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* Sung, D., & B. Holman. (2023). Against evidential pluralism in pharmaceutical
requlation. Philosophy of Science, 90(5), 1276—-1285.

* Holman, B., & D. Sung. (2025). Evidence in medicine. In A. Broadbent (Ed.) 7he
Oxford handbook of philosophy of medicine (pp. 448-470). Oxford University Press.

« Sung, D. (2026). On epistemic risks in research method validation. Studies in History
and Philosophy of Science, 779.
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« SMEN ZMEO| V|2 E:
e Ey = P(H) X Uy(H) + P(~H) X Uy (~H).
E_y = P(H) X U_y(H) + P(~H) x U_y(~H).

« P(H) =192 42
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« P(H) = 09! AL
e Ey = 0 x Uy(H) + 1 X Uy (~H) = Uy (~H).
e E.g=0X U~H(H) + 1 X U~H(~H) = U~H(~H).
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- 2| ML =51 FAA #HEHF0| UAS(Magnus, 2022; Rescher, 1977).
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=FO|A R= A& (Inductive Risk and Values in Science)>(2000).
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2E 22| (ethics of communication

(John, 2015).
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E (Immanuel Kant)2| 2|F-&3 Al (ought-implies-can
principle): EEH& FH7} 28T = U= EHUO0| 23 7HE.
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- 3o EEE Y| o4 = A A AF (private communication).
- §59| E4Z2 29| oo = 9= 3™ AE(public communication).
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   𝐄 𝐇 = P  ( H ) ×  U H  ( H ) + P  ( ~ H ) ×  U H  ( ~ H )


   𝐄  ~ 𝐇 = P  ( H ) ×  U  ~ H  ( H ) + P  ( ~ H ) ×  U  ~ H  ( ~ H )


  𝐏  ( 𝐇 ) = 𝟏 인


   𝐄 𝐇 = 1 ×  U H  ( H ) + 0 ×  U H  ( ~ H ) =  U H  ( H ) = + ∞


   𝐄  ~ 𝐇 = 1 ×  U  ~ H  ( H ) + 0 ×  U  ~ H  ( ~ H ) =  U  ~ H  ( H ) = − ∞


  𝐏  ( 𝐇 ) = 𝟎 인


   𝐄 𝐇 = 0 ×  U H  ( H ) + 1 ×  U H  ( ~ H ) =  U H  ( ~ H )


   𝐄  ~ 𝐇 = 0 ×  U  ~ H  ( H ) + 1 ×  U  ~ H  ( ~ H ) =  U  ~ H  ( ~ H )


   U H  ( ~ H ) ≤  𝐄 𝐇 ≤ + ∞


  − ∞ ≤  𝑬  ~ 𝑯 ≤  U  ~ H  ( ~ H )

