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Explanation for the knotty of “Liar paradox”

— The third part of rational reinterpretation on the four paradoxes of the mathematics foundation
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Abstract: Among a series of paradoxes called as dealing with mathematical foundation, the liar
paradox has been usually endowed with some special implication and regarded as the ground to
develop modern mathematical logic. But, neither Russell nor Tarski could construct a reasonable
interpretation for the paradox. Actually, same as any paradox else, the liar paradox does not have
any mystery and should finally be attributed to the improprieties or mistakes presented in the
related logic thinking.
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