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HE

Hybrid Logic 1%, J@% OMMGAIICEKRARL —XE2MA2 22T, KENZIERLEZHHETHS.
IR ZIITSHEER L7 d Dl Hybrid Product Logic & kidh, XX {tT 2R LT
DIGHDHFX N TS, L2 LRSS, Hybrid Product Logic OIRERTREMEIZRIZITH A o TV,

RERTREMER R T HIEE LT, BRETEILT 2 2 2 PRI N7z 2 H D582 tableau A% % #E3E
FT2H00H 5. AW TIE, Hybrid Product Logic 123 23EHARTH % tableau (AR E ML,
Hybrid Product Logic ® model T® % product model ¥ Ot - ELMER LTz, ZOERICEH->T
LR XN tableau B HERETEIET 208 5 2Ebh o> TR,

1 Introduction

Modal Logic(ML) 1&, X £Z2BRICOVTRHABRTELIMMTH . 372D FRL—% 0, & ZHW
5T, LARME, M, FEAAREN R Y, SEIERMRCOVWTHMTE 2 TH 5.

Example 1.1 (Modal logic i2 513 2 FIRDH). IS AZAKO B 2 A TEZ T 2 | 215X
i, RS RRMICET A RL—X R, S5 p % (EHSARARIIT S LETETAELA
B, Op DESIHATES.

Hybrid Logic 1, Modal Logic IZRX®D 2 DDFlH EZH7ICMAT, RENZITRLI-DDTH 5.

o [Hp i) 2RI F@E o (2% nominal & IFX)
o ity @ (Qup < S a T p AEDHILD)

Example 1.2 (Hybrid logic {28} 258 0pfl). [EfEX A9 A 1 HICARZHERL. 2209 H 1 H29R
KTHBEHIE, BEXAFIRRCAZENT 21 L WHIXEEZS. HBHEESEZHBICHET AL —& L
#Z,a% 19H1HTH2 ] WS nominal, p % [HEXAEAKEHRT 2 20 RTHade A%,

Z D
Qup A Ga — $p

DES LR TES.

[1] 1 k4u, Hybrid Logic & ML & RaE#HE @ Hybrid TH 2 EX B TE 5. O, 1% Modal
Logic D S35 Td % —/)7 T, nominal 3 2 AJREMH 2 FE LR MEAKEIE ) &2 oh, ZHITRGERE
DTAFT7EREV DD THIL VA BN THE. £, O,0% [S50BAHEMIA 25 DRFTHGR,
nominal % Model Z i L 72373525 & O KIRWFLl 72 £ & 2 % ¥, Hybrid Logic (&JRFTIELE & KL R



@ Hybrid TH 2 & bR 5.

Hybrid Logic % ZtiHiik L7z d Oid Hybrid Product Logic £ FEENLS. 2 KTD b DX [3] TREAL
XN, Kripke model ¥ LM - 5S2R2MEDFIHINTNS. LA L, REABEHZEZIAL I > TV
V. [3] TlE, ARETIFILT 2 2 2 MR SN AREH DR tableau DIFRZMEFET 5 2 & T, PETRE
P2RT ZEMPMERSINA TS, ZORABETED (F74bb 1 XT0) HLIZOW TR LTWS ([2).

AT, ZOHEEZSEICLT, 2 XD Hybrid product logic ® model 1Z5f L4 0D5E 274
tableau ARZRER L, ZADNERDOREX LRl L 2RTI T, RENREEEZRTZEEZHE L.
MR LT, BRETOEIEERERD 5725 DD, 2 Xt Hybrid Product Logic 123 L TR D5EE
7% tableau AR Z MEE T & /2.

Tableau (12X 3 2 — W FIEICOWTIE, 5], [4] ES5HIC L.

2 Hybrid Product Logic @ Kripke ki
Definition 2.1. AIEERFEDOILE b H, HWHEDITE b 72720 3 DOHEES

Prop = {p,¢,7,... }
Nom; = {i,j,k,...}
Nom; = {a,b,¢,...}
MHYH, Prop DLk mBE# (propositional variable), Nom; X ¥ Nom, DJL% nominal & M
. Nominal 2AD#E A% Nom ¥ #EHL. $4bH5, Nom = Nom; UNoms.
X 51T, R E e LT “,/\,<>1,<>2,@ EHW3.
Hybrid product logic (HPL) ®55E% Lgpr & &%, 20k HPL OFHBER (formula) ¥ \W5. HPL
DR ¢ € Lgpr &, KD XS CHRINICER SN 5:
pu=plilal-ploAe|C1p] G20 | Qip | Qup
7272L, p€ Prop,i € Nomj,a € Nom,.
G5V, —, 0, Oy OFERIEROEY ED 5:
PVpi=a(mp A=), © == (A ), Dy = =0k (k= 1,2).
Xz, HPL OEKmEZEFKT 5. 20D, £FTIF@EED (1 X5t0D) Hybrid logic iIZffibit s Kripke
frame % #T 5.

Definition 2.2. Hybrid logic ® Kripke frame § = (W, R) ZXD# D ED %:

o W I3ZETHRVAIHES.
e R W Lotk Jbb, RCW xW.

W otz R (possible world), R ZEiER% (accessibility relation) ¥ 5.

LURCE, (2.y) €R % 2Ry £/, #%RT 2 Ry, Ry, Ry, R, Ik,
Ik b 2z, HPL @ Kripke frame 3 & &F Kripke model Z/E#& 3 5.

Definition 2.3. ili#§® Kripke frame §; = (Wi, R1), 2 = (Wa, R2) 1A LT, product Kripke frame
(product frame) § = (W, Ry, R,) ZRDEDED 5:



o W =W, x Ws.
o (z,y)Rp(2',y") il xRz’ and y = y'.
o (x,y)Ry(2',y) iff x =2’ and yRyy'.

X512, product Kripke model (product model) M = (§,V) ZXDEHED 5.

o F X ETE®D product frame.

e V :PropUNom — P(W). 72721,
— i€ Nom; %51E, V(i) ={x} x Wy (z € Wy).
— a € Nomy 251E, V(a)=W; x {y} (y € Wa).

V % {3HEREE (valuation function) & L5,

Ry, R, ® h,v &ZNZHh horizontal, vertical DI L FE ¥ 2725 DTH 5. 2 OD frame % Z 21K
FOTIE, EEFENCAANRD 2 B EKLTWA.

V(i) = {a} x Wy (z € W) DD D2 &, o % iV v, FBIC, Via) =W x {y} (y € Wa)
WOiorE, y&ad ikl

Definition 2.4. Satisfaction relation = %7E® 4. Product model M & ZDH[FEMSF (z,y), HPL ©
N o IR LT, BIR M, (z,y) e &, BURO X5 KRNINTED S 5:

M, (z,y) Ep iff (x,y) € V(p),where p € Prop
M, (z,y) i if x=i", where i€ Nom,
M, (z,y) Ea iff y=a", where a € Nom,
M, (z,y) e iff not M, (z,y) ¢
M, (z,9) Feny i M (z,y) Fpand M, (z,y) F ¢
M, (z,y) E 1 iff  there is some (z/,y') s.t. (z,y)Ru(2/,y') and M, (2',y") = ¢
M, (z,y) | Qo iff  there is some (2, y') s.t. (z,y)Ry(2',y’) and M, (2, y') = ¢
M, (z,y) F Qe iff M. (V,y) F o
M, (2,y) F Qg iff M, (z,0") F e

FTRTOD (z,y) € WIZDWT M, (2,y) | BEDIUDEE, MEp &HEL. 51, TTD model
MIIZOVTME e BWDIUDEE, Ep tEE, ¢ 3IEEHTHS (valid) &0 5.

F7, HFROMRES T, A GHLT, EAT = VA 2R IOLE, T OREDOD L A BEUTH
2rwvyy, TEAxHEHL.

Ry, R, D05, Or(k =1,2) 1ZBIF % satisfaction relation DiEFIFRD XS HEMZ 5N 5.

M, (z,y) | Q1 iff  there is some 2’ € Wy s.t. xRya’ then M, (z/,y) = ¢
M, (x,y) | Oap iff  there is some y' € Wy s.t. yRoy’ then M, (z,y') = ¢



X5, BDEFRIHZR, V,—, 0BT 3 satisfaction relation I2DWT, LURAEL DD,

M, (z,y) EpVy iff M (z,y) Feor M, (z,y) =
M, (2,y) F—yp iff M, (2,y) | @, then M, (z,y) = ¥
M, (z,y) Ui iff for all (z/,y) ,if (z,y)Ru(z’.y') then M, (2',y) E ¢
iff for all 2’ € Wy, if zRy2" then M, (2, y) | ¢
M, (x,y) | O iff for all (z/,y) ,if (z,y)Ru(z,y") then M, (z/,y') & ¢
iff for all y' € Wa, if yRay' then M, (z,y’) = ¢

3 Tableau DESH

Definition 3.1. HPL O tableau ¥ (%, HPL OfX% node & 3% well-founded 7&K (tree) DI & TH

%. Tableau DM (root) 127 25D Z & % root formula W5, F7z, root formula 2*5 % % node

IZE 5 FTORE%E branch ¥\ 5. Tableau @ branch © IZFHHER ¢ T2 2% pc 0O v #HL.
Tableau @ branch © AL TWS (closed) ¥ iE, © MBLLROZEM%E 1 DY Lifi7e3 e TH 5:

i) @QQ,p,Q;Q,~p €O 4D @ BFIET .
il) @, @Q;=p € O 725 o DHHET 5.
ili) Qup,Q,~p €O 725 ¢ DEFET 5.
O ML TVWARVWE = O EFAWVWTWS (open) £\ 5.
Tableau (23 % 3XTD branch 23 T T3 & =, tableau ML TWLWE WS,

Definition 3.2. Tableau OZEHAIZ L TD L BEHED 5:

@i@a(g‘g A "/))
@; @, _‘_‘] @; Q¢ [/\] @i@aﬁ(g@ A 'Lﬂ) [ﬁ/\]
Q@;@,p Q;Q,1 Q;@,—¢p | Q;@,—p
@i@aolw [<> ]*1,*3 @i@aOZW [<> ]*27*3 @i@a"QIQp @i@a_‘OZLp
@Q; {1 ! @, $ab : _@i01i [=<1] Qa2 [~<2]
Q;@,p Q;Qpp Q;@,—p Q; Qg
@i@a@'w @;@,@ @i@a“@'ﬁp @;Q,-Q
el [@] 0] et 0] — e [nay]
2;Q, Q; @, Q;Q,~p Q@;@Qy—p
@'L@as * @i@at * @l .] @a_‘b
Q;s [Bed:] ! @71115 [Reds] ’ Q;j (7] @b (=]
@;Qq¢p Q;Qq¢p Q;s Qqt
@i @gb ij  Qab .
Q00 [Id11] &0 [Idy2] s [Ido1] Tyt [Idg2]

*1: j € Nomy 1ZZ 1 E TO tableau H1UICE; L 72 WHT LW nominal TH 5.



*2: b € Nomy (Z2ZN%ETOD tableau I L2 WH LW nominal TH 5.

*3: 1 DDA L 1 FOABEHTE 2.

*4: s = k,—k (k € Nom,).

*5: t = ¢,—c (c € Nomy).

72720, #&D EfloiE Tbranch TFTIBH LR &, FoORIK [ 24525 branch 12 node & L
TMA AR 2EOZNERT. £, MR RO 2L 2ERT.

Remark 3.3. ) OFXEZHHA Do = -1 225, tableau @ rule[~{1] & N OHHI & [FfHE.

Q;Q,0;~p, @;$1

@.i@a_‘cp [Dl}

ZuE, Ti,a 2SR D NIORBEMSRT Oy~ 2SR DALE, 200 i DALY Lo RESR 2 6§ 2SAL D o] fEMH
FUZEERTEEZ 51F, j,a PSR D ILOFREMA T - RO D) 2 2R LTS, Oy IOV TR

Definition 3.4. Tableau @ branch © 73 saturated TH3 &%, © BRDEHFEITRTEIZT I TH 5:

i) @Q,~—¢p €06 251X, @Q,peO.
) @ (wAw)eotwi @,Q,p, @,@,1 € O.
i) @Q;Q,~(pAY) €O ZBIE, @Q,~peO Fiid @,Q,— € 6.
1V)@@<>1g0€@f£6i »% j € Nom; DFELT, @<>1j,@ Q,p € 0.
v) @@, 000 € O BB, BB be Nomy DIFELT, QO 20, @;Qp € O.
vi) @@, —~019,@Q;015 € © 2 BIE, Q;Q,-p € O.
vil) @@, o, @000 € © HIE, @;Q,—p € O.
vili) @;Q,Q;0 € © HIE, Q;Q,p € 6.
ix) @,@Q,Q,p € © KHIX, QQ,p € 0.
x) @,@,-Q;p € © 12561F, Q;Q,~p € O.
i) @

i) s

i)t

) @

) @

i)

i)

i) s

)t

ii

iii

xi Q,~Qpp € © B BHIX, @Q,~p € O.
k,—k (k € Nom;) 2»2 @;Q,s € © 2561¥, Q;s € 0O.
,—¢ (c € Nomg) 20 @;Q,t € © BHIX, Q,t€0O.
—ue()ltfob;}: @;j €.
b €O RBHIE, Qbeo.
xvi) @,Q,p,Q;j € © 2561F, Q;Q,p € 6.
@;Q,p, Qb € © 7251F, @Qup € O.
,ﬂk(kENoml)#’)@s@JE@tCl’oi Q;s € .
= ¢,~¢ (¢ € Nomy) 7D @ut,Q,b € O %5IE, Qup € O.

xii
xiii
xiv

XV

xvii
xviii

Xix

Definition 3.5. Fi#= » 1ML T @;@,~¢ (i € Nomj,a € Nomy & ¢ ICHI LR WEED nominal)
% root formula & 32U 7 tableau FET 2 L &, o MEEBAARETH D 20\, Fp &HL.

F/z, mHNOBARES TLA KHLT, @a,~(AT - VA) $#bb @,a,(ATA-(VA) (i€
Nomj,a € Nomy & AT A —(\/ A) 1285 L7284 nominal) % root formula ¥ 3% [ U7z tableau 23{#1E
THLE, D6 AMEEHAEETHS vy, T'EA &L,



4 Tableau DfE2MY - =24
HPL @ product model ¥ tableau (Zxf L C, #2236 D 37D,

Theorem 4.1 (Tableau Of#4E). HPL @ product model & tableau {Zxf LT, &ML 1D, F74

bb,
Fo = Eo

Corollary 4.2. FfEXOAMRES T, A LT, R D:

T'FA = TEA.

Proof. Thm.4.1 T ¢ = AT = VA 23 L. ]

PURCI3seemne sy,
9. EE A (Quasi-subformula) ¥ WO BEREEET S,

Definition 4.3 (Quasi-subformula). FF{ Q;Q,p, @@ 1L, Q;Q.p 2% Q;Q,) OERSRIER
(quasi-subformula) TH % &, XOELH L%l TH 5:

o o B DRI
e 0 X~y DIEELTED, x 25¢ OEmimeEz.

Lemma 4.4 (Quasi-subformula property). 7 % tableau £ §%. ZOr %, T NMEET mEADS
B, @Q,p OFELTWVWEdDIE, T O root formula DEETR FmE.

Proof. [Redy), [Reds), [~1], [~2), [Tdou], [Tdaz] @ 6 D% BR < &M DU ThANER BT F4US & V. L
T, [PA] [0, [O2] DBEEBNRT.

[FA] @;Q,—p, @;Q, ) FERZN QQ,~(pAY) OEHDRHEATH L. X5 RKRFWEDIRED S, Zh
1% root formula OFEHFRIENX. L7zd3> T, @Q;Q,~p, @;Q,—) 1& root formula DHFEEHE 7 EmIHE.

[01] Q;Qup DAEZIUE T, THhud @Q,Q,01p ORI THRANT, RINEDREDR S @,Q,01¢ & root
formula OHEF IR S, Q;Q,p 1 root formula DFEHFBIFHMATD 5.

o5& D FEFIC L TREINDS. |

KIZ, right nominal ¥\ 5 BEE%ZEF# T 5. Tableau @ branch © 1IZxf LT, s € Nom 73 right nominal
THhsrlE, Qus€0O % nominal t BIFETHILTH5.
Right nominal IZ2W T, ROMEAHL D7D,

Lemma 4.5. Tableau ® branch © (2B 3 % right nominal i, 3XT root formula IZHHIF 5.

Proof. s % © [ZHB$ % right nominal ¥ §5. ZD¥ %% nominal t SFELT, Qs € ©. Z I Tl
s,t € Nom; £ 3% (s,teNomy DEASRLFEMRIRES). XT, 2O E Qs & [Redq], [1] DY
Lo 5EPNTVBIETTHS.



i) Qs 23 [Redy] 2258 TWA4 51, H% nominal a € Nomy FEELT, @Q,s € ©O. Lem.4.4
25, s & root formula OEFETFEATH D, L7zA > T s i& root formula 12T 5.

il) Qs 25 [] 2BHEIPNTVWERLIE, t=s»DH25 nominal i € Nom; DEELT Q;—s € 0. X5
12, ZORE [Redy] 75 LED»NIR VDS, % nominal @ € Nomy 25FEL T @Q,—~s € ©. T
L&D Lem.4.4 55 —s i root formula OIS, s & root formula B3 5.

Definition 4.6. © % tableau ® branch ¥ 3%. © (ZHBI3 % right nominal i, j € Nomj,a,b € Nomy
WRL, Btk ~§, ~8 2RO XS ITEHRT 5:

i~y g iff @je®

a~db o iff @,beo.

Lemma 4.7. © % saturated 7% tableau @ branch £ 3%. Z®D¥ ¥, Def.4.6 TEHR LBk ~5 (k=1,2)
1%, zHheh Nom;, Nom, O FOFERFRTH 5.

Proof. ~&,~g DRGHE, SRME, #EREMERRZT L ERBIRIV. ST ~f OBEDAHRT.

FIREMEERRT. i % right nominal 2 3% &, 5 nominal j BF(ELT, Qi€ © AH LD, Qji
W2D0HBE AL, AT [Idy] ZHEHT 2L Qi 2MF5N0 5. O & saturated TH %755, Def.3.4(xviii)
D @Qie0BWDIB, LEdoTingi TH5S.

RIHFERRT. i~y BIET S, EHEPD Q€0 THD. FRGHELD Qic0 THD, ©
7 saturated TH 2 Z 25 Def.3.4(xvill) kD @i € © DD ID. Lo T j~h i 2195,

WRICHERB IR RS, i ~§ 4,0 ~o k BIRET 2. EFE»S Qi € ©,Q;k € © THB. MFELD
Qi € © VX, O A saturated TH 5 Z &5 Def.3.4(xviil) HHILD @k e O. Lo Ting k%
55. |

Definition 4.8. © % tableau @ saturated 7% branch ¥ L, i € Nom; % O I3 % right nominal &
T5. ZOLE, i O~y K XAAMEEE [y TRT. FEC, © BT 5 nominal a € Nom, (4
L, 20 ~3 2k 2R (a3 TET.

XT, 2250 nominal £2KDHES Nom;, Nom, F[HEREASTH - 7205, ZHRFHUTHE Y 1BESIE
FEAND Z D TE%. Nominal DES A I LT, ZOIERFICBY 2&/NEt%E min(4) £ EHL. XD
Def.4.9 128853 % min(A) 1%, 0K TOLR/NTEET.

Definition 4.9. © % tableau ® saturated 72 branch £ L, s % © IZH¥ 3 % nominal ¥ 3% (s &
right nominal T2 Th kW), s ® © 1B % urfather % ug(s) L HEZ, UTD XS ITERT %:

min([5]§) if s€ Nom; and @ j € ©
uo(s) = ¢ min([b]3) if s€ Nomy and @Q,b € ©
s otherwise.

Proposition 4.10. Def.4.9 D ug(s) & well-defined T 5.



Proof. Q4i,Q,j € © 7»2 s,i,5 € Nom; ¥ 3% (Nomy D¥ETHRMBICGEIHTE %), O A saturated T
H5HZehb, Def3d(xviil) b @ €0 TH%. LEHoT iy =[] 45, min([iy) = min([5]8)
eRh, ue(s) E—HE. [ |

Lemma 4.11. © % tableau @ saturated 72 branch ¥ §5%. ZD¥ &, LUIRNOWEAHMD D!

i) s € Nom 2% © IZHHBIF % right nominal 72 5%, @, 5)s € ©.
ii) s,t € Nom IZ2WT, Q4 €O %5 uo(s) = ue(t).
)

ili) O WEYT 2 s € Nom 20T, ug(ue(s)) = uo(s).
iv) © @ root formula OHFHBIFHILIN Q;Qp € © ITDWNWT, Qg (5 Qyg ()@ € O.

Proof. 1) s 23 right nominal 72 51%, Lem.4.7 XD Qs € © TH5. TN kD, EE,PLHEDIC ug(s) =
min([s]&) (k =1,2). WA ue(s) ~§ s BMHILDDT, Qs € O.

ii) £3 Q,t € © 2HEBIC ug(s) = min([t]5) (k=1,2) #1%5%. %7z, ¢ 2% right nominal TH3Z &
26, (i) DAL AL T ue(t) = min([t]g). Zhbd25, ue(s) =ue(t).

i) ue(s) = s ROEMNERS, 25 TROWEHEGERIETS. ZDLE, ug(ue(s)) = min([t]5) (k= 1,2)
5t €0 BPFELT, Quuot1 €0. TNED ~§ DEHED S ue(s) ~§ t1 DD, [FEEIZL
T, up(s) =min([ta]) 220 s ~E ty BAT ty € Nom DBFET 5. X 51T up(s) DEFRI DS
I ue(s) ~5 s. LizdioT,

ue(ue(s)) = min([t:]5) = min([ue(s)]§) = min([s]§) = min([t2]§) = ue(s).

iv) @QQ,p €0 ZRETS. ZOLE, RO 4D OAHENDLD 5.

a) ue(i) =i,ue(a) =a
b) ue(i) = i,ue(a) = min([b]3)
c) ue(i) = min([j]g), ue(a) = a
4) ue (i) = min([j}b), ue(a) = min([3)
(iva) THHIUZ Lemma W EHP. 2T (ivd) 2RET D L, ERPHHEBIC Q;5,Q,0 € ©. T O X
saturated 22D T, Def.3.4(xvi), (xvil) & D @;Qup € © 215352, F7, ue(i) = min([j]§), ue(a) =
min([b]3) 25 j ~§ ue(i),b ~% ue(a) BHHILDODT, Que(i), Que(a) € O. ZD2Dh56, 3
727200 © @ saturated MEE o C, Def.3.4(xvi), (xvil) & D Q. 1Qu)p € © PEBNS. (ivh),
(ive) DILE DRI (ivd) D & = L [Alkk.

|

SERMEIRT 72512, tableau 5*5 model 0L 5.

Definition 4.12. BJLWTW3 tableau ® branch © (¥ LT, product model M® = (WO, RY RO, V®)



ELULFDESICEDB.

WP = {i € Nom, | i i3OI HHBI3 % nominal }
Wy = {a € Nom, | a 3O {HB13 % nominal }
WO =W x Wy
RY = {(i,ue(j)) | @i01j € O}
B3 = {(a,ue (b)) | @u02b € ©}
VO (p) ={(i,a) | @,Q,p € O} where p € Prop
VO(@i) = {(uo(i)} x Wy where i€ Nom,
VO(a) = Wy x {ue(a)} where o€ Nom,

Lemma 4.13 (E7WUAFEEH). © % tableau @ saturated 7% branch T, 2OV TWSbDEF 5. Z

DY E, LURHHED D!
@i@aip €EO= mg‘/ (u@(i)? u@(a)) ': P-

Proof. o OWERUCEES 2 IeiNiETAEAS 5.

[e=p] @Qpe© &F%. Lemdl1l(iv) 25, Q1 Quup € © PRDILD. The VO DA
B, (uoli) ue(®) € VO(p) THAMS, MO, (uo(i), uo(a)) = p.

[e=-p] @Q—pe® F3. Lemdll(iv) 225, Quu;Quu@)—p € © DD LD, O HHHLTWV
5206, QuupQup 0. Tht VO 0EHEPS, (ue(i) uel(a) ¢ VO(p) THZH 5,
M®, (ue(i),ue(a))  —p.

[p=j] @Q,j €0 (j € Nomy) &5 5. O psaturated TH5 I h 5, Def34(xii) &D Q€0 &
%55, Lem4l11(ii) & D ue(i) = ue(j) BIEVILD. ZHED (ue(i),ue(a)) € VO(j) kD,
L7532 T MO, (ug(i),ue(a)) Ej. ¢ =0bc Nomy DBE BIAE.

[¢ =—j] @@Q,—j €O (j€Nomy) £F%5. Lem41l(iv) 225 Q1 Qugyj € O. THE O ¥ satu-
rated TH 3 Z &5, Def.3.4(xii), (xiv) ZITEHT 2 &, Q) Q7 € ©. &REF XD j Airight
nominal TH 2225, Lem.4.11(i) &b Q, ;)7 € © MDD, ZHED Q7 Q)] €O T
HDHH, O BHNTVWB IS ue(i) #ue(j) THSB. Zhi VO OEHE,S, (ueli)ue(a)) ¢
Vo) h6, MO, (ue(i),uela)) E—j THS. ¢ =-b(bec Nomy) DIFE B[

[p= (W1 ANp2)] @Qu(01 Apg) € © ¥ F 5. O 2 saturated TH 5 Z & H 5, Def.3.4(i1) & D
@Q;Qu1h1, @;Qu100 € O. Ko T, WNEDIED S MO, (ue (i), uo(a)) E Y1, MO, (ue (i), ue(a)) E
o BEBITHD D, Lo T | DEEDPS, M, (uo(i),ue(a)) E 1 Ay 2155,

[p=—(1 AN2)] @@= (1 Atpy) € © ¥ F 5. O 2 saturated TH 2 Z & 2 5, Def.3.4(iii)
Xh @@, € 0 FF @A, € O BHHILD. O HBAVTWVWEIZE»rs,
@@, Qs € O Y105 2 LiEH DIFT, Lizhso THANEDIGED S MO, (ue(i), ue(a)) =
1, MO, (ue(i),ue(a)) = e AL BITED LD Z LRV, 2T M, (ue(i),ue(a)) e 1 Ay %
BT 25056, M, (uel(i),ue(a)) E (1 At).

[¢ = 018] @019 € O ¥F 5. LemAll(iv) 75, @uo@uoOrth € © THZ. THE O H
saturated TH 2 Z & 55, Def.3.4(iv) &b, $% nominal j HBFELT Q, )01, Q5Q, ()0 € ©



DI LD. HiED S RY DEHRENOT (ue(i),ue(a) R (ue(f), ue(a)) 28T, HE LD
REZ LT M, (ue(f), ue(ue(a))) = o 2T 5. Lem.d.11(iii) 205 ue(ue(a)) = ue(a) 72
75, MO (ue(j),ue(a)) E 1. LEdioT MO, (ue(i), uela)) E Or1v. o = Oob DBA BRI

[¢ = ~010] @@,~01 € © ¥F 5. LemAll(iv) B5, @y ;@01 € © TH5. 2T,
(ue(i),ue(a)) R (j,uo(a)) #WMi7z¥ j € Nomy 251 DU EFEET B Z 2 /KET 2 (BLED
£57% j BEIE LT HZ, model MO THFEHR (ue(i), ue(a)) 75 R TEHIEMAE M
FHELRVAS, MO, (uo(i),ue(a) E ~Orp WHHTH2). W, Z0X5% j 2EEcLh
i3, RS OEHEDD j = uo(k) »D Qu Ok € © AT k € Nomy HEET 5. b
L O A saturated TH 2 Z & ZJWT, Def.3.4(vi) 225, @Q, 0 € 6. Ko Thi#liko i
ED DB MO, (ue(k),uo(uela)) F . j = ue(k) THH, 7z uo(usla)) = ugla) 25,
MO, (j,ue(a)) E —p. THANTRTOD jIZOWTEDTODE, MO, (ue(i),ue(a)) F i) L7
D, L7ZzioT MO, (ue(i),us(a) E ~Orth. ¢ = 0ot DBFE B AL

[p=Q;¥] @;Q,Q;9 € © (j € Nom;) &F 5. O 2 saturated 72425, Def.3.4(vili) &) @Q;Q,) € ©
DT, WHEDIE D & MO, (ue(j),ue(a)) | o BEH LD, Lied>T, MO, (uo(i),us(a)) E
@;1p. o=@y (b € Nomy) DHIE S hilkk.

[p =-Q;¢] @@Q,-Q;¢p € © (j € Nomy) £F 5. O Hisaturated 72225, Def.3.4(x) &h @;Q,—) € ©
DT SRR IED & MO, (ue(4), uo(a)) E — BSRH LD, Lo T, MO, (ue(i),ue(a)) =

Q;—p THYH, Zh&b MO, (ue(i),ue(a)) E -Qjih. ¢ =-Qu (b € Nomy) DA DL

Theorem 4.14 (Tableau D¢ 2ME). Hybrid logic ® Kripke model & tableau (&% LT, S¢& WA D 37

D, Thbb,
Ey = ko

Proof. XHli%R3.

Vo ZBIRETS. 2O E, o IHB LW nominal 1 € Nom;,a € Nomy 2% ¥, @QQ,~¢ %
root formula & 3 2{EE D tableau IZFAVWT WS 25, Z D X 572 tableau % ¥ {UX, Z ® branch @ 5
LETHOWTWE 3D 0 BFEHETS. 2D 0 55 saturated 12725 K57 O B TE, Lem.4.13 & D
M’ (uer (i), uer (a) = @ DD IO, | OEFEDPS M (v (i), uer(a)) ¢ THY, iU ¢ 2R
DA77 model HBFAET 2 Z e BZEMKT 5. LAdoT, [, u
Corollary 4.15. FfIRROARES T, A 1T LT, KHWH 72D:

TEA = TFA.

Proof. Thm.4.14 T o = AT = VA 3 k. |
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