 L B
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PEVJEIU, FRATT SR T B X657 B0 5 45 1] J2% 11 32 S P RV AP (9 18 X 52, 78 R T Al AR e 6 W 32
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Causal Closure of the Physical, Russellian Panpsychism and Psycho-Neural Isomorphism
Wang Shuaixiang

Abstract: Physicalist account of the mind is widely embraced because of causal closure of the physical
world. Physicalists, resorting to empirical researches from physics and neurophysiology, contend that any causal
interactions in the physical world are causal interactions characterized by fundamental forces. That such a
characterization of physical causation cannot draw a logical distinction between physicalism and Russellian
panpsychism implies that the argument from causal closure of the physical does not decisively lend support to
physicalism. This article aims to respond to such a challenge in light of empirical researches from neuroscience.
Abundant neuroscientific evidences illustrate that the phenomenal structures of conscious experiences are
isomorphic to the physical structures of corresponding neural correlates. In virtue of the fact that physicalism
furnishes a better explanation for the phenomenon of psycho-neuro isomorphism than that provided by Russellian
panpsychism, there is good reason to regard physicalism as a plausible metaphysics for the mind-body problem.

Keywords: causal closure of the physical; Russellian panpsychism; psycho-neural Isomorphism; inference
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