3/ X atetn =28

TRimele] mCH RIMYRt oj2f FTRIN XY

d 9 (g

1. M 8 (28=2/9 O

L25d 71Z= e AEUY EAHA=aY 7R $doz g3 gy
A #Zde EAANY AUY THL AA2an] g}y o8 WeET =
=23 FEE olg] FEAE HEtoo} dt

FA3h= vt o] oju] FnE Uxk=(FA=Es &ol=d)E clgrE
del2o =2l& FAME RAXR] YUE Aol9) =8ld T2E thlgn By
A3{A RN oA N2g =tk SHoe Zpg wekt agn FA
AZAe @dAo] Po2N gRoeM9) FHE HFuHy ol gL
AFAFY 7FeE dol ¥7] 74X S

a3y o] =EE AR k] E3EAY #A4E =] AlRlsigon,
A A3 Ale] TRE AFHoE HASA FEchs Ho| =gt} weld old)
e dighE 238}7)o] oj27em, o4l o] ZA =g(classical logic)El=
olgo2 )

& a7 ol 1A =go Ui tiok=el(alternative logic)& FYsh=
d g.¥ 7HF 7] He ZAEL YU duA din), o]z4 it =l
7FsAT 2AE §rstaA 3,

nH=EY B8 22 BFHEANT A8 FANL B3] AFA T A
A olu] Z UBA qUth. ole] ME N2 & =9 AYY AEE oln A@PFe] &
< FAFY =8, P, WE=2(intensionale logic), A9 =al(logic
of intentionality), ¥*h=8](quantum logic) 52L& ojn] AAde] A Yt o] o]
9ol BE=2(partial logic), AHr=el(free logic), A9 =aogic of
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relevance logic)), t7hk=2], $x] =], 8]g= =8l(non-monotonic logic), &
AEd(deviant logic) 52 o8 ol Al =i ¢rt”

o5 1AEYY AL oFE A=Y FRL AFINAY, opUH
1H=gE udn GAE 712 =EE £83n 3d=gE EuEsY oF
g moA et Fr19 WS st bladEee] AYe
HRle] glo] EAFoR F /XZ BAE 5 gled, ol A EAEE A9
AA & TR NZE F89 F7} ot

A e n¥Ege] HeFdAM FAHLIn FHE AYES AA
31 o] AYrt A9E & =S 1A =ul9 FHAA L AYTH AAS
7 AAuge Yol

A e pdegE 202 Fu 1A=y Aol Fashs dhgoltt
22 aA4EdY dolt o7HE e HAE Aee aelsle o)7tde) ¥e
A8 & T BAE =gl 718 A2 FEE AAE vtes o

AR FeAA g3 FAAY 72L& nd=YY 3¢=d EL Fie
29| 7igolr}. o] WP o]goE Holv AL FAWFYH TAFH tizh=g
281 Gentzend] AAFE|Y AGA AL 2 ol AZHE T2 TL 73
L 25 nd=gdlA B33l f 58 FAE B0 o] vhie AR nHE
goll g&g) THUEME oo AREE =gAREL nH=gY dAMRlETE
oJujgn o Aol dirh mElA o] WHE nA=E e} e NEE =editat
9] E91& uiFicl. ARHog ol nA=E ol AL ouldih

olgigt olfelld B dFe A= 53] HAlEeld e B3 7)2EA
o AF3A gk

n¥=E 3L 0ge BrhA WA nasojokgitkn Bk

A= E Y o =3 T2 Add ojwy W3}t do v
712(3). T2 B39 AAZA AAH(normal)ol2ta 7F HiE Folxo A
d HHAY FAl7t RE712(4). A o9 oW FHH A7 s
712(5). 2%tHd ojw @ AA7) 7Fser12(6).”

2

T

1) 3% D. Gabbay-F. Guenther: Alternatives to Classical Logic, Handbook of
Philosophical Logic III, Drdrecht, 1986;
J. Retti u.a.. Artificial Intelligence, Stuttgart, 1986
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o]& ZAI] 9JEd IEAHoR PEHF ¥ AL 1=t =dA
oW el d #F & F UL7H2) e EAth dSelA e 9
2AEYE 2FY Aol & glole 2 AHEAME ¢ ol #F 2 F USE
Y Aolrh ol nAERY BALR F4HE A B WEoltk

2. n¥=2Y HO AAY

FA gk uigt Zol ¥ Fe)H AAAE A9 Ao A8 FEAY 41, Ay
Azo2 e ok

Ai={pecA Ao}
Ar={ped A V¥Fo-9p)
As={peA A -9}

G714 $EE 1,9 5 F A9 A £8 7] HEd 49 A
27t ohd Bg=e]d] ¢ F prA¥ @,-91 & A9 Tt F7letd o
Rold), o]gA F4E FeA Aleile FBH(FEEH consistent)Q HAZE
Heks 228 & 5 QA g9tk Ale]E AolEEta T A1F e @2 §
Bah=ald 0,8 A9 15 oA A2E A Ar = Allelde A% €
BAL FAEA 2 Aolth

a8y olEid e AS AHEgdd R3E B FEy §3o] shsdtE
ghe AL g4 =7} Qirh

Atk ¢ olF FNF o] Hugoz o|FojF FEH AAE +4
& 4 gy ol MAE AW ¥BFH(maximal consistent)o]F F-2iA
gk Ede 9ir) 93k ol& e Zo] Aestnz wrk:

X‘iO“:’:lEH 2!&4!
3 ZaiA AollAM A2l 27t ofd ofmE HH(A2 2ojoll E5h=)E
ez #rIst=als dHu 20| HHE M AE EHo BHOICE

2) BEge] £ae Thedld thFold Wel Wsdl.
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AY VAL FAAAE T o o} $E & s FAAoIT, Pol
A oz wsh o] TE(clsh “KM)E 2 o)9) B 4AE 2533 3
&£ o] BHolr), ol& Helsur:

Xal{(DMa|e| % A

DM wHERlE A YBME ECh
0|8 7|32 #7151 RE vA=dE 9A] o o tile
Kro = Klel+ L.

olg GAF) Hsle) $eolA oln] F YA e} T s FelE £9
39 F& otk

2xHall1
YH=2l|2| ER2X(7} ot RE =24 Fx[2(equivalent) HEEHQI
BE B84 (cononical conjunctive normal form) & J&=ch

BxHal2
g 32| MA A o 2 H2le ol =2lF(litera)oll A2l 02| of
o # GHE tel3teis HA| of MAH<el Fa|ot ®ck

o] F7H] BEATE o] &3H 1H=ele HdAALL oo} Zo] s
98 5 Uk
FtH
<87t Z9stnzl sk vie K ¢ = Klpl- L ol
U3 ¢ & K K¢ o1 3zt
asE e Bz Aeld ue) g o] FYY FETHAE

ﬁ A]Vn‘.. @ ; (nE 22%AY $)
2 B 8 F Ak 7N =T ey o1FAE 7R

olAl K¥ ¢ o7} il ¢ 9o Al FolA} AAlo|tt. 22inz ¢
o AAE AALR 3= A7t SAE Aojrh of g+E v F It
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94, v(@)=0 olt}.
w2l o] el I 9 9 o|HAF Holx shl= AFlololo} e,

o oA 2o aeleh et uf ;]‘f?.q» &) = 0 oItk

o ZE g o UM v(egy) = 0 otk

ol oo g o RE ¢4 o TUF =TT ErYALE O
A + AUz o)A Y FAE sub( ) PO sub(¢) = 1 o},
meld Kiel & BExAE1.2d w2y L § Az P9, &

Klel + 1.0

3. 2¥=20{o HF

A=Y Hd a4 nH=ee §F EbsAE oy dth o9 22
2l o= A= AAY A Ue Aol ofEt nA=e] Ao A9
oA o} Atk nH=ElolE °]7Md(Bivalence) & ZF HAES hdoR
ol e olyMgd oESA v WAEL IH=dlole 829 27
& JAd

=g A4S @3] Hslo g Fdishke el ARy, o
71 ®AA szt s AL AY T2 WIS Zte gAY S% gk

FAE o7} EFrol wet EaEw EFFEA o|AME o o]y I &
4 glE ol&n WEHA|(intensional proposition) E°] Ut} o] Bal7l 2 A
AzA FgPE 2E 9 AsFPA)((intentional proposition))2kil Bz}
AFPAEL 7] 2 ol nd=ed FEHAES 7HEAE o9 X+
HA A AXNE AASHA] E3l7] Wi, olg FEWEAE nH=gYos
T 9ABAZA HFHA £ Aot

gepd AgHAE 7 ool WEE WAt 2gEAcla ohia miwea
@ QAAZ A3 4 Wl gk oleld Bol maw ngzelyel Ua

A wegAST 8 o] obde] s Ak

DAk BANS $3EY T vATNE deb B 488
Rlout vhz oleld olge] JAneel 71k

2o} oleigt THEelele) Apde Wol] gAY FEBAE elol
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2 HF¥nE olAE 3dweold $gg oujsiy WY e Agge =g
3 AR HFE F Uk

Fee A7 HEY FL APIE FLHA F3AMR (71F ‘02 3y
a1 o] ¥ FAE FFA o)t A Rejnk.

a3 fEe nAEYE A, AP =500 J4F ndEY $F Aol
€ A7 & By, o|2 o go] H¥ £ Yt

He

(i) e A°H ¢ ¢ A",

(i) @& A" o™ 09 & A",

(i) ¢ ¢ Ao -9 ¢ A",

(vi) @, de A" oA pxé £ A * & {A, V, o},

1% e Bdold) e AT AV Wk zeRch Rotn
OE WES 5+ g AL DA g Az Abolk

(7h
(h
(h

A
%

Aedold] $32 =23 e 3718 g
Aegold 42 EBZA Y 71 Sl
HeEole] §3e o # oM EERAY} o}d WAEe 2718

bk Y

o},

-]

A Aol ol 2H 0@, 0-9@, (@ A $), 0(@V ¢), o(@—¢), o°
p 59 =g Eo] A4Ed 2322 A'E nHEod) v Yy = =
& 744 €tk
e F7hl A% B Ago] gle & o)3F Ao e nA=aA
Agshe golByze) UMY U o=¢ = F(e)=F(¢) &= HEglo]
ol = e}, =

Pp=¢ S o0p=0¢.
mebA dojrt FAHYeE nA=ee SANL g2 SAP

a2y FejFrtel e B Ajlo] QIE & 0-9, o(@*d)E -p, @*
¢ & FUA HA BPHxe (A, V, =), TEA o0- @, ol @ *¢)olHe - o}
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* £ 183 AR} o,

aAEole] o il BEERAY FEV F7RITE Hde ¥E o
971 gtk s nHF EEZA Y =T oA FIHAE Y + 4
7] qEd 0|2 3l M2 YHelo] BEEZXIL B4 "ok 4 £ op V-0
e £ N2& TF9 EERX. 1EZ olggto] nHF EERA A I
A AE “DHH gMeBzx"E B2 £ Yo

TAA FPEESA Y 4EL v 2o] 4A A 5 ok

HxHyal:

2E AUXYH @, o oo YA ¢; 22|D e f ol Listoi:
(i) KFA@1...,en) Ol KI-flog1, ..., 005

(i) KFféy ..., $n) O Kflody, ..., 00

ol TAHY YNEEEA Y HEL £HE Aol At dojd A
olmz FolH F7M A ojwd AT olgL Y Aotk WA &
THe3 Zol mAEe e FEA e 71z A4 F Ut

Xélal 2
DM UM ER2XE KMol Dol o nxE=2loje A ol
AlgE omgt 32X SFIMT XL Halot St

2AH EEZRY ZF7K= vlislAE $d9A|(contingent proposition) 2]
271 gulsr|x jith o] 7]EAQ 24

oT, olg—=¢)>0p—0¢)

£ B lEd, 974 TE 234 EEEAE ZHAT a2y oT & B93
Y a=ajy nHEd st oplin, sRIAIR o L= e ARl of
Utk guksiel Joje] nAPA o oiA o9 3t v(e)rt BRHEZRE vio
@)=0(v(@)) °|7] W& viop)e AAHHA etk 1 ¥t ok} vi-oe)
% vio- ¢)% ZAYA gt webd nHEgd APEL ARG WER Zde
A nHEgte A7t € 4 ok o1& FHI] B
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K¢ = KVog,~ 09,0~ 9.

LEeels] &g BE o2F UL AP, $& oA nH=
A AErt ohd FE =EAE TYR FUsle A AAES 238 F U
Holrt.

4. O|24I F&Heol Z2H N Fo|~-9%e

FeEH g AAzAM 7P 2ol He AL dwrdom 2 LA AN
H(normal)"olgt EelY Ae Fd=eld] AAEcld. FAE uig Zo] A
AH pdedetn Bed Ae Ade 2ded AoH & e 1189 ¢
AEEZA7L ohd Yo AFF thed] =EAE FEE A, 2 o8
J2 sk AAE B

oT, ole—¢)—=(ce = 0¢)
b nAd=ge] BFoRA oS FE R FEHAA
KloT, ole—¢)>0p — 0¢)]

T 2E A4 =9 7R & 5 ok o1& oA #F3] s oe
—00@, @ 0-0-@, —0-9—0-0-¢ 9 AT WA} FIIUEEM o
2 AAEE AP Fol2o AAE S1~S5 So] BF oo Pt

o] AAY PN e} FH(isomorph)Y FFoRE EEH g
4 & =83 gAAol e, olg AR sk olfe A oT & ¥
2 AAE7] diEeltt. FAZE 42l ole—~¢)—(op — o)l 2R

3) FHe AR olg] FHLE nA=YY FHU4E ol s € Aotk
4) A4 MNde S.AKripke: Semantical Analysis of Modal Logic I in
Zeitschrift fiir Mathematische Logik 9 (1963) p.67-96 °l gk
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olg—¢)op - o¢

e AY9TAE A 5 e o] Fo] s FdHel2t Ho 7] HE|
o olgjgtd diFEe] XYL o] Hw=ele AAR HNYHE AFo] U
oy ool B o] AW, o] A ol Fle] B, 28I T8I}
i gARE AAE] EA%T

o AAZt ABHoltn BHAAE E UE 5L ¥R Quantor,
quantifier)s} ¥ th&e Fuliito] A2 Fy=Ee=d At

olpgANg) =ophrod, -o(@gVe)=-0-9gV-0-¢.
9] AAR=E)Y A2 FEHE AL Y =4 gtk

(1) o-p—o(p—¢)

(2) op—ol(dg— o)

(3) -olg—¢)—> -0-¢

(4) ~o-{@A-¢)=>-0—-9
(5) o-@ ANo-¢—o(p=¢)
6) op Nog—o(e=¢)

ojd§ =2l Folar “UdYul¥strict implication)?] H"eln B2
0 or)d g § AL 7t gAuiFgelgta REE o(e—é)E A% 2
& waoz Rujsx] @erhe Aotk 9 HEd AME FNe =EH ¥
dA4/A8Ae BdE § A, =8Ho] ohd WA M HY A §
e a¥olel @& F=HAEe] L e AMY IHY, AEE
AR, oJx|o] EH, A4, 3Pl F% FA) e 74X olze Helg ¢
A8 HLAF=dE" A3 Far) o

718 A=) ol =u)d AT FYUARXE op o FAHAS =

5) C.IL.Lewis-C.H Langford: Symbolic Logic, New York,1932, p 174f, 176
6) F.v. Kutschera: Einfithrung in die Intensionale Sematik, Berlin 1985
B.Chellas: Modal Logic, London 1980 #%
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gH7e 2 =23 AL dIAIZL oTE 0T =1 B oL E 0ol =0 &
sAEd 718 A FHES BEA =83 e F8el | Ao,
olol tht A& Kripke ) 7FsAlA- 2)ul&"0) 7H4 g Aolth Zog 9
e “ZE =288 5 Y& 7Fs¥ AA M o 7F F ol st ¢
ABAEL 7FeAA 72 we fREE grjErRivn BE Aot
Ty BAVE HE AL ol2d AL =¥ 5 e AAd dEMe of
FA 9wzt Hojgx E8oE” 2ex ol AT TN

oleANé) =o0pNod, -0 (pVé¢)=-0-@¢V-0-¢
& 2o AFgYAE H457] oJget”
5. H|FA =29 JtsH

A= wo] =83 AARA AYdve AL =g oFFd A%
ot kst Rdwelrt Y e FEE o o= FEZ AdYE 5
T FY BAE & 11F EESZAIL oMEA B Awy AHEr) okd A
2 ®ol 7l "Eoth old tidtd -4 R/ EAAE ¥ Rt

UutA (=gl & H=Eld) A HEd e 3 Ae= o
o] =g4o] Atk olg V¢) = opVod. o] = A=gld A7t of
Yok Iy o o] =gl4e] Hrt @ F e =7t A & A %
olfrc WulatA| gtk

oz AdEddME oT & AHIYZ Adstxn e o, AFFAd HE
¥ 347 =284 Feld o olg NE F8¥ F gk AER Uk dE B
o ¥4 08 ¥4 (deontic modality)elzt & o o( @ V- @)= FEE AHYE
7] ot Bl o & - & FHHE ZAAYL PYE 3UE 5 ] dEo)

7) S.AKripke: Semantical Analysis of Modal Logic I in Zeitschrift fir
Mathematische Logik 9 (1963) p.67-96

8) G. Forbes: Metaphysic of Modality, Oxford 1985, p70

9) A& EW T 9 BHY oo A @) = F B 242 FUH op Ao ¢ 9 HIEA|
YT AL ot
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% F -0pA -ome A P o7t A& 5 U} o]H AL wEUIAZ oL
S o(@ A- )& BIEA] AR E et

o|ZL tLt] AT =gy Frh=gdlH BRo| o V-7t HE AAY
T e AR AES AAVIY, o(e V-9)9 JFAE 1AL 5 ge A
ot}

olgtEo] 0 T/oL & WA LE +4¥ = ¢E AL Ut a2z A
e AY oT =1, oL =0 & ¥=A P2 Aot & olfE gtk 2
BEZ 0T ¢ ol gE 992 FE Ao ¢ 2EFHor}

g A7l @ AAA gEsidd o] Aelel T 9 1 & ddstdx Aels}
Hojof gt 2L AL fo A= FEH Age] grr nAE=A
o) FZ3e =Yoo AFHTL" 0|9 oyt uiE FAF =7 YASE
HAAZA 919 o(@ V ¢)=09@ Vo¢ olth

e e 113 PYEEBEA) ofdoer ol FEs FUlgtes
A nd=EE oAz Aotk Faede] FE olgdk IAE PHEEZX
7} ol dAL Qo] WoUR ol FEE F7sld wANA FAHAAZ UE
T U Aotk o FF9 seAe AL FANOE: 1 = o &
ol wet o9 Hoj PP ATt U}, F

Hel4
THololel &E A" 92| D= K* £ Ao YBAR MK ghech

olg 7|33} 3 ZE P =Y poll thEky,
K'Vu-p=Klpl ¥ L

8y

K'Vp-p & 355 pv 233 ¢ S99l a8=g o
§ pole 774 g4 7hssick

b # =00 (1) u=flog..00n).

10) “Aa SAh=gle] =gy Pz, TAY; ABY 1991(229F) I “GR=gAt
o] )9} FAEEER TAVNEHANAE, 1991(355%) F=

11) W.Rauthenberg: Klassische und Nwhtklass:sche Logik, Braunschweig
1979 p.305.
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(hel AeE olme FLE EE2A} 2,
(el A9 pel H8A mE3Ee 4 - [ Dou,; = BN &
H J
Ak o pE KK 4, -u o7 Bl vig) = 0 9 AP vib
49T 29w om 334 /_Tn'_,ouq; ol 9o1H v S0 q) = 0 ol
J

RE opugol o viopg)=0 . 23 opqt BHHA U2Z opg A
o ojm g vPYFASE dYY ¢+ g}k 2e2 K (L] ¥ L. 0

B AR=299) FeAe tisiME o224 F23 FA7E AAHUTGE B
gy nAEaA $d39 INHASL 738 g1, olF AEgle] HAHe
2 Z7lshE Bgo] wAEx mavh auy —Be FAgEASe) A BES
A9slx] g ASo] AUt o84 FEH FVk= dAY stve =2 AAE
o]& Aolth thgalA olz|F =& AAEL “AH=e"( Regular logic)ze
ol& ofzfl Aol BuA

6. yt=cjoi=2l i

71&9 FEH AAEY THEH HHES BIHYRY o] SdAle shid
FEE Aol wAsEd o5 U 42 32 itk

Ho|(HFA, reqularity)”:

Bt AHHH ol U0IAM 1T ote| RE UMAMAHE HHE YRt 1T
X EEEXY Il ¢ & HWH(regular)0l2t st 2|1 HH YH &2
et a2|n MuN WAHECHE a2 He sl A HA| Yol
Bict

d& o AM=EY FEd AEe BF Ao B9 a2
e BE A4 WAE TYR e AAE dAY AiHolgde F52 A

2) A9 gL Sobocinskiol 213 G.E.Hughes-M.].Creswell: Einfithrung in
die Modallogik, Berlin 1978, p237
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tdl ol A &5 @ F stk olF HdME uee FA At de
sk

=
Y GHEBE FE AYHE U2 BF YwHolct

BY:

ole] tig FHL FH PAEe] AYTA(NY AL 227 (modus
ponens))ol WE2=AE FEstdE 8 Aok

elM S8l F(Modality)& =8 QA2 HFsgeh 282
FAEAY = 9A v-FdgAott aA4Y EEIZAE old ojwdl
FAE Y3tz i EEZA)olr], o]d HolA YFHL ol BA
7} giokh QuEtd HAWEE dYsid= Fgale AHde welA e
tt & Y AT A QoA o9 e AASEEE 94 EER
A oftt,

EAZ FAEH o & AL EuliFAdd oy tg 2o} Fydck

ek 0] A BA QUH, @2 7t AFHEA ofBE, o1 £ A
T A7 8+ ok asEg Bt g9y 7F A FAelL, 9, o] 4
TEALY, @ ® AFBAlITh

O @1~ @r, @1 b @2 & ATRAENARE BFFETE O

H26
2E FFHHES 43 Yusolc)

_.g_l:g_:

ol ZFZHo2 4 vl Aok

olug $HA 0,47t BFHol B o]F0] NZ B = p=- 0]
23 HEE, ¢ & R AALT 8

2ed o, 4,-¢ = BF AFHololol shul, IR £ (f)=e(-¢)
olojof sHet] ol BrPsaith st £ (g)=T ol

e(-g)=-¢(g)=-T=1d0F 99 e(g)=ce(-¢)A T=1
g mgo] MARTHL]

Ay 59 H BE AFHAELS AHATE AHsn, Ha 69 ofshd
BE AWHAES d3ddol). wetq A8
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X-EIP_ 7
aF=2lof ofuist HFUHER 322 FIpl{T o S2MAE YA
olct.

AEAE Adzee Feue] oprk wekA A7 o Atd A=
gel= g FH A7 SAE Rtk

8.8 2

nAEele] F2F 3L oj&ut AdwEle] HAE o A=z g
g & Juhe A oA &3] glsozvtx 2ok A & sl dE
& by shedt =2A AAES FAH ol wWE =8 T4 i g7
2 gae 3y ojRA2 =7 d79 XAt & FaF FHA7F 2 Aot

L2E o8 W3 s 7Y A=Y FEA g #d g5l 2
7HA] 718 AES motstrd) o|2R{tk

(1) nAxEe 21 A2 Hge] dBYE Zoln2 o o)y guid + Qidh
a8y

(2) XgHAe] WEE 84842 29T o nH=e9] doje Hddn

(3) oleigt A =glole] L =2 AT F7HE Futgidt 1zl

(4) 1A =8 dole] $FL WY BEEZAY F7HE gt

(5) A=Y FHHYFL Fd=a 7Fed Aol otk

(6) BE A =2EE 994 ST —BHES gEsn Yo



