
I HAO-CHENG FU, AGM theory and the Ramsey test.
Department of Philosophy, Chinese Culture University, 55, Hwa-Kang Rd., Shilin Dist.,
Taipei, Taiwan.
E-mail: fhz2@ulive.pccu.edu.tw.

In AGM theory, there are two important issues that remain to be resolved. One is
the incompatibility between the Ramsey test and the Preservation principle, and the
other is the problem of iterated belief change. These two issues are related: the Ramsey
test is an attempt to explain the rationality of belief revision function, but with it and
the Preservation principle one will derive the triviality in AGM theory. Gärdenfors
[6] blames that the culprit is the Ramsey test and contends that we should give up
explaining the role of conditional in the theory of belief revision by virtue of Ramsey
test. Some scholars such as Bradley [1],[2] and Chandler [3],[4] provide different ideas
to this problem. They contend that the Ramsey test should be retained, and raise the
challenges to the Preservation principle, especially in the subject of the DP problem.
This paper aims to examine the conflict between these two solutions and prove that
the triviality problem and the DP problem cannot be solved by weakening the Ramsey
test or the Preservation principle.
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