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‘Deduction’, ‘Induction’,and ‘Abduction’ are among important keywords in contemporary logical
and philosophical texts with high frequency, which Iranian translators have translated to “Qias/
Estentaj”, “Esteqra”, and “Farzierobayi”. In this article I will show that these translations have
proposed with no respect to the context and produce some difficulties. After the description
of the difficulties, I will propose some solutions which are based on etymology, context, and
neglected capacities of Persian language. On the basis of the solutions, these three terms will be
rendered to “Forubord”, “Andarbord”, and “Farabord”.
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