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0 Aovkag Kamdvtong eivatr AtevBuvtig Epsuvwv oto Kévtpov
Epebvng ™m¢ EAAnvikng ®locopiag g Akadnuiag ABnvwv. Eival
Sdktwp lotoplag g Prrocopiag (ZopBovvn 2000) kot
drooco@kng Aoywkng (Bépvn 2007). ‘Exet 616agel oto IavemotiuLo
ABnvwv, Siddokel oto EAAnvikd Avolkto Ilavemiotiuio kKot €xel
SlateAéoel Emokéntng KaBnynmge oto Iavemot)uio Kompov. And
T0o 2014 Kot peta StevBuvel To oepvaplo g Akadnuiag ABnvwv y
™mv AplototeAikny Aoywkn. OUL gpyacieg Tou a@opolv Kupiwg Ta
AOYlKO-oMUacLoA0YIKA TTapddoéa, To 2° Oewpnua un [IAnpdmtag tov
K. Godel, v ewkacia Church-Turing, kat tv Aplototedikn Aoyikn-

MeTtaguoikn.
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