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B E: SHEZTRR R TRENT LK, B S FANE 5 S B IEH
BHIEERR. SEMBHIFFNZHIELMBEERIGE, UTEEZ LR
BT A NEE, HURS SR IORRA R 2450 e 5 1 B . 0B AR Tt i
BEREVPIR B S SR RS G . SR, VAR G T B R U R X
SEFITERIX AR K, AR RO F T SR BB R L IS LA, IR
B4R 2 TR TR SR B LR ST . U AR I I 2 A SN 2 B SR
JERFR, ILETE gtk 1 AE S BB G KR RE WM, XS K KHI 5524 £ it im]
EE . BALES R =R R WA B (B S0P, =M H S AR )
Sk B S ILIX — PR R 5L

FHIE): BEE Tt BEEA BB

FESES: BsI XHERFRIRES: A

il

1 5

B %2tk (logical pluralism) J& —Fh& T ¥ E5K, ERRAAEZ M
AR RS HIEMPZE, 52 A0 R EH WS RAEEME— — 2 1)@
#H—7uiR! (logical monism) LL S AAEAEAT AR IE A 12 45 (1) 318 45 k& 6 3= X (logical
nihilism) . H1 T2 IE PN 2 2 A O UENHER B S, ZIoTieE W 517
EZ MASFME FRIFEIEM A BOERM S . X—8EE LEUF+a58, BRe
JUT5 UAROB 5 R e b i o B R I 3SRk . /AT H i 2 R — ) 1 1]
BRI S MZ R LY R A%, RS EHE. NEAEHE. & 8%, 352
|, UNASHMZENAZSR (deviant) RA, WHTZH. HiwE 24, WHE

ris BEA: 2025-08-04

EEER: HA BB R AT 222 B
long.chen@bnu.edu.cn
EeWB: AEMEHEANLH SR 2E AT AEME R E ‘o AT IS5 R
7”7 (221ID720021),
"G IB L T S S A A SR T 2 LR [8, 30], — M EEAREG 22, 27, 29]. H@AE, A
[E R — TC 10 % B T PB4 AR i — IE R A BV E MR A, R MAAEL T — It # .
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W, ZEHEEES. XEEHAGAMLHNHR ARG, A/ KIIE N
FEHG, IRE HAIRG T SEVE R 58 AR s, JF HAES T4 (B
BB SRR IRIED #RA RN . B L%, e R HAE
Fighs, L&A A LR L. 2R, TR S Iy AR
FHARZ M IS RE AN 22 LR A ROy I IR A EE AR R
AN B HE R S AN N AT A TR 0183, JRATTE VR N AZIB 7] - fof X 4%
RGHGARZ NZHR? MR, B 7 IFZEAGKZ N, ZniRHie iz
HH—ARTREAMZIOENSE W, BReAE2R 5 ENERII, i
TR B L Z IR —MERHBIRAT IR, ZIThZiE RS E LT
AP BR AL R AR R AR 2 ISR JE AR . AR IMTR4H L2 5
ANHET H I AR A B tha T i 25 oK SR IV AR A T SR A 1 RS 22 U T Pk
AR A B 0T AIZ 3 2 TR RRCAR SR H — AR T LR i AR S R T
FIBT BT, BRI 28 T e 2 W24 2 it — S I B S HLAT
AFFER, 5 =8RSS 2 e I BRI IE,  JF I NE AL K
SRR 2 ouie ME R, 28 DU IR L A R DL LR DL I 42 3102 D 1
SR 1] B A A (0 B BT

2 AREIEAZEZTIE

W2 st PRI ZSILE R /R (R. Carnap) HIEAE (EFE
AR (9D R3] TIEMIRIR Sy T kG FHE BRECEE A 10 b 1) & A o
TR R 308, e @8 S Ak iE 1 S, RRGE IR T340 “ %
25 J5 )7 (Principle of Tolerance) :

FHATBA A AEAEN . EAAFTIAG B3 ER A T 8T 45
RE—BRPMEOTHIEETH R, BB KL o B EIFITXANT
BEA G, Rt UAWIR B 7 kN, L8] SR ALI BOR A i

([91, # 52 W)

SKbr b, RIRGIG X — SR AR B A ) AR RSB . R
K, IRZEFAFRLIR LR RARER 2 G, HAFAERIE B, FI
W JCHTE I 5 15 0 R, TR R TR TR 5 AR S 4 Y S A R S B [
Ao HTRREIONEE (DB AR RIE S RIEEAE, XS HESL
(198 2% B AR T AR & 2 A A [FLZ AR R G 98 2 LR (K 2 T80 . 232 70

2f 5 2 AT L HE R R JE U] (Principle of Explosion) JE A4, WG .

ST ARG A RS RGIRE 5 & FEEEHAMN 3 THRGIFREEZ N, MEEHSTS
B AR T S 2 Teie R 2 HERIE, 21 [10].

S AR ARG B 2 U R H R I ) S5 B S T 5 A 191
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WIS — AT 20T W T35 R W3 (AL Tarski) @48 J5 K (48 L5 3% X%
HINERRIE, 1 — 8 UK T X A REEAT I 5 IR R B 7028, £
EEERRAL, BRI DU — SRR 2 [ R TS S 5

BAVEA L MG R Ak, TR RETORARENDAE
HAEHEFHRE, AHRDPBIAEE KA, sLABTH 4, H#
T AR B AR B AL BAVE X 7 R AEZ 1 % PRI AT T it
KR EDEREHLEAYFEZHORENNETHERELS, WAL F
BEEaFMEEETARGER. HoREALT, KMNEETHZES O
AR BEHAA E R E. ([36], % 213 7

PR W I R B A IR — RIS a8 (R 4 0 1 i ) D) B 224 HAK
[H2 BB 2 Az OBz —, RIS A 7 E RN S @R RE N £ oy &,
M Z TeieSe it 1 R AR TR . FA 5 (S. Haack) KEUE B ALE 47T E X
A “#HEZ TR X -RERFE, PSR TEHE RS0 2 Ml s
WATECR . A SR A A OCEER, MRS R 2 niR 3T 1R B
1. ([14, 15D HETR T2 2 o oo R AR B H/R S 5 B8R (. C. Beall
and Greg Restall, J5 [ fij#% BR) ALl — RFIFEIER TA/E. ([2-4, 28D A A
TRRGE BE /R B2, BR 2 iR 10 UE A T X018 5 HE 28 8032 45 3 T 1) 1%
£, MREEEX “BHEK” X—ZO08E, X—F@BHERmIMNEEZ T
WA SR T REZ PRI, BEA RS WA SRS . nTBL, 4Rk %
BT B Z u e FSCHRA AR B L 51X — e BRI HE AR O, A cthFE
BT BR MZ G RAHAT IR, BR /et B2 nigdh ) “BiR”7 4 7R
MFE, TN BEREESEWESERGTIREE, (HE2RGEHEAL
JE LA 22 ) 8 A O

wmAR, EFBEFOBSHEATCARNLRES, BLAZAMRAET
FiX L ETMACHKBBETHIEL: ILEZRTEEATH S 552,
T AR ARIES. REFHG KRN, © LR A E R
IEPATRELERMEEX RN EL TR R —FHHFRES TR, E
AATREELFERE L LAFH, ([2], # 8 W)

SRT, FRATBEA I AR5 AR WA B R b id F 5 e ANug W (1 B
o BIRER L ENE, (AIXABEE KPS BRI ORISR ) 2 A R
o DAL, TR LA IEAA HZ AR R AEGEDT [, 2 FhIZHR 1A R AL Ak 2 12

S HATE T NI B L ST BRI R BRSNS AR — B, EIRER-T RGN, PR,
AR 5 R A R I DN A, A RE SRR A2 W (1]

& &
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AR IIAZ O R YE, TS TWRANE 2 B “HAFES— B EL . (28],
5426 1) K TEHEAMZOEN, BRAZETWRILD (2], 2.3-2.57):

(a) oM EARORIEY, P EATIRL R SBOL R . WRAFAERT SR N
HAESGREEL, WA FARREEH R .

(b) AFEHE: fE—FMREZ MR L, ERMSIRIERA N, o AiRE2
HArseHaga a5 igns, AR Eatdis TIZEHN. H#E2, BALEEA R
WUEVE AR HEHE 75 IR #

(c) Xtk : AR AR R [ O UL T T SRAN S 18 IR, AR S5
W ©

Bribz 7k, BR G352 85 R et 2 4 fa 7K 1 28 M S X, B

BRI AR (Tarski Thesis, TT): — MNRIUEMZS R BTHRERIZHEHK, 4
BACHERAMER T, R AT A SR, Wb R,

TT ZIAZ XS B4 J5 & K REAZ O ZIE, WX “fREM” (truth-
preserving) X —J@BMEMEAKIE . 2R, 16162 EX — L E BRFFAARFEK, If
PEALFEH THA TR Z 2 otie. B DUEER TRW MZ L KPS . H—R
7RIS (2], 3 29 TO:

Jm X R (Generalized Tarski Thesis, GTT): — M T 2] o FIBIER
X-ARW, M HACSERS A X, AR T PR aEa o8, MR ¢
N,

BANEKE GTT i) “X-1HTE 7 X — Rk n] DL i 22 /b iy o [F) 4 7 45252
(admissible) W77 A3 BIFRGHIIFE, NIMFE “HR7 M EARRIMNE .
tean, “X-T5TE” A Al gese & MU I /R W A Y, & SR e A A — B0, KR IX
P FUE RATA IR RIS M) E AR K R “X-A5TE 7 A A RE R M —FHEA
FEA MG (construction), WHI A TR LA 3 B o £ AR R “X-A5E”
WETRERATEHA IS (situation), LR FRATTAT LAASRIFHT (relevant)
MG AR R, REAFFZHEfGA K RERE 7285 AN OEME, Fik
R 2B EEN . #5 22, BR RIEEHEA ML T IE SR N REE A,
HIEALFAERT “BEIE” BIBUSA € . BRI, 15 82 J i)t s At ] B
PEHR S T He 2 HAR U ) “A5 T 7 BARKE#M T X. BIERA RO I 2 i xf
XSS AT BARE R e BT = A EE . 3T 2/ R piifm S, XA
WS E T A R B E UL HAFER, L, o Ml —p 2 HERARITREN
o HI—NEIRMHERMEZ: X TIERIET F, RTHESHIFEE A IE—

BR A E ARG ZIm %34T 7 (formality) X —MESHISAEEAR N AME, AbA128 0 T AR R & . (2],
55 41 5O AHRAEALMT A BRI ZIm T, 28 3t iy AUPE 45 1 A1 1) B LA A R 2 R T AL
TR BB S, AR A AR BN, A S AR B JE R [N N
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MEWE SR . BRIANNXFIZ 0 MO MREE R RE R4t 7 REE M
B ([3], 28476 T, g “Xf Lt A2 iZiE2E4 e RIAIE W5 A 2z 41
IR ARMES” ([2], 5631 70 MBI I A RHIfREL. §

3 REEZTILHZEER

R4 T 578 R B SN H R T A 1 2 NG R AR N
“IERT M, BRI GBI K A R AR BR N2 0k, HZH AP
EH . 5 48RO SRS R T = SCER ) “ BOCEIR L (meaning variation
thesis) FI3ETHIE AP ERIBIUE (collapsing argument) o N SCFA T a7 2 1] B i
PR, R HRR, FFalEER B — AN OA I IR A K BB E

31 BEXTKItEm

BT B SRR S IE RIS A% OB AE T RS T R EAE AR 5 A
CHZEARBEEATT R, I AKEEAE )R G 8] BIRAEAE B R AT,
BRSO R e TR, T ASREUNERAE RIS [A — 4> “I2H 7. thii
Y, AP 2 etk IHEZ AR G — 1 AR, B AN 2 4R 2 1R 1 518
Hat LRz 4. 2K (W. 0. Quine) MIIRIR R G T IFh S 5L g e H AR
MIRIE, AN NURBEFE T S, A

LIRS 0 I T IR A F AR TR e R AT A, R B AR
W RGE ., “~7 CAE7 AL BAMFFIERKINT dm “p- ~ p” BIESILX A
A, BB IANAZ LB BER— I LB a0, INFFT “~7 ZRETR
RBENHARAGT T, RAFWRALTERZHFEBEGRSE: Sik
RBEZZF e, RARERKRE T84, ([26], % 81 W)

U R A HEE W R, 3B 3 RN A e R AR SRR A P (constitutive) IR X E
FE 1R DU S, B4 FRATTHA S 78 43 B B A R AN R LR IE#f 112 45 &
FHSURAERISAFRM . IR0, XeibZ2 o5 fg mmaxi, A2
e A FUZ XA R 8 A R, AR ZHE 2 uie A RS — N L E @
HABXWL. ° ], ZEUHZ @ /REH & AR E R ZEH

SBROKX PR BRI “ BT RE” M BT iRIE. 55T BR BAZ Joig i AR K 0 & 0,
ATZ N, [38] H =7,
VBT B BB N 22 TR H AR TT 2 W, [12, 17, 24]. WHZRFAA BR £ TTibhA & S8 X £t

W (210, 58395 50D, KT AN S LUARRBAAAE R T BRI Z L 7ok, R AR IRT #3220,
ARG . A SRR E O ATERL, PRI R R TCR J I 5 0o 35 M JAH SR Tl
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EXFE R AR BERZIE, XMBIERAEEZ TR E B L, BR
(RIS A 4 N R A T . 1O

3.2 ETHSEMAFHRILIE

TN O— EZ AR 2 TCIR LI IR L SRS AE T IR T . S H AN,
B VAF N — TR TR RGRIE R A, X B HER B A RV E R : i
RIAHLZ —MCIERATER, JF HILRIER BRI AN 410 C, IBAFATTm N 24
L3451 Co SR, ARG BR FrEARHIAAE L EIEHIEHREARR, KAl
BRI ES L 22 2Pk, REZBIHREZEE LT . KT HIBIERI A
RMERAR T W T BB AR (T. Williamson) %48 HUZ AR AN EL bt F SOZ T 18

FREARREGAFHFFTIRAREIAZHFE HF“X - A7
RN EBIXE X OATRT, R AME TRE, HdEdel, o
B UK FH KN E R AL E; LB REE LY
S E B CF T ey A UM, HlR A, BILA
HERABRATEER SR “THhF” XF, —FHREHY, J—F
RAGELE, MK ATHESE—FELLBAEANLL, £
—MBEX LN REER; RARREAET L IZETENER? LRE, o
Rby “THF” XEARERAT “LH_EL”, MATEZLHERNT
CHAREIAZRT, A “BREZL” 5N “AERILEL” b
B 3% )3 & TR — R ([37], % 112 )

EIR AR AR (R R AT B 2 SCGEH, (HREX — A — B2
TCWR AR AL . H TR Y, %8 (E. Stei) R MR UL X AR T — b
Wi TR =K RZ R Z s M BGR Bkl ([32D: (1) FAEZ D IEHNE
WIgARZ; Q) ENZEENMAZRIAFAEES: 3) EREAAHENE. &
2R, ZICRHE T EX RGN B SR R G E 2 e A MR
WL, X RIS 2 TR H XA, BR A BISE

R AT IR SR R VR A BE R X BR BRI 2 JCIB MBI T BRSE, JRBTESR — B R /%
Te G MG A AR, 2 [39].

WRIE SCE A R, BRI (The normativity of logic) [ IR B tH 2 ¥ 48 5 1A% 0 1) 1, (750
SEARTR, IS U AT R A S U SR P R A AR A I SRR IR T 2 WL [33, 34]0 ASSCASHRLUL I AL
TFHEARIE, BMACHWM S, RFEEHE AT X — R i,
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33 EE4pR5ERIMNS

TEEEF R, LRSI IR S BIRELITEMWT . A 1, SR EIAR K HIAK
G S 2 R SCEIR AN b2 ARG 1 R 12X BB B A A 2 A B AL
WAL, R ANIR S HAT R 25 51 R ATTHE N IR B B 1 3 2 e e,
H AR R AL . WIBHE SR KRG, TRATTH SERT DI FE A A J
— 25 O B [ 3R 2 TR IR B RIS UE SRS, B AU TR AR R 2 BN ik
UESAAR, [  HEE AE S T A B R RIS . IX — SRR (RO AE T X A
AR (J. van Benthem) Friii (R 48 HH P A28 (R 32 5 8052 (implicit
and explicit stance, Z UL [5]). ¥R & M Z BT A B 1) — /> FE KA 2 W
HHINFAH SR ok F A 24, RN R BEA 2 S (buans
SEAE A FRARREAL . RS ERME L — AR NI — et
IS E T FEIR, 5B 0RE T ar il e ) S, XMOEE R DRRZ A “ R
K" o 5 AR I 2 R R B A% 2 18 iz Rt &k 1E sR A A% 4232 45
2 ) DA S 2 B i FE ARG . KB PR B A 5 PR ARRRHELE S I A A
FAFETLMERAHE RGN L MTE RS . AHMEBET, BRELENFEE
PEARIEE G R G AWM E TR AR, TS AR ILEAE Gl 2 8 A A 4R )5 7k 55
PRI RN . BT RMEN SRR, MRAAEEEHBIINE F3HL, S
FHIRZIPFHIRNME . B F SO X Fa N MG =6, B e 2 S EA
Wi, XMITERRRA Bttt 7. s, RRXRGSSEEEF LS
ek, A BB IEREEASZ OME; TR RSN AR i 7, Eid
R FEE MBI ARG., R ER0R8 Ek R B AN T, AT
MEIAE, FEAARAER S 20, AR, W ERAAN R SRy e A —Fh 7 37 1 2 o —
PSR AT RE 2215 tH— LeAFBE I im0 ERTIR, 242 Juibi 2L 3)
PUFIAR IR & 2 T A7 AE 2 M AP HEZ 3 DL Z M E LS 3 B IEMZ G AR, A
T3 — 2 i AE 2 2 B E A 70 N2 s B KBk . WE AR 5

R [B4 % L] X — K KE®F N E 5 KN X 7 ke ey AT s
zZb, BAEHEREREMSAN, TRHEEXZZ BTSRRI R
—HRMERHRERZHEGETREEY &, M ETFHE R 5
AR KLRT E A, BAEERAF TR UANENLRNE— 55
FAAMRIE X R ITF 6 KB4t ([5], % 590 W)

ASCHIZ AR B T BRI L B RSCREA R R KR R I AR
SIPHR S 2 ME P RO i — s e 200, MBI, EATERT LA
R, BHER (D. Tajer) BLREIGIEZH ORI IERDZ S 2 T LRI, HIHH LRI £ T8
P PT35S B EL ST A 5 T2 A S AR MRS RO AP HT, DRI T 1 0 T 5% T MR R 91
2RI, L [35).
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AR MG RAESE NI LS BT, AT AN FOx 28 M2 AR 5 AR R AR 1) —
FHEERAITE G HEONREEAZ, M AT DLSE T I (45 s Y AR 22 o2 A8 R 7R ok
R TRRICAAL, LSRR AEBVEIF AN A2 1258 e AR B E A% D JE I, TR BR
K12 eI IR M ™ PR T PR DL = AN R R AR S 2 AR N i
AUdH, B2 7 2 MR B S SCE, PFE 12 st R U Y
—EE AT T 20 SR AR SR U AR A 2

4 FFLHFBEBHENENL: =ZPNEH
41 EHRENiBiHE

H o F B (Intuitionistic Logic, Ji SCEIFR IL) F& X7 HHAT 57 BUR B G 1) B
wE R ZE . B E R MR T RN K, 58BN BE
N G SCEEIRIAT, HAZOETRA = () RXEHAMEEFEIER, 7
TEWT & I LA A IE oK (b) RO R 5 B i h B U fE i . R
P B S BUE R (R FRRA IS T AT R BB AELE, 11 A A0
RIKIGEZ ). I, 22 U ENE S 20 “ #2538 10F ” (mathematical verification)
B, Boub s IR RIS =IE . Wi P fE TR LT P B — MG e
B, WrE —P WEReiEthy P, B P BJUERR KA AT BER . Bl T I A R EA
APHE T AR, EERENEER, @lZHPHEFN PV -P 2 AmTh
TE N, HEP AR A E AN A IL X T & @ 4 AR EERFE . AR 7L
FHEP N Z HE R AR A4 2 (paracomplete logic), IL ff&HHHEA
AIRE. ILMAE RGP THE ([16]), & — M ILRAE:

P—(Q—P)
(P—=(Q—=R) = ((P—=Q) = (P—=R)
PAQ— P

PANQ—Q

P—=(Q—PAQ)

P—PVvQ

Q—PVvVQ
(P—-R)—»(Q—R)—(PVQ— R))
1l =P

A A S

13 5%k 3% D445 1] 1 ol B WL AALAR B35 44 (1) BHK. (Brouwer-Heyting-Kolmogorov) fftf, Z ML [1]H 1.1 75,
52 EOIMRNEA WEE EWER, P — P, HIEERERT LR TR T 208 SGEW, A BUA BHK
TR, WIS AGEARBIED P (= P) RS P BOLIEARZEN .
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FEILH, =P Al P — L& X, HE AR TEMPH, HPE I [FFEAnT
HAE L. NABRGAEN S, IL ef i@ 5245, H
T XA A ROZ 5 fE ARG R AR FES, L @8 2 uib & B e —
FRAS A T2 B BE [FFE IR R 9B e 284 . SR, M@ kalE B0
FEERE, (ENECERIERZHE IL AV HESZ MG L. ERFER DIES
WARAE SR T B G IR R R R A . BRI RE S i
(RUE B S5 SR RL 8 SCA R, FRATAT AN BRI A B2 KRB 7 IL, REASL AN
W 5 0 LA (R B, TG R R I BB R G R . DLHE
PV -PAG, EEECERERGERNS: P2k, 85 P 2nliEm,
Bl OopPvO-P. X—mEMEHN SRR, 6/FXDWE AR
AR, ERHREIF OPV -OP KA. BN, HRESIEHAET O
BIEWN S4 AV

1. OP = (O(P - Q) = 0Q)
2.0P—=P
3. 0P — 0OOP

AT TAT LR TIL A 22 Ui 55 S4

« T(P)=0P, SMERHE T8 P: PA—MEMEIEY.

« T(o V) =0T(p) vVOT(): BA—MHTIERZTIER.

* T(p ANY) =0T (p) ANOT(1p): PIDEHSCHATIE.

s T(p — ) = O(T(p) = T()): ATLLE: BEA ST 7T 4FAIIE B A0 AT LAFE
XS A HE R

* T(—p) = O-T(p): ATLLEY], @ BIMIETEIED]ZA AT RER .

MBI, IL FRHER R PV P AIESEHEE P - P&
H#E N OP v O-0OP MK O(0-0-P — OP). HEEMZ, RIMFWTE
ZEHE ([20]):

St e HBEE T(D) s T(p)

R—RRY, BORILBERMER T — AR TEMIZEIZEFARR, |
RIFARME BT e — BT R 2R E R IL, ERAAL RS
IR E T E G S RS Y RAEM, WA SR E R R
TEIFATI 55— PO IER G AR OR R o ATUEVE ST 19 51N BAR A 23 BRI E 375 Bt £ 2

SHEBIR BRI, 1L ARSI B, BSOS A 2 AR TR S KR SRR, IL 0
ik NV BLLIGEREIR, EABYIZI (6], # 129 7.

S IL AR SE A, AT AR X LY L 7 S R B R R R/ THE S R

VTR 5 0E 1933 4ERERIL T IL HOBGAS IV P RERE, AR FTERE BL T (0005 A0 5 RS R4 S4 X2 SRHE L
TR, S0 03]
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IL AT DU AR 22 S AR AR AL I VE R I AN Rr 8 U o SR T G S 1 A
& IL JR/RRARZLF W, ERE, XMW RetE 2 ORI 8S IL )5
HRRAVENIERR “ZAERR” RARMEENE, FOVEEN T BR FrllE 2
JR AR ORI — “TEAME” o Uk ZERAE I8 R 5 7K 0% 28 N %0 A
(K1, TRISREL “SERAELLN, ISR BN XA R IR R & AT
RO IR . SR, A AEIRE IL JEARR R IEMN “BHERK” AR,
i BN AUE T 2 PRAEAT A AT IEVE 55 AT S T s, s e e
A AN AR Z 4R T — R SUACRFAE, T IX LB E BR FRIE sk = (7.

42 =1{HiZ%E

—{f &% (Three-Valued Logic) FIEE L AIIBWIE )5 -RPE4EK (J. Lukasiewicz),
R f T A R i A AR B R 2 —, B4R R B B ) AR ) (Prin-
ciple of Bivalence): {Efiam i #SAE LR . V. = AHR T F I Z ELZFE,
WA RAEIR A (future contingents) « AL EMRE R RS . LR GEAR]. 172
P BB R AR AESE. PAER BE, (B RAE Hdy S0 1) S
HARA X E LH —FER, AFERRZ R T EATE SRR 2 4 5 & OC &
5 Lo B T4 “]” M YR, ZEBRIETGIANTE=E “Re” GasH
u REIR) . LS RYER =20 (Ja3CfRR L3) N, HOC TR IREs 1A (1)1
SUERENT -

Alt|u]|f Vitiu]f = |t|lu|f
= |tlulf t|{t|julf t |ttt t [t|lu]|f
flul|t ujuju|f ult|iu|u u |t|t|u

flf|f|f flt|iu]|f flt)t]t

R, —A=JCIME Val3 R — A7 dm B R B E {t, u, £} Z (8K
o g5 @ R HIRES W IR AN 2 )5, BATE AT BLE L3 o A B AE )5 &
KA

(a) L3 A o AW GEfE Ers ¢, HHASIHE R —A = oIt {H Val3,
o #ONE, B Val3(p)=t;

(b) L3 I ARE T BN o GEMET =3 ), B HMNMHERE A =00
IME Val3, WR T FrA ALENE, Ba o HNE,

BEH AT LA, AT T LA R HE R S 3B 4R R, DR LA B0 2 T 8 3 T 2 A oAl R (it
ARSI ERND) B E TR E . R, EASIE— MR R AN B ER T, BAOTEERIEX
AHEFLE T A UK, s X AR B R AT A A BB B T

OB R =AY AL SR TR EIHL, VRIS (18],

20k R T IB R I 45 1R AN [F) R SCHE LS 46 72 1 (Designated Value) (725, ATLIER S B =W A%, b
ks B = RS, WATXE LS RIG4E%R RGN,
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AHMEE H, MBI TAUTE L3 FEA TR, lpy-p, =(pA
—p)e p— q M —pVq WAFMEM . A, FAERBEARL, M p s g A
REMEL [=rs p — ¢ BIVRTE RERAE p AR ¢ AR, (H)5FHILHINERLE
p AUl ¢ BERN uEit. ¥IFELE, L3 TR - MREIREHERG SRR
BRI HZ . SRIF, F1IL KL, FRATA LR M 7 24 s,
MR B A R I L3 B XSS B R G, X=AHT7& Tp, Fp,
Up, FEWE X0l p R EARARTE N . RS EN&ZOERET. REE
) p KRG ARERAAME M, EHXT “ZBALTRERE” X—IoHRid A S 4]
e AHEM——e AR E MR, MARTTRRAREN. ARTHEESETF, REANET
R EE R T, HAE SRR

p|Tp|Up| Fp
t| t | f | f
u t
£ f | f | t

L b, ER=AFEFATLE L3 PROE SCHK:

(@) Tp:=—-(p— —p)
(®) Up:=(p— —p) A (=p—p)
(¢) Fp:=-=(-p—p)
AR, & XA E X2 EERIEN . R =8 7R A R
s, FHEME AT L3 Xy @R g 1R 1 e R

1. B%E: T-p<+ Fp; U-p<Up; FpeTp

2. &8 T(pAq) < TpATq; U(pAq) <> (UpA(TqVvUq))V (UgA(TpVUp))s
F(pAq) < FpV Fq

3. BT (pvq) <> TpVvTq;U(pVq) <> (UpAFq)V(UgNFp); F(pVq) < FpAFq

4, Z5: Ulp — q) < (TpAUq)V (UpAFq); T(p — q) < FpVTqV (UpAUq);
F(p—q) < TpAFq

BEAh, BATE T BN — %k = A P
5. =4 AMEEM p, TpVvUpV Fp
FATR: BBy 15 5 MUPHE A N B 5 R GEFR N C3o ABAFATAT LATG 2

—AML3 3 C3 MR H EAREIE: 7(0) = T, [TEERNE, AFH
T IL 21 S4 Z 1Al Rk, BeAb RIS — R PERY . TR AR T 0 R

1. 7(-p) =T-p< Fp
2.71(pV-p)=T(pV-p) & TpVT-p<=TpV Fp
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3.7(p—=p)=T(p—p) < FpVTqVv (UpAUq)
BONEERE, BAAWFes: 2

41 o RI3PHETXEENE 7(p) R C3PHETX, BHEAXZL
Eh, BR
Frsp FHRG e 7(p)

Dy HERE 7(T) Fos (p)

Wi, B L3 ERER T —FARTEMEEREREARR, H—H
FATE R Z AR Al Fr g i 5ok e, ER AT RAMEZEN MY &
ASEAR, AT Z AR AT 5 4 ISR 5 AR e P IR BNE G AR R . BT
T (T/F/U) BIFINBARRL 22 BERIE 15 AR W] L3 7T A AR 2 S8 R e B —
SEVUKIIN . 5 IL E LML, M L3 2 C3 (f ] RePER Y L3 Sihr EBAR
AL, TR TS i A2 F 2 ISR R AR A% LR IE <RI

43 THBEIZE

4% S, WAHZEIZHE (paraconsistent logic) F&—Ff FL 47 & AIA— 2 fy il
HAFHZH, FIEBEREELBIE TNEMTER -(p A —p) ERERIES M
B, 52 B YMRH RS CRRIERN” . BYEEN (BFQ, ex falso quod
libet) JE£ MU 4R H — A S AIHER AN : P A P BARSRIE RS R Q. N
SENHL IR EFQ ANROZ B EE B 22 H = T SRIe . WG AdEE
E X, TR AN FTIR 5 4510 2 18] 0 75 AR AE AR AT S8 5 14 SR R A7 RICHE R, EFQ
MBI SR, AHT 32 NG R0 25T ORI [R] IS £ B AT 2 A
GEBZRIEE R . el WS Il i E ) S TE A ) Ab B A A 25 B 4R
MR EENHLZ —, AT E — D R VIR R E A SHE A 1B A R
NEG . HAFTAEMSSA V2 WA R Z 4] Dol s A 75 FAER R 2,
(AR 2532 482 3 BLHTEE (G. Priest) KJEMITF 1824 LP (Logic of Paradox, [23])-
K — P ={E 24K, HON S =N o FIRREIFAE “RE”, i “BEE X
7. LP M BRI T

- Altjul]f Vitiu]f —|t|lu]|f
t | f t|tjul|f t |t t t [tju]|f
ulu ulujulf ul(tfiufu utjiuju
flt flf|f|f flt|iu]|f flt]t|t

TPEAIIE R S 0 [31] =
2R R FRVF AR — BRI A T 1 He A B L LA B SEF AT 2 00 [25].
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AHMEF H, LP L3 HAH R AME— X AAE T X 2R A [ RLE , B4 L3 o
u—u=tMENu—u=u. AT, LP 5 L3 HIFEERZERET & X HAEN
AFRGE . L3 1, 1HAAE TR AR BUE N 6, (BT LP AE S ={H u “BE &
XAR” MRAEW TN —2, LP A AR08 B 5 K 1€ X5 L3 #
RAE, WM FEC T LP 5 L3 DR E M AR M58 48 5 A& D7 T B E
o RAAME, FATAWFEXL:

(@) LP FHIARK o AR GE1E = @) B HAZENEE — D=0 H Val3,
© #ONE, B Val3(g)=t 58 u.

(b) LP FHIARLE X B o GEME Y ), B HACHHMERE — =0T
IAE Val3, Wi S FrEAXEAE (BUERN t 8w, 4 o HHE (R
RNt w,

— 71, B LP KEEEHELMEHTELE >, HFZHRNEH
ARG AR RIE LP AR Blan, BEIEFEN EFQ: P A -P [ Q, RE
P, Q 5 BUE N u M £ B6Ah, HTHX=Bti® (Disjunctive Syllogism) L AFAT 24
PVQ,~P W Q, REP,Q/MNIUEN uHlf. B, LP UHEIER—MNE
L RS E AR BA A IR . AT, TR L3 #liEZ C3 RS,
IATFRERT LLR LP B 27N 7 =AM 5 5 T/U/F FAHRL A B2 )5 i) 22 38
HW|ARG D3 . BRI, T LP AHEAIYEMEAR T L3, AT g0
BMMNIIM 7(0) = To FHER 7(0) = To VvV Up o WKIFFEIRER SRS, FRATAE
LU SR S

Akl e HHMAH 7(A) Eps 1(p)

5 L3 I BLREL, B8 LP BURIA T — AR T2 M2 EEHE AR, —
HIATAR AL A A S R8E SR e, Bl IR RA ZH
[ —Fhd AL R . BT (T/F/UD B R A BRI 5 ANFIRLE 2] LP A2
AR SLIY, Toii AL S R R A% O RFAIE IR ICE 7, DRI AR B o
IR K2 3R KOG R

PR, R LP WEINX — ISR “UHEF L (Dialethesim).

HNEAE RRE B IEIX — 2 AT —AMER o BRI JURMA R 2 o M—AN=J0mE, 5 o MM
=0 T DA A — A ZouE, REREH A E N u RIFTE R B i t.

PilF LP A L3 WEMERILTE 5, WX EAF T ABMAE B LR, 5SS R 4085 T .
T(p—q) < FpVvTq; Ulp—q) < (TpANUqg)V(UpAFq)V(UpAUq); F(p—q) <+ TpA Fq.

STESEWIE S I [31], 5541 .
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5 IhEE

PERR UGB R K RS R SRR, PR 2 uie A R B E 1 5)
Bl HRIRMTERS BB 1) R R A B IR KR E A, X 2= TR 1.
SR, EARIEIX M EDWAENE BE O — AP A I AL 2R S, X — R
MIATH H A B A 2 AR BR AR Z nib M E Sl a] LA 1. AR —FhidE
I T 28 S SR ) JG AR R AR ke 4 BRI “ZiEfEAR”, Edb
i e T AR R, Ll BR BUE R ARYE . RIVatE, TS, —T7
T, AT ARSI LA 2 K55, DAR T H bR 1) 2 oot F 5k Kot 20
WA RIE. EHEATFLEFeY, R (A Paseaw) #ifiih BR £ 0t i)+ %
] REAE T AR AL SR B 5 5 AR AR E WAZ R BRIRIS, e 1 Hi 22 SR B A Bl
BERT T ([21], H 393 1) H—J71H, ARSCHIHTAZG 5tk — PR, RifE
R BR T & X LA RO, HagiE R IR AR 1. SFA
[F AL MR A DR T A B H IR HIE AR R, R R 2 MEE IR
Aoz KA 4510 . 5 R 3RATAT DO & R4 B 85 147 B 4047
RIGHE 2L MR T B RY RAMNH . S dt, fFE—MBERNHEETT,
3R ST AR A DA B N TE S R G AR R ORI, XLy R ER
& AT AR T DL A E R 4 SO AR R 8 USRI S, B = “ AR 5K P
ORI AWML OFHE. 2 Bk, MWRAE@EEA RGN EHEMEN S, &
KLY AR DR T RALY), (BHAFEAR 5 O 2 LSRR R LLAN M\ B — 3737 B A AHE P
KEFRN R 74510 . MR KMAESE, BR K2 oSl 2 — M
WA R JR# % o (local pluralism), 45 & X FHIZ#H £ 6k (global logical
pluralism) 1X— % KIET S il AR R AL, 0 75 258 22 B 5 KR IE

2E 3 Hk
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Debunking Logical Pluralism—Perspectives from

Implicit and Explicit Stances in Logic

Long Chen

Abstract

Logical pluralism is a philosophical thesis concerning logic that asserts the exis-
tence of multiple distinct yet genuine and correct logical consequence relations. The
coexistence of various non-classical logical systems alongside classical logic appears to
provide strong support for this thesis, with Beall and Restall’s version being the most
influential current formulation. The main criticisms against logical pluralism stem from
the meaning-variance thesis and the normativity of logic. However, inspired by van
Benthem’s methodological distinction between implicit and explicit stances in logic, this
paper proposes a novel alternative perspective and seeks to demonstrate that the argu-
ment for logical pluralism is only apparent, if not misleading. Competing non-classical
consequence relations disappear whenever an appropriate translation into extensions of
classical logic is available. We illustrate the situation by considering three major non-
classical logics: intuitionistic logic, three-valued logics and paraconsistent logic.

Long Chen  School of Philosophy, Beijing Normal University
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