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The Differentiation of Research Ways on Paraconsistent
Logic and Its Philosophical Connotation

FU Min

(School of Humanities, Southwestern University of Finance and Economics, Chengdu 611130, China)

Abstract; The core question of paraconsistent logic is how to characterize, within a logic system, the
paraconsistency outside. Therefore, the principle of explosion must be restricted. The “logic alternative” way
advocates revising classical logic in semantics or syntactics, which either fails to characterize inconsistency or
is too ad hoc in technology. Instead, the “logic application” way does not suggest to construct any “alternative
system” to classical logic, but aims to grasp some general application principles of logical laws, which form a
differentiation with the research way of “logic alternative”. Its basic approach is to define operators of “being
deduced” and “being believed” respectively, and restrict applicability of the principle of explosion by charac-
terizing interaction mechanisms between these two operators. Along the “logic application” way, paraconsis-
tency outside can be characterized more intuitively, and classical logic can be retained wholly, which give this
way many distinct advantages. Further study of it is more likely to promote the formation of the subjectivity tell-
ing field of logic research in China, and its philosophical implication is far-reaching.

Key words: paraconsistent logic ; paraconsistency; “logic alternative” way; “logic application” way; subjec-
tivity
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