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P (h/e) =P (h) · P (e/h) 
P (e) 

, P (h/e) �     h  ,   
 e; 

P (h) �     h; 
P (e/h) �    e  ,   h ; 
P (e) �   e. 

,  (e) = (h) · (e/h) + (~h) · (e/~h), 
, (~h) �     h; 

(e/~h) �      ,   h . 
 ,         



 153

   : 
P (h/e) = P (h) · P (e/h) 
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P (h/e) = P (h) · P (e/h) 
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n [ (hn) · (e/hn)] 
P (h/e) �     h  ,   

 e; 
P (h) �     h; 
P (e/h) �    e  ,   h ; 
P (e) �   e; 

n [ (hn) · (e/hn)] �   . 
 (  ,  h = h1): 

P (h1/e) = P (h1) · P (e/h1) 
[ (h1) · (e/h1)] + � + [ (hn) · (e/hn)], 

,  -  , ( ) > 0      {h1, h2,�., 
hn},    h , 1    n, (h ) > 0.  

         
 �           

   ,         
     .    

     , . .    
�   �     ,   

 .     ,     
,         

.  ,        
    (   )   
 . 

 
       , 

        . , , 
  ,  . .   ,  

,    ,       
 ,        
. ,     ,   ,   

          
. ,           

    (  )   
     .  

:  
1.  .     / . . � . : , 1996. � . 379-482. � ( : 

 2 . / .  ; . 2). 
2. Musing Ebon Unmoved Mover. Arguments for the existence of God [  ]. �  

: http://www.ebonmusings.org/atheism/unmovedmover.html#ontological 
3. Salmon Nathan Religion and Science: A New Look at Hume�s Dialogues // Philosophical Studies. � 

1978. �  33. � P. 288-356. 
4. Sobel J. H. Loqic and Theism: Arguments For and Against Beliefs in God. � United Kingdom: 

Cambridge University Press, 2004. � 652 p. 



 155

A n n o t a t i o n  
Kohanenko . Logical analysis of teleological argument: Bayes�rule. Among of many ways of 

the logical and philosophical divine existence argumentations, there are three most popular classic 
arguments: ontological, cosmological and teleogical. 

A teleological one, as though as previous ones, many times was being enforced by the new and 
new proofs, during history-philosophical development. But all together with this, the new ideas and 
methods of teleological argument proving also gave grounds to form the new critics. Taking into account 
all said before, the logical analysis of teleological argument with its kinds is now appears as a necessary 
element in forming of its logical truth and rightness criterions. 

Keywords: teleology, teleological argument, logic analysis, probabilistic logic, Bayes� rule. 
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