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(analysis)

M.S. ,1982

ars inveniendi

Heuristic, or heuretic, or ‘ars inveniends” was the name of a certain branch of stuay,
not very clearly circumscribed, belonging to logic, or to philosophy, or to psychology; often
outlined, seldom presented in detail, and as good as forgotten today: The aim of heuristic is
to study the methods and rules of discovery and invention....

Heuristic, as an adjjective, means “serving to discover.”
G.Polya, How to solve it, 1945, pp.112-113
Heuristic ars inveniendi
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Xi

Once nearly forgotten, heuristics have now become nearly synonymous with
mathematical problem solving.
Heuristic strategies are rules of thumb for successful problem solving, general suggestions
that help an individual to understand a problem better or to make progress toward its
solution. Curiously, that synonymy takes place only within mathematical problem
solving. In other problem-solving domains such as Al, the term heuristics has been revived,
but is generally used to refer to procedures such as means-ends analysis. In fact, heuristics
of the type Polya describes are not held in high esteem in Al. There are interesting reasons
for this, but a discussion of them would take us far afield.

Al heuristics
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