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[224F] QU8 F7e 2Hc 7tdof Mot=>| o/Hol olol A BHE
3 7dEg HEY 5 gickes 288 MoEch 238 FHe EHE Hol=HN
& Zidol MSt 2HE Nyisted U2 Y YXEL BE L¥oE
E75t0 oiMs] vjslael AMefg Holch o 2o EXe 2E BHY B
M7t Hiol=d p1F Zigol ek M2E 2ol HREHUCHE Mg 2oz
M O 2ME sidsts Zolch A =9 mwHel 2EH S 2HI £
M3 ofoiA HIOI=FoIXIEC| O 2HME sHE57] AMAM HMerst £ Jix|g
HEN Azo| Moz Zesch o3 HEg Bslo 2eUE EAHe 28
of tigt 7|Ee =olEolM BEMOR wWHEE 8, & HYMN o= wet
olM LiEtbE B vt AMo| fAISE #aol XNEcCh aixjgegz 4=
o B[jAME o|83le £ {2 FHEE HOIEY ¢fF 7idol MAsD 2
HE ZH EHM JiME dEe Y YSo| ofdate Hol FEEch

(Abstracﬂ The old evidence problem raises a profound problem to Bayesian
theory of confirmation that evidence known prior to a hypothesis explaining it
cannot give any empirical support to the hypothesis. The old evidence problem
has resisted 10 a lot of trials 1o solve it. The purpose of the paper is to solve
the old evidence problem by showing that the problem originated from a serious
misunderstanding about the Bayesian concept of confirnation. First, 1 shalt make
a brief analysis of the problem, and examine critically two typical Bayesian
strategies to solve it. Second, | shall point out a misunderstanding commonly
found among Bavesian discussions about the old evidence problem, the
ignorance of the asymmetry of confirmation in the context of explanation and
prediction. Lastly, | shall suggest two different concepts of confirmations by using
the asymmetry and argue that the concept of confirmation presupposed in the
old evidence problem is not a genuine Bayesian concept of confirmation.
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[Keywords] Bayesianism, Bayesian confirmation, counterfactual  strategy,
symmetry of explanation and prediction, epistemic asymmetry
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lolzF ol 7Mdn A #AE FgHog metsty, tF
3 Zo]l 2 BAE MM, FAME), HEAAK) e 24E o
3] Ay 5L mMAAY Kol ddFez AdHy, @
A7 74 & 4F3+= A%, PHE, K) > PHIK). @ E’l HE
Wl 33eE 4%, PHIE, K) < PHIK). @ E7F Hell $33A 3%
(435% W3 r A £d= 4$), PHIE, K) = PHIK)oIth H
o|2FAAEL ojEjg UF MEE ol &t HEFH FEE Hlu
A Qe er H4gs AW a2 AFe] FF AFE AL 0}14‘3}
o234 13 Jide]l AYAA FAZ givke RE RAFE iR
2l AtdlzA 2 X (Glymour, 1980)7 A|71¥ 2= 07%‘4
& A (old evidence problem, ©]3} OEP)7} glth. OEPE “7}Ado] A
QtEl7] olAe) ojul AFH FALE 2 S 4FE F H, ®
“eElE FAE AT sHdel diF “AFA FACN € F AW
FAE A7e OEP= Ad 253 F¢F 8 wo]2FoAs
=Hox B3 vsde JygR dolgit. ol s delA
o] o|e}gk(Earman, 1992)2 ®lo]=F o450 OEPE #Aste
€ ¥V183n B o $83% & EAEY JFE A& Fug

T 1 T e ol o
o

A

2 %4% olojrte] HFA QA AgAE € OEP/} Hoj=
H FA MY 2 4% Add dig A7 A B FAASG

€ BYeEA a1 FAE sEste ot w9 €XE S
# Zoh dA =99 2uH9 OEP7 EFstAl BA S ojolA
HlojzFo 2t go] 1 BAE A3ty el AL F 7HA e o
23 JFE vHHoz HEHLD ol S Fstd OEPY
g3 71&9 EooA FTERoDZ WAFHE o, F A9H 4=
o Mol A Yl YF< vl d A4 (asymmetry of confirmation
in the context of explanation and prediction)ol FAIEx & &
ol AAdEY vt o 2 ¢Fo] vHPE o]&dd F FFHe
FEHE wolz2d QS Adel AANHI OEP7 A7lste §F
ARG 5] ot Hol AT
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1. 2809 =4

2R 7T FAY BA i woj=2H BAol HHs}
A Fitte HAE AFe #A A OEPE A ]i‘i‘:}. e A"
A(old evidence)i= 1 o] Fo] &n|stxo] 7Hdo] AQtE7] Ad
b &2 FACIY FEYRE Hol=RF UF Jidd WEHA o
3 A 353 22 o|fE JHEE 4T F vy FH4E

2, ofy

FgASe BHoz Aol oge] £YHY] o Mol qAW F

ARVE 2 olEE FAG DAL AL oo
w8 B8 A2 a3 AN ok A dzel 2

P A, . wEe T

F1oty 7b wzks 7] oldel HEA AF A 24HH A 3
o83kl WS FAAU kel 1915de] AN F
PANS el AAYD =3 AEC] a7l Aol 4
9 2P MY $AL ABATE oYtk vE BINRE
T wEg e ZEsdn 448D, 298 =30 At 93
& 191990 #3% JHYYUE FASNE Y¢e Aolgn A3
de e AT oA AL AAR A2E oEL 4FA
d, Wol2% AdFAY oo W2w 7] ¥rhbEsth o|& T
A elX 2997 olHd A Erb LARTT AREA. tl4 E
= geA7] B2l PEIK) = 1]tk HFY PEIK) = 10]7] B
T/ #48¢ W B9 $% PEITK) = 1003 3,

n:E
u\n —{) JE Mg o Az
fffo ox o e B 2 &

R

P (TK) X P (BT K) _
7 (EK) P, (1K)

P,(T\E, K) =

Jeeg Bl 2AH9 TY 242 RFS T AAFED 2/ @
9. E: 24H G4 2oy T 2aAX B9 ¢ gaA
S Tol 9% 3747 9 & gtk oM@ Wol=F e olg FAE [o]

3) 2R HIPAME WFEAY Kb ASFHAAT o] FAME 1
A& s B o AUt ®7]Ee] AR EH AT
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Ao Ae2 4 g1, §gFF 248 o]F FAo eisld 29
FAT ARE oL YUY & gde EFIE HAAE UA €
}(C. Glymour, 1980a: pp. 85-86) (I} Z%).

A9} AEEAA OEPE o3t Wolz24 /YEL g 2.
@ wWolzx dF Md: E’l HE 4FddE AL PHEK) >
PHIK)elth. @ wWloj=23 =33} 33(rule of conditionalization):
AL FAET G559 Hel digt 71€9 Aldx= PHIKE Al
23 AdE PmHIKE £3€ #3489 AdEE & & A=
& FA 85€7] AnA A9 @ TAH 44 H At
7] Heol &8l EY &2 1otk & PEK) = L

SR e GEANHY B oed A HA AdEe] FA
o %8 A%l OEP: AEHo2 Ay F33 HIF &
A8 FA EE A9ste 35 FEAME 98A PLEH K) =1
oli olA& Hjo]= Az (Bayes's theorem)o] tYsd P(HIEK)
= P(HIK)o] 483}t 2 A3 Pw(HIK) = P(HIK)O] H32 o)A
0% Astez EE AF t+1dA4 HE 438 5 vk 2829
ol AAV AF g AAE A #g G2 9
ol “Eggsict’n ZE v oo FEALEA A9
A ZHA wWelzx Adete2E OEP/) WAsIR gon ¥ 08
T8E Vi, § 959 dA Aol FuiEojop AT E HE
ARaa, ot Egeisivy 23 AR voj=2y UF
NS AF3] oldsld HAZE AF YA o S B
o Fojr},

2. XFHQ wo]Z2F A 42 Hal

2.1 &5-&9) A9
Hlolz2F o)zl OFEPE #Ad= 71 7tad WL vk =
Al(van Fraassen)o] A& %o]d) FA2 44 PEIK) = 1%
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Al olth. OEPE ¢EA oz FAY FAHozRY LA
2 WoZ2FREL ‘PEK) = 1"9E FAdc=2HN 1 BAE
A = Uk ol A YL 2 JiR wgem FHsE
F gded a2 FA4 AR f838 AL 39<(Howson, 1985,
1991, 1993)¢] Atz whALA A A ZF(counterfactual strategy)©]th.5
Bl9-&o] Aok whALd A Aol 2AE OEPYA vEuE 88
< AR MAAANK)) ol aReZRE FAV He FAE
AL A ESZ K-{E}o s Adistsgolof gk= Aojthe &)
$-<d @29 E7l HE ?‘1 Aste A= dd EZT A X9
Brte X9 WA Ao EE F/ste Aol Hol gist X9 Ad=
ANAM Y HEE ofr|3lE % —% ZA3hD OEPY A% E= 34
@A Kol £317] e Fof “K-{E}'& ¥4 }’231°i o| g =jojok g
. F, E’F HE AAsle =& XUt EE % X @oa 7H4
ﬂ% o Eoll thdh o] Hel disgt X9 ’él"é‘.x.f’ﬂ FIFE v A=
Axelr},

S AAAA Hohs W SRzt A =@ A7
T FA9 % PEKEZ K-{E}7F ofyet Kol dis) ’z}tﬁi}’\lﬁﬂ
HZof LA oA F Fo], o}dlrEl el Uub gl ol £ GTR,
T4 2dAY *ﬂzFr%Oﬂ ¢ FAE E, GTRO] %‘3% 19153
114 2A ollsrElle) wiA A& Ketar &b opA4rEeel S
1915 119 olde] oln) EE &3 AUt F EE Kol X g5 o]
AATE WAL A HZo] wEw o] 4o 19159 11¥ ZA EZ}
GTRE Z¥Hoz AXPE7l T E7F GTRE dFdertgde

._,..
ol'

4) B. van Fraassen(1988), p. 154.

5) WAL A HEe A (P. Horwich 1982)9F R Hdoz 78(D.
Garber 1983) 93] A=, A dd Agke] digh T =9&
F4H4H2003)7F 99 (2003, 2005)8 FZE. J9ME OEP/T Hol==F
oo M # A3}y ol BAze de RAHY F gAY wolzF9
ghe] FAE ohvglm Fg3)

6) C. Howson(1991), p. 548.

7) C. Howson(1993), p, 404.
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A& digsty) AAME oldfErdel A AWE K7 oby
gt K-(E}ol Adldoz P(GTR)E ZAAs|o ) ofRlErRl ol
19159 11¥ 34 EE ¢# Z3AAd = PEK-{EH=10]A& A
oltt. 21 A3} P(GTRIE, K-{E})) > P(GTRIK-{E}))°|E& OEPx
23] g

WAL A Mere 28 EAHLE “9 Kb otdEk K-(Elel i)
EE A Ak sterl?ets & dd 28538 ddE 3t
7] olfth Hel Ut d19-<&ol HARE A A did AAE F
g3 FFshes azl0] Hlo]zFo 4 AYEH EHeHA €
e AE Zx3ed Y8 vz A de Ads
o] MiAA Yo FUHoz BFE AMYESE BE AL FAYT ¥
A AR wAR A dis zdsE o o gk 8 FEA] &
ot Aoltk. a3y o]y d WA ez OEPE #lZAste AL 7MYy
(Garben) = A AP K09 7Hg3AQ wdaLy Ao x St &
A AAE F= QAL A Ao WY FAE WA
AL oy} FE|RoJ7} A7) F&elA ofdsrERele] 19193 11
bl 49 ZdH M &Fol GTRA tid 3tte] U5 Akl
g1 FEHRE 9 18 EE 94X EPd AR A A dNd
Rol o g £93 EE ¢ JUT.10
ZE 2ol OEPE A7IstaA wAMA Mg oAsta F 7t
FARE AFPTID a7k A AR FAFS K2RY ES
3l HEH2HE A 2] glttes Aolth P(GTRIEK-E)D
Aitazl el e 2ed v AA g8 PEK-{EDS wkal
+E PEIGTRK-{EHE ZAs ot sted 23s Z2AE «
EAEA gedh B KE2REH EH13A Aede A £

e = oo

s

22

A S A )

flo

8) Ibid., pp. 404-405.

9) D. Garber(1983), p. 103.

10) &9-<&2] Ao dis] oleigt WoA AAE ¥R-E P. Macher(1996).
pp. 155-158 #z=.

11) C. Glymour(1980), pp. 87-90.
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At A= QAs %ol E7t KEH-H
A9 gE2E AMNE F . F HA EA

7t

Egao] oy A$

He ddesn §98 AYEE £A4 4 fdE Aot 1 7

S Bol U@ HANA AYES W45 g Bl A 9x

O AT MABAY AT bR F WA TARS wALA

Aol AAHA AAdBo] & & Y Aol Jut g S

g olm SielA 2 e HgAY AeelAw o F Uk

= Ae AHRY] Ao ¥ o4 £ WAk 92 el
ZYE7l ARR WAERY FAE e $NeE YEHY &

R

Atk 7 K2EHEEH EE #8349 PEl K-{E)e PEIGTR,
K-{EhE AAE + Jdgz 12 A wo|=4 FeAdd o)
T 08 ZAE AV 2 5 AEgArt EE €A Z3geE
W ¥ Hol 9ist B9} A #AZE A3 #BdsA RIYE F
RTh dE £, oldsrElQle] 1515 1148 ol A9 +dA
o MA $FE EFJAGR F9E9 AP E €8] I8 Pae
191511{GTRIEK-{E}) < Preore 10511 (GTRIK-{ED i & & 3UNA
012 ol g AL sy YaiMe BEA weolz2d A
o] g R ¢ Z¥E derk a7 fd. o Ad AHAFEES §
oqat=d AdA Fargdoz A FHH W
I= g8 5L 7EY FYA o dEsES F

E o0& dYES FEAY Heolzd dF S FAse Md
T oF & Aojthld) wALAA HTL OEPY #A4& 5

P

jato

12) B. van Fraassen(1988) p. 155, P. Macher(1996) p. 156.

13) 3h9<2 933 233 o] dolzxFey BAH 847 olld
Fol~sl dEj(Lewis and Teller)?t AAE HAE =F(Dutch Book
argument)2 AT 243 FHAL Yusle ol Eed HIde A
$ BAFER E3ddun 44399 25 AZd(Jeffrey)”t AL =243
T3 (Jeffrey Rule of Conditionalization)S 282 Z73 3 olgtn
Aztgd, ojzigt YL MAME A A=g AR e THA(Horwich) 9
A$x wr@7EA ot (C. Howson 1984, 246; P. Horwich 1982, 32). 2
b Azele] 25 FAE AEsdEs fdAd AHE EARES
A" 4 gl7] ol A e BAH] sFEE AL obyrh
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E a2 d%q 2 224U EAAE opldts oA ueE 3
& 2 de] 2 & gldh

2.2 7p8 8} A =] A

o] 2F 25 WA A HI ol x P(EK) = 1& AA3
t 9AE F2E AR A J22 M (Garber, 1983)9)
A AGEAR ANZY(Jeffrey, 1999 oA A=A ¢
A 7 e 43S AES B AuE Ho2F =IA HAA
(Bayesian logical omniscience)& A$E =eF HAA(bounded
logical omniscience)2.® A3} L#E ZAHL Ay BAS
=AY 59 AHHEA B RS AP A HH 84
ojojgte] FEF =¥F HAZE = F /A 7+ LODH
(LO2)E AHFg) (LoD wawd, Pl AolH e dojdy BEH
© BEE =93 Z2 Wo=2F9 PAAREAA ¢HA U ¥4
LO2) W29, PHxe GEF0 £8 ZE o285 ¢1 4
) 7] gxE F JHA RS BEF ARTOEN Holz2F
oA =83 TqFE JHEIEE U= ot I dHA 3l
xo] WlolzF oo g Fag vd F # pAE 1 o]&°] 1A
st =8d HA|Aolth ol gt HelA OEPel Wd AL “¥4
A HJIZ'OM Y A9 BE URF do|2F (A XYY HAPE
Y7 @t @43 A2 =83 AXY AgE Mg eEM

14) J. Earman(1992), pp. 121-122.

15) 7HelE olEd H& FA3) %t =89 F g5 sMeEd wes
2L AN 2 d99 dof LERE 93l ARE Ao L
2 g3 L' dAEAe Lo 9xE% H, E®F Ht Eojt}. E3
L's 229 QAEFE ZE 1 g8 2¢ S 2¥stu 1 99
RAE xFeA gt Jisie AGUTEH AP r T8 AEE A
et @sktt 1w wAl a3le] AAFA A (modus ponens)E o
2y Wyoz 4dcvtE HAWs AHYPY F, PH, E, HHE) =
PHHt E). oA ] He]2% g @3] getet & FEZAANE
AESoor FHAT Vi olFd A=Y AL =9I AN
FRH oz st el Agke] A5 glule AE AFE Aol
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OEPE #i@stelx @k A#e Feide Ad F344EL H}
A8 FAEE FFAEE &X FUh 25AAE 0 < PH
EK) < I £8% 25 H7l BE #%8: o] 134 @& 3%
BY O Felntn AZWT. B AYAES W WA ES
FEee A AR dA IS W 2HE A IHA
He) 2% © FAsA Bk ola@ gudA, PHEK) >
PHK)olth. olel#Ello] 19159 Apale] olgo] F49 2
WAHA AREFL FFTE A, FGTRF DS GTRE 9%
@tk she] FRE OEPl U@ wlo|=F9) 28 PGTRIGTR
FEK) > PGTRIK)®] 9tk 8¢ Axstaced Aok

ANe AgE wed AAYD 9AW 228 FH 7zl
OEPIl & A4H AAZAL AR 2} A2 olojue]
ARAZOS FME OEP7H nHE wolzF ool A7 b5stct
e BEe ®olxm, 19 Aol AAE GAH Aol 484
7] S8 Het Ee) =814 BAHr B)) 230 HE %
#the A BEsE A% Basth Azs V4 aFHE
4de Fgstel el 2L negc AZE st bsa
ox Ak PHIHF EK) > PHK)E 2 71X 2150 35949
ARBGE A FYALD

$UE A4 AZYA AT A FA GAHOT HY
Serle FAMes YES Wer Aok $ad wmeldq Fa
% e 19w zagzd §E8 4%, 5 ‘PEHHFEK >

B e

16) E. Eells(1990), p. 211, J. Earman(1992), p. 124.

17y A=xYe] $9e g3 2o (1) PEIK) = 1, (2) 0 < PHIK) < 1,
(3) 0 < PHFEIK) < 1, 0 < PHF ~EK) < 1, (4 P(HFE, Ht ~
EK) = 0, (5) PHI(HFE v Ht ~E, K) = PHK), (6) P(H, H}
EIK) = P(H, ~E, H+ ~EIK). R. Jeffrey(1983), pp. 145-152.

18) olojnt A Lelyh AAE 28 FoN 24 (), d2' 21 O £
A dgn AHEoh 28 Ealde didk dxe i3 E
Eells(1990),pp. 218-222 &% olo|wte A=z A4L tildte &4l
9 A9E AANIAN 2RAE d27 AFF FAFE 2L UAEE A
1%}, ol thd =2+ ] Farman(1992), pp. 128-130 &,

{
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PHIK)’S ovlg 293 ste olth wek 3 ol (heet Az
g7t g EskRel) HE YZshe AL Bt ohid °H +E'9 23
T Sug ouignd 2ewelst A% OEPE #2307 23t
o 7bMe @UH H2e PEK) = 19 25 4gA =47 3
Fol FsBrte BAFUAY T4 FA BT UE YFE =
dHez AFHY AolA Eol 4% HY 45 498 AL oy
o AZ Aol Briszolw shust Azele Fo] AN
AFde Nde) Axlel o Aol ohzh, Y Faol U
o=z dye] Y4 a3%el, AT =IH ATl AV

23 2F

fede ASI7A OEP oidt EEAHQ wo]=23 HAHES A
Esta, 2R g SR AV EAlo] diF] o]E2Hoz <A
& HAH] " F e oFES AAYY oo wto] A@F Kol
A EE 5ol #I dAe wolzF o]ZoA OEPY tidh g
ZE0g AL Qe AHY B $¥E 9V dgg 2
< A 1A bsAde A4 5 otk (1) OEPO) digt HExee
Aol AAHA & olfv 29 THol RFHIHAUL ol
aRe] Ao R A BrEd EAolr] WiEo|t}h ol FH
OEP= “Hlo]|Z2F9] 947(a paradox of Bayesianism)Z 9 A 2
Aolth. (2) F WA N e Woj2FoaEc] AANANA A=
H2ES ¥7|8tn Wojz2F9 HIE, NIE, ol&d ETEL §
BHeg #4331 AsNste 2L 539 OEPE ddsgxn
Alxeste Aotk F WA 7bsAL OEPA Wigh 7|&e 43 Ho
AN AH HId2e AL FwEaA O AFL 5T T oW
o]2F 29 7|&E 4R ol8F EAL FAUAM P (3)
utAl e} Ths AL wo|2FoatEe] o2y 2A4AE E9FHY
OEPE A3t Aot & o, Wo2FdREL EFHY <

19) R. Jeffrey(1992), p. 106.
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s5% CH, E)-PHEK)-PHK)E 92 FH9 ZE(measure)Z
WA 5 i 28 SEEL JEwol=2A o)EE2RH #9
7] Wil IREL nWUA wol=Fd o]dH Q2ES &
d3tAl & Heolz AntHoz wolzFo o]E2H EUE ¢¥T
T Uth oled ol f HEo v welxFoAE, B3] FuH
Ho]z2FgAEL F WA M5 78 Aolgtn 448 £ 9

% T AR S Az F A AvdE 2TRG
e ARHoz WolzFde BEAY FUYS AYE ADY
o= OEPE A3 Ak e WS Az ne)
£9 A¥, Z OEPE H2s7 A4 71 Ade
dthe 4B AAFUN e AN W23 YF 7
A4 ABE Tl A FFL ANY Zeolth

K

3. 4% vidAA

& ol AAHJAK ] OEPY 3] Ho|=FdAEd wEH2ae
& AEAHE AANBA Fstm Ut wol2F Y] X ’:_%91 o}
B4 54& #FAsHEA OEPE #idsly] Hside dxxoz o
To] #HEH FEAAM AAse 4TS AHEY st vt o
A3 oA wel=A |1F Age HetA AW fF3e W
AN #AHojok stvi, OEPA W§ AR 2 EANE 92
S8 EAFo]o} g}

3.1 A7} <59 vidAA
$2E 1814 OEPE ob/lah: Al 74 7ldSe Asngich

20) AAA Al A FFY oigd FxE°] AAHAJL (1) 22 vl
= rH, E) = log[P(H/EY PH), P. Mine(1996)% N.
Schlesinger(1995) &%, (2) 21 &% &% I(H, E) = log [PEM) /
PE/~HW)], L J. Good(1983) #=. (3) A3ty Aol &Xx: S(H, E) =
P(H/E) - P(H/ ~E), D. Christensen(1999) 3=,
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a8y OEP7F A7l SAsiA e ol&9 4982 dFd<S o8
e A" £ gl AZE AAVE Frisolo dh. FER
£ OEPE A7IEHEA (JEAL obdAy) Holzd 4T A
of AHET oflF dFx FUF FAE e FE BAA
oz g3A Bhoh. SR YR EANAN AHFH 840 wW=w
H7t EE A9ehd EE HE 45 ¢h »R7tA 2 Bt EE A58
I 3 dgFe] Foz Eold F¢ Ex HE JdFd0 Ho|=2F9
AEe SERAV AFT 2 34E AHHA FIHL AAY okY

H aRE AMEA elseln glE AANY BT ¢elAM AE
B wojzFARed REH AFS BEF AR 459 HHA
T ol EF FAY BAV FLE 9F wAE FHod + 3l
e e JMEsa AAdT 2 AR Hej2FaAREL ‘2d
FTA B M E AgPeng O FAE AT JHEE Y8k
e 2R FFE FAdsA &Y. 2R Y FFL

Aol Ho]zFAAREdAE 4T “Deolrt. Ho|zF AR E o]
YR A¥L ¥& wopsole AL FRolH wEA IFA
o & 359 oJf:= Ut

A714 fEle Wol2F o] BHNA dH, dF, dFLe &
€ A9 E gt vk duby gojyd mad ojgd o4
AE ABsty NEE FAE 458 48 5°l, GTRE 549
g Az £FE A¥AR, FAL FHFAM H9 =4S
&Pk wol2FoM YFo] Y EE A5 A3 ofFA
BAHEIN? o8 FEo oJ9A H3=rte] wEtA OEPS 47
°of @abd Aeolnt. v 4F sdel, SR GelA HEH 3
AAg AAND wojzFREo] YKol A W
9 AFA FIFE I4H 92 93IA OEP= Ho|=2F
o] g JIAZR EAl HFE Aelrh wef 1% ¥t OEP
T Hoj=Fod s A4 EAE AN £ UL Ao

AR dqF9 @A A =909 2dL2 A (Hempel)ol F

Ol)l 2
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A3 Ay o9 dAA(the symmetry of explanation and
prediction)olt}. #de Myl dF9 AL L d&7 2ol BF
Ak “Hatd dEe =83 FEIF olvg A4 SddN #3E
A oZ3 o)yt w2 AL gAML RAI}E =ASN F
A8 FAEo] A2¥Y Aol Byt (1) BE HHE D-N A
P& ZAAHeR D-N dZojr) () gz 2E AAEYE D-N o
2 FAAHo= D-N d9gojtt22) 1 A A w=Ald g2,
dEH 4FS =AY FRAAE X7t gleBE D-N A% &
dol A vehte 43 E =5 493 gid d94 FozA
o] 238 & AT #}AFA HAHH gF& F2A AR S Ferh

#AHo] 7 HAE oF9 dAG dHa] ¥ vBdE] A
71994023 A9 &9 o] g3t £AE o] 9
FHAAY otB R gF2 gAY o i SEs 283 dF
o qAAl dglA =dd olfolA FXRolgtx 7HAHsn ¥E
FolAEo] aeld AP RE AdFEHoE oJEAY e 7}
Aol 23E& =& Aotk D-N 2doA AH7 28 FERa:
YAH 71EL 7Hd FAY AE eAelth 2 J1Ed 93H
D-N A% 2 ojv] 2% didolyf Apzie]l & =Folil D-N o
2 gtor WA Aol ARdd Ui =Folth. A¥e A
AlZtH o2 E7F Hol Adste wtde] o Z9 ZA$ H7b Eof A3
gt olelg AojHE dwn o9 wWeelr Yelve AHH
H] ) A A (temporal asymmetry)e] et 83}

8 D-N 2423 7 493 939 dIAH =Ae b3 2
& BE /S 5 AR dEeA Jdedes AA Hd
AL F2A diAA wlsted QIAHoz Fastx] @ o]

21) C. G. Hempel(1965), pp. 366- 367.

22} Ibid.

23) AN =49 Fdd" =4 OF =FEL #FZ. A Grinbaum(1962),
C. G. Hempel(1965), pp. 367-376, 406-409, N. Rescher(1953), M.
Scriven(1962).
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¢ g shdo] ¥H org AA3 WY JEAE EUA
ok et Ao 2w FxA g T d4Hes Fa3)
o A YA E £ Ve 248 o 0

Adoz FadA ¥

T 8849 FeA neislolol 7] WEel mF sHdel YU

=S F¥3 B9 doke Fe RAs] g Aol
T2 4340 G angd videl duHes 4G4 ¢

e Zede 3499 FHL 1 Az BAS
Yzt D-N 249 ojFo] 32F 9¥g 47 ol&53} F(Kuhn)9
o]l Eejupxo] A9 d&EE FEI HFeA

A=A BEA F2A g Al 94L& FSeck B
FoE Q94 Add L9471 #5F F=2 dd £¥ ©0F
7S A 9% T4 gyt dadez 943 F8
A& Zedn FFA Fevh 2 JHEe AP HgA gl 3
yels 2}7—}51“ ANH FoAge 72 AR Hlstq oA
o2 Aax gAY oh Y BFHez vAYH 228 od A
7] Wi FAY 5 Advhe HER oHE F AT ARME @
£ 7Hdol dAY =AZFH gFdde AL EEsH, 499
A3 wWeeld vehte 72 AT ALH HgPde <
A3 zolg €93 TEIHEH.

3.2 A4A myYA

o)A mgtsol mE AL ABA HUFYY A4H B F
AR F24¢ $RARY. 2y 497 S04 dets A
AU AL AR d2e TEAE shie JFY 2R ohue
A40z AHYTH UPs BARY) G Moz ¥AY 5
gk Ak WgAgel ANHoE BAE 4 gE o
A7 e AR HUPYel ANHoz F8% of
42 AzbA el gel AAY gu, B3 AP 2
231 Joke WE DIHSA groy e 1 TS cnfsn

of

zm,#oﬁ



HIOI==CIHMS! BAH T = 47

A WA =3 A o3 AP Yeve SAE 2244
gAY AxddA & A I FAGY A 458 &
Aol A AolA 7t 2 e KA g FPdrt 284
AL A defel g e xaa A vl Adejo] gk
29 A4 Atejol = EAAHQ zbol7t gt # M (Rescher)E ol ¥
& zolH & I 2ol AT,

o,
N
N
32,
BN

L AARH i gy AYLe g2 Aol dojM (B2 w83
dei7b g71e AR @A RAHE %‘Z——‘l—a—°ﬂ 71z28t0] A
g FEAHoIAT Addez HAF AHE BTN TS
o &2 Aol WA, ofE FoHAE B0, A J)Oﬂf‘i"-‘* A 9
of @ el Aol AAHoz FAg 5 AN AFHAL,
Fele durdoz dale fAe Ao 7jxdte) nldel Wi @
gy Aolm ALHY AHeE zterk2

AME A dF S A4 el
Fu49 Aol BAHOZ Holst Uut .
FYA BER, A9 AR A9 A4E PRI Mf&
wete] vl e $ele] A wHAo
W oA gg A4e $A4e AL v

HME olg 448 B@¥e o

al
ol ot 711@@011:}.
A=A o]t} A A (epistemic

asymmetry)"l ?Jr—T’— REu.
A

o MBE FTFHE el

9 z=
NRAEL 23t FJAHEe Eolth, Awe dubdoz “gf77e

24) N. Rescher(1958), p. 284.
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AEo A dgezA Fox7] g olv] AT Aoy
1 FAE 32 2d9€9 FACY. ez AFTAHL 429

PEIK) = 102 PEHREZ/FIIK) = 10/t 28y HFH
dHE FAE doz AL Aded Y HFEE 0
< P(EIK) < 19l 0 < PEHREZNMEK) < lojth "Fu o4&
o] M eH¥E FAHE Mde] A=A et

AAH v A dig F HA =8 1882 (Griinbaum)l
g8 AANHRG2 28L& WA D-N A4 D-N 42 3
Aol AHQA Azt &AM wets FEREGE FE A Ed
3 Ao AANHAE W) 2R Hgaty 3A AHe £aAT
g Zo] o]FojFHE& W Ex FHeA9 W Ao £3v. @ 1
dulE& D-N A9} D-N o3 % di £ o S(retrodiction)
7} A8 o Z(prediction)e] #< =Yt 2AuE 9 J|Fd ©E
33 &3 A &9 AAolHE EA 27|24 C% EY A
23 wAd geiglth (9714 Ce Hdd Wy 4¥dda v}
Agch) 2ok Crb Eoll Aoz Mastd My d3olx, 2%
A A& AE FY cdFo|th wEgA MY AFH FIY JFL2 &
% D-N d9olAY & D-N 4349 ¢ vk E£& D-N 443
D-N oA=& 723+ “@A 2 F4"(now-dependence)S AMEt=] Al
g 2nkg e FRAAN T3 He Byt Ev 2AE7] o
Ao Coll g FRE 2 ety oot ey #8xst Ev}
WAE 7] olde] Coll Wig FRE Zz YUY FY ol
o] F4+E D-N AH%#% olyd D-N dZFe2x ¥7E + o
g o] 9% vpartA ojc,

agetge] wEad o] FFE MY dF e YA
gozhiy HHdyge FE75H0 FAHE w4
S A9ge FA7bsA] waEHt dolA HER #M
oA =9 Ay dZd ug e By S o] &5 A

\

oM & rlr

4

==

S
o
°
=
=
P

25) A. Griinbaum(1962), pp. 156-157.
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T 7k dAeA Jelde X249 FolFE& Fxdrh dbdd I
v AT AFo i 3"3‘—11_54 fojo] zt= FAE FHE}
HA @A BAAA EZF o]Ho] F& o|Fd FEHUE

e 7€l € & fvde 3 & Ak

3.3 4% vAAA

AR 45 v, AzHA e, A wF A
o}3e wdE wgoz $E 94T Jidel D-N A3 ARy
D-N 59 #H2td ddse $4e Tt o 2ol vehd
F Atk

Q) Z
G

| |

D-N 4+ D-N 9%

|

iy 45 2

A9 oA veEtdRo]l D-N A= W=tat gAHAE AT Ad
‘4 17o18tx &3, D-N &9 #g #AHE AT Ad
“UF 2 A 4F 19 YF 28 ol WHLR TR
RAE& oA HEF AHH aldi 43 A4H A Yol e
A FoAAL w3 FEI A2 5 JoH

dF 13 AF 28 FE3E A OEP ti wlo]=3 a2
AL 93 WAL AT TEzols ZE dAde] YA =

o rlr to

5

2) U3 13 93 209 Fro AT FAG FFAE AN AaAE
D-N 2ds 43t o9 B34 AR ohieh Ny w4
A el @ E2H Ayol Wasith e YR =E
A o] £AIE e Aol
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Ag AAsA gedh. a8y FYRE OEPE Al7|stdA (of
nte AgHo ) dAYA =A7 §Fae A%, A5, A Mds
g ol &3n glon, 4F 13 dF 28 7Y davt gigx A
g 27t AAE 4F AEES 25 9F 1o £33 U o
7t 45 24 £ AdE AANYITE OEP= H¥E + WdE
Aoltt. g e Roj7t dF 13 4% 201 FoE AHEE T
of ARG 29 FF AYHA ERE Fold. R}
4F 19 JF 28 TEIMA @& A& vt wo|x2Fd W B
g vigddes e AIsd FE3 olFE & U W ¥
BAE o] vjdate Yol KA 24E 2] FEFEA A
w3 ghA e Aol

OEPd] Wit =AdA HAHE TG AFE vo|=2FAE
AX vebdt OEPE Z3tein A=FRd Wojz=Fgxae <
F 15 9% 29 Zolv}t e FToAE TAPAY AHHA XH
d AAY BAY 2ELS FE RS mpAE dF Ade A
ol et oZe wWets FEIA G H4d 5 o A
Aok 0@ Hol2FARE HEE HelzFo% W 7te¥
F AAT Holx JFol B3 wojzH dFFHE FHEIMEIH.
etz FEd #F oJBozAY HlojRF o FHL YJTFT o
oltt. Hloj=x ¢IF olB& FAsE Y i AP dA
g xds 73 (Be Axy 2y 7A4), o= A, 4FE,
#eld e & BEF 945 28 BA3] @ oy =79 &
AR 22 =2 AHgH vk o E o, A3} FHE 4
HEA JdAS =303 7EF Az 203 FIL E o A3
FoiHez AGEZ AEA 58 Ed d3AN sAHc d3S
Zlednh 714 Fad Fe Ad=e FAHL AR 559 W
g Fd¥ A¥ez JPdde AHed. F, PHK >
Pui(HEK) = Pui(HIK) -> Pu2(HIEK) = Pu(HIK).... o213 773
oA Hel iz AdE PE ¥4 H olde 54 “edd” EV
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ofyE “AM2L” Edl A3 zAsAT. oW G Ho|zFoxER
Az AEe of ZolA AW ovjzA) D-N AYe) Wt A
&atA @tk oz 4F o8 YT 20 #F o] o2
olg] g olf W] Wo|=Fo7t UF 1o #AF oJEL ANT F
gt F3E = vk 28y OEPA did AZAY =9
A E S Rl 29g JheAde Wi g A" 2.

4. 45 1 = Aoyl 4%
+¢

T Ag7HA welz2H 45L& 4T 29 sFsn, OEPE
1o Fdct= FL 2o 23y o) @ 4R OEPE
%‘5\}“% A 2 Aol i HolzFREY YT SRH
& opld, g slAzRE AgAHE EAE] dEopsdth
%01 OEP¢t #&3td wojzFozgsol sAsord EA=A
3 2L FAVE gk F 4F 1] IAT YTl @ & ¥lE
g A9gste Adod F 9ge F kA HwAEE A3se
o

J,'l £ rlr ) OlN

[«]

=
=
o,
jag
Ris

Ao

—_—

95 1 -
25 2

i
S~
>

o]

R
ofN ol

e
12 2

[
)

3

$9E ABAX BeI 2e L FAAT () 2R A% o
Z9 A FaHolok s 1 PRl HAA N2 BE 4F ¥
A7t ARBG. (@) WlZH 9F o|EL 59 AP BY B
olth. (3) OEPE 499l Wo] @tk A% wolzFAEL 9
9 Fgo2¥E 4% 15 9% 20 B F AAY 9F o] 20
bsate, #9E, s, Azt AN A2AEL 42 1 o

27) ol % He Wo|=2F e #3I EFFH AU ] Earman(1992), P.
Horwich{1982), C. Howson and P. Urbach(1996)8] S&dA= £33
Zejdr},
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o
ok
i
2
2]
9,
SO
=]
N
o
ek
i
o,
£
M
iy
i
o
ik
rir
2
i)

A QlF 204 BT wojzFo] i Z o 4F 12 A
o]H] ¢} Z(pseudo-confirmation)oll 333t}

FYRAE AL A9 HFgoA Yehuts 4F 1L 9
o] A@d “IAR AFolgtn FFET) wo]2FYAEL OEPI
3 AL BAFNEAN AFEY 4F 1€ IRT dFolEn
AZee 4% o E AEE & U GME AL dE &
o} i e A= OEPAAM verdtin 7HRHE 45 #Ae 2
Eo] 7lgste HAoR & ¢F 22 ENE F S ACA
Atk wolz2H YJF o)8e) Huste UF 28 v} 2ol BE
"o}

E’t HE 943@%te A& PHEK) > PEK)OIG.
@4, sk Az b 9F 1e e 2ol @A

E7F HE 45D #de A2 PHHF EK) > PHIK)ol 4.

rlo

gelA AHFHARC 4F 194 HE dF3e A& E7F ohdz
H + Eolth. OEPel tig olejg sjdae gkuloj=Hojr T2yt
“AF 1 = Aloln] PFole Aol AF 14 Yehve HS E
o @A} Zte A FLAE FASE AL ohvte Aol #
ZE ook gtk olE] AW e dF 194 HYste He E9 &
Ag xddte HAT A 9 g Zolh o] SeA A5t
H@sta Qe e dFe wetdA yeite 4F dA7 489
WA vetdai FAste Aol dE £9 FERAE

“YEH PAER DFLES HPS oBS UE F A BE 3
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333t

o] _ﬂ__d

29 oot AT g7 A AAE U= 19

7] uﬂﬁoﬂ 2R E AT 1P+ As 27} B ol%
Ho] =

27174 AR BESE M=y UF AH0T o 4 s}u}
Ageel d¥e Wl Bb HE 9FO@vn AAsHE F
g olft 180 Hb BEE A¥sths A4, & HEEAN 2e ¢
Ag wgyl MEY Aotk Ty 53 Hge Y¥HoEs)
¢Exqgtin J7HE olfE odd A7 9 Aotk AF I
o, GTRY ZA$(1916d 2¥) 22 ¢ 45¥0hn BrAdE HEA
A AdE Bed A ARelT % f49 AP AR £F
(19159 4%), W T4 Haye] BHAWTE A, 19609 A
84 4%), FARIM 2o FARRAIY A3, 19199 2
4 QeI Ao @ + gxel AFel AEA] ANAE B
SA @A AYE FT G4 AHE A 99, wE) 49
St gwAoz I At Badt d3d Fagel F
£ 279 34044 G4 BUFE % dEdes 49l Fa
e FF VA4 axd o AAHAE @ Bl FRUF
of A¥E Aol el W LABL oJHHA FAAL A

3 BAo]9esE HEAHQ Aud I AN

=l 5
7J3}7ﬂ % Rolth, HdAH 242EL dFF (AF7A FHoHA
¥2) o™ 3&‘?‘_% 23 & Holth 2y o] HdAY 8
o 9iA FHHEgE A& FERAR WolEolA] &E Aot
AR A= 047] ‘1 AN 94Eo] AW EE dF of9A #dEH
e =98 & QAT 583 F& aFEL BN 84
g Hojth, Wo]=2A QJF o&o] Ty HJAAH aArEs W
Z27E oz A98 & s A 2A 4 Hol=H FFel

28) C. Glymour(1980b), p. 49.
20) AAFAFAAEL 2% Gl dish BRAA wasn ey @
F3 1R AR AEH axd s 2@
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A olHE e BEE W 93 1ol ART 9F WAL B &
gt ol %7t £HE Syt

5. 28

Holzx oz AT YT 4F 20 s 9 £H4]
S0 Hol2FAEL OEPE #HAINHL AT Bart fidh.
WlojzF ozt Eo] OEPY] djsl o & SuiE HEE woj=3
UF o182 UF 2¢] BT o]Eoln BRI} /HARC) UF
1o @3 ol8o] ohJEe H& AHste AHeolth OEPY tid o]
2 &AL Hol2F dFA BYE vy dBHon FA
of AT wWolzH gxef sHFIrh 3HA AHHPK] Ho)
z2F 250 OEPE #Asteln x¥H3e R& ANE9 o8l
82 £ e 99(9F Do) oe & X231 JAY Y™
¥ ZFee HE AFA o4m AFES OEPE o8& W
Aoz A3t AL AT FA o] ot A ko
Bzttt vlgd AHolvh ey oW Hahd EA ART &
A7F obdEtd aRg o] gt AIEY oVt v Be
Rojotd 2 gutz A A& sl WA ot

30) 4 MolzF e aF HAeE AAEY dF E F YL
o, 3N 5o 49¥ By o Fasniy FFIT Hol=H
dj&Folo] ¥ ojeig uj¢e S Brush(1994) Fz.
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