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Abstract: For many physicalists, physical knowledge or scientific knowledge is complete since it principally
can describe everything in the world. Meanwhile, for most of us, science is objective, and our mind is subjective.
So, it seems that we cannot scientifically/physically explain our mind. If mind principally cannot be physically
explained, physical knowledge is not complete. Physical knowledge is not complete, then physicalism is
wrong. Physicalists have two different approaches to deal with the tension between completeness of physical
knowledge(completeness) and subjectivity of mind(subjectivity). One is radicalism, another is conservatism.
Radicalists think completeness is not compatible with subjectivity. For holding completeness, they try to eliminate
subjectivity. In contrast, conservatives think completeness is compatible with subjectivity. In this essay, firstly, I
will argue that each of them is not yet a satisfactory solution to deal with the above tension. Secondly, I will argue
that if we can clarify some misunderstanding of subjectivity, then we can find conservatism has the prospect of
becoming a satisfactory solution. Finally, I will argue that this clarify can also enable us to gain a new perspective
on mind, viz. mind is not subjective or objective or intersubjective, but non-subjective.
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