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Empirical Equivalence and the Logical Problem

Naoki MIWA

DO (Theory of mind, DUR ToM) 1%, HEFRHIRIAIZBT 2REMR MY
ID—DTH5. 1970 FREEE, $ZE < O ToM HHFESTHNTE /=, FRHCHTIE
MHIRRE bR S T\ 5.

ARETIE, $#I1C Logical problem (LR LP) 2FRHIN ZEEZHS. £3 ToM B &
ULP OMZEERAR (§ 1) D, LPIHT 3 X F X E R EET Cilkin & 5
2% (§2). 205 XT, LPICT 5 25 Likam 2 ERIVFMIED B2 5 ¥ D
XM TE SR hERT (§ 3).

§1 DD/ Y Logical problem

ToM FFZEDUi# 1% Premack ¥ Woodruff 12 & % 1978 FEDEERTH 5. 1% 51% ToM
WOWTLIRD & 5125 LTWw3 (Premack and Woodruff 1978, p.515).

E{£%3 ToM (theory of mind) 222 W5 & &, ZOEKNH D HEPME Iz
DIPREZIFEL TV Z e 2EHKT 2. (FIg) ZoEoH##HS 27 410%, #
e LCTHYICARINE. 2W0WI Db, £525 LAREBIZEEBEEET
3, FERZEOIRT LIE, THl, FrcoEYOITENCOWTTHIT 3
DIMEZZDHTH 3.

Z DOFELARE, b LS DEID ToM ZHio0 e WO RIWIZE R 278, £ DFE
BRI A U PERINTE .

* HHERA:
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1.1 FHERBRTH1>

DEPREEICE, BHEREOHBEIRED S, HEk - ERORBICW2FTXEIE
REEADHD, YOLMIREBICEREZY TEDIEIERC > TR S, AHTIIRE
MR _DODEBRTY A V2D LiF5.

¥ 3 EFLD Premack & Woodruff 1%, MEGEICEITZTF 20 P —DiER%E T R
FE2Z2T, EOENK - HMNEIEL TV I EMEFL X5 & Lz, BRI,
WA DF Ry =13 % T, ADMUS2OMEEEZTVWIHET (k—&X—ph
TOVTEVRY) ZBILEBMGE RS, KIC2KOEE (55 1 RIEHEEOMREE
RT) BEERIN, WIThEERT 2 L5 1CRDON 5. BRKIEZ  DRITTHR
PEERIEERER L2720, BEBENONICH L TIELWHBZRELTWS A&
72 &7z (Premack and Woodruff 1978).

Hare 53 ToM ISP 3 BB 21T - 7225, WHRE L=DAIREE ¥ G EIZKE
Bigs. WHRF ARy —ORBERSERORRE, FEY S LOBASGH CHIE
LS Uiz ERNRZEEIMUTOLBYTHS. FTENMERKRL HAFEKL 2 E
BISFTOMMICHE L, ®oDFMIc 2 >0HE2BE L. A OEIZTBIEAAYD &
ETEOEED S RABRNE S RoTWE. 25 LIZRITHMERI S & O
AP 2RBELLE 25, HFEPORIZBROVEHOH AR o770, MEFITHE
ZhEL ZOEREME > TW5 L& (Hare et al. 2000).

1.2 Logical problem DiE#HE

1970 SRR, £ < OFED LELD & S RFERTV 4 2L TE . M3y
2¢E D3 Premack & DFEFRZE 7= /- UHEFEL TH D (Dennett 1978 2 ), ZDOWNAEIEE
12, EEERN ToM & EUIE—HLTWES D, ZOHRICHZ2FELH D DHEETE
UTHHTETLES, tWI D7 o7 (Lurz2011,p.9). SHFLICA - THEGEH
BT H ZORIEDL S #Hi X AUI U7z, Povinelli ¥ Vonk 1%, EiRD X 574 ToM
DEBRFTI A > T 25 (Povinelli and Vonk 2003) OHIT Z ORE% “logical
problems” (p.160) X FRL7z2. ZHLUE—MENIC “logical problem” & FEFI 2 X 51T

! Hare 513 Z Ofthic & 2R EE THEBEEIT> T3 (Hare et al. 2000).
2 “logical problems” ¥ %13 7=FH 12T, Povinelli and Vonk (2003) 1ZBIRANIBRTIZ W RN
A, e 2 Lurz I RO X5 E/kLTWS (Lurz 2009, p.306).
Z OBEDS logical problem & UL THINTE DL, —EOMIEED, ZAIEBTHRRTZ L
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7% o7z (Andrews 2020 ; Lurz 2011). FARNZIE, 178 - IREF 230 D O A THMEK
D1TE1% FHIT & % £ 3 % Behavior-reading hypothesis (L' BRH) ¥, D HIREED
I %/ L CTIT8IZ Tl L TWw % & 3 % Mindreading hypothesis (LUF MRH) D EA%
ZEBIC K> THAITE 27, W0 RZMICEwRFHREML TE7 (Lurz 2011). &
T, ZhoZonRFHZFRTERIITETVRVWE T 25mE L MEEER) &
f, 3 TIZ MRH QLI+ o TWa 2T 2mE%E 2RIk L.

§2 Logical problem X 3RA

INET, ZL OUBERHIRIESE - REEZED LP I 2@m4Ics L TE .
AEITIE, RERWZRHE OFERPL TN T 2 I0EO—E 2 BT 3.

AR D Povinelli & DFiSCIE, BIfEICHE < HEEERO TG & A%E 5. 513 MRH I
DOWTEITD X 5127872 (Povinelli and Vonk 2003).

F RV Y=, TEOMF AN CEE L 2R R R T 5 2 2 i3kRvi
V. L2aLl, HsEENCIZT, DRREBOBIAD S Z 5 L iigz g
LTWBDEA50? 3hbb, Ho1E Dol 2Ro025507 (h
M) 2D XS RIREICE > T, WhrkRZHANRADFEF /LN TOR
WZ 2 %/R3 (Povinelli and Vonk 2003, p.157).

WMok, Fr Y= RBITHOMSBEENEH S L5 AT, 2z DRIREE
EWVWSBRDPHITI VD DTN REWEE T 5. FUor D —IdbNESRE
BN UTHROD, 20ZEHH ATEMRDOADXS> »» (BRH), ATEHHMK+
DIPIREED RS 2 (MRH) ZEEFEOMZETIEHBITERV VS, L2 ZX§ 1D
Hare 5 DEETIE, BAEERDIEDEE 2 WS YT H D D O ADMEN 7= AT EEM:
Whsb. EESIWEBRH 2 TE 2D LT, Heyes DRI T X+ (Heyes
1998) WHEMLEBRTIFA Y E2RET 2. COERTIEET, 208 IZANTY
(MBI S 3B R R IOTREDATY - WD SRR 2 FODANT Y, RBih
SIREDENT L2 20T Y EBAITERV) 22 ZUHEBIKICHIEE. 2

HEHENCTERVWHOTH Y, R LT, BREOGOMTIIEMDEGOT SN THEDR
YEZCERNLTHA.
7272 L Povinelli HI3EBRIC L > TIRIRTEZ 2 EZ TS, HHIZEZEHL, BEDOFER AT XA
LEEZZVIRD IR TERWDICZ AT 72D 25 5. 2B, #5255 “logical problems” & 18
BB EH 5 7-DI%, KD ToM FEEED Z N ZIUCHEDBATWS Z RiERT 27297125 5.
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D, BTV EDPRoT 2 N\OEBRELBL I, WRESEE S D0FEBREICEHZ
WTENZ T 20853 5. FRONTYEDLR - LFEREF I THZWE T 2585,
HEORHEER /Y L CHERF IR R CE L e Hifiahs. ZORETIE
RO & SLERNZBIRE WS UHINTLH D 2H X 2n/-0, BRH 3HREn 2 &
W,

[FI4EIC Tomasello 51%, FEROEMITIRENRITHFIRISGHE RV LT RO X
512G L7z (Tomasello et al. 2003). Povinelli &% Hare 5 D EERICE LT, YHEE
FDL DD D LATEN— LB SN REMICEE T 208, 25 L —L%
EDOXSICHBTELZPREKRLTEST, 7 Fhy 7 hHHOAREEEZ ERL TV
T ERV. FiFLKNEHREL BRH ZHRTE 2 E e L TREBIRE T A b E
RELTW32, Hare 5OHWBHLMAY D S REIRRICHT YA TH 2. [T
ZAER LIS, & D B iH AR E ICFTHEZS ) (Tomasello et al. 2003, p.240) ¥ \»
SHMHT, MRH Z2XXH3 2% ODMREZE T I3 TER.

Povinelli 513, FEROKMTODE a0t 22 EL LML TORVE LT, XD X
S E L7z (Povinelli and Vonk 2004). %3, BRH 28E 3 2.0 7t 2 (#
SATHERATENCE T 2 &2 %2f5) S, 2 LT, T(M O 7Bt R e NMET 5.
BRH TRATENCEI T 2L — D Z K REL R 5728, MRH IZHARTHWI TRV
FIREN 20 LRV, ZRRELLRWV. 205 DB EHNRHERICE 2 &,
ToM O 7at ik, S, BPFEHATITHRRZLICKEEHTZ2Z X TEROHLLTH
. S, BEOEBN LT ATH S0, LIKEE ms TRT L, ToM D71
TR Spims EERIETE, Spims £ Sp KD BHFOCHEIZSDOE ZHRV. THIC
MRH 1213, ToM 232D & 5 RIS %ELS 2B LT, EERE O RAMOIE R B
WBIELWE WSRO TN H 225, ZHWUIMEDH 2ETHD, 25 LIZERIC
FHRa 3 MRH ORILZ R 2 HE YA T4 (cf. Penn and Povinelli 2007). Z
® & 512 MRH - BRH O EBAZHBAITERWEED FHA TEEEEBRETES
%, LPIFRERTERV. 2L Z0M»6REN2 DI BRH 25+531258 1 22 ARGt
THcWVWS 2 THoT, BT 2 FERTIER V.

3 Tomasello et al. (2003) 1%, “derived behaviorism” (p.239) &\ FEIZDOWTHHIZRHIAZ LTV
WA, RDESICEZLNS. DEYICBET 2 —RORITEH LRI, 550 2HHEDONKRRDTFE
&5 AJs\w. —75 Logical problem @ BRH &, fth# 0.DAIREEICE$ 2 RFUCBD, 2 DIFE
BHELERVNOTH>T, TRTOERREPELT 2 BEER (Heyes 1998, p.102). =0k 5 ic#
A% Y, BRH BITHEROERRENREZ L AL S 20 Lk, Zhwx, —ikHy - St
HRATBEE» SIREL bR e it hTnwa D5 5.
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REE#ED Lurz &, Povinelli 5 & ARk, REDEEBTIZ LP ZERTERVWE T
% (Lurz 2009 ; 2011). —MMIRFEERTVI A4 > Tlk, DIREZIRE T 2 H S 2
I BITEIDFENR,LD 2 L THEREL 5 572%, MRH * BRH ¥ 3 IZiER &2 HHT =
xS, BUF, MRH 2 E$ 2 fE{k% MR @ik, BRH »8E 5 5 fE{£% BR fE{K
¥F0¥. Lurz X MR K (A ¥ §2%) OoaMBMBER (B r$2) OfTE%2EIICT
HTEDXIRFEBRTFA YOEMFEL LTUTD 3 2% R L7 (Lurz 2009, p.307 ;
Lurz 2011, p.77).

(D AW, BIEATRERFH s 25 B OLAVREE m OFHLE 2 E T 2B 21D
(2) AlZ, BODWREMICE->TBREr&2337255 5L 2HEA%ER
ZiEN

(3) A B OfTEIZFHIT 2R1IC, s XA TOIRED, MEAPHED r X4
TOTENCORA B (g EU 2 M OBEE R0 (FEE)

Heyes 2M2% L7258k (Heyes 1998, ='— 7 L% W/ RRBRILF HER) X Lt D5
FTARTEHMAT LIICRZ 22, FEBE Q) oMV oMEZHRTETLiRVEL
54,

Lurz 1%, TH DD R (seeing-as) | Z 5 KB THIX, HEDOAIZ X 21TH)
FHNIRATREIC A2 2 22 L7z (Lurz 2011 Chapter 3 ; Lurz 2009). 1% H & 283
% Appearance-Reality Mindreading Theory 12 &k % &, HIHIREEZNE TE % MR fHIK
DHH, MELDOANT2MEFCIFETES. 207D, EEOLDL R THE S
X RERTFA v AETE, MREKE BRERICRLZ RISZHFTES L
WS, BRENCIE § 1Tl Hare 5079 4 Y 2B LARBREZ R LTV
(Lurz 2011, p.101-106). % 3HURMA (HOEA) o, TEAMEKEY A XDRRS 2
DO HREZ T SNAUIKREVEEZIS Z ), VhNEWFIiZLrERZT
ROINFZONSVEEZIS ) 2¥EIES. BRIKEZ 512, BRITOKREZD
RAF=ZEZ MY FERHE - Hihg) 2RESH, 2ORATEZHEETS. 2L
TT7 A MRFETIE, DSWVWE (SEF2) REVE (L &3 5) dZhzhfkITIHh
KET - fi/ e E =, EAEERN2 S H 2 & KE X pWilEg 2R3 LT 2 R E 5

f I— BT 2 NOEREIZL b IERRO K ICERERERTTVWS. I TRBART— 7L
ZHBRZ WK, BRAZT— 270 % BEES Z0IA e UTYBIINGERSR L 548 TY, ik
& BRI =N %0 ERE QAR TR EAE2 2 e TE %) LHEL, MRH O
THle —B3 2R 2 TR E R 55 &S (Lurz 2011, p.80-81).
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DED. ZOL ERMIEKIIMRHICE 2 &, MBUEEREIRKESRAITVS SIS
251 e FHIL, KX LZED WL, —FBRHICX % ¥, 0B RELE
ETERNWED, TEERIEBCKENL 2]37255) 2 FHIL, SIS L
T35 IO LTHKM» SRR FHEZETZ VS,

—77 Halina 1%, LP 3fRRIREMETI RV ELLTDO XS5 CERT % (Halina
2015 ;2017). TEEEIRIZ, BRH ZIRBREL D & 51CA% L (BRH AT S R0 R
DEEHLAY MRH % XH53 2 Z 2idRkW), 205 R THTILRER T A Y0 b Tl
BRHEFEH LI 2L EZTVWEEIE. LLSETREINTELERTY A ViZ
FTARTLP OFREFIZR o TRV, 205 Db, S &38RO R G 2%
TAECEZ 2 WS a2 (MRH OfE) 3#IC, FIEMAEZRMNCTSHEEL ©
W3 7 atx (BRH OfE) o TRbOLNZ 55728 24Uk Hempel (Hempel
1958) D\ 5 “theoretician’s dilemma” (1% T % 2B M%Z O CHEMIHE ICFRET
ZTLE9) LHEENICIEZ 502 “mind reader’s dilemma” TH D7, i x4 DEET
1% BRH Z#HTERVOIZHAL 2. L LERREED b & THGEE X uiud MRH
DAl e A7 5. ZAUTF JWCHEGERHRIEPI D HATE e THD, YDOFE
BCHEN T 5 &5 RBIEATRER T D IFHFRENTEL. ThTHikRy LTl
B2 W57 51F, LPIGFIICMIRATRE R IR o T L E 5. 2 ZCHEERRIE
BRH ZI@fREL L LTE X % L EHRATREIC R 5 Z £ 238, BRH % MRH & 14§
AtHiRE e UTIR L, LP 3R RIEEER TRV e KERs 2000 Lvkw. L
L, BRHEZONEBEHEH®KTH D, FERTHEET 7 Fhy 7 RiEiwE T 51
BESTERED, WHURF 2 IZWZ RV, L7225 T Halina 12 X % ¥ LP 13—f&H
REEEMICRE T, R N EETIER V.

MUEZE 5L, Povinelli % Lurz & % #5E)RkIZ, Tomasello % Halina & % ¥

SLurz iC& 3k, ThBBHCHFHIL S 3 BRIEGOTENES 250D, WIhoBHED MRH OFl
L3R5 w5 (Lurz 2011, p.104-106).

6 72 21 ER O Lurz OEBRETHEMN AR LB 2L LTH, XD XS ICBRH THWET 2 2 e
TEZ LS (Halina2017). F 80 O —39IHTHAE - /e B3 L %, @HoBENRHY)
DD kS, LIS LTZEALOMLMARERT 2. LA LEML-HLTD, ZOHICEM
RAFICR LT, BP0 TZIUCN RO 2 RS2 R L, SRECEENT 2 iRk D
BH%. D7) MRH O5E il T E k0.

7 Hempel @ theoretician’s dilemma 3B 356 % x5 ¥ 5% (Hempel 1958) —7 T, Logical problem
FEYIOLOERRENRE LTWR 2 WVWHIEWEIHZDOD, MiHFIIIKELREUEIRDLEND &
W5 (Halina 2015).
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TRICHHEC = 2. EEIRIE, MRH X b ZRHIMICHAZ: BRH 2 BHITE 2 ERUI
7% <, MRH Z#EES 2 13 F 72 GV EBR TV A V2 BERERIR 60w EeE R
5. —HTXFIRIZ, HEEEIRDME % D ToM FEEI KD 2 HHEI A HITEL, £S5 LT
KR THRRTFA V3D ARV ERNS, #151%, MRH I3ZREREMHD D
TP BN TEZ—77, BRHIZT Fhy 7 2 {FFISGEE S, MRH OFH L 1A
REBRVEHL S,

ToM EBRICHRTHEDOR L SICHT 5 20D & 5 E W, SO 3
RROBNMCHHKT B, HRFRICLZ 2, DIPREDOIRETH 50w 2 #5H % 3T
%% MRH i, ZHTHEBERL—LE2EETRIZZ 570 BRH & b 3 EOHiFE
0. —HTEEIRIZ, MRH E2ORICHHENFES2 D L LIPREORIE O™ %
HET 37, BRH DDA I =X AETOERINEEO L 55, Sito#H
WZLP QEER My 27285, RETTIZZ OMEERDS, KD & KB READHE
MICEREYTS.

§3 BRERNFMEOCHRSN SR Logical problem

Logical problem &, FHEF2I2EB1T 2 REERAIVEiM: (Empirical Equivalence) D
M EEICEDS EEZ 5N S, AEITIRERIEMEOB NS, BETTHEITFLE
SR L OO0HT 3.

3.1 ‘‘Empirical Equivalence and Underdetermination’’

AT, SRR 3 2 KRN LEHHE O —2>TH % Laudan and Leplin
(1991) o—ffxF ¥ H 3. Laudan &%, FEREMEORBE KN L, 220560
ERRMUEPEIND L WIHRICOINT 2, W05 2 BIETHREMBL T3,
MRTERIEDAERD LT 5.

SRR I, RO b & THREMICFRERRIENFED 7 72, BIRE
FECEAMLT BRI ER D 7 5 2 GRERRIRR 2 2 A DR HRE) @ 2 A
H 5. BHRHEMNE L L, EROHERSET 7 7 2 ORISR ORREHET.
Laudan 51&, RO 32007 —Eic kb, BB SUIRKEN RSB E 7
W% (Laudan and Leplin 1991, p.451-452).

8 Sober 1% LP ZmHIFIEDOBIAS S LTS (Sober [2015] 2021 45 4 7).
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VRO : BIEARER R OHF OB, BIE-CoMANCHE X 2 BIEEAHEE - Hfi
HIFOIREBIHITH 5

NAP : BRI ARSI L T, BISATRERIEE 25 ST, Ml Ex
FAHRERIC X 2R ERE Y T 5

TAA : HGfD & BIEFRER IR 2 5| & H TR ORI % 5 2 2 Ml 2 HHg,
AR EIND Z L BINRINZ I HD 520D 2 DDRTALER

UED 3 F&D, KRR D 2 5 X QPO RIEER AR & DRI
ThH b, HREMESURKENLRBERZ WS, 2he ZRBRIZEmMIEICE T 2
Hamix, WA S 0RITIRRL ST, RIEOFEBICAHL TV FIUIz 5w
BRANICIZ, &2 BRIV S WIS 2 OBERORBRIFARE TH 2720121, S
HEROMEABET LR TROINZBEND D, X HITZE D 1DIIFHEEMC L2l
IREEASEY) 2 BERRRTHIAL 2 15 o TR T R S 70,

3.2 Logical problem I T B RERASMiL:

AIHOBAMHAZHWT LP OMEZHET 2 XD X517 5. LPId MRH &
BRH 23BN F MR TV 2 202 O S 2B TH 2. Z 2T Laudan 5D
WS TEIRATRER IR 13, BROER TV A4V CHETE2T8cHRD, TofH
FAAS MRH DRERANIFFEOHPATH 5. VRO DPRT X512, 25 LfTEIO L $— b
V=%, FILLWERTIA VORI Tz TVL.

MEERIY, BEOERT VA > Db & TRIRKFIAEBINC Sl R 2 > T
2rEZ, ZORNERIET 27DICERTY A 2w R L, BRH OEBRIIFRE O
P32 2 371 MRH OREBRIIFERE ORI ZIERL &5 ¥ LTWwWa. s o3RI,
FTTIEL DRYBRERTHA VIZ X o T, MRH ORERIIFHEOHIFHIZ BRH ©Zh
WCHARTIEHITEL Ro TV H E#EZ 5.0,

3.1 Tz 3 D07 =BT & 3 &, BERIVER OHFIIEPERAGR ORI X -
TZEF 5. $TIC VRO IWEEKRLEN, D2 2007—EH LP DOMHICHR
3 NAP & b, &KL BB SHEHERT 21 (2 2 QEIARNTRY) 16
DO AARAI R, § 2 XD, MRH » 5 BEBRERZE 121, EREDE

9 MRH ¥ &\ BRH ZITEIO TR D S ICX X EREENH D 55 CHHIRIZZIEZTWS)
72, ¥® BRH %MET %2 TEARMN RN OMMIIZED 3725, Wih s uFiF L 2 HEE
TETVARVE TS (BH2EBICH LTI SR E T K& v 2% BRH ORBRIIFEEICIE, ZDFEER
RHRIZEEIZH, thoZ < OEBHBRIIEZNRV).
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ANDIEAI R EBAIE LD 2 WS BRSO ETH 5 —7, BRH DI, £FE
BTV A B Y 2WENFS» D2, THOFHNC T IE Y172 2w S iR
BOIEETS. LP DA Cld BRH OffBIREIA T LTHD EiFohns 2 e
ZW. fer 213§ 1 © Hare 5 OZEECHT 2 BRH OIS, MHTFEERDERRE
BEBRPENRTFDLDICRB L WIRMICKRBESS. £, Luz DRET 594
REAFENTH LT, Halina 2538472 & 57 BRH TR 2121%, T+ v —i
REQHRKIIK T 2 BEORB2ME T TE S L Vo RHBMRGRARER 2 5.
DB EEc 3 28 kOB TERT 2 &, HEROVBEILTO LS 12
FE5.

B O TR T A > €D BRH IZHE R MHBIE - FRAIX # =X 1%, MRH O
HIMRE - X A = X LR TE VD L XAREOZYERFD. Ll
KB EBRDO T A > (N Y EBEPT A XEAEER) 1203 % BRH Offi
BiREE, BRH O X 7 =X AN ZEHREOR HEZE L TLUE I #4 IR
7%.

BEHRIZ, BRH 2 513 %24 M % R BRI ZE L T LB R WiERE 3 5,
D% D BRH OFBENIRFEOHRFZBEA M2 X5 REREHTERTY A 2 HfEL
TW3 Wi 5., —/FTHFRIZ, BRH Otz EHET (B2 WIEMRHA LD
i & A% L), BUROEETO BRH OffilikE (D8E) %, FTIKX MRH 2%
B30 t0RIECZEYTHRVWEHNIT 2. 2O X51CLP 25 < 30701, Kt
ERDEIRIME & MR D Z S E Y DS > 2 DBIE S ST X 5. IRBRAVS M
DHFMTIEATEZELS Z2 B3 TERVDBEINNTE 3.

IAA DT —ED 5%, MBRHOZ LS Z D v ORI OIREICKEL £
HENdZehbhd. 2T, BUEORBIYZEIL L fBIKE O NE % RIS 31,
ZOMPREDB S DL ZALHUIELD H LVHPIRDOVWTRBERONDIZAS. T
¥ 23, Bk oBoH KRBT ICBWTHRS R TREOEREICTEE TUE, H
WO TIIEETFHITE 2 2 T2MBIRBOLD 5 LI EHNTE S22 5.

I

B EX D, MRH ¥ BRH 2MEBRINICEE AT & 5 223 SRRERI T, BEEnIRER TR
OHPHL I ORI EGE XN S, Thbb, ToM BT 2 RIENFEEH
EDXIHETZ2 (FZETHEARECR S, CORMMIKSE#EYZ L ART
X512 H) CEoT, BBNCHMLRNIHL »EPPREZDTH 3.
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3.3 Halina DEFDEIE

D E%35% %% 2, Halina (2015 ; 2017) ARG O FERAIIRARS & B BRAVIRKS 2 WHHE
FFTVRVWE S b s, Halina i, $§XTOEEO MRH 12X L TZ AU -
THRbH2 BRH MK TE 579, LP ZHAOERTHRRT 23 TELRLEW
5. ZAUIFHRBEIRAE OBLE T RAUIIE LA, MRH ¥ BRH 2% ICRBRIIIC B ST
IZRBEEELRY. FEETTRZ & 512, MRS RS 2R, R
KEOMNEICIIE £ 2 2B OFIFH 2 5 13 s 5. 20 XS RiEREEON
UL, ZOEEO BRH IZFEH Iz ARE L2255, WhkZEBIOERIC X -
TH BRH 2 EHTE RV WS TR, AENRAS OB TIXIE LW, BRI
MDD L TEBTLDHELLRVDRE. 2D, £iERD BRH OREBRINIFEICE
FNED0ENEEET LI LRLIZ, H5W3FEECHBIT S BRH OATAEM %2 “mind
reader’s dilemma” & U TR/ S Z 213 TERN

ARTIX, HEERRAIRIZICB Y % Logical problem Dz B L, RBRIEME
BTSSR VT L7z, Fhic, RIS O#iF % /o453 2 BRI D 24
) WS HAZEAL, BBRIGHLOEE R Y 2/R L. 7272 L, Logical problem
DEFEHSIZL, ZHUTE I LT REPHWT 2121, AR THb D - 726
Kt o, FAALEENEBORIE RAEROME), FRENZSEDREL
IOV THERERIRR SR,

BE Xk

Andrews, Kristin. 2020. The Animal Mind . An Introduction to the Philosophy of

Animal Cognition. second edition, London and New York: Routledge.

10 {#EEIRIE BRH Z BRSNS 2 2 ZEIEL T35 T, HNMZRRINERSD b L TR L 4
RoBFREZEZTWS X3 IC@bhs. 722 ¥ Lurz ik, LP 2T 222 IZOWTB RO X1
WBARTWS (Lurz 2011, p.30).

Logical problem %2 f#< Z 1%, ® 2oL E2FTEYTH 2 L TERNTIEAT 2 DR R % H
FTEOBRTRAMVEZETE2%, BDRVADHZIVELEL LAV, ZO XS5BT A NIk,
%5 Tld%# <, Logical problem Zf#< Z 1%, BGOSR, 178% Homsem R G & D% Hi
LRI LT, HE2VIEZOHT, IOLDSLKFHELETHMEINE X5 T R M EEET
BZrEMES.
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