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On some one variable axioms over intuitionistic S4.

B AR (BEKE #T)

1 [RUSHIT. (—ERAEE SSP & Z0HE)

MHIHRAERE C=H+pV p BEPH+ —pV ——p OLFIRD L 5 RIEEEFRF
i EEmLE.

Lemma 1 (#i3#) REX B 2L, var (B) T B KBENAHEERL2EOHEEERT. 0
& ERDBRY IO.

1. H-( A »pV-pD(BV-B),
pEvar (B)

2. HI( /\ —pV —=—p) D (=B V -—B).
pEvar (B)

Proof.) B OHMRIZBIT 2MEICZL 5. Q.E.D.

Corollary 2 (#3) REX B icxfL, WY L.

1. CtBifandonlyif HF( /A pV-p)D B,
pevar (B)

2. H+-pV-—pt Bifand only if H} ( /\ -pV ——p) D B.
pEvar (B)

ZDOFOHRIIEIT simple substitution property (SSP) & &fHT b, 4RIz Y EEHK
DEALEHOTHREN TS,

INBFII— BT SSP &R HIE, THIC X v ABLShAHRETIX Craig ORRIER
DRI T B LR L.

Lemma 3 MEEHKE LT p OHZ 2T L I REX A(p) 13 SSP 2R o4 HiX, H+ A(p)
TiX Craig ORFERNSRILT S.
Lied3oT, —FHAHET SSP %2 b DIMFHIZ L 8] L.

Proof.) H+A(p)FBDOC ¢&75%. ZDL%, SSPIZLY

H- A A(®)>(BDO0)
pEvar (BDC)
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BV D, LER-T
H-BA A A@)D>( A A®DO)
pevar (B) - pevar (C)
Li25h, H TiX Craig OHEEESRILT HDT, var (D) C var (B)Nvar (C) THDH LI
#"EX D T
H+-(BA A A@p)D>DD,
pevar (B) '
H-D>( A A(®D>DO)
)
BERIETHHOBFEETS. LEdoT,
H+ A(p)+ B> D,
H+A(p)FD>C

L2 Zhix H+ A(p) T Craig OMBIEESRMNTHZ 2R LTV, Q.E.D.

BIERIRIZINTS SSP #EX B Z LT, TRHRED L & L FRIC—EHEREN) SSP
oMk HiX T & 0 AFMEETREAR#RE T Craig OMMBIEBSEILYT D Z &Bb»d. Th
iX, Maksimova [5] 2381 L T\ 5.

Lemma 4 (Maksimova) S4 -+ O0p D OOp B X US4 + O0p = OUp X SSP Z#~.
LEioT, ZhBORETIE Craig ORMERNRILT 5.

T, MFEIC X o T SSP AR EN - MR McKinsey-Tarski translation #&X 7z & & SSP
BRMTHTHAID. ZOBEREENTHS BIXIL S5 =S4+ T(pV —p) PEERELARIZ
LORERTVS).

Zh, ZhdHORETO Craig ORBIEBRORMY ERT O, SSP XV bHBOKROER
T+ THB.

Fact 5 WREX B OWMHRERLEDOES% Sub (B) TRT. Z0LE, KIRYU-D.

1. S5 - B if and only if S4 - ( /\ OC v 0-0C) D B,
OceSub (B)
2. S4.2+ B if and only if S4+( /\ O-O0CvDOoOC) D B.

OCeSub (B)

20 & REREHO—EERERIC X 0 AR SN HREIIMICRO L 5 2 b OB HD.

Triv = S4+pD0Op
S4Grz = S4+0(0(@>0Op)Dp)Dp
S4.1.4 = S4+0(0O(p D Op) D p) D (OGO D p).

AF CRESTHBERE L CEUOER 2HF—EEREXOFIZ 52, ThHlLV R
{LENBRFETO Craig OFRIERR finite model property DRI ZTRY".
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2 EfTIEBHFMERED semantics & sequent style system.

DRDbIASEET 2R, B [4] & Prawitz-Malmnds [7] KERE bOTHEE, Zhid
/NEF [6] ICE Y Lo LA HRRIHFRSN TS,

Definition 6 (MMREMHATHMME intS4n) intS4n FREESL LT O, AV, -0 20
B8 Lo LOLERUHRBRIE LTROLDOZFHEOSRBETHS.

o HBlEHMERE H OAH,

e (K)O(AD B) D (BozA D UOB),
o (T)DOAD A,

e (4) OA D OOA,

e modus ponen;c;,

e necessitation rule,

e substitution rule.

intS4p OFLFRT modus ponens, necessitation 35 & U substitution {22V TEAL TV 5 3E
AOESFEBREIRRERBLEEZ LIZT 5.

EEIEHERB LTI 0A & -0-A TESETAZ LiTTE 0.

Definition 7 (MREMHHE frame (/NF frame) [6]) M = (M, <, R) BROEH1-5 L
&, E#SEH|FMA frame &1 ).

e <X M LO¥IEFTHS.
e Rii M LOBERETHAS.
o RiZ < DIERTHD. Thbba<b2biXaRbd L7125,

EHESRRME frame M DTt a e M BEXDNTZL %, aRb L RBbe M 2KII< L RO
HIERIC &V EB TR frame & RD. Zh% o BNERTAES frame LFES. HB ac M B
ERRTHES frame XM BHEERB L%, M idrooted THB LS.

Definition 8 (H#RIEMHRIE model) EF TR frame M = (M, <,R) IZHL, ac M &
BEES p OBffRa=p A M LOfHETH B L 1T

alp alb=bEp

BRAUTHZLZNS.
EERROIICLTae M & Lo REX A LOBRICIRTX 5.
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o aE=AAB& (aE=AMDal=B),

. aE=AVB& (o= A ¥Tida = B),

° aEADBeYW ((a<bDbEA)=bE B),
. al=-ASVh(a<bRBITbE A,

. a|=0A & Vb (aRb 72 51T b = A).

E#EEERMA frame M & 20 LOFHE | OMZEBEZIRIE model &1 5.
M EDEBOME = LEBED ac MIZHLal= A LB EE, AIXM Tvalid THD
B, MEA RET

L(M) ={A| M= A4}
LEETS.
= semantics ITFRIRECRIERED L & L RBICKOMEERH > L ikbhs.
Fact 9 (/NFF [6]) M ZEBEZRIRE frame, = Z M LOMEL T 5.
L.a<bhDalEARDITbEA
2. M, % a ERT D M OE5 frame, = & = O M, ~DOHIfRET5HL X%,
al= A if and only if a =’ A.
3. L(M) HEBESFEREL 2.
Definition 10  EESMERE L I1EEERE frame O M; BEELT,

L =(L(My)

ERTIENTEDLE, BRETHHLENI. EHIZEM; i)gﬁﬁﬁtﬁ%@%c‘:é EBTEDLHLE
%, L iX finite model property Z¥FO &5,

Theorem 11 (Ono [6]) intS4p XD semantics IZBLZEETHY, finite model property
2RO -

Z DFEEIX canonical model DTEFE & filtration method (2L VW RT Z E MR TE H75, sequent
calculus & Kripke type semantics & OBE TFERATHZ & HTE D.

Lemma 12 (WA [4], cf. Prawits-Malmnés [7]) intS4g X Gentzen’s @ LI E7I3HIR
O LY WCROWRFRZFIMATHED LN TED.
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AT'—-©
(O-)
0AT—-©
(=0) Or— A
—_—
or - oA

INHDEREENEN GintS4n, G'intS4y L £4fT1T5 L, GintS4n & G'intS4p Tikd
HIZ cut-elimination theorem MR 5.

LI ORDVIZLK & LEEb0id 84 12875 cut-free BRI TH S Z LICHER L.
Theorem 11 X G'intS4g @ cut-elimination & BRHIRTZ &N TE 3.
- —% GintS4g ® cut-elimination iX Craig OHRIERZ M 2 BHMONTNS.

Theorem 13 (Borigié [2]) intS4n TiX Craig ORMBERENRIALY .

Proof.) GintS4g Tid cut-elimination 2SRILF DO TRIROFEZAVIUITIV.  Q.E.D.

3 filtration method

ETHHE L L T4 B 2O THR ) —ERAEPES ESRE frame TRL 257D
ZOWTRRTEZ 3.

Lemma 14 M = (M, <,R) 2 EBE&KRE frame &7 5.
1. OpvO-Op X M THEEARDIEDOLE+TZEMT R BEHEBMRTHHZ L THS.

2. O0-0p Vv O-0-0p B M THELRDIEDOVEGREIEED a,bij,boeM ot LR %E
Hied ce M BFETHZLTHD.

aRby, aRby 72 BT biRe, byRe.
8. Opv—-Op B M THEERBEDOVEFIRMT
a<b %5 bRa

BRMYTBHZLETHD.
4. pD0Op XM TRERDEDOLEFDIFRMENE <= R BRIATHZETHAS.
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5. pV-p B3 M TELARBEDOLE+IFHT < BEHEBRTHEHZ L THS.

6. =pV ——p B M THLARZEDOUE+DIEFIMEED a,by,bs € M THLRZHIZT
ceEM BFETHZLTHS.

a<by, a<b BbiEb<c br<ec
PUF DFEBATI filtration method (23K bDTHS.

Lemma 15 A(p) ZRORBERDOWShirtT5.

Op vV O-0p, O0-0p Vv O-0-0p, OpV —-Op.

DLk,
intS4n + A(p) - B&intS4n - (A A(C)) D B.
OCeSub(B)
DERILT 5.

Proof.) = ZREIE+HTHEHhOMHBETT.

intS4ni#( A\ DA(C))D>B
OCeSub(B)

LIRETD. intS4g O finite model property 12 X V IROFMS% 7= 3 HFR rooted frame M =
(M, <, R) £® model (M, |=) BHFET 5.

0 = OA(C), (OC € Sub (B)),
0} B.

o A(p) H3 OpVv O-Op DL %.
M = (M, <\ R) & & 2KOE S ICEDB.

M =M, <'=<, R =Mx M,

aE'peakp

R FMEBMRROT A(p) I M THERD. LoTRD caim #7RL, D % B HAD
LExEEINIX

intS4p + A(p) ¥ B
ERTZENTES.

claim D € Sub (B) IZXL,



a =’ D if and only if a = D.

D R 0OC OFO L & % PW~~I+45THs. R IR LY bE\ DT
a='DRbiIXal=D

= CERoYieN
Wiz a ' OC LEETD. be M BFEL,

biE C
L2 D OTREDRE LY,
b C.
ORb THHMH
0} 0OC
ThY, 0 AC) &b,
0 = O-0C.
LEdoT
a=-0C
&Ry, ¥
a b OC.

o A(p) 2 O-Opv O-O-0p D& X. _
aeM B RICBETHIEBRTTHHE NI L%

aRb 251X bRa

kD EBTS.
M = (M, <\ R) & ' 2RO CEDD.

M =M, <=L,

aR'b & (aRb £7203 b 13 R B BHEKTT),
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aE'poakp
FIFE LRRICR BRI L.
claim D € Sub (B) XL,

a ' D if and only if a = D.

D A 0OC OO L EZRINT+H5THS. R E R LV DT
aE'D72bifal=D

BB
M o & OC L{RETS. aRb 725 be M BEEL,

b C
ERDDOTRMEDRE LY,
| b C.
aRb 251

a = 0OC

ThHb.
—7% b 8 R ICB U 51

b = ~O-0OC
2OTORE AC) &Y,
0 = O-0C.

L7=iioT
ak=-0C
Ly, BT

a b= 0OC.
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o A(p) ROpv-Op DL E.
M = (M, <, R) & F ZROLITEDS.

M =M, <'=X,
R = {(a, b)laRb T2tk b < o} DHBHA

aE'peakp

claim 0OC € Sub (B) & a <bIZHL,

bl=0OC % 5iF a = OC.

bEOC ThiZ e ~0OC ZDOTa=0CYV-0OC &Y al=0C.

claim OC € Sub (B) IZ®L,

e ' OC 25 a=0C.

a ' OC LARETHUZ aRb B2 b C L7125 b BFET . LIzdo T, 1.1 cn €M
BEEL,

a=cySc1S---Sea=b(S=R ¥k <)
L2 BHEI0 claim ZAWVT n (X BMWIET o £ OC BRI ZENTES.

Q.E.D.

Lemma 16 A(p) #ROBREALT5.

p D Op.
TOLE,
intS4n + A(p) - Be intSac - (A OA(p)) D B.
pevar(B)
DERIALT .
Proof.)

intS4n/ ( A\ DA@®)DB
pEvar(B)
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LIRET 5. intS4g O finite model property IZ & VW (RO % Z7-FHFR rooted frame M =
(M, <, R) E® model B3FET 5.

0 = DA(p), (p € var (B)),
0B
Znkx, FHEBMR ~ %
a~b< (aRb 5> bRa)
XV ED,
M =M/~
LBE, ae M OBV IAHEEZ a TRY. ZOLE
aR'b < aRb

BIEFBETHY, M = (M, R, R) ZEBREHRIRE frame &25.
KD claim BRET S 2 L RBABITREN, Zd Y Lemma OFRBB[BLND,

claim M LOfHE E %
aE'peakp
IEDEDSHZERTE, DeSub(B) KL, KABRY L.

a =’ D if and only if a = D.

Q.E.D.

Lemma 17 A(p) ZROBEROWVShd L7 5.

pV-p,—pV-op.

DL E,
intS4p + A(p) F BeintS4o - ( A\ 0A@)A( A DACC) DB
’ pevar(B) OCeSub(B) .
DRRIALT 5.

Proof.) = ZTHIE+HTHE9OXRETT.
intSdat/ ( \ DA@)A( J\ DAC)OSB

pevar(B) DCeSub(B)
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LIRET B. intS4g O finite model property & & ¥ IROFM% 7= HR rooted frame M =
(M, <,R) £® model BT 5.

0 |=0A(p), (p€ var (B)),
0 = DA(C), (OC € Sub (B)),
0B
o Alp) Kpv-p DL ¥,
< DR L R BB/ ORERFRE ~ LT 5.

M =M/~
@R’b < 3c,d(a ~ ¢, b ~ d 7D cRd)

CEVEDS.
claim R X M LOBWEFTHY, M = (M',= R') LOFE = %

i peakp
WCEVEERTES. £, CeSub (B) IZHL,
al=D ifandonlyif al=' D

DRRALY B,

a<bPObEpRbiEakEpV-p IV akp ERBZEFAVNIL, a~b RHIE
al=pifand only if b |= p RRILT B Z L B3HEND HND. ZHEY ' 23 well-defined T
HBHZ LHRHENPND.

DR OC OEDLERZTY. al=0C £%%. al=0OCV-OC &Y a~ve BB cE=0OC
DBRALTAHZLICERTDE, aR 20 b=0C LRDDOTHIZ b= C. BWEDRE
&, bE'C LY o ' OC PPRT 5. :

® A(p) i)g -1pV-1"1p o)k %.
{(a,d) | a,b X < IZBALMEKT Ic(c < a,c < b)}

ZEUR/NORHERRE ~ L T5.
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M =M/~
LBE, ac M OBRTARIESY 3 TRT. ZoLE, R %
@R'b < 3c,d(a ~ ¢,b ~ d 5 cRd)
KEEDD. ZOLERILELERRC, SEBRRITS.
caim R 1% M' EOSIERETHY, M = (M, =, R) LOMHIE ' %
akpeakp |
XD EETES. Eh, CeSub(B) KHL,
o= D ifandonlyif @' D
DRRT 5.

Q.E.D.

Corollary 18 A(p) ZROBEXDOVIhpL T 5.

Dp \V) D-ﬂDp, E]—:Dp \YJ D—|D-'1|:|p, Elp \Y2 —:Dp,

p 2> Up, pV-p,—pV .
DL ¥, intS4n + A(p) iX finite model property %%, Craig DREIERMBRILTS.
Remark Luppi [3] (ZE#:HIRMERE T Craig ORBBEBRBRILT 22O OLE+3EEGE

REEIZE- %2, intS4p BX V¥ intS4g + Op Vv O-Op T Craig ORIMIEESRILT D & ERL
T3,

4 cut-free systems

S4Grz =S4 + O(O(p D Op) D p) D p 1L LK IZ (O-) EROMERBAZMFT MR AR L
LTESBTE, LM IDERIX cut-free THHZ EBHBA TS, ([1)

Or,0(A>0A4)— A
(Grz —0)

or —- oA

Z OFOD cut-elimination ¢ syntactical ZFEHIL, LI IZ (O—) & (Grz — O) ZfHFm
ZTFBERICBERATERZ LB3b23s. LizBoTRBE L.
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Lemma 19  A(p) ¥ O(O(p D Up) D p) D p &FTHULLT IZ (O—) & (Grz — O) ZAHIN
Z TR intS4p + A(p) D cut-free ZIERALTH S.

Lemma 20

intS4n + A(p) F B&intS4n - (A DA(C) D B.
OCeSub(B)

Proof.) = ZREEI+4THS.
B @ cut-free RIEAZEZX 5 L RD & 5 7255V D subformula property H3ERILT S Z & 43
REBA DIRARIZ BE T S IR TR ES.

FEBAIZ positive 12BN D OC O OWERIL B IC positive IZBN 5.

L=doT, PO (Grz — O) @ principal formula OC 33T B ® subformula T
5. TREYVBEOERBEBIZHED. Q.E.D.

Lemma 21 (cf. [8]) L % intS40 ® normal extension &3 5. V(L) BLT V(L) ixth
Fh GintS4p ICROBOBREZMHIMATHONDI &R E T 5.

o V(L) T =, #ZLLFT o,
o V/(L) OT —, 77 L L+ OT —.
ZDOEEINOLDERIT cut-free L7235,
Proof.) (8] ® V(L) DIEH & . Q.ED.

Lemma 22 A(p) % O-—pD—-—0p &£35%. S4+-B 22X

intS4nt( A DA(C)) D -B.
OCeSub(B)

Proof.) S4 2% % cut-free RERIZIIT D —B @ cut-free 2R OMARIZEET 2 IBWIEIC
X 3. "Q.E.D.

Lemma 238 A(p) & O-0O-pD -0O-0Op &35, Trivk -OB 2561

intS4g F ( /\ OA(C)) D -B.
OCeSub(B)

Proof.) Triv IZ39 5 cut-free RERIZIIT S ~OB O cut-free 2 FEBADMRIZBET 5 iRivvs
k3. Q.E.D.

Corollary 24
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V(S4) = intS4p + O——p D ——0Op,

V/(Triv) = intS4g + O0-0-p D -~O-0p.

ThY, Alp) &
I:I—r-lp D) —1—|Dp, D—d:lﬁp D) -nr_'l—ﬂ_—_]p
DWIhd il

intS4g + A(p) - B&intS4o-( /\  DA(DC)) D B.
OCe€Sub(B)

DRRALT B.
Corollary 26 A(p) &
D(D(p > Dp) D p) DOp, U-—pD ——p, O0-0-p D -0O0-0p

DOWShui ke FhiEintS4n + A(p) T Craig ORBERNBRILT .

Proof.) BIEROKE (cf. EHT [8]) IKEDHDL Lemma 20 & Corollary 24 IZL D bORHD.
Q.E.D.

5 WE

EEISERE LT © IHMoRBREESOBE O LMY THS. intS4p IREELTOL
WG ATV, O bEUERITIXEIRDESLI M.
GintS4g 12 O BT AR E M DFEIX

Tr—-A
I'—<CA

A 0O - CA
CA, O — CA

EEZXDDRBERTHSS.
—7 G'intS4p T L TiX
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'—-AA
I'—-AQA

A O - OA
OAOr - OA

BEZ 3. LT cut-elimination Fiﬁﬁf{‘.ﬂ‘é R, FEOERTIX
O(pVq) D OpV g

IEERATCERVDICH L, BETIIEEATRETHINL ZNHIIREICERRIABEIEFF-.
IR OFENEATE 5D TRBESZITTRES.

Fact 26 ’
intS40+p D> Op+<COp D Op+0(p D q) D (Op D <Oq)
TiX Craig OREERNPRY 1.

L, ZORBICHT 5 semantics IR DN TORVDT, ZORBIINL, 3 Hidfiltration
method EATE 3008 ) MIXEFITITDMHR.
W FITH LTt semantics X585 T34, LY HOKRICIIRIROFESERATE S
MPE O MLRARED, ZORE T Craig OHEIEBRBRIAL T E0E 2 T o v,
¥77, O0p D O0p DX O RAEEOITIMATBFEITE 5 2D IFRBVORERE L Bbh 5.
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