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Pe3tome: Monorpadusta [ enesuc u none na noeuveckama meopus. Cmyouu no gunocogcka
JloeuKa CY TIOCTaBsl 3HaYMMa U MamabHa 3aj1a4a — Jia ce o0riena u Ja ce KOHCTUTYUPa YHCTHUS
KOHTHHYYM Ha JIOTHYECKHUTE TEOPHH, KaTo C€ OTKPOSAT W H3CIeABaT (yHIaMEHTATHHUTE
paboTemny JOruYecKy CUCTEMH, TIPENOTIPEICITHIIN PAa3BUTHETO U KOPITyca Ha JIOTUKaTa. 3aToBa
U Ch3/1aBaHETO Ha €JHO TakoBa pabOTHO MOJe /1aBa Bb3MOXKHOCT Ja ce u3cienBaT GopMHUTe U
MOCTPOCHMSITA, W3BJICUYEHU B JIOTUYECKUTE TEOPHUH, Ja C€ MpPEUIoKaT pe3ylTaTUTe OT
WHOBAaTUBHUTE HAYMHAHUS B JIOTUKATa, B TOTATHOTO ThPCEHE HAa CHCTEMara Ha camaTa Hayka
JIOTHKA.

3a menta ce BBBEXAA €IMH HOB TEOPETHYEH HMHCTPYMEHT — pasIiiekJaHe Ha
,,O0IIlOTpeIMeTHAaTa ACUCTBUTEITHOCT, KaT0 00OOIIEH OHTOJIOTMYECKH U THOCEOJOTHYECKU
MOJIEII, BBPXY KOHTO Ce M3Tpakia eqHa JIOTHYecKa TeopHs. ToBa MO3BOJISBA /1a C€ OTKPOST
OCHOBHUTE (PUI0COPCKO JOTHYECKH MapaJurMM B KOHTHHYyyMa Ha JIOTHYecKOTO. ToBa ca
ApucroTenoBara Joruyecka napaaurma, Kant-XerenoBusT TOTHYecKd MPOESKT U OCHOBUTE Ha
MojepHaTta Jjoruka. MoHorpadusTa TpociensBa HU3BIWYAHETO HA JOTHYECKHTE (HOpMU
Ccb00pa3HoO ¢ Te31 0a30BH JIOTHUECKHU APAJUTMH B TO B IPUIBI)KBAaHE Ha TSIXHATA CHCTEMaTHKa
Y B U3BEXK/IaHE HA ITBIHUTE UM KOHCTPYKTUBHHU BH3MOYKHOCTH.

[TbpBaTa uyacT Ha MoHorpadusara — Jlocuyecko ocHoeagare, BHBEXJAa OCHOBHHUTE
napaMeTpu Ha ApHCTOTeNoBaTa JOTHYECKa MapajurMa, ¢ KOJIMYECTBEHOTO MOJCIUpaHe Ha

CBIIECTBYBAIIOTO W C OCHOBHHUTE CHOcOOM 3a HEroBOTO oOmnucaHwe. B pesynrat ca



KOHCTUTYUPAHU OCHOBHHTE (OPMH HA MHCIEHETO — TMOHSATHETO, CBXKICHUETO U
YMO3aKJIIOUEHUETO, 00pa3yBany GpyHaaMeHTa Ha TPaIUIIMOHHATA JIOTHKA.

KbM mppBarta yacT € npeasiokeHo pa3padOTBaHETO Ha €JHO HOBO JIOTUYECKO CPEACTBO
— JIOTUYECKUAT YHHBEpPCYM, KaTo (urypa M TeXHUKa 3a paboTa ¢ Hail-oO0IMTe MOHATUS HA
MUCJIEHETO, KaTo CHOoc0o0, OCBETIABAI paboTaTra MO OIpeNesHeTO Ha MpeAMETUTE U 3a
n3pabOTBaHETO HA OCHOBHUTE TPEAMETHH KOHCTPYKIIMM B MHUCIEHeTOo. Pasrmemano e
BBBEXJAHETO HA ,,.yHUBEPCYMa Ha pa3ChKICHUETO B JIOTMYECKUTE CUCTEMHU Ha 19-u Bek,
HEroBoTO JeMHUpPaHE, OCHOBHU CTPYKTYPHHU €JI€MEHTH U HOPMATUBHOCT. B 6oraTto pa3Bur u
CTPYKTypHUpaH rpaduueH MaTepuan U TEXHUKa ca pasrielaHd OCHOBHUTE CXeMH 3a paboTa Ha
YHUBEpPCYMa — C IpPEIMETUTE, B CTPYKTypaTa Ha CBXKIEHUETO M B TPAJULUOHHATA MY
TUTIOJIOTHSI, B OCHOBHATa M3YUCIUTENHA 0a3a M M3rpakJaHe HA CUCTEMAaTHYHU TPEIMETHH
MOCTPOEHHUSI, KOETO MPEJOCTaBs HOBU BBb3MOXKHOCTH 3a M3BEXkJaHe Ha (hOpMalMu U TUIIOBU
KOHCTPYHpaHUs B ISJIOCTHATA paboTa Ha HAILIIETO MUCIICHE.

Bropara wact — Kaum-Xezenosa meopus na noeuueckume Gopmu, padboTh 3a
ISUIOCTHOTO W YMCTO M3BEXKJAHE HA €IHa HOBA JIOTHYECKA TEOpPETHYHA IaTgopma — Ja ce
MOCTPOU cUcTeMa Ha (OpMHUTE HA MUCJICHETO: TIOHATHE, ChKACHUE U YMO3aKIIIOUEHUE, U 1a Ce
pa3BHe U 3aBBPIIU KOPMYCHT HA IAJIOCTHATA TEOPUs HA JIOTUYECKUTE (POPMH Ha MHCIEHETO.
Kantr u Xeren peanusupaT CbILIECTBEHU JIOTUYECKH pPE3yATaTH B TOBAa ThpceHE. THKMO
M3BJIMYAHETO Ha HOBara ,,00MIONpEeIMETHA JEUCTBUTEIHOCT Ha YOBEIIKOTO CBh3HAHUE
MO3BOJISIBA TE€3M PE3YNTATH J1a C€ OTKPOST M OOOOIIAT 10 HOBH pEIIEHHs B ThPCEHETO Ha
M3UepraTeTHOCT U MTbJIEH 00XBAaT Ha JIOTUYECKUTE (OPMHU.

Pa3BuTa n n3BeneHa 10 UAI0CTHA KOHCTpYKIMs € KaHTtoBaTa Teopus Ha ChXKIEHUETO.
Ts nara BbpXy HOBaTOpcKuTe BIKIaHUS Ha KaHT 3a paboTenuTe MEXaHU3MHU Ha CUHTE3a U Ha
00yciaBsiHETO, OCHOBABAIIM €/JHA HOBA TEOPHs 32 MUCIIEHETO. Te ca U OCHOBaTa 3a U3BJIMYaHE
ot Kant Ha nornueckute popMH Ha ChKJIEHHETO U Ha yMO3aKII0ueHHeTo. 13BeeHo € TOUHOTO
pazbupane Ha KaHT 3a joruuecku CHHTE3, OTTaM U Ha HOBHUTE MYy (GOPMYJIHPOBKH Ha
neUHUIMATA U Ha CTPYKTypaTa Ha ChXKJIEHUETO, pa3paboTenu B Kpumuka na yucmus pasym.
IIpocneneHo € M3BIMYAHETO HA IbJIHATA CTPYKTYpa Ha CHXKACHHMETO, KOSTO € OCHOBATa 3a
JEMOHCTPUPAHOTO U3BekAaHe mpu KaHT Ha cucTemara Ha JIOTUYECKUTE BUJOBE Ha
CBHKIEHUETO, KaTo THMOBeTe (DYHKIMU HA CHHTe3aTa B TAX. ToBa € YHHKAICH JIOTUYECKH
pe3yJiTaT, KOWTO JJaBa OCHOBA 3a paboTara Mo U3BJIMYaHEe Ha CUCTeMaTa Ha JApyrure iBe GopMu
Ha MHCJIEHETO — MOHATUETO U YMO3aKIIFOUEHUETO.

PaGorara Ha KaHT 1o eAnHAA TEOPHS HA YMO3AKIIOYEHHUETO € MPOCIeIeHa B LSTIOCTHUS

xox Ha Kpumuxa na yucmus pazym, kato € 0000IeHa ¥ U3UIHATA 10 II'BJIHO O4YepTaHa U C
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oTKpoeHu pesynratu KanroBa Teopus Ha ymo3zakiaroueHueTo. OT Tasu IieHa TOYKa U 4pe3
OlopHAaTa KOHIIETMS 32 MEXaHM3Ma Ha OOYCIaBSHETO ca WM3BEJIEHH HOBaTa ACHUHUIMS U
CTPYKTypa Ha yMO3aKIoueHneTo npu Kant, konto o0e3rnevyaBaT HOBO H LSUIOCTHO PEIICHHE 32
IIPOBEXIAHETO HAa YMO3aKJIOUYEHUETO KaTo Haii-Buciiata popma Ha MucieHero. M3BeneHa e u
Bpb3KaTa MEXJy HOBHMS MOJE]I Ha CBXKACHUETO M HEroBaTa CHUCTEMa U CbCTaBa Ha
YMO3aKJIIOUEHUETO U BB3MOYKHOCTTA Jla CE€ IIOCTPOU ISUIOCTHO M3BEXK/IAHE HAa HETOBUTE
ocHOBHH THMOBe. OTTYK pemennero Ha KaHT 3a TUmoBeTe yMO3aKIIOUMTETHU (QYHKIUH €
IPOABIDKEHO JI0 CHUCTEeMa Ha (YyHKIMHMTE Ha CHHTE3aTa B YMO3AKJIIOUEHHMETO BBOOILE.
Jlornyeckure (QyHKIMM Ha yMO3AKJIIOUEHUETO Ca CBEACHU JI0 TPAJAMLIUOHHO JIOTMYECKHUTE
OCHOBHU BHJIOBE€ Ha YMO3aKJIIOUEHUETO, KAaTO € 3aJ0)KeHa OCHOBaTa 3a cucTeMaTa Ha
YMO3aKIIIOYEHUETO KaTo (hopMa Ha MHUCIICHETO.

OO01oTO MOCTpOSIBAHE HA €IMHHA TEOpUs Ha JIorhdeckure (HOpMHU € pasriIef]aHO B
cucreMaTUyHHUTe pa3paboTku Ha duxre, U cnenuanHo Ha Xeren. Xeres NPUIBHKBA Harpes
npobiemMa 3a U3rpakJaHeTo Ha CHCTeMa Ha MOHITHETO KaTo orndecka ¢popma. [Ipocieneno e
M3UTAHETO OT HETO Ha €MHHA TEOPHsI Ha JJOTHYECKUTE (DOPMHU BBPXY JIOTUYECKHUTE 3aJI0KOU
Ha TOHATHETO C HErOoBUTE OCHOBHM JIOTMUYECKH oOmpeaeneHus. JleTailiHO € pa3rbpHaTo
XerenoBoTo KOHCTpyupaHe Ha KaHToBara cucrema Ha ChXKJIEHUETO, C KOETO Xeren MocTUra
pa3BUT CHUCTEMAaTU4Y€H pErucTbp Ha CHXKJIeHueTo. Pasrienanu ca mnpeoOpa3yBaHHUATA,
peann3upanu oT Xerel, AETalHO U ¢ rpadUKU ca MOAETUPAHU BHTPEIIHUTE CTENEHU KaTo
¢dopmanMu Ha CHXKJIEHHETO, C KOMTO Xeresl MOCTUra IUIOCTEH W MMaHEHTEH TI'eHE3UC Ha
ChbxKAeHueTo. JlerallliHo € mpociieieH U ONUTHT Ha Xeres Aa U3rpaju eJMHHO CUCTEMaTHYHO
pa3BUTHE Ha YMO3aKJIIOYEHHETO BbPXY OCHOBATa Ha YHUBEPCAIHU €JIEMEHTH U MOCTpPOilKa Ha
yMmo3akiao4eHnero. OTKpOeHH ca JIOTHYECKHTE CTENEHM Ha YMO3aKIIYEHHETO, HOBHTE
MOMEHTH B XEereJloBOTO pa3paboTBaHe Ha HETOBUTE BHTPELIHH (JOPMHU U B JIBUKEHUETO KbM
BBPXOBHO OCBILECTBSIBAHE HA YMO3AKIIOUCHHETO, YUIATO CHUCTEMaTHKa TpsaOBa jaa 0000mM u
pasrbpHE NPEISITHUTE TeHEepATM3UPAII U KOHCTPYKTUBHU BH3MOKHOCTH Ha MUCJIEHETO.

Tperata yact — Kvm ocnosanusama na mooepnama 102uxka, pa3rpbllia U3CIeIBAHETO Ha
reHe3Mca Ha OCHOBHUTE JIOTMYECKU THPCEHUS U CUCTEMH, MPEIONpPeNeUIN Pa3BUTHETO Ha
CbBpEMEHHaTa JIoTMKa. TyK H3CIEIBAaHETO € CBhCPEAOTOYCHO B M3BEXKJAHETO Ha JBE
MarucTpaid Ha OCHOBHUTE TE€OPETUYECKU M WHOBALMOHHU ThPCEHUS Ha 19-u Bek, OCHOBAIM
npoGiieMuTe, CTOSIIM MpeJl JIoTuKaTa U 10 aHec. [IbpBOTO HampaBieHHe € U3rpaXkJIaHeTo Ha
TeopeTuyeckara miargopMa Ha aHAIUTUYHATA JIOTHYECKa I1IKOJa, KOSITO Ce XapaKTepu3upa ¢
MOIITHOTO HAaBJIM3aHE HA CpeJICTBaTa HAa MAaTEMaTHUECKUS aHAIW3 BBPXY IOJIETO Ha

TpaAulIMOHHATA JIOTHUKA. BTOpOTO HaIpaBJICHUC U3HACA TO3U CMHTC3 HA JIOTUKA U MaTCMAaTUKa
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KbM ThPCEHETO Ha (DyHJAAMEHTAIHHUTE MHPBONPHUHIMIM HA MaTeMaTHKaTa B TEOPETUYHOTO
u3cienBaHe M KOHCTpyuUpaHe Ha Oe3KkpaiHocTTa. Pe3yntaThbT TyK € H3BEXKIAHETO Ha
¢byHIamMeHTa Ha MaTeMaTHKaTa — TEOPUATA HA MHOXKECTBATA.

[TocTmkeHusATa Ha aHAIUTUYHATA JIOTUYECKA IIKOJIA ca Pa3IJielaHd C HOBOBbBEJACHUSATA
Ha MUOHEPUTE Ha MOJIepHUs aHain3 — A. e Mopran, [x. by, J)x. BeH, Kouto ochIiecTBsIBaT
CHCTEMHOTO TpepaboTBaHE Ha TPAJUIMOHHO JIOTWYECKaTa TEOpHs H  BHEIPSABAT
MaTeMaTUYeCKH €JIEMEHTH U MOJIEIM BBB BCUUYKHM ACIEKTH Ha TPATULMOHHO JIOTMUECKHS
komneHauyM. [lokasaHu ca OCHOBOMOJIArallUTeé MOMEHTH B H3BEXKIAHETO HA OCHOBHHTE
KJIACUYECKH JIOTMYECKM CHUCTEMU Ha MPOIO3ULHMOHATHATA JIOTHMKA, MPEAUKATHATA JIOTHKA,
Teopuss Ha penauuure. lIpocieneHo € TAXHOTO KOHLENTyaJlu3UpaHe M HU3TPaKJaHE B
pa3bupaHuiTa 3a MPONO3HIHUSA U MPEAMET, 32 (QYHKIHS M apryMeHT, 3a pellalisi U TAXHOTO
IIOCTPOEHUE Karo Jormyecku cpencrsa npu I'. Ppere, b. Pwcen, k. Myp, karo ca
OPUEHTHUPAHU KbM ChBPEMEHHOTO MM JIOTUYECKO NpoekThpane. lIpennoxken e u aHanus Ha
KoHUenuuaTa Ha JI. BurreHmais 3a ChIIHOCTTa U KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO IIOJI€ HA JIOTMKaTa B
HeroBus Jloecuxo-gunocogpcku mpaxmam. V3BeneHa e KOHLENIUATa Ha BuTreHmaiH 3a
KOPECTIOHACHIIUATA MEXKIY CBETa U JIOTHYECKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO, OPOPMEHO € €HO LISIIOCTHO
pasriexJaHe Ha OpUTMHAJIHATa TEOpHUs 3a HMCTMHATa Ha BUTreHaiiH, OCHOBaHAa BBPXY
MOJIETUPAHETO Ha JIOTMYECKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO.

Btoporo HampamieHume Ha egHa maTtemaTuka W ¢uigocoduss Ha OE3KpaHOTO €
pasrieqaHo ¢ oOIIMs My T€HE3UC B Pa3BUTHUETO HA MaTeMaThdeckaTa TEOpHs 3a YUCIOBUTE
MHOKECTBa M OO0IIaTa TEOpHs 3a YuciaTa U B MbPBOTO My OTYETIIHBO GopMynupane or b.
bonmano karo mpoBOKaTMBHUA mpoOiaemM 3a ,JeduHUpaHe UM JOPU H3YHCIEHUE Ha
KOJIMYECTBOTO Ha O€3KpailHOTO®. JleTallTHO € MpOBEACHO M3BIMYAHETO HA TOHSATHETO 3a
~MHOkecTBO“ mpu P. Jlemekunng m I'. KanTtop, ¢ k0oeTo ce mocTtaBd 3a pa3pellaBaHe
neUHUPAHETO Ha KpaiiHuTe U Oe3kpaitHuTe MHOKecTBa. DopmynupoBkarta Ha I'. KanTtop 3a
,»KapJIMHAJTHOTO YHCIIO“ — 3a Opos Ha €JIEMEHTHUTE, U 3a pa3Mepa Ha €HO MHOXECTBO OTBapsI
mpo0sieMa 3a OTKPUBAHETO U 3a BbBEKIAHETO HA €IMH HOB BUJ 4yuCIla, HapeueHu oT Kantop
mpancunumnu  yucia. OOCHKIAHETO HA EINEMEHTUTE M OCHOBHUTE MaTeMaTU4YeCKU U
JIOTUYECKH YEPTH HAa MHOXKECTBATa OCUTYpsiBa OCHOBATa 33 CUCTEMAaTUYHO H3BEXKIAHE Ha
TEOpHUsATA HAa MHOXKECTBATa, LSJIOCTHO odopMeHa B MOHOTpadusita ¢ HEHHUTE EJIEMEHTH,
OCHOBHHU OIEpalyy 1 3aBUcUMOocTH. OuepTaHa € eJHa HOBa 00JIacT: JJOTUKa Ha Oe3KpaitHOCTTa,
KOSITO MpocieasBa JoKpaid MaTeMaTuyeckaTa KoHCTpykuus Ha I'. KanTop Ha TpaHchuHUTHUTE
YKCIIa U HETOBOTO PEIICHUE 32 OTHACSHETO Ha O€3KpaifHUTE MHOKECTBA U TEXHHUTE KapIUHATHU

4yuciia KbM JIMHCAPHUSA KOHTHHYYM Ha 4uCJiaTa, U3BCCTHA KAaTO Xunomeszama 3a KOHmMuryyma
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Ha KaHTOp — IIPOCKIUA C OTpOMHA BaXXHOCT U Hepaspa60TeH IMOTCHI KA 3a KOHCTPYHUPAHE HA
6€3KpaﬁHOTO KaTo eJHa OT Hall-OCHOBHUTE npeaAMCTHHU HACOYCHOCTU HA MaTCMATHUKAaTa, HO U

Ha JIOTHKaTa, U Ha (puinocopusTa.

Il. Crynuu:
Crynuu, nyOnuKyBaHH B HAyYHH U3JaHUs, pedeprupaHu U MHACKCHPAHU B CBETOBHOU3BECTHH

0a3u JaHHU C HayyHa WH(OPMAIIHSL:

11.1. Oumonocuuecku u noeuuwecku npoexyuu Ha Jlanbnuyosus 3axKow 3a 00CMAMBbYHOMO
ocnosanue. (ctyaust) 2018. // Cu. ,,®unocopus”, ku.1, c¢.17 — 43, ISSN (Print) 0861-6302;
ISSN (Online) 1314-8559, una. WOS.

Pe3tome: JlaiiOuuiy o0siBsiBa 3akoHa 3a JOCTaThbUYHOTO OCHOBaHWE 3a ,,eIWH OT Hai-
CHILIECTBEHUTE MPUHIUIHU Ha pazyMa™. M 10 qHEC TO3M 3aKOH MPOBOKUPA M3CIEABAHMS KaKTO
Ha CBOSITA BAJIMJHOCT, Taka U MO OTHOIIEHHWE Ha cBoute (HOpMyIUpoBKH U 00xBaT. C
HACTOSIIUS JOKJIA/ 1€ CE€ OMUTaMe Jla CUCTeMaTH3UpaMe MPEANOCTaBKUTE U U3BEKIAHETO Ha
TO3U MPUHIMI BBB (PuiiocohckoTo MucieHe Ha JIalOHMI, KaKTO W Ja JEMOHCTpHUpame
MOTEHIIMajIa My KaTo OOIIOBAINU/IEH 3aKOH Ha MUCJICHETO M MIO3HAHUETO.

[TepBOHAYaHO TpsiOBa Ja OBJAT OYEPTAHH OHTOJIOTHYECKUTE OCHOBH, BBPXY KOHTO
Jlaitoaun mocraBst 31O. [IbpBOTO OHTOJIOTMYECKO SAPO 1€ M3BEIEM Upe3 CTPYKTypaTa Ha
CBILIECTBYBAIIOTO, KOsATO JIaiiOHUI] mMOCTposiBa BBPXY ,,0€3KpalHOTO MHOMXECTBO Ha
MpUpOAHUTE Hema™. BTopoTo sapo 1mie mpocienuM B KoHIenmusta Ha JlaiiOHuiy 3a
OTIpEJIeITHETO Ha €HO Hello. ToBa e ,,MHIUBHAyaTHaTa CyOCTaHIIUs, 32 KOSTO OU TpsOBajo
Ja MOXEM Jia JajeM ,,IbJIHO moHstre . CbhCc CBOSI 3aKOH 3a HempeKkbcHaTtocTTa JlaiOHuIl
MOCTYJIHpa U3TPAKIAHETO Ha ,,pela Ha CIydyaHUTEe Hema'™, KOWTO BOJIU [0 ,,IIOCIEIHOTO
OCHOBaHUE"‘ UJTU BHcIIaTa cyocTaHius — bor. 3aKOHBT 3a 1OCTaTHYHOTO OCHOBAHUE € CBHP3aH
Y C TIOCTaBSHETO Ha B3MOXKHOCTTA 3a ,,u300pa Ha bora“, koeTo 1mie mpeaonpeaen Bpbh3KaTa
Ha 310 cnpsamo ,,eIMHCTBEHUSI YHUBEPCYM .

Ottyk me npocienuM ocHoBHUTE (opmymnupoBku Ha 3/10, kouto JlaitOHuil naBa B
Momnaoonoeus n B coute nucMma. llle opopmum obocHoBaBaHeTro Ha BanmuaHoctTa Ha 3/10,
KaTo pasrieaaMe Bph3KaTa My C TOJIOKEHUETO 3a MpeyCTaHOBEHATa XapMOHHUS U ChC 3aKOHA
3a THXKJECTBOTO HAa HEPAZTIUUYUMUTE.

3a na ce 0hopMH TBJIHUAT MY JIOTHYECKU MOTEHITHA, e 0000mmM kak 3/10 Mmoxe na
W3UYUCISIBA BBPXY Pa3MYMETO W MOJAITHOCTTA. Te3M HEroBH BH3MOXKHOCTH C€ Brpa)xaarT U

Jopa3BUBaT B TeopeTnyHUTE cucteMu Ha Kant n Xeren. ll{e oTkpuem o0muTe My mapamerpu
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B KoHIenmusaTa Ha KauT 3a meiaHoTo onpenensne. 1lle pasriename u XerenoBaTa MpoeKIys Ha
OCHOBAHHETO C HEroBaTa CTPYKTypa M C HUHTepecHaTa (OpPMYJIMpPOBKa Ha ,,ITBIHOTO
ocHOBaHHE . Bcuko TOBa OTBEX/1a 10 MEpCIeKTUBaTa J1a ce oTKpou uenuar mamad Ha 3110,
kakTo JIaitOHuI ro ocHOBaBa U GopMyIipa, U HU J1aBa Bb3MOKHOCT J1a MPEAJIOKHUM €JHa HOBa
Herosa (opMyIHpPOBKa, CBbpP3aHa C OCHOBAHUE, 3aBbPIICHO A0 a0COTIOTHUS CMUCHII [10 BCUUKU

CBOM ITapaMeTpH.

Crynuu, nyOnuKyBaHH B HepeepupaHH CIHUCAHUsS C HAYYHO pPeJaKTUpaHE WIH IMyOJIUKyBaHU

B pCAAKTHPAaHU KOJICKTUBHHU TOMOBC!

11.2. Pecucmovp na cwocoenuemo 6 nocuueckomo yuenue na Apucmomen. (crynus) 2018. //
COopnuk ,,IIpenuzBukarencrsotro Apuctoren, YU ,,Cs. Kin. Oxpuncku®, Codus, ISBN 978-
954-07-4382-0, c.133 — 155.

Pe3ome: Ctyausra 1me cieaBa JMHUATA HAa BOJCIIUTE U OCHOBHM MOMEHTH B M3TPaKIAHETO
Ha ApucroTenoBara Teopus Ha cbxaeHueto. llle pukcupame KIFOYOBH MOMEHTH, KOUTO 12
(dbopmMHpaT eMH COOCTBEH JIOTHYECKU PETUCTHP Ha CHIKIACHUETO, KAKTO APHCTOTEN T'O U3BIINYA
U AeQuHUpA U KaKTO IO CTPYKTypUpa U MpoeKTupa. PETUCTHPHT Ha CHKISHUETO 1€ MMa 3a
el a r (OKycupa, HO M Jia TIOKaKe HIKOM MHTEPECHU W KOHCTPYKTHBHU BB3MOKHOCTH Ha
CHXKJICHHETO B HETOBOTO IOCTaBsHE KaTo 0a3WCeH KOMIIOHEHT Ha JIOTHYECKHUS aHali3 Ha
MHCIIEHETO.

[TbpBO 1€ HU HHTEpecyBaT OCHOBHHMTE CTPYKTYypooOpa3yBalld eJeMEHTH Ha
CBXKICHUETO, KOUTO APHUCTOTEN M3BJINYA, OCHOBHO B Kamezopuu v 3a muikysanemo, TaKuBa
4ye Ja CXeMaTH3WpaT W3Ka3BaHETO, OTICNSHKM ro KaTo yCTOWYHMBAa CTPYKTypa B XoJa Ha
OnucBaIoTo ci10Bo. C MO3UIMOHMPAHETO Ha MOJJIEKALIOTO M MpeJuKalusTa B CaMOTO
M3Ka3BaHe, APUCTOTEN pa3rphllia JeTaiIeH aHAIN3 Ha HEroBaTa KOMOMHATOPHKA U CXEMAaTHKa,
HO BedYe KaTo MpeanocTaBka — O(GOpMEHO CHKIEHHWE, KOETO BJH3a B HW3rPaKIAaHETO Ha
cuiiorusma, — B [1vpsa u Bmopa Ananumuxa. Ho He ToNKoBa T€3M Bb3MOKHOCTH 11I€ ca 00EKT
Ha MHTEPEC B JIOKJIAA, KOJKOTO BbBEXKAAHETO HA €AMHUYHUTE U OE3KpaHUTE CHIKICHUS KaTO
BB3MOXHH TPEINOCTABKH B CHIIOTH3MA HIIM KaTO THIOBE CHXKJICHUS B YMO3AKIIOUNTEITHUTE
cTpykrypu. ToBa Ce mpezanpuemMa ThbKMO € OTJIe]l Ha €IHO M3JIM3aHE OT YHCTO JIOTHYECKHUTE
pPaMKH Ha CHXKJICHUETO KaTO CHJIOTHMCTHYHA ITPENNOCTaBKa. 3aToBa M ClIeABAINATa CTHIIKA B
pETUCThpa Ha CHKIICHUETO IIIE € TOCTAaBIHETO MY B Mamada Ha JHaeKTHIECKOTO Pa3ChKICHUE
B Tonuka, — KOETO JaBa MOTJe] KbM apryMEHTaTUBHATA CTPYKTypa Ha ONpPEIeNICHHETO, HO U

KBbM M3IPAXKIAHETO HA CTPYKTYPHU OT ChKJAeHUA. M Hakpas TBKMO OTBApSHETO Ha ChKJICHUETO
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KbM apryMEHTaTUBHUTE CTPYKTYPH L€ TO MMOCTABH B IIBJIHUS MYy Mallad — CIpsiMO Y4aCTHETO
My B THUIIOBETE YMO3AKJIIOUUTEIHU CTPYKTYpU KaTro CpEICTBO 3a M3rpaxkJaHe Ha
yMo3akiroueHusTa. Kato Tyk GokychT mie 0b/1e IpeinMHO BbPXY JIOTHYECKUTE Bb3MOKHOCTH
Ha CHKJIEHUETO 3a Ae(UHUPAHETO U MbpPBOHAYAIHATA CXEMAaTUKa Ha UHIYKIUATA. 3ajadaTa €
ManiaOHa, HO ToBa OM M3KCKBAJIO €THO BH3MOXKHO MOCTPOSBAHE HA MMbPBOTONUYEH PETUCTHP
Ha CHXKJIEHHETO B 00X0/1a Ha APHCTOTEIOBHUS JIOTUYECKH KOPITYC OT IIEHTpaIHATa MO3ULIUS Ha

CHXKICHHUCTO.

11.3. Xunomeszama 3a konmunyyma na Kanmop u netinomo mpaucghunumno obocHosasame.
Yacr 1. Yacr 2. (crymus) 2017. En. cn. NotaBene, bpoit 38 (2017), ISSN 1313-7859, unn.
ERIH PLUS,

http://notabene-bg.org/read.php?id=480 http://notabene-bg.org/read.php?id=497

Abstract: The present paper will expose Cantor’s Theory of transfinite numbers, and more
specific his Continuum Hypothesis, on transfinite grounding — upon the constructing of the
linear continuum c as “the pure continuous number-domain”, with the words of Dedekind. For
this purpose, we will unfold Cantor’s grounding that cardinality of the continuum c is equal to
the cardinality of the sets of natural numbers — N and the rational numbers — Q as basic
dimensions in n-dimensionality of the continuum. This is a construction, which poses the
known number sets as basic and initial dimensions of the continuum c. These sets are also taken
in their inclusion to one another as proper subsets to each other and to the set of real numbers
-R.

From here, we can deduce the Continuum Hypothesis formula with producing the next X-
numbers and to propose a new version of generalized Continuum Hypothesis. Also this will
provide the solution and interpretation of Aleph-0: X as a number — with its own number value
upon the continuum c¢ and as a number of the complex processes and entities in reality.

Going even more further, we can postulate the intensity of an infinite set: as its own ability to
be raised to power, or covered, with transfinite cardinal number, in particular to the least
transfinite number X.. So, namely on the intensity of the infinite sets, continuity can be defined
and connected with the dimensionality of the continuum. And from here we can formulate the
Aleph-enumerability and omega-enumerability of infinite sets as the suggestion of grounding
the enumerability of the infinite sets.

All this leads also to the construction of transfinite numbers orders, in this construction we can
develop them as higher and higher number classes with increasing cardinalities. These

transfinite numbers orders can provide the density of “the whole absolutely infinite aggregate
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of numbers”, with Cantor’s formulation. With all this, the new transfinite numbers, introduced
by Cantor, are demonstrated as powerful instrument for describing and investigating the reality
to the very boundaries of its physical and conceptual comprehension.

11.4. Bupmyanucmxuam mpancyenoenmanuzvm u Anarumuxama Ha OCHOBHUME NONONCEHUSL.
(ctymus) 2016. // Coopuuk ,,Hazan kem metadusukara®, YU ,,H. Puncku®, ISBN 978-954-00-
0092-3, c.118 — 141.

Abstract: In its intention the search in this statue will aim a heuristic entering in the area of the
second part of Kant’s Transcendental Analytics — Analytics of principles. This search is
liberated in its goals and methodological basis, in accepting for an initial point the innovative
philosophical concept of virtualistic transcendentalism developed by Valentin Kanawrow. The
new program of “systematic critical metaphysics” grounds a constituting the transcendental
schema as dynamic mediator “in transition from a priori to a posteriori”, to the structuring of
the possible experience. From here we will rise the thesis for the autonomy of the region of
faculty of judgment pointed by Kant as one of the higher faculty of cognition. Kant considers
its a priori forms, which are working for the knowledge of an object in experience, but he does
not follow the secure way to deduce these forms from systematic logical formation as he
proceeds with understanding and reason. There the a priori forms are deduced on the basis of
logical forms in thought. So we are starting a search for the own logical forms of faculty of
judgment. We will formulate their specifics as judgmental synthetic schemas. And we are going
to derive them backwards — from the principles of faculty of judgment to their pure logical
models: the schemas of quantity, quality, relation and modality. As result we will gain at first
the demonstration of the region of faculty of judgment in its appurtenance exactly to the
transcendental logic. And then, it will be a real expansion in the thematic of transcendental
analytics with the judgmental synthetic schemas, through which to delineate the logical territory
of faculty of judgment in its task to develop criterions, types and general logical models in

object constructing in thought and knowledge.

11.5. Xepmenesmuunuam xkpve kamo mpaoykmuena npoyedypa. (crynus) 2011. // CoopHuk
,besmnara Xawaerep”, YU ,,H. Puwicku”, Braroesrpan, ISBN 978-954-680-754-0, ¢.284 — 307.
Pe3rome: Ctynusra cu TOCTaBs 3a IeJT Ja pa3rbpHE crienudukara Ha eHa KitodoBa (Gurypa
npu Xaifmerep, KOSTO TOW M3MON3Ba, 3a Ja H300peTH HOBO (GUIOCOPCKO HAYaIO.
XepMEeHEeBTHUHUAT KPBI' TPsiOBa Ja ce pasriena Karo ,,KpbroBa CTPYKTypa“, U3MbIHEHA ChC

CBOM MOMCHTH H CBbC CBOA CHCHI/I(bI/I‘IHa KOHCTPYKTUBHA MOII. TouHo karo TakaBa TS



[IPEJCTaBIsABA OCBHIICCTBSIBAHETO HAa €IHA TPAJAyKTHBHA MPOLEAypa 3a 3aBbpIIBAHE W
OLICJIOCTSIBAHE HA JIaJICH X0J1 B MHceHeTo. Llenta Tyk € 1a ce u3Beae Mol Ha TPalyKTUBHUS
poIeC B MHUCIICHETO, HAapea ChC CTPYKTYPUPAHUTE TMO3UIUH TPH pas3rpblIaHETO Ha
JAEIyKIMATA U HHAYKIUATA, B OITOCPEACTBAHETO MEKIY MPEaAMETa  00J1aCTTa Ha MUCIIEHETO.
THKMO IIpH TPaayKTHBHATA MPOLIEAYPa CE€ OCHIIECTBIBA TAXHO ChOTHACSHE, KOETO Hai-00110
Ce JIBFDKU B IIsJIaTa MUCIIOBHA 00JacT U s 00paboTBa U CBEXKa OOPATHO A0 MOJIOKCHHS B HEsl
npeamer. ['eHe3uchT Ha elHa TakaBa OICJIOCTSABAIA KPBroBa MpoIeaypa ce Mpocie/sBa ¢
TEXHHKAaTa Ha IIOCTaBSHE Ha HA4ajJoTO mpH Jlekapr, ¢ NpHU3HABAHETO HAa Kpbra KaTo
cHCTeMaTHYHa KOHCTPYKIUs oT PuxTte, ¢ pa3paboTBaHETO HA pedICKCHITAa U HEWHUTE BHIOBE
npu Xeren, ¢ MPEANOCTaBIHETO M ¢ MEXaHHW3Ma Ha OCHOBaHHWE M OOOCHOBAHO, KOUTO TOU
peanusupa B Haykama noeuxa. Te3um Mojmenu gaBaT BB3MOXKHOCT Jia CE€ pa3BHUC
XEPMEHEBTUYHHUS KPbI NpH Xaiiaerep Karo CIOXHA pelaThBHA CTPYKTypa, (ukcupaina
JAZEHOTO U IIOCTOSHHO OTBEXIAIA OTBBJ HETO KbM LIEJIOCTTA HA IMTAHETO 32 OUTUETO U KbM

XCPMCHCBTHYHUA XOPU3OHT, KbM KOMTO OTTOBOPBT U THJIKYBAHCTO IMOCTOAHHO OTIIpaliar.

I1l. Ctaruu:
Cratuu ®w JOKIaaM, TMyONWKyBaHW B HAyYHW W3JaHUsA, pedepupaHd W WHACKCUPAHU B

CBETOBHOM3BECTHM 0a3u JaHHU ¢ HaydHa UH(poOpManus:

111.1. The Subjective Relation as a Moment of Determination in Hegel’s Science of Logic. 2018.
I/l Hegel-Jahrbuch, Volume 11, Issue 1, Pages 70-75, ISSN (Online) 2192-5550, ISSN (Print)
0073-1579, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1515/hgjb-2018-110113.© 2018 Akademie Verlag GmbH,
Markgrafenstr. 12-14, 10969 Berlin., uaa. SCOPUS.

Abstract: The paper aims to open an intriguing projection to the procedure of logical

determination in Hegel’s Science of Logic: what are the moments of subjective intervention and
dynamic in the progress of the concepts. Two basic moments of subjective relation are deduced
— the “external reflection” and the “positing”. For the consideration are drawn the concepts of
the Objective Logic: “Something and an other” and “The Real Ground”. Such a view gives an
opportunity to recognize the procedures upon the including the context of thinking, the temporal
features and the ability of variations in its forms. The subjectively intended moments in
determination demonstrate the huge relational potential of Hegel’s Logic, as well as the

potential of the subjective relation for every object building.


https://doi.org/10.1515/hgjb-2018-110113

111.2. Mooenupane na ucmunama 6 noeuueckomo npocmpauncmeso. 2017. // Cu. ,,dunocodus’,
kH.4, c.415 — 424, ISSN (Print) 0861-6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559, uaa. WOS.

Pe3ome: CraTusTa e MOCTaBH BBIPOCA 32 UCTHHATA OTBBJ €3MKOBUTE KOHCTHUTYCHTU B
HEHHOTO neduHHpaHe M TOCTHUTaHE W OTTaM KbM MOJICIHMPAHETO i, KOETO Ja ce OCHOBE
NpEeIMMHO Ha TMO3HaBaTelHU mapameTpu. llle Obae ThPCEHO KOHKPETHO pEIICHHE Ha
TpaKkTOBKaTa Ha Butrenmaiin, npenioxena B Jlocuxko-gunocogcku mpakmam, 3a ,,yCIOBUSATA
32 ICTUHHOCT Ha €/IHa ITPONO3HIIUS B IOTHYECKOTO IPOCTPAHCTBO KaTO HEHHO ,,1300pa3siBaIio
OTHOIIICHHE M 32 HAYMHA, 10 KOWTO MPOIO3UIIHUSITA CTPYKTYPUPA JIOTHIECKOTO IPOCTPAHCTRO.
Jlanu ToBa 1€ € JISTUTUMEH BapuaHT Ha €JHa ,,JIOTHKA Ha UCTHHATa " B KaHTOB CMUCHI M KOU
eneMeHTH OT KaHTOBHS JIOTMUECKM MPOEKT MOraT Ja IOCIyXar 3a ,pasrpadssane” Ha
JIOTHYECKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO C OTJIE]l Ha MO3HAHMETO Ha €/IMH MpeIMeT U Ha IMO3HABATEITHOTO
My JMCJIOLUPAHE B JOTHUYECKUS YHHBEPCYM, MIMEHHO OT TJIe/IHATa TOYKA Ha IEJIUs CIIPETHAT
NPEeIMETHO YyHHUBEepcyM. Moxe M jga ce HaOenexar MOJCThIIUTE, alrOPUThMBT Ha

,»PEATTHOCTHO* U3UMCIIEHUE HA IPEIMETHATa CTOMHOCT B JIOTUYECKHUSI YHUBEPCYM.

111.3. Tonuxa na anpuopromo. 2016. // Cu. ,,®unocodus”, ku.1, ¢.47 — 58, ISSN (Print) 0861-
6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559, uaa. WOS.

Pe3tome: C BbBEKIaHETO Ha a Priori-uscieqsaneTo Ha pasyma KaHT mocTaBs Bb3MOKHOCTTa
Ha €/IHA CAMOCTOSITEITHA 00JIACT, MIIM METOJI, MJIM TeMATHKa B TPAHCIICHACHTATHNS aHAIN3 Ha
yuctuTe (GOpMH Ha pasyma. MMa JI TOraBa ampHOPHOTO CBOE TOJIE, KOETO Ja OTJINYH
M3BJIMYAHETO Ha TE3W YKMCTH (POpPMH, a Taka W CaMOTO ampHOPHO Ja ce 00ocobu cpen
O4YepTaHUTE BHTPE B TPAaHUIMTE Ha pasymMa OOJACTH Ha TPUTE TPAHCIEHIECHTAIHN
CIOCOOHOCTH: CETUBHOCT, Pa3ChIAbK U pasyM. Jlanu anproOpHOTO HE € CBHP3aHO C €JHO METa-
mojiaraHe Ha CaMOTO TPAHCICHICHTAHO KaTo peduieKCHs BbPXY COOCTBEHATa ICHHOCT U
BB3MOXKHOCTH Ha pazyma. M OTTyK anpHOpPHOTO Ja ce 000CO0HM ChC CBOM €IEMEHTH M XOJ Ha

pealIn3upaHe, a Taka U Aa OTKPHUE CBOsATA TOIIHMKA B 06maTa KOHCTUTYI M HA YUCTOTO Cb3HAHUC.

Cratuu M nokiaau, nMyOJIMKyBaHU B HepedepupaHU CIHCAHHs C HAyYHO PEAAaKTHpaHe WU

MyOIMKyBaHU B peAAKTUPAHU KOJIEKTHBHU TOMOBE:
111.4. Beskpaiinocm u ce0600a — kax mucaum eceobwomo. 2018. /| Coopuuk ,,YoBeKbT —

cBoOoieH u HecBoOoeH, YU ,,CB. Kit. Oxpuacku‘, Codus, ISBN 978-954-07-4542-8, ¢.59 —
67.
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Pe3rome: 3amo, koraro ce onuTaMme naa AeduHupame cBoOojaTa, HAKAK BCE IpEJ Hac ce
usnpass 0e3kpaiiHoTo? Kak 6e3kpaifHOTO MOXe Ja yJacTBa B HaIpaBaTa Ha HAIIETO MOHSATHE
3a cBoOoaa. HeoOxoaum Jin € TyK MpOYyTHIT CUHTE3 Ha Xerel Mexy Oe3KpailHO U KpanHoO,
KOHUTO Ja Ja/laT UICTUHCKHU Oe3kpaiiHoTo. ToBa mocrass olle U BhIIPOca 3a BCEOOLIOTO — 3aIl0
U Jlald KOraTo MMCJIMM BCEOoOIIOTO, HU € HyXHa cBoOona. Kak B ymormueckure dopmu na
OTKpHEM CBOOOIHMSI, BApUAaTHBEH KOMIIOHEHT, a TaKa U J1a OBJIaJieeM CyOCKTHOCTTA Ha HALIIUTE
IIOHATHA, HAa HAIICTO MHUCJICHC, a IIO-HATAThK Aa BIIPECTHEM TO3HW KOMIIOHCHT Id pa6OTH TBKMO

3d OIrpaHHU4aBaIoTo CBO6OI[aTa HHU MHCJICHC Ha IPCIAMETUTE.

1.5, Cmpykmypu na evsmooicnomo u msaxnama memacghopura. 2017. // Cn. ,,®dunocodckun
anrepHatuBu’”’, Op. 2-3, ¢.140 — 155, unna. Philosopher’s Index, EBSCO, CEEOL.

Pe3rome: Bp3MOKHOTO ce € MPEeBbPHAIO B OTYETIIUB KOHCTPYKT OT PUIOCO(PCKUTE TEOPUH, HO
€/IHa TaKaBa Te3a Ou MPeANnocTaBuiIa, e TO TPSIOBa 1a MOKeE J1a C€ CTPYKTYpPHpA IO ONpeesieHU
HAYMHA ¥ QUTYPH, KOUTO CIIY)KaT KaTO MHCTPYMEHTAPUYM B TCOPETHYHUTE MOCTPOCHHUS. B
HacTosaTa CTaTUs 1€ MPEI0KUM HSIKOJIKO TaKMBa MOJENA, KAaKTO T€ CE KOHCTUTYHPAT C
TAXHaTa caMoOWTHa | Bojema MeTadhopuka. AKO H3JIe3eM OT ITbPBOOCHOBABAIIMS
ApHUCTOTENIOB KOHLENT 3a BB3MOXKHOTO, TO II€ € MHTEPECHO KaK OT TOBa BWXKIAHE 3a
,»BB3MOXKHOCTTa Ha €HO HEm[0* ce CTHUra Jo ,,lIOHATHETO 3a cura‘ npu Xooc u JlaiOHui.
Oco0eHO MHTPUTYBAIIO € KOHCTUTYHPAHETO Ha BH3MOKHOTO BeUe KaTo ToJie, KaTo 00acT,
BIIa/ieenia MO3UIIMOHUPAHETO HA HelllaTa U TAXHOTO MHOrooOpasue. Tyk, pa3Oupa ce, € Bojeia
KOHCTPYKIHUATA HAa TMPOCTPAHCTBOTO, MPEANio’keHa OT X00c, HO He MO-MajKo JIOOMUTHA €
JlaitOHUIIOBaTA KpPUTHMKA Ha aOCOJIOTHO MPA3HOTO MPOCTPAHCTBO, KATO ,,CEHCOPUyM™, C
HeBeposiTHaTa MeTadopa Ha HioToH. BbhBeneHo karto yHHBEpCYM, KaTo TOJI€, Bb3MOKHOTO
M3HCKBA CBOE M3MBJIBAHE — CBOM ,,cnekmuvp®, ,,crenenu’ (mo Kanr), cbc COOCTBEHU CTHIKHU U
MOCTPOEHHUS 3a HETOBOTO HACUIIAHE U OPraHMW3UpPaHE, 32 Ja MOXKEM Ja pa3rbpHEM MPOUYyTHUs
KoHrenT Ha JlaiOuwuil 3a ,,Haif-moOpHs OT BCHYKH Bb3MOKHH CBeTOBE . Hakpas, me pasriaegame
HepasJeaHaTa Bpb3Ka W 3aBUCHMOCTH Ha mpuadama: ,,Bb3MOXKHOCT-IACHCTBUTEITHOCT-
HE00X0AUMOCT® ¢ HeiHuTe mMoaenu u meradopu npu Xobc, Jlaibuui u Xeren, KosATo jaa
MPEIIOKU KOHCTPYKT 3a OMHMCAHWE HA TPUTE MOJAITHHU OOJACTH B €IHO OOIIO M abCONOTHO

OTHOIICHHUC.

111.6. ®@enomenonocuunusm ouckypc na wxameeopusma. 2015. // Cno. ,,®wiocodcku
anrepHarusu’, Op. 6, ISSN 0861-7899, c.84 — 93, una. Philosopher’s Index, EBSCO,
CEEOL.
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Pe3tome: Enun ot ocHOBHUTE pe3ynTaTH B Kpumuka na uucmus pazym € u3Bexaanero or Kant
Ha CHCTEMaTa Ha KaTeropuuTe ¥ 000CHOBABAHETO HA €HA KAaTErOpHs KaTO MHUCIIOBEH CIIOCO0
na ce ¢popMUpar MpeIMETUTE Ha MO3HAHUETO. TOBa MOCTaBsl KATETOPUUTE B aKTUBHA BPB3Ka
CbC CETHMBHO MHOr0OOOpa3HOTO, HO M IMOBIHWra BBIPOCAa KaK KAaTerOpUUTE ydacTBaT B
U3TpaKJAaHETO Ha eAuH ceTuBeH mpenmer. Kant dopmynupa npobiema 3a HE0OXOIUMOTO
CBBP3BaHE MEXJy KaTeropusita M SIBICHUETO, KaTO IMpeiJiara JiBa OCHOBHHM IMOAXOJa 3a
paszpemaBanero My. [IbpBUAT, OT cTpaHaTa Ha YHUCTUTE KAaTErOPUHU, C€ OCHOBaBa BBHPXY
KOMOMHATOpHKaTa Ha caMUTe KaTeropu A0 MOHSATHIIHA KapTa Ha MUCIEHeTo. Bropust

H3I10JI3Ba BbBCIKIAHCTO HA APYTI'U CHOCO6I/I, onepupany € yCjioBusTa Ha CCTUBHOCTTA.

11.7. Ilocneonume enemenmu na mucaienemo. 2014. // Cn. ,,®unocodcku anrepHatuBu’, Op.
5, ISSN 0861-7899, ¢.30 — 42, una. Philosopher’s Index, EBSCO, CEEOL.

Abstract: The present article problematizes the theoretical results of Kant and Hegel with the
aim to clarify the conception of transcendental thought. The thought is constituted as ultimate
first a priori area of the unconditioned (in Kant’s term) — pure universum of thought. The
ultimate elements of thought are determined and posed as pure logical elements — “the three
determined concepts”, deduced by Hegel: the universal (general), the particular and the singular
concept. They are completed with forth concept: the real universal, which is taken as the upper
border in the quantity of the object (Gegenstand), this concept is specified as independent
sphere of the object upon the unconditioned. With the empty concept and the Absolute concept,
the ultimate series of thought is structured. The article also introduces the basic relations and
operations with the last conceptual elements, which mediate and go throughout the whole

universum of thought.

111.8. Poooso-suoosama éepuca om cmparnama na 6esycrosnomo. 2014. // Cn. ,,dunocodus”,
kH.3, ISSN (Print) 0861-6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559, ¢.290 — 303.

Pe3iome: M3rpaxxmanero Ha poAOBO-BHIOBATAa CYOOpPMHAIIMS OT TIOHSTHS BCE OIIE MOIHACS
CBOUTE MPOOJIEMATUYHA MOMEHTH B TPaJMIIMOHHO-JIOTHYecKaTa Teopus. Hacrosimara crartus
¢ TIOCBETEHA Ha TIOCTPOSIBAHETO Ha POJIOBO-BUJIOBATA BEPUTra B HEWHATA IMBIHOTA M Mpejyiara
WHTEPECEH JIOTHYECKU Pe3yiITar, JOOUT B 3aHUMAHUETO ¢ KOHKPETHH POJIOBO-BUIOBU BEPUTH
Ha pa3JIMYHH MMOHATHA. B TpaauIroHHaTa JIOTHKa Ce € HaJOYKHUIIO CXBAIlaHEeTO 3a JIOTHYECKaTa
000CHOBAHOCT Ha ,,JIOJTHATA TPaHKIa” Ha POJOBO-BHI0BATA BEpHra, OT CTpaHaTa Ha BUIOBETE
— €IMHUYHOTO TOHsATHE. HO 1aimu nMa JIOrHuecKy 3aKOHOMEpHa ,,[OPHA TPaHKIla” U JOKBIC CC

npoctupa 06001meHreTo npu Bepurata? 3a Ja ce OTTOBOPUM OOOCHOBAHO Ha TO3HM BBIIPOC,
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TpsiOBa j1a ce pasriaeaa KaHTOBUAT MoJie Ha M3rpakiaHe Ha POIOBO-BUI0BATA CYOOpIMHAIIHS.
Kant BbBek1a 6€3yCIOBHOTO KaTO MOCEIHATA TPpaHUIla HA BEPXOBHUS POJ, Jenus summum,
M TO KaTo TBBpJATa I'paHWIla U HAYaJIO 3a BCSAKA POJOBO-BUAOBA cybopauHarms. CaMoTo
MoJipa3iesisHe Ha geNUS SUMMUM Torasa 1ie /1a/i€ BUCHIUTE POJIOBE, KOUTO 1€ Ca ChITUHCKUTE
npeaAMeTOPyHKITMOHUPAIIH TOHATHS — HE0OX0AMMa OCHOBA 3a aKyMYJIMpaHe Ha IPU3HALINTE U

Taka 3a 00pa3zyBaHE Ha IIPEIMETUTE B MUCIICHETO U TO3HAHUETO.

111.9. ITvpsonpunyunu u enemenmu na memaghuzuuweckomo. 2013. // Cn. ,,dunocodus’™, kH.3,
ISSN (Print) 0861-6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559, ¢.263 — 282.

Pe3rome: MeTadu3ndeckoTo € ChIIMHCKUAT KOHCTUTYCHT Ha (GUI0COPCKOTO pa3MUIILICHUE.
Ho kak TO € yCTpOeHO, KakBH ca HETOBUTE ITbPBU Hayayia U MpuHIUNKM. HacTosmiaTa craTus
U3BEeKIa METapU3MUECKOTO B OIMO3UIUATA CBAT HAa HAJMYHOTO — CBPBX-00JacT, KOSITO TO
OCHOBaBa, U MPOCIENsABA Ta3W KOHCTPYKIMS B ApucrorenoBata Memagusuxa. Ho oTTyk
MOJIEpHOTO (QUIOCOPCTBAHE M3BEXK /1A HOBU Havalla, KOHTUHYYMH, eJIEMEHTH: (hopMarusTa Ha
BB3MOXXHOTO, Ha BBPXOBHHS POJI, CTPYKTypaTa Ha €HO YHCTO MOHSATHE KaTO BCEOOII] CIIEMEHT
Ha mucieHeto. Oka3Ba ce, 4e MBPBUAT MPUHIUI HA MeTadU3MUECKOTO Jisira AbJIOOKO BBHB
dbopMynrupoBKaTa U cxeMaTa Ha APHUCTOTENOBHS MPHUHIMI HA MPOTUBOPEUUETO, KOUTO TOM
CaMUAT TOCOYBa KaToO ,,HAal-JO0CTOBEPHOTO TeopeTudHo Hauanmo. Kanrt, cbmo u duxre u
Xeren, To mpeoOpa3yBaT B IPHUHIIAI HA ONPEACISTHETO U TO W3BEJCH B OC3YCIIOBHUS aKT Ha
CaMoII0JIaraHeTo, KOMTO pasrpbliia eIHO MOHATHE Ype3 HaMPeIBaHeTO KbM CBPHX-0071acTTa Ha
IA7I0TO MUCNEHe. ToBa camopa3rpblllaHe MPEeBpbIlla MPUHIIUIA B MOCTPOCHHE, TeHEPUPAIIO
COOCTBEHO M HOBOIIOPOJICHO TTOJIC Ha peJlalisaTa B TOTAIHUS U HAITBJIHO 00XBaHAT M CITPETHAT

YHUBEPCYM Ha AOGCOIIOTHOTO.

111.10. Tomanno, yenoxynno u ynusepcanno 6 Xecenoea ummepnpemayus. 2012. // C.
,Pmrocodceku antepuatusu’, op. 5, ISSN 0861-7899, ¢.24 — 31.

Abstract: This paper offers approach and analysis of the complex concepts, in way to deduce
logical models of these concepts, mainly developed in theoretical systems of German Idealism.
Kant constructs complex concepts in Transcendental Analytic and Dialectic of his fundamental
work Critique of Pure Reason. Schelling and especially Hegel include in their systems such
concepts as logic-theoretical instruments. The three concepts — total, whole-aggregate and
universal, are exposed in a whole genetic way. They are developed by basic logical structure.

This structure is granted on relations between one object (Gegenstand) among all the others
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together; the specified logical area (field of objects) as construct basis for the complex concepts

and with the common border to form the united area — logical Universum.

IV. Kondepenuuu:

1. YyacTue B Me:KIyHApPOJeH KOHIpec:

1.1. The Subjective Relation as a Moment of Determination in Hegel’s Science of Logic. Section
1. Science of Logic. 31 International Hegel-Congress — “Erkenne dich selbst —
Anthropologische Perspektiven”, Ruhr-Universitit Bochum, 17-20 May 2016 in Bochum,
Germany.

1.2. Teleology in Systematic Form. Section 1. Science of Logic. 32 International Hegel-
Congress — “Hegel’s Encyclopedical System and its Legacy”, University of Tampere, 5-8 June

2018 in Tampere, Finland.

2. Y4yacTHe B HALIUOHAJTHM HAY4YHH (popymu:

2.1. Bvamooicna u e ynusepcanna cucmema Ha nouamuama? JIokinaa oT ydyacTue B Hay4yHaTa
koHpepeHms ,,Cp3Hanuero — VII?, 29 sguyapu 2019, opranusupana ot Kartenpa
,Punocopus”, CY ,,Cs. K. Oxpuacku’.

2.2. Ipunyunvm na npomueopeuuemo npu Ilnamon u Apucmomen. Jloxnam ot ydactue B
Hay4yHaTta KoHpepeHuus ,,Mucnene u neiicrsane”, 14 u 15 nexkempu 2018, opranusupana ot
APYKO (Acommanusi 3a pa3BUTHE Ha YHUBEPCUTETCKOTO KJlacMuecko obOpazoBanue), OO,
Ond, CV ,,Cs. K. Oxpuncku’.

2.3. Kanmosusam npoexm 3a cucmema na nouwsmusma. JIOKnam OT y4dacTHe B Hay4dHATa
KoH(epeH1Ms ,,Ponsata Ha punocodcekuTe n3caeBaHus B yHUBEpCUTETCKaTa 00pa30BaHOCT ,
MOoCBETEHa Ha 25 ToAuHu akageMuyHa ¢unocodus B FOrozanannus yHuBepcHUTET, 27 HOEMBpPHU
2018, opranmusupana ot @O® na FO3VY , H. Punckn”, biaroesrpan.

2.4. B mvpcene na nocnednus gynoamenm — cpewama Ha JI02UKama u mMamemamuxamad.
Jloknan oT ydacTHe B HayuHaTa KoHpepeHuus: ,,70 roamHu akaaemMuuHa ¢unocopus B
benrapus”, 15 — 16 noempu 2018 r. Kondepenuusara e opranmzupana or MMO3-BAH,
Codus.

2.5. Cnonmannocmma Ha NOHAMUAMA KAMO OCHO8A HA MucleHemo. JIOKIaa OT ydacThe B
HayyHaTa KoH¢epeHuus: ,,CBoOoaaTra — Bb3MOXKHA U HEBb3MOXkHA”, 11 — 12 anpun 2018 r.
Kondepennusra e opranusupana ot LleHTsp 3a ¢unocodus u neuxoananuza, PP na O3V,

biaroesrpan.
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2.6. Pecuonvm na mpaucyenoeHmainama cnocooOHocm 3a cvicoenue. JIoknam or ydacTue B
HayyHaTa koH(epeHnius ,,Cr3nanuero — V17, 29 suyapu 2018, opranmsupana ot Kareapa
,Punocopus”, CY ,,Cs. K. Oxpuackn”.

2.7. Anpexenzuama na obexma: Kanm u/unu Apucmomen. Jlokiiaq oT ydacTue B Hay4yHaTa
koHpepennus ,,Cr3Hanunero — V”, 27 suyapu 2017, opranmsupana ot Karenpa ,,Owmnocodus”,
CVY ,,Cs. K. Oxpuacku’.

2.8. Pecucmuvp Ha cvocOeHuemo 6 roeudeckomo yuenue Ha Apucmomen. JIokian oT ydactue B
MEXIyHapoaHaTa HayyHa KoHdepenuus ,,IIpenusBukarencrsoro Apucroren’, 28, 29 u 30
noemBpu 2016, opranmsupana ot APYKO (Acoumanus 3a pa3BUTHE Ha YHUBEPCUTETCKOTO
KJ1acuuecko obpasosanue), DO, Ond, CVY ,,Cs. Ki. Oxpuacku’.

2.9. Oumonocuuecku u nocudecku npoekyuu Ha JlaubHuyoeus 3aKoH 3a 0OCMAMBYHOMO
ocHosaHue. JlOoKNaj oOT y4yacTHe B Hay4yHata KoHdepeHuus ,Jlaibnun — 300 romuuu
6e3cmbptue’”, 14 noemspu 2016, opranmzupana ot Karenpa ,,Mctopus Ha punocodpusara”, CY
,»CB. Ki1. Oxpuacku”.

2.10. Besxpatinocm u c60600a — Kaxk mucium éceooujomo. Jloknaa oT ydacTue B HaydyHara
KoHpepeHnus ,,YoBeKbT — cB0OOICH U HecBoOOAeH, 3 — 4 HoemBpu 2016, opranu3upaHa ot
Karenpa ,,®unocodus, CY ,,Cs. K. Oxpuacku’.

2.11. Bupmyanucmxuam mpaHcyeHOeHmanuzoM u AHAIumMuKama Ha OCHOBHUME NOJOHCEHUSL.
Jloknaa oT ydyacthe B HaydyHaTa KoH(epeHmus ,,Hazang kpM metadusukara”, 12 mait 2016.
Kondepennusra e opranusupana ot Llentsp 3a Hemcku uneanuzsm kpm @@ Ha O3V , H.
Pusnickn™.

2.12. Mooenupane na ucmunama 8 nocuieckomo npocmpaucmeo. JIOKIaa OT ydacTHe B
Hay4HaTa KoH(epeHuus ,,E3uk u noznanue”, 12 — 13 maprt 2016, opranuzupana ot Kareapa
,Punocopus”, CY ,,C. Kin. Oxpuacku” u bearapcko o61iecTBo 3a ananuTuuHa puiaocodus.
2.13. Mooycu na npeomemousepaxcoaremo. JJokaaa OT ydacTHe B HaydyHaTa KOH(pepeHIHs
,»Cb3Hanuetro — [V”, 29 — 30 suyapu 2016, opranuzupana ot Kareapa ,,dunocodpus”, CY ,,Cs.
Kn. Oxpuncku”.

2.14. Denomenonocuynusm Ouckypc Ha xameeopusama. Jlokian OT y4yacTHe B HaydHaTa
koH(pepeHus ,,DeHOMeHONOrnUeckoTo Muciene”, 4 — 5 mait 2015. Kondepenmusara e
opranusupana ot LlenTsp 3a Hemcku nneanuzem kpM O Ha FO3Y , H. Punckn™.

2.15. Bwvamoorcnocmma na wucmomo ¢unocogcko nosuanue no Kauwm. Jloxknan ot ygactue B
Hay4HaTa KoH(pepeHuus, noceereHa Ha Kanr, Sofia Kant Conference, 22 anpun 2015, CVY ,,Cs.

Kn. Oxpuacku”. Kondepenuusita e opranusupana ot bearapcko Kantoso o6miectso.
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2.16. Tonuxa na anpuoprnomo. JIokJam oT yuactue B HaydHaTa KoHpepeHus ,,Jle6aTbT BhpXy
A Priori”, 6 — 7 peBpyapu 2015, CVY ,,Cs. Ki. Oxpuncku”. Kondepenmusra e opranu3upana
or UMO3-BAH u ®® na CVY.

2.17. Ilocheonume enemenmu Ha mucieremo. JIoknan oT ydyacTue B HaydHaTa KOH(EPECHIIH
,» | PAHCIICHJICHTAJIHO MHCJICHE W TpaHCIEHICHTAJICH uaean (Bsipa u pasym)”’, wmai 2014.
Kondepennusara e opranusupana ot Llentsp 3a Hemcku uneanuzsm koM @O wa O3V H.
Pusncku”, biaroesrpa.

2.18. Tomanno, yenoxynuo u ynugepcanino 8 Xezenosa unmepnpemayusi. JJoknan ot yuactue B
HayyHaTa KoHGepeHuus ,Punocodpckustr rmobanu3zbm Ha  Xeren”, 16.05.2012.
Kondepennusara e opranusupana ot Lleatsp 3a Hemcku uneanuzsm kpm @O wa O3V H.
Puncku®, bnaroesrpan.

2.19. Cybopounayuama na cvocoenuemo. Jlokinag oT ydyacTUe B HayyHaTa KOH(EpEHLHUs C
MEXIyHapoAHO yuactue: “CpBpeMEHHATa JIOTMKa: MOIXOAU, HJAEU M MEpPCHEKTUBH ,
opranusupana ot Cekuus ,Jloruyecku cucremu u moaenu”’, UMO3-BAH, 14 — 15 nexemBpu
2011, Codus.

2.20. Xepmenesmuunusam kpwve Kamo mpadykmusHa npoyedypa. Jlokman oT ydacTue B
Hay4yHarta KoH(pepeHuus ,,besnnara Xaitnerep”, mait 2011. Kondepennusra e opranuzupana

ot llentsp 3a Hemcku naeanussm koM OO na KO3V , H. Puncku”, biaroesrpa.
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1. Monograph: Genesis and Field of Logical Theory. Studies in Philosophical Logic. 2018,
Veliko Tarnovo: Faber, ISBN 978-619-00-0700-5, 404 pp.

Abstract: The monograph Genesis and Field of Logical Theory. Studies in Philosophical Logic
is dedicated to a significant and large-scale task — to encompass and construct the pure
continuum of logical theories and to point out and investigate the primary and most active and
innovative theories, which determine the corpus and development of Logic. Therefore, the
developing of such working field allows examining the innovative forms and constructions
which give Logic it systematic form as a science.

For this purpose a new theoretical instrument is being introduced — “the universal
actuality of objects” as a generalized ontological and epistemological model on which a certain
logical theory is built. This allows the basic philosophical-logical paradigms to be exposed.
These are the Aristotelian logical paradigm, Kant-Hegelian logical project and the foundations
of modern logic. The monograph follows the derivation of logical forms, their systematic and
constructive possibilities on the basic logical paradigms.

The first part — Logical foundations, introduces the basic parameters of the Aristotelian
paradigm, which are the quantitative modelling of existence and the essential conceptual means
for its description. In result, the forms of thought are constituted — the concept, judgment and
inference, which the basis of traditional logic consists.

In the first part, a new logical instrument has been offered — the logical universe as a
figure and technique for working with the most general concepts in thinking. This logical
instrument can also share light on the producing of the objects and their constructions in

thinking. The introducing of the “universe of discourse” in logical systems of the 19" century



is exposed, and the term is stabilized with its definition, essential elements and normativity.
The basic working schemas of the logical universe are developed on richly deployed graphic
material: on the structure and typology of judgment, the systematic object constructions and
their configurations in the universe of the whole thinking.

In the second part — Kantian-Hegelian Theory of Logical Forms —a new logical platform
has been brought out: the pure and entire system of thought-forms — concept, judgment and
inference to be constructed, and the corpus of their theory to be fulfilled. Here, Kant and Hegel
achieve significant results.

Kant’s theory of judgment developed in Critique of Pure Reason is generalized in a
detailed and systematic construction. It is grounded in Kant’s innovative vision of the working
mechanism of synthesis and conditioning, which are taken as the basis of a new theory of
thinking. On the same base, Kant deduces the logical forms of judgment and syllogism. Kant
derives a new definition of judgment which is a result of the whole structure of judgment. This
structure is fully revealed as a logical schema for the way how the judgment is organized in
thinking. This is the fundament for the main result here — the system of logical types of
judgment as function types of the synthesis in each judgment. The latter is a significant result
which can be taken as a ground the system of the other two forms — the concept and inference
— to be deduced.

Kant’s work on a unified theory of inference has been followed through the whole
course of Critique of Pure Reason and is generalized as a Kant’s complete theory of inference
with its substantial results. From this point of view and on the support conception of
conditioning, the new definition and structure of inference are brought out; this provides a new
and whole solution on the realizing of inference as the higher thought-form. Here the new model
of judgment and its system is connected with the inference constitution, which gives the
opportunity the problem of its main logical types to be solved. From here, Kant’s solution for
the types of syllogistic functions has been extended to a system of the synthesis functions in
inference in general. The logical functions of inference are reduced to the traditional logical
kinds of inference. With this, the basis of the system of inference has been founded.

The general construction of a united theory of logical forms is considered in Hegel’s
logical system. Hegel drives forward the problem of the system of concepts, which gives the
opportunity a new structure of concept to be derived on the logical determinations of concept
in Hegel’s Science of Logic. How Hegel construct Kant’s system of judgment has been
examined in detail and on graphic material, the result is the systematic registry of judgmental
forms. In Science of Logic, Hegel offers a vision of a unified system of syllogism on its universal



element and constitution. Hegel’s conception has been followed through the logical degrees of
inference genesis with the internal forms of its general development to the supreme realization
of inference, which in its system has to generalize and reveal the ultimate objective possibilities
in thinking.

The third part — Fundamentals of Modern Logic — examines the genesis of logical search
which predetermines the development of contemporary logic, mainly in two fundamental and
innovative theoretical directions. The first one is concentrated around the theoretical platform
of analytical logical school, which is characterized by the introduction of mathematical
apparatus on the field of traditional logic. The second direction elevates the synthesis of logic
and mathematics to the search of the first principles of mathematics through the theoretical
construction of infinity. The result here is the constitution of Set Theory as the fundament of
mathematics.

The achievements of analytical philosophy have been exposed through the innovations
of the pioneers of modern analysis — A. De Morgan. G. Boole, J. Venn. They systematically
transform the traditional logical theory by introducing mathematical elements and models of
analysis. The monograph exposes the central moments in the building of propositional logic,
functional logic and theory of relation. Wittgenstein’s conception of logical space in Tractatus
Logico-Philosophicus has been analyzed as a general formation on which the original
Wittgenstein’s theory of truth is realized.

The theoretical direction of mathematics and philosophy of infinity has been considered
through the development of the concept of aggregate, or a set of objects, and the theory of
numbers. The formulation of the concept is exposed in detail in works of G. Cantor and R.
Dedekind and with the definition of finite and infinite sets. Cantor’s definition of a “cardinal
number” of a set opens the problem a new kind of numbers to be discovered and introduced,
which numbers Cantor calls transfinite. The monograph gives a systematic approach and
observation to Set Theory. A new area has been introduced as Logic of Infinity. It traces
Cantor’s conception of transfinite numbers and goes further according to his solution how the
infinite sets and their cardinal numbers relate to the linear continuum of numbers. Here,
Cantor’s Continuum Hypothesis has been considered as the most promising conception, with
still unrevealed potential in contemporary logic and mathematics and as a search pointed in

their core problematic — the investigation and construction of infinity.

2. Studies:



2.1. Ontological and Logical Projections of Leibniz’ Principle of Sufficient Reason. 2018. //
Philosophy, 1, p.17 — 43, ISSN (Print) 0861-6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559.

Abstract. In the present paper we will systematize the theoretical premises and the deducing
of Leibniz’s Principle of Sufficient Reason, as well as will examine its potential as generally
valid law of thought and knowledge. Initially, the ontological bases of PSR must be delineated:
the structure of existence, the defining of the “individual substance”, the Law of Continuity
which leads to the “ultimate ground” and from here to the concept of the “choice” of the
supreme substance. We will analyze the formulations of PSR, which Leibniz gives in
Monadologie and in his letters. In order to form the entire logical potential of PSR, we will look
for its general parameters in Kant’s concept of thoroughgoing determination and in Hegel’s
projection of the ground with its structure and with the interesting formula of the “complete
ground”. All this leads to the perspective of discovering the total range of PSR, as founded and
formulated by Leibniz, and gives us the opportunity to consider its new formulation related to

the ground, which is completed in absolute sense with all its parameters.

2.2. The Register of Judgment in Aristotle’s Logical Theory. 2018. // The Challenge: Aristotle,
Sofia: Univ. Press “Sv. KI. Ohridski”, ISBN 978-954-07-4382-0, p.133 — 155.

Absract: The paper follows the line of the leading moments in the building of Aristotle’s
judgment theory which form the logic register of the judgment as derived, defined and
structured by Aristotle. Firstly, the paper will examine the structural elements of the judgment
which Aristotle derives in the Categories and On Interpretation, and which schematize the
statement as a stable formation in the course of ordinary speech. In Prior and Posterior
Analytics Aristotle further develops in detail the combinatorics and schematics of judgment; in
this regard, the paper will discuss the introduction of singular and indefinite judgments as
possible premises in syllogism or as judgment types included in the structure of inference while
aiming to go beyond the pure logical setting of judgments as syllogistic premise. Here, the paper
will focus on the potential of the judgment for the initial defining and schematizing of induction
and paradigm. The final step in the register of judgment will be its positioning within the range
of the dialectical discourse in Topics which gives a view to the argumentative structures, but
also explores how to build structures of judgments. The assigned task is encompassing, but that
will be a priory-topical register in the course of Aristotelian logical corpus from the central

position of the judgment.



2.3. Cantor’s Continuum Hypothesis and its Transfinite Grounding. Part 1. Part 2. 2017. //
NotaBene, Issue 38 (2017), ISSN 1313-7859,

http://notabene-bg.org/read.php?id=480 http://notabene-bg.org/read.php?id=497

Abstract: The present paper will expose Cantor’s Theory of transfinite numbers, and more
specific his Continuum Hypothesis, on transfinite grounding — upon the constructing of the
linear continuum c as “the pure continuous number-domain”, with the words of Dedekind. For
this purpose, we will unfold Cantor’s grounding that cardinality of the continuum c is equal to
the cardinality of the sets of natural numbers — N and the rational numbers — Q as basic
dimensions in n-dimensionality of the continuum. This is a construction, which poses the
known number sets as basic and initial dimensions of the continuum c. These sets are also taken
in their inclusion to one another as proper subsets to each other and to the set of real numbers
-R.

From here, we can deduce the Continuum Hypothesis formula with producing the next
RX-numbers and to propose a new version of generalized Continuum Hypothesis. Also this will
provide the solution and interpretation of Aleph-0: X, as a number — with its own number value
upon the continuum ¢ and as a number of the complex processes and entities in reality.

Going even more further, we can postulate the intensity of an infinite set: as its own
ability to be raised to power, or covered, with transfinite cardinal number, in particular to the
least transfinite number X.. So, namely on the intensity of the infinite sets, continuity can be
defined and connected with the dimensionality of the continuum. And from here we can
formulate the Aleph-enumerability and omega-enumerability of infinite sets as the suggestion
of grounding the enumerability of the infinite sets.

All this leads also to the construction of transfinite numbers orders, in this construction
we can develop them as higher and higher number classes with increasing cardinalities. These
transfinite numbers orders can provide the density of “the whole absolutely infinite aggregate
of numbers”, with Cantor’s formulation. With all this, the new transfinite numbers, introduced
by Cantor, are demonstrated as powerful instrument for describing and investigating the reality

to the very boundaries of its physical and conceptual comprehension.

2.4. Virtualistic Transcendetalism and Analytics of Principles 2016. // Back to Metaphysics,
Blagoevgrad: Univ. Press “N. Rilski”, ISBN 978-954-00-0092-3, p.118 — 141.

Abstract: In its intention the search in this statue will aim a heuristic entering in the area of the
second part of Kant’s Transcendental Analytics — Analytics of principles. This search is

liberated in its goals and methodological basis, in accepting for an initial point the innovative



philosophical concept of virtualistic transcendentalism developed by Valentin Kanawrow. The
new program of “systematic critical metaphysics” grounds a constituting the transcendental
schema as dynamic mediator “in transition from a priori to a posteriori”, to the structuring of
the possible experience. From here we will rise the thesis for the autonomy of the region of
faculty of judgment pointed by Kant as one of the higher faculty of cognition. Kant considers
its a priori forms, which are working for the knowledge of an object in experience, but he does
not follow the secure way to deduce these forms from systematic logical formation as he
proceeds with understanding and reason. There the a priori forms are deduced on the basis of
logical forms in thought. So we are starting a search for the own logical forms of faculty of
judgment. We will formulate their specifics as judgmental synthetic schemas. And we are going
to derive them backwards — from the principles of faculty of judgment to their pure logical
models: the schemas of quantity, quality, relation and modality. As result we will gain at first
the demonstration of the region of faculty of judgment in its appurtenance exactly to the
transcendental logic. And then, it will be a real expansion in the thematic of transcendental
analytics with the judgmental synthetic schemas, through which to delineate the logical territory
of faculty of judgment in its task to develop criterions, types and general logical models in

object constructing in thought and knowledge.

2.5. The Hermeneutical circle as an Analogical Inference Procedure. 2011. // The Abyss:
Heidegger, Blagoevgrad: Univ. Press “N. Rilski”, ISBN 978-954-680-754-0, p.284 — 307.

Abstract: The article examines the specifics of a key figure, which Heidegger uses to produce
a new philosophical beginning. The hermeneutical circle is a structure with its specific moments
and process, and as such, possess constructive power on objectivity. With this procedure, it can
be taken as an analogical procedure to construct and finish the objectivity in thinking. The
purpose here is to deduce a model of analogical inference process along with the universal
instances which structure the deduction and induction — these are given with the tension
between the object and the whole area of thinking and their mediation. The analogical procedure
realizes their universal relation, which moves and exhausts the whole thinking area, proceeds
on all its content and then bends it back to the object posited in it. The genesis of this whole-
ending procedure will be considered in the Descartes’ technique of positing a pure beginning
of knowledge; in Fichte’s acknowledging the circle as the basis of systematic construction; in
Hegel’s conception of reflection and its separate types, and the mechanism of the ground and

grounded in Science of Logic. The Heidegger’s hermeneutical circle is a complex relational



structure, which fixes the given and constantly goes over it toward the wholeness of being and

toward the hermeneutical horizon of interpretation.

3. Articles:

3.1. The Subjective Relation as a Moment of Determination in Hegel’s Science of Logic. 2018.
/I Hegel-Jahrbuch, Volume 11, Issue 1, Pages 70—75, ISSN (Online) 2192-5550, ISSN (Print)
0073-1579, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1515/hgjb-2018-110113.© 2018 Akademie Verlag GmbH,
Markgrafenstr. 12-14, 10969 Berlin.

Abstract: The paper aims to open an intriguing projection to the procedure of logical

determination in Hegel’s Science of Logic: what are the moments of subjective intervention and
dynamic in the progress of the concepts. Two basic moments of subjective relation are deduced
— the “external reflection” and the “positing”. For the consideration are drawn the concepts of
the Objective Logic: “Something and an other” and “The Real Ground”. Such a view gives an
opportunity to recognize the procedures upon the including the context of thinking, the temporal
features and the ability of variations in its forms. The subjectively intended moments in
determination demonstrate the huge relational potential of Hegel’s Logic, as well as the

potential of the subjective relation for every object building.

3.2. Truth Modeling in Logical Space. 2017. // Philosophy, 4, p.415 — 424, ISSN (Print) 0861-
6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559.

Abstract. This statue will pose the question for the truth beyond language constituents in its
defining and achieving and from this point toward its modeling grounded above all on cognitive
parameters. The concrete solution will be searched concerning Wittgenstein’s conception,
offered in Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus, for the “truth-conditions” of a proposition in logical
space as its “representing relation” and for the way through which the proposition structures
logical space. We will search whether this will be a legitimate version of a “logic of truth” in
the sense of Kant, and which elements of Kantian logical project can be applied for the division
of logical space for the cognition of an object and its cognitive dislocation in logical universum,
exactly from the point of view of the whole cognitively and objectively formed universum.
How we can outline the approaches, the algorithm of a “real-objective” calculation of the object

value in the logical space.


https://doi.org/10.1515/hgjb-2018-110113

3.3. Topics of the A Priori. 2016. // Philosophy, 1, p.47 — 58, ISSN (Print) 0861-6302; ISSN
(Online) 1314-8559.

Abstract: By introducing the a priori-investigation of the reason, Kant poses the possibility of
one separate area, or method, or thematic in the transcendental analysis of the pure forms of
reason. Do the a priori then have its own field which could distinct the derivation of those pure
forms and so the a priori alone to differentiate itself among the three, delineated inside the
boundaries of reason, arias of the basic faculties of pure reason — sensibility, understanding and
reason. We raise the question — whether the a priori is connected with a meta-posing of the
transcendental procedure as a reflection upon the activity and possibilities of the reason itself.
And from this point on to differentiate the a priori with its own elements and progress of
realization and so the a priori could find its own topics in the whole constitution of pure

consciousness.

3.4. Infinity and Freedom — How We Think the Universal. 2018. // The Human — Free and Not
Free, Sofia: Univ. Press “Sv. KIl. Ohridski”, ISBN 978-954-07-4542-8, p.59 — 67.

Abstract: When we try to define what it is freedom, we inevitably are forced to encounter our
concept of infinity. However, how this concept can to take part in the construction of freedom
definition? Is here the famous Hegel’ synthesis needed — the synthesis between finite and
infinite which are going to give the actual infinite. When these questions get their answers, we
can begin to discover the free, variable component in logical forms. This will be the way to gain
the subjectivity in our concepts, and further to include this subjective component of conceptual

freedom in the very process of thinking on objects.

3.5. Structures of the Possible and their Metaforicity. 2017. // Philosophical Alternatives, 2-
3/2017, p.140 — 155.

Abstract: The possible has become a distinct construction in the philosophical theories, but
this would imply that it should be amenable to structuring in certain ways and figures, which
could be used as instruments in theoretical construction. The article offers several models of
the possible, built with their original and leading metaphoricity. Starting from Aristotle’s model
of the possible, it is interesting to see how this view of “the possibility of a thing” leads to “the
concept of force” in Hobbes and Leibniz. The construction of the possible is especially
intriguing in that it is like a field, an area, where the multiple things have their positions. Here,
of course, the leading viewpoint is the construction of the space offered by Hobbes, but no less

interesting is Leibniz’s critique of absolute empty space as a “sensorium”, Newton’s amazing



metaphor. Introduced as a field, a universum, the possible requires to be filled up, requires its
own “spectrum”, “degrees” (in Kant’s term), with steps taken and inner construction works
done to intensify and organize it, and attains Leibniz’s famous concept of “the best of all
possible words”. Finally, the article structures the unchained connections and correlatives in
the triad of “possibility-actuality-necessity”, with its models and metaforicity in Hobbes,
Leibniz and Hegel, and offers a description of the three modal areas in one common and
absolute relation.

3.6. Phenomenological discourse of Category. 2015. // Philosophical Alternatives, 6, ISSN
0861-7899, p.84 — 93.

Abstract: One of the fundamental results of Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason is deducing the
system of the categories of understanding and the defining of the category only as an intellectual
mode for producing the objects of knowledge. This poses the categories in active connection
with the sensible manifold, but also raises the question as to how the categories participate in
constructing one object. Kant formulates the problem of necessary connection between category
and appearance and offers two main approaches for its solution. The first approach, on the side
of the categories, is based on the “combinatorics” of the categories themselves, which fulfills
the conceptual map of all thinking. The second approach uses other ways, which operate by
means of the conditions of sensibility.

The aim of this article is to proceed further in the first approach and to deduce a special
condition that provides the pure categorical approach to the phenomena. By considering this
condition, we formulate the search for the discourse of the categories, the term that Kant uses
to define the categorical participation in knowledge. The discourse of a category is the field for
formatting the objects as parts of experience, as the totality of all objects. The discourse is
directed by the higher conceptual points in the synthesis of the appearances; these are the four
general concepts of classes in the system of categories. Each discourse is developed as a model
of world-constructing, with its own type of objects, relations, ultimate reason of totality.

Through this are outlined the basic conditions in the general project of ontology.

3.7. The Ultimate Elements of Thought. 2014. // Philosophical Alternatives, 5, ISSN 0861-
7899, p.30 — 42.

Abstract: The article problematizes the theoretical results of Kant and Hegel in order to clarify
the conception of transcendental thought. The latter is constituted as the ultimate a priori area

of the unconditioned (in Kant’s term) as a pure universe of thought. The ultimate elements of



thought are determined and posited as pure logical elements — “the three determined concepts”,
deduced by Hegel. These are the universal (general), the particular and the singular. They are
completed with a fourth concept, the real universal, which is taken as the upper border in the
quantity of the object (Gegenstand). This concept is specified as an independent sphere of the
object upon the unconditioned. The ultimate series of thought is structured through the empty
concept and the Absolute concept. The article also discusses the basic relations and operations
relevant to the last conceptual elements, which mediate and penetrate the whole universe of
thought.

3.8. The Chain of Genus and Species on the Side of the Unconditioned. 2014. // Philosophy, 3,
ISSN (Print) 0861-6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559, p.290 — 303.

Abstract. Constructing the subordination by genus and species gives its own problematic
aspects in the theory of Traditional logic. The present article is dedicated to the building up of
the chain of genus and species in its completeness and offers an interesting result, which is
derived from concrete chains of different concepts. In Traditional logic, the logical validity of
the lower limit on the side of species is commonly accepted — this is the singular concept. But
could any logical validity of the upper limitation be found and where the generalization of the
chain expands to? Answering this questions necessitates the consideration of Kant’s model of
constructing the subordination by genus and species. Kant introduces the unconditioned as
ultimate limitation of the supreme genus, genus summum, and also as solid limit and beginning
of every developed subordination by genus and species. Then the dividing of the very genus
summum will result in superior generic concepts which will be the essential object-functional
concepts — the necessary bases for accumulation of attributes and thus for constructing objects

in thought and knowledge.

3.9. First Principles and Elements of Metaphysical. 2013. // Philosophy, 3, ISSN (Print) 0861-
6302; ISSN (Online) 1314-8559, p.263 — 282.

Abstract: The metaphysical is the absolute constituent of the philosophic reflection. But how
it is constructed, what are its basic beginnings and principles. This paper brings the
metaphysical to the opposition: field-of-things — super-field, on which the world is based, and
follows this construction to Aristotle’s Metaphysics. But from this point on, the modern
philosophizing brings new beginnings, continuums, elements: the formation of potentiality, of
the supreme genus, the structure of a pure concept as an universal element of thinking. It turns

out that the first principle of metaphysical grounds deeply into the formulation and the schema



of Aristotle’s principle of non-contradiction, which Aristotle himself points as “the most
reliable” theoretical beginning. Kant, as well as Fichte and Hegel, transform it into a principle
of determination, based on the unconditional act of self-positioning which develops a concept
by progressing towards the super-field of the general thinking. This self-developing turns the
principle into construction, generating its own and new-risen field of relation in the total and

fully covered and inflected universum of the Absolute.

3.10. Total, Whole-aggregate and Universal in Hegel’s Interpretation. 2012. // Philosophical
Alternatives, 5, ISSN 0861-7899, p.24 — 31.

Abstract: This paper offers approach and analysis of the complex concepts, in way to deduce
logical models of these concepts, mainly developed in theoretical systems of German Idealism.
Kant constructs complex concepts in Transcendental Analytic and Dialectic of his fundamental
work Critique of Pure Reason. Schelling and especially Hegel include in their systems such
concepts as logic-theoretical instruments. The three concepts — total, whole-aggregate and
universal, are exposed in a whole genetic way. They are developed by basic logical structure.
This structure is granted on relations between one object (Gegenstand) among all the others
together; the specified logical area (field of objects) as construct basis for the complex concepts

and with the common border to form the united area — logical Universum.



