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How to state “valid” generalizations
by avoiding both undergeneralizations and overgeneralizations

S

Kow Kuroda

AR R HRBEWIET (R E)

HUERRAE « Ul T 25kER Y (IR ED)

fERk: 2011 4209 H 13 H
%G 20114609 H 14 H

1 LI

SEFEOERE R EOFICIEZEE TR B, 20
5l s LTV R VL OIEERN 2% Eof RS
g EH 2, Kiff%e, —FTid, 20—ob 3B YkH—
%1t (valid generalizations) DB FZFHHAT 2 Z LI
T5. 297201F, HFHEEDOREDOBRIC LD
ARG DFEYVENDELE D 2\ 72012, DT o
IR TEEEDOMEDENHL>TH> T b K I) I
FHIZIEDLNDDTH S,

B, K/ —MZHEA 2011) offiE s L TErnl,
MENIG U TR 2011) 2295 2 L2 BRI T 5.

2 —HRICDHBBNRRD EHLE

21 B|E

HRt3S, BOOBEICESTRMDA T T —
X 1cBi7 % ek —AR (b (descriptive generalizations)
ZHRAREIELTWS, 22T

() a X OFEFHIIE
i. dq, d>, ..
ii. ey, e, €3
D2 MDD,
b. ¢1,Cay ..., C16 D5 X DEHITZ
ZEDVTPO TV D,

.,dl() bt

ET %, R 1IN %D TH 5.
N3G Z2EDTRTZM) EXD X ) ICET 5!

2 a DEE#%

i. D={di.ds....d1o} &
ii. E={€1,€2,€3}
LIERRT DI,

b. X 13f1&ESA (setunion) DU E & —T 3 (=X
i D2 E DBTNrDEAGDOEETH 2)D,
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