A I & B 75-13
(199‘1. 3. T

SBHED T LALRIFAI-RIS 5 SR AT & —BBIEL LA

I’COT

BIE: 2 0030R5 S 3 IEOUHE (S: Hilblkk) % H LT 385, —HOFFomH (P: Bestth) %17 b %>

EHEFET BRI OWTERT 5. “HIRPWEHCH LT D X 5 RVEAM IR S 30 (X h 5<%
#)" Ol R, FHTIEOAEMEHTH D EET T 3o AR T OBIEIC IR U 7 E244E0
BLMEN ML D Lo, FHARORBOEINETA V., ZORKENIDL S & P Sl 3 & GIHENE
oL SRR RR T B0 , ' .

A Logical Analysis of the Justification Problem

and a Weak Justification Criterion

© Jun ARIMA
I1COT

Abstract: An analogy might be explained as follows: When two objects share a property P, called:
similarity, it is conjectured that one satisfies another property Q, called a projected property, which the
other satisfies. A question, “What property is to be projected w.r.t. a certain similarity?”, continues
to be a central interest to researchers studying analogy. - Revisiting the justification problem which is
directly related to the question, this paper tries to analyze a logical process of ana}ogy‘ and proposes a

novel condition, called the illustrative criterion, which should be satisfied by P and S.
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1 LIS - EHOEL/RIE

Bxikd 2EHLHAT 2/, CHT i1 d5hA .

‘BrTiHEICS L n5HEEFHoTwEDTETWwE, —F4. BRP EwSHEEFHEATHLT $ P
tmﬁﬂéﬁ%ﬁfd‘t#&mﬂ(ﬁﬂ)ri6('%60 ’
»H3nix C?L’E”}‘LWEKB’JVC@QOTFEMX‘\‘ v%ﬁ:criﬁ 7)4) Ln&mo

S(B) A P(B)
S(T) Lo (1)
P(T) /

(Ch@‘SU”APW)&ST)#ﬁDﬁOﬁ‘Pa)&ﬁm?%’t%bso)CC?Tﬁ“i—fy}
(target)”s B R “~<—X (base) (¥7ckk Y — X (source))” EIHETH B {EK (FheRiNEEET) T, Sk«
WL (similarity)' P& ¢ 8293 (projected properly)” ENESRFE (M. MifRA &% &K T) <» 5,

LaLaRb, ERobokvsh hEHoBE L LTRTRTSTH 5. Lito 2 & —~ OFiRE I Bh
Twhnsl, FHOHERT vt A CKEAPBBEEL T RN ARIEHIFIET 5, T .R.Davies & [3] i
T ORI A M OIFEH % IEA41LEE (the justification problem) EFRL, LIED X & —<wicH A \v238HE 7
vk R ICEEh B IERINARHSTIFET 5 T L 2 BUEMIKRT w2 54 T3, C o CRN0flE S LT OlH
BEELTHDI L EILT B,

[Fi}: Brutus B2 Vic Y KBEL VT3 LA EEEL 5o Tacitus RO L ZEL 5. Lo T, Tac-
itus BAMET B0 00 !

Brutus & Tacitus 5D EMARIEL S &5 HOPTH S, LALEDSE o TRA K, FIAK
Brutus 271284 & LTh Tacitus b 12880 & BHEBIL 2% 5. LA LA b, Brutus 25K#5 3
LB HBU D LV EEND X Tacitus 325 TH A5 LT 303dYV 25 AhC e THE, TOBEL
. EfER F—~ 0@ L CHiE OE (N33R WilH) & #EOE (B0 2L 24#H) o
CEALAERDAVDICEDL T, BaBIBOERL Y BREOBRZITL L, BEOBROFNI-LIL

KBS 2 nIHETHE, CORERHOLHCLEIEDOR X <X CREH#HERTOLCR+2TH Y, Fill
ﬁk&%%&O%%K%T5W6b®%ﬁﬁz*—7©%ﬁﬁmkﬁbrw6c&%%ersoco:ﬁ&
LR b L b bL I LT BRNARIE T LMICT 5 C L BIFHICEETH 2. 25 OR AT —~
DERIRR-C N 2 B B3 B 7 B WIREBR AR R L R T 2 T B,

T O & Bk ic B 2 ISR A S OTFIEL DWW T, - T.R.Davies b0 o Td &<,
HODRE L BREL »LET»TH), “DIEHLMCLTE DX S AR Eh S 257 Dbl
B SRR KENEHCH VEET T E ke LA L, ERICIEHCT 328 ot It h 28 &
PRI R ER LT b, MREYIO A LAVEEEL0N3bDLELTE[14, 4, 6, 7o

1z ofikd 3 SF /A% b & icfEoTW 3 {8, Brutus, Tacitus thEThOLMNOHLFRE L L2~ X (Base) TE L L #
2%y + (Target) TH o e hBWINTOIELOKS 5,
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B4k, Winston 07 177 AT 7 L— ANOIET 3 MEEIS L WREOEBICKT L A B+ 5%
LTV 3o Zhiit & RIRBIRICERMICRRIER Id b s C LR RIKT 3. ChTREESHD
bRAR TR E SHEONTMEIO X 5 C e R TEA . FIAE, BBKAES L IBARLEL
H. FYATE 2HET 5. 2 T.R.Davies b [3] RFBOMEOTELIRL T 3. L LB RN DLED
DRELFTLIRRTER V. &5 DRBEDOMEICH > T, WHDORLASRBEINA S &M ¥ & IO
AEICAD, TARRXDERICKT 5o £ CCHEMEEINA ¥MA T T iIcT ZMROBHELTA<B C 2icL

Tco

2 IERLREOS

IER LR ROEILEE & B BEORGAE W A IcF BB LD & bhdo 80X % — D% ¥ CREIRIEE
BHHEORIC EAABIRS AT 3 € 2R TE R nOT, MKk, B b HOFEOBE L LTELT
BEAVELAOND XS, TOWRLAZMILCEL TR LS, Thbb, X—x B »¥iEE S, £
B P EFET B0 R~— 25O b i OUEH & 7 b A0 BRI (A IC X Dt CARERTHE MY Lk
Vo TOHFEDL D S —EREHT vt R EIOABEL TH B, '

ik A BRDI D7 52N CEB DL LY S5 R D 3Ll To B, T XEhAkvw—BiRaE
BRERX, Fp X ~—x BICHIT 55088 (—REREEREIR). Fr ik £—% b T ICEI 5 505k (—BAibaEsh
BR), 2T Fp kT, Fricik BaBhawed s, HL, UFCREEORERL FILEA SR
TEBRINTVWELRET 5 (Thbb, BREREATREDIFIAHIRT B RrTEAEV),

T3 NI AR Fo X s KT T i35 5,

D, Fg + $(B) A P(B), L (2)
D,Fr+ S(T), _ : @)

| BIOTR~— X AR & < — X ICHT B KA DRI, BOHERF o ¢ & IR RS & LTS
bzt %FL, 2HFBOXRE—% o VHEMEERE £ —7 v b BT 25880 b HLHER O ¢ & 3555
BORMIGEL R CLERL TS, Ebic, S SN TAWRHEL LTUTOb O3 L b TE
%,

D, FrY P(T). , (4)

XoTy £=5y F BEIHEER RO C &5 & B e dICHBIHRIBICH & hONBANLETH 5o Thi Fy
LRI LT B Thb b,

D, Fr,Fa+ P(T). (5)

2HILELTFO X5 ARINAEATHL 5: FRESCLAL EHDZ L LT, AXBBCAZPREALAT L bEL AT L b ALK
AdhofkdLLd. HIWBOPICRERAVHERALIULDZ, T CHEIDO D OHEMY VIC, FIORR (7T V) knhet3X55
B CRBICRD " EHERMIEL LAB, “RELTOS . “HETHD" SOURSWA BN A5 RS 5, COk S KBt
¥E & RBBORIC BB LA g :
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BHRS—2OWHEY 27y VBT 302 ICk VAT hEnd, T Fy Bx— A RFATEHRO—
WEL—7» KEL?:#;@K&#&E&W XoT, 3 fpCFp KBELT Fu BEITO L5 KFE B,

Fu=f5(T) (= fo o {B/T)) N - ©

KRk Sk POBRKOWTEL L S0 TORDICHERMEL TS <— 2 ICH LT & b ICRHA
(3 : o ' -

=2 BT S FHEOPIIE S ¥ P OBHCHED Y % b e A WIS —RICRITFEL T2, S P
DHHICETD 3 b 07T RILY M7 BICLITF D A 4 ABIRE 2% 3.

Gied]: I A WIHLR AL, o kL ADBINGET 5. ColE, RILA 21, o Abilai (I ek
BN o,a A OE/J\Q‘EM}Q‘%"C% 3, TobtCcAHDa X BB T B (ezplains) LF . th
’2‘ o I—Exp B st.aCA TFEI,

C OBFREE S & (2) RBLIFO X 5 1CHF € L HTE 3,

JSFR, S(B) st f§C Fg - (7)

exrp
B2 P(B) st. fECFg ‘ ’ (8)

exp

XT, St PoMFRE S & fE oM. SL, S & PORICRENASAMY RSB b
B, fEN[5#6THY, »O,

a) [ C 13 ' 9
b) f5 C 1 - ‘ ‘ (10)

¢) 2R | (11)

DIDOBENRDBH, 5y bS5 LS WHEED LS BT R, PR ENE C & 2R
FECLEELDYL, BATFAREHE ) KRB CEBUTOBRICL Vbbb, 2—F v VS LniH
Biifikd, coc B E—%y v 2 fHERCR chRk<— 2T 288A 0T, HEETCRT %
MRIEL Ty Az.f5(2)) VS HHEEFH->TnB LEETHERITE S, XoT. [§ 24—y btk
IHLLRBENEEL BT ENTE B, COHTRBEER I DERYHERET 5T 7 42 7 4 7 (abductive) & b
DK >TVBe Ty b)y o) OBEARTRTE—Fy b3 P kified T & &8 OICHire 2l b hDEBE
RRBICABC L EERLT B, LbbThbRE—Sy Failed & ARIRIES & WHIA A EHTH
Bo REoT. EHEERABOIESA D OB RHE a) KA Be COT EMEr, BT 1v XCRHT B
DEAENCHE f§THELRBURLT V2, ThAbbL, (6) RBKDL S KEEE RS,

Fa = [5(T) | - (12)

KR L EDEBEI LB LN IR T R ERHE L L DB LLTOL S LA B,
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[E#]: T. B fEAER. S\ P ridiE. ARFAEAHRE T, T\ BaBELAWD, THEALH
BrBhiwFr 58X, BREWIHBT BELAW Fg 03 20H3S Kb bR B L (A Du
FrUFg)s %7 f§ & Fp OWHME L+ 585, ‘

61§ < T,B,S, P, A, f§ > # Wiﬂﬂiﬁz(the tllustrative crzterwn) iz LT 3 &fkdifhire i i
3 &z‘)x‘f‘f}'CbZJo

i) BNEATIAEKE (eaplicability):
f8 F&, S(B),
i) P E’rlfﬁ B (causal implicability):
BVR,P(B), »o 4#IEC S
iii) MEPRGHE (consistency):
fE(T)U A BIEFIE,
TTT fp(T) B f§ IKBY B B OBRYT~C T KRERAL 6 OTH B,

GIREREIES R e 2 LB D 2 IR DRI T 50

[emi]: .
JE(D), A¥ P(T)

f&bB\AVPUﬁféot%\fgoT&oﬁEK;DP7U%ﬁﬁéc&%ﬁwa5°

6 Ml < 1,B,S, P, A, f5 > 794%1&!}')&*&%51‘%“5 LEN f[S; ¥ BUEEMIN AT E:"TU‘\ P(T) ¥ WUJWJK
EXEEING s, Tk, dEEEHIcHWT, T, B S, P A Kﬁﬁbﬁluﬁfflim%nfkﬁ 73 PATET B,
Z O¥EHER BIREIT D % (dlustrative) L5 T L iIKd 5,

3 GREAVEAEE M TIHEOEBMERI>UT

fbAD-LOFFAEICBIT 2 HHZIMREZ L Y BT X 50 FAXEHORBRALLEHFo T B LR T
%, LdL, ﬂﬁ&GLTMA%u%ﬁormaaﬁﬁiaokaﬁ?mamm%owmoxbacauMA
Kﬂai‘%ﬁiﬂl#foﬁéﬁﬂtﬁﬂﬁtﬁﬁkﬁfzb60)IC ik*htﬁﬂi?;ﬁ’? I & D*‘%(Cbi&x—césﬁmlﬁr&
EiéoCn%%ﬁ)Ll<béﬂﬂ?#f‘kﬁLftkh# &k#ﬁftﬁmmkeb?<@&%zr
BE5, '

T+ A ICEE Ll 2 i ﬂéﬁmﬁ\E%O%%H?@QK@*&i%xéC&Klof\M?®ﬁ0
KEANOUHE, BEORE, DOBE, BECBEOTH AL X EXEhc L2 HECEZCLAEBS, 5
Vo ERBRDADDRT »y 7Tl LA BT LINTED, 1) RNOFERCOHF ZEMAR cCORHFE L L
Tebi, 2) EOBEEBIIL 2 VIR L 7 0 3 3 2D CBERRI AT, FIN%EE L 0L, 3) 20k
NetEE A S % LORAEBICIEE L, 4)BEINEEY LI IXIAab -t b b L KR EHE
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e RoT. THVioeifRBfko—oDBLEL NS, Thbb, £y FRIATHD, X—2
BESEY. BUHEGFECHEEEECLS 3 L w5 HE (BRLRACE 3 TowEL D) ThH Y, 5
HERAREMIC OB LT ZRICHHR L LTHEL 2 3BcBBhArs e HTH Y, R LTH
HEINHHEL 2 -5y PCET3HHOBEH L X F X T AL TRS CLHTEEOTH 3,

THVoZe &4 7OHRBAROHRTRDTLL AV, R BMAZEFL LS & LA, LELEE
FCE I o HRETAS 0D B, BIEBAL Vo kb, ARV CORA TETEKS 5,
Tl Y1alb—va v X2ERGIWNDBCBTZ 054 T2 LTELBC L NTED, $ic, f2A
BZcyd 2 FREEICHET 22 0RO cofioffiis Ro0 2 c 2B TE 5 (9, 13). T offiusn
WHEH Y LN DPE-DOIEKED Y SNTCREBICRE 5. 38, RIBLOBEY R NTHEN
Twnio 20K, Bofiio Ribniird br 5 EB K TEWERT T &iChks ko BT GBI
DICRPEHREDEE & 0% THRE R DRV RV T Y —< DL 5T, WERoTnke 2THLT
CIRBBAIR~ED 5B L5 FHIF 22 L HCE, B LTERRIELho7o AERLE BAID N
DFC B > ZNKETOMPBLLFUIT 2L BCELEDKESH 5T olofiRioP Y HidEs X 2K
DESTHo B HWICHET MR85 LHDPRHOTHIC B E, FoHKh->TYTaL— 1§35
ERXoT, WHL>TEFAWHEMAL LS L LTFEREHE > ko 2OFE, HBMBMEI 25T
5 L5t BbhokDTHB, FLT, T LHLBHIRBYEHBLTVIDOES S LML 20TH
2, TOHPE—ROATE (FLE. BOOY T —~ v BR~FL0E, BRBHEES %) bR
ELCHEDL 2 ERHMT B R TCELDOTH L, TOBROTEARBEICHT 30 A WIS 53
20t LTEEMRA, BAAHD KT 2080 b L CBYIT 3 c ehhaREY A, SN ALK
FROTZCENTCEXHTHZ. COVNEDBPUNIEHIC W DiIC<y FT 20 2YHAILTHE S,
1) 8 (T) BIF- 2 5%% (S(T) % 19 (B) K3 2858 &7 3 (S(B))o 2) ThAHASKCHET 2580 b &
THAL (F5F2, S(B))s Tilly RKA~RES(f5) #BWOIT. 3) WAKBEEIRLCTW30KS 5 Ll
(FETN T 3. (L fHT) ELTHETBTHIBBICMEIB 2S5, ) 4) 2 DHER & — Bt 55
(D) bt & BREMIT 5 (S (1) D, P(I) L. c Tk JE(T) = [5(1)e

FIBERENE EHEICT LU F oS LW 2 54 5,
i) BIRM: (selectiveness):

FiE LROBLOY 7 Y —< v OflicE T, FRICET 3HHD 5 b, i EROASREBH SR
e Ak b, WAKICHY o THENT W 3RIICZ OWEINEE LA i bTH 5,

ii) HIRB (groundedness):

X b ICBBKE N T & iC, BIEEENE S 7 T B CRBN A BROERFEET 3 € & XAHTH B
by bL, COBMLAFRAFBE LTS E8bh5 &, Bk R (MEPBEICHEMT 3 7 C
DFEREESHENA ), AOTHHTE AWENR L A ENZDbORFBREIFRT & £ < T Hillh
Wi k3, fladchidEoflcs T, EXMWENRFHET EAEERLEVWE L EMA IR
BICHIE Ly € OWRIETRABEOEIE HNT 5 T LR TERL Aok D b,
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4 GREREMEEEZHLTRHOFRE

T OHIT B PIRE NS & 7 TIEH O T & ¥ BHIOR % i > CRBICR T BOICHOZ2HICE —5 5
FT. <—32 B, SlHES, BOHEP 25 LhUHEL bR EBEEEET 2. 5 CAVWRAICHLTR
ez, ' ‘

[0 (K5 %)) FEWHELUTOLS ICBL L F 5o

Suf fers(Brutus,Cut) D Feels(Brutus, Pain)

ASuf fers(Brutus, Burn) D Feels(Brutus Pain)
Suffers(Tacztus Cut) D Feels(Tacztus Pain)

ToHE. JiE S i /\:c(Suffers(w Cut) D Feels(z, Pain)) ( {go( ERRERL D s HE) T
Y, Pixrz(Suffers(xz, Burn) D Feels(z,Pain)) ( ‘K53 LI EEL S L o#H) KA 3,
Ebic, S(Brutus) XEHTE 3T OHBERE D b EHTH B, Tk, D ELTUTFOM St
ELX5%5.

Yz, i.(Animal(z) A Suf fers(:r: i) A Destruciive(i) S Feels(z, Pain))
’ Destr uctwe(( ut) A Destructive( Burn) .
ER-E ﬁlﬁ%&ﬁ%fﬁfd BHTRE L LTRObOBBILEEL bR,
i) R F v 7 (explicability):

ﬁglﬁiﬂuﬁ& D &«—XVCEE]’; 5!;\“",\}5 Fpg b, <— ﬂ‘hﬁ‘K@%ﬂﬂlﬂ_ (S) %JFO#KD;&E“}]’E@ % (fg exp
S(B)s L. [5C Fp)e

f;; : Animal(Brutus)

S(B):  Suffers(Brutus,C'ut) D Feels(Brutus, Pain)

ii) BREMF = v 2 XF v 7 (causal implicability):

SRS D & BIIR T » 7 CF| M Mk (FEEWERR) KB JS 7b. ~<— XML P % nisic
WRTBPEBMALLS ETB (JE D, P(B), 2 fFC 15 b LEhICKHINIL. B
79 FICRY, B0 f5 2B (Fhbb. HOBIIERD )

e Animal(Brutus)

P(B):  Suffers(Brutus, Burn) D Feels{Brutus, Pain)

iil) EPERFcs25y 7 (consistency):

HROBACTHbIIARE [5 ¥ 2 —% v MICBIL (FabB. [5(T)) b &b 2 ORERICFH LA
Wk (JHT)UA REEPIT) #F 2 » 273 30 b LERICKBIThEBYIAF » 7 CRY, N0 f5 %
Fto ThENOBER f5(T) R WAL, Bt P(T) RBPIZEMICTF4{EX 2,
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A E Animal(Tacitus)

LROFHRETAT,B,S,PABEL bR B C LFBEINIH, CORMRD - 2ED S C LHTRET

B3, PFlaE k) —RYIC, 2UOEEA DD 2T, P(T) BEHTEZRBER2ELL 5. TOHA,

xBKﬁ%&of<5ﬁ\T@dv&ﬂbﬁﬂf%ﬁgoﬁt‘&Oﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁSkT%#bﬁ%Ktéo
T B & SOMEBRABTTYL T Lick Y PIZENENER T f5 BAHET 2 X 5 ANl RAT s e
BTED, =2k RO LCHEMELET HHEUER DT — R 2 T2 RPN 2 R e T HERA
TEHRCKRESBET 2, —RCEOMEFRICEKFET 2L Thd, BLr i bEOFHECI L
5o BIIRT » 7\ BBHHER 7 v 7\ MFPBEHS = v 7 27 y 7ORIFREANCEL 5 5o BRRGIEENE
Wikl MR BOU 52 2 TH Y, TOFH & B—RICETRTH 325, Dl & S OPRCTEONT

TH o R—RDOFRICTLFHRERGLbhIc T3,

BER

o GIELH) A2 REHE I X 7 JETLEMHEIR(the non-redundancy problem)[3] KL Cd —2DREIKC K >T\»
%, TOME L V5 DR, HIFHOMKITHN— ABEHRERICOVWTORA LROH L Wil &
B3 HEEBACER L S bDOTH ko FIREWEHORTIE b1 A AR A SR T
RT, R— RO S KA Yy VCEEXhBC Ik WViEEND, 9% ), ~— Kl 5154
BES bR T3,

CTCHRONEMELED 2RO AT ACKTFLAEVRENT 7 —FTh 5 L w5 Ec—R{lTh
5o TR, THETHADLRTE ALK OHMIIIE L, 27180 321X b RIUWIC & 5 D o
T, AALPBLAEVWESICEAL S, LiLA2L, T.RDavies et al ﬁfﬂ?&ok547®
ittt (functional analogy [2] KIRT 3) BPIFINTAVE LTLE S, TOIfEL W2 4 T OHER%

B L~ ARRIE RO 3 RARKORLTHET 2 FETH 30

BIELAEHER T 7 5 7+ 2 v LIRGTIRA D B0 SEOTETIR~N 7 & 350, BIRENIEHER 7 3 TE % 13
WHNBELD B, b LR—ATAL X—4y 4D 3UHE ERMEOFAR) 2l F T & OBIA» b
EHRBRHBOBMERY T 25 X5 CEFTRE, TTX7 v 2 I THEEHNT B o
om¢®ﬁm&5kbnkﬁﬁ%A#bmbwﬁ@W&ﬁrmﬁéc&KﬁaokkL‘Wﬁm&mf
IHEBE R IHC S BB A o (KBS 2B L 72 (BIENIAL 573 ) < — % 5B H D 114&

B (thAMERD) € EICA B,

GIEEHPEHE RO A # =X L L 3B LT a2 b Hih A v, (B3 ?)BRT 14 X 7 LA ORI
FObBLEY - F3RELZTHL G0 WRTA ATV —EBAYUIEH LRI WDIDTH > %o

CRERBLLES L SBROBEHRTER TR, e ) ICHAHHARRICH 3 oI 24D
&, BT % F¥9F Y (notched) CTNE L W L KRR DOVEES5TH B, c_n%fﬂléﬂfqﬂ#&@:’z%
PORDESKHibL BT AR TED, ¥ MRERT 4 X7V — BRRHBE(HDTEAXL R W) TH
b‘ﬁo\mam(&mmujARﬁumﬂ:CCfTﬁ%mL;5&wa5ﬁ%f417u—&f

SToxEy - FREOBKX YR vice CTCERRLET,

—124—



LT3 23 3) %35 (Fr) & L. BEEORH (S(T)) & ¥ 3. KHBCH B Wl (B °KT) *
RRF 5. Zhi Bright(B) A Reflez(B)(S(B)) BG4 b € L CHST 5o A, S(B) Aok
RBATBCLICEY, BRFFEFTHSL LRLOFETHS &bhd (2235 & Vz(Notched(z)A
Reflea(z) D Bright(z)) & o kKB REEER D B3 LEELTH L nThS 5, HoTs

fBF2, S(B) % 3 FIRENEFURSE f5 OEHFIR f§ = Notched(B)AReflex(B) k%, B3P %
Notched &35 LPIRFHIEE R #i/c 3 C LRALITH B, ThADD, FREAEHIC X > T Notched(T)
PRON, BHOF IRV —RBE¥FFFTH LT LTINS,

AFRICH (1] #BIEL2RCTH Y, BIFCE L TREBLOERE» LOERSBBEC A >T/co ¥ A
B AV bR EBEHMK, HEER, KoK, H/IFE—RcEas L ¥4,
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