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4.1 ®F/Y REBEN 5.5.4 #EERY TREs
4.2 HEIFEAY #E i R
o b3 Hempel?) @IRFR <EBEBEIM>
F E

FIAARIERS vl 23 B2 ERAEL R BRAAA & $A42 v 7
U =27 el Bell, REBEER makelzbd M2 ftFigle] EFERA wolgd
AE ASrt wkeb, el ol B Mm-S T o2 Rl 2
3 B, BRSY K =9 23 EfHE A’ Aolehe ikl A
R -4*1“(‘ nlgk Ao] Edolm AAgEx 28y, ¥4 Bacong
AT 51*1: F BREREES Telo HEHMT FH A EKD
B¢ ul b A R AR 3 A 2E MFES AT
AEPY UG A 2 ¢, CHAEY BRI B A9 e
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oln] JEitErEel WiTHEe & Ao n A,

FRPREE L ghd o) b HRrel (B M dedE ETslx, B
RSB ESS BRMMES Mo e Mk Ak BT B G
o HEE A ok 58, BGRTE FESIR ol & mHRsE =
CarnapB2iRe] SN Eqesh, BN IS fiiF8kas U4 Popper FRJRS] iR
Fggeke] Mol A Sl e el 3l B Rk Ta’ Wk EAl
2 A $ glor FERAMAS PR BAdE E&E @A Szt
ol x ek, vk EHARIEEC] A BUC MEREES REY BRE o¢l'E
£ #Ee] Hume o] WRFLE GAlgWlA e Ze}l & 5 v a2=
2 ORERE BARDE abgt Hume 2} RS 1Akl el = jb B
0y BEAS) el 2A B TR BRGEY MO, oo BETE
e Ad e ARN A G 9 vea gk

1. B#el ME&E

L1 CREEHEC BintE

HERHET el A FRS A8 ik /—‘?‘1 xRS W4 ol gl
ook sted, L W& deld Aol A ket F, R REHEME
AEREERY HEFMEZE obvieh, ofdl midlA #FFHEME = FRSd A <e Al
A Lltel oldl Aze AL GiReR o] Fe i 4 ok 2 d R
P EIRHERISE el oAl RIREE siwe R dhe) A gstw
AL Wimoe2A HPE e HrERcletn Aoz A4 fd. =
g4 AR S AR HEPRel e HRMIENY HEM(Non-demonstrative

nference) ¢] &},

L2 Bl xEME

ZE BETHEFIN A FTE Tl [Tolwl M A9 2 Melvh o] A
W ORI BRS EEATIM SR HiTd A &, FTRe FEFEsE #ERe

=1

B e WS REBANOL, 1d0 BREILE SRS

-
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ol B E & RES Riftel vk el R Rl S9FA A B
18 FERIESTE 9714 g nx5

(}) BAE EEBAMc e & A%, 48 jiRE ARz
obx] @A - fae]l EMAE 2 o9A KRBT 4 A Es?
o] 7. o] Eu} FHAK M (an inductive jump)e] o YA AHEsEY FA|
2({2.15, 3. 1, 5. 1) #=),

() “ARS e BMEIRH = Bk FIF(Principle of Uni-
formity)& EHAHEALY #iigdl vt BinAZvk= o Hamel HYE KiEY
T vk Ass gk 2 o) dlel s ZA Fobx BB A BT
A kel D) Sl -k BT fae ojwA oA HEr}H?

(2.1, 6. 1) abz) @ 29 b WAHEE o ASERNd & dert?
(5.3, 6.6 »é}}_).

(5h) =keF APERATAYOl™ F-Alol NAEBEMNS BMHEF L RATgesic}
H MEEEC] BN ke odl Rl Mo m AN TRMHBEE-
obf-ul MEAY EME A XY Aol hdrt? FEMHEY AgA 24

ool gA By g A 2 (8.2 st

() ol A ¥ EHRRENLS RIS FUBMY RS SR mEe EAs 9
ol A Ageh FHER RS WEEsled 2HT EEEL ¥
(@& #x), 2l ol BRE HHES =] BT HHEL 2ol ?
(¢4.2),¢4.3) @z2), wkek skl B3 w887 A2 WA $Ae @
i Al wEES Febd SRl ol e W AR 2 (Ua ) Ba)

(vh) o}E T3 HHHE AR R BRIl & 8] s D
#z). F, BT REHTIN Y LA R FIEBTEE Ao ohub
Rz FITBFTaels Aoeh, e o] wiol - WAL EHkat
RS A ZF ol TS I AR RFRRITY WM 4Bl e s o
({5, 29, ¢5.3), (5.5 A=),

(b)) 27 AAEEEAY old S5 FEHNE MR 2 BEER
o2 AEE BIE 4 ddz ﬁﬁmﬂmﬂ” HitS EAE A, RS
BHES T EREWNES oA mfgste] 159 el RekE oY

o
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A AR AL ? (B2, 6., &0, 6.0 %7)

2, Hume 9| B BESH

2.1 WE8r) TER

“$Rh ABHAA RE HPIE] S A L LS RRee B
W RECEDNH HEEE e 95h00E Hume 9] &30 248 B
MEERe T ATk 29 Ads BT AERES RS £

=z
g gete dem Folaloh ML Lelae FIBTRel 2§,
AERENS Aol X3 HFL7L NAERKEM) = v JidEe] M=z
B fele o f5iRe] RS SEY 4 Gk welel, &, $u9 A3
Bt AAR EHHAE2 obd vebda o RHRITHES M
I &€ HeMsle WRET EREE 5 vk Aol Hume o] 4 7o)t}
2l BEHERE IER{Es] olel HARY R Bk e kI
& WiRE Areeld adld = HRAR wkAA A Aok o]A] $El
e B HRIEe] Akl E 4 Bt Ak FHLE oA
ZAAE AQAZE? 238 Eidks s BB NAKED #E
B o] 4% 4 whel] Q7] Bl Ll AES RS WA € Aold, B
qk ebel FARS] H—HE WiRR &k MR RS DRMeE ﬂ;&.bﬂ
T o] Brl EEEBATH HEFEo]Zl b 1wl HEFLE ARtz &
Q& Aol

=]

i

2.2 LB HEWR

Hume & $lel A1 2" SRHEII] GRTE0Y  IEEEE Basta Kakdl =
N WEMEE S FEEEslvldl o 2Elcl el vk BEANIERLE LPERY M
el A4 Ef{estz gdeh ? AbahEe ofF velgA ok Ado] o]n] el

1‘) Hume,D. (17393: A Treatise of Human Nature, 1739. Book I.Part
. Section 6
- 2) ibid., Section 9.
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& A Mgk et Ak deh ol g AWt 40w AE-E Hume
o] o3&t Eiff(habit)e] R 2w ol g HREES LIy S
< T8 A9y _
FRA g w5 gEs ke e e FES HR Aol B
= Aol Hume o] oAdel =k, ol8l HEMEE Z4shr] &l i BLHY
g Bakie Ad Feohel 58l LAY Btk EAES AHNE GR
b F, dbe) Emg Erel dold ohE, FEEMe R JiiEd R4 ot
g E7b A Sk Qo] dbeban a4, $ele e B Ky 9] FPel
g ke A obich uksbd ol TR HHETe] WAEKEA o
o] Az #arsted shobx dA=tE 2lol Ariel Al oAl Wk
fEol] £33 45 97 wlfelvh.  zElskd A &Abel o) LAY B
e mEsl =eh. 2 v Hume o) el o shd 2 M-E AT
Rell A Ae] ozl By WK AgezYs Baozd oo
e Aolel, & mgEY Hia-d KEstd Bk o A 3409 A8
ol o8 = Bifel EES S E Jldldle Hifel A LRMS A4sA 1
o, ohAl wakel, MRS HRS Bae #HRE Jidste B e A
Wy K] Ealsicl, o] MY EEAS FRe LHESR LR BRE
e Ao R FHE R BRI EXelche Aol LMo 2 WES
v}, BEES ERE e A2 e s o Bl EHETES SE
By E¥ike Rasictz £

3. Popper 2| R BT

3.1 EXxBER

Popper &= TR glel K-S &b BWGILL frfshxl devie
Hume 8] o] Sobn »o KEE 58 @M BALS MEzlw <44
o} 28}t Popper = Hume o] SFRIES KEAY dljgio g ofejel 32

3) ibid., Section 2 &} Section 3,
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o] BT olo] R SHH RFE B0

B 1 R 5% FHREERAE Holety £Rse AL R i)
4 EELE & et ?

B2 ROl % HHEEAC A Tt Beht ERol MM fig] A
EEgLd + d=t? '

Ml 3. BOE FREAE T4 o= st o8 ASR B =2 B
8 M4 Foha AN AE Sl e BRE B EReg 4 9
=7F?

Popper = ff 14 ool FEshT (9 29 B 34 ol ML HE
Melet. &, RUHEA £ FREM-S 2 a7t AHEMNe s HEG wEs
B mREE 2 MRS A Eoll, obFe] we K BREIHE Shxo
At EEZWe) Aolele RS EHLT 4 vk zau e
BHEEWE] Koletx Tetd el o2 TFEMo B2} +/e T
BIEE 4 drok wekd f2lE dele EERN 39 JdX s mEy
4 glvh RI19) &> ®BATAEMES P (Verifiability Principle)@ %
il Popper 8 FiRel] ERs= Aolrt. 2dm g $el7} “nEy olel: K
B¢ Doxa ot A5« Episteme 9] 952w}l AL 43h: IR, MMAHES F
IR <kl A 2l obFal M#ME MY ¢ g oA msm Y 4 e
olgh& Popper & XAEME sivtaleo s 1.9 223 B 264 E 29
MR THES) R (Falsification Principle) 7} BARTH 719 (x) (Prs
Wz} Hh oz RBA FEEM HIE BEFY 5+ g2 PaA~Qa
7t Kool ®Bve 2 #ES S 1 BiEkAle] Sl HigH (falsify)
7 dvhe el admw RHRTEHA A DED HBEENS Bk
(modus tollens)e]eli= FEREBHAEol vt o] XY Popper & BHARIES ¢
ol A FIFEHE AR,

2 HEES A - BRREL LT FAfEelz welok st ? Popper
€ ol & Btel T B WA A Az BHEE B g8 29

4) Popper, K. (1974):Objektive Erkenntnis, 1974, S, 15.~18.
5) Popper, K. (1959):The Logic of Scientific Discovery, 1959, Chapter Iy,



Ao #4 9l “BEIR”(Corroboration, Bewshrung)$ 9] %trh,
3.2 mEMse #E

T FRS WMol MR (Bewahrungsgrad) =k, Popperell ojshdd, By
M t7hA] 2 BRG] RBE AT HHE ek &, 1 fEe B
t7hx o Bl o & AT REEATRel W 2 MRS #AN RHESE
FEL Aeln, L BRY KBNS HEd dwdd 1 Mol BE
o S4BT HRI BTL BE] BEE 98 ¢ o2dzE ER T
B T.7b chzre] WSl A @& zlolehe oftoz RFfiztn ¥
ek, T3 T8 WREY MRYE & o7 =s&e] o mbeF Tio] sk
RE& T3t #0000 HBl Aol 29 HiAE T nel 52 MElE s
7 eie, el 2 HBEEA 9Asd T Rd Tio] o EBRE +
¢ Aelek.” 221} Poppere] &hw MEREE oW HpES (7Y M
RRR A He] W FE o= 2 tFEUT 1 PR (F{EWREN] Y
F#e] R A A walx Feche Aelvh Enb okl e
T BREY BEE F8 T WREE R Ttk fiRie] ohd 5=

&g waln dn.
3.3 feIey Wil

3.3.1 miRi REx#

Eiee] oW BUEkNS MMe dUs B A0l ERae g
PHBE RN Bbfdl ®EE $olok. 28 =i Popper o WM LHéE v
o AR A ER(Project)d] F3}stel.  elelsled %2l Popper o i id
(Corroboration, Bewihrung)olet #ES of Al “HEANY @EiE(die deduktive
Bestttigung, deductive confirmation)®] #4088 w}fxn 19 ¥Hxr
(Basissatz) WAl #2EC(Beobachtungssatz) e & #ilsle] Popper 2 %
£ oh&al el 2fzfy BT BEEMGEE BALsr 2 el ae" i

6) Popper,K. [1974]: S. 30.
7) ibid., 8.3L
8) Popper, K. (1959):p387,
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) MG Ed BEN Aolch v

W WES BIR DBE 2T MELSY £4 Ko BEL: HR
T BREA cldloh 28 S Cob B3dE KE TS RS
= MEASL T 4 gloh o] B sl ELs DBK:T)ol .

Cl. T¥ 39 FEipolrt.

C2 Kt Z#d BILEY S0

C3. TUKE REMOoZ F/Eol o

C4 847 o8 T4 £4 R}t EvF S48 o] 5L o189 aba 7+ 2t}
C4—1 RUE=K
C4-2 TURI—E
C4-3 Bt mAMo] ohls EY ERe BEXEET MRI92 Bx

TE BE3] ARL HR2A BEdd.

RS Sk o] ERUY HEHEBAMRY T HE(Definiens)o] 4= Rg
#£HmAe 2T BEERYESY |MA el BRI ER 18 BEMSS ¥
Ziholebe m@ERY £iEo) Kiz¥ A 7o)

a2V #EY olE T A BEEE & 5B Kisbauer 1} Stegmiiller
7 A A3 wks} o] Wyl BEES =2ludl ® Ak & A,
27 T*E TY EHe #wols stz KUT* 7t e s FEHA &
b3 ghebd DB(KT)—DBK;T*)7F gz ol ok & Aolch, ek o) wj
ol $2% RIER #ixd MW e EAT ¢ gt K¥ES Eiaa
e}

AR TE Va(Fr—-Gr)oleln st EE (HK) 3%}, olwle] Ex
C4—3% %_}_x] e} aejx R ¢} {(FK-—)GK)—*HK}E}J\‘:— Z 7 0] BZl'ZH
o DB(KiT)= #&stel, 28 olgH Hu 2 MHE MEste vEs
o WERY BEel = MRS A ME g dideEle DBKT) = &
atebe Aol AR, o] AL FE YL 1 BH S vk
WoolA o Rl e BRE ETNe B HECEY) RERA A

9) Stegmiieller, W. (1971]):Das Problem der Induktion: Humes Herausford-
erung und moderne Antworten,in: H. Lenk(Hrsg):Neue Aspekte der
Wissenschaftstheorie . S. 31-32 iz,

10) ibid., S, 32,
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<A Rohm sok & Holrk ol AL RETE A {0EE WIAIRES
(Immunisierungsstrategie) 3} F-2}slcd, 8l Popper 4= oju] r#1 Wkug
4 &%) KA A8 Ba gtow npadsl we} Mgl Kkl A=
gk 3 Aol

AA 2 GKE REs btk KA Qg & 4 E& {GK)o
3 R {FKNGK}el= Te} K= @MMo HhvEsclr fifiaketd
a4 DBKiT)w vhalr @istAl sleh, otelbd 29 A4zt 298 A4
Teid B BHS oln) AR WEEE WA 9 sk wil(bewi-
hro)febs FEe] A2eh LR BBl A withy HiEs ik 3 %
w2 W (Bewdhrung)e|el Popper o #:&-2 Aniehe thidd LE
2 33 grh

3.3.2 wmlEe Bitms

Popper R4l = 19} 212 =719 Hgo] HrE-LAM MISILGS  BUEA
$1e FrEA E3E Lolel MR WS Mgk g osh
o RS iE (the Preblem of Degree of Corroboration)zh (10 & My
| wtol& Mp# o Bk (Severity of Tests)3h 7 Mio] ik Se] Ak =
TEkd AR By NE L)l #FaR % T3l Held, @ o
M fEe] MEARHES AL HHEE wE: A2 Eke BERd
et AL wele BAtn AT o[ "ol A Popper o} I
Carnap o] WE:ZEE (degree of confirmation)e]y) Reichenbach 2] #{BH3A

o

I r[r

)Er{r

79 HEMR(the limit of relative frequencies in sequences)s}5. 515l ok,
, BEGRIET WEESETAS] THERL MRETS shubsb ohinh. ol & mifsh)
## Popper & whg3t -2 WIS T U ®
FHe] FAHE A gy o] o dAE d5%e A Gl ox
£ 69 Tl AT AT &, My E 6 el dox @ Aol
€ 2P 8 z v St BEGEe]l g A & £4 Atz

Y

11) Popper, K. (1959] : Appendix ix. pp387-419.
12) ibid., p387,
13) ibid., p390
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stah 2R A G HHEEE P(D=1, P()=P(F)=3; P(2)
:Tg ole}, ZEl: {EMFmER(ETL *E:s‘a‘t’r’ﬁ’ﬁ)% P(x, z)=-3—; P(y, z):;%.o]
o 2k FoA 19 BEE oA Er FAFG »Y mEE 3
A4 +2 afoh 2P E $FSL Py, 2)<P(y2)7 Kudeh o
24 o] Hle chge] EHE HFHcl

Th.1 : P(%,2)>P(x) NPy, 2) PIINP (%, 2)<P(y,2)

oAl e /b 'y = 2ol g BIRLSH F Colx, 2) & HRs ‘v 24

&) #IRA EH} E ~Co(y, 20k b=} 2w ol&l s,
Th2: Co(x,z)«——P(x,2)>P(x)
Th3: ~Co(y,2)——P(»,2)<P(y)

o] ALY EHEZHE fule oY EAL A= 4 w027 &

AgE ¢ + A
Thd : Co(x, 2) A~Co(y,2) N\NP(x,2)<P(y,2)

Th4io} glo}A Bz P§ 7 C (Confirmation)?] [Fl—@fgtd F1E
o] 4. F,

Th5 : Co{x, 2) A~Co(y, 2) NC(x, 2)<C(¥,2)

Popperel] 93t Th.5 & olel @& #£4d JAAE nkFd 5 go
bne WA HER(EE BE F—Rste AL Bpoesy EEmeR
F ol =t

aAW, Carnap®] WEHEE(Degree of Confirmation) zZzlEe A
S wtEA7=d W K8, Popperd WMIEEYS HAMEAe ek wlek4
Bt WA Cog Td3te MaRel BHEMo st AL Corl AR
ol Bhe el oh. M e BT RS vl AMB—IEARMS]
MHRe e mosctd A& Hilir Mol ek ERZEd E3¢ A

14) Carnap, R. (19503: Logical Foundations of Probability, 1950, §70
Carnap, R. (1971): A Basic System of Inductive Logic, Part I, in:
Carnap,R and Jeffrey R.(1971] ed:Studies in Inducttve Logic and
Probability, Volume I, pp38-39 Atz
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ol o,

4. el HEME

27t EEERE FobA sk Aol M-S s YR sk
I et (B ERY 2= sbasbRlolvl) 98l & Hempel-Paradox'®
9} Goodman-Paradox'®e}= F0 o #HES) yPRe KNai MEBHel 2xtgch
e B3t BBEHL skt B¢ MHS Ko e F4ld
2 270l ety HEFELhD WM HEMRE ohi BN g
BEHe BT TETE don wolrs] d Folrf,

4.1 WO REHH

S+t Re MEstgieke & o, £33 8 Folof ¥ 2 RIES)
deb. shvie ol Rl REshd RET Wito]l wFAA T KHE
o] Aok MifHelct. Ielx v e WiEshe Bl EHAT W
TEGIS Rl A BES kg 98] llempel & Mfiie] st 2
A A & 4HS S BRsIg AT F,

AC 1. Elftitg#:(Equivalence Condition)

ofwl EEHRE] e BH HE BB (=v K#E) g 2

ok Ao R e BHEE 2T ER(zv KE o
AC2, REY B (Entailment Condition)

o] BRHRE L] g8 DR B FEE S 2ZE LR 274

o gt
AC 3. &R EH (Consequence Condition)

o 4 BZH&e] v ELN K RE AS WiEdgy o

Kol 3Ly fR7b 3 e s =3 #Ede.
AC4. —HM: {&H:(Consequence Condition)

I
o
e

lo

=,
rlo

1:;) Hempel, C. (1945): Studies in The Logic of Confirmation, in: Mind.
1945. Section 5. #H =,

lv) Goodman, N. (1955]: Fact, Fiction and Forecast, 1955 ppo9-83ar z

¥/) Hempel.C. (1945): Section & &=z,
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Ao e —HEYE RE WERELe 10 Bamsis ne e
A5 RN R M ATRES o)

4.2, mERplol #R

A4 MES] &E 5 FEESS FR A 44 = e g $4l
BHRE mEsls B0l ga A48 27 BHRES e s 2BHE
o] ke m AARcH oA, “RE 7ulHE Aok (All ravens are
black.)"eby= S A AT Aol 219 A RMEE Fe 2d, obg
g AZA AE F o A O A ge AvtAst = Selete 4R
Aeba 2 R Be] WA Aold. @ AL AL gles HAY
AL 2 \ife]l Bl HHH T KB B/ 2 Adn, @ 2dH=
2 28 o ZE H#SCAN 3 9y AL AWE) L 1 B
+ HEMS 2V HENRE T T2 X RAolch  wlebd #ike o
B 7hekd Rl @A MEESE $me 2 okl Eage) —i
2t Rl glef. ‘

ol Al o] e\t WEF UM FWIAY RSl Hempel o) REMEHS AR
vhal MRS WA kA RS ERE SRt 1A meRdEs
R 2 A s B e

Hy: (Yx) {Rx—Bx}
Hi ol HEN %RE0s (Ra/\Ba}ol
Hy o) HER WERSE {Ra/\~Ba}olr}.
Hy; (Vx) x{~Bx—~Rx)
H, 2| HEN BRBEAL {~Ba/\~Ra)o] 1
Hy o) BREM WBEES= {~Ba/\Ra}o]r},
Hy; (Vx) [{Rx\/~Rx}— {Rx\/Bx})
Hy o) HEN WREHMl= (~RaVBajolx
H3 9 HEN HEEMv (Ra\/~Ba}oc},

18) Black, M. (1966): Notes on the Paradox of Confirmation, in:Hintikka,
J and Suppes, P. [1966) ed. Aspects of Inductive Logic, 1966, pl75,
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N4 Hysk Hoe Rfg 2 FIfQ SRBIF lom Hish Hix
A4 MY FfEelth, Hempel o) FEfetsol olsha mminy [1fES) B
T F—RpIE e BEIAGD AP, 2 Hold AY AA
E g3 e E obd #a, 1AW Y 9E 2 glol ‘RE AbAE
A S ERE WEMLE Wt HO Holok ek Trk ohie
Hool 4 Y 7ubast obd 2 %ol 7etAs Bt mmsts 40
e A AL EFoh ek @RS wEstA Aok ek Bat
#Mo 2 (~Ra\/BalE w7 algeleh ol@A sw el olwl ¥
Hg AN SolzhE 25L Gislel Aiukd B & S,
R0 WA K7 HE Aolh

4.3 Hempel 2| @2 AR

o] A WEEGI M FAse] o FA MRAR] HFHD
glet. Hempel zhAlel] oshwl o #ME FlGelehe Hokrt ezt %29
wael #hrdohe Rl Esbe oA @EEGIEe] MMAY nole A
° LFEAY LI o Folekn A A Eeh @ wlebd FEffifetES HET BE
oA oals E5gctn 2o

#53] Hempel -2 o] Eu} Bl B4 AL HE¥ste ol AL HEG
EEol A2 REWY AfE7 chideta AR 5, ‘R Aot
A & @R e FERE © fFERAC Gmse gl
olMY Hi3k Hpol 25 FEGAL st oh-&st 2k

H'y; (V) {Re—Bx} N\ (%) Rx
H'a; () {~Bx—>~Rx} A (40)~Bx

eot HEEelel = EHRe ARl Hio] ehiet HidlWl H' 2 H'2 9
A3 REM FE ok

Hempel & %3 7Antd o] ‘A4 &2 7=t L ofdd A9 5
Fol JaA s mEA et FRst, oA e Fe] 23 REE #EN

19) Hempel, C. [1945],Section 9.
20) ibid., Section 9.
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olZh A% AAstE T WMHEAT B o] E Sl Hempel & T}
OlfE AARE AT ol WEGESY WHE TE AR Qe
Roloh, Akl ‘2E AvtAE AP UEFFL g Db o
< BRE TR HAEE TEY $8d $UE F2 RAE 57
o Folch, Sl LEMye T WM EEE MR HEosa A dshd
AL BBl AT} RUMo D v e HEY WEE FEte T
Qo v} A Geh T SRl SHE ukE olwl Bkl AEWOZ KAES
o Q&g HELE Aol AFelek. 9 B MHEFAL e YA el
AAE THEFAY BHe 2T w9 57 & Ale] HEdsh, 29
DR RE HES I BHE WBAEL KBHES 2 du o]
o,

AR I AY Hffe] ‘2E AL BrPul: BRS MEY = Y-
A& AAsE Aol 2 mle] WrlA G o] fik Selv) Ml Q&
3ol F3HE Wkol o Folsh Hempel & Am ek alas], ol 4
Fol dgzs Bol ¥ 2A0l mA EhA 8L Yo z4 UEF
o] xgsl Bt AL FPee ekl Sele 19 A AR 2%
Sohn @ Aotk 2a Age] FEASA Lol olfE St oln] o
2o UEFe] ohdg 3 sl wlFolth, TAA 2 ARL FolAl 8
el KHHE BT AFsA 2 AL A Ak 2 Bl @
e Aol ezt Pee S dA FRAY Qo] JEFD] ol
g A4 44 FRdg" 1 BHRS RENSA ¢ Aolvh 4H Tk
wtest gA BA SE Ae BRIZ 2R0] YEFG] ol B
B AL dEFQe]l ngil Brbl: MRS HESE 38 HAEEE Aol

R

H HEmo 2 RET GiRY Aolzkw el Hempel o gHigolvt
4.4 #HAM WA

4.4.1. Ayero| WiF
Hempel 8] /B ALY REL Ayer © #1515 So] e ASd g0
T g ovlsheA SHsA @vh Ad, ow BBEH IFA ¥
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LE& 29 AFEL dmelzolE shanE BHE A4 . o4
FHEBAL FA%s 4858 e Agde] FESS Sslerl? ohum =
Abgbe Abgte] EAE Selshnrt? 28 chdd) abgte] FfEgrs. Eoksh
£7}? Hempel 8] REL FHEHFE WEHES o171 2 BT
% EENES MEd d9A mEAche woeh Taehd Ses g
FEHERE BES G 2 R YA $45S mEsok & Aot}
28A A A gl 2 EIRY Hge] Jebd Aolk Bul olyz) Sg
v dd2 obFE AR A4etx] b mE o o B Bl dar
3t AAE LB 17 dlRell, QA {HiRdl = FENAS] SBNs o)
T E 9 gE Aol
WS WOl LR 3Bl sleldtels Hempel o) A RFE s}
Sth s kabel {~BaARa}e] ¥Re] A9 weld s () (Re—Br)
o fEftel HWIE L2 FEHS AMPoR WiEH F 4 9y @ Folu},
v FA BEE 2] AR AR Alelth® B W o AL Az
o BRol hubd RS M FA EF Aolk: Aol LY Ao
o o] ERe] EE 2X¥ 4% do) Hempel & HFE Az $89
@ﬁOI RS e T AL TRk s, AnkH #4549 EESe
W W B2 EREuC Koz A3 24 sukd oy A
TAHE S glolehe glo] $2l Wael MEEelvh amez Ax ¢
= Fe Fuly ek obd A9 Svlre) AubA o] Sv) b EiEpge] 1
HEMY Aolh Zel v kel A4 3o wmuch AubAe] #ie] wet
T AR AR G S Bol 2T F ol n Fo] AR E 4
3= o) kMY Rolr),
4.4.2 LSS mmol wm

Hempel o] #z5o] IS Al A el & B gb 5222 Taich, o8
WIS Popper o) MEiBIRHe] & o) 2 G =tk 2 Popper - Hempelsh

=

21) Ayer, A. 119727 :Probability and Evidence, 1972, p68,
22) ibid., p71

23) ibid., p71,

21) ibid.,p74., Stegmiieller, W. (1971, S. 36 =,
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e BNE#HE P06 Hiasze Adnd oA JdAE WEY W@
HME 9 A ok 44k 29 gpoh. Pappero] o sh® uigmy
RS WE dvhn AASE Wk e THET B BRES Bl
ok ge}. ERTol 1B MHBsAE £ BHE o)A 1@
HE-& MR (Corroborated) 5| givta wbéhrl o F-olvh 2 13 ol B
o) 2A ko MBS StHE B BMEHEEY ERAY 2 B
HES Qs A W Aolsh @ivh. T Mg %RE vehi & Popper
o) WHEe w3 HMel LAl |

Eistsel $E 1EE MHESH = REY F4E I BETE
4 gobd, (Vo (Re—-Bxle] Bk EHL KET A, =& Byt H
FEe HAsAeba L R olg LS Adska o Aeleh shet
W o Ede] (RxA~Bxyel SsiAu: Wil 4 s o4, B #H
2 A e AR 2 @R MK E w90 Aol 1
i} o] A Hempel o JEEFAS plel4 ud BB @ikt 2 + 9
o 2Es ERde] gExd ¢ 4+ dt WIS KR W, T Wit =
A B AL 2tk skah woF 2 Kol UEFAS x¥A w &
EHe wHEsts dolwk BNE Eobd MBS 2 Lk o ALT obf

A BEs 24 B¢ etk T W =34 Bube ey 44w sl
Az 1 B KEEF Adsd F%ed BAT 4+ g Al
A zol, el WGl elA 9o E K#E o Aol ok JEF
44 7 e MME A T+ Aee AP e e Sk 1y
o HESAS By QAT deb wop weh 2 RS Fitke] b
FHx ggohd 2RE HEHAST T 5 9 Aol

4.4.3 RMEMEHES BT

Goodman o] & 5Ha () (Rx—Bx) Bk BRS WBsts BHlY) 2
BetEe 19 KHRE 7x) (Re>~BnE mEA7A Gerhe Aol
0 2@nz 4L AuA BH(R2ABx)E ‘BE AR A

25) <3.2>%=.
26) Goodman, N.(1955) & Ayer, A(1972], p77ell 4] Ayers} Goodman&.@.ﬁgL

g AE 2.
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BiRe wEy Aolvh. zeu & &R (~RyA~Br)ol v AE vhd¥
(~Rx/ABx)sh 2ol A& 7inbg]7h byl Slel] A& ‘RE 7ok & 2
A gvb o WERe] MELD Aok 2 dld B Aot AL whiye
7k RS EY 5 dvh A °P“£ 3 &FA(~VRyABx) £ &
B HEMHEL o) (~Bx—-~Ry) ‘2E AR gk AL 7AnkH 7} ¢
Url & #EY Aelvh v AL ek (ReABx) S}t 3-8 mhul €l (~Ry
NBx)& 2% HEEsA 28, o Jhshd ReABx 9k ~RxABx = (Vx)
(~Bx—~Rx}F wkEA 77 sl Eolel. o] ZE AAE (Va) (~RxN/
Bx)E ®AEYE. Akl 252 W) (~BYV~R0)Y iR ¢ o)
w Folvk, o] R dA3 = Iy Aol olich, ksl (x) (Ra—
Bx)et (Vx) (Rx—~Bx) e FEAA 7} chiel KE#delnz, nkek Ry
7b EAsHA Fevkd WERE-E 2T fel 4 ool wlEelsh

Goodman =p4lel] & &hd Rx 7F £A31A ¢h=vbe 2ol (Va) (Ry-»Bo)&
BpEA e oW FHEgE e RS Bie MEs s ez AuA
T fohe BUAIE AAREeE o] BLANZ wifke) mbFe] RS MRS HIME
st Bibe] Fde BRE 7MY oo A, =z B mEN BEE
R AA e &, =87 ebx] gt o= st JEHEde] <
Ugl&& (VBA~R) BRToZH ‘YEFDES nyA vel & BRs #
BAAL ooty welvh oA whehA Sk Rdbd el (4
A ook & Aol golA =t

4.4.4 Goodman 2| KRR

Goodman -& %4l FAY EXLEAE A%l 24 o2& 295
B SHRALILOL AN HNAETIele) EEELES EHeE HAES ikt
B3 g}, o] & e 1= MR (theory of projection)$- Al <] ghe}
29 MiRs R A5 2l o&d 3 F,

A7A wEE = {f—?i;iﬁ H= (V) (Ax—Bx)9] kez AAA Ao,
Rifa Wi Ast B HeErHEe] %R Do HAEAl . Goodmans]
RGO A & FEEMG) Y A e BEEAY BHEN B&E

27) Goodman, N. 19553, p34 LIF &z,
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Fol A 4¥d HERES BLREN WO AMCERADY HAE) MR
o}, olA 28 EESE hgsta
@ R HE B to THOAh ot 7hx [@F® Dol 4ahe 3l
vl xol #4a Ax/A\Bx o] BEEH At}
@ B HE mi to SiEsgd. ——t A MESER Dol S35+ 5
vl xol dal AxA\~Bx o] HiwEH Ak
® Bk H: Wi to] 2Esdch, —ot 72 Dol 48 K A
AR 2E x7h KxdAl~Kx A% #iEstgleh,
@ fE3 H: Wi to] MR (roject) 2 4 Javh. «—HE to] %
boki i <) ehgtoe AR Al skoked
® EFR H= WE to] Ao n ek ——HE td BRY 4
gglen to] 2.
® P& fd ®i REzA HRMOD LAY «— P& ta] HF
fUo® MRR 3 2WMEBY B RFolw
@ P (o] Fifk BEA HEMo MRS ——P & to] BHRM
o2 HERR T 2BEBY W RFe|eh
Py to] P ach % EEL itk =k ®H)dRE g, «—P sk 4
1o fi—3 MB/E P o} suge] M- BB 74X melA As A
= (RifE E: 4 RERA) 94 A5 BRI
© B Hx to fifos METENG —HE 1o MEHYe
W Hi= BRI o8 B3aE A ggeh
® ol MRD + s (V) (Ax—Bx) Tkl Hell b HIRSLH-
R1; 7b) H' 7} tol #Re + g
W) H' 7} H o irstsleh.
0 A b AmbE A EEEQE B e nrh 94 3 @RS
ELES 71, W), Bh) EEe RS E @E 1= (e (A 5Bl

28) ibid., p9.
_29) ibid., plOL
30) ibid., p97, pl08, plld.



FfES e H & filBRE ook 3t
R2; 74 H' 7}t 5" + et
W) A & tdd Axcl "4 4 FEESHg A
th) Mo| 4 X o) #8027l zRe ¢ Bye EHY
+ gtk ghebd,
(@) M {x|Ax} SM 17 {x] A'x}
B {xlAx)s{xlA'x]

RS 7b), W), oh) S FA0E 1 H=vx(Ax—-Ba7t IF
fEgele H &= fo] fHiks ol oF e

Ul ko] HEREHS swtoe s 3o Goodman o] o] Bub BFMAARIS] #ER]
& AFs 2=t e A AT iREE grue’ & ARV F, grue
Lo FeoiA A7k AR £ 54 (green)olgl.ont ¢ Lkl & A4 (blue)sl
il BHEE atfEelch 2 t7hA] BRE 2E o ¥=(emerald)

7b FAel A%, e 2fEHY HBHEE AFsA = A=k

Hy; “ Bligel 43" ool g=t grue d zloleh.”
Hyy "t Ll BHE ool sz 54 Aol ”

Hi3 H, = A% & A5 wEdgdoed, 159 ®illRae A
Z WA fEsteh. o)eb 22 Goodman-paradox: F2 p:fls) 12 HR
of @uldl HREfo =X BMERE ¥ ohiel UHFE = =g Popper
o) Mg E g2 Aaseh

Goodman 2419 el o spd #, v} Ha7b o} 2 fRE Aozt 3
b, o ks SAo] ‘grue'meh o 4 5 Aels) selvh. odl b
Bo) MG AAd ool sl MER BHES drldsh o4
$-g] &= Hume o] 3 BHNS LEN) Moz FiBE vhad dabst
Al "ok Bl ozl B ZE kel EFEY MY g4 =24 dge

I oolgE wal Aejeh

o

31) ibid., Chapter M % 2= HI(1966), EMIEFLS] Eoildl 0% #%E, F
EMEge 45188 1966, plo4. A x,
32) Ayer, A. (19727, pp?7-78.
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5. Carnap 2| §B#8 B TR

5.1 ey mese

Carnap-& R E RN #HEE 3dsl: BMHILE WX 7 #R
gt v BIWAIEE RN F—ilaek 5 olebzte] BT 7]
dbo| =] & AL ity BUMEe izt (Probability)e] ehvzl Folal
BIREE e ol Folxl B Aok WEEN BIFE A5 E WEE C=(he)
& Yuldbeb o o] A& Carnap-& BEMNAY BEZSS (GRIAY WS =& MBS
probability)e]glz &g} 2= w Carnaps] glol A EFMIEE  BH
R S R I T R

Aubd o HEIFE B poke e s BEE AV SR MEEE A o
= Mabel ok, el ol Blel BT WhAS] M-S A3 R R o)
et F, Ao ﬁﬂ A%E WINMYeE TUEEst 2R o] B9 A
B MVINYe R MEHTAESICE. ald, BRI RS WHRTEE KH=
HtY sE4is) ‘HEJ wlel Halke f&el o

WY W4 EA S MK C=(h o)t B ¢ ¥ Wik s B
BE GROE RIS N WY BRelth el o] AS WTRHLe]
A A7 est h & ERs HEdE Ao ohiEt WoMLR A4FI). s
Carnap & o]x ¥ WIS 7] 2k A8/78Y <78 (the partial implication)
det S4leh 7y C=(4, e)-—f—ow}nf e 2] {Hi (range) —01 hel fE
Bl E3pebs welel. Izl v o] WM ATEE Y W] o)
AAH T glo] ohdel T4 RILKY SHTS &S Folek. &, BHAM MR T
L RILeR B EE Bele KR & Aa 32 Eaaﬁfﬂz vk

Carnapel] SlelA BBMATLS Al = @M C & dUshil EHst: o)

33) Carnap, R. {1950):pV.

34) ibid.,pV.

35) Carnap, R. (1955): Statistical and Inductive Probability, published by
The Galois Institute of Mathematics and Art, 1955,

36) Carnap. R. {1950).p297,
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o ol & Ad v RrbA HRESS =
5.2 MRMEECAD MmEE

Zo] oJstel -2l FHERAY BEY AabE Arstolw i Foll A m 45al
e sl shvhe] diifE R Rr® Aol b AlRe] Heb R
of 23 aiE FAAE A4 LA Al A AAHE AL ki
oletx 3ARYeE AW, w& Fb ste Frae] el Wl & K

Etkelvk, 2l v ‘v = FA St ol Ao HA) b = ko] oy
oho s vkEbd 2l HE Al e ERE S W Eelvh. o) zbo] 4
ko] @ F oS RN Adg e nd Bors e ThEg: 4k
BES] B 4 fEoleh. &, BIWMEYE P o} MESHEH a o) ol el Kors] e
XL Pa/\Pb, Paf~Pb, ~Pa/\NPb, ~Pa/\~Pbolt}, Carnap-& o]
Ay el R HAR v R s 25 Kokl Bte 5,
& HEEE ST BEE 2R QB E AAsE HES Pl
(state-description) =& Y447 (indiuidual distribution)z} & kc}, =k
b4 EREES BE 7 HOE%Y BE roletn obd kLS ¥
= 2" Aol aAd, Carnapc»ﬂ oatd ol g HaEMS Lod 9l
RE RFHL o #HalA i} ~ig 23l WEE 2 @8 X
g2 EHE Lokl v HFRES 94 #nd s 28 Bk 1w
A Lo ERARS aIiEd RES Tl Glkge. s

o 1 gk WESY WP R RS o aiie] Hol 3l mE Rl
EaE onideh A, Y flelA 4 e RS Z,=P AP, Za=
P.N\~Pyy Zy=r~~P./\Py, Z==~vP/~Pyela gepd P, o) R R 2
Z,3¢ Z, 2 R el b =R PVP Y IS Z1,4; 9 2,0 #
Golvh, 2wl Z: 9 Z: ¥ o EHY 4% 8 Az EAY A

o b R el Lo RS S 4 sle Hkowm BFA
A RfGa-Ee] et elal Zi-E$ Carnap-2 5l EIEAY #RRE L (Tso-

o i

morphic State-description)o]e}iL &r}.® &, Z,=P,A~P,dl4 a& b

37) ibid., pp70-80
38) ibid., ppl08-114.
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2 aubg e dobd Zy=PoA~P. 7t Roh gz ole FelA R
Wil A4 FMY(somorphic)sl EE RMEESLSY BEL HER
it (structure description)e] el & ghel. 3 EEk st 919 @A B
q sta=Zi, sta=ZVZy sta=Z, 0% Carnap & olel ¥ MEiEE #
#14r A (statistical distribution)elax %},

5.3 WA R A%

Carnap - BFfRY BEE, F old B WIS (degree of confirmation)
£ &3 AL fikedl o8 AlEE} @

A, wHEE T R dv 2E #ididiliol o} &% KA (The Prin-
ciple of Indifference) & EMHatx, B4, Z FHE A2 HEDES &
KL e LE MK KGR A g3} o] F chAlg 248 &
 RE RS BHEEE, BEE)-S 21 BRY fEmAd dEe =
£ RS BRAERS T Ao MEs o

2eleg Carnap-® J. M. Keynes®] fE%5) FPEE By e @
il MRS & Aok &, A%EA WD EHold EFIge] Fa
T BHEAE A FHgolety THSR o]} RE BHERNE F—3
BEE HAE Ag H4she EEN FE B R ,\101/‘1{— T
Agsiel AR G Bl A Ad wm dab

BBEE e; shie] Folwl Fo] BES &+ v B Fo] o ¢
oh, ogkebe] o] FE FEReE WER Wolvh. EEBE 4 EY T& =
2 e Az 9eh olu] 3EY F& mAel WelE R AA T 5
) F-& FWRRelglow Ajaisl F& mERY ol whal 3ot

Bt 2l A 2 nA o F- FEke| =}

e A5 eE AL 2T £ WHEEChe) &, BN MR vl
Ae7t.

39) ibid., ppl14-118,

40) Carnap. R.(1955),

41) Carnap, P. (1953}: “What is Probability?”in: Scientific American,
September, 1953.
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FolA HHS HRNA (HEEY) B n=30lT 2 (AMSE A8 LW
HEE BOooR JgFH gloemg & e oA st R
€ ZA Aoh oebd KBRS #e & 209 =16 Mol vk ik K
= SfEeleh. &, WEF 4 el A%, 3{Ed AS, 28l A%, 1
A 2l FHEOP 9 akkakel Aol o] B Abel 2 ORI s,
Stozy -8t 2 R 4E 2 gkl

ez B2 mAel Mol A AL FERe B 11k A
ofeh, HERAL 799 IR steol Sabel kel Y-S RELLS
strool ARk Lawl st 4 PETAE AP R st K0
gaszfza] B 6 foleh olA] Carnap2} ik =ebd 4 i)

Bl KULE A Eehd 4 WAL MRS peleh T WUTE b
o] A Gaha ste ol & KA BEE L g Loolu st

aAe _é_xé::_gl olcl, iglm g C(k, e)“'g‘ol vl

5.4 C* m¥e| ME

2y Felel BBEEol Y Peircet? 9} Wittgensteint® s} -2 #iAd4%
<+ ®mER) J%sfﬁ AR RG] vE 8oy s o] FEAF 5
R 7 olgbar ‘bet. o]9} sle] Hafxl WY E Cfelal Carnap & W
2.7 & WE#ke] Wittgenstein e}z &rf. Carnapd] £k i
Ct = €883 (Lernen aus der Erfahrung)9] KUTE Al 8¢k =24 <]
BREe] b Aolek F, uvlwlAl Fol fuEkvh A S WEY  8led
A A7 drE 2 @Y Frke 1 EY lﬁkﬂ- s elshA g
shzl W Eoleh  zeldle] 1 shEiRe s AMAIG Ao i Carnap9 ik
oo}, I R, AR WEE Cs} wyisle Crela FEr,
vt 2 ¥ C*e) Fikoll = g fdfel el wEe] A% Carnap

42) Peirce, C. [1878): The Probability of Induction, in: Popular Science
Monthly, I, 1878 and in: Charles S. Peirce, Essays in the Philosopby
of Science, 1957, ed, V. Tomas, pp35-104.

43) Wittgenstein, L. [1922): Tractatus logico philosophicus, 1922
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SME—HA R She) BRI Kol Sb (1A To5hw B B
Bl —KICHY AR (A-Kontinuum) 9] ARG wbd Al g oh. @ o Sl 4
s S ke e MABEAAY e 0old wortAE Toe
whe) gl el ez Bl 4 e A-Kontinuum o) ghi 2 gtk
5y AR BRI ke shubel %Y BIRGEEE) 0 2 e iEd
Aty g liksle, 2ol BE T ER Rigel kel MR 2 2
TR, 2elme sbed EEY ik el d MEEN R By

SR BHE A YT HEES o gleh 0 ol A EBAY -
MR B, TEHINY MR, S EBIOY BUEFol & o)tk

5.5 ey Wi

5.5.1 oM 4%
Carnap 2 Y000 30008 Bing v1abe e dhe] FHNGNY Azt i
AE MEviekd om e BT B iEHs IRARY dEsg MEskg et
oA dejxl e HiErs I sk SRRl Zle) ohJgh Y

ol He
il =¥skgloh. 1eleE 2 F7bz] Carnapol] o & g #E4o] ekt
Al Hgleh ol B FE HE 2ole el

Hume s} Popper = @it il ko= & BHNARTLZT fredhe 7hilskal
o} Carnapell &)sha BN GRS WL GERREMD) 7L £55R
()& iasl Aimshe ol ehvyl iy mul Bl ada Laishy

L2 o glon meal de) BB ke REBRKEe REMEMN 6

o, % Hume % o€ b Bl Slel A kel ke R k1
'H:.OI BCS&"ZE] Rl O\—éi u(;ﬁﬂﬂ[’}“.’ %'JI'..{;/{‘{D\}O] :f'f»é{fj]z‘_j,_i ﬁﬁxjx‘xﬁlﬁ% nlﬂiﬂi:i{‘]

Q1A= 4= ¢lvfa & Alolvk Carnap-& Hony Gdieks AN KRERS

B R Rrabam el B skl ek

Stegmudler 2| LAV opd Carnap 8 H%1Y Hie) A4e %R

44) Carnap, R. "1952): The Continuum of [nductive Methods, 1952, §16
and §17.
45) Stegmiieller, W. 1971 C. 01,
< 463 ibid.,SH6xk ALl 1975800 BUGHEN ) S A B IR ple S8 p35,
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E#ol s glebe Aelvh &, Carnap 9} o] ol 4| L7k K &1
o] A4S @ JEshel Pnd M (kFpk (logische Abhingigkeit) o} 37
a2 By TIAIKk (logische Unvertraglichkeit) o & A 5 6] o] 2
L 2R e wolck QdUd] webul RE THRAEE BRI KK
Epgt 7ol Eabsheh, RBUY KPR YA AEAIE] okt
B itk (logische Unabhingigkeit)ejrl, o] AHo]4] Stegmiller =
Humz o] B#o] Fattkm Erh. Carnap & L5 S Aboldl SRRy
tRIEPE0) —RgAY o 8 FEfedlche (lM#E Spinoza tHH-E BT vl
wh=r},

2} Carnapo] @RMAE whdtd 9ol =& MAM Fitd BE
& B Rk 1AL B e o] REIRE XA ste delmz
AR KRB qdilio] obdel rHi e Helvk e E® BAHi(mea
o ng Pastalote)!™ell & #EHIEre i 2 i35 el Wy 4 vk
—~El 7} Carnap X BFMGRILS] W85 MFIWQl Ao mel Zhdtesl 9

A FAl A4lel A et Aolwla siale dhvsbd FRELS (K
FEPEL BUTHTEY (kftksbE R HOM FER o)n] Fxetds WF
oj et

v MAH AFA AR By HE a4 -2 mERAYe ek LR ket
B e B ol AR FTELLE R duAE METo2A 1
Ay GEY BREE TR S ela ke e o] JUMEI-E RHANY #EA
9 e @A WE e ele] RN mEE
S FAS s o foll Carnapd ofeidk ikt Fisfivel ek spal e ®

5.5.2 mREQ St

Bk ole} BRI Auke] B Clhe) =re] £Als] Sz &
BATRHERE Helebm gebl Carnap ] HfNiGMLE KMol =2bek Biffo vt 4
e fEgto e d8e & <+ oA Ak s Shals FEIE
Rell B olF8l HRE AT + @7 ol Foleh

47) Carnap, R.(1956): Meaning and Necessity, 2nd. ed. pp222-229,
48) M, (1973], p.56
49) ibid., p56.

SAE N G




82

S EE SR B R A Fole el faA: HAY M
sk R S mYa ok Ak Carnap *‘ﬂli A%ke Pt A
g}, 28 2k 1S Mill R g :L7A4°l DA Aol a1A g #
Hi3 A2 Loh lE (1A A e B Aols BATE,
o vl GRANEE whsk o], k] ViFEE ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁfJOIDk PREENP R
o] BRI Wl A Sl A AL (TS D BRI

Iy EFel s wel vl 1Al A v dinyel A —-the] TR ] W o) v}

t}&o i Carnapo] BHANY RMESLE MG o A48k MR R
ol & EA7E ek & b BRE T4 ok shish ke ZlEast
b shAd o) rb-,lb,-yp)r Atk 'a:‘,} obEl o] = fElsh zhA Stakgivid

[e) A
s

Laplace o} 728 % g4 #ise] oj»] A2k} $ha Keynes Vel o3
@oER HUnEA ks Acleh, melvh o] MR ol RIEeh 2w
ol = ERAA IR se) el o &5 gly] wi-Eelvh F—/F WIHEE

L fa Rkl abebea WG] U] A © fiREEE debdeh
L peiee] el (l-gE) fE ] SR digeEl o glol dEelvh
whe] A BTl vlohe) WSR-S =ehd gt glvh P

o g Qo e pEane] o BPAA iR diZeleh SRl
S dgunel el oLt fEE 2 Eegohd T FeEel ms b
sl A obx abchos® oemg e dh el Wikkel fhEh s
sliien oF o slolek @ Aol Wl Foleh, mAL 4EYI WIEEE T o
o) PNl GPRE EHSRE 0 9o KA MRS 7S
R NRUT=L g R [ R B B Lo

50) Carnap, K. (10507, ppl79 181,
51) Keynes, J.119210: A Treatisc on Probability, 1921,
52) Lee, C.S.719747: Wahrscheinlichkeit und Entscheidung—Eine Metath-

eoretischs Untersuchung zur Nermativen Entscheidungtheorie, 1974, S, 20,
52) ibid., S 20-21,
54) 414k 11966, ppl07-108.
55) Lee,C,S. 71974, S21.
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Carnap 9] 73-% ek BAle 24 o Raue] = gebx a4
Wik 983t opA T B A getglel. olMY LiEow fn
#ZJ FEEE H83o =4 Carnap- {EBHO IS HEMCZ HE
stk el v o] EREBHY BUME 1o MMY RS Mk B
2.2 #FMEA dwrh Salmone] A AXMY Mony 5 2N R
BTH-& EXAN FHEE Ao s KE S A L47) = Wittegenstein [
B Aul 7bgsbck 5 el Carnapdl] o] 5)lw] Wittgenstein iy #8
BE] FEE WAt ota a4 olv] jESE el

5.5.4 #¥EZAC FwE

oL B g EEY EME TEeR #A Cr-pa¥rl R (The
Universal Inference)oll 2 {HH1" A% FLENe R A Mifs Aow o4
A EEER 1 HEEEE ool Al (C*(,e)=0)" F, ﬁlﬁ'ﬁ%ﬂ
wmEe EFY Bot Bkl &%, R 79 HEE Cre HoAe g
MEme] 7oA EalY HEEs 00 Reh. CarnapxHAl= o]d #R
b %29 EHN B F-HEE B 28Ed 2w olEl #RE
B Aoz ALY, o] F welr] el Carnap -2 it MiGIES
T (The qualified-instance confirmation)8] 7§48 =} gkc}, s o) &l %
Rl o 3ksked Popper &= shte] RE B A 71 ¢ed. 2, Carnap
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