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SHEETNVOEARWIREES T b 2 im i imEe
iF, INFTHALRFIETIHES X U0HEIK SN
T&/h. ZOFED1D2THB=2—1a> VR v
7 FETIE, RREIHIE & AN O & BEEIHER 12T
B¥3ZeT, HIEDHRES X UCHHME LR X8
3. b ZADATHIZE Tl e AR PR 88 12 B 5 % B P
IR EGRD R D S0, NVFRFHEiARETH 5.
2T T =7 b amBE R DTV E D A4 & [RIE
(72 o 72, AFFETIX, FINFRFHE%EEHR T %
729, WHKRA ¥ —~<TdH 2 JSON THIEZH S
JSONFOL ##2R L, Z® L TIHBEAM TOFMZ T
T =W ETo7z. ZOFER, SMEXOEE D E
X, RO FBTEHREE ¥ O R 72 B IR S Bl
FRHERY DFRR e 22 e ZHLIC L. F
7z JISONFOL Tl A&7 HE & A T1T7 5 72
ED ZETE 2 2 HHBAL /2.

1 IXLHIC

K SEEE 71 (Large Language Model, LLM)
WFHk A R 2 X7 TEWERER RETED [1,2,3,4],
AU o TIRIAW S FERE S DHEE & 72 2 Fm bR
BEHom EBHIRFINTWS [5,6,7]. L LARH
5, BEZGUHERCMER D2 Wi MR
HESRCIEREAME R 35 [8,9, 10], HEGmAFEN 7T v
7Ry 7 AW THIAEMEWEDORES H 5.

INERRT ZHHD 1 D=2 —a> Ry
TFRENRD B (11,12, 13]. imBHERH R 2 7 O ERHEH
72 1ERRHE & AVER 0 E BERERA 85 12 B, LLM 121X
mHERXDa—FNDAERERIES Z 2T, BFEFE
IO bEWEREREIRL TV 5.

LIANZa—uT YR v IV FECHHEELD
5. LLM I3 EBEERA 28 2 B 3 2 STy 22 R 03
FRXNB -0, LLM DimBHEFREE 1 DN 72 3T
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ffinsCE 2w, I TBEFEMSE TIEAE DR e
REEU L EmBE AL T O TR W T L T b4
3, X YRR RERIC X 2 EOFHGiE T
IEE 5TV,

AW TIEIE T, N FERFEIFIRER =2 —n1
ARV vy Z7FiEL LTISONFOL 2 E T 3.
JSONFOL 3 ILHM A F —~<TdH % JSON IZ & -
T—PERGERIE R TE 2729, SEETNVICE
P 72 HIG% OO BRAE 2 ZoR B 3 am B RR e 1 2 I
BT E 3. L THEOHMPWIHTOHIZ, &
DA TOED T — 2 28 BICETL AAC [14]
EF—REy b LTI EITo 72, EERORE
R, EEOHERTIINMER OB E DA E SRR ATHIZ2
B Y, —EBDE 7 e S B Y 72 I E DR
DDFEK %% &HBHL 7. /il Z T ISONFOL O,
AL 72 HE 2 B 7 OVNFER TR EEIT LR WS DY,
Hoamic X 2D OWEBICHEMT 2 2 AL
VALY

2 BIERRE

TOV T MK BHRBENDRE €7 1 0mM
HemREh Z2m Lxg 37 o —Fn 121 a7
433 D, Chain-of-Thought (CoT) [5] A5 — %1 fif
b s, CoT TREFTNLDAHDOBNINZ, Hm
Tut2fb TSy M5 X%, F7z “Let’s think
step by step” D &k 5 IR ERE T 7L — X252 %
T, #R e R EHRE T b HEEREE I DI
EMA[RER Z RSN T WS [6]. —H CTakd &
LT, MRS 7 o A DS 7 i
R NN 2B 3 [15, 16].

—a—AYYRIYIFE #HmS kX2
RTBEDICEEET LV EHHTZHAS DY
Joma—my Y RY v ZFREIVLSOPFET
%. LINC [12] Ti& 1 DD AINTH U THEEEHE
ZAT95. LLM 34 E o B8 E BAFHIR TH 2
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AKX JSONFOL
All humans {“premises”:
are mortal [{”’quantifier”:
o forall...
Ottm @L—
N—2
True/ - ®z3 | Forau,
False / TEEE AR Implies(
(Uncertain) Bl manis
HE Z3 code

[X| 1: JSONFOL I & % imPfeim o LB o Fi

Prover9 [17] D2 — F 21 &8, ZEILTHRENR
HIE % 1T 5. LoRP [13] Tl Prolog 23 X T\
5. WINDOFED LLM IS LT EHAEHES 2R
T2HEMPBRAOEHZ RO TED, EFLHED
INFRRESTHEER & 0 S FRIFAE X LTV,

3 IBZEFE . JSONFOL

JSONFOL (& JSON 12 & % —FEhERR I O RBIF
ETH 3. X112 JISONFOL % fifi o 7= Fidifh i & 2
7 DN eRs. HEETIZEEOLEZTTS.

Bl Z WX A 132 & LT “All humans are mortal. Socrates
is human. Therefore, Socrates is mortal.” GH¥E= ¥ L
TlE Vx human(x) — mortal(x), human(Socrates) =
mortal(Socrates) \ZHHY) DBEZ ohHEEE R
5. £FTIEXLLM AN Z LT D & 5 72 ISONFOL
AT B

[JSONFOL]
{"premises":
[{"quantifier": "forall",
"variable": "x",
"formula":
{"if": {"predicate": "human", "args":
[{"var": "x"3}13,
"then": {"predicate": "mortal", "args":
[{ "var": "x"}1333,
{"predicate": "mortal", "args": [{"const":
"Socrates"}1}1,
"conclusion": {"predicate": "mortal", "args":

[{"const": "Socrates"}1}}

JSONFOL 3 ¥ — & L C PGBm0 R H 3R
DX ZRET 5. Bl 2 IXEE ("const”) A
("var"), JH ("args"), BB ("predicate"), mmPH{HHE
T ("if" & "then"D#H, "not", "and", "or"72 ¥"), BILT
("quantifier” & "variable"D#l) MfFH N 2. ®EILT
e E(L T % forall" T, FHERILT % "exists" TFH
B35, fHe LTIEEE ("Socrates"72 &) R

— 3004 —

("x"72 ¥) ERNT B Ath, FJeHEIE KT ISON Mt
ZOHDEHFHICIEMNT 22 HTE 5.

iz, 41 U72 ISONFOL 2%} L Tl — LR — X
OB ZEH L, HEEHEEANR TH % Z3 [18]
Da— RIZE#HT 3.

wRiRI2 723 CHERITW, BEREZH 1T 5.

=2 —va> YRy ZFEREELZD, LLMIZ
it U CEFERH SR D a — ISR 3 Mk 2 E R O
RNz, ERHEEREE ) 2 NIRRT X 5.

4 RERRTE

F=2ty bk AWFETE, T—XEy LT
AAC ZfH L7z, AAC IZ— P& 3EimEE o s =i
HOKERT—RLy +TH3. §HEEDRIEAR
X< ABEOEEP BB 32 DI N—TFIT5h
i, 7= 13 EEOREANEL, 71
WX AL, ARSI SmEAITHc LT v 7
L— MZIho THEREINS. X R 71 True/False D
“{EHETH D, False DY ¥ I UTERER O RHKIHE
DEEERILIETERLTWVWS. FFEAERA T
WBARZ . AEETIX, AAC DFHIH 7 — X 5 & &
AU OWTIER 10 & &l 10, GH8T20H
7 X HE L (Qwen3 D AR O S
k, Ef2 e &l 2 ). 71 @mEReTiconT,
A5 1420 F (Qwen3 1Z 284 1) DM ELT- 7=.

S 58 € 7 )L GPT-4o-mini, GPT-40 [l], GPT-
5 [2], Gemini-2.5-Flash [3], Qwen3 (Qwen3-30B-A3B-
Thinking-2507) [4] % 77t X & & L 7z. GPT-5,
Gemini-2.5-Flash T (%, Reasoning k — 27 >~ D & E
% medium & U 7z. 523£121X OpenAl API, Gemini
API, Hugging Face Transformers [19] % i L 7=.

7Oy 7 bk KRFEBRTITHEDA (naive), Chain-
of-Thought (CoT) [5, 6], JSONFOL @ 3D 7'u > 7 b
P L 7=, naive Tl LLM WX HRE&2H)E (True
%721 False) DA%, Col TIXHE & #HigmBfE %z H
71X 7. JSONFOL TlZ JSONFOL Oftt%E 7m ~
T MCREAL, AN EED AT 5 X 515
RLU7z. 1854172 ISONFOL #iEid L — N — 2D
BT Z3 D a— RIZEBL, 73 OEHFEHET
HIE L 7=,

FHBIEIE (L7452 % 1 1TR$. JSONFOL
T % Overal accuracy % Success rate £ Conditional
accuracy IZ73V), HiE CHERBIERES), ®RE TR
D HFT &7 JISONFOL DIE L X %] - 7=. naive
B K U CoT Tl Overall accuracy D A% W7z,
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& 1 EBCHH L 71618

Overall accuracy Success rate Conditional accuracy

1EfREL HINTRI L 725 IR
2% I o NI NI L 7%
1.0
0.8 1
>
9]
e
3 0.6 1
[}
<
T 0.4
(]
5 B naive
0.2 1 = CoT
B JSONFOL
0.0 -
GPT-40 GPT-40 GPT-5 Gemini- Qwen3
-mini 2.5-flash
Model

2: BRBETIL - 71 7 MDD Overall accuracy

5 RERERCEER
51 2&DER

7 2 T overall accuracy % /R 5. mBHERHE T L
T & % GPT-5, Gemini-2.5, Qwen3 T £ TD 71
> 7 b T accuracy 28 1 IZiEDr o 7z, MEFALTD
JSONFOL & naive & D & <, HfIT GPT-40 T i
HiEFRET AV ERIFEE ISP o7 UEXD
JSONFOL (3 E 7V DFHiliiciif 2 5 2 FIETH 5 Z
EBHL NI 5 7.

72 2 12 JSONFOL @ success rate £ conditional ac-
curacy % /~3. GPT-40-mini LA D 4 € 7 )L THiH
¥ % 11231 £, GPT-4o-mini IZ 3BTl conditional
accuracy 77 success rate & D =22 > 7z. JSONFOL @
I3 ERED TRVWHENICX2DDHNETDH
D, fRRE D I H ) X 472 ISONFOL 1 Fm PR A 72 fi
KEW DI N e 3o 7.

52 IS—49Hh

COBETEHETREAXBEMOT 7 —FHE1T5.
JSONFOL D#5f21Z1X Contitional accuracy % f# 5 .

Puf] 3L D 4 O MMER D accuracy %
RY. MHEOR Y F_ALOFISIZ D@D .

base schema:

Vx F(x) » =G (x) > VxG(x) » =F(x)

negation variant 1:

Vx =F(x) = G(x) =2 ¥Yx -G (x) — F(x)

— 3006 —

3% 2: JSONFOL 2 31} % Success rate ¥ conditional

accuracy

Models Success rate  Conditional accuracy
GPT-40-mini 0.848 0.916
GPT-40 0.990 0.982
GPT-5 0.996 0.989
Gemini-2.5-flash 0.995 0.996
Qwen3 0.971 1.000

negation variant 2:

Vx=F(x) > =G(x) > VxG(x) = F(x)

negation variant 3:

Vx F(x) = G(x) = Vx -G (x) = ~F(x)

I o DMEARIEEDMNEDADERD, THEK
PREZREALEROH L JIZFAFTHS. LD
53, naive £ CoT TIX negation variant 1 & 2 23t
A & D HHHMEIC accuracy 23K\, —75 T JSONFOL
TIXIEIE LS T naive & CoT & D accuracy 235\,

% 3 T3, negation variant 1 % GPT-4o TH|&E L 7z
BE D confusion matrix % 7~ 3. Naive 8 & (X CoT T
%, False ’IEZFTH 2R ZI1ZIETLT True EHIE L
TW3. ZHUd GPT-4o 23amPFEFF DR D &2 k5
AN H 2 Z L Z2RT.

CoT T®D GPT-40 DHURIZFRD 2 LIRS .

[input]

Consider the following argument: If someone is
not a contemporary of Spinosaurus, then
they are a predator of Triceratops. Thus,
if someone is not a predator of

Triceratops, then they are not a
contemporary of Spinosaurus.

[GPT-40 CoT output]

[...] can be written in logical form as: \(
\neg C(x) \rightarrow P(x) \)[...].

The conclusion [...] can be written as: \( \neg
P(x) \rightarrow \neg C(x) \).

The conclusion is the contrapositive of the
given statement. [...] the conclusion is
true given the premise.

{Answer: true}

Z DOBITIE MR D 37723, IEZE False & 72
%. GPT-40 @ CoT T3l 2 XD HMIXIE L.
& 2 AP I HE RIS T 7OV R 22 ol T
HBEEVIAA, True LARELTWVWA. ZDiRbh X
—HONEXTOANHT 2720, T — 21
FE DRI T 24 7 2055 2 0[REMED B
%, FHEROMD I, HEEZEFANEETITS
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negation variant 3

base schema negation variant 1 negation variant 2

1.0
GPT-40-mini 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.95
0.9
GPT'4O 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.85 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
083
GPT-5 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 4 100 1.00 1.00 5
078
Gemini-2.5-flash 1.00 1.00 1.00 085 0.70 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00 4 100 1.00 1.00
0.6
Qwen3 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 4 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.5
naive CoT JSONFOL naive CoT JSONFOL naive CoT JSONFOL naive CoT JSONFOL
3 L. N
3: BEDNMENER 2 MEDID accuracy
7 3: FHMED negation variant 1 T2 1T % GPT-40 TD Confusion matrix
naive ‘ True False CoT ‘ True False JSONFOL ‘ True False
True 10 0 True 10 0 True 10 0
False | 10 0 False 9 1 False 0 10
complex predicates 1 complex predicates 2 De Morgan 1 De Morgan 2 10
GPT-40-mini 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.85 0.85 0.95 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.9
GPT-40 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.55 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
08%
GPT-5 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 5
078
Gemini-2.5-flash 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.6
Qwen3 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.5
naive CoT JSONFOL naive CoT JSONFOL naive CoT JSONFOL naive CoT JSONFOL

4: ARF R DA DT 2 2 5PN D accuracy

JSONFOL T3 T & 2 Z & HHHEIC /L o /2.

BFRR AR EMYE AAC T, True 7 — X B IR
BIFORMIEDOGRE % KInE ¥ % Z £ T False 7 —
REERLTWD., ZDRDARAIETIE, FFR
BHEEDBEE L F e U CTREIRA O T % AT R
L% M4Z, RESRFOHEBA 2E8LU1TH
% 4 DDA D accuracy 3. ZD 4 ADFwEN 2
KoL E BB X CHEE) 3L V.

complex predicates 1 ({RERFRIFDIEE 1):

Vx (F(x) Al(x)) > G(x), VYxG(x) > H(x)

= Vx(F(x)AlI(x)) — H(x)

complex predicates 2 (fREE %M DIEE 2):

Vx (F(x) > G(x)), VxG(x)— (H(x)VI(x))

= VxF(x) > (H(x)VI(x))

De Morgan 1 (Rt DIEEL 1):

Vx (=F(x) A=I(x)) - G(x), VxG(x) > H(x)

= Vx-=(F(x)VI(x)) - H(x)

De Morgan 2 ({R&if2 M DIEEL 2):

Vx=F(x) » G(x), VYxG(x) = (=H(x) Vv =I(x))

= VxG(x) = ~(H(x) A(x))

GPT-4o-mini B & Of GPT-40 I B W T, Rtk
DIEEIH 2 T % complex predicates 2 ¥ De Morgan

4|

— 3006 —

21X, naive % CoT T accuracy 23t & D BHHEIZ (KW
accuracy. —77C JSONFOL (325 T naive B XU
CoT & D % accuracy D3E\0.

PEXDY, AL ROBMEINEFELITD, IE
ORI 72 2 THICBE T 2 THOKDIZ T UL,
EXMDRTWHADRD 2 Z e oiz. £Xt
8 & [FA4k, JSONFOL & CHIE % 535 E 7 /LG T
T5ZL T ZEMTES Z ML 20
fEE 7)1 hypothetical syllogism 1 IZFR 53 AAC 2K T
—HL T\ (($8%B).

6 #asm

ST T VOIMEHEREE N O N EE D T2,
& IXHNZZ 7 — XS Td % JSON Timi
5 JSONFOL %#42Z L 7=. JSONFOL ¥ naive 72 7' 11
7 b CoT 2R L C—RERGERE X R 7 &5
ML, HMomBEREMTOFMLT S —ofiEfTo
7z. ZDFER, naive 7 7'm > 7 bR CoT T, »f
HOXDEEDNE - FFTHREHENER ¥ OERITHY
RER D LLM O R HIEDRD 2K T 5 2
&, JSONFOL TIIHIE Z ERTIT S 7= iR b % [A]
WTE2Z LA L .
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generalized generalized hypothetical hypothetical

hypothetical generalized disjunctive generalized

modus ponens contraposition syllogism 1 syllogism 2 syllogism 3 modus tollens syllogism dilemma
E VX Fx>Gx, VX Fx->=Gx Vx Fx>Gx, Vx Fx>GX, Vx Fx->Gx, 3x VX FX->GX, VX Fx->(GXVHXx), :z Z):(Jix\/Hx)’
2 | ra = VX Gx>Hx VX ~Hx>-Gx (HXxA=Gx) ~Ga VX Fx>-Gx VX HXOJX.
; => Vx Gx>-Fx = = = = = o
& | Ga VX Fx->Hx Vx Fx>Hx 3 (HXA-Fx) -Fa Vx Fx>Hx Wx Fx>Jx
c . | VX Fx3Gx, Vx 2Fx>Gx VX ~Fx>Gx, Vx Fx>Gx, VX ~FX>GX, VX Fx>-GX, VX Fx>(GXVHX),| | VX Fx>(-Gxv-hx),
25 | -Fa = Vx Gx>Hx Vx Hx>-Gx X (HXA-GX) Ga v FxoGx D
& § = Vx Gx->Fx = = = = = _:j x>
2 =
Ga VX ~Fx>Hx VX Fx>-Hx 3x (HXAFx) -Fa Vx Fx->Hx Wx FxJx
w | VX (FXAHX)>GX, VX (FXAHX)>~Gx VX FX->GX, Vx (FxVIX)>-Gx, VX Fx>Gx, VX Fx>(GxAHX), VX (FXAIX)>(GXVHX),
32| Fa = VX GX>(HXVIX) WX <Hx>-Gx x Fxolx, ~Ga VX (FXAIX)>(GXVHX)) | yy GxsJx,
g2 | Ha VX GX>-(FXAHX) = = ?x HXA-(GXAIX) _ _\‘/X Gx>=(FxAIx), Vx Hx>Jx
Sg|= Vx Fx>(HxVIx) Vx (FXVIX)>Hx = -Fa P =
Q| Ga 3Ix (HXA-Fx) VX (FXAIX)>Hx Vx (FXAIX)>Jx
5 VX ~(FxVHX)>Gx, Vx (FXAHX)>=Gx VX ~Fx>Gx, VX (AFXASIX)>-GX, | | VX Fx>Gx, VX Fx>=(GXVHX), | W (FXAIX)>(GXVHX),| | vx (~FxA-1x)>(GxVHX),
%n -Fa = VX Gx>(~HXVAIx) VX ~HX>Gx Vx Fx=>Ix, 3x Ga VX GX=>(=Fxv-iIx) VX GX>Jx,
£ -Ha VX Gx->(=FxV-Hx) = = HXA(=GXV-Ix) = => Vx Hx>Jx
3 = Gx>-(HxAIx) S(FxVIx)>Hx => -Fa Vx (FXAIX)>Hx =
Ga 3x HXA-Fx Vx ~Jx>(FxVIx)

X 5: AAC DHHAAF —< L ZTHO—&

A F—2ty bk AAC DEFH

X512 AAC DD KR E LR TEHERT.
AAC T generalized modus ponens, generalized contra-
position, hypothetical syllogism 1, hypothetical syllogism
2, hypothetical syllogism 3, generalized modus tollens, dis-
junctive syllogism, generalized dilemma8 > O g7 2
F—<HEINTVS., XX =< LT base
schema, negation variant, complex predicates, De Morgan
D4 HMOERHE N, §32 DIV — TR
#1%. Negation variant |Z base schema D 75 i€ D [ HE,
complex predicates {& base schema NDIHD BN, De
Morgan (& complex predicates “\ @ De Morgan Hl| O i
HzEEW®RT 2. ZREBEREDZZ NS Zh
5, BZ/N—FF 156 3 HORMEANE TH
5. ZDX51Z, AAC TIEFRHERZHRINTERL
TWa.

B {RRZEHFDIERDFEE I

ZOETIE, mHEADIEREMFDIEE L Accuracy
DORfR%E AAC 7 —Xt vy PRIKTHNTT 2. #K4
WZBWT, Two-terms FIRERA DIHE DY 2 DA
NZXKT. Two-terms DRUIFHHEKXRAF —< & LT
{& generalized contraposition, hypothetical syllogism 1-3,
disjunctive syllogism 3 X OX generalized dilemma (2 &
LTW3. 722 LTI complex predicates 3 &
X De Morgan IZJ8 L CW5%. —J3 T, One-term lZ1R
it OEED 1 OO0 55, wmHEAREROE
HEX 23 Two-terms & A2 & @, HIH G R ¥ —
T EEEHRR LR ZRL TV 3.

i

K4 AR OEBN 1 BL U2 TH oA 2
KD Accuracy

Two-terms naive Col' JSONFOL
GPT-40-mini 0.595 0.570 0.721
GPT-40 0.535 0.545 0.922
GPT-5 0.935 0.935 0.920
Gemini-2.5-flash  0.920 0.914 0.985
Qwen3 0.875 0.875 0.975
One-term naive Col' JSONFOL
GPT-40-mini 0.821 0.946 0.985
GPT-40 0.853 0.989 0.996
GPT-5 1.000 1.000 1.000
Gemini-2.5-flash  0.996 1.000 1.000
Qwen3 1.000 1.000 1.000

% 41X Two-terms ¥ One-term @ accuracy %= /x5 .
mHX 2RO EIFAETHHICHHEDLL T,
Naive & CoT TIETXRTDETNMIZBWT, One-term
& HE#E LT Two-terms @ accuracy 23HAREICIK < 72 o
TW3. LZ&doT, RBRHFDOEBELZ W, T4
D5 True/False % IRE T 5 HERIAD EABEHET
HBLEI, ETAPHERZRDRTVL, WV IHH
MAHE L TWB LR -7, MAT, HiE
% AR o E FEAE 25 T1T 5 JSONFOL TIIFA D %[5
WTZX2 VW Hmo—EMEb RN,
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