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Tt B AR & v ) BLEE 2> & BB & B 5 2y 12

(SCBRIRAT)
JRIERERE VL O MED SEERIEZH 5 HIC

AT, BEHOEE L L TRbONAFENL VG2 )75 % (consequence relation) &
V) BIRIE TR CHIE S 2 A DS E T E /T %0

9 (BRI &) AR S0 50 [BEwEL] & v ) HARGRIIG T 2 205, 9240
FHEESE Tl relevance logic, relevant logic, logique pertinente, Relevanzlogik 7 & & 72 % 2%, F 72 A Hf
FeDATHONTC & 72 I B X OB O FEHEI L F IS TEREE 2 L C—EMEEEICH 5 s T LT K&
22D V=125 5N5, | DHORH (HBWAE 27— LR ESOEITE L 5T
ABRM & IFATE ) I2iE, BB EH» L ERNEICIERS L. Orlov, Church, Kripke, Prawitz,
Ackermann, Anderson, Belnap, Routley, Meyer, Dunn, Brady ... & \» > 725822 5 2% L. Orlov @
b DI 1920 FRL ENLIMNE S0 ERUUETH 20—, 22HDOZ V=7 (RIIYBIFEE DK
2B 7% AT WSS EBEFRT 4) Tld. Weingartner, Schurz, Stelzner © 25X FHME T, L Gemes b &0
LND0b LI, 512 Angell X Diaz l&, 5 1 70— T LM 201 d B 5 AR EIZIE
2OHDO I V=T IBTH725 9,

MO O L, [REALE HIET | vs [HIES 2] L) F—T— FTRIOND, £
FEHEE LT, WZOv— 78 [BEEoEM] 2R3 2 & v BN S 5%

B ER Ok & L ¢, BRI OIS 513, #f% b 72563 &9 A e b3
LEHOT T —F %R D,

L SIS 2 O P SR Y - IEM & A THGmOFMEIOEENSL, THE (20
FEHFHIOET ) 2, BB 7 + =< VR TED S 1 HED, NV MifeRiETH D .
22T, MEOESZ [FEH] S ERXOEEGE R 5),

EIRSTHANT 205 ? ABRMIZBWTIE, HELTLEHEEGNHLET L (AR E
DB, RERHANS 2O T 2L, EROERBRICTFE ANS 2 LT, ke iES

! J{LFEC Shramko 1999, Rivenc 2005 %5 3 & % %%,
Z OERN BB D 2 ATEARGIEE, RIS,
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. BHOH XA GE VLIRS 2. LI FEE LD, Hiloe A EHMOLy b
REDDLRGEOT, B BHRAEEY LT, L, Bl WwERKOAD» LKL AL 4
L] 95, L) O, OV THD,

WSS D /it Tld, #HOH L% b o LHEE - PRI, BEE T REEDSHRT 2,
Woid, WIS L 2 EHEA ML LTHRL, 22007 1 vy — &% 3L
T EROYMOARZW LD Z LT, BELLEEZBEONbDET R, €9 LTELNIE
GBSO (TVT) X3y 7)) b T [AEAL] SNd - AT E. LI ML
W ZEIEERILTH S,

TANE =LA ? L DB ZTHEIEDOSNLWTHIUT L v, BIZIE [RicEEN
L EAHOMBOERBEBIIHF L TH 5] IHHFEICEDONL, LoT. BlZIE p&qid
HEAHETHEE, pD (@Dp) BIEDT 4V F —FfFIE ) LEBGHHOEHTL H 5D T,
HELLAEGDOERI R D, =75, (pDOp) D [(qDq D (pDp)] IFAEEHOENHB
EAMBRELIC 7 2 O THEORESGDERZY 2%V 202 2HORXIL 1 2 HOXO M EAH
pllpDOp%x. qilqDqx—HRICRALTHONG, DFD, HEOEAIIMAICHLTHLE
TWHWEIIR L, —iIZ, EHOEEGE L CERsmBEiE, —RRACELTHETw S
RL, EF26NM50T, ZOHBEESE, [WRE] LIFENECOTEI RV, LHEETES
259,

%O [RICEEFNLmELHO BB OENEHIIFETH L] L) 74 v — 541,
NL@ED Do 720 HOBI%Z 1 DT THB < [Bffo#mICHENLIMEE 2 b2 THOR
MEOFHRO P EENT VS ] L) GHEREOR#E 7 + — < VAR TRAETHATD
% [EEROBMICHET 2 EZEHIEI LT EOTIC ENS | L) EFHTH S, Anderson
& Belnap & Dunn H25FIZWIZEL 72 E, R, T &\wo 22 ARV EEREHICB W T, ZOEHIE
W7z &Ny — 7 Parry 512X % Al (Analytical Implication) (& Z D57z L. L. B4
bENTWD, SOFEFH (7405 —) 12iF, HOOLNZHELD L. [HEAOFHNIZHE
THAEEH L, BAENICBIN L EZEHICIE, BT 2500FET L] THH ., ZOFHHE
FlE ABRM O ) s b 72 L T b,

FkD LB, =D T 4 VY =4 GRIFIUTRNIEE), 2he 2 ) 73 aR 7 bn%
G LEFL BIZE RACHLTHE TV 250 BWEE 2 E- ) A bsnb 2 & &5
Lz, 52 £ ) [EEXOBREICHET 28 ZHE LT HHEORIZOBING ] v 2
ik WaBlobr — 2 %0725 9 SHHEEEIC LD AL, BEMEOEM O & 7% & F IR0 E
M1 (paradox of addition) T 7bH, EERPHLESZEIF L L VIEN L2 ) 7T 5T LHH
KBIET A NY =3B DI, FHEIZHRBULTETWEDENL,

TIEWSS VS 74 vy —(ZFHUT Lo THL & bz NEAIE, B TBEM] & R
ml oEMPSO, MEREHXLBRESNTLEIR, M7 vy —Thd) FEHI)

PORRIICIEA— (AVB) LESNDFEICT, FHRILIZBIT 2 Ross D/8T Fv 7 AFOHRKE L %%,

- 118 -



Tt B AR & v ) BLEE 2> & BB & B 5 2y 12

bDIEH ) e BHEETIZDOEIT S
IPAROEETADPKDOL &, AICHHL TV LIMEEEO S 12TH, Ehx iy
WU OGEEEHICEENRAZBL, =7 v b THBGRENIC] BT sEE, T FA
1ZIERIHERY (irrelevant) &5, BIHEO 7 4 V7 — &, T FADIERGEA TR WS L 525
T Do

BIZIEEED A, 7 AFBICBWTBHNOS L GEEHIEEAEEICEERZZ 0% B &
T HW, HHEHENIZA, CAFB AR IONS, =47 v MRIA, CAFBIX. Eo7
AN =G L o THPAND I LIZh %, FIC. AFBDARAFAVBALEIIBWTY,
BWOMLEOMEAHME 2 #MYICE S THRLIZAB ICOVWTAFB DABLUARA
VB I HEREICBW TR T AD T AFBDA L AFAVBORE LS 7 14 v —4fF1C
ToThiEnsd, —, B2, EOT74 V7 —FKHEORRFIZCBWTTI = p&q. A=p
ELED (b oq ridEEHET ). Wi, HHHENICEp & qbp 3L, HlOp &
r CBERZ 7 p&qbr BRI TH 90, 2OV —4r v VEBIZED 74 vy — (0F)T
FA DBk OER CIFBEN TR WEOERE) TSN, 2F ) [BER] 2w
— U NThbEnDb, =T = p&pl ELTALE, T FADEDp& 1 plpidh
WO p EHRATHZEZ L9 25 IGRE IS5, 2F ) 74 V8 —&MZ5ohoTL
T, MiRp&qlFpldOK A p& = p FpldBkH L 2 Y BENRELLRA [q=—p) T
BOENDZENBL.ZOT ANV —FHIC Lo Tl S N-RESGIRACH L THE TR,
L,

TIFFEFOF — 7 — F [E#ERR] 1ISH#D 9. 3K TIL. Shoesmith & Smiley 1978 A3H.
[ B 4% (single-conclusion relation) & 54 DIZHRE L TH < % MR L X o sb.
hCThizh, Lo ZeWBEOMOEED 2HMFKRTH 5, 2 L UnbBthe i3, —E0%M%
KTz LR A HIRIAR D 2 & 72 L B LT A, FRC IO S 58055 B 6

FPEERN 2L, RS2 TR olexeo 2 EXBEOMPUC Lo CHE %
By LWV HEER Lz BT, BB (BIZIER) 2RHEMRTHL LIZT RA (THERX0
£E5. AIEFR) PHEZT L0, TORTOEEDVEIZLD L) 2 TORRIZBNTALE
EBRBHTHLIELZERT D, LT 5072,

—Ji BEERI R FTETIE, (VL MRIERIEETIE) A LSRRI E D/ T, (i
I AB EHANCH o 72 A 7 v TEIZ L > TR B bfmN L BT o T FE L7O)

4B IEERXTE S JRRBRT, HEREIRATWA, BIZIE AL B2S COERmSNs] % [(A&B) D
CLVIXDPERTHL] CETRILZDOTELL [ABRCHZLR [Y—7 v ] £HTHL] b Tho
TR D, L), WA BEDW) T4 vy —id, GRS LTRY% [V—7r v ] &Hrs, @
MOBHBLDS, BIZIETA, 7 AFB] ZEEMYERLAICHCSNE, PIFZ20O X ICHBEER o

5 4l (multiple-conclusion) D5 12D TILETF O, Scott DFfHH L= Gabbay 1981, Bochman 2001 & & £,

o AL, FRIERAETE (connective #) IZIEEE L2 Y (HIMEEZR SICLD) 5250, Y 0
B (HMERI SR L1k ) ZHTRE 352 LT,

- 119 -



Tt B AR & v ) BLEE 2> & BB & B 5 2y 12

FEHOBESZED, HERRT RAWEFEBRTHL LiE, TEHSEEGL L TEALHIHRE
EHO ANOERPFAET 2 L2 BRT 5, L LTERT 5.

3 D HOTFEEE AR RIS, Bl S | BIRGHeaiam & (ZMIZIS, R ASLUT O & FF Ok,
JRRERAMR LIRS, L LTEFH TS AST ZBIET RA (Overlap), (TUA) RADDOETDHB
EAIDOETRBZSIFT RA (Cut)y ZLTCI RAZSIE (TUA) RA (Weakening) fHL =
ZTARKOES, BEIATH %,

EHIZ42HOTEE LT, BRGmWTEO—KbE LT, mBlEII0 3 2 kb EEtd
HRE VI DDEEZ L (AL, MRICE > TRHEPELE 2 ) . HUFEREZR/FET5 2L
BESRLTBL) V) bordh b,

Pl 4 ook a Tl —ole NERER] 2205 2 813, o528 28K F
FETHY ., LB, JFEERRIIY -V A4V [ F] THRRELL I,

Avron 1991 13, Kleene @ 3 fEFHH 25| E AWV L TUTO LI IZE ).

3ME (10, 0.5, 1) OBEIfEKTIZB VT, 1 DA% H (designated value) & L. 0.5 & 01315
EFhe HELZRIT 1OV MAZ L1242 GEIEET). —H. 1 £ 05 B LAY H
BN HOEEIZ I QH) MBEOEEROESE L -T2 GHIIZCIENBT). 2% 0.,
EEX GEetkzaift T udEEX) ORENHILHETH S &) VT, Kleene O 3 fH
AL, EOMEOR A, EEHESHELOT, FELEV (?) Bvid, 2e5mEE )
FIZRD00? Z L THREOYE A, Kleene @ 3 HimELL, HHEGHIMLEF— LWV FIIR D, L
A LEHEARIEANT I P AT Y P THVWEDLL, JIUEIHL 2ICAEEITH S 9,

& T Gabbay 1973 1E. 17 entailment logic &5 D& JRAEREIRE VO B2 LMRL 2 L%
RIET %, RELGLEDPRY HITEROPOFN, F—baY—2Fehwim#Thdh, b—T
0y — (BVILERE) OREGL L TREE A THED S TIEIHEHITE v r b7, 22
Th=taY=0, LoT [HFR] OEFRIT. BIITHEERO 4 OHOEREE LTRALD
D% . Routley & Meyer 258 L 72 3 THEYFE W gEMERIFR AT BB 7 L — A BMRGER IS L 72 b
DI TWD, T, FREWRERMRE L T2 HBRORDL D IZ3HBREZH VWL 7L —L4F
BRFld. Routley, Meyer, Gabbay H 25 & N2V IZAEICE 572 L 9 7225, w2 & 6k, FIZ,
EHOES L AL LG CEERHEOMRO 7201 7z, D F ) AHAD HE PN L EHO
BEL—HTH L1, UK (F—1ruP—) OM&EEEDLILIZE ST 2F 0, 4L
ELES DFE " I2B VT Routley & Meyer DB/ d, JRAERIMR & L CORMRHETIEA <,
EHOEE L L TOMEREICH 2,

7B ZIETEICE L TR 05 EAEIT0 L 1 AANED L EHF 3L LTS W BEIREV LIRS H,

SOWRIINT AV VAT Y N b, NTAY VAT e MARANDHY, EEOBIZOEA, " AFB
Lixnbnzl, DFYHE A BIZOWTA, TAFBTAWVWI L2 EKT S (22T FHIEADETEL
SHMHHEEERT 5 2 L R ERORBEEKRO 1 DHOEREPSBWIRIZ)). AI205, BIZ0 231
E BN ETHE, FHAPMBELRLhH. A, TAFBTERL RS,

0 T L= LK TOEMEFMEEAED. 7L —ANOERERICHL T 2EFEOMTEEFMEINLZ L Th -
T, ZO7 L —AIBWTEYLATH L, LT55,

10 Routley fll 1982 %,
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Vo eBiAE, BEREELICBWTIEE L 2 EEIZHRTH 5, Hlrbe LTid, K
— 5V FRONREN 2w B0 I2iEb 5 A 4, Bl 21X Wojcicki 1988 %° Font & Rodriguez
1994 LAHZIE, 787 T 2 2 A7 ¥ FRRELO )L F —FRO I XHE Batens 25— K] (80 £48) 2
L7z, BERREICE T % 2 KOG CHVBTHH ) D

LIEVo TH HARZEHOEA L LTTIEZR CVREBR (MR 21 derivability [
HEARRD) &) FUCOWTRIERREIC B L TE R R, B4 BREEDIR SN TV L HIZONnT
LR T Do 7o 7EH S 132 b v 5o 5 2.1F Brady (213 Rules in Relevant Logic I&I &\ > 2
LB LD TOFHD p113 THRIIAE-EIZH 5 (derived) rules & & deductions 72 > L derivations
DT ETHDHEMR, HEGHHICBWTIERITH SN B LR ERTE R RBI SN B o072
JERE B4R (derivability) (2D T, 3THBEMRMREIR 7 L — A2 X 2 EWRGmN T 710 —F T2 4
FrLTwa,

72, Lo Avron 1991 13, BRI O WTO— IR R EMED S OFLZE o 7205, K
WU, ZEEE A S . £ D8 HE TIiE Anderson & Belnap & Routley & Meyer D3 L 5
& — % ) L 7 SRR o B GG L & $ERE 3 5 Whither Relevance Logic? &\ ) i X3 5o Z 2T
AR OB MR E OB A, AR C 2 R EDFERZHE—MTHM L, BB 540 V)
WHRERNEETTCnoTnd, L THOE-HFTESNLHH D 1 D12, derivability (proof
from assumptions) D7 Anderson & Belnap & Dunn & D FFE/FIZB W TIILE LT, D7 <
EBSTHHOERNHEINDL LV mddb. ZELTIDLEHE L & [HRED S OFE
HI 2BV, g b bffim~Ne 25, ABEBANCHI > 72F RO A 7 v TEIAFAET
B, BEGEL I BT, R EEHE b D Modus Ponens DI/HZ Adjunction & FFIEIL S FRHT (A,
B,/ A&B) PFETEL. TNHHAOMAIHE L TEEMEZOD (D F DIERFIOHT, 202
DOBANZ. FBATT 2 X L N—ICHEIZEA L T2 BFI A 2N =2 ED I L TRV D).
zine b, BAIZBHTE 25705 2 = 13EHAUE2Z (0 F ) ERR 2 KT T 5
AUN—IZIGEATEZR ) L T500, ZOHEIE, EH00BANICZOFIREHRET O, &
HVIEI I, o EITREE DM A A DE S S, Avron DI TlE, Dunn & Restall D
Relevance Logic % U" Anderson & Belnap @ Entailment vol.1 |[ZB\>T 538 1) OEFHRMPRIET 5 & »
HITETH A

Avron OHLFNLHEFTTUARET 5 [BIEFHE ] ~OEEHBEN 2 b O T - HORMED |
JRAEBIAR L VOB S (A7 2D Gabbay D X 9 121E) ELIEY T CTiER L. ZomL?
VT T B RGP O 55 BI ARG AREE 2> & OWFFENERE T 5 K E RRIBDF LN DR TIIRWES .

' 5] 2 1Z. Batens & Van Bendegem > FIH|Z 1%, Anderson & Belnap @ Entailment |22\ C, [T EEYE [derivability]
LV BREZDOLDIZOWTOEHENZHOIE, RETIET MR LrIb i TnAv, Fich O ERLO 4
Tk, BHZAHTLHICESNTBY), AR LOEEPOLHMEELLIZTIR AV EEPNTW A,
[derivability ] & (%, SEIZZ81F 72 Shoesmith & Smiley DJFHERIR % BT 20 o 2 FH. feEm ko 2 &
Thbo

2 AR, B (rule) PSEIMEE TS 200 RUAMERFT 200, £727L—20LTORS ¥ b (W
) I2TZH) T 2000, mEOMAEDLET, HAlZ SHEEIIHET L5 EL T,
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725, M derivability D E %A 5 FEMH S FAET 2 O DOEH D Avron 12 £ 5 537 1E. Brady &
derived rules DEBALFHND GG 2 E L EbLETHAEL TV 2 & T, [BIEGHE] & v
Fl2B VT, Ml $ 72 BRI ER S NWIRERIRDS, Wk 2 8% e b, F720EI12
#H4 L 72 Gabbay = X %, Shoesmith & Smiley @ £50U D J5#:12 & 2 I BARE O B H R~ O
BHE, E0X) Y ERELZOD, Loz SO, {7 Fu—F%
Batens |2 & 2 OB A BRITIE, OB % 15 2 LDl 207 —<I2, #Hifzk
B TTCLNDEDOTIERNES ) Do £ LTIBMIZIE, ABALAEE L v WSS OFEIRIZD
WD HIRR AR A S 2 e ERAANDRIED O N L FHEMET 230 TH 5,

(EbRT )~ P - db R i)
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