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Intentional Operators and Semantic Characterization .

New Direction of the Research on Truth-Theoretic Paradoxes

ZHAQ Zhen
( Department of Philosophy, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract; In the study of truth-theoretic paradoxes, Kripke’s minimum fixed-point theory is one of the
most significant approaches after Tarski’s theory. However, Kripke’s theory also has some disadvantages. The
main disadvantages are the weakening of deducibility and expressivity. Therefore, many logicians try to
increase the deducibility and expressivity of Kripke’s truth theory while at the same time keep the advantages of
his theory. Field tries to strengthen the deducibility by introducing an intentional conditional ‘—’. Yablo at-
tempts to increase the deducibility through bringing in “Yablo’s fixed point”. Lucas Rosenblatt and Damiane
Szmuc introduce the “pathological” predicate. They realize their characterization purpose by allowing certain
values to overlap. Roy brings in some new intentional connectives. Strengthening the deducibility and expres-
sivity of Kripke’s approach by introducing new intentional operators or predicates is the new direction of the re-
search on truth-theoretic paradoxes in recent years.

Key words; Truth-Theoretic Paradoxes; fixed-point semantics; intentional operators; semantic charac-
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