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(1) BRAREE DR — R AT B SR B A IR I AR 1Y
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(2) JB KA T B RE R AR A A HH0a i HET
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Braine 55 A Xt HLHEHESE R R 2 4E B4R T K40
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SEH— FF B B Ao R () R IR Y TR [R], R
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SR R — R B 5T R AL e
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SEE AR 2 B A = S5 5 o BT PR IR S B
FORLAT AR A AR ZLAp 282, HC v iy 170 o ] R 26 221
4 BT R S S AR IR = A 4

FKAIL P R, XA AR LT DU — >
B R B8R E AT DUAG 32 i RS 258 1 15
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A—1G
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B : G S ng?

FKAI2: B INEE R, XA AR LT LL#E
BT AT 2P ARG IR
TEL SRR, F0, LB R rh 88 1S RS
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15.F G, HEEF L

] : A L A7
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Y
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B %A Y g7
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R WA B FIEE RAIR SR, 225 [al
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N A= AR IR AR 2 IR R v S BN AE R F A5 18 2
6] R B — RPN BB R, 4, SE TR 2 48
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i - 1B PR AR, A RN BT, ] - B
RURFATRHE TIEA Y AR & BRI 54518 5
MICEA T H LS KN BIHEXEE . TEERR
rh 3K S B] BB 5 Ry v B SE R B R IR AR Y o

AR N E” RS g b, AT IR g5t 2
[ —1, AR HIC AT 1. Blhn, SEgks g
S 1EHNER:
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B : A5 W g7

AR N R” WG g b, K s0E a3k
ARG E , B#F MR (TR L, = - Bk
BB RE 10 B0 EHEE R . flin, 58
RS 2 BN AR

JEM

7] : JE M A7

HAY 545 Bk PSR R DA M EAh R &R
3.3 REZ.FBAR2 M EEMN

15 85 AR, H,

(1) 12 D R E AL E ) — 25 (R

)14 AN R—SMEERT, HpH 8 M2
T AT IR R, ik £ 5] RREL A A [R] (T XA 7 4K BE
EA 19 ANE)F] 33 MAEIAGE, Bt sk E A
THOREBKE 5EE SRR, REFHERE TR
EWAL (S HATR R PR 21.22 8) .

(3)39 MR BN PHLP HEER
B

fE B3R 65 A BRI R, Braine 5% )
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A Review on Braine’ s Mental Logic Theory

Hu Zhujing Hu Xiaoyu

(Lab of Psychology and Cognition Science of Jiangxi,School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University ,Nanchang 330022 )

Abstract : The mental logic theory which proposed by Braine and hiscolleagues is an important theory in the reasing research domain.

This article makes a relative detail review for this theory. The mental logic theory includes three aspects:a group of reasoning schemata

which form the basis of this theory,a reasoning program which applies the reasoning schemata to the reasoning process ,the practical ap-

plication significance. The proponents of this theory believe that the basic view of this theory can be supported by the results of experi-

ment which was designed and implemented in 1984 ,using the reasoning rules contained in “natural reasoning system” as experimental

materials.

Key words: mental logic theory;natural deduction in propositional logic;inference rule;inference schema;logical component ; perform-

ance component ; strategies component



