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T 72354, Aumann (1976) DHEHER —FUEHS Milgrom and Stokey (1982)
DG EM 7 EDOL L Tz, T ofEFwE BT B 200, SITHFSE T IR Al
DRI R 2 Y CC, IR I G 2 A80E L CHs@EER O E 2 Ak L
THM%iT7 > 72, e.g., Samet (1990), Brandenburger, Dekel, and Geanakoplos
(1992), Shin (1993), Geanakoplos (2021). L #*L 7223 &, Dekel, Lipman, and
Rustichini (1998) 13 A A[HI D M'E TH % Plausibility, KU Introspection, AU
Introspection % R7E L 72356, Mk H 72 Necessitation % i 72 378 & X
Triviality 2% i 32 L, Monotonicity % i 7z 3" 72 © |¥ Unawareness Leads to
Ignorance A2 T 5 Z & &R L 72, BRMERY e HIGRIE L 1134037 Necessitation
¥ Monotonicity % 37 X & 2 55, T O3 EEHE R 72 RS E < I R AT Al
FEBEWRICHERT A ENTERNVC L 2ERT 2.2 3 RuJfl%2 A EWIC#ER
3 % 72912, Heifetz, Meier, and Schipper (2006) (3H:& D K IEICHEH %24 T T
AR HEEE T AR REL, FERICAAHZERT 222 TE 5 Xk5iIcL
7. Z D%, AAIHIOWMIEIIBEE DO REICET 2 b DB FE L 7o 7, e.g., Heifetz,
Meier, and Schipper (2008, 2013), Li (2009), Heinsalu (2012), Schipper (2013,
2014), Galanis (2013, 2018).4

L2 Ladds, RO REICEREZY CAAFHOMELIETS C LIiTME

ThdLHIcBbsb. #lzlE, Fukuda (2021) X AU Introspection #1{RiE L

2 JEEHER) 70 SRS 1C 5\ B A O MEEE MR 2 5 L 22 fh o BFge & L T,
Modica and Rustichini (1994, 1999) % Chen, Ely, and Luo (2012) 233 %.

3 7535, Tada (2021c) |ZIFERHER 22 EEELE © b CA AT &2 3w L 725581 13,
Unawareness Leads to Ignorance (ZHEWREANAHOMWE LY 552 L %15
fLTw3.,

CREHNCEE T 29—~ 4 & LTlE Schipper (2014, 2015) 2% FH5n 3.



2 FIIEEER R E S T O A A AR T 2 S S ATRETH B T L R IEHE
L7z, b 2 b BHER 2 5SS 1< 5 10 2 ARl o IR I AR E 7 O E
EZ2rbErNEdb0Thd. FBENZHNBHEETOLSG, TOERLH
Necessitation & Monotonicity 233 23 5. Z D 72 ®, Plausibility, KU
Introspection, AU Introspection Z & L 7z & %, RA[HI D& IZ MK 2 b D
L7oTLES. Lol S Dekel, Lipman, and Rustichini (1998) 723454 L
X, AEREE T Ao oE 272 I Wz b i, Az G EKRIC
HMT AN TES XS IC S, A RBEENRIERBEETCH 72 LT,
Necessitation & Monotonicity 237 L7 < 72 % X 5 RAEEE 7% € 71l
3 5.

ETMLICH 720 T, A3 T TEBINIREBZEF O EA L 70 2 EBIIVIK
REEZ ERK L7z, 2 LCRBIMREEZER L Bl CAER T2 EE L&
BLz. BENAARERT o5, FEMREEMEBEES T2 LA
CEFRIND. THITH L TRAL X, BEOERICMA T, FERPEBIAIRE
ZEFOHDEATH L L EICRY, EREZOFHEREA > T2 bDLERL,
Z DERPEEREZEMOTHEATHRVEAICIE, FREIZOHEREZM S
b DLEFRL. ZHICE Y Necessitation & Monotonicity % iif§7= ¥ 7x
W) B RALAIEER 2 ) 5 Z & ZARRIC L 7-.

T A FA AR 2 —BRACAEEE I D W TER L 2. —fR{bA A
AT L A EOWHEICO W TISRITHIE & RIRRICHRAZ S 2 2%, A D—fik
ERATAEE TR AAMAEERTH % & 2 A TIiE, Symmetry & A-
Conjunction (32 L 72V, THIFEITMHRL RALZHTH L. Lo LAad b
Ha o oG L CRITHEEARBAETHZ EEIE AR, Hl 23

Modica and Rustichini (1994, 1999) % Tada (2021b) 7z &% Symmetry %1{X



ELTAMLTWw2DTHST, FICHZLT LI EERLTWEDITTEZRW.
it > C, Symmetry DIEV L7 WT —AD b & T, AEKRZ A ZHEmT 5
LIZA[RER D TH B.

B O —BACHFRE R IIEEN R AGRER L 3R R 2 b0 TH I TN E
b, FEMRAERMN L BEAVREEMA KT 2L A TRRAICHEEZEL .
B> T, FEAEN 7 T WS ©/R & LT & /2 Triviality Theorems (Modica and
Rustichini 1994, Dekel, Lipman, and Rustichini 1998, Chen, Ely, and Luo 2012)
ICOWThH, EBIIREZERN & KBINPREZEM AT 5L 2 ATRKLT 5.
INRERADETAPERENZTET Vv E —RIELLEZdDTHEZ L EZRL T
3.

ARNIRD L 5 TR E N T 5. [ HiCREEN R EREELZ EEL, 2D
Eo—fbrEiERE T2 ER T 5. U ficld—MLaEEE I ko w T
(ERAHBEE T2 EHEL, 2OWEICOWTEBS T 2{Th 572, IV ficit
Triviality Theorems O —#fb %17\, A DT F A DBIEHER) o€ T L % — AL

L72bDTHE T eERNLE &ZICVHCltfamz T wn3,

1
2.1 BEHEI) 7 TS
RECIE T FEERN R ERBEMK O ERLEFT . ARAHRORE
(REEZER]) %2 Q LRL, weq ZHFROREL TS, FRIT Ec LRL,
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DES
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~E=Q\E ¢3%. FHROERBEEEZ P:0-22\{0} £32. LED weQ
WX LC, P()#0 IZHO2TH S, §OBINITEDEMESITIEZE L 7
3. 2Dk E (QP)EIEHRFE L .

T Q ZFRBAVIRAESRM LWL, EBIMIREEZEM Xc 2T X5



TERT 55

X = U P(w).

WHOHHREEET A CIRID L ZHFREADOIHEEZUT O X 5 IC&KT 5.

Pl 2D weX XL T, weP(w).
P2 O)IEPL(CU) 77;6612\ Pl((l)’) gpl((l))

P3 O)IEPL(CU) 77;6612\ Pl((l)’) QPL((A))

ER1HEWREE P 2°P1 22T DEIRETS. 2L E, X=0 DKL T
28&, pOoZDLEIICRD, (P1*) TED we ICHLT, weP(w).

W OB CIE P1* 2{RET 3. PLIZPI*3ED7~-b0TH5C & IZHS
PTHBE. ZDLEHEIHLTUTDOLIICERT 3.

EE 1 RIS (QP) KB T, RBP4 P1*, P2, P3 &z 3L &,
P 135 & (partitional) TH 2 & PR, TEHEIE P 23 P1, P2, P3 %iii/- 9 &

%, P 1305 EI (partially partitional) TH % & X2,

5 FEIIRAEZEM D 2 D EFIT Fiorini and Rodrigues-Neto (2017) ZZ WL 7-.
HMET &, KA FEHEHVIREERAZEIIREZEM OB EATH L L
ZERL T2 DI LT, 5 1d FEBIRIRAEZZ R A B IREEZE M o F A7
BTHILD LNENWI Lx@DTND.



2.2 — AL HIE T
RN WAV HEREE T K20 520 oW TE 2 5. AEDIREE we ¢H

RECQZEolmt%, KE) ZUTOXIICEHET S:

{w € K(E) if P;,(w) €S EandE € X; and
K;(E) = @ otherwise.

WEQN %523, ZOLELEOFER ECQ ITNLT, weK;(E) BT 3
EE,“FRIE w TE ZHIoTWwW3” LMIRL, we K(E) RIS 5% & %,
“FIRIZ 0o TE ZHIS R LFRT . @ oG T ld, FERIREZER
X 250 CHRER 2 ER L 20D, AfEcix FEMIREZER S FE I An
TERT L. COERTREZAONLERICHL T, HHREAPHTEAL K
2 TWVB7ZT TR, ZOERPTEBIREEFOHMIEATHEIILLED
5. FNBRZL LIRS XL, $hbb ECX DL b FLFEEIT E ITon
THIOLRWbDLEEZS. ZDEE, UTOMENIKILT 5.

i 1 EIEE (Q,P) BT, —MAbHEEE T K ZLLT OWE %5723,

K1 (Necessitation) : X = Q LT 5 ¢ %X, 220D L ZTICRY KWQ) =Q;
K2 (Monotonicity) : X =Q P73 5L &, »DOZDL ZICRY ECF =
K(E) € K(F);

K3 (Conjunction) : X =Q 2L T 2L &, 22Z DL ZICRY K(ENF) =
K(E) N K(F);

K4 (Truth) : P 3 P1 %#ii7= 37 5%, K(E) S E;



K5 (Positive Introspection) : P 25 P2 #iwi7- 372 & 1%, K(E) € KK(E); and
K6 (Negative Introspection) : X = Q 233232 L %, 220Z DL ZICRY P 2

P3 #7237 51X, -K(E) € K—-K(E).

FMW2: K313 K2%EL,

HFMR3: TEo E,FcX ITxLT,
K2 ECF = K(E) € K(F); and

K3 K(ENF)=K(E)nK(F).

W DHIFREE T DA, Necessitation, Monotonicity, Conjunction (%449 %37
% % . Heifetz, Meier, and Schipper (2006) % Li (2009) 12 & \» T %,
Necessitation, Monotonicity, Conjunction (3% 9 K37 L 7=. W BRI A FE D —
AV G 7 1 R IR B M S R B IR B 2R & — B L WA Ik
Necessitation, Monotonicity, Conjunction 12 %37 L Zav>. Z D s i3k 4 @ Hli#k
HETORKOFHITH 5. T 728 OHBERE T IXIEREAE P3 %z 3
7z b ¥, Negative Introspection (&3 2T % 23, —MALIGEEHE T D5 A,
FEIRREZE M I BB IRE R & — B L e < TR AR b o,

I — Mt A A A AT
AREI TR HATEE L U:22-522 ZUTO X HICERT B

6 Z DEFIT Modica and Rustichini (1994) OEFZETH H 3.



U(E) = —|K(E) N —|K—|K(E)

Dekel, Lipman, and Rustichini (1998) 2% L 7= Plausibility (U(E) € =K (E) n
—~K—K(E)) 13FAx DEZEHIHLHS PICKTLT 5. —ALAIAEE T 4:292 - 20
X, A(E) =-U(E) LEHETE. ZDL & AR AIEE 1 O HEZ R 1L DL
Tokricmansg.

M 1 ERE (QP) it T, HHRBEE P OIS EINTHZ LT 5.
DL ERAHEGER T U IZUToWE Zii- 3. fEED EcQ XL T,
® Triviality : X =Q 2SR T 5L %, 202D L ZICRY, AE) = Q; and

® Non-Triviality : X #Q D& &, 22Z DL ZICRY, AE) =K(E). ¥ 51

EZX 723 E=0 PV TELE, »OZDEL ZICRY, AE) = 0.

HR 4 FHRBEE DT 2 EI T v & 1E, EEIRIREZEHE s Z B IR R
& —ELTWnwze LTS Triviality 132 LW LivZza .

L E DD & LU T DA msL s 5.

i 2 EEREDE (O P) BT, B P W ECcH s L3 5.
T D& EACARIAGERE F U (AT OMHEE Z i 72 3.

Ul (KU Introspection) : KU(E) = @;

U2 (AU Introspection) : U(E) € UU(E);

U3 (Weak Necessitation) : X = Q 7= 51E A(E) = K(X);

U4 (Strong Plausibility) : U(E) = N&_,(=K)™(E);



U5 (Weak Negative Introspection) : =K (E) N A=K(E) = K=K (E);

U6 (Symmetry) : X = Q 72513, U(E) = U(=E);

U7 (A-Conjunction) : {EE®D A XL T E; € X 61X, A(Ny Ey)) =n, A(EY;
U8 (AK-Self Reflection) : AK(E) = A(E);

U9 (AA-Self Reflection) : AA(E) = A(E); and

U10 (A-Introspection) : KA(E) = A(E).

i 3¢ [HFWENE (Q P) I, [EWEE P BE I EINTH 2 LT 5.
ZDLEMUEARAFEET U IUToOME2MH-3. FEOFER E+0
LT,
U2’ (Reverse AU Introspection) :

1. X=0 7% 5%, UU(E) € U(E); and

2. X#Q »2 E¢X %251E, UU(E) S U(E).
U3’ (Reverse Weak Necessitation) : X # Q 22 E# X =561 A(E) # K(X).
U6’ (Reverse Symmetry) : X # Q D& ¥,

1. EcX 7=25if, UE) € U(=E); and

2. ESX 725X, UE)2U(=E). HE55M1: -E ¢ X.
U7’ (Reverse A-Conjunction) : X # Q D& &, {LTED 1 ICNLT E,€X »2

TED 6 I LT Es X 7=biE, A(N, E) 20, A(Ey).

U1-4 | Dekel, Lipman, and Rustichini (1998) 23#¢Z% L 7=. U6-9 X Modica and
Rustichini (1994, 1999) 232X L 7=. U5-9 iZ Halpern (2001) 232%& L 7-. U10
I Heifetz, Meier, and Schipper (2006) 232 L 7-. U2’ ¥ Fukuda (2021) 23

XL 7-.



KAEHH 7218 L 72 @ 13, Reverse Weak Necessitation (U3’), Reverse
Symmetry (U6’), Reverse A-Conjunction (U7’) T» 3. EHIFIRIEZM & &8
IR REZE 23 —B L e\ & &, U3, U6, U7 3L L 2 wvhd Ltk v, fEED
FERPFBREBZERB O ESGTH 25618, Symmetry 13463 2L 70,
HRERFEAREZC OE S EA TRV E B, 7 ORNER A T BIHREEZ2 [

DERDEA TR WIR b I, Symmetry 23AL T 5 DICHT LT, Z DR ERHE

puisy

okt

BIRIREBZEF OF LA TH 57 5 1F, Symmetry 1FHL L m\v. 72, FEW
IREEZER N KR REZE[] & —3 L 7\ & ¥, A-Conjunction 23K T % &4
IFETCOERPFEIVIREZEMICEL T35, £ TOERDFEIVIREZERM
KELTWARLADOWTNATHS.

Reverse Symmetry D EEICDOWTEZ X 9. A DET L TIIEBEIIIRAEZE

] & HEIIRAEZZ[E] 28 —8 L 7n\»» & & A Tl Symmetry 233 L 7 WEHR L

v
W
S

B

THET . THITREER O TES L2038 & v EMRL, 5830
HRORNNERYABT AN TERVWI L 2ZERLTWS. ZoMEEITHR
LCresMaEEcidhl, EERchiEc v 2L TH 5.

Bl —ANDFEHE Alice & Bob #E 2 %. ~ANixZznZznjloGArcEvwCTk
D, BNOHFEEZHIOLRWE T 5. H5H, ERAEPSHOENICOWTRD Z
EREZTWELT 3.

w; : Alice & Bob DA% 7 vicd 3.
w, * Alice Z3% 7 EICT 3.

w3 :Bob 720 % 7 ¥ICT 5.

w, - AED 7 BT LR,
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Z 2T Alice 13 Bob OFEZML R VDS, HLIZANDE 7 €ickh b (0y),
IR LRVE (w,) DVWTALLIALR V. DL E, WTFNOBAT
HoTh,Bob B EICR7DHE D (0, w3) ICOWTIFHS Z EHATE
B, Tabb, BR {0y, w,) KAHITHo72L LThH, FR {w,ws} ITO0
TRAAMAEETHZ. n

%% % b Reverse Symmetry ZHFREHE T DER»SEIPNTZDDTH 5.
3 L Reverse Symmetry 23MEZM7Zd D TH 57 b1, FIFHEE T OERME
BTHDLE WS ik, Thbb, FEHIREZEHRICEL TR 0ER
IC L TIREEEDRGEAONDE LI ERPMMERNTH L LI T Ltk s,
L2 LZass, EEMREERICEL ThhanwaEicH L <, EERBM2 L5
DHMEFF > TV B I LIFVI I BN LAMETH L. o T, @BMTE T
BROWERICH L CEEARGEZONE 2L RIRLTEANTH B LIS 2R\,

% < DIEATIHIETIZ Symmetry 23K3723 5 2 & 2EEHT 220, ZNZRE L
THH I NT %72, e.g., Modica and Rustichini (1994, 1999), Halpern (2001),
Heifetz, Meier, and Schipper (2006, 2008, 2013), Li (2009), Sadzik (2021), and
Tada (2021b). Tl%, Reverse Symmetry (1ZEfTIHZE & AN TR WHE R D72
29 5? kEiE S 21X, £ 9 Tld 7\, Modica and Rustichini (1994) |3 15%:H
B 1728 Necessitation, Monotonicity, Truth, Positive Introspection 2337 L T \»
% & %, Symmetry & Negative Introspection 23FEMECH 5 Z L EZR L 7=, T74
b B, Necessitation % L < |¥ Monotonicity 283 L 7a \» & & A T %
Symmetry ¢ Negative Introspection (Z[EfEHICIZ bRV THS. L L

NWIEEERZAAAICOWTEERT % & ¥, Symmetry 0T T 5 & & 2%
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AET 2 b Tik v, E 72 Tada (2021b) 13 Monotonicity, Truth, Positive
Introspection 235373 % & Z A Clx AU Introspection & Symmetry 23[E/fH T
HDHEEAHLE., L LARROET LTI, FEIKEEZEMN & KEIREE
ZEM 28— L 7w & T A T, Monotonicity 2337 L 7\, fif - T, AU
Introspection & Symmetry D [RfEM: % RFEL Z V. DL E2 b A4 13HEWR 7%
A% # 2 51CH 7= > T, Symmetry 2L L 7R WH D L VR WIRITFEFET
52 L HERMORER D TH B

IV Generalized Triviality Theorems
Modica and Rustichini (1994), Dekel, Lipman, and Rustichini (1998), Chen,
Ely, and Luo (2012) % Triviality Theorem DWW TN A T & 7=. KHfiT

i Triviality Theorem DT & —L%Z1T 9.

ZEH 1: (Modica and Rustichini 1994) F#it#&E (Q,P) B W, [HFHEEIE P
BT ENTH LTS, X=0 PKILTDELE, »pOoZDL ETITRY,
EEDOFERICN L T Symmetry 22T 5.

FEH 2 : (Dekel, Lipman, and Rustichini 1998) {&#i#& (Q,P) BT, 1R

BRE P 2RI EIChH 2L 5. 2oL E, LTMEFEETS 5.

TEFIIEXROEGH ICEHT 5. ELDOEGH 1T Reverse Symmetry o HiliE
RIICEFAEZLZDbD0D, ZOWEPHEERTH 2 Liimo0 5 2 LICiHE
HIC5 LI R®RL T, ZOBEEDERIT Reverse Symmetry 1ZXf
TOIHEZICLoTHEENZDDTH .
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1. X=Q;
2. Triviality: U(E) = @; and

3. Unawareness Leads to Ignorance: VE,F € X, U(E) € —=K(F).

EH 3 : (Chen, Ely, and Luo 2012) & #iiiE (O, P) ICB VT, 1HHEAE P 235K
SR EINTH B LTS cotE, LTREMETH 3.
1. X=Q;

2. Symmetry, AU Introspection, Negative Introspection 23 [FfET®» 3.

JefTHF%2 <l Plausibility, AU Introspection, KU Introspection 23MRE & T
W3 L X, HFEREE T2 Necessitation, Monotonicity 23ME & 117272 & 1A H]
FNIEERAD DL BB LRI NTER., 2 L CEER R AGFEE T3
Necessitation, Monotonicity 7549 {373 % O TA AJ K D HE B BEM: 135 12 o7z
T 2. WA OHBEHE 06, ERINPIRAEZERN & FEIREBZER 2 —KF 2
L2 AT, ARIHIOMERMEAEICHLT 2. L LAads, FEINREZERM
EERBRVIRREZERI A —3L L 2o\ & & 5 Tl Plausibility, KU Introspection, AU
Introspection 23HKIZ L TW3ICd 220 b, RAlK o MR IR S W ix
W, 7R 5 2 DAL, Necessitation & Monotonicity 237 L 2\ 22 5
Thd. Thbb, EBIREZER L FBIMIREER2 RT3 L 5Tl
Triviality Theorems 2337 L, % 5 T\ & & A TIRIGFRBIE AR 531 1C 7 E
f)TH 72 & LTH Triviality Theorems 2L L RWDTH 5. Z DL,

Hx2DETNVPEENGERESET V2 —RILLZZbDTH B Z L 2T,
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AR IIERAERN 7 GEHI0) HHELE 2 F Vv b B ER R H O 9471 03 1]
e Td % T & %78 L 72, Dekel, Lipman, and Rustichini (1998) 23/~ L 72 & 9 IC,
Plausibility, KU introspection, AU Introspection Z{iE L 72354, HIakEE 173
Necessitation, Monotonicity %7z L T\ 2 EIC A A[ A A HEEIR R b D &
72 B B8, KEUERY 7n JERH B 713 43 Necessitation & Monotonicity 7% jii 72 3
25, %5 D Triviality Theorem I FHIZLTCLEH. ZICH L THA D
T T ATIE, FEREE 7 25 Necessitation & Monotonicity 23512 F 5 729 D
MBS Z TR O TEREEM AR BIREEME KT Tho
7. Tk OFREHIEE T 12 Plausibility, KU Introspection, AU Introspection 2%
MFROLT 2 0 ey, ERIRAEZEME & BENIREZER 2 —B L R wiGaic
l%, Necessitation & Monotonicity 23K37 L 72\ D T, HEWRICA A A % i&im
THEIEHNTES.

¥, WA DGR, ARTAEEFEUA T O CREN b D LR o T
Wh.EFEBIREERMEFBIREBEME B LEwE I AT,
Symmetry & A-Conjunction 233235 Z & ZRAEL 72\, T O RUEW L D2
DIATIIGE & 127 2 fEHTH %, e.g., Heifetz, Meier, and Schipper (2006), Li
(2009). L2 L7285, Symmetry 23EK37Z L 72\ & & 3k L CHRATIIIE & RS
ThrbITldhwv. FHERRETVICE TS Symmetry 25K LRV T &
HET DL L IIAETH B.

AhEOftam BT e B 2 iz o0n &b, FEAIRAEZEM & ZEIY
IRREZEMI S —E(F % & A ClE, FRHEMN 2R EIRIEE IC B 1T 2 AR HEE 7 O
ie FMRDORERES S, Mo T, WA DET NVIIEEN LEmE ML LZD
DTHDBEERD.

A EROMECRANICEES 2 Y TN E{Th 7. L2LAadBb, B

14



BIRE B D 2RIICOVTIIFLEE LT, R GESEIR) 1EH
BEEZHOCTERREZ DN L7z DL LT, Brandenburger, Dekel, and
Geanakoplos (1992), Geanakoplos (2021) 7 EHZ T b 5. 58, HAEHAD
5 X RBEEREORIICH LT, {RADETALEHOTI NS DRITIFFE
AL L 722 TS C e iR L 7 B, 72, AR[HIE 2 L H KO RE
ELTCCHTREEORIED B 2. BURCTIIA M 0w i\ £ 72 o e
CZLWRITH 2. RADETAERFLONRTIEDLE 25 L9 IO
THESBBRFAT L T BERH B2,

fiiam © AIEEH
EW 1:X=Q ORFEAL . X #Q ZIRETS. 2DL X, wePlw) TH5D

X97% weQ BEETS. ftoT (P1*) FiEzana\v. m

md 1: (K1) XcQ EHOL2THSE. X=0 DL E, TED we LT,
PwcQ 247073200, weK(Q). #-T, QCK(Q) b KW =AQ.
X#Q OL%, Q¢X IHL2TH 200, MMEHETOEERLY K(Q) =0.
(K3) X=0 #IRET2. £fE2D weK(ENF) 2t 3. 2Dt %, P(wW)CE
»D ECX & PWEF 72 FCX BB LTWwWS. bbb, we€K(E)
22 w€eK(F) £V, weK(E)NK(F). i>T K(ENnF) < K(E)nK(F). &
D weKEYNKF) 2t d. 2L %, weK(E) »° w€e€K(F) BKIZL T
W3, Nt (WWCSE 2 ECX & P(WCSF »D FCX #BEWT 305,
(WESENF »2 ENFCX. §72bb weK(ENF) XV KE)NK(F)C
K(ENF). UE»S K(EENF)=KE)NK(F). X#Q 2IRETS. 2T F=

QO ¢T3, 20L& KENQ=KE) TH2DIicxtL T, K(EYNK(Q) =

15



KEYN®=0. #>T K(ENF) # K(E) nK(F).

(K2) X=Q, ECF #IREJT3. 2ot %, K(E)=K(ENF)=K(E)NK(F) c
KF). X#Q Ot %, F=Q &b, KQ)=0. it> T, K(E) ¢ K(F).

(K4) P1 LT W3 ERETS. FED weK(E) &b, 2Dt ¥
P(w)SE »2 ECX BT 5.PlEY weP(w)SE THSH» b, K(E)C
E.

(K5) P2 BE. LT3 ERETS. FED wekK(E) &b, 2L ¥
P(WCE 72 ECX PRI T3. CZTHED weP(w) 2L 5.P2 X
P(w) S Pw) THD500b, P(W)EE. ®->T, w €K(E). T7xbbH Plw)CS
K(E) A3 5. AEX Y K(E) € KK(E).

(K6) X=0Q, P3 T2 LIRETS. (FED we-K(E) 2L 3. 2Dk %,
w&€KE) THH2H»rH PEE. EED w e€P(w) XL T P3 &b,
P(w)2P(w) TH22b, P(W)ZE, o ¢K(E), T7bb o €-K(E). o
T P(w) € —K(E). LEXY —K(E)SK-K(E). X#Q Dt %, .K(Q)=Q T

L5, K-KQ) =K(Q)=0. #t>T —K(E) € K-~K(E). m

3 EED EEFCX e 5.

(K3) £E®D weK(ENF) il T P CSECX 22 P(wW)SFCX MK
ST 5355, w€e€K(E) 2 weK(F). ’f>T K(ENF)SK(E)NK(F). {£&
D weKE)NKF) #tdb. 20X PwWESECSCX »»2 PwESFcX »®
AL T 5056, PwWEENFEX £V weK(ENF). 6> T K(ENF) 2
K(EYNK(F). LEXY K(ENnF)=K(E)nK(F).

(K2’) Conjunction (¥ Monotonicity % &< .
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A 1 IEMBEE S ENch 2L T2, X=0 2ET 2. P3EEL
T\ 3225 Negative Introspection 28373 3. Thabb UE)=0. o<
A(E) =Q. X #Q D& %, Negative Introspection 2337 L 72 \xD T A(E) # Q
EbE9% E BPEETAZ0D LA, TTTECX 22 E+0 DL %,
Truth XY K(E)SCECX DT 200 -KE)EX. T7bb K-K(E) =
@. "> T, A(E)=K(E)UK-K(E)=K(E). E=90 Dt % K(E)=AE)=0
WHHOL 2. ECX 0% KE)=0 &Y -K(E)=Q. 2D & ¥ K-K(E)=
KQ=0 TH25»0 -K-KE)=Q. i>7T UE)=-K(E)N-K-K(E)=Q

XV KE)Y=AE)=0. =

JERR 4 P3 DRI L 7\ & ¥, Negative Introspection (K37 L Z V. fiE > T

Triviality (332 L 72\, m

M 2:X=0 0L E(FUI-10 Pz n2 AL THL. X +0 &K
ETE. ZorE, il XY AE)=K(E). $7%bbH UE) =-K(E)

(Ul) EScX D&%, -K(E)ZX TH5. it>T KU(E)=K-K(E)=0. E &
X 0LxZ UE)=Q TH325 KUE) =K(Q) = 0.

(U2) UU(E) = -KU(E)N=K-=KU(E). Ul X b —KU(E)Nn-K-KU(E)=Qn
-K(Q)=Q. #t>C, UU(E)=Q THS»5 UE) < UU(E).

(U4) £ E D E It L T, =.K-K(E)=-KUE)=Q TH 3. FEEIC
~K—-K-K(E)=-K-KU(E)==-K(Q)=Q 2T 5. ThxzigEhiRI&
NS, (GK)YE)=Q TH 5. fit> T, UE) =-K(E) ==K(E) Ny, (K)"(E) =
Np=1 (2K)"(E).

(U5) K-K(E)=KU(E)=0. A-K(E)=K-K(E)=0. % - T, =K(E)Nn
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A—K(E) = K—=K(E).

(U7) X0 ot %, A(E)=K(E) TH 3. fit> 7T, A(NLE) =K(N, E),
Ny A(E;) =N, K(E;)). ST THED A KL T EcX &b, R 3 Xb
Conjunction 232 F %7205 A(Ny Ey) = K(Ny Ey) =N, K(E) =n; A(E)).
(U8-10) P ZERI D EINITH %55, K 13 Truth & Positive Introspection

DAL T 5. 6> T A(E) =K(E) = KK(E) = KA(E) = AA(E) = AK(E). =

M3 E+0 &5 5.

(U2) X=Q Dt %, UE)=0 T»255»56, UUE)=U@)=0. it-> T,
UUE)CU(E). X#+Q »2 EZX t35%. ZDLE UE)=Q TH2H
UU(E) € U(E).

(U6) X+Q &3 2.ECcX hmblE -ECX THE256, URE)=Q. [>T
UE)YCU(E). EZX Ol X UE)=Q £V UE)2U(=E). TIT -E¢X
61X URE)=Q THEH55 UE)=U(=E).

(U7) X#+Q ¢35, TED 2 KL T ECSX, {fETED 6§ WL T Es¢X
L35, 2DLE, AEs) =0 THHD»H, Ny AE) Ns A(Es) =N, A(E)) N Y =

@. fE> T, ANy Ey Ns Es) 20, A(Ey) Ns A(Es). m

EHT1:X=0 D&%, 2 XV EEOERICHN L T Symmetry 23K372 3 5.

X#Q 0L %, 3 XY Symmetry 20 L A WERPGFIET 2. »

ERE2:X=0 ®LE, fiE 1 X Triviality 2588379 3. Triviality 235373 3
& %, Unawareness Leads to Ignorance 23323 % @ 3B 5 2>. Unawareness

Leads to Ignorance 2329 % LRETS. 2T T X#Q LIRETS. 2D
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Z,UQ)=0 Thd»25, UE)E-KF) ¢35 LK957% F BHEHETSE. Ih
BFETHE. fE-oT X =Q.

EH 3:X=0 DL %, 2 XY Symmetry, AU Introspection, Negative
Introspection 23323 5%. X #Q ® & X, Symmetry & Negative Introspection
WAL L Zev. LA L7285 AU Introspection [Z 3 KL T 2 DT 3 DoMWE

IZFEfETIE 2. =
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