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(sub-type)

( synecdoche)

tuschi, p. 281) ,

(isomomphisn)

(super-type) :

(1) (taxonamic hierarchy of

“ " (central force systam)

(automormphisn)

Way, p 187) ,

types) ,
X

(mereological hierarchy of

(Mon-
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”

(possible worlds)

( counterpart corresgpondence)

, w “x oy
y , w o, “ X
, W S T, x
- " (situation)
’ " (Lewis, p 234) ,
, S T
T , S T
S T
X T T f(x) S X

(Steinhart, p. 4)



- 103-

ST fa fa
G F , G F” , (S, T, %)
G F S
C(x), G(x), F(x) ‘ ", C(x)
(Steinhart, p. 221)
(fuzzy logic)
1
2
(L. A. Zadeh) 1965
X , X X
X ={x} X A B (X)
X , [0, 1] fan (x) X A
X A A )
, 0 1 X A, h(x) =1 X A , A(x) =0
, (%) A
0B <« <1, f(x) =20,
. X A A : , (x)<PB, , X A A
@ () a pB . B <h(x) «, CYX A

C T(h(x)2a) F(h(x)<B)

UB <h(x) <a) (MacComac, pp. 86 - 87)
3
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fn (x) 1
) 1 :
4 : B
, 0 <« <1, ,

B : y, : 0<
B <y <« <1 : : c T(h(x)=20) F
(h(x)<B) DB <k (x) <) Ef<h(x) <) a 1 B 0,

S , D

E : (epiphor)

(digphor) \ ,
(representative) ('suggestive)
, (M acComac, pp. 87 - 88)
, a B vy, 0B <« < <1,
: o B
a 1 ,
, ‘ " : . By ,
y «a : : ,
By , ,
, ; y «a
( Indurkhya, p. 78)
(abductive logic) ,
, , X
, Y X ,
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(Peirce) ,
l 1
) XY
; 3 X Y” Y ,
“ X Yn , “ X Yn ( )
2 ’
M A (Sl Tl f\/l ) 1 { El 1 Em }
{Lll Lm}! {Rlu Rn}
Ll 1 I—m ]
Rl ’ Rn y T y
(S T, &) ;
{L11 Lm}! I—i {Rly Rn} ,
{M} {Rlv Rn} {Lla Lm}:
M
Ll! Lm y f M
, (Steinhart, pp. 191 - 193)
3
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P" , B , A
; , B “s R”, A
, A B “*S R’
A B R , B “S R’ , “s P
113 S Rll ,
(Hesx, p 121) . ,
(adaptive) (ampliative)

, “ " (D' Hanis, p. 35)
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The Trandormation of Ontology and the Face of Transcendence

L iu Kaihui

This pgoer discusses Paul Ricoeur and Emmanuel L evinas' attitude towards ontology, On the one hand,
that Ricoeur revised the conventional ontlogy means that he not only has replaced the question of* it is’ pur-
sued by conventional ontology, with the phenamenological descriptions and the hemeneutical analyses of the
guestion® both it isand it not is’ fomally, but al® renovated this kind of ontology in content On the other
hand, starting from his typical reading of ontlogy, L evinas hasproved the preferential and important meaning
for his' the ethics for others’ and its superiority o ontlogy, and the mportant significance for philosophy
Accordingly, the revison and transcendence to ontlogy is a strong current in contamporary French philoo-
phy Thispaper tries o affim the meaning and value of the trend

ThelL ogical Features of M etaphor

An Jun & Guo Guichun

Based on certain nev thoughts and methods proposed by modem logic, such as type hierarchy theory,
possible worlds samantics, fuzzy and abductive logic, thispaper describes and analy<es the logical features of
metgphor fran the pergectivesof construction, esence, truth conditionsand inference Finally, It elaborates
the dialectic and cooperative relationships betveen metaphor and logic, pointing out that the essential logical

features of metgphor are adaptive and expansionary.

IsValue Consensaus Possible and How Is It Possible?

Shen Xiangping

It isan mportant theoretical and practical question whether and how we can get value consensus under the
condition of value diversity and pluralisn On the basis of questioning the pluralisn, this pgper brings forth
me possible reasons how value consenaus ispossible and pointsout the folloving goproaches The construction
of ideology, value cial contract, overlgpping consensus, fusion of horizons rational canmunication and value
clarification, which are the main gopraches o the value conseensus The same focus from above mentioned sug-
gests that we must strengthen the study of political conditions language base and the publicity if we wish o
reach value consenaus



