£ T4 U5 A B HHAE K %
—— DB R E A B

SR

PE: Hipfit L RAK BB H GRS B, EX05 LAY, HTFRKTEGOTNK
Bi%, EEEETUARSGFHELEZ L&, K—ZFER/REG-FHEZ LN, ATETREE L (FIR
BleyAAL) |, E-FHEXRBEEAR KO TEERRTILE b*, b¥=1- P*LARIEL. T LMK
R, BIEE BF=1-RBI RN R/ EBERE, XEH, BHIE—AMRIR, RPIVILER S 2T &,
BHILIF, IR LR BM f CTATRRNRRRLA” S4; LHFEHWILE Gteah
L) LEHFAH REFFIR, IAFERR, FEEFAE, LEFNXAFFRELHG. B
FR PR A L (LR=SBOEME/ (1-H 1) ) ATRWA ST, F4F p=1-(1-4F) /8%
=1-1/LR+, B dmfeEFRELRER,

KA AYNEHE; BUEE: BE; 29170 EEEK

HE KRS BS14  SCERFRIRAG: A

— 3l 5

IFNIZ T U REE I AARE, HEO AR FHHIEEE (Degree of Confirmation) #F7T. = {l
/K (Hempel) $2HHH5 B0 B IYIEF IR, SR 3 BIIRATAIR 1 EF — M B 75 & F AR
TP o DR A0 U2 T BB TN SE I 0 A1 R — L P 75 & BRI AR A1 1

HATHRS E R MABUERAZ & /NG e FRoRs | M MAG BATRER 11,01 55), sor k
s EiE 1A, hy &5 | MR EEIR(E & 181). £ si=si(E)="E & 51", s;=s(E)=“E & EH",
hi=s1->$,=8(E)->s2(E)= “FIT A SHE R - IAIEH SN 4T (ZER D o e AL L
B s Ml sy A, HABSRIE.

T 1 AR hi=si->s; FIIEHE 7 9 D0 Ff

E S2 S
S €11 €10
-5 €01 €00

7 Je BHEARAED: T HER hi, en FIEB], e 2B, e Fl ego [F] hy AFEIE (5 AR Z AR
MRY, FIFRIR) o KT ho=—sr->-sy, ego e 1B, 1o FIAER B, e Fl eg Al hy AR
BT R, FESENEE JaTFER EC) « hi=hy XERAPEBEIFEE .

@ I, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Raven_paradox



RAE IR Ui, eoo MHEHE hy ANAHIG:  HEMRME EC, eoo SCHF hy RIMIHSCRE hio FrEAfEFETR IR
M AN BRI Tt — A EOR SRR “ANRE RIS S, ISR “ B 51
AR o (HRH I, AR “Hra SRR TR,

RKTLHEAER, WHPIREAPRERL CE. R AERF MR —F, 5E IR, HE
EC. {H/Z eoo M e REFSEMSIRF i, IERESCRRREAR, FEAFEE. RTHRBIERE AR
(OIS R 2 X 2 A A BRI 2 25 VR TERATT e AT eoo X hy ISCHEAIRE, 3 SCRE ) FEAE TRDE AN 6
FH X LA IE B 8 TS BT S 92 JE A R <HIV K 2 BH M 1 A S8 I IR P, R il
i

FHEFFE 1D B EBAEEA L DSBS HTIERE: 2 W /R, AR MF2EMEE
ANTIERERAEER), FHERZEA RS TR, WA Z MR, FIZ M sl e R
BL MRIEEETNEM AR HNTT 5. BF LW /R —F k. FCERSCEPR A LT 5571k
BRERNEL . 2RI EC AEFE, (HRASI A NESNIL: eoo FTRELL €11 BEUFSHF hie

EHER B AIULRL A ORI TUE S S AR B AN BN . 225 R gt Bl il S
Bkl 5 EAEOCHEBN S ERCIEEBTCH " IR S0 B EAE AT B RT3
WXAEE . OISR — DBRIE T S A KA BT L, AT AR ANME L, AU ANE Bt AT
DA R RAEAEEE, BIAIEE (BATERD)

AAAF BN HEAE J5 , i U BT RS E AR ZUS2, Ren(E A — SR AR B R IBTIT . s R
FAEANA Z Bl A5 HE 2 R ML B/ S Bl R 22190299 1 i B W g i e A5 U2 DU AL B ATAIE Dy
SRR AR BT, JFERE T T TE SUE B A U020, (ERIIREEAE B A, Rl A
RE SRS SR BT, ANRE S B2 DR EHR K. EE — EE FHRFR HeA AL AR AN g R
R SUAE B A 220, AT i LR SUE B ABIE T A, 8 D ™% X git#x
P #on) FIZHMER (H TR0 FFRINMRMNE; 2) HZ0N PR ML ERN T, B
AR AT A BN R i B B A s K 3) BRIE AR AR A AR
FEREIZ bR, 2 HE BN B0, A N9 E L.

ESUE Rk, MAEZEAR, HEHE T, IR M EC #HR AR . € h=“Ira5
FE R Hok = “PTT HIV A8 2 FHPER A 3G 7 (HIV BISGESEm ), RATHREE 2
eoo MHBESCHF hy, TTHAEMRZAHL T, ey AR R KR ANRIM,  FATRIEYIZ
SEH, T H AR SR S GRR .

= RHRERH. ZEHR. UREMENEEE

HEES T, ERE BB gl “ /M k4 20 27, IXIE R FBE I,
£ 0 M 1 Z 82840 W sR/IMATECR) 20 %, S AR A0 1 WoRA W2, ERR /N thhn, o
RIAERR 25 %, FIHRLZ 0.8 W2 40 2, HADMEGT 0. F Ll H w5 A9 o BO0RUE
T SEAX A [0, 1710 AN —AE AR5 (0,1} o Ji T U 281 10 B PR KRR 22 R A S MEL eR K. I 8 5 O
EFEA WA, —f ok B CRA”, LD oRARERRRAmE, HEMEAK: 5
—HRM RATEE”  “EVRT FORMMERCKMEATRER . thin “OMMIRFTRE 20 X A AT —A
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HERRULAS AT RE (/MAT 60 6 R ATREMDD o “HIV K56 2 BH MM AR AT REA L0 7 Al “AR AT REFT
A RIERE A7 % f5 — o7 2R AL T AR B o A S0 3 B2 LR 5 — B —— &0 ST .
ZadehPoMi FROBI 2 A5 3 B E maj(en ik 6 B hen Bl . o e, RAMAERIESE: FTA e
i=1,2... MR DNFIBGLIE A, A2 A BRI T8 IUEIRATOT IR Zadeh, FIBOBISE G € L hy(E)
M FAEBREL T(hE). A T 58 hy(E)= “EEA”IITE X, W T(hE)SIE TAIE), iz X
T(h;|E)=T(A/[E)=m, (E) (D

2 E=e; i, 181A] hy(E) K EAH B B A2 A i hi(e) I EAE T(Ale). 38 R BEB BE R B2 EA
K2 nTLCREBYES SR, T DR (ZERK (18) ) o “FIEMERE, T
BEE I hj (E)HIZ M.

T(A,-)=2P(ei)T(A,- l&) )

'BIEZ Zadeh & SLPIBOBIEE & POMERES. yE, Le SR e S Bl PIE, A%
TR A ) BAE . I EE R R, AR R SRR

— MBS hy B PHEB IR (IR P(hy), A BHIN N E R GZEEE) TA). 4
hy BRI A%, E FIZMEERAE P(Eh), EHUEMEAR (RIUES) IR A0, M4 hy NE R
5, E [k
P(E)T(A, |E)

©)
T(A)

P(E|A)=

AT, B Fisher FIBURE (%D B, AR LR AIE LIIHT AR, B8 T Sl
P HEMAR T ZERK R HERRBIRMETIIEF KU A B TAE)Z — AL, P(E|A)
FEAASR I (BRI 50 -

IRYEL LS BES, HHE R ARE:

I(ei;hj)zlogp(ei—mj)

P(e)

4)

A ARANK FAZ BAE B ARG % 1ei; hy)sRFH), SESIMIKR G 1E H). Rk
IR AL AR,  RERARXAAR, HFEETRRE K. AR A XM ERER
ARERGZTFHELR, AREREIEN. EH U8, WTiEXER, 0fF 2 REr 2 AR,
PRI W {5 1 5 AR SR A TR, 55 R0 S o (7 IR R T S HE M D AR e, 515 Bt A 22
FEAR@ T, A “hRIEH 7 BUR “h,” . B4R
P@Jm%Emmb P(e | A)

5
o) R

I(e;:h,) =log

WRHE 2~ G)M(S), FATAT LG 2T SUE B A

Lo )= T(Ale)
(eiﬁhj)_logm (6)



X AL T BRI EAR: RIS RN (RN, BMESMRRE (T
EREEOR K EAE 2 0 X —AK, FEAERMERZ 0, XFEHE S T Bar-hillel-Carnap
TR X e hy), i=1, 2, .., REFYS, wAS BB hy (P00 UE B
uam:ZP@mm%E%£ﬁ=ZP@mm%l%%? (7)
AR AT X Kullback-Leibler 24 P, I(E; hy)ilh A2 S HGHUSR FE B 214, Hodh P(ey| hy), i=1,
2, . PR ARG, VBN AR IR . FTUAER, HEARE— N ——T(Ajlen)
50 1M P(eil ) A 0, PG REMZETTT Ko Bl XA 0] A 26 A3, RS
W, HEREIMEMEARZO0, WR—MESME, B RS FIE UEE . XAE U IE AT
LWE? ARG FE B FE
AHMEER], SRR T AREA R A RF A0, B P(EIA)= P(Elhy) CE P(eilA)=P(eilhy), i=1,
2,0 I, SFIE SUE B RA R RPY, ST AHR Kullback-Leibler 15 2.2, #R 48 DU 24 2UR11E
SOOI A, AT UM P(E|A)= P(E )3 21 i U FUAE B8 2 T(AIE)=P(h)P(hE)/T(A)- 4 T(AIE)]
BRAMER 1, ATLHESH
T(Ajlei)=P(hj| &)/P(hj| &)= P(eilh)/P(ei)/[ P(e;’|hj)/P(e)], i=1, 2, ... (8
Ho g B fd P(hE)E I KIIENE . £, P(E), j=1,2, .. MRAIKLIEE PHE), EiiRsLm -
Al AIEUEERREELRN, EUEEREERA, RAMERZIIREESR.

= AEHBENERARMUNEESRHILE

{EAEE & TRATH — MK I {E AL FEEE (degree of belief), ‘& A& £ M A BT TERKM— R
WEEIIE S, FAERIMARIEATE, BUAHIEE (degree of confirmation)8Y nJ {5 . FrbA, #HUERE &
A SCRFIORR L . FIRATH b R EAEE, b RRMiEE (BAEED , H b=1-b| £RAMEE
(degree of disbelief), b FIRMMALMIA(EEE, RIFIIEE (degree of disconfirmation).

FAT T 308 L—ME1E (AR BEEE D (RAEEb>0)

T(hP|E)=T(AJE)= b’ +bT(hj|E) ©)

Horr hy RGBT ERAFBRIN (AT LRI « b2 hy ISR, h RirHEE
F£ b 1) hy, T(hPIE)2 h® I EE BB, A 218 WP A EIBOMI & 0 XA 8 S PR B B AME FE 2 i
B P A 1K A L

A TFHIEERRE his T(hilen)=1, T(hilei)=0. X FEEIERE hi®, HIER (9 . T(Alen)=1,
T(Ailer)=b’. FAIE L P1=P(e1), Po=P(e0), Qi=P(eilh1), Qo=P(eolh1)- R (2), W73 T(A))=b’Po+Pi.
Wa(7), AT

b' 1

I(E;h”)=Q, log————+Q, log

(10)
b'P, +P, b'P, +P

WRHE B A, 2 b=1 B =0 I GXEWREWTARGEEMME h) RGN bl, (F 2802 i
T K. 2b=0 Bl b=1, XFEIREITARTEEAME h, WAFEE R 0. BEIRMNIT RKAE IE; h°)

BRI D (0<b’ <1). 25 dI(E; h®)/db’=0, FA17F3] QoPi-QiPob’=0. fi#1SH
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b= (Qu/Q1)/(Po/P1) (11)
Bl b= 0" B B FHUNT 0, ATl Bxlb b st b, EfEE R IE; h)iksk. AR
1Tie (1) H R EE Qu/Qi< Po/Py I WL M (9) AT LLE#455]
b”*=(Qu/Po)/(Qi/P1)=P(hileio)/P(hiler))  (12)
TRATTAT CAICREER AR . 5 =S A9 (R R 6T EEAL/ T 81 RO R o B A8 BLE T LAAS 38 B
b*=1-(Qu/Q1)/(Po/P1)=1- P(hilei0)/P(hile) (13)
IXEMRAE hy BAIEE R EL P(hi|E) (Rl R AF1ED J BB BRI T(hi|E) (R SUETED B K,
MAEVE P(E)G K. FRATR DUXFEERME:  BE 2 AL S E MRS UETE.
WE Qu/Qi>Po/P1, IMAMEE b "=(Po/P1)/(Qo/Q1), BHIEREE ML M: b™=b""-1. X T ¥ 5 (kb
YOOESIRAN” ) BudaEE A RERAN” G TAREEMAN, HRBRIEHI
1O, MR . RTRMIERE, 25 CENbiie®.

M. #RSEFR
RK2WR T i M sy ZIAIHERE— S0 4 B ENTRAFR, PFONERIEGIR S BIA
2 VYRHHERE DL A EATT R B A S 451

h;=S,->$; hy=—8,->—5;
hi=s;->s; 1EH51 e S eno
hoy="5;->—5; S| eoy 1EH ego

FATH ni 2R en BB, HARRRER, 3% 3 BIoR 1 P(|E)MIASRHRIESE B 2 AT &R .
®3 RTEBEERIAMEE b

R AN (hy)
599 (hy) ni Nio
IR Noi Noo
P(hi|E) Ni1/( No1+ Nip) Nio/( Noot Nio)
T(hi"[E) 1 by

MHE (13D A 3, FTRAASE] hy A hy (O FIERE :

- n n
b~ =—™" / - QLY
nOO + nlO nOl + nll

* n n
b2’ — 10 / 00 (15)
nll + nlO nOl + nOO

S A03KR b =1-br X T niy 1 ngo IS EAS 21

abl _ nlOnOI

= > (16>
on, (Mg + NNy,

@ https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.07827



abl* nlO(nOI + nll)
= - (17)
ar‘IOO r‘Ill(nOO + nlO)

B n=ny1+neetniotne KT 1, W (16) Al (17) i RERATHEANESE en A1 eoo 152K by "I &
EAT S 7RSS E IFUESE & 50 B S E 3 o B 1F B2 R DT

N AR Z NANRA R B RIHEAR ISR TS (Fhn o) M “Br RS2 K7 A2
B, KRR ERATAKE A WEIA RS, KEERE no=0 B ni>0. FTLAE no £ K,
b =1. WRREAXNCES, Hh=RZEHERBEZEK, MWL MIEHE e ARRIEEAEN
5 RAZSCRHEY hy (sl TR o A RIRATTPE R HIV MRS SR h=+= “I 2 PR
MNARTTREA 3G 7, — MIEHE eoo(Fr 50 2 [ 1L I AR SEIE T S 3 ) R SCHF hyo

B, MW EREFEEH, ST h= A SR BN, e B RHAE S5 E H K,
PABCT —ANMIEHE eoo X hy JUFA A (RS BIAEAE). X (17) SCREXME T, B noo
KT not FIRHi Gbl*/anoo el 0o A, WfESCHETRH, e AXFERTTREDL,

FIRE LT FTA B 708 #BIA RS e11 RELE e BEAFHISCHF hyo 2RTH, ARHE C16) A1 (17D,
BATTUARAFL L. R (14) 5 16 no b nio KIRZ H nij=nor B, 0058 neo %, by " AR
L9 BRI, M ng AR, b R 1740 BTRL,  TEIRZIEBL R, noo FIIGELLE nyy 13 &
BE S PRk 6f hy (A EFE

N HEFRAT T BRI U B eoo AT LE enn SCHF hi= “Aarga 2 FRIE I AAT LU 7 A TT.

. EERERIEHTRIEE
RIS R+ (I 8- (B , eATRE MR . than, XFT ok HIV A&, FEE
HREEIAE R, ARSI BUE h=+, he=. WRFWAT Lo AWiZE: Bk E
G e AR e KT T e, IR IFNERJE P(Her), R NBUEYE (sensitivity) 5 X
T oo, -MIFKMRBERRE P(-leo), BESFRRZNEEFM (specificity) : W15 4 Fizx.
# 4 OREQuick HIV £V P(+E)A1 P(-|E)

HIV (e1) non-HIV (&)
P(+E) UEANE=0.917 145 55:9£=0.001
P(-|E) 1-BUEME=0.083 5 5714=0.999

BRI (12) FE 4 aEMALH —JoiE UEIE (E S
*£s5 ML T X E1E (BLHIV &L AH)D

RGN e BRI e
T(h""E) 1 by *=(1-4F 5 )/ U HE=0.0011

T(PE)  bo *=(1-fUsE )/ 57 14=0.083 1

b * W FIVERIAME B, bi=1-by* st & PRI RIAE . CBRBRIEINL) o bo”* A by *=1- bo™* [F] 2.,

@ http://www.oraquick.com/taking-the-test/understanding-your-results
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I (13D 5 by =P (+eo)/P(+ler)=(1-4% 7 14 )/ BU M =(1-0.999)/0.917=0.0011, b;*=1-0.0011
=0.9989. HRHEA (10D , I(E; +°1")=5.52 LLFF(ZET M) Kullback-Leibler 5 /2). BAM:- A EE
bo”"=(1-FUME )/ 7 14 =0.083/0.999=0.083; by"=1-0.083=0.917; I(E; -°°)=0.04 Lt.4¥.

RO R, MR =R, RRR Uk E R e, B A 0.1, W
TR 1, bR 1, XEWRE RG-S BURG 100% 0015 . SR F 2 0.5, RIEHUR
PEt 1, MRABHZIOm, TSR R 0.5, S8, FRATTTT LAE B Uk 0t [ - 1) it i B B
HE, G n BRI, FRME=no/(ootnio), BUEME=ni/(nitna). AR noo MR FIEZTIAH K. X
IR AT ATEIR ZAE LR eoo HE e RESEIFHESCRE hy o BEIMRX — 45 DA . BEOVBURERIFEAR
R RBILEHI/N, ReRtERARRRBIELH /D, —MRRERE, BD RO S K EFIAEE

HEEE!
Sehr b, BHSEEITES R IFAZI, B RS CLMmIE “Husit 2 n i HE s, 5

St o B BE P FRRR 7 . BRAEFUE A Likelihood Ratio (LR)Z a4 (1) n] SE 1 «

LR+ = HU /(1R 5748 = 1/b* (18)
LR- = FF5:PE/(1-UR ) = 1/b™ (19)

BARA, br*=1-1/LR+ , bo*=1-1/LR-. IXH/2Ut, bi* Al LR+IEAHIK, bo*Hl LR-IEAHIG. WK,
ASCEE IR 2 FIL GRS AR b B 1, & G AE NBIERE . A AHads 7, SL“HIV+
FoRBUERGE HIV? (=hp) B4 boBAE 0 Ai-1 20l bk, fn SRARR R SR 1 S Wl BE Y,
bl fE-1 F1 1 2 [A].

Ak, brE A CLRSR I B R . ARYEIE U AR (3) IR (9, 4 Per) M
by", WTLAAFE]

P(e, [h°) = P@&) 20)
P(e)+b "(P(e)

WRA HIV WEE ARG RRERE P(e) K22 0.002 (FEMIERD @, IE4MRHEX (200 ,
P(e1]hi?*)=0.002/(0.002+0.0011°0.998)=0.65. XA LW m. WIRLIHEZR P(e))/2 0.0001, 55
R P(ei[+) R A 0.08. X Eus BRI H DU 048 RAH IR . BN IS SOME SR ANE i, BT AR TR 2%
IR AT FEME, TEGUTEF MR Z AFFES LY. SEhr b, b1"=0.9989 FISLIGMER P(er) & A HH
(), AR TR E A HIV IATREE (H D, RATIE T ZARYE 23R 8 TR B (AL 4%
TSI . BT T A S ARE, Per) HKE] 0.1, P(e0)=0.9. HRHEE X I A
(3) , WTLAEE] P(e|h®)=0.1/(0.140.001170.9)=0.991 .

TAT BRI E K 2 A6 H IR AR =, 3 F B BUBPERVRE S, BT MR AE R T B2 A0 56
S(H, E)!'?1= Pr(hy|e))-Pr(hi|eo) & AL K File b*—— W R AR E Ho b Pr 2 Gt HE2 1 A2 12 HEA

@ https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sensitivity and specificity
@ http://www.catie.ca/en/fact-sheets/epidemiology/epidemiology-hiv-canada
@ http://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-28166019
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Ho AHZIXFEE AR RAE SN nio 2 0 IS, TRIEREZE 1. ELAnBURPERE 0.1 s R 1
I, A B, ARYEFAPERIA R 100% =6, (Hi2 s(H, E)=0.1-0=0.1, K/h, ZXZAANEEP,

-~
VAN IEI\

45

T ETE UG BA XA RIERN EZ TR,  ENARE R, Bl KBRS AR T
AT o B IBAIE T IEAE AN b A2 F B WL A A S TE AL £ A5 UEE . H A BER] DUE I 5
PR MBI o RIRIE UE R U THEN ), R TUED MBIER B A LS 1R 1D
ED (OFEMRBRRL, LRI HIE B BHEN] . XEWE, — MRBBIER, MR,
SISO RS, LML E R RTE, WERMARESMsE, MR bz, 2) kst
SN AN IEAG] B AR S EEBIARAAR B BB AR FE A BIRRIERE , AT P 215 SUE R, DRI e Oy ) 4 B
FB

EEPEN
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Confirmation Method Based on Semantic Information Theory
——With Raven Paradox and Medical Test as Examples
LU Chenguang
(Department of Mathematics and Computer, Changsha University, Changsha 410022)

Abstract: To modern inductive logic, it is central issue how to calculate the degree of confirmation.
The study on sematic information shows that using appropriate degree of believe, we may increase
Average Semantic Information (ASI). To calculate the ASI conveyed by a series of evidences supporting
a hypothesis, we may change the degree of disbelief, i.e, the true-value of counterexamples, b’ to increase
the ASI. The b’ that maximizes the ASI is the degree of disconfirmation, denoted by b’*; b*=1-b’* is the
degree of confirmation. For a universal hypothesis, b*=1-(ratio of counterexample decreasing)/(ratio of

positive example increasing), which indicate that the less counterexamples are more important than more

9



positive examples to confirm hypotheses. According mathematical logic, “All ravens are black” is equal
to “All non-back things are not ravens”; a piece of evidence, such as a white chalk, that supports the later
also supports the former. This is against common knowledge and hence there is a Paradox. Consider
medical tests, both the equivalence and the common knowledge above are wrong. The medical
community uses Positive Likelihood Ratio (LR+) to express the reliability of test-positive, where
LR-+=sensibility/(1-specificity). Fortunately the b*=1- (1-specificity)/sensibility=1-1/LR+, and thus is
compatible with common view of medical community.

Key words: inductive logic; confirmation; raven paradox; medical test; semantic information



