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Introduction
Human beings are naturally encoded with belief systems that logically contain sense within given settings.  Concepts such as intellectual giftedness, environmental factors that affect knowledge acquisition and religion are among the tenets of these belief systems. In this paper, an exploration on David Hume’s “Problem of Induction” is analyzed in relation to the solutions that different philosophers put in response to Hume’s argument.  In addition, the paper discusses various approaches and objections that would be taken by contemporary philosophical skeptics on the applicability of the solutions given to Hume’s arguments.  Philosophy as an ardent field of knowledge explication, acquisition and application perceives the “Problem of Induction” as the channel through which human beings justify claims based on the number of habitual occurrences.
Hume’s Argument for Skeptical Conclusion About Induction
David Hume’s approach to induction springs from the view that human beings perceive occurrences from observed experiences. To practically underscore the arguments that Hume puts forward, an illustration of a frequently winning team is most likely taken to win each game based on their past performances. Upon further scheduling, people readily argue through experiential guesses that the team shall win.  Vasilyev (2020) discusses that David Hume does not give possible reasons on why he thinks inferential logic cannot be explained either from intellectual paradigms or corresponding experimental outcomes.  Okasha (2016) illustrates that early research studies on David Hume’s conclusion on induction express that the philosopher proposed two types of arguments, including demonstration and probability.
According to the demonstration argument, conclusions cannot be adequately be given logical foundations. Neither demonstration nor probable arguments can quantify the sources of philosophical reasoning as Hume had believed (Kuhn, 1974).  Arguments that Hume put up in his submission are that it is impossible to figure out which arguments are right or wrong based on the foundations that nobody can quantify.  Whichever the case, Coelho, Diniz‐Filho & Rangel (2019) depict that scientific experiments that form the genesis of opinions are anchored on empirical findings that substantially would qualify claims of inferential induction.  Furthermore, knowledge induction and arguments that are presently passed down in studies are elements and concepts that have risen from David Hume’s arguments.
Validity of Responses to the Problem of Induction
Pragmatic vindication or solution to David Hume’s inductive inference has been widely used to support arguments that were brought forth by philosophers who followed the footsteps of David Hume. In many instances, pragmatically analyzed arguments demonstrate possibilities of following universal principles used by philosophers (Christopoulou, Anapolitanos & Alexiadou, 2017).  For instance, pragmatic vindication or solution has been used in language learning as a discourse that allows learners to acquire principles of a target language, although he or she may not be conversant with the language’s actual principles.  For instance, if a learner generalizes an argument that all past tenses of verbs in a target language end in –ed suffix, then contextual analysis of the said arguments become easier to understand.  In addition, the same way that Coelho, Diniz‐Filho & Rangel (2019) describe parsimony to simplify concepts in order to result better inductive inferences is the similar way pragmatic vindication or solution narrows down arguments and allocates their origins on the basis of what can be observed or has already been observed.
Bayesian solution is also a widely used solution for arguments rooted upon inferential induction.  This response to what David Hume started has succeeded as it largely expounds on the probable outcomes of scenarios, actions and decisions. Sober (2000) asserts that the Bayesian solution outlines the importance of probability in relating arguments. The extent to which Bayesian solution has been applied successfully is craned on the application of probability in school learning arithmetic, physics and weather predictions. Probability is frequently applied in arguments of election outcomes, commodity price fluctuations as either higher or lower and possible outcomes of nearly all contextual arguments.
The Bayesian response is more promising than pragmatic vindication. The reason is that majority of people are engaged in inferential induction many times than they actually recognize it. In relation to technological advancement and modern systems of learning, many students are espoused with probability principle, which in its basis, borrows largely from the Bayesian solution.  Popper’s scientific conjectures and refutations elaborate on how scientific tenets are used to direct logical arguments based on experimental outcomes (Popper, 1982). The same experimental concerns have continued to increase the validity of hypothesis formulation in research. If one looks keenly at any research hypotheses, there always two sides, null and alternative hypothesis (Okasha, 2016). This is the Bayesian response to David Hume’s Problem of Induction. It is the reason why Bayesian response is more promising than a pragmatic solution.
Arguments of Inductive Skeptics on the Solution Given to the Problem of Induction
Inductive skeptics might object Bayesian solution by instilling that it is a solution that views interaction and outcomes of concepts through probability used in arithmetic. Probability is based on varied user interpretations and without universal formulation of how distinct outcomes can be explained; the solution, as discussed by Kuhn (1974), may hit a snug. Furthermore, skeptics may argue that based of varied assumptions such as logical and classical interpretations of probability outcomes, past research results as part of inductive inference may be skewed or redirected to take unprecedented turns.
Conversely, I might respond to inductive skeptics by stating that looking at the root causes of certain perceived logical arguments cannot necessarily explain unforeseen impacts of events or ideologies but concentrating on the little occurrences and how they compound to meaningful outcomes that channel present ideas is important to note (Sober, 2000). Through this argument, I mean that inductive inference should shift focus from the grounds of arguments but at the same time concentrate on elements such as behavioral predispositions of people in order to fully understand philosophical ideas and reasons why things happen as they do.
Conclusion
The Problem of Induction refers to the majority of arguments that cannot be adequately explicated in terms of logic or probability in the outcomes they bring. Many times, discussions are based on concepts that are agreed upon as either logical or illogical based on different observations, interpretations and inferences made. These interpretations are the interests taken into account by philosophers such as David Hume. All in all, David’s problem of inferential induction is answered through Bayesian and pragmatics solutions. Bayesian solution investigates randomization in outcomes from experiences as leading constituents of rational knowledge. A pragmatic solution looks at the contextual implication of arguments. The Bayesian solution is widely used, therefore making it to achieve impeccable success compared to the pragmatic solution.
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