APE: = : & MAREP C mRAP BB
= DERFEXEE @AY A0 LReEEs
~— Sciencepaper Online

Tt EidEE R

HHET MAMTEE EMGLISH

i A EEFIEREE

PR taEects TR THAETTEaE

Craaal REFEE BEFE XS AN
Eicar R e

R IR AETE &

o Ef Hb ISR AT I e R

BRE#RS TERY HiwikE #AEHeXRE

=AY RBERFSE BFRE

G EfF RIS IR BRI RS

ERME: BN == EEILE == BF == RusseliFbBE

Russellf¥ i B 5E

Explanation for Russell’ s paradox
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Yang Benluo™: Song Wenmiao?

{ 1. Ehanghai Jiao Tong University ; 2. Institute of Electronics, Chinese Acadermy of Science s )

Abstract = As a general apinion, while peaple studying set theary, itwould be Russell® s paradox not Cantor® s
paradox that is more fatal. In fact, the reason for Russell® s paradoxto show especially ohscure iz just as the logic
prirme to construct the paradox iswrong. Besides, as same as all ofthe settheory paradoxes, Russell’ s paradox still
arigins from the logic negation ofthe “existence principle™ .
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