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Abstracts and Key Words

close relationship between the times and individual. Moreover, the molding mechanism about the existential state
toward the belief system has been obtained. Additionally, through the principle of cognitive-behavioral therapy,
starting from the existential state, the improving measures to solve the problem of existential psychotherapy have
also been proposed in this paper.

Key words: existentialism; psychotherapy; boredom; belief; existial state

e An Analysis of “Hyper-reality” MA Xiaoru

Abstract: With the advent of the era of “post-human-being”, the term “hyper-reality”, as a very hot word in
modern art and Al fields, is becoming more and more significant. This paper is a research about the “hyper-reality”
problem, which based on three big problematic domains: the trans-formation of human-beings’ existing-world-
schema, the metamorphosis of modern and contemporary arts, and the western modern philosophical crisis about
the idea of “reality”. The concept of “hyper-reality” mainly contains three meanings: from the point of material
technology, it generates from digital media model of reproduction of “simulacra” without an “original”’; from the
perspective of relationship between “sign” and “reality”, it is the fracture and trespass between “sign” and the
“prototype-reality”, which means a paradigm shift of the reality: a “prototype-reality” is replaced by a copy real,
the real of signifer; from the perspective of philosophy, it is the reality of false simulacra ,which is de-realization.

Key words: hyper-reality; sign; reality; super-realism; simulacra

¢ A Novel Perspective of the Study of Contingent-a priori Knowledge:
From the Standpoint of Division of Reference and Referent FENG Lirong
Abstract: “The contingent-a prior knowledge” is a striking claim put forward by Kripke during his
investigation of reference theory. “The standard meter”, “Neptune” and “Julius” are classical cases. The
legitimacy of claim and the cases are discussed heatedly in the contemporary philosophy of language. By
separating reference from referent, we can not only clarify several confusion and mistakes in the study of three
cases, but also provide a novel perspective of characterizing the problematic situation of the contingent a priori
knowledge.

Key words: reference-fixing, a priori, de-re knowledge, reference, referent, contingency

¢ Does Phenomenal Intentionality Transcend Naturalized Intentionality? WEI Yidong, DU Yajun

Abstract: Phenomenal intentionality is an intentional project formed by the integration of intentionality
and phenomenology. It inherits the philosophical tradition of Brentano’s intentionality and Husserl’s
phenomenology, and forms phenomenal intentionality based on phenomenal consciousness. In the relationship
between intentional and phenomenological attributes, phenomenological intentionality criticizes the separation
of naturalize intentionality and emphasizes the relevance of each other, then strengthens the importance of
phenomenal consciousness, phenomenal property, and the first person perspective in the study of intentionality.
It also distinguishes the third person perspective of intentionality from naturalism.

Key words: phenomenal intentionality; naturalized intentionality; intentional property; phenomenal

property
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