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Meaning	of	inquiries	in	english

¥	â	€	¢	1,325	million	speakers	consultations	570	million	speakers	510	million	speakers	to	â	€	œÃ	¥	Ã	Â¤Â	Âμan	â¤	380	Million	of	speakers	~	™	™	Â	°	�	ÂμM	™	Â	�	�	�	ÂμM	280	million	speakers	d	Â	Â	Â	°	Â	€	š	278	MILLION	OF	WIGHPLACES	INQUA	Â	©	Ritos	270	Million	Loudspeakers	|	Â	œÃ	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Âμg	|	AAAAAA	130	million	speakers	â	€	I
85	million	speakers	consultations	85	million	speakers	yÃƒÂªiâ	€	°	80	million	speakers	Â	Â	Â	®	Â	€	â	€	£	£	75	million	speakers	Ã	¥	â	€	â	€	œHe	Â	â	€	¥	â	€	¥	â	€	œHe	¥	75	million	loudspeakers	ARAA	TA	±	RMA	70	million	speakers	Richieste	65	million	speakers	ZapyTania	50	million	speakers	d	Â	Âμg	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	Â	°	â	€	œ3	Million
Loudspeakers	Navrae	14	Million	Loudspeakers	Gningar	10	million	speakers	HENVENDELSER	5	million	speakers	Any	process	that	aims	to	increase	knowledge,	solving	doubts,	or	solve	a	problem	"Inquit"	.	For	the	1990	Malayalam	film,	see	Inquitter	(film).	For	the	computer's	science	use,	see	CARIBER	INQUÃ	©	rite.	For	other	uses,	see	Inquitter
(disambiguation).	For	other	uses,	see	Inquitter	(disambiguation).	This	article	includes	a	list	of	general	references,	but	remains	largely	not	verified	because	it	does	not	have	sufficient	corresponding	inline	quotes.	Please	help	improve	this	article	by	introducing	more	accurate	quotes.	(March	2013)	(Learn	how	and	when	to	remove	this	template	message)
a	question	mark	an	inquision	(also	written	as	british	english	worker)	[a]	Any	process	that	aims	to	increase	knowledge,	solve	doubts	or	solve	a	problem.	The	theory	of	investigation	is	an	account	of	the	various	types	of	investigation	and	a	treatment	of	ways	that	each	type	of	rite	achieves	its	goal.	Your	message	theories	deduction	when	three	terms	are	so
related	to	each	other	that	the	last	is	fully	contained	in	the	middle	and	in	the	middle	is	fully	contained	or	excluded	from	the	first,	the	extremes	must	admit	perfect	syllogism.	By	'middle	term'	means	that	it	is	both	contained	in	another	and	another	in	itself,	and	that	is	the	means	by	its	position	as	well;	and	by	''	extremes	(a)	which	is	contained	in	the	other,
and	(b)	the	one	in	which	one	is	contained.	For	the	predicate	of	all	B	and	B	of	all	C,	A	must	necessarily	be	predicate	of	all	C.	...	I	call	this	type	of	figure	the	first.	(Aristleteles	Prior	Analytics,	1.4)	Inductive	Inductive	Induction	Raciocanium	consists	of	the	establishment	of	a	relationship	between	an	extreme	term	and	the	term	means	through	the	other
extreme;	For	example,	if	B	is	the	term	means	of	A	and	C,	in	prove	by	means	of	C	than	it	applies	to	B;	For	this	is	how	inductions	do.	(Aristoteles,	Analotics,	2.23)	Abduction	Classical	locus	for	the	study	of	abductive	raciocanium	is	found	in	aristotel	analytics,	book	2,	cap.	25.	He	begins:	we	have	reduced	(Â	±	Â	±	Â	±	ÃžÃ	±	Ãžâ	€	™	·,	abduction):	when	it
is	obviously	that	the	first	term	applies	to	the	medium,	but	that	the	medium	applies	to	the	last	term	is	not	obvious,	but	it	is	however	more	likely	or	less	likely	than	the	conclusion;	Or	if	there	are	many	intermediate	terms	between	the	last	and	a	half;	For	in	all	these	cases,	the	effect	is	to	bring	us	closer	to	knowledge.	The	title	of	explanation,	aristotel
material	two	examples	very	instructive,	one	for	each	of	the	two	varieties	of	abductive	inferences	that	ends	up	described	in	the	summary:	for	example,	let's	a	position	of	"what	can	be	taught",	B	for	"Knowledge",	and	C	for	'morality'.	Next	that	knowledge	can	be	taught	is	evident;	But	if	virtue	is	the	knowledge	is	not	clear.	So,	if	BC	is	not	less	likely	or	is
more	likely	than	AC,	we	have	reduced;	Because	we	are	closer	Knowledge	by	having	introduced	an	additional	time,	while	before	we	had	not	known	that	AC	is	true.	Or,	again,	we	have	reduction	if	There	are	not	many	intermediary	terms	between	B	and	C;	For	in	this	case	we	are	also	brought	closer	to	knowledge.	For	example,	suppose	d	is	"square",	and
"rectilan	figure"	and	f	"circle".	Assuming	that	between	and	and	there	is	only	one	intermediary	term	-	that	the	circle	becomes	equal	to	a	rectilan	figure	through	lunules	-	we	must	approach	knowledge.	(Aristoteles,	"analytics	premises",	2.25,	with	small	amendments)	the	last	variety	of	abductive	reasoning,	although	taking	some	explanatory	in	sequence,
it	is	worth	our	contemplation,	since	it	already	tips	in	Squeeze	streams	for	the	silly	source	of	which	they	spring	and	in	regions	that	Peirce	will	explore	more	widely	and	deeply.	Inquempt	in	the	pragmatic	paradigm	in	the	pragmatic	philosophies	of	Charles	Sanders	Peirce,	William	James,	John	Dewey	and	others,	the	investigation	is	closely	associated	with
the	normative	science	of	Logic.	In	his	creation,	the	pragmatic	model	or	the	theory	of	investigation	was	extracted	by	the	Peirce	of	his	raw	materials	in	clássica,	with	a	little	help	from	Kant,	and	refined	in	Parallel	with	the	beginning	of	the	development	of	Boole's	symbol	of	Boole,	Morgan,	and	deschedness	to	solve	problems	about	the	nature	and	the
conduction	of	scientific	reasoning.	Emprestation	of	Suspension	of	Arabic	concepts,	Peirce	examined	three	fundamental	raciocanic	modes	that	play	a	role	in	the	investigation,	commonly	known	as	abductive,	deductive	and	inductive	inferences.	In	approximate	terms,	the	abduction	is	what	we	use	to	generate	a	provisible	hypothesis	or	an	initial	diagnosis
in	response	to	a	phenomenon	of	interest	or	a	problem	of	concern,	while	the	deduction	is	Used	to	clarify,	derive	and	explain	the	relevant	consequences	of	the	hypothesis,	and	the	induction	is	used	to	test	the	sum	of	the	predictions	against	the	sum	of	the	data.	It	needs	to	be	observed	that	the	clinical	and	pragmatic	treatments	of	the	types	of	raciocanium,
dividing	the	genetic	territory	of	inference	as	they	do	in	three	special	parts,	reach	a	characterization	other	than	the	surroundings	of	why	These	accounts	that	count	only	two.	These	three	processes	usually	operate	cyclically,	systematically	operating	to	reduce	uncertainties	and	difficulties	that	began	in	question,	and	thus	to	the	extent	that	the
investigation	is	successful,	leading	to	an	increase	in	knowledge	or	skills.	In	the	pragmatic	way	of	thinking,	everything	has	a	proposition,	and	the	purpose	of	every	thing	is	the	first	thing	we	should	try	to	observe	about	it.	[2]	The	purpose	of	investigating	is	to	reduce	the	did	and	lead	to	a	state	of	crescent,	which	a	person	in	that	state	will	usually	call
knowledge	or	certainty.	As	they	contribute	to	the	end	of	the	investigation,	we	must	appreciate	that	the	three	types	of	inference	describe	a	cycle	that	can	be	understood	only	as	a	whole,	and	none	of	the	three	makes	all	sense	alone	from	others.	For	example,	the	goal	of	the	abduction	is	to	generate	assumptions	of	a	type	that	the	deduction	can	explain
and	this	induction	can	evaluate.	This	puts	a	light	but	significant	restriction	on	the	production	of	hypotheses,	since	it	is	not	only	any	guess	in	the	explanation	that	undergoes	reasons	and	revolts	when	defeated	in	A	match	with	reality.	Similarly,	each	of	the	other	types	of	inference	performs	their	purpose	only	according	to	their	own	paper	throughout	the
cycle	of	worker.	It	does	not	matter	how	much	it	may	be	necessary	to	study	these	processes	in	the	abstraction	of	each	other,	the	integrity	of	the	investigation	places	strong	limitations	on	the	effective	modularity	of	its	main	components.	In	the	Logic:	The	theory	of	investigation,	John	Dewey	defined	the	investigation	as	"controlled	or	directed
transformation	from	an	indeterminate	situation	in	one	of	them	that	is	so	determined	In	their	distinctions	and	constituent	relationships	to	the	point	of	converting	the	elements	of	the	original	situation	"[3]	Dewey	and	Conception	of	Peirce's	Inquision	Extended	In	addition	to	a	Get	and	incorporated	the	social	nature	of	the	investigation.	These	ideas	are
summarized	in	the	noção's	innocent	community.	[4]	[5]	[5]	[6]	Art	and	science	of	the	beginning	for	our	current	purposes,	the	first	resource	to	note	in	distinguishing	three	main	modes	of	reasoning	is	whether	each	of	them	is	accurate	or	approximate	in	character.	In	this	light,	the	deduction	is	the	only	three	types	of	reasoning	that	can	be	accurate,	in
essence,	always	deriving	true	conclusions	of	true	premises,	while	the	abduction	is	inevitably	inevitably	Approximately	in	their	operating	modes,	involving	elements	of	fallary	judgment.	in	the	practical	and	inescapable	error	in	its	application.	The	reason	for	this	is	this	deduction,	at	the	ideal	limit,	can	be	purely	internal	from	the	raciocanic	agent,	while
the	other	two	modes	of	reasoning	essentially	require	a	constant	interaction	with	the	outside	world,	A	source	of	phenomena	and	problems	that	without	a	doubt,	continue	to	exceed	the	capabilities	of	any	finite,	human	or	machine	resource	to	master.	Situated	in	this	larger	reality,	approximations	can	be	considered	appropriate	only	in	relation	to	its
context	of	use	and	can	be	considered	fitted	only	in	relation	to	a	purpose	in	view.	A	parallel	distinction	that	is	often	made	in	this	context	is	to	call	deduction	a	demonstrative	form	of	inference,	while	the	inducing	abduction	are	classified	as	non-demonstrative	forms	of	raciocanium.	Strictly	speaking,	the	two	of	the	last	modes	of	reasoning	are	not	properly
called	inferences.	They	are	more	like	controlled	words	or	idea	associations	that	are	only	successful	with	enough	frequency	to	be	preserved	as	useful	heuratical	strategies	in	the	agent's	repertoery.	But	ways	of	thinking	non-demonstrative	are	inherently	subject	to	errors,	and	must	be	constantly	verified	and	corrected	as	needed	in	practice.	In	Classical
Terminology,	the	forms	of	judgment	that	require	attention	to	the	context	and	the	purpose	of	the	judgment	involves	an	element	of	"art"	in	a	sense	that	it	is	judged	to	distinguish	them	from	"science",	and	in	their	Expressive	bands	judgments	to	involve	the	logs	in	retort	styles,	as	contrasted	with	the	logic.	In	a	figurative	sense,	this	means	that	only
deductive	line	can	be	reduced	to	an	accurate	theorological	science,	while	the	practition	of	any	emparic	science	will	always	remain	some	degree	of	art.	Inquisition	Zeroth	Many	aspects	of	investigation	can	be	recognized	and	useful	studied	in	very	basic	treble	environments,	even	simpler	than	the	level	of	syllogism,	for	example,	in	the	Kingdom	of
Raciocanium	that	is	considered	varied	Like	Boolean	Egbra,	Propositional	Celle,	Sentient	Celle,	Zeroth-Order	Laric.	The	beginning	of	approaching	the	learning	curve	in	the	most	adverse	inclination,	we	can	very	well	begin	at	the	level	of	zeroth-order	in	force,	taking	the	silogenic	approach	of	the	beginning	of	the	beginning	in	that	The	purposes	or
sentence	aspects	of	associated	raciocanic	processes	are	concerned.	One	of	the	bonus	to	do	this	in	the	context	of	peirce's	leading	work	is	that	it	provides	us	doubly	instructive	exercises	in	the	use	of	their	topic	graphics,	taken	at	the	level	of	their	so-called	"alpha	graphics".	In	the	case	of	propositional	or	a	sentential	logic	calculation,	the	deduction
results	in	the	applications	of	the	transitional	law	for	conditional	implications	and	the	approximate	forms	of	inferences	hanging	from	the	properties	they	derive	from	these.	In	describing	the	various	types	of	inference,	I	will	use	some	"ancient"	art	terms	"of	the	clássica	that	is	still	use	in	the	treatment	of	these	types	of	simple	problems	in	reasoning.	The
deduction	takes	a	case,	the	small	premise	X	-	'y	{\	Displaystyle	x	\	rectarrow	y}	and	combines	with	a	rule,	the	main	premise	y	â	·'	z	{z	{{\	Displaystyle	y	\	rightroRow	z}	to	reach	One	fact,	the	X-â	€	œ5	demonstrative	conclusion.	{\	Displaystyle	x	\	rightstarrow	z.}	Induction	requires	a	case	of	form	X	â	€	{\	Displaystyle	x	\	righttarrow	y}	and	corresponds
to	a	form	of	form	x	â	€	z	z	X	\	rightrorow	z}	to	infer	a	y-shape	rule	y	{\	displaystyle	y	\	rightroRow	z.}	abducaction	takes	a	form	x	{z	\	displaystyle	x	\	rightroRow	z}	and	combine	it	with	A	rule	of	Y	to	z	{\	Displaystyle	y	\	z	rightroRow}	to	infer	an	X-form	process	to	Y.	{\	Displaystyle	x	\	rectarrow	y.}	to	facilitate	the	query,	figure	1	and	the	legend	below
Classical	terminology	for	the	three	types	of	inference	and	the	relationships	between	them.	O	-------------------------------------------------	|	|	|	Z	|	|	|	|	|	\	|	|	|	\	|	|	|	\	|	|	|	\	|	|	|	\	|	|	|	\	R	L	and	|	|	|	\	|	|	|	\	|	|	F	|	\	|	|	|	\	|	|	A	|	\	|	|	|	The	Y	|	|	C	|	/	|	|	|	/	|	|	T	|	/	|	|	|	/	|	|	|	/	|	|	|	A	/	C	s	e	|	|	|	/	|	|	|	/	|	|	|	/	|	|	|	/	|	|	|	/	|	|	|	|	X	|	|	|	|	Deduction	takes	a	case	of	form	x	to	y,	|	|	coincides	with	a
rule	so	to	Y	to	Z,	|	|	then	announcements	to	a	fact	of	form	x	¢	Z.	|	|	|	|	Inducing	takes	a	case	of	form	x	to	y,	|	|	compare	with	a	fashion	x	z,	|	|	then	announcements	for	a	Y	to	Z	form	rule.	|	|	|	|	Abduction	takes	a	form	x	z,	|	|	coincides	with	a	rule	so	to	Y	to	Z,	|	|	then	announcements	to	a	case	of	form	x	Ã	¢	y.	|	|	|	|	Even	more	succinct:	|	|	|	|	Abduction
Deduction	Inducse	|	|	|	|	Premise:	Case	Fact	|	|	Premise:	rule	rule	|	|	Result:	Case	Rule	|	|	|	O	-------------------------------------------------	Figure	1.	Elemental	structure	and	terminology	in	its	original	use	of	a	statement	does	in	fact	have	to	do	with	the	done	or	a	record	made,	ie,	an	event	type	that	is	openly	observan	¡Vel	and	not	full	of	speculation	as	to	your	own
occurrence.	In	contrast,	a	case	statement	may	refer	to	a	hidden	cause	or	a	hypothyic	change,	that	is,	an	event	type	that	is	not	immediately	noticeable	for	all	stakeholders.	Obviously,	the	distinction	is	an	asshole	and	the	issue	as	applied	can	depend	on	the	views	that	different	observers	adopt	over	time.	Finally,	a	statement	from	a	rule	is	so	named
because	it	affirms	a	regularity	or	a	regulation	that	governs	a	whole	class	of	situations,	and	not	because	of	its	syntactic	form.	Until	now	in	this	discussion,	all	three	types	of	restriction	are	expressed	in	the	form	of	conditional	propositions,	but	that	is	not	a	fixed	requirement.	In	the	practice,	these	modes	of	declaration	are	distinguished	by	the	papers	that
they	play	within	an	argument,	not	for	their	expression	style.	When	it	comes	time	to	branch	out	from	the	silogenic	structure,	we	will	find	that	the	propositional	constraints	can	be	discovered	and	represented	in	arbitrary	syntactic	forms.	Example	of	INQUÃ	©	Rite	Instruction	examples,	which	illustrate	the	complete	cycle	of	your	abductive,	deductive,	and
the	inductive	phases,	and	are	still	both	concrete	and	simple	enough	to	be	suitable	for	a	first	(or	zero	order)	Exposition,	are	a	bit	rare	in	Pirce's	writings,	and	then	let's	draw	one	of	the	work	of	the	Pragmatician	John	Dewey	companion,	analyzing	it	according	to	the	zero-order	investigation	model	that	We	developed	above.	A	man	is	walking	on	a	hot	day.
The	sky	was	clear	the	last	time	he	was	observed;	But	he	currently	observes,	while	occupying	mainly	with	other	things,	that	the	air	is	colder.	It	occurs	to	you	that	it	is	probably	going	to	rain;	Looking	up,	he	see	a	dark	cloud	between	him	and	the	sun,	and	he	then	accelerates	his	steps.	What,	if	anything,	in	such	a	situation	can	be	called	thought?	Neither
the	act	of	walking,	nor	to	notice	the	cold	is	a	thought.	Walking	is	a	direction	of	activity;	Looking	and	observing	are	other	modes	of	activity.	The	likelihood	that	it	will	rain,	however,	something	suggested.	Pedestrian	feels	cold;	He	thinks	of	clouds	and	a	coming	shower.	(John	Dewey,	as	we	think	of	1910	pp.	6-7).	Once	again	we	will	first	give	the	example
of	Dewey	of	Investigation	in	the	course	everyday	life,	once	again,	reaching	only	the	points	of	his	analysis	in	three	types	of	peirce	raciocanium.	abductive	phase	in	the	history	of	Dewey	"Rainy	Day"	or	"Sign	of	Rain",	we	find	our	our	The	hero	presented	with	an	amazing	fact:	Fact:	C	â	€	A,	in	the	current	situation	the	air	is	legal.	Responding	to	an
intellectual	reflection	of	perplexity	over	the	situation,	its	common	knowledge	resource	on	the	world	is	driven	to	take	advantage	of	an	approximate	rule:	Rule:	B	â	€	A,	just	before	raining,	air	is	legal	.	This	rule	can	be	recognized	as	having	a	potential	relevance	for	the	situation	because	it	corresponds	to	the	surprising	fact,	C	â	€	™	a,	in	its	characteristics
consequently	A.	All	this	suggests	that	the	present	case	can	be	one	in	which	it	is	¡Press	the	rain:	Case:	C	â	€	"B,	the	current	situation	is	just	before	it	rains.	All	mental	performance,	however	much	automoty	and	semi-conscious	that	it	may	be,	which	leads	from	a	problematic	fact	and	a	previously	settled	knowledge	base	of	rules	for	the	plausible
suggestion	of	a	description	The	case,	is	what	we	are	calling	an	abductive	inference.	Deductive	phase	The	next	phase	of	beginning	uses	deductive	inference	to	expand	the	implicit	consequences	of	abductive	hypothesis,	with	the	aim	of	testing	its	truth.	For	this	purpose,	the	inquirer	needs	to	think	of	other	things	that	would	follow	the	consequence	of	his
precipitous	explanation.	So,	it	now	reflects	on	the	case	only	assumed:	Case:	C	â	€	™	B,	the	current	situation	is	just	before	it	rains.	He	looks	up	to	scan	the	sky,	perhaps	in	a	random	search	for	more	information,	but	since	the	sky	is	a	logic	place	to	look	for	details	of	an	imminent	storm,	symbolized	in	our	history	by	the	letter	B,	We	can	assume	with
security	that	our	racalist	has	already	highlighted	the	consequence	of	the	abducted	case,	C	â	€	™	and	began	to	expand	its	additional	implications.	So	let's	imagine	that	our	aspect	has	a	more	deliberate	proposition	in	mind,	and	that	your	search	for	additional	data	is	driven	by	the	new	and	determined	rule:	Rule:	B	â	€	œD,	just	before	raining,	dark	clouds
appear	.	Contemplating	the	case	assumed	in	combination	with	this	new	rule	leads	it	by	an	immediate	deduction	to	predict	an	additional	fact:	FACT:	C	â	€	"D,	in	the	current	dark	clouds	appear.	The	reconstructed	image	of	raciocanium	mounted	in	this	second	phase	of	infant	is	faithful	to	the	pattern	of	deductive	inference.	Inductive	phase	Whatever	the
case,	our	subject	observes	a	dark	cloud,	as	well	as	you	would	expect	based	on	the	new	hypothesis.	The	explanation	of	imminent	rain	removes	the	discrepancy	between	observations	and	expectations	and	thus	reduces	the	shock	of	surprise	that	made	this	process	of	beginning	need.	Looking	more	closely,	sowing	hypotheses	Figure	4	provide	a	graphic
illustration	of	Dewey's	sample	example,	insulating	for	the	purposes	of	this	analysis	the	first	two	steps	in	the	most	extended	process	They	become	the	entire	investigation.	O	-------------------------------------------------	----------	O	|	|	|	A	D	|	|	o	O	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	R	U	L	and	R	U	L	and	/	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	*	*	/	|	|	\	*	B	*	/	|	|	F	a	c	o	f	a	c	t	|	|
\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	C	to	s	and	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	\	*	/	|	|	|	|	C	|	|	|	|	A	=	the	air	is	legal	|	|	B	=	shortly	before	raining	|	|	C	=	The	current	situation	|	|	D	=	a	dark	cloud	appears	|	|	|	|	A	is	a	big	term	|	|	B	is	a	Term	MONT	|	|	C	is	a	minor	term	|	|	D	is	a	major	term,	associated	with	a	|	|	|	O	-------------------------------------------------	----------
Figure	4.	Dewey's	"rainy	day"	in	this	analysis	of	the	first	steps	of	the	investigation,	we	have	a	complex	or	mixed	form	of	inference	that	can	be	seen	As	with	two	steps:	The	first	step	is	a	kidnapping	that	abstracted	a	case	of	consideration	of	a	fact	and	a	rule.	Fact:	C	â	€	A,	in	the	current	situation	the	air	is	legal.	Rule:	B	â	€	œ	A,	just	before	raining,	the	air
is	cool.	Case:	C	â	€	™	B,	the	current	situation	is	just	before	it	rains.	The	final	step	is	a	deduction	that	admits	this	case	to	another	rule	and	comes	to	a	new	fact.	Case:	C	€	B,	O	Situation	is	just	before	raining.	Rule:	B	A	D,	Just	Before	rains,	a	dark	cloud	will	appear.	Fact:	C	to	D,	in	the	current	situation,	a	dark	cloud	will	appear.	This	is	far	from	a	complete
analysis	of	the	rainy	day,	even	in	the	extent	that	it	can	be	accomplished	within	the	limits	of	the	silky	framework,	and	it	encompasses	only	the	first	two	stages	of	the	relevant	investigation	process	But	maybe	he's	going	to	do	it	for	a	start.	Another	thing	that	needs	to	be	noted	here,	the	formal	duality	between	this	phase	of	expansion	of	the	investigation
and	the	analogy	argument.	This	can	be	seen	more	clearly	in	the	propositional	Trellis	diagrams	in	Figures	3	and	4,	where	analogy	displays	an	"the"	form	and	the	first	two	question	steps	display	an	"V",	respectively.	Since	we	find	us	several	times	referring	to	this	expansion	phase	of	the	surge	as	a	unit,	we	will	give	you	a	name	that	suggests	your	duality
with	analogyÃ	¢	"catalogy"	will	do	for	the	moment.	This	use	is	enough	APT	when	you	think	of	a	catallog	entry	for	an	item	as	a	text	that	lists	your	protruding	presents.	Note	that	analogy	has	to	do	with	examples	of	a	certain	quality,	while	Catalogy	has	to	do	with	the	qualities	of	a	particular	example.	Peirce	observed	similar	forms	of	duality	in	many	of	his
first	writings,	leading	to	the	treatment	consummated	in	his	article	1867	"in	a	new	list	of	categories"	(CP	1,545-559,	W	2,	49-59).	Capina	hypotheses	to	understand	the	inductive	raciocanic	bearing	in	the	final	stages	of	the	beginning,	there	are	a	couple	of	observations	that	we	need	to	do:	First,	we	need	to	recognize	that	the	smaller	infants	are	usually
woven	in	larger	investigations,	Want	to	see	the	whole	pattern	of	beginning	as	exercised	by	a	single	agent	or	a	complex	community.	In	addition,	it	is	necessary	to	consider	the	different	ways	in	which	the	specific	instances	of	investigation	can	be	related	to	in-course	on	higher	scales.	Three	modes	of	inductive	interaction	between	the	micro-infants	and
the	macro-questions	that	are	protruding	here	can	be	described	under	the	"Learning"	Taps,	the	"Transfer",	and	the	"testing"	of	rules.	Analogy	of	experience	along	the	rite	that	reason	makes	use	of	rules	that	have	been	transported	through	experience	intervals,	from	the	masses	of	experience	where	they	are	learned	for	moments	of	experience	where	they
are	applied.	Inductive	reasoning	is	involved	in	learning	and	transferring	these	rules,	both	in	accumulating	a	knowledge	base	and	leading	it	through	the	times	between	acquisition	and	application.	Learning.	The	main	form	that	contributes	from	inducing	a	ongoing	worker	is	through	rule	learning,	this	is,	through	the	creation	of	each	of	the	rules	that
goes	to	the	base	Knowledge,	nor	never	get	used	to	the	way.	Transfer.	The	way	to	continue	that	contribute	from	inducing	a	ongoing	worker	is	through	the	exploration	of	analogy,	a	combination	of	two	stages	of	inducing	and	deduction	It	serves	to	transfer	the	rules	from	one	context	to	another.	Testing.	Finally,	all	the	questions	that	make	use	of	a
knowledge	base	is	a	"field	test"	of	your	accumulated	contents.	If	the	knowledge	base	is	not	serving	any	live	in	a	satisfactory	way,	then	there	is	a	raw	real	fackee	to	reconsider	and	possibly	change	some	of	its	rules.	Let	us	now	consider	how	these	principles	of	learning,	transfer	and	testing	apply	to	"Sign	of	Rain"	the	example	of	John	Dewey.	Learning
rules	on	a	knowledge	base	as	much	as	your	effective	content	goes	well,	can	be	obtained	by	any	means	of	inferencing.	For	example,	a	rule	like:	rule:	B	A	A,	Just	Before	rains,	the	air	is	cool,	is	usually	induced	from	a	consideration	of	many	past	events,	in	a	way	that	can	be	rationally	rebuilt	of	the	following:	Case:	C	A	B,	at	certain	events,	is	only	before
Fact:	C	es	¢	A,	in	certain	events,	the	air	is	fresh,	-----------------	----------------	----------------------------------	----------------	-------	Rule:	B	AA,	Just	Before	rains,	the	air	is	fresh.	However,	the	same	It	could	also	be	abducted	as	an	explanation	of	a	singular	occurrence	or	deducted	as	a	conclusion	of	a	presumptive	theory.	Transfer	what	is	that	it	gives	a	distinctly	inductive
character	for	the	acquisition	of	a	knowledge	base?	It	is,	of	course,	the	"analogy	of	experience"	which	is	based	on	their	applications.	Whenever	we	find	ourselves	to	prefect	a	discussion	with	the	phrase	"if	the	past	experience	is	any	guide	...",	then	we	can	be	sure	that	this	principle	has	come	into	play.	We	are	invoking	an	analogy	between	the	experiencia
of	the	past,	considered	as	a	totality,	and	present	experience,	considered	as	a	point	of	application.	What	it	means	in	the	practice	is	the	following:	"If	the	past	experience	is	a	good	sample	of	the	possible	experience,	then	the	knowledge	acquired	in	which	the	present	experience	applies."	This	is	the	mechanism	that	allows	a	knowledge	base	to	be	carried
out	through	galfs	of	experience	that	are	indifferent	to	the	effective	content	of	its	rules.	Here	are	the	details	of	how	this	disease	of	transfer	works	in	the	case	of	the	"Rain	Sign"	Example:	Let	K	(PRES)	Be	a	part	of	the	Knowledge	Base	of	Reasoner	who	is	logically	equivalent	to	the	conjunct	Of	two	rules,	as	follows:	K	(PRES)	=	(BAA)	and	(B	to	D).	K
(PRES)	is	the	present	knowledge	base,	expressed	in	the	form	of	a	restriction	logic	in	the	present	universe	of	speech.	It	is	convenient	to	have	the	option	of	expressing	all	the	leading	declarations	in	terms	of	its	tillage	models,	this	is,	in	terms	of	primitive	circumstances	or	the	elements	of	experience	on	which	they	hold	true.	Let	it	(past)	the	chosen	set	of
experiences,	or	the	circumstances	we	have	in	mind	when	we	refer	to	the	"experiment	of	the	past".	Let	it	(poss)	the	collective	set	of	experiences	or	the	projective	total	of	circumstances.	Let	it	(pres)	be	the	present	experience,	or	the	circumstances	that	are	present	to	Reasoner	at	the	present	time.	If	we	think	of	K	Knowledge	Base	(PRES)	as	referring	to
the	"Experience	Regime"	on	which	he	is	now,	all	of	these	sets	of	models	can	be	compared	by	the	simple	relationships	of	inclusion	set	or	implication.	Figure	5	schematizes	this	way	to	see	the	"Experience	Analogy".	O	-------------------------------------------------	----------	O	|	|	|	K	(PRES)	|	|	|	|	/	|	\	|	|	/	|	\	|	|	/	|	\	|	|	/	|	\	|	|	/	Rule	\	|	|	/	|	\	|	|	/	|	\	|	|	/	|	\	|	|	/	E	(POS)	\	|	|	Fact	/
O	Cab	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|	/	*	Case	*	\	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|	/	*	*	\	|	|
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