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BOA DL SO —Fh i IR R~ AR, SRR e R 5 T — DA B SE R0 3
Tl BA IR G WA A R RO SR R T R ik B GO AR Y B ARRT R AR R A, BAT
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SERR TN BEAE BALIE D 28 X0 8 Vo PRI, W 4tk 24 (J. D. Hamkins ) B 4 Fif A9 S B 52, $2 41 1758
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RS PAFAEFA LTI ITE I, FATAEAT A ek R RER I — N S LS 79 Sl e — A

VTR S AT AIEE T o AR A S B SE A BT R T, FRATREASUE AT I
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(1, AR T XA RSS2 b, ISR sl i © O JAT TP 84, dnal 2 LI A
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DL 9 209 A0 X P Bl AN, 25 H 2 B AR R AT 02 BB (countability axiom ) IR 3 £ 5 2% B
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BB T AL — AT R A R AN AR s AR RAEAY . (T T SCE I A AN R T AT,
AT RAFAE X 59 V, Ir A SR & SR SRR T V 2P R AR IEAFAE V Z AN J13a 9 5k
B o TR A i ], R BRATTASRETE R VIR ok 5 S 738 9 5K 9 BLSE A7 A, (H al DL i 7738 19
AR 3 SO R HARVE B AAE N © . JET G TEAEMIE DL T, FoATT S BT AR AT LA LA — MR 3y S A
B P AR LAY 384 SRR
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(EA TR . FATAT DL S M Y e G LR E5 0 A — R g iE A, Y B2 T A —
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EAREH R IZB AR AT E T 7E2 TR, %8 A Z ARSI E 1Y, A AT
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W7 CH 5 ZFC i —EE, J5 ok BHE (P, Cohen) g J738 22 HEW] 7~ CH 5 ZFC 12— 2y . gt
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TSI B AR H ATAY SIS, SC Tk g CH 25 37 P [ B3 A i 10 3 2 BRLAE PALLE RS 1 L
PHRAFAEGEME o FEXFPEICT , FAMLLT- AT LIR B e 2 PR BL Ay 1k, B3 2o D 28 B SMEAN (L
PEATARP . XF FRG P gtk CH ™ A2 ARG AR BB R, B T RERL A9 SN E A (ELAEIP A ofi, BV LI
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W R B S ] REFE A HA A 2 R iz o B, — B PRIEAF AR 15 0718 1Y B 28 32 S0
BEZ EAFAETRSC AR 7 AT b E— D TR A R . JNATSORUT I , B30T 55 NN SEAE 18 2 51 W
5 FBP 2 UIAHCHY . FBP AUSEAIL G BT A AT REAY B X R PR LS A 7E " Ok — R /Y
Wi 0 A IR T nlRE™ I — 20" AU REJ , 5 S WA WA 3t 0 3R Ay — S50 A 400 B AT LS
HUR AR TR SR LA ERrO ) i F 2, — BUERIEARAE . BT BN U4 0T 1 2 A ML 2 X
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X LR S e — b A R . — 5 T Al 2 T B ARE W = - VK& (J. von Neumann) , i
- IR TG MBS, IR A M AT IE T S G, Hob e Vg AR g R
W 138 SKEAR M A S 50, LAV o i B R (i sk AR e 2 A o IR bl REC 400
B ECRAF LM AR BB B P AT A o I —T7 I, WAy A 0 A 0 A i A 2 SO I 2 S 5
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TR, ENBISRARIMNES IR T o ZF MR R AT A RN BT U, 1T ZFC 3R 12 A e
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A New Philosophical Position on Set Theory:
The Realistic Multiverse View

YE Fayang' & LI Na’
(1. School of Marxism Studies, The Party School of Qinghai Provincial Committee of the Communist Party of China, Xining 810001, China;
2. School of Philosophy, Nankai University, Tianjin 300350, China)

Abstract: Based on the phenomenon of independence in the practice of set theory and the diverse set
theory models produced by forcing, Hamkins proposed a philosophical position opposed to the universe view,
which was called the realistic multiverse view. This philosophical position holds that there are diverse universes
in the same Platonic sense as the set-theoretic universe V. After this viewpoint was proposed, it has attracted
many criticisms and doubts. Generally speaking, it mainly focuses on the ontology of multiverse and its
justification strategies. Through our analysis of Hamkins’ texts, we find that the realistic multiverse view is to
some extent a form of structuralist realism, or at least there is a tendency towards structuralist realism. From
the perspective of structuralist realism, not only the original connotation of the realistic multiverse view will be
fundamentally clarified, but also a possible response to related questions is provided.

Key words: multiverse view; universe view; realism; forcing extension
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