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1) “Interpretations of Probability”(http://plato.standford.edu/entries/probability-interpre,
May 7, 2003)9} A. Hajek and N. Hall(2002), “Induction and Probability” 7.
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st AA= Yehdth 288k confirm/disconfirm S Y/ 02 W
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7k olg@ BAE A9 weste] mMavks A9 =2ty AAE
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o7 AZysA] ghal AAHA ofuig g e R B Ao] 57]E vt
stH 1 sfAE o= uE A AAIZE Ae] ol Jhed
Al 7HAE AAATE AR F58 et o 2FdM=
ol Al 7FA o A S Al AfEtaL 1 T el 7 A
A9 sl AN AW Fh2de] Haf xpolE vrs|aat gt
3Ze BARoOZ Cf 9 cxE4e TAE 729 Aol AA]
AHE 7 HES A ok A W Edd wel 2 Uy
AP AErt g2k aHgA r2ge] Zz2ade ol
2 QFelA ] AjH e Hge] AHGAE AIHEST] A=
A a9 delgiE dske Zlo]l 5 3 2k 53] o7A
Aol Hlge] o g st FETF Hde] 7t2de 1
A zol7b AFo® Holuxt 3ttt Tgjal 43X e Cf g
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5) C. Howson and P. Urbach(1996), Chapter 4 Z+Z%.
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£ 7del Ha e gE/E Y ohvids =S58k 98] 2 o]
Bao) AFRT. ARl Hwe] gaen AYE AL F2 A2
W) A7) ANEOO|DR S ol wolo) toR FuA B
o olg AX el d B (explication) o] TEE BFE]aL FWh=
ARE Adje] 247 BeAse] A4S ey Ao A2
2o Ag=d AAE I4AQA AFHSHH (prescientific) 7| @e] LF
A =94 FES o Hexplicandum)©.2 3}l °] & °H“§3}3’J}
gk ™ Fexplicatum) O 2 A|AJE Aotk T el k=gl
A oA =218 FES A3 Jido] ok 2419 HU*O]
a7H= Eng 7H”‘°]‘:} 7] el 2 Aide] BAst &
Bl o] Al saslele Ao 1o Pel Hitold

540 Ao A9 A HER A4 A5A HEL
PHEA Zoe £RE ARnA AT A PRI A9
aE =d RBS 4E AISL EHE T A9 =goz 7
e =218 AR B o]E FE l(probabilityl)o] 2}l gtk 1]
o WNE SRS AW ANEY 4, FF, VUES
o7 dla FAE Ao FZA EE2(probability2) 2 E7|HE AMEFH
BEAA FEEA =4 '3 AEsPo) B gehd Ne
q Gge Aol AR Bl RS Wik slev I
Apel Bl WA AT Moz she o W, =old
S5 BAZ 7] Wzl AMEe AAl #s 2 Fe 71Ed)
Ak 2a) FE 2ol obdg EHsor e 74015}

FtE g2 BT (degree of confirmation)Z UEN = Z 359
pAH9 54 o B2an o

(el 2-1] oW Folg] &of 7070¢] & &34 30709 & Fol

6) R. Carnap(1950)%} (1952)8 A3 gt}
7) R. Carnap(1950), §10 #Z.



7t AdE=gle] oA Cx3kget &= - o2 9

tlo
i 2{

e 30

to <,
rr
o\
A
N
oy
2
¥,
_Q,

obg]ell A Bl we] ¥
0.

of &g =olell &3] 53 3

4
> %
)

o,

L

o XN
=
f
hY
2
N,
>
Bl
]
)
o
~I
rlo
)
o
-3
N o
te
o

;W
fr
N

3 oromx

(o3
S K
o,

L =
o
ok
rr
Y
o
o
e
i
v
H
pay
tlo
>~
>,
it
o,
Ad
o

K
s
A
yll
o

z mNt
o
©
il
_|>~_1‘
:L
H
dot
i
§€i

N
_\ll_l

=24 erﬁlﬂb ”‘01\:} %
‘o] Fofg] Lol 7074 & F3 30749 A
73 < A}*‘Woi 7<1H7} dPH= THAE]

o

v
2
o
o 4& i o

N

X om

= N
S
_\;
S
L
Az

-
A
2
%9,
. %
lo,

7}2%01 AHEA T J?ﬂ%«l ﬂﬁli E»}E‘]E}‘:ﬂ 19
oltt. kst AjRio] AHg =
%‘%91 % A BATE AHE AAA AEE F flok

AL 72 JoX= Uiy £Hstr] wiEelth
a8y 7t2ge] A [d2-1]d4 gFEE AA" SFEG 07

A B Ro] okt BHFolth BE 1 0 FAE A
BASA 1 Folele AAZ 049 B Fol YEA oARE
i o AW Fol +o1a}b }

ol =

©
by
ot
B
Ll
o

Ao
6‘
b 4 agL AL uﬂom o
3%
o3|



10 HsAT A273

=
0.79] &S w3t 2 5 gith
Iy = g5 =oiA FoAd7k o] = gEolgh=
71

A 3
A3l Ttz Al 7HA Y ’5‘H”§3°a A A S
o ity FARLe AE, FH £o18, AUMEe] F4o] 1
ojtk. =214 &E2 51 AR FA eoll oal 72 holl Fo
H EAXYY 3+ 2 Z(a measure of evidential support)Z 3 H T}
aelsed 27 o2 JNeE @ 714 he] BEl0] HThE AL
0] AR E RS AVBEE oIk B WA w7} e 9

G X7} Jpnane
ATHE hol o8] 71&® GHAAA e AAES 7]
2

e A
474]7} ofuiz} 7_7%1}«] 7]EH«] %Lal*é Al A
AL BAE AMEBAZ AASaL =y Al
A etk AR AR o) B 4
A O] (stipulative definition)S 7|WFO. 24 =Pl AL FATIA &=
o wekar 917 mEolthlo E8, = e
A G 2 @ & Aee BAE & A ol B
=oE w07 989 HFVTY BAGE 3
ERo] FA F7]&(fair betting quotient) Eo]ol] 2]3}
S olkiel 2pE B4q0] Sof dthin 1 FEEo
2 A A B4 AEAEE AEE TaAEe A

8) R. Carnap(1950), §41 A, B, C, D.
9) R. Carnap(1950), §41 A.

10) W. Salmon(1967), p. 731, & 8.
11) R. Carnap(1950), §41 B.
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=24 g5 o] AFA HEz Gtk 5L F =y
ARZEe] Aleke g A olsd F vk 7MY od 43 Wt S5HW
THRA} X10] o]j® 0]9]S AT -hy} 2E2HW zE} X27)b oW
oj9)S AVIE Aok = otk F ZERPL e =& A7
ul® w2olg} 3} o]5 FE(stakes) O 2 T HIITE 7HY, F EERA}
7b [l 2-1]9) Z5-olA WrlE & o, Xio] ‘thgel] AW Fo] 3
thE 714 hell 70099] w1 g A X27F -h, F, TRl AW Fo
37 gtpol 300909 wE Adx Ak 28w X19 FAHI E7)

€9 ulul+u2, 5, 7009/7009+3009=0.70]t}. webA] X29] F

4 B8 1q=030lth AARE EHAFES [d 21]9] ASolE

22 W ¢ dAou NV =5 whe A SHOE sk T
o] Aloks o o]FA sk Aol 3T FrI7t

7t2de =94 #ES 34 FUIEE d4ste AL A

7 - st eoll 9% hef A

£ ER Eobdy] wEoldh ey

1o,
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1
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v

in}
ox
X
e
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ot
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9] %7] thZKCarnap, 1950)9]]
A oln] B FI1E9] AMEe] Fa3S st o] sidel g
At @ Az FRel Hel, Tk F7] ANS EE

S Aves ddse £2 24 B89 AS 1455
= v AFeA B AL AdzeE Aol o]dg do] otk
=83 FE9 A WHA AL APHIEe] FH(estimation of
relative frequency)?] 7l@o|t}t 7l2gS F WA FAH F7])E9
AVES TR FAGE 9384 890 T sl Bl

- .

12) R Carnap and R. Jeffrey eds.(1972)9} R. Jeffrey ed.(1980).



o aE 3 /18 e FANE AgSaA @ Aotk
oleldt WZte TOR Se, B HOR St hel =2d &g
& 34 F71%0]7] ME, & WO @ hol =7 o]
A Kol ol 42 M) AUNEe) FHFe FEE e
A Fel7t oheta Bk

gl BB weld ol BfF HYEL Ado] B of
| M J)EselE Aol ofud A B@ e JlYt 1
g oz s WA W EE F39 G P

Aase] 9es ¢ Utk A2de oH 3

R

& Z2aHs ofgA wAsGErk =93 FES
FESFoE A EAe ulZ FAAH 2o &3 3l
. 72 =83 FEd #3 v =4S HES ] 98A
P JE =83 FE diby 5AL ojv] AuEth 1
E 9 4AY Aolxm FRIHATE ThA] EEkE AW FA9}
4] BAE AMEA BAZ B =8F @A} ol g F
T Bela 7t2ge (o 218 22 dA Yede gES =
2 Aol AMEA #BAATE obdS Axstal Utk o]ep #E o
A Aols 1A @i AFOFE AR Bo|rtd 23] Ewt

o] op7]E 9] At

I FhEe] CF #59t Crg

=09 2Ho g HEol 7tRAL «cf Fre FRTFH Ao
FEu Bt o ek a e AW F4Le vt
2ye] oAz dAsdy 2y Crftered daiMe £9E <
A Zol7k ek ARl oatd e AP dejdle ¥
FHAT Ag=ele 7127 He FREISAE oFdta Ee



Azde] Ageeol QoA cgFst 35 - oA 13

oo, A2l AAGA cReE Addel NEE AF
B2 gds PREgFoR FAslol 3] WRelth oA 7=
el AANA 1 ATA A¥E FES cge] Au v
W% e AvnR S,

2 =84 F5S dHEr] s A oFE A=)
BA 5 5340 HAIHE Akt 23 d@ Eoley
o} 1 AAAE FEste HIWelth [d 218 22 ol
ZHo N %7] &E 078 AESE AL & 4L Eegzsq It
3 S EXS u) thololre sl=d FEFo] 0258 %27
e PRI E oln] deix s FAR om %7)3
g SAde ol 100719 FEoY ERE 7l=E5L “RF7}
Zt7] g 7hs/dol sdsith e devt 5 o® AAEA A
ojs} & =e]F &9 BAZ 5A4L ov] 1A FERAAM

HEe FAEe A (principle of indifference)Z A A]E 1}
7hade] Aded Z2aYL2 o] dgE WA s Ae
WA= wEFer AriEa Jen o A et dA &
ojx=g] el ol A&l Mz AP

= 7t2de] AAF dag 7L G FEESS T
A F UeA RS AYEIIE S

rk*l

[ 311 8 33 Ae Fol 5ol Y= FollolA Al el &
& A2 AW By R WA T3 F oA TS A1 A
WA 3 8 Aotk o] RS FAR Aol Fog v WAR A
A Fol Ae BY GBS TR

AL ®H o] BAE WS 47 AR may g 47
W @5E g A9 5850 YedA B o A o)

13) R. Carnap(1950), p. 188.
14) R. Carnap(1970), pp. 446-450.
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g 7t2de] HIHS FEEo] gEE #3109 AEd
Al glola = QY Solgk Aolth [4o 3119 sES 95l 712
g WY Qdojo] #AE F7] wiEdd 1 MgE doje] ouE
A8 ARE ARG FAACR FAYSS A sol=g
o] AAAANE &7e AFFEH AlFgth S, oA #HA"E A
WA, 7 #A, A WA, b R3S 4] Eolegd] AAER
WF3 a, b, ¢, dE} 3ta He Mo JHe &o] BE FA
AHEgE whebA Fdolke sole HREY TV|EE =YsHA &
I BZ FAHE=Z ¥ £ Bahpte g ®7)2 4 o 2

o -

-
2=
gate] [o 3-11¢] &A dx£9]
TAE AoAANE &AXA Ak o] LyE AHHL
Ae @old NFE Eatm ol HAE A ] %
3-1]19] FAFGE LyE &4 T3 Bd 7fsAAE
Al ZEE bed BE F9-9 FE =160tk o]ES 747 4
7)< (state description)©] 2}l S}

7Fhade] xguiAgga] 10 o8t 16709 dErEe 2§
sHA 7hest A= 5 A E
Bl7)&ol FH FHEse wlolth old] olshd
A v T ARV e 3
A 1 ggo]l AL Fol e Aee 3 Fo] yew
7 & Aok 29 o] F Aol 2REC] o] He
¢l X Y(range)S 1HE B BT 7217] 17169 FEZ
[ 3-119] aige gE 120t} o|9} 2 FEAL WS T}
wel B7IMeR S CF (h g=mt (h&eymt @©F Yehh= CF 9
b FtEdge F9 B gAEe] o AES ez iyt

ol wrall 7h2we] AAstE AMEE A GuiAEA el s
CrihrE ARttt a4e Fapde] deElgs 4 FER7IE A
3t YA oAl 1 YElE 5 TRUY dErEEd A8

3l BES &St WHo|t) FZE7]<(structure  description)©]
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AAAA L.ote] FH(somorphic)e] A 7|&ES Wal=4)
O AojAA Lo 9% 459 724 54 Uehyy)
o FR7IEE tholH ZF FxI|sd Fabd dEE A
o] & +1) WAt [o] 311904 BEE 4719 Fo] BT
A A6, 3707F Ha i B F B2, A T 3
Fo] Z47] 270890 ASe3), AL F 1S 3 F 37MQ0 A -5(Sed),
agar 4709 Fo] BF 3 S5, F, no] 402 E 4+1=50]t}
asEg ol 998 Fxr|Ee FHEstd 4 159 FE
o] MiFEL. IWH 7tEde o5 FxI|&¢te] AHIEE
A B2 e] 98s Aggith o|gA XHujgnta] 1o maw
Asks AP @352 gt @ W Zzte] AErisse
n+1) o &S v gk

[63-119) FANA 5@ F A A9E AR Be 72 7]
& 2ok sool MAHAT AAE A QEslES T u
A A oo durlEe An Aoke del feld Bast 9
o o whel W gHE

L olE FEIIEe] TFHE FuriEe A
Z=Xx0
==

Sgo] gepA7] wZoltt se2of &g e 7]
1/(4+1) 4Go] oAl 1/200]t}. o]of] B3| Se3ol &3 A H
FEL Z17] Y4+ o] Ho] 13002 Yepdth [o 3-1]9A]
Aqudd2 17 vlas] BRH A2 5 T oY AETiE F
AA e AT FES =3t Joy 1 e 7Ed wAgE
gEo] f2rE O s A& "ok g wehd X6l
W2 110 o ASHA 1 o] e gl XYe] 2 wjgsr] Wi

J
4]
rlo
N
N
N

N
)
w4
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15) 3} oJ¥KC. Howson and P. Urbach 1996, pp. 55-57)& @}&g}29] &
AEE 5 o|FEITHAS o] 8dte 2FOR Fo|T o Jl2de] Cx
FE7E Un+1) oG7b BE BYo 2R Flaydo] $ASS olougtin
A Az} 72y AFAIER. Carnap 1952, p. 35) “The modified Laplace method’
o] A& Frlele 1 AAAEE =3t ok AN Flage] 19 QAR
o &olg E81a] MIAE T A v S3Holekn Wi
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o vl MAZE He Fol U &S 1/169] 3Fo] ofar 1/20=3/60
o] Fola 3 Fo] Y& FHEE 1/169] Fo] oYl 1/30=2/602]
FolrZ o] & FdA AL T UE FE2 1/20] ok} 3/59]
Fol "k o|H Y Cxghpol]l o) AtEH 359 Folt ThEg
AA oA 3/58) AARES FFsta Je FEFSpartial
entailment) Yol E-RUTE S & 7IRIOE 3 7P he] 53¢
CH(h, ) =m*(h&e)/m*(e)=3/5¢] oJWdh= AL o] A H| 3/50] he]
2 Qhell E3hE Zlelch

F e 122N $EIE AGS Tolsr dbw skl
27 A=gel AAE st @ A3 REERS T 4
Qlek s g AL b2l ols) EdEn 1 9]

=99 ou]FF(meaning postulate)ol] 2]3) Zo]

S E wpEolthio ThAl WA ghel AlRle] wE
A% Adle] $AT 5 grka A vlE ofteE BE 35
o 54 Helg soz &7 wEolrh

ARe FERES $AF =8 EE oh)n 9T =elA
SYE ohd oz FHFOEM RS wYH EBAGEE
SYE BUsa JZEAE JNor ste ey $Ed
% wRAT 53] =2 oF WAL o= @ Wao} 1 ¥
gol e @ W&o} 1 ¥AS FFFHE nz AgHh o
g8 o WA =gl YoM Aelge BF 0w A3
®, %, %% 13 ooxd FPAY. T A2de] RRAFL

shEFkeo] 13} 098] groll dAskA o I Akl o] 45 YEhl=

16) R. Carnap(1956), pp. 228-229 ZFZ.
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F2 Aeighe A el 19 0] Welgk
° 94 gEWA adel FEIES =g
& AR Aere AAsA etk

Pgzoz 1 Qe ddv) s=de) gFEs
A

Lot 7] Al ‘par’E TA e2 FIAL ‘g&r’

P e
rif

T =
2 Aol 835 oh, oF SAMEA FEFHS AqH
AR AAEERE ko] 3] HEN & F Utk 7|4 FH
Fste AL p, g r Al 7HAY BAR F7FsE B
2’=golth. 1 FolA FTA e ‘pare] AFL A 4R HA} BFE
5ok pot r& ol HAN = AAY BT F 7HA
ojty. adH] 7Hd h, ‘q&r’d] X G2 BF Fo] He B9 q9
r& Fol HARE p= ARGl A F HAeH 2y =8F &
S AFHoZ YeEPEE “ch, o=( )9 Z35 S Aok
sht}. 53] ﬂﬁEi 74]’\}*5‘}% H—E-—‘E"%% AN ol BE FHE

Folop Ak kel AGuARA 1S dalHu WA =els
%

5
T e R P
w3 o] £ AeE HE5A 129 Folok IR BE
ge o 4

22 % 9e A 2Tk AL A 1g Hes
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FHo ol 295 WE IR DA e GEPSE
= 2R 428 e A0l ohiz R dzes
aFslo} 2t
a7, dolAAe evEg Aoz @ Aurleel wFol
nesA e BAEds AdEd dHAt =4 FEE Y
& 9o 19 AeEE wud GEHo} EY4S olsshe
e £ 8 St ol Aol R Agedlel B
F52 AT+ Gk YA FHeE oloblaniE A=
ge) DR 4 He 44 Sl @ 48 AF tholole
= JlEs e BEAY B0z yaolda S oivel 2
Q% wEgzels] WEd 1AL BHe Yol AW A
o dold HelFE FEGES FE Aol opith 19 B
sl=o] AgE AHRYE T} parZHE ‘q&rS FEEE A
& HIF Feloln] WAH FEol ohluz Aue] RERPES
229 Qo] opin)
A cHt 7

Fosel 99 FZAAGE Agel F
o

oo

A2 =2 el 2 5 vk [o 3-1]004 BE FrRe] Fol
A ko] Fo] stk AP T A5 we doF A
Foll Agafor gk & W, He TS I FHRUY Bol FIAL
BE 1 g0l 1280k #of §p7] wiiel & 125 =g CF
e APshge] dEvt He wYgHA Fe Ao £tk 1
gy stdets o stgold 359 gHEo| Hojof ke 1 &
Bo] 23 d= AP e wrdEHE Ao] ohdrk olgh
JEEe] AZIE F Atk o] AT e FEROZHEH T

=
19529l 4 AAHOZ Tt}

17) R Carnap(1950), p. 297 FZ=.
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V. 72wk MAleE 1 vlgke] A

[ 31104 BE weh 2o de d=Fee] AR
Azl 2 BRI 2 ol A | ot
Cga FAE CB4E HEAOL oF FU8 WHo
Ae ohIt Be cieEol A% + don o
G byl BAE $4 oI el AAH (o] 3112
a 2od cf goh orFE TINte® sk 123 3/570] Ho
ozl 2308k Hx Auh oA o]Zn} A E(straight rule)o]]
AARE Aoty =, Al Wl A T F A9 AL Fol ugexm
2 1 HE 238 agE gog AL Fo] & e gz
e ele 28 oheh AFeR W deld AEesd &
Al&(rule of succession)> HFZ o] A ALE FF ot} o]o 9
b ERe b o mR gl vk &4 M(els e

° 41 o

Oll

Ae A9 £ A AA F e AUNE sysolth 128
AR 2o 7158 A thga) o] TN

[ 4-1] chy, ex)=sy+1/5+2

o] FAL [dI3-1]0] HEsPA 2+1/3+2=3/50] Hol 7t=de] 2
B3 AT

olsh o] FA] AHelAl AAHe] & wd oEFe e WHE
18) FAZHR Camap, 19529] BAE BE AT AGH PASS A
setele A% ohiekn s o8le 1R ARt B3P FHoz
A wsel AodHoz 7Y & Q) Wil AgH S8 B
o $YSA o} 4Rge Aok Aok agH A4 Dl A
s as AARA TS AIAS T gEe Fele) e
e I, poins QiAo daid o
HES om0 BAE ge wHES Taat asda a.
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= HlREta o]E5 AAZ R P HAC TtEES HER
o 283 A AQlM e AE WHEY wWRS AE
Tdste] 32 MIAIE FEAY =8 MIAE obF AR 8l
= XollM EdHeR T AL okt MIAe 27 el
Aol gpEetre] SAES AU sol=dE Asidstar +3
WAAZ FEolth [d3-1]Ms A A olghe st 9%
3 A (primitive property)RHo] T o} of] sje] PxAHEC] &
€& F Atk 7, P, Py, P9 3709 AxAdHo] AEIrH o]
9] 23 44 7led e 2'=8o|th. 123 o5& QYA
g s o3 2ol TV QuPi&P.&, P3); QuPi&Px&, ~Ps);

Q3(P1&~Po&, P3); Qi(P1&~Pr&, ~P3); Qs(~Pi&P2&, P3); Qo ~Pi&Pa&,
~P3); Qi(~Pi&~Pa&, P3); Qs(~Pi&~P&, ~P3).

Folimele] Qlojz Eaol A5d AAE w2 QASe 49
# FAE FPE T UASS THEES FAJY UM, PP
ol ‘QVQVQVQrst FA0la PiVE Y] Eole ‘QVQY
QVQIVQVQesH EAoH B9 ol e Qo] gln ¥
A wolE ) RE QAT Mol Wk oj714 Q2 A%E
wits & o we 543 AJd M9 =2 E(ogical widthyo]2ka &
o 283 7hsd A AsE ket st A frE net
31 38 k=2"o]th. o7 wkE A Erelative width)g}al gtk o]
2 Feso A2WE AISTES d8u 2o] FAUGY

(4 4-2] athy, ewy=sut+W/Ms+A

ghZetno] $ALES (B4 42000 A
& it wk=120]|28 thg3} Zo] 4

19) R. Carnap(1952), p. 35 ZZ.
20) R. Carnap(1952), pp. 10-11 FZ.
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[ 4-3] chy, em)=smu+/2)s+A

aggelm ot
o WG A=coolT) olelF WHES \h nAE 6l W) cro)
WA A=kol7] W] ko] Wlel w2t Wake FH9 B
I g Adokar gk (o 3-119] A dxAddo] shvelr=
k=20]a1, wepA] A=27} o] Cx3Fell gk AL
o Az BAFHA FYk

Aol VA B8 0B el 744 gotk Aue] vzt
A7 4 Akw A2EE 9L ojue] MBS FolA 3744
2 Wol PEd MES dvha 1 st sl2del Aol FBH
24e A8D AL 19 A A AFATGE vl
D shis 2yl =98 28 4rSel 490w ey A
IS 2 STk dR, A VB Agellal 2E

_‘

ZMH Hli% S 22 294
ui7iiSrE 259 2171 HEZFH(calibration) 0.2 T = AR}
o o8 ez BrkE F ASS AR vk ATKCarnap, 1952,
p. 59). 1 HEZA] ARE IHES] FEo] A S5

gt 2 dFE0] Fol HAYD W=E ®luse Aoty whef
I FEF A HEAtoldl or|gle Aozt Tt JhEdE A
wE AAs] 24T AL AFIH 28y o3 A Thad
o A=l AAC AT 22 Aol BI oES op|FH?
ojAL Al Al WA mlde] ZAR AAEY. ffstd MAl=
7Pt SAZE] =eA dAlC dodna shdA a2 AL

21) C. Howson and P. Urbach(1996), Chapter 4 C.
22) C. Howson and P. Urbach(1996), p. 70.



22 AstaAT A7

o
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o

| 2 Wrkd F dva A7) "ite|th st k2
o] FeE9o] =84 7|¥k,(R. Carnap, 1950)2] AFo|A “HA=g
o RE g5d JYse B0t - A AgFe e
GHe olm 2RH PP SANE Aol ohltheka o
G skt ool sshu 7 me 3

4e) % H8Y el ouzn o

o Rt 24 & POE =AE QPAAT EeH A0
Foto] ceo welH BHS ARG Qe =94 289 =9
4 A9E s e B A 2, cwdd 38 A
EEe a5 P JEsE 494 dE wge) v
ofm wel o|EaE 7o) 1ES AR A ANE 2A B
dYn St wen. Ay 19 AAES FFHeE ds
Ae) #ol7] wolw $elt weE RAHoZ A EAl
Belsn Bt Ao HEE) HEelth

QA ANE VRS FEOR dole] FARAG T
Aolge] AHEAE FRIA B3 FEHL Atk A =]
s Aoz AR A2 Aol MAS R NTE #
e 23 AW F48 03} BYA F BAE w7
sfeta) Has] i Aol £2 A Atk §2Y= J15e
FEUE JlSge a5 FUA AA T Aolz mH B4
Zolw) oleld o4 J1seta %ol Aelghe APAA o)
s Aol ohlek 1 Aol AM@ FAA s AgAT
7 A% AGE AA 9EAQ FFA) TAVL T o

23) C. Howson and P. Urbach(1996), p. 72.
24) C. Howson and P. Urbach(1996), p. 71.
25) P. A. Schilpp ed.(1963), pp. 11-12 =



A 71skete] AMES BAog ste AYn WrEA] BAFHo
olof Fth= =re A5He Z < 549

AR AA oA o] FoARE T AA

of Bt BAH A4 )
At e 2P A Jjsiee dde 398 A%E
2 wgow stof SFAEolol & Zolh Jlsee 82 s
94 BAS BeE dvke Fgo| f2HUc J)sHee] Aol
BaHolehe 42 AZo2 BEDAL 1 PAE meolehe
4 A9

He Aotk

Cigkre] Aol AojAIAIY &Jn| B (meaning
postulate)s 7RO 2 FHE QY] Wil 1 s Yt s
B0 Aol 34T eVt flke F4% 1 d5ES 84

A S83)7] 98] Al ) AP 342 eVl Ju= F
Zo] A== A A= L) o] Ao ZAY Aojrrge 2
AZ BYT Aow RBE o] 23 FRHY] Wl o)
o 7t29o] wiART A BPH HrtE AARITAL <& o
dlo] 0183k vl I YES B 1 ujsfHde] Hele wito] A
glo] vlfsla ok “she] A WS AAES sk
A 3517 93 T olt). BAABES Vo7 . E3] 2
AA PE ohZA W AMFES] et s|u FAL suro

=
F AAGS THAI AF Stk A XE Foluh AERE
HpRsEe] o ETE fARE offfE nhE 4 gtk th s
A2ge g Aol ARG o FAE A ¥ )
el B4 BAS S 9T B 3 Ao] 233
1B FolFthA stz AAY YnAel B3 5
o A WA R A=l BAY o] el of
WAl vge Ha8 & 92 otk agu =9 3
4 ASEAE VA SAAE a0l Aglel G

26) R. Carnap(1952), p. 55 FZ.



Ak shukshd 7k [o] 3-11& Exa T o) s Hod
HEEA] 3/59] SFE7) Hofof Ffoluh whef 11 Aldte] 2/51 by
of A7k vdew 2R ol oy AL AZlolth IS
TEH Aol s 2o

w gaha) ofushy agle] Rye
7] Wtk BE o]Ae A=kE A o
E A2 AAZ St A6l 9z A
b o e AeHelsn & 4 glom Raxom Auwn
B ol & & ek 23TE A4 7H =0, h=co, A
=k oA ol shbe] Mg APeE FAE BAHololo} 3}

1 FFE A% AN o ke T AREA g

L

V. A&
7l23e wz2=g, &8k, AIQZE(J. Beroulli, Laplace, Keynes)
9 =94 &89 d5S 0101 W Aol AFA AEE £
=dE Z8sto g5= JiES AMeEA BHsk MJiEsE =
doto] g Feo A WHEY AAE FHEse 534
= Boldith B4AY &5k oy MIAZE A3 skEe dg
U 2384 2AE nedve Rlwe O A=A AATE AR Al
A 7les TAMA Fa =74 98 dva & o O =
"ol Aol Hlugitar & = 3t &8, 7HT SR =9
2 BAE =dte 7t2de] S5% Jido] AHEE dAR QT
F AE 227 dve AL A% £ gk agste] =83 &
o F WA i Fold T4} Fr1e] S 29 F71 A
FEoldd Rl F

Aol AZeA Fda 2 A wA 8
dE &

A (estimation) 2] 7

27 A2 Azee 49 THAAE gETest

1110{'

ARSHAl T ske] ZHN.
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T3 7t2ge] MIAE =R Fdua stHgts O =R
Aol BRg, 538 a7h s Cerh A A A
ETde Agsele 48 deder FY¥Pda Ble oo
T A Aol AT w), [¢3-1]9] EoldMAH, Crier
7t ded 93 ol=ert HEHe 99 oA dd dE5F
de A Aoz Fd & glok 2y Ot oyt M)

)9 EE CErao] B 19 458 Yo we7]
o] wR@AolgtE wws WA "tk st 72
gede olgaEdY 2o Ad9=ednts 459 8
o AeetA ZAGa sk old oulelA A=l HE

Fe AgEes YA 2dtn @ 5 9 Aol

BE, Al Waske A B $I59 )
9 #22 ol%A Ayshotel wel 1 4FIRs} Yl BE
G 9 otk e oln] Awngise]l REUE A A
oz dt A=yl A Bed YA Folige] dojd
AT AAZ 7] MR oeF dojz WY 4 gt AAS
OE 4§tk @AZE slek o] shiel AMMER v]Ro] Hops
a9 Aggste Aqeesy Wstke AAE IR o
Ol AYe] nAA Rake A Ak A B8 g
Fgalor Frhe AEA Jlvish B 2w B ol
9% Soledelx WeE 4 glo] dYsn FraEe o

o)

Goodman)€] o] 21} AZ-g- A &4, &, HA9) v, H2EH AR B
ZEA) e A Aol FAMIE TIdivbsd BP0 RE A8 e BAIE
) AstaiAt Tt R Jeffrey(1997), Chapter 5: Probabilism and Induction 22

28) P. A. Schilpp ed.(1963), p. 977 #FZ. BRHWMH ] F=7lo] o] drie
o) ol ZNagehol L} EoiPopper) 591 S| WA A o]z} MBS
g glent bzl sk Aol w3 AAES AAe FAlt
A n@eAs Bew a4 ) aFel R} ojieln wadd. ol
g welE SsnE UEel Avo] BasAont szt ol ~Ede
2o welgto] 2 AT Sua 2@ A Bdol ok s

Al

o
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AdEels BE BoY g7 VY 5+ gol 2 A% wu
9es 4 olsE & ek
agta A4 e Adedst Tedtie T ohid

71, ofelzERH 2o wevt BAY =S O
o SAZE ke A el FEda @ 4 9l
AAT 9] el foldd] #RHEsE AW 1 B

JoAE A T ol o2 A R HZYL BH A
U $Y7h Foledz WAE & UdE AA, 23 o] AAS
WAW HESEE T AA dlE 33T 92 wHT & Aok
Sgel FgEeseld ved folele AgAlde o5
FolidlT BEF PRY T IYSD 18 B Gy BAS
SAAstee AR 47A 98 F Ao PrEth A
Aeelo] Wazke AAE PARGT B ofele Aste 1A
o SAHRGE T F§) Yo 39 Aol Ao o

H57HA £3 E gtk 2ok
[© =

7tzwe] gEdres B =y gE Ade dHst) 9
g elB oz ANHAN 1 B Fe] ade vsjgge] F
AH3, B, FEAfritfulness), 18]l TS R 2™
a9} g5ReEe] 8 838 AT Wrley] oyt
= s A 53] 2AMNRA Fh olH @ AlztelM b A
e HEvte Ad=dss dudoe | 8T 5 9
o H%ol fraEAd 23e we By Jese AAd #&9
doletol gttar 7h2 g2 FAS=E» d5gdrse %A
Zal wEelth. 24, 7t2de] d5Es 407w
AH7IEEA FEsite vige F3d  gloy 2R 380
A9lAA et QA=) Wl A9l rMe] AP AMNE
= Stk ogjste BA= Ttade ASES P9 HoE ol

29) R. Carnap(1950), p. 7.
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s a 2eee Aeeld g Aol AAaA oA
Aed AUE A IR SEE AHe) AANN =
7o e Ao AUT. 24 e FUB £7E 27
A @m Qe RO we AAF wPE A g A9
Ooob RE WS RS & g 28E o slng o
P 300 we IFE WEolol shxol, A e 1T
% oje) AT oY AEge ddolsl 2% APl el
= F97 AEE AR TG AN AFE AR AR
A7 dthe B89 AT (principle of tolerance)S 4183 7] wj &

t B8 J
o BE, ol d1olg Hesh=ibe] RAE Bold AFER =
o9 Wy P 3 AHg Bl we AP 2AZ vhso}

g Aolh old@ AFL T Zvel WEY BE 49

QA oS AH PHe BPE obf BARA Ryvke B

o EA) WA ARA WSS o= Aol 2] APES A

Y3 ke $02 FolsV|E stef o] RopdHE feE A%
=

30) YA}= Lee(1974, 3: Normative Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie)ol| A 7}2ye] H&E
59 Jdel w3Holgs viRE A FE9 g diaE F
Aes =3t Aok &, FHAAM e FEF F=9 Ade] ‘ARH F&
olglx sl AL oldishe dol 2olx gE FHAME ol AYFH
& Jido] HEH FENds HAske vl AHEEE Z0E Holy] o
ol ¢8Folge =40 £ & Arh 2 o]d &3] =L F8
A BA AAXY. TtEge] S5t Ad AlA B3 FATME
71&dth e 9u)e] 8HE(deskriptive Wahrscheinlichkeir)o] ofue} a7 <1
o] 9ES FEE AU fHeE BA 2 o, 5% %5 A
o Fold & Uokw ST 53 W ond FEAAE Faus
Apdz FEAT T ANV And TRoRN FEL ke
7N 1 (personalism)& FHA o] EFFAT] = Zifi O AP dog o
S ART Rsht AEY WEOT HE U oA, 1eisl
2, ER ARLE U dgeow R v
AE 7Ied FEEA TIATIE o] dBge] Al FHEA

31) P. A. Schilpp ed.(1963), p. 18.
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[Abstract]

C*-function and Entailment
in Carnap’s Inductive Logic

Lee Cho-Sik

For Carnap the meaning of probability is consists of confirmation functions
such as C*-function which depends upon the notion of partial entailment.
Especially, Carnap emphasizes that the confirmation functions such as
C*-function have a very important advantage that mirrors the learning from
experience in contrast to CT -function.

In the paper I make my answer to the following questions. As Salmon points
out, if the partial entailment is the most fundamental notion in inductive as
found in C¥ -function inductive logic cannot permit the learning from experience.
Conversely, if we adopt CT -function that permits the learning from experience,
we have to abandon the partial entailment as a basis of inductive logic. Here
we have some questions: Whether is the theoretical dilemma that occurs in
Carnap's inductive logic is a real one as Salmon points out? Or is it just a
misunderstanding? Which influence does this problem make to Carnap's goal that we
can construct some system of inductive logic that corresponds to deductive logic?

To those I suggest that two notions of C*-confirmation and partial entailment
in Carnap's program are not incompatible, so the dilemma Salmon raised cannot
be a real one. But because Carnap's inductive logic has the limit of application
that originates primarily from using the very simple language system, it has not
been applied as widely as deductive logic and, as a result, it fails to construct

an inductive system that corresponds to deductive one.



