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Abstract

This paper presents a formal relationship for probability theory and a class of
nonmonotonic reasoning which we call lazy nenmonofonic reasoning, In lazy non-
monatonic reasoning. nonmonotonicity emerges only when new added knowledge
is contradictory Lo the previous belief,

In this paper, we consider nonmonotonic reasoning in terms of conseguence re-
latton. A consequence relation is a binary relation over formulas which expreases
that a formula is derivable from another lormula under inference rules of a consid-
ered system. A consequence relation which has lazy nonmonotonicity is called a
ralional consequenee rolation studied by Lehmann and Magidor [9].

We provide a probabilistic semantics which characterizes a rational conseguence
relation exactly. Then, we show a relationship between propositional circumscrip-
tion and consequence relation, and apply this semantics to a consequence relation
defined by propositional cireumscription which has lazy nonmonotonicity,

R = Y. 5] e

JEHIHERS [1] IR HRE FiC 21 3 AR oRROEEE HI E LTwd. Rtk
Ho#wo o0kl ST L Th o Bl a8 Th oo
T, NEYHwhH T wo kiRt EF LT d 2o k835,23 h, Bl d o
OB HEFMN AR L ELLND. CoL S EELNHLER, fEsic it
SN TIHRTHIROERAZL X 5 LT IHENS AT TS (14, 15]. L L, #h
BRIE [12] BT 2] o k & AdpHEHMRmoREN A Zb rfEfic kgl o
PRGN A BEMR L Lifschitz 11} 2B L Twa X S R wERBLDBICE > Tk .

AL T PR AESR & AR IR FERAR (consequence relation) [4, 7,9, 8] & LTE b4,
SRR $ 5 7 7 2SN L Fo 0 & x4 alidRsERr, RELRo 2
EHEFERTH D, fiEFD IR EER LEES D IRBOHRIANICES i bh 2 E
R

IEBHEROMANETERLL Fo L 5 ARG Tt ba s o b aiTi5. DR
b, B ShA - T HEOPELY AL, MR E0LIKELCWIEg LT+ ¥E
2%, el i, BEETH, BYREALAEAELRMREL L, b2 RBFEMEL
ERBoAEHY M & LTE AT v %/, Default Logic [16] T, 2% &
LT# 4 Default HAIC L » T b e EREREThiG & LTE LT L v,

NG E co X S hiiEmSME T L b A c i TEro—IMAREEFRET S C
L TE L. Gabbay [4] HIFMRHRS 0 T T 5 ARFRDINRD &0 X § RHEE i+
~E R COHCE L. & 6iC, Krans, Lehmann, Magidor [7] it £ oFfFE T #E LD
MITEORELRIEANER (preferential consequence relation) & 4 HiiiAREEEERD 7 7 Zicxt
LTEF ARMEEEY S £ k. C oBEERL, TRERERN OEFEF LS wTs b, &b
iR %2 Shoham @ Preference Logic [18] &7 Ay IR RET 3.
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# 7=, Lehmann, Magidor [9] (X, SEARTERRESME (retional consequence relation) &
B S, X DFIIR X MApERHEBER O 7 T e LTceF AR ERE S A . 58
AR RIC 2w T i, S 2HEH LB ONEERR, TOEEICFE L vt
b bhwEbEEEh 2. 2% b, EEFEFHA S o, BERFLTWIEZICF
T 2EEEAMIMb S & dTH B, F 50 H FKT COEERIOERITLTERIER O
BTWE %D (lazy nonmonotonic) & \vwi 5. TOGENAGEHGRRO SRR Z > 2 4%
HINTEEFA (ranked model) STTHIHZEFARKESTATWE, Zr o0 EhikET
AT, AIREREOEFE R E S A T orNEBTh 5.

X b, b, JEMIHERIC R T H LR ooBE MG bR AL ELE T
b ¥ AR OHAEEL I APHE LA fiiEES oo 2 0B\ AND
Hias O o E 2 SEMEESE (mtional entailment) EMELE. 2 LT, H b, O
(BRL: &8 & Adams @ Conditonal Logic [3] @B#% T L 2. C OBPEH, c-scmantics [14]
IR SRS S IR o AEER TR L. 02 b, SENEEESCIE, B
M- <SRRI o0 E UL L olmaTEET 5.

LasLAcdiin, fmBlc#s JEmdRmoE=ition LTS A EM T 5L s ldh
BV RES T T RS-l A, ATHMRRERIER = o b oo L T RESRY A B
hiis ZONERR L YL, BTl L9 iR S CRNGEHER o e L AL
IHEEEA TR LTS 00THE

AFwTit. BEMTE L R oBERA T B —4 8 LT, A EMRIR SR
B LTHEEWASKEEL 5. C o rolFEMNATHE, #EomilcEdnwTwi.
HiA #FFREAO L L ToRESEF ETRF L0 R Y A5 4 — X ¢ B FFORE
FgrcHEL s F0IESHT vk SOMEENOERE I DL Eh2200 YK F
h, #OBRFLoEHRESEBEEODICA - TwWE LT 5. © OREMESEELEREOE
FRIZ & DRtE AR & 1T

coksCHEOBIRIC Y ZATMRMEESCRT LI TOC L3nEh D fiEs
FEOE SRS (rational) THE L ¥ hOIE FCHAEN. HE ST A— 4 ¢ RS
P AE L, ® OSBRI L 2 iR £ o SEN sk SRR Ic 8
5.
X bic, AR T, CoBRERVNRE [12] cxtd SEERMEMCIGHT 2. LTl
e X 5 i RIFHIRTHLRESDOGR ¢ S SRR SR TEREONIFC S W EMR T
P Tl D, BPEEEHRORRE LS v SR e - Twa. C OB XY, &
IPRE~DIGAZAAREE A 2. LU, B/NEGIC K - TER & 1 D ARG BRI R
A RHERIR T I S o 2 S NIRRT A B S 5. L L KERPBETE R
sl H BB S LERC 3 oLl LolFE R MET 285 K v b SENRIRERIEER
Tt v,

Lo L, EoOEFEN 7w 2 ShTwd kS ABVMRED 2 7 AT, LT~k
S MERNEAEET ST L2TE, FofEER ORI X 5 iithaiiies: £ o
BRACECE sl & b & ATimAGDILR & —3F 8 C L & T

2 miRRERFEETOETL
r oBCit, Lehmann, Kraus, Magidor [7, 9] DFEIC2wTE#ET 5. L b (b LwE&R
BEL T 8] 2B e,

Gl s L L Lok i, L oML Lo 2 HYE - i misian L s JhigE
HERRIC 3517 2 RRATHISEEG: b . ELERMIC L, o X 5 A ERERF 0. T hb b, ApB DL
Ficik, A 8 S5bhoTwSEERE 1, IFNEROHERREAVT A LR LE
EHBEELLWSCETHD.

T 1 LU Fo 750 E 4 il Tl R - S EART MR (rational consequence
relation) & FFE&.



A = B #itantology 2 ARC D L &, BRC. (1)

AD B fitantology 2 ChAD b & (ChB. (2)
ApA. (3)
ARB 2 ARC o e &, AMBAC. (4)
AC 2 BRC o & &, AV BRC. (3)
ArB o ARC o L E, AN BRC. (6)
ARC 2 A-=B o2 %, A BRC. (7)

RN 6 D O RO ARSI RITROATRRESBAR (preferential consequence
relation) kWFEAL

YEEL(7) R SENHEMMY (rational monolony) LN T Y Gardenfors (5] 2HRE L
e NREOREO DAL L TWE. RN wLE, SEMREREER, LLFoks5c
ahH. oED, LoOEERFH L A0 mb 23 FE LAV LWEEohicS
HEENWHCPTHRED.

GHONMESHNEROERE Z 2 EALEEFA (ranked model) 2PFHL 57 A
THEA LR TwE 9] CoEFAE, FCTERST 5 RIFOET A (preferential model) L 0f
h & RIFAVEIEMHSEERER [T o =T A 26 L 2 b oTh 5.

EE 2 BFNEFAW RIS (S.L,<)THE. 7L, SEESTHY SOBERIHE
WE (state) 2PN D, ¥, | REFEICH L CRAMEFRLE 0 ScoEEehy, < i1
S EoBGEFERF (JERM A DHEBMBGER) T3 0 LI FO%E (smoothness condition)
Wit T _To L oRBEXEF<ToRiE € A {sls € Si(s) = A} KKHLT, ¢ 3
A DRUPOERED, BB s s <1 o A ORNOERCH S

EHE 3 T2 EINEEFLW i1 preferential model (S,1,<) TH 5. L, < 1L
FoREM Rl TS OERE s Ly L Ts <t Dt Es<uthritu~tT
B 5.

O #EN Lehmann, Magidor 2% RBAAZXFRMATHE. Fv o0 xhiceFa
T, RECEGHLATOR S ARBIC O L0 i cE s ThAbb, by <t kb,
sELHBSZFr2ICBL, ~(s < t) ot < s)hAbHstBELI v 2B+ 2 L
5 REERIICSY T bR 3.

LoEFAM L B HYRRSIER A LI T o L 5 k2T 5.

ER A WEREGE (ke v offdEhi) 270 (S1,<) L LA B % L ol
T5. Witk siHmRME b~y 2R TO X KE#RTE. AT RToOBOEEs IC
HLTls) = Bork Ah,B.

Kraus, Lehmann, Magidor (7] RalHRESEHESBITHO L E 220 FLhF I B2
BUFHE T APFLEL T, T 0EFNNHRRESEEE 2 2o F 24 1K X 5 iR RS MEEH—
T D %L, Lehmann, Magidor [9] RATHERSMEESENO L ¥ 220 L ¥ C
PEVBL T /T EhkEF ARG LT, TOSENMRESENE: T0EFAKC
I DR SRR — T B c L F L .

3 SENRRWEEMAGRICHT S ERNEk
LIFTi)R, L offls v FLrRFERTHE LT5.

EBS L*GERBLTE. E0~5i— 4z %> L LoMEEs P, &, L oREL
LIEOER L EOEH~OBER TR O LTSt
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I F2to L OfRBELA LT ToOLE0ER s id LT, 0< P (A4) < 1.
2 FTOEOES kLT, PAT) = 1.

L FRTO L OB AR P RTOEOES s i LT, ANB MR ¥, PAV
B) = FP.(A)+ P.{B).

Lo

ST A=k g BEETRE, Lo GENIE LoMSEMEoEENATEE L 2D 5 p.
37|, #37 A —F o BEERREROE= T A0FREORLFEFHT L ADKEALTWS.
Spolin [19] {1f# @ Natural Conditional Functions # B & BRI 2 ADEEIC X 5
AERMEEHW TN,

WO ABLY L oRERLTE AndrTo B ORUMEfEL P(B|A) ¥ lFo X
SR T D,
1 if oAy =10
Fe(BlA) = —PJ'[A A B) ofherwize
Al

T LD 7 A= r B0 L oSN P ARET D L FostiEicih
ZLETHL. THTOLOREALACHLTHEIEN o XHFELT

l-ilrﬁ PAAY = a.

LD
& T, _LoofESERE E B o ARt R T S

TR 8 BEOWIRIC L SAERERE - Ll bostre e TAHMESER TS D 1L
D3 T A — 2 R FFOBRRESERE P ATEL, 7T L oREL A BicH LT

ARE if and only if l_inll_’Pr{B|A] =1.

LB,

HEEEC v A L AR o2l (AL B) B o gR i X S i nEsBE o Tic Ao Twn g

EEICR AL ETO B ORIHI RS A YA AT 1 ICiE 2 el TEEH A

Twnwnd FICE, 1INl 2060 TEF I Tl owEICIf End 2 E2THD,
LITF ez ft, Mo ®miRic L & S e - SEMIIREREE & oMEd LT

W &

R 1 | A0 L LRGSR TH D L Eh0ED L FICHAY D i ratio-
nal DL

BiFAr: '
(1) b eSS ER i X 3 8HMEMETH 2 » 2ok SENGHMHEME RO T 2o

(2) b HEEEMTH S (rational) £33, 3 &, Lehmann, Magidor Of5RC L b, H 57
vr{fahker e W= (51 2HFELF~ToRBEL A BcLTAMBOL &
POEDOLELHED Ay B LhD. BHEHSRENICERTSEOTIOES A7 ¥ 74
FERAETFAOEBICHAROYOFES. Lich->T7 v 70MbERLED. ChE

J'Mﬁ:ﬁﬁi'::ﬂﬁ-&;ﬂjimf, Morris, Pearl, Goldszmidt & ¥ Lelunann, Magidor biIC L« T#H6RTWE.
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nzl) 9. 2Ly ¥ B i HEHY sl a ol 45, (< olfFcEnwT
FnHORIENE 7 ¥ 7 R HFFoTw3a EF3).
ED/S7 A= F 2 RFORKBHERO X 5 ICEKT 5: ]
doaf et
R

E'?i o]

=1
coTn B I FBHT v B RET A 2T LoD T 5.
T4 &, P R LT oS miRic L 5 sRmREIR ' 55 by & —FT 5.
AR'B if and only if lim P.(B|A) =1 O

4 BNMEEDERIIE
C Ol TORMNEEOFERRLTEHAVS. T, L i/ NET 10] 24 LE
ElLAbOih-Tw3,

E¥Y AR LoRBERLLP 25ETHEOME L, p 20EEHOR 2 T2, Circum(A; <P
| #EFo ks e 5.

Circum(A; <) € A(P) A -3p(A(p) A p <F P),

cCT Alp i, AP)OFRO P KEER I TATOGEEEE p oMET 2 G5EEHIC
EERL b OTHDY, <T i, REL Mo 2EBEETS ) L TFoSld Mt

I F=TofE8cHo#f P Lt -P <TP
2 ASTOGEIHOMP, Q REMLTP<PQ22Q<FRALHP <FR

T & MNRER B ATHRIGSBAR M p HELFO L S IKERKEND.
Ab<_p B if and only if Cireum(A; <F) E B.

LoBvNEEOES®L, LFo L 5 ARROoBEREFcES <. L, L % [ oRinwg
ReFa. L <" I bit, POFCRnTATOGEEH P K LT, LL[P) = L{P)T&
h2oP <F QOPoHICHE PE L(PCEERA, QOPIH2 P % L|P| cE2
Wb A EI AL L THD

+5 &, BUNEEIC K DAl RAHSBIRICH LT Fo L 5 R8FMesa W = (5,1, <)
FPEALIENTEDL Thbb, RENEREY S L, [ HESENE L, < ¥ FTERL
TR O _EOREFIHIF & 320 TH 3. Kraus, Lehmann, Magidor 7] XL T w3
Lo, SHEGHEAEE < @ smoothness condition RwoThMEBEXIhIZ0T o W i1E
e rLrofft 2 ClitLTwd. coEifherr % <P vt hirTsa big
4. L3> T, Kraus, Lehmann, Magidor [7] ®& 5 X b B/ARTEIC X 5 aidRMR iS00 i
SEETRIRTHR ARSI & & D

L& Liedih, LIFOEE T X 9 ol RE I X 5 AfHMRRSBEIR I v 2 b S PR
SR THE L L S TR R,

EE 2

L i lZ8ofiP A L od<ToGEERESATeLT, <P HBEMRI,J it
LTJ <P Iehatwddicht, <P ofiffcl-TERIh Al MEEICY 3
AR BRI w2 L SR EHERREE TR v,

rofEsr [9) TihBROEHCHbAT D

n(




2. EAEROEP A L odAToGBERESATEY, 3oL FosEAEMET
7 & 5 AhEVREIC L B AHHE & w0 b SRR ENE T A v,

AR 17 £ 2 E e,

TR AR R R O B, AP B (rational monotony) {1 Girdenfors [5] Aid%e
LicE@of o+ 2 4RS00 -2Th o cHENERICREEANE : B
NEL, WIBMR T IR AR nwb DL b2 FlARL FosBEYEL THEY

A, Y

([Japanese & ~ABL) 2 ~Hig)A

{{ Hockey player A —Ab2) = Strong)h

[{Profeszsor A —Ab3) O =Strong) A

{Strong O Big)n

Japanese A Hockey_player A Profcssor.

(b LABERATHIE, WEALE v 4 LAk 7 —BRrhili, SiE..
Y LAXEETANE, Hil58< A b LADRT R, KEw B35 Ak 7 —3FH
CHAANOHEETHI )

C o, AL A2, AR F FRIC K ME Lo SO TR L O L EEI X 2
PhTRGRER EE 2 5. 75 LLUF AR b o,

A= Brg A ~Strong) v ( Big A Strong),
Ao
Ay = Rig.
TH DD
Ay 1 Bigi-(—Big & ~Strong) v (Big A Strong).

F b h O MMERRBIGR 5 BN AR 2R ) 3 v o T SEMAHRERBIE T
v, £ BlRE & Lk, BAYREREH (closed world assumption) 5 5. ¢ oEEicit
TATOMEREMET 20T, WL LOGEER I DL Evhhi, 2ok & o
ffa R, SEMAMREEME L B R v 27 L. BREH & )ERE | Prioritized
Cirewmseription) @EECIE 3 2L oI Es+ &/0ME LT b SR ERE » &
RGBS LRHEFERT v Je A 1, EOHRAOEIZOM-CIE, Abl % Ab2, Ab3
I 0 L ESTAICRUME L e B Gic it ol BRSNS - 2 B

&0, BUFTR, GEEGHERmEDIR & 2 5 X 5 S Ra/NETICH LTSRN 54 3

EF N0 <P 50413t <P CEH IR BTN EFAMT v 2460 &
HTWED RS,

<P B7 2SR Tehi, <8 TEEE A MNEE X B ATRAREIRICH LT
h L EEZ SRR R T R 54 b LT E S,
811 (2oO&EEEIMET 28 RE)
TRAORGE (PQ) 272 . T2 WAL FOAD LA 5!
{(=F Q) (1,-Q), (~F,Q), (P,Q)}).

cokE PQRFRICHEMELTA S C ofivMEc X 3R HERFERERE <P » #
X, <\P9 Ik B FHRHETIIG g HELFO L5 IKELKIRE:

TARF David Poole K L o T i




Figure 1: Partial Order by Minimizing 7 and Q.
Af.P.Q”"",;-rp.mBl:F.Q} if and only if

AP @) n—TpTg{ Alp.g)Al{p, gl < (P.Q))) = B{P.Q),
CCTip,g) < (P.Q)XETOBRTHZ:

(pg) < (P (p2 PYA (gD Q) AP Dp)A(Q D q)).

<N - TEH XN BTINEFAR 7 v 2B ERTWE (B ). i, Foho
Ry EOBORFLIDFE Lo 3R L Twa. pbRTEORSHER TR OB
FhE&fROBED AN L ELL. 2% ), FohoMBL LoFOMELY ST b2+
nWEELLOTHL,

thic. i+ 1 FERO Y v 7T o lRcy T o EENEEE F80 7 v 7B
LHEROMEEEO » B X5 KF 5. 25950 itk ), » HOKKER K2R T
B it wERRERIA D, coflcildiRo L5 AL T EHRIC 5S4 5.

def 1

HHﬂRﬂQH-—J+EI+J3

T
1420 4+ 22
T
14224 x*

F

PAPQ) ¥ g
T LMEL Ao Fo L A ZE LT IMHOoEEREOME: LCERSI L
Z.

PA(P-Q)) =
PP,

P(A)E Y Pu(I)
I=A
XU, AR b 2L Fo ks kS omiEcERT 2.
Ap-B if and only if li_.muP‘.{BiA} =1

B, c % 0ICIFRH 20 bt A2 HEFT-BECOLTRREERT 2 C
LICHRIEL Po(B|A) R DnwT L LR nsz 2 A el —BR2c Ve
WL B wT BEBCRC D PTwr E3F LTS, chudl, SEMNHERERBIGR
& A B RUNERGE O [N A RN E TR B



AT, PVQlaPYV-Q 5 ShE#l~TAaD. (P,-Q), (~P.Q). (P.Q)HPVY EA
LT+ LoT

_ _ 2r + x°
PAEF’UQ}=P1{(P 'Q}']'i"Prl{ﬁP'IQ}}+P:{|:P1Q::I}: ].+2.-E+-r£
L .
LhB. BRI P((PV QA (SPV Q) = 155 H",:Jrrz
THL DT,
o . PA(PV@)A(=PV - L%
i P~V ~QIP v @) = lim !?(}Fﬁm = "Myt

LicdiaT, PV QR-PV -Q#EYILD Shid, PV E FHEHLTLTATo—FE
DT nRBIEENT PV - QAERCEC NPT WL L ERLTwD. TR PV
Ql“‘{.:P.Q;._‘F W _'Q THEC ic—HT L.

#7, PV QP A-Q KL THRTAD.

FPA(Fv Q]f‘k[Pﬂ—'_}] T T

PPV Q) =l 7!
L.ﬁ':?.'ﬁ-:ﬁf._. PVQF‘!"-’"‘I_‘[‘? E?I.EI Enht. P‘H’IQH'{W_Q} PJ"‘!._'Q Té%(‘: a*t—'ﬁ'j‘%ﬁ
BBcLTH~<To L ORBELABCHLTARBO IS D2EDOLECHE Y A raB
THELIEFRTOLAETEL.

lim P.(P A ~QIP V Q) = lim

2 (HE~F D0

GEOEE (B PF)rT5. Bl [BTho) c &L, PRISy¥rThd)
rrAEEL Fit (RE) creET 2 LT, LF0 LS AE/NRE Circum(A, <\85H)
2ELD. AB, P, F)A-3b3p3f(Alb.p. f) A (b,p, f) < (B, P, F)) | B(B,P,F),

com(bop f)< (B, P F) BLELFoMTHS:
(b,p.f) < (B, P,F} &
(P2>-F)2 (p2-fiA
((P2=F)=(p2>-f)) 2UB2F) 2 (b2 f))A
~({{p2=f) 2 (P2
({(p2=f)=(P2=F)) 2 (b2 f) > (BDF)))).
cOBNREOESILEF P O ~F # TR 3FHHELTIMROGHEC VLT WEE
4. L2OOMBAEEEL P O ~FAELFTIAWMALIBLTIRGCHRB O F
A TEBEOErTAMBOANEC YT WEELZ LI CETHE. THTECTE
kD, v ¥ ThdbORMAEVWEELECELED, 2vFrTHirEHhbid

LAEVERR<D 2ELZC ek s, 3 L, 2 OR/NEEIC X 5AHHRIEREE b osen
BETFoXSKKED.

A(B, P, F)to.em BB, P, F)if and only if
Circum(A(B, P, F), <8P} = B(B, P, F)
+32 &, <IBIPF) pipdex 3 WIFWEF AT v 2 i) EhTwdoT(E 2), COH]

SRR A TSR & 2 3. Licaio THTOM & FRICRERBES I ER S h
5. .

X ¢, AHRAHERIRR b 2 LT O & 5 iR o mcE#E T 5.
Ap<B if and only if lim._o P:(B|A} =1



Figure 2: Strict Partial Order for Flying Bird and Non-flying Penguin.
XT,BA(P D B)RF ¥ 5hFfi<Th 3.

Pe(BAF) o 1ia?
P.(B) =01+ 2z + «*
Liedi=TBA(PDB)F thd. ik, BA(F O B nenl E—HLTRWD.

¥, PA(P D B)p=F ¥ 5 < Ta3.
PAPANBA=F) T

limy P.(FIB A (P D B)) = lim

I P CHEAE O B = I o Bt
Liedi=T, PA(P DO B)—F LRZ. ok, PA(P D Bl men FIC—BLTWS.
I LT+t L OB A B LTARI DLELD2EDLECHED
Arv ooy BTHDC LR T O LRTED.

5 HHUIC
AT, AR - A IR L TR oBRIC L 28w E 54, T OFR
T, BUNEBRE O 7 7 ek L RN A S A .
LEnMEBELTHMTFES S,

1. BpBRSET~T o7 7 2 e+ 2 S ER LS A 5. 8/NREIC X 5 Al Bt
LR RIRI TR ERR TR 20T, 02 I AOHBFENRCRERNERE S AN
L.

2. F 74 I (16 HOEMRE (1) KR LTHENEREEL O/ bicr
Sh Ll b, ThbORAIC X 2R BERE — A BT AATR e iEE
FEribhnhbTdd, LT, ¥Fcho0RiBic s saiRmmRot
HHHbLp L, 2 ToRENEEREFHLHCLETRE EGE W,

HEE
ok LT E A = A v v, Kurt Konolige, Moises Goldszmidt, Johan van
Benthemn, David Poole #EICHEM L 7. /&, CORLOTE QM EHEHR LT WK
e Daniel Lehmann B $§il @t L 4.
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