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Kripke semantics {ZB9 %58t & A et
DWW o

EH IR (BxKR¥EIT¥%%) (Tatsuya SHIMURA)
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1 LI

PRREREE CRBRHLZEREOKROS T I ERHELFANS FBE L ¢ Kiipke

frame semantics ZFH WA HEERH B, LI L. COHFEBENTH B0, LT

W MR ERE T 72 I RMERERE O O Kripke frame semantics icBi4 2522 %
IRTBEBSLBIEBEZNTH A I,

DTFTTcRIoOBEANBHBICODOOWTORREFEABREREBIIDLWTRR, T icBHE
LTHkMHmE S4 OB/DMRENLK Q-S4 0RE R 2BHERERBIco>VWT b & >

EHE I,
FTEANBHELERZ VS 22BXTE

HroEBIZaERELRDT, ) vdlaEfaEoLx. J, ©J oR/NRE
MAkEEDbLT I EILT 5,

th i &y B3R 38 B © Kripke frame & 3B/ T2 EFESE M= (M,<) 0z & &¢
%, HeEREM O Kripke frame M Lol = & i3

aEp albiasEblEDp

EileT Lo ae M ihBEEBROEEERIE IR LIBERDOIETH S, HRMER

B o Kripke frame M = (M,<) ¢ 20t oflfi E oo c & &2 dhfiGERBEHO
Kripke model &\ 3,

FERZEREOES I3 Kripke frame 2B /N2 B2 IEFEA M &
a<b %5 Ula) CUDb)

Ehicd M 2ERBELESGZMEET 288 U off (M,U) LEHL, %

akEplcr,c .. cn), a<boiE bEp(e,ca,...,cp)



AHhted a €M & n HARELES p(z1,79,,2,) € U(a)” OBHELERIESEEE
BOEEERET B

fr B A © Kripke model (M, ) 852 shfc s &, a€ M THmBER ABEL WL
EWHTEE AOHRICHEMTARMETESRL, aF A EET EBDaeEM TAN
FLuEs (Chir M of/px 0y TABELVWIEEALTH2) A (M) TE
LuwEwo, FEOME Eiexdl, A2 (M) CEELWE & A i Kripke frame M T
HThbdEWVI,

hHaEAE I BT 23T xToRBEAN Kripke frame M tE0 & & J id M TH
ThbEVI,

Kripke model (M, ) pssBERo0E&0M (T,4A) (¢ ©v %k theory & 3) € F AT
BrEVIEE T MoBNT Oy tB0Tl kBT 22CoRBAPLELLS AR
TE3L2TORBANVELLBV] KLXDERT B,

¥ ARERE I M5 L o0t & % theory (T,A) B8 TEFETHI LWL
2 [EEBED y1,%, - Ym EL & 61,02,...,0, €A WKL,

JH(mARA - Aym) D61V V-V,

ERBIICELDERT B0

HEGERE T KB ELTh 2 ERIEED I TEFER theory ([,A) iwxdL, I 2
BTH 557 Kripke frame M @7t E 2F& LT (M E) 5 (I,4) o7
NTHBEIRTEDBIELEEEET %0

&EAFH T theory % (0, {A}) LV I3Fo b0 FIEHBLELE ST BELTH S
EWn I,

HEREREOBE EKIC TR, RELURLEOBIZERT %,

2 mwEREDELE

HEGEAEBIUOEHEGEREBEOREA I P W TRAEZEREOBSICE~RTIE 2D
EL DI ENbPoTWVWS, Chid. WHEREOHA IR Lindenbaum algebra 2346 % ©
THREE semantics iCBALTERLTH B I EDbhr->TWE L, L bbb smEANE
TRAEWVWCEERT PR ZOHERCET N IGHEL RO 2 ECHBEREZE LN
FEVwoT, BRAKORK (7 - vRE. 7 —vRE) cELTEL2BI L2
WBRIENTELZDLOLTHS, (MERBOBMELSEERT REBAERORBERR I
LBFHhiERSRW)

i LREHRBEOEA I, REK semantics KB L T2 IS LERBRLSAWL
L. 33 %BEREEET 20 BERBEORTABR A A CABROMEZE LS L &N
VEERD, MR ELCERERORKNSENS O THEIRIZ S D ICEBEICTE B,
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B mEOTELHOIEHAEERAE PHI SN TV S,
e canonical model @ %
e subordinate frame O 5E B L U2 DT

filtration O FEB L 2 0 EF

REBIF i< L v finite model property % # > & & % locally tabular ©& 2 & &
FERT

BLDD2OoRERURTITRIEER2VGTEHLTVIN, L0 2 >DHETR
T L EDIB WV, Ih%Ek & Zid canonical model @ Ak & filtration @ Ak ic > W
THMALTBL .

J LOBREF ES theory (T, A1), (T2, As) i ERE < *

(T1,41) < (Ty,A:) © T, C Ty

KEDERTE B,

J CHEFE theory (T,A) 52 ontze &, ColEFET (T,A) &) K %73 theory
£k % Kripke frame &% % . canonical frame & B 3s, canonical frame i {4 & E %
LA Epeopel ckvFE® 3 & o Kripke model i (I,A) D EF vici 3 2 &2
AEBHT & 3, I % J O canonical model &3,

% Z T canonical frame it B W T I BETH 2 I ENTFHTENIT T DL %E2Fd
TEMWTE B, JDFk% canonical model ® A & W\, canonical frame TE T % 3
IR ERED C &% canonical &I 3,

#1121 J=H+-pV-p &3, 7pV-mp B8B/NT% b Kripke frame M ¢H & #3
21O DLEFIFEMIR M 2 directed ThH 2 &, TROEFEZEDO uveEM H L.
UWvSw ERBWEMMBEHETBIETH D,

& T (M,[F) #8 J @ canonical model ©# v L » % canonical frame M ¢ —p V =—p
BERTRBVWERET S &, (I,4) < (T1,41), (T2, A2) 24 (T1,4), (T2, A,) e M
T (TUT2,0) 8 CFBET26OBEET B L% 3, (T Glivenko o FH % Fl
WTW3, ) ‘

Licd->TCrel, G €l T©T(C1ACL) €ET B2 6DHEEST ZIITTH 2 H
J T3 de Morgan ORISR DT> & kb 2CiV-Cr €T £33, & L. -CL el iz
5 (IA) < (T1,41) & =CL €T EBVF[F/o ~CL €T & CL e, KFET 5

WLIRIOMRE [ M 25 directed Tk a0 ] HoFFEBEh AL,

COPITIR ~pV-p BETH % Kripke frame 13 “directed” & w5 JEFEESD—RD
HimOmEXVHE L2 % Kripke frame & —H$2 2 HVTWVE, DL > BHEE L
2w % elementary & W, elementary %2 HBR TAELT & 2 HE % elementary &
W %, elemantary < Kripke complete 72 % ¥813 canonical T&% 2 & E BIEHI N TV 3,
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filtration ® HE R BTS2 E L R VWAL { O A finite model property 2 &< o

B ETIREOREHREESEONEEVIFAND B,

COHEETIR I THEHAERAZERN A BELohic s & J OLE O instance 21k
ogEeEr T Lz s (T,{AD) o5 (M) (33vwikzoBH%EA) Lo RMEBME
T. ZOREEMFETE - 72 Kripke model © A BIELLBWEWIHHEER -7t EFEZ
O frame T3 I BEHEBIEIIBODOEERT S LVIFETH 5,

£ OBEE. TOEEMER A OBLRERX (Ch3GERELOCHRETH )
DEEETICLTCEDE I LK 5,

# 2.2 Gabbay-de=Jongh (8] Xk D FHE % selected filtration method &ML 2 HEkET
Eﬂi EH L7 o
X

D, = /\((p, >Vp)dVp)D \/pz
=0 J# J#e
TABLE N 2RBRER » 2ARAEAETHEMN TSN S,

ABEITRECELLLTIORBIRBELTIRE V. ([25)])
HRREREOER2M PV THLN TV ERHERECRALEABRDOLITB DN L 5,

£ 2.3 (McKay [15],Chagrova [1],Rodenburg [24],Zakharyashchev [42]) V %
SERVHBEATABELUREZREBIZITRTELM D clementary TH 5,

EH 2.4 (Kuznetsov [16], %% [13]) I BERX 51 2 e b 2mBER S T BELT
H5bo

%I 2.5 (Shehtman [25]) 524 TR VG ERESGET 5o

3 rhERFEREDNTELE

GEABOELROTHARERFEOBSCHALLI LT3 LWL 2hoEENH
5EBb b, :

FFREMNICELTH A ERIMUARERIAVSE I EBTER W, %7 filtration
OHESEET N ERER O HIER 1 quantifier BEET 22O —FICIERMED 2
DTHIFELWVWHLRBRVWIEBbIL B, IS5 ERMERBICBWITEEHEOS 2FEHT
25E2 70 ERERBOBEGICHEHAT S IERTERVWLEVIILELEERLTHED.,
BMELABAREHBOMBERERNOBLLAABRTLETH I omEREELS P EAR
Gabbay-de Jongh ® n A OHmECTH 2 L) BhHRERBOTLEL R T —HEDDH
2HEPEHBRTRERELADOFTRRBBVENI I LTEH %,
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%hc:idt\ subordinate frame %2 {# 5 5B LUV F0EF LR o3 HERDKOE
R RHRBEIC VL CEATE 2 EBbh o> TV 5, ([14, 22, 3, 41, 31, 2])

T3 canonical model D HEIB EHITH B I, COBREGREHRIEEZKS & THHE
& 725 2 &id canonical model 2R L TWLKBICEZEEZMBEL T BENH B &0
ZETH B,

FACEBTLGEREOEE C1V-C el THa A2 VWT W, RERE DI
B CLC BFeIMALERTCEE2EATVWAHEENLED, ~CLV-Cy EWVS5H
BARTZ2ZEA2LE0EE0HANTHZ I LBEER/LIDTH 2,

EZE 0¥k Kripke frame O R o TOEEHEE U(a) ok 2 EH®KLTWS, *
CTCCOMEBAETH S L5 BiREIX L TIid canonical model o 5D @A T 57
LS 2, ChER->&ED LEMLTRXLONB/NE [20] TH 3, < O T constant
domain O N EMEIE N Z2H/ER D =Ve(p(z) Vq) DVap(z) Vg 28 P HIRERE T
i3 canonical model OBER OB ICEHRICEOHMEBAETH B L2 BN T 2ROMES
AEEA U 720

HE 3.1 /NF [20]) EFE L Lo theory (T,A) 8 Ho+ D THEFE R Henkin complete
theory TdH 3 &3 %,

1.ADBeAnsid (TU{A},{B}) oltikcdb 2L > Ho+D THFER L L
@ Henkin complete theory (I, A') BEET %,

2. nAeA st (TU{ALD) otk chsL > Ho+D CHBFFER L £ Henkin
complete theory (I', A") BEET %,

3. VzA(z) € A 551 L oOFEEE ¢ & (T, {A(0)}) ofidEcdr 2L 5% Hy+ D
THEFER L £ o Henkin complete theory (T, A") BEET 5.

DS IEBLICRBENIN S,
EH 3.2 (Gornemann [12],Gabbay [5], /NEF [20]) H. + D 3 ®RELTH %,

¥ H+(pDq)V(gDp) # canonical T 3 & iIckBE L TROEEI &4 HHH L
TWh,

EHE 3.3 (/NF [20]) H.+D+(pDq)V(gDp) BMTELTH 5,

Co/NEDFHEE ML L. Jankov ® Zakharyashchev o #if [42] & i 3 C
EREDIRBREN B,

EHE 3.4 (BH [28]) dTHIGERE T BRoOZKEOVWTILEE LTI J.+D i3
T2 TH 5,
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1. J i3 tabular,

2. J 13 subframe logic (cf. [4]) (Chiz D oA TABE L TE 2 mEE —HKT 5, )

UL LS J i canonical model o HiEMBEH TE 26 WL T I+ D FE I
BRHAUEEL VI DI TIRIE WV,

F# 3.5 (Shehtman-Skvortsov[26],Ghilardi [9]) H,+—-pV——p+D BREL TR Vo
CHRBCROEEBMONTVWLDOTELAREERTHES 5,
F® 3.6 (Corsi-Ghilardi [3]) 1. H.+-pV-p RTELTH %,
2. Ho+-pV-p+ K BTELTH %,

8. Ho+-pV-—p+K+D i3%eTh 3,
ESREERDIEBMONTY B,

E® 3.7 (Skvortsov [32]) V g R vikBA coBtkERRmE I cJ.+ K+ D
BELETRVWSDOBELET 5,

CDEIBRIELEOBEIBZERITNVWS 20db %,

FFHiofico H+—pV-p 0c2EDFH Tk Glivenko O FE 2 H W T Wiz,
CNRHEAREREOB SR —MBICRRIEST K EBEN A EBELETHE I EBD
o TWb, (MR [39], Gabbay [7])

i B aREESTE © canonical model {2 Henkin theory »SfES 2 & WO ENDH %,
Henkin theory & i JzA(z) €T B iE b 2 HAFEHRITE cicd L, Alc)el &3 &
5 73 theory (IA) D & TH %, % theory 3EFETH - T b Henkin theory <5
BEiReBBAMRSE .

canonical model P3O DB EBOIMESEAELBEVE VS & &M ERE
BUWIRFET2RBEROEEEZBERL TCVWAORBREREOLRAGICRTET 2
ROBAEEBKRLIVWE VW) CEDBELE OB FTLTTERVWEBLZ > TV 5,

4 REREOASEZE2H

TETRVHMRZREOEERA OB COBRUAICOIRDOEIIBIENAONT
Wi, TFARATL2MEIET 2 (25) RVIOEBRROLDTH A 5,

EF 4.1 (/MEF-Rauszer [23]) E BHEATH 3 & 572 Kripke frame 3 EHHETH 5, L
te->-TH,+E BRELTH 3,
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CHNRKROEREZITICLTW S,

B 4.2 (R [40]) F = ~-32A(z) D Jo-mA(r) EF 50 COE &,
H.+EYD

ThHbo

C DI TIRAREK semantics itk E & DAL TCWEDT, & LT Kripke
frame I© X % semantics {3 fXE Y semantics £ 0 IR W EWSI T EBbh B,
INPAOHIELTR,. ROLIWBHIDHH 5,

EE 4.3 (&5 [14], & H [18]) F = Fz(p(z) D Vy p(y)), G = 3z(3y p(y) D p(z)) &L
fol& Ho+F, Ho.+ G BAERTH 5,

COFEHTE F 3503 G 0db 5@ 5 instance 281F L W Kripke model ¢IE U <
BRWiHEATF 3203 G BETH S & D7 Kripke frame TR ECR 26045252 C
W3,

b5mBENAPFHAERE L CHEHTERWI L ERTICBEENICR IDOAE
TR Td % ». Kripke model iz 5T L O A D instance B4 XTIEL W & %25
PHLORZTNEMETREREV, (LLEAE. D oEEEZEXLTH L)

CHhODERRBK FF,G EVWS R EBALOEVLDTHEEVWIEIFDOI &
CWIRBRRLID D5, I TCIROBEELZELTCH LI,

FIRE 1 J 13 Kripke semantics TRER2RHE LT 5, J OB/NREILKRE J. & L& &,
1. J, 13 Kripke semantics i< L2 »o
2. Jo+ K i3 Kripke semantics i< L5E2 Do
3. Juo+ D i3 Kripke semantics B LE2 Do

4. Juo+ K+ D i3 Kripke semantics I<B L5EL o

3. 24 BITERPIBEET B IEEZRLIEDOT L KOWTOHERERZE 5, 2.
K O2WTHERRBRALBEZ I EBHIOSNAT WS,

EH 4.4 (/B [20],Ghilardi [10]) J BERZ 54 2icd v, J. %L BSE T 1 d
HHRETH 5,

FAMOBBGEABAE O/ S ZACELTREROIEBASNAT W S,



38 4.5 (Ghilardi [10]) HEIGERE J 5V 2H VS I ABLTREBRET I 255
2R 5T OFETYV OBRVEAREMAE., EHEERE. H+ (pD 9 V(¢ D p),
H4-pV-—p oWFhh s —HT 5,

CHEREHOREREICHT 22O RLZERILE, ChRE- K TFHEAD
CEBBETWBIEBODLBETHA I

PDlEofERAIBEEN WS & THRCRASAHELE & >HEREREOZ < & Kripke
STAETRW] EWnWH T Eikidsb,

Wi, H#7I % L7 Kripke frame 0 E THB S o0 2 HRREREO ABLIC
>\ it Skvortsov [30] O#ERBH B, N HIBEMICA~NS & [ HAK Kripke frame
DETHE ST oh2THEARZERMOZ BEMNABALREETHS ] LI &L
(A3

5 RRHBEREOFELE

Shehtman-Skvortsov [26] % & ¢¢ Ghilardi [10] &4 ERE S4 o R/PNBE K
Q-S4 OB SVWT b RELWERL TV S, £ Oh THIMNICB~ 7 B G ERE 0 B
INREBIRICHET 2R ELTCRROELIBSDBEH 5o

E®8 5.1 (Ghilardi [10]) S4.1 2 Uk HGERE J CR/NRZFEIL KR Kripke 582 &
RZ25D1F J=8S44+pD0p L7\,

E8 5.2 (Ghilardi [9]) S4.3 2B ic AU HRHEMERE J O R/PRFEILKRY Kripke 52
2+ T RS 2E&T,

CITLEHAREOR/NREN AN Kripke TR EBLORFECHFERILBDLD S
THA90

6 Kripke frame semantics DILTR

Fifi® Clcik~7 Kripke RELHICOVWTORRETH M, COXIBHEEEES
foicidd sHmBAPTHAZERE L cRIFHTERVWICb2PDLST L BETH S
Kripke frame TR EICIE>TLEF I EEZRTHEDLD %,

CoH3b L CcRIEFEHTERVWEWS T & ERT 2o icid Kripke frame i< & % semantics
XD $55< 7 semantics 2 VAL ENH B TH 5 Ho /NEf-Rauszer [23] 0B &I
K31 semantics % FVy, digk [14], dikt [18] o5& 13 Kripke model Z W/ DT 3
%%, Shehtman-Skvortsv [26] & Ghilardi [9, 10} i3 % ©t € ©v Kirpke bundle semantics &
C-set semantics & W 9 Kripke frame semantics ® JLik & 72 % & 5 72 % L \» semantics %
5Z, ghick o REeEzRLTWw5,
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& 51z, Shehtman-Skvortsov [27] i3 & 11 5 @ semantics % 524 1< & & Kripke metaframe
IZ & % semantics 25 2T\ 5,

L»L, &D&HEH LV semantics i & » THZ Kripke frame semantics (B L 58
ETRVWHEBORPE SN S 21 Tid% D semantics OF B+ ICRENI E VWA
BWTHAI,

NSO semantics KX DFRICED I I RRBEMBELTHE I EBRINDZDOh &
WS &N Z D semantics DFHUERIREDO—>ER BT TH 3,

£ 6.1 (Ghilardi [11]) P RIGERE T » canonical 5 518 = O B/IRETE K T, 1
C-set semantics ICB L5522 TdH %,

EH 6.2 (Shehtman-Skvortsov [27]) S & R J 25 canonical 13 513 = D B/hidk
IR J. 8XU Jo+ D i3 Kripke metaframe semantics 1B L T & canonical Td 3 ,

S 6.3 (Shehtman-Skvortsov [27]) #kilE S4 O3k T »5 canonical 72 513 % @
RPNBEWER Q-J B8XU Q-J+ Barcan formula 13 Kripke metaframe semantics i< B
LT& canonical T&h 5%,

COBRPOFAIE NSO semantics iR Z DM L5 MAIcH ZBE+THRR
EEBTVBEVZ B,

T3 Kripke bundle semantics 3 &5 Th 55 CHIiIcBLT, BHIZEL ~sH#
#7745 7 icE -5 < T Ghilardi [9, 10] © Kripke frame semantics i B4 2 éy 8620
HOBR/NREWLRKOARELE O R 4L T Kripke bundle it LIEETE 3 2 & %2R/ L
oo TNIREALTOFMBBEAOBBICIRTEELILICT 5,
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