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Passage « Contact + Extraction
Shang Jie

Abstract: There is a basic difference between Einstein’ space theory and Kant’ classical space Ideas, and their
conflicts in science and philosophy show a milestone of history. Tremendous Changes, mainly happening in
theoretical physics, have taken place in the realm of science, philosophy and art since the end of 19 century,
the causes of which lie in the born of Non-Euclidean Geometry, as also influences the modern arts represented
by Picasso’ cubism modern painting. There are profound causes of natural science and philosophy for the mod-
ern art’s subversion of the classical art, that is, the discovery of the four-dimensional and multi-dimensional
space. This discovery not only changes the face of the natural science, but also changes the face of philosophy
and arts In this sense, modern art is a conceptual art with strong philosophical connotation. These phenomena
impressed us that there is an essential relationship between science, philosophy and art. We should break the
limitations between these disciplines in order to better promote their developments.

Key words: natural science; philosophy; art

40



