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Raül Espejo Boix

Abstract

Nowadays there is a large number of non-classical logics, each one best suited for
reasoning about some issues in abstract fields, such as linguistics or epistemology, among
others. Proving interesting properties for each one of them supposes a big workload for
logicians and computer scientists. We want an approach into this problematic that is
modular. To adress this issue, the report shows new insights in the construction of Atomic
Logics introduced by Guillaume Aucher. Atomic Logics let us represent very general left and
right introduction rules and they come along a new kind of rules based on display logics and
residuation. A new approach is taken into the definition of Atomic Logics, which is now built
on a class of actions for which we prove cut-elimination. We show that some of them are
equivalent to Aucher’s Atomic Logics and we prove cut-elimination and Craig Interpolation
for a class of them. The introduced theory is applied to the non-associative Lambek
Calculus throughout the report. It is accompanied by a computer-checked formalisation
of the original syntax in the proof assistant Coq.
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A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

Introduction

Logics originated as the area of philosophy which studies the forms of valid reasoning. What we now
consider Classical Logics arises from Aristotelian syllogisms, in particular it is the historical antecedent
of predicate logics, designed during the end of the 19th century to study mathematical arguments.
The patterns of reasoning which can be expressed with Classical Logics can not properly study most of
our daily life experiences nor our knowledge or uncertainties. For this reason the first non-classical
logics appeared, studying some phenomena which falls outside of the propositional logics and for
which predicate logic was too expressive.

For this Master Thesis I have been presented a class of Logics, Atomic Logics, which aim to provide
an uniform and generic way to explore and study non-classical logics. The overall objective was to
develop a Coq library for it, with the possible goal of expanding it into a Coq library for Non-Classical
Logics, so that logicians can prove general properties for them in a common setting.

The Master Thesis research has worked with the mathcomp library for formalizing Atomic Logics in Coq.
On the proof of action commit we can find its calculus without boolean negation. The difficulties found
in the process have redirected the objective into the addition of some changes into the theory. We have
had to work with group theory to provide a finite action for Atomic Logics, we have had to introduce
new definitions for formally providing a concept of Connective Family and Structural Connective and
we have managed to provide display calculi for a much bigger class of actions than the original one.
This report is the result of my intership at IRISA and it is structured as follows.

This first section presents some of the logical concepts that are necessary to understand what Atomic
Logics are. This includes a presentation of a case study, using Lambek Calculus from Linguistics, an
informal presentation of logics and a formal presentation of proof-theoretical concepts. In the second
section we briefly present the mathematical concepts we are going to work with, mainly those of
groups and actions. In the third section we give out of context Guillaume Aucher’s action for Atomic
Logics α ˚ β and we show two ways in which we can redefine it. In the fourth section we give the
lacking context by formally defining the algebraic objects that represent Connectives and Structural
Connectives. In the fifth section this is used to redefine Atomic Logics on general Connective Families,
no matter what action they are using. A condition for the system to be properly displayable is given in
terms of its action (we can say that it must be transversal enough). We also prove Craig Interpolation
for Connective Families. This formalisation only accounts for the Atomic Logics and further research is
required for extending it into Aucher’s Molecular Logics and the addition of structural rules. In the sixth
section we get back Aucher’s Atomic Logics and we prove some interesting results about them.

During the report we will present small snippets of the Coq code, in the proof of action commit.
The present version of the code can be found at https://github.com/The-busy-man/Universal-FO-
Logics/tree/test, it is in an unfinished transition into using connective families.
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A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

1 Logical Notions

1.1 An Example from Linguistics

Traditionally linguistics presents the following elementary units, which constitute the atoms of a
language’s grammar.

• S: Sentence.
• N : Noun.
• NP : Noun Phrase.
• AP : Adjective Phrase.
• V P : Verb Phrase.
• PP : Adpositional Phrase.

Using this elementary elements we can build new expressions just by concatenation. Then, the product
connectiveb is the concatenation operator. This operator can be given left and right divisions: for any
two categories 1 X and Y we say that the functorX{Y combines with an argument Y to the right to
form anX and the functor Y zX combines with an argument Y to the left to form anX . [12]

We can see thatbworks as a sort of conjunction by representing plain and simple concatenation
of concepts and {, z, called its left and right residuals, work as functors between the continguous
categories.

Syntactic trees can now be represented as a proposition in the language formed by the connectives
tb, {, zu, which we callFL on propositional letters tS, N, NP, AP, V P, PP u.

Example 1. (Jo) presento la lògica de la gramàtica, where:

• Jo is anNP .
This category can be understood as a personal pronoun.

• Presento is an pNP zSq{NP .
This category can be understood as a transitive verb.

• La is anNP {N .
This can be understood as a determiner.

• Lògica is anN .
This can be understood as a common noun.

• De is an pNzNq{NP .
This can be understood as a preposition.

1Note that we are using categories in a loose sense, following the structuralist language of Moortgat’s book.

Raül Espejo Boix 2
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Inductive derivation : lkf -> lkf -> Type :=
| axiom_id : forall φ : lkf, derivation φ φ
| res1 : forall φ ψ ρ : lkf, derivation (φ·ψ) ρ -> derivation φ (ρ/ψ)
| res2 : forall φ ψ ρ : lkf, derivation (φ·ψ) ρ -> derivation ψ (φ\ρ)
| res3 : forall φ ψ ρ : lkf, derivation φ (ρ/ψ) -> derivation (φ·ψ) ρ
| res4 : forall φ ψ ρ : lkf, derivation ψ (φ\ρ) -> derivation (φ·ψ) ρ

Figure 1: Implementation of Non-Associative Lambek Calculus

• Gramàtica is anN .
This can be understood as a common noun.

To represent what in this context we have written as x is anX we will write x : X .

• This example would then correspond inFL to:

(Jo) presento la lògica de la gramàtica :

NP b pppNP zSq{NP q b ppNP {Nq b pN b pppNzNq{NP q b ppNP {Nq bNqqqqq

• By the rules informally presented previously this reduces to

(Jo) presento la lògica de la gramàtica : S

This can be interpreted as the sentence being well-formed.

The particular formal rules of the logics we just presented can be encaptured in the following proof
system, which we will call Non-Associative Lambek Calculus: [11]

Axiom:

Id
A $ A

For z:

B $ A z C
L1

AbB $ C

AbB $ C
L2

B $ A z C

For {:

A $ C {B
L3

AbB $ C

AbB $ C
L4

A $ C {B

Rules of FL

We have written it in Coq in Figure 1. Throughout the report we will be showing some Coq implementa-
tions from the repository related to what is being discused.
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1.2 Logics

The development of the field gave birth to a common methodology, being so that a Logic is now
understood as an object of study itself, with multiple possible approaches into its construction.

Commonly, a logical system is constituted by three parts: syntax, semantics and a proof system.

• The syntax expresses how the concepts are written, usually through objects called formulas
given by a grammar.

• The semantics gives meaning to syntax, usually through objects called models.
• The proof systems gives appropriate and desired ways of reasoning with the syntax (not the

semantics), usually through objects called rules arranged in sets called calculus. In this case the
calculi are usually divided between Hilbert/Sequent systems, depending on how much does it
focuses on the axioms.

As commonly understood, both semantics and proof systems alone are enough to characterize a Logic.
For example, we can begin by giving a class of models and then deriving the validities from them. It
happens frequently that they are defined simultaneously, then it is of our interest showing that both
methods are talking about the same Logic. It is not common to discover a Logic’s syntax and semantics
at the same time. For example, modal logics’ Kripke semantics were not found until 1959, while the
proof system was developed in the forties and sixties.

We will fix the meaning of logics on its semantical approach.

We will say that a logics is a triple pL, E , (qwhere

• L is a logical language built as a set of well-formed expressions from a set of connectives and a
set of propositional letters.

• E is a class of pointed models.
• ( is a satisfaction relation relating in a compositional manner elements of L to models of E .

The set of formulas in L such that they are satisfied in all pointed models is called the set of validities.

Example 2. We define semantics for Lambek Calculus.

We define the Routley-Meyer models for Lambek Calculus as structures pW, R, V q, whereW is a non-
empty set of worlds,R is a ternary relation overW and V is a valuation fromAˆW to the booleans,
whereA is the set of propositional letters in our language.

Then we define inductively on formulas its interpretation function through:

• JpK :“ tw P V ppqu.
• Jφb ψK :“ tw PW | Du, v PW, u P JφK and v P JψK and R u v wu.

Raül Espejo Boix 4
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Fixpoint force {W} (M : kripke W) (w : W) (φ : lkf) :=
let R := rel W M in let V := val W M in
match φ with
| var n => V n w
| φ · ψ => exists (u v : W),
R u v w ∧ force M u φ ∧ force M v ψ
| φ / ψ => forall (u v : W),
R w v u -> force M v ψ -> force M u φ
| φ \ ψ => forall (u v : W),
R u w v-> force M u φ -> force M v ψ
end.

Figure 2: Implementation of Routley-Meyer semantics for Lambek Calculus with Internalised Forcing

• Jφ z ψK :“ tw PW | @u, v PW, R uw v and u P JφK imply v P JψKu.
• Jφ { ψK :“ tw PW | @u, v PW, Rw v u and v P JψK imply u P JφKu.[7]

We define pM, wq ( φ to hold if and only ifw P JMK.

Sequent Calculi

In the early 20th century a replacement for Hilbert systems was sought in logics. They needed a
system that adapted better to the usual proof methodology of mathematicians, while working in the
full formality of proof systems. One of the logicians who developed the new methods was Gerhard
Gentzen, who found the first natural deduction system.

In his 1969 article [9] Gentzen expanded his rule-set for classical and intuitionistic logics by introducing
sequent deduction systems. It required a metatheoretical implication (which we note $) bonding
two formulas into a new object called sequent, but it made possible to work proofs without opening
hypothesis (in contrast with natural deduction).

Compare a possible Gentzen’s sequent system and a Hilbert system proofs of the law of the
excluded middle:

Gentzen,

Id
A $ A

_-IS
A $ A_␣A

␣-IS
$ A_␣A, ␣A

_-IS
$ A_␣A, A_␣A

Contraction
$ A_␣A

Raül Espejo Boix 5
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Hilbert,

1. A Ñ A_ pA Ñ Kq Axiom

2. ppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ A Ñ K N 1

3. pA Ñ Kq Ñ A_ pA Ñ Kq Axiom

4. ppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Kq Ñ K N 3

5. ppA Ñ Kq Ñ Kq Ñ A Axiom

6. ppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ A B 4 5

7. pppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ A Ñ Kq Ñ pppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ Aq Ñ ppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ K Axiom

8. pppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ Aq Ñ ppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ K MP 7 2

9. ppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ K MP 8 6

10. pppA_ pA Ñ Kqq Ñ Kq Ñ Kq Ñ A_ pA Ñ Kq Axiom

11. A_ pA Ñ Kq MP 10 9

Where we callB the lemma

1. A Ñ B Premise

2. B Ñ C Premise

3. pB Ñ Cq Ñ A Ñ B Ñ C Axiom

4. A Ñ B Ñ C MP 2 3

5. pA Ñ B Ñ Cq Ñ pB Ñ Cq Ñ A Ñ C Axiom

6. pB Ñ Cq Ñ A Ñ C MP 5 4

7. A Ñ C MP 6 1

And we callN the lemma

1. A Ñ B Premise

2. pA Ñ B Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Bq Ñ A Ñ K Axiom

3. pB Ñ Kq Ñ A Ñ B Ñ K Axiom

4. pB Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Bq Ñ A Ñ K B 3 2

5. ppB Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Bq Ñ A Ñ Kq Ñ ppB Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Bqq Ñ pB Ñ Kq Ñ A Ñ K Axiom

6. ppB Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Bqq Ñ pB Ñ Kq Ñ A Ñ K MP 5 4

7. pA Ñ Bq Ñ pB Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Bq Axiom

8. pB Ñ Kq Ñ pA Ñ Bq MP 7 1

9. pB Ñ Kq Ñ A Ñ K MP 6 8

Both proof styles always produce tree structures.

We begin with a language of formulas, given inductively by a set of variables and connectives (including
constants). Each formula is completely characterised by a labeled tree structure, called formation
tree. Indeed, we can consider atoms as leaves and composition of formulas through a connective as a

Raül Espejo Boix 6
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common parent of the nodes corresponding to each of its components, we then label each node with
the full formula used to construct it.

We define subformulas of φ as the labels appearing in φ’s tree. We define a formula occurrence ψ in φ
as a subformula ψ in φ along with a particular node labeled ψ in the tree structure of φ.

For each of the elementary connectives we define its structural connective as another connective
with the same arity. For example, in Belnap’s article[6] the structure of^ is noted ˝, another common
notation is the semicolon ; but in our case we will work with Gentzen’s comma , [9]. We define structures
as the closure of formulas under application of structural connectives. Substructures and structure
occurrences are defined similarly to the formula case but now labels are structural variables, structural
connectives and full formulas. For each pair of structuresX , Y we may form a sequentX $ Y .

Let L be a formal language. From any set of formulas and an extra formula in L we may form an
inference. We call the former the premises and the latter the conclusion.

A formal system or proof system based on a language L is defined by a set of rules, called inference
rules. Each rule is a set of inferences with a fixed number of premises.

We call the inference rules with no premises axioms.

The previous definition’s reference to formulas has to be understood in the broader context of a
formal language. In this sense we can also consider sequents as formulas in the formal language
of sequents.

Example 3. In the introductory section we worked with the formal language given by

LL ::“ V |LL b LL |LL { LL |LL z LL

Where V “ tS, N, NP, AP, V P, PP u.

This notation must be understood as follows:

• Each p P V is a well-formed formula.
• For any p, q well-formed formulas, pb q is also a well-formed formula.
• For any p, q well-formed formulas, p { q is also a well-formed formula.
• For any p, q well-formed formulas, p z q is also a well-formed formula.

Another common formal language we will work with is the one for propositional logics:

LB ::“ V | K | J |LB ^ LB |LB _ LB |LB Ñ LB | ␣LB

Raül Espejo Boix 7



A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

Rules for a proof system are to be understood as transformations on derivable formulas. Se-
quents are to be understood as meta implications between formulas, implications with an extra
abstraction level. The meaning of sequents is common in logical systems we are working with.

For the translation from structures to formulas there is some more detail which we will comment
further, as commonly structures are to be understood as syntactical clauses such as parenthesis,
shaping the way we can work with sequents (so that they might be seen as sets, sequences,
etc.). In spite of that, we will usually see structures as meta logical connectives. The meaning of
structures might vary depending on the calculi rule-set (these rules will be accordingly named
structural rules).

We will call Hilbert systems the proof systems based on formulas.
We will call Gentzen systems or sequent systems the proof systems based on sequents.

Although, as mentioned before, the difference between Hilbert and Gentzen systems is commonly
considered as given by the proportion of axioms over rules we will follow the Francesca Poggiolesi’s
criteria in Gentzen Calculi for Modal Propositional Logic for this formal approach.[16]

Let L be a formal language. A derivation in a proof system P based on L is a finite, upward growing
tree. The nodes of the tree are labeled with formulas of L. For each intermediate node the label must
correspond to the conclusion of an inference rule with all its premises corresponding to the labels of
its immediate predecessors. If all leaves are axioms then we say that the derivation is a proof. 2

The root of the tree is the conclusion of the whole derivation. The set of formulas derivables in P are its
theorems. The turnstile$ is commonly used to denote provability of formulas.

For a logics pL, E , (q and a proof system P defined on L, we say that P is sound with respect to
E if every theorem is a validity and we say that P is complete with respect to E if every validity is a
theorem.

1.3 Proof Theory

We now assume a language L and a proof system P we are interested in studying.

The study of logical deductions themselves grounded the area of proof theory, where the objects of
study are formal proofs. Hilbert and Ackermann 1928 Grundzüge der Theorischen Logik can be seen a
departing point for Proof Theory (following Ono), while still only working with Hilbert systems.

A rule R P P is said to be eliminable if whenever there is a derivation of the premises of R then there
is also a derivation of the conclusion not containing any application of R.

2In the proof of Theorem 9 we can see two examples of derivations which are not proofs.

Raül Espejo Boix 8
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A rule R R P is said to be admissible if whenever there is a derivation of the premises of R then there
is also a derivation of the conclusion.

A rule R P P with a set of premises T and conclusion S1 is said to be invertible when for any S P T
the inference rule with premise S1 and conclusion S is admissible in P or is a rule of P . 3 The later are
called the inverse rules of the rule R.

Commonly, with sequent systems rule-sets one can not derive transitivity of$. This property is
a version of the cut rule, which can be given as: For eachX , Z structures and φ formula, from
X $ φ and φ $ Z derive X $ Z. In spite of cut rule (which we will assume as being the last
presented) not being derivable, Gentzen showed that it was admissible, so that the sequents
derivable in the rule-set with and without cut rule were the same.

1.3.1 Display Logics

In his 1987 article Display Logics Nuel D. Belnap extracted 8 sufficient conditions for replicating Gentzen’s
Cut-Elimination and Subformula Property theorems. We follow the process, after introducing some
necessary extra definitions.

We call the structure on the left of a sequent its antecedent and the structure on the right of a sequent
its consequent. Depending on each syntax we will have to introduce a definition for antecedent part
and consequent part. In the particular case of atomic logics we formally introduce it in definition 22.

Constituents of an inference are the structure occurences (substructures and its tree-node) in struc-
tures in sequents participating in the inference, along with its position in the inference (whether it is
antecedent or consequent and which sequent is it substructure of).

We say that a constituentX of a sequent S is displayed ifX is the full antecedent or consequent of
S.

We say that sequents S and S1 are structurally equivalent when there is a derivation with conclusion
S1 and unique premise S and there is also a derivation with S1 as the only premise and conclusion S.

A calculus satisfies the display property if for every constituentX of a sequent S there is a structurally
equivalent sequent S1 whereX is displayed.

Parameters are those constituents which occur as substructures of structures assigned to the structure
variables in the statement of a rule.

3For example, in the proof systemGGLC we present in section 6, left and right introduction rules are invertible, in a
similar fashion to the logical variant of Gentzen Calculus given by Poggiolesi [16].

Raül Espejo Boix 9
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Like the parametersU , V ,W , pU, V q andX whenX :“ pU, V q, W in the rule:

X, X $ Y

X $ Y

Giving the particular inference:

ppU, V q, W q, ppU, V q, W q $ Y

ppU, V q, W q $ Y

Principal Constituents are non-parametric constituents which are formulas and appear only in the
conclusion of a rule.

We call a calculus properly displayable if it satisfies the display property and the following 8 proper-
ties.

• C1 Preservation of formulas:
All formulas occurring in premises are subformulas of some formula in the conclusion.

• C2 Shape-alikeness of parameters:
We have an equivalence relation between parameters in an inference, which we call Congruence.
Congruent parameters are at least ocurrences of the same structure. Conditions C3 and C4 will
restrict the properties this relation must fulfill.

• C3 Non-proliferation of parameters:
Any parameter is congruent to maximum one parameter in the conclusion of any inference rule.

• C4 Position-alikeness of parameters:
Parameters are congruent only to parameters in a single side of sequents (note that this is only
restricts apparition of parameters inside of each rule), in the sense that parameters in antecedent
parts are only congruent to parameters in antecedent parts.

• C5 Display of principal constituents:
Principal constituents in conclusions are either the entire consequent or the entire antecedent
of the conclusion.

• C6 Closure under substitution for consequent parameters:
When substituting simultaneously all congruent parameters of a consequent part in a rule for
another structure the resulting inference is also in the rule set. Furthermore, constituents of the
substituted parameters are also parametric and constituents not substituted are parametric or
not depending on whether they originally were so.

• C7 Closure under substitution for antecedent parameters:
When substituting simultaneously all congruent parameters of an antecedent part in a rule for
M , where M is a non-parametric formula consequent of the conclusion of some rule of the
rule-set (in particular a principal constituent), the resulting inference is also in the rule set.
Furthermore, constituents of the substituted parameters are also parametric and constituents

Raül Espejo Boix 10
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not substituted are parametric or not depending on whether they originally were so.
• C8 Eliminability of principal consituents:

For any pairs of conclusions from the rule set,X $ φ and φ $ Z of inferences I and J , where φ
is a principal constituent, either φ equalsX orZ or we can inferX $ Z from the premises of I
and J , using the cut rule only for strict subformulas of φ.

Theorem 1. In any calculus satisfying the rulesC2 toC8 the cut rule, expressed as follows, is admissible:

For any pair of structures X and Z and any formula φ, from the sequents X $ φ and φ $ Z we can
inferX $ Z.

Proof. We prove the statement by strong induction on the complexity ofφ. Therefore, we want to show
that if the cut rule is admissible for all proper subformulas of φ then it is admissible for φ.

We proceed by cases, depending on whether φ is parametric or not:

• If φ is non-parametric in both derivations from the premise the resulting derivation corresponds
to the one given byC8.

• Ifφwere to be parametric only in the derivationφ $ Z, we already know that whenever we have
a derivation φ $ Y where φ is non-parametric then we can also deriveX $ Y .
We recursively build a set out of the constituents congruent to the parametricφ of the derivation
of φ $ Z (which we call set of parametric ancestors of φ in the derivation of φ $ Z).
We build a new inference tree by substituting in the derivation of φ $ Z every parametric
ancestor of φ byX . If suffices to show that this inference tree with conclusionX $ Z can be
derived.
We proceed by induction on the derivation φ $ Z. Let us take the inference Inf of premises
S1, . . . , Sl and conclusionU $ V , falling in the set of rules. By induction hypothesis we take
the derivations S1

1, . . . , S
1
l with X in place of φ. We take the sequent U 1 $ V 1 by replacing φ

with X in all of its parametric ancestors which are also parametric in the conclusion Inf . By
definition of parametric ancestor andC3 we have that if there is any constituent of Inf which is
a parametric ancestor of φ then all of the constituents congruent to it in Inf also are parametric
ancestors ofφ. ByC4, all the parametric ancestors ofφ are antecedent parts, we can then useC7
to show that the inference with premises S1

1, . . . , S
1
l and conclusionU 1 $ V 1 falls also into the

set of rules (thanks to the derivationX $ φ, where we already know φ to be non-parametric). If
all the parametric ancestors inU $ V were to be parametric also in the conclusion of Inf then
we are done. If not, byC5 andC4, we have that φ covers all ofU and therefore it is equal toU 1.
By the second part ofC7, asU has not been substituted we know that it is non-parametric in the
new inference, case which we have already shown.

• If φwere to be parametric in the derivationX $ φ, we already know that whenever we have a
derivation Y $ φwhere φ is non-parametric then we can also derive Y $ Z.
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We build a new inference tree by substituting in the derivation of X $ φ every parametric
ancestor of φ by Z. If suffices to show that this inference tree with conclusion X $ Z can be
derived.
We proceed by induction on the derivationX $ φ. Let us take the inference Inf of premises
S1, . . . , Sl and conclusionU $ V , falling in the set of rules. By induction hypothesis we take the
derivations S1

1, . . . , S
1
l withZ in place of φ. We take the sequentU 1 $ V 1 by replacing φwithZ

in all of its parametric ancestors which are also parametric in the conclusion Inf . By definition of
parametric ancestor andC3 we have that if there is any constituent of Inf which is a parametric
ancestor of φ then all the constituents congruent to it in Inf also are parametric ancestors of φ.
ByC4 all the parametric ancestors of φ are consequent parts, we can then useC6 to show that
the inference with premises S1

1, . . . , S
1
l and conclusionU 1 $ V 1 falls also in the set of rules. If all

the parametric ancestors inU $ V were to be parametric also in the conclusion of Inf then we
are done. If not, byC5 andC4, we have that φ covers all of V and therefore it is equal to V 1. By
the second part ofC6, as V has not been substituted we know that it is non-parametric in the
new inference, case which we have already shown.

In case our rule-set satisfies ruleC6 also in the antecedent part, the second step of the proof can
be replaced with the same proof as in the third step.

1.3.2 Properties of Display Logics

We have already seen Cut-Elimination as a consequence of P being properly displayable, now we
are going to see what else can be deduced from it.

We say that P satisfies the subformula property if every derivable sequent has a proof where all
formulas appearing are subformulas of some formula in the conclusion.

Theorem 2. If P satisfiesC1 then it has the subformula property.

Note that the previously presented cut rule doesn’t satisfyC1, so that if we want cut in a proof
system and the subformula property we are going to need also the cut-elimination theorem.

Proof. We procede by induction on the deduction. Each step is a call onC1.

We call the following rule analytic cut:
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If we can derive X $ φ and φ $ Z and φ is a subformula of some formula in X or Z, then we can
deriveX $ Z.

Cut-elimination is very handy, but not quite the unique option for proving desired properties in
proof systems. For this reason, an alternative to cut-elimination is proving that the cut rule is
admissible in systems with analytic cut. In this context it can be seen that the subformula property
still holds.

Let J be a subset of the logical connectives of L. We call the J -fragment of P to the language only con-
taining the formulas for logical connectives in J (the J -formulas) and the proof system only containing
the rules for logical connectives in J .

Let P and P 1 be proof systems on languages L and L1 Ě L, respectively. We say that P 1 is a conservative
extension of P if any formula from L derivable in P 1 is also derivable in P 1.

Theorem 3. Whenever P has the subformula property, P is a conservative extension of any J -fragment
of P .

Proof. We just take the proof given by the subformula property.

Another interesting property that can be obtained by cut-elimination is Craig’s Interpolation.

LetX be a sequent. We note by V pXq the variables in formulas appearing inX .

We say that P has the Craig’s Interpolation property if any pair of formulas φ and ρ such that φ $ ρ

is derivable in P , then there is a formula ψ such that φ $ ψ and ψ $ ρ are derivable and V pψq Ď
V pφq X V pρq.

We later see a new version of it, slightly stronger, for Atomic Logics.

2 Algebraic Preliminaries

A monoid pC, ¨, 1q is a setC equipped with an associative binary operation with identity 1 such that
@a P C, a ¨ 1 “ 1 ¨ a “ a.

A group is a monoid such that every element in C is invertible, that is, @x P C, Dy P C such that
x ¨ y “ 1. If its operation is commutative, @x, y P C, x ¨ y “ y ¨ x, we say thatC is an abelian group. A
subgroup ofC is a subsetD Ď C such that the group operation ofC restricted toD is also a group
operation.
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Groups have two common notations for its operators, namely p¨, 1q and p`, 0q, while the later is
always reserved for abelian groups, the former can be used for both. In our case we must take
care, as we still use ¨ for Aucher’s notation.

Let C and D be monoids. A morphism of monoids φ : C Ñ D is a function such that φp1q “ 1
and @x, y P C, φpx ¨ yq “ φpxq ¨ φpyq. A morphism of groups φ : C Ñ D is a function such that
@x, y P C, φpx ¨ yq “ φpxq ¨ φpyq. An isomorphism of groups is a bijective morphism.

LetC be a monoid and S a set. We call a monoid action a : C ˆ S Ñ S such that @x P S, ap1, xq “ x

and @x P S, g, h P C, apg, aph, xqq “ apg ¨ h, xq. We call a group action to a monoid action of a
group.

LetC be a group. We note by AutpCq the group of isomorphismsC Ñ C with product its composition.
We call it the automorphisms group.

LetC andD be groups with group operations ¨C and ¨D respectively. The semi-direct product ofC
andD for a morphism φ : D Ñ AutpCq is composed of:

• The setC ˆD,
• the group operation px, yq, pz, wq ÞÑ px ¨C φpyqpzq, y ¨D wq. It is notedC ¸D.

The direct product ofC andD is the semi-direct product onC andD given by morphismφ : g ÞÑ id.

Sympn` 1q is called the symmetric group on n` 1 elements. Its elements are the bijections on the
set t1, . . . , n` 1u. We use for Sympn` 1q the operation σ ¨ ρ “ ρ ˝ σ, where ˝ is the composition of ρ
and σ as functions.

LetC andD be two groups, the free product ofC andD, notedC ˚D, is composed of:

• The set of wordsW on the cartesian productCˆDwith identity idW the empty word, quotiented
by vpg, hqpidC , h

1qw „ vpg, h ¨ h1qw, vpg, idDqpg
1, hqw „ vpg ¨ g1, idDqw and vpidC , idDqw “

vw, where g, g1 P C, h, h1 P D, v, w P C ˚D,
• the operationw, v ÞÑ w ¨ v, the concatenation of both words.

IfC is a group andD Ď C is a subgroup we call a left D-coset an equivalence class of the equivalence
relation given by @x, y P C, x „ y if and only if x´1 ¨ y P D. In the precedent definition, y would be a
member of the xD left coset. Similarly on the right.

IfD is a normal subgroup, i.e. @x P C, xD “ Dx, its cosets form a group with product xD, yD ÞÑ

xD ¨ yD “ px ¨ yqD. We call it the quotient group.

Example 4. The subgroup Sympnq » tσ P Sympnq | σpn` 1q “ n` 1u provides an example for cosets
which do not form a group with element-wise multiplication. It is not a normal subgroup of Sympn` 1q,
in accordance to what we just said. This is the reason we need to introduce left/right cosets.
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Proposition 1 (First Isomorphism Theorem). Let C and D be two groups, and let f : C Ñ D be a
morphism. Then f : f { Ker f Ñ Im f is an isomorphism.

We say that an element g of a setC with operation ¨C is involutive whenever g ¨C g “ id.

2.1 Actions

Let S be a set and a : C ˆ S Ñ S an action. The action a is called free whenever for any x P S,
apg, xq “ x implies g “ id. The action a is called faithful whenever p@x P S, apg, xq “ xq implies
g “ id. The action a is called transitive whenever @x, y P S there is some g P C such that apg, xq “ y.
A regular action is a free and transitive action.

Proposition 2. LetG be a group, S be a set and a : Gˆ S Ñ S be an action. An action is regular if and
only if @x P S, ap . , xq is a bijective functionGÑ S.

Through this function we can define a group structure on S with neutral x.

Proof. Indeed, we send identity to x. Any other y P S has some g P G such that apg, xq “ y so that we
can send g to y and the aplication is surjective, we call it ϕ. Finally, for any two apg, xq “ y “ aph, xq

we have g “ h so that the application is injective. The other implication is trivial. We define the group
operation on S by y ¨ z “ ϕpϕ´1pyq ¨ ϕ´1pzqq.

Proposition 3. Free actions are regular when restricted on their orbits.

Proof. Let a be an action of the groupG on the set S and let x, y P S. As x and y are in the same orbit
there is some g P G such that apg, xq “ y. Therefore, a restricted toGˆ apG, xq is transitive.

Given a groupG, a setA and a group action α : GˆAÑ A, the orbit of α overB Ď A is the image
αpG, Bq.

Whenever we can assume safely the group we are talking about we will note the orbitαpBq. When
B “ txu for some x P S we write αpxq.

LetA be a set. The semi-direct product for φ of two actions a : G ˆ A Ñ A, b : H ˆ A Ñ A such
that @x P A, g P G, h P H, bph, apg, xqq “ apφph, gq, bph, xqq is the action b ˆ a : G ¸H ˆ A Ñ

A : ppg, hq, xq ÞÑ apg, bph, xqq.

The composition action of two commuting actions a : GˆAÑ A, b : H ˆAÑ A is the semi-direct
product of its actions over the morphism g ÞÑ id. It is noted a ˝ b.
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bˆ a is an action thanks to pbˆ aqppg, hq, pbˆ aqppg1, h1q, xqq “ apg, bph, apg1, bph1, xqqqq “

apg ¨G φph, gq, bph ¨H h1, xqq “ pbˆ aqppg, hq¨G¸H , xq.

a ˝ b equals the free product action of b and a.

LetG andH be two groups. If α and β are actions ofG andH on a setX , then the free product action
α˚β is the mappingα˚β : G˚HˆX Ñ X given by pα˚βqpg, xq “ αpg1, βph1, . . . , αpgn, βphn, xqqqq,
where @i P t1, . . . , nu, gi P G, hi P H and g “ g1h1 . . . gnhn.

LetC be a group and S be a set. Let a : C ˆ S Ñ S be an action. The stabilizer of an element x P C,
notedCx, is the set of g P C such that apg, xq “ x.

Proposition 4. Stabilizers are normal subgroups. Stabilizers of two elements in the same orbit are
isomorphic through conjugation. Therefore, the quotient of the group with its stabilizers is well-defined
(although it depends on the orbit). Free actions have trivial stabilizers (isomorphic to the trivial group,
with only the identity).

Proof. LetC be a group, S a set, a : C ˆ S Ñ S an action. Let x, y P S such that apxq “ apyq, then
we take a g P C such that apg, xq “ y and we define the morphism φ : Cx Ñ Cy : h ÞÑ g ¨ h ¨ g´1.

Lemma 1. LetC andD be two groups,φ : C Ñ D andψ : D Ñ C be morphisms. LetS be a set, x P S
and a : C ˆ S Ñ S and b : D ˆ S Ñ S be two actions such that @g P C, bpφpgq, xq “ apg, xq and
@g P D, apψpgq, xq “ bpg, xq. ThenC { Cx – D {Dx.

Proof. Let x P S. We define morphismsφ : C Ñ D {Dx : g ÞÑ φpgq andψ : D Ñ C {Cx : g ÞÑ ψpgq.

We just have to show that the induced φ : C { Cx Ñ D {Dx and ψ : D {Dx Ñ C { Cx are inverses.
Let g P C. As bpφpψpgqq, xq “ apψpgq, xq “ bpg, xq, we know that φpψpgqq P Cx if and only if g P Cx,
so that φ ˝ ψ “ id. The other order follows from the other equality.

2.2 Modules

We call a ring pR, `, ¨q an abelian group pR, `q along with a monoid pR, ¨q such that ¨ is distributive
over`.

We call a (left)R-module for a ringR an abelian group pM, `q together with a left action for the group
¨ : RˆM ÑM such that ¨ is distributive on both sides.
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A morphism of R-modules φ : M Ñ N is a morphism of groups M Ñ N such that @x P R, m P

M, φpx ¨ fq “ x ¨ φpfq. Again, inversible morphisms are called isomorphisms andM ÑM isomor-
phisms are called automorphisms.

We say that the ring pR, `, ¨q is a field whenever pR´ t0u, ¨q is a group. WhenR is a fieldR-modules
are calledR-spaces or vector spaces. Morphisms of vector spaces are usually called linear transfor-
mations.

We will note by GLpSq the general linear group over S a module, which is the group of the automor-
phisms on S with operation the composition.

A regular action of anR-module (with the addition group operation) over a set will be called an affine
R-module. A regular action of anR-space (with the addition group operation) over a set will be called
an affineR-space.

There is an isomorphism between n-matrices on a ringR andRn linear transformations, so that
we can use them interchangeably.

Whenever we have a morphism φ : G Ñ GLpMq from a group G into the linear group of an
R-module M we can see φ as an action of G on M . For this reason we will use the notations
@g P G, m PM, φpg, mq “ φpgqpmq.

3 Residuation and Negation on Atomic Logics

In this section we will introduce both Guillaume Aucher’s Atomic Logics syntax and a new way of
presenting it. Although the new syntax will have to wait until sections 4 and 5 to be fully introduced,
we will compare in this section the actions he has used and the action I now introduce.

3.1 Original Syntax

Definition 1. We define the signs as elements of the unique two elements group (modulo isomorphism),
B, where we note by` and @ the identity and by´ and D the unique other number. We note this group
B.
This will let us operate with signatures.

Z { 2Z is to be interpreted as the ring with two elements.

We will use the following different notations for the same two-elements group (or rather isomor-
phic groups) and/or ring. In this list the relation„wants to loosely mark a correspondence in the
isomorphism.
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Class Atomic_Skeleton := {
sk_arity : ℕ;
sk_permutation : 'Sym_sk_arity.+1;
sk_sign : sk_arity.+1.-tuple ±;
sk_quantification : Æ;
sk_type : sk_arity.+1.-tuple pos;

}.

Figure 3: In Coq we have introduced this version of the Skeleton Connectives

The set is:

• B „ Z { 2Z „ Bool

The two elements are:

• ` „ 0 „ false

• ´ „ 1 „ true

The operations are:

• ¨ „ ` „ XOR

• ¨ „ AND

XOR
`

false
0
true

1

false
0
false

0
true

1

true
1
true

1
false

0

AND
¨

false
0
true

1

false
0
false

0
false

0

true
1
false

0
true

1

The operation for Bool is the one used in the code. We also note @ for` P B and D for´ P B.

I useN˚ “ N´ t0u.

Let n P N˚, we say that the elements ofCn :“ Sympn` 1q ˆ t`, ´uˆ t@, Du ˆ pN˚qn`1 ˆ t`, ´un

are the n-ary connective skeletons. The 0-ary connectives are also called atom skeletons as they’ll be
fundamental in the semantics. The connective skeleton set is

Ť

nPNCn.

So, the elementary objects of Atomic Logics are composed of two parts:

• A signature, consisting of:

– a semantic sign; its second component, assigned to a` or a´.
The projection to the second component is noted˘ : CÑ B.

– a quantification sign; its third component, assigned to a @ or an D.
The projection to the third component is noted Æ : CÑ B.

– a tonicity signature; its fifth component, assigned to a tuple of` and´.
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For any and i P t1, . . . , nu, the projections to the i-essime component of the fifth compo-
nent are noted˘i : Cn Ñ B.

– a type signature; its fourth component, assigned to a tuple of positive numbers.
For any i P t1, . . . , n` 1u the projections to the i-essime component of the fourth compo-
nent are noted ki : Cn Ñ N˚. For connective skeletons of arity n, we will note k for kn`1

and call it the output type of the connective skeleton.

• A permutation; its first component, assigned to a permutation.

These parameters will allow us to define the truth conditions of the connectives of atomic logics
in section 5.2.

• The semantic sign describes the assertivity of the connective skeleton: does it refer to the
accessible worlds or to the complementary relation’s accessible worlds?

• The quantification sign defines the quantification of the truth value: is it true in all worlds or
in at least some of them?

• The tonicity signature is composed of the signs of each component (is it true on some worlds
or on the complementary’s - in boolean logic, is it true or is it false required in this component
to get a true result?).

• The type signature is composed of two parts, the output type or simply type of the connective
skeleton itself and the types of the components. It defines the nature of the truth values.

• The permutation will mark the positions of the components in the accessibility relation for
the semantics.

Definition 2. We define αn : Sympn` 1q ˆCn Ñ Cn : pρ, Cq ÞÑ αnpρ, Cq:

• If ρpn` 1q “ n` 1, then the action maps:

pσ, ˘, Æ, pk1, . . . , kn, kn`1q, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq

ÞÑ

pρ ¨ σ, ˘, Æ, pkρp1q, . . . , kρpnq, kρpn`1qq, p˘ρp1q, . . . , ˘ρpnqqq

• When ρpn` 1q ‰ n` 1, then the action maps:

pσ, ˘, Æ, pk1, . . . , kn, kn`1q, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq

ÞÑ

pρ ¨ σ, ´˘ρpn`1q ˘, ´˘ρpn`1q Æ, pkρp1q, . . . , kρpnq, kρpn`1qq,

p´ ˘ρpn`1q ˘pn`1 ρpn`1qqpρp1qq, . . . , ´˘ρpn`1q ˘pn`1 ρpn`1qqpρpi´1qq,

˘pn`1 ρpn`1qqpρpρ´pn`1qqq,

´˘ρpn`1q ˘pn`1 ρpn`1qqpρpi`1qq, . . . , ´˘ρpn`1q ˘pn`1 ρpn`1qqpρpnqqqq
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Definition sk_Residuation (C) (p : 'Sym_sk_arity.+1)
:=
let: n := (@ord_max sk_arity) in
let: i := (p n) in
let: s := (tnth sk_sign i) in
{|
sk_arity := sk_arity;
sk_permutation := (sk_permutation * p : 'Sym_sk_arity.+1)%g;
sk_sign :=
if (i != n) then
[tuple if (p j) != n
then ─ + s + tnth sk_sign
(((tperm ord_max (p ord_max) : 'Sym_sk_arity.+1) * p)%g j)

else s | j < sk_arity.+1]
else [tuple tnth sk_sign (p i) | i < sk_arity.+1];
sk_quantification :=
if (i != n) then
─ + s + sk_quantification

else sk_quantification;
sk_type :=
[tuple tnth sk_type (p i) | i < sk_arity.+1]

|}%R.

Figure 4: Implementation of α in Coq.
In Coq we have used the group operation ˝ for Sympn` 1q, this is because our group actions are left
actions and in the libraries all group actions are right actions. The only change this supposes is the
order of the group operation.

We will note the image αnpσ, ‹q as σ‹.

• We now introduce the action α as presented in Aucher’s Display and Hilbert Calculi for Atomic
and Molecular Logics.

We define the function α1
n : Sympn` 1q ˆCn Ñ Cn : pτ, ‹q ÞÑ τ‹ inductively as follows. We

refer to Aucher’s articles for its well-definedness. Let ‹ “ pσ, ˘, Æ, k, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq P Cn.

– If τ is the transposition pj n` 1q, then

α1
npτ, ‹q “ ppj n`1q¨σ, ´˘j˘, ´˘jÆ, pk1, . . . , kn`1, . . . , kjq, p´˘j˘1, . . . , ´˘j˘nqq

– If τ is the cycle pa1 . . . ak n` 1q, then

α1
npτ, ‹q “ α1

nppa1 n` 1q, . . . α1
nppak n` 1q, ‹qq
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– If τ is a cycle fixing n` 1, then

α1
npτ, ‹q “ pτ ¨ σ, ˘, Æ, pkτp1q, . . . , kτpnqq, p˘τp1q, . . . , ˘τpnqqq

– Finally, if τ is an arbitrary permutation of Sympn` 1q, it can be factorized into a product of
disjoint cycles τ “ c1 ¨ . . . ¨ ck and this factorization is unique (modulo reordering). So, we
define α1

npτ, ‹q “ α1
npc1, p. . . α

1
npck, ‹qqq.

• Secondly, we need to define boolean negation as the action βn : Z { 2ZˆCn Ñ Cn : pb, Cq ÞÑ
βpb, Cq defined by:

– if b “ `, then the action maps ‹ to ‹.
– if b “ ´, then the action maps pσ, ˘, Æ, pk, k1, . . . , knq, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq to:

pσ, ´˘, ´Æ, pk, k1, . . . , knq, p´˘1, . . . , ´˘nqq

We will note the image βnp˘, ‹q as˘‹.

• Closely related there is the dual action as δn : Z { 2ZˆCn Ñ Cn : pb, Cq ÞÑ δpb, Cq defined
by:

– if b “ `, then the action maps ‹ to ‹.
– if b “ ´, then the action maps pσ, ˘, Æ, pk, k1, . . . , knq, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq to:

pσ, ´˘, ´Æ, pk, k1, . . . , knq, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq

• Finally, we present the switches as @i P t1, . . . , nu, si : pZ { 2Zqn`1 ˆCn Ñ Cn : pb, Cq ÞÑ
sipb, Cq defined by:

– if b “ `, then the action maps ‹ to ‹.
– if b “ ´, then the action maps pσ, ˘, Æ, pk, k1, . . . , knq, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq to:

pσ, ˘, Æ, pk, k1, . . . , knq, p˘1, . . . , ´˘i, . . . , ˘nqq

Proposition 5. αn is an action.

Proof. Checking αnpid, ‹q “ ‹ is trivial.

We now want to prove that αnpσ1, αnpσ2, ‹qq “ αnpσ1 ¨ σ2, ‹q. We work on cases on the value of
σ1pn` 1q, σ2pn` 1q and σ2pσ1pn` 1qq.

• We suppose that none of them equals n` 1.
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– To illustrate the method we show that both sides of the equality have the same sign˘.

˘ pαnpσ1, αnpσ2, ‹qqq

“ ´ ˘σ1pn`1qpαnpσ2, ‹qq ˘ pαnpσ2, ‹qq

“ ´ p´ ˘σ2pn`1q p‹q ˘pn`1 σ2pn`1qqpσ2pσ1pn`1qqq p‹qqp´ ˘σ2pn`1q p‹q ˘ p‹qq

“ ´ ˘σ2pσ1pn`1qqp‹q ˘ p‹q

“ ´ ˘pσ1¨σ2qpn`1qp‹q ˘ p‹q

“ ˘ pαnpσ1 ¨ σ2, ‹qq

– Now we do the proof for˘i for i ď n.
If σ1piq ‰ n` 1 and σ2pσ1piqq ‰ n` 1.

˘i pαnpσ1, αnpσ2, ‹qqq

“ ´ ˘σ1pn`1qpαnpσ2, ‹qq ˘pn`1 σ1pn`1qqpσ1piqq pαnpσ2, ‹qq

“ ´ p´ ˘σ2pn`1q p‹q ˘pn`1 σ2pn`1qqpσ2pσ1pn`1qqq p‹qq

p´ ˘σ2pn`1q p‹q ˘pn`1 σ2pn`1qqσ2ppn`1 σ1pn`1qqpσ1piqqq p‹qq

“ ´ ˘σ2pσ1pn`1qqp‹q ˘pn`1 σ2pn`1qqσ2ppn`1 σ1pn`1qqpσ1piqqq p‹q

“ ´ ˘pσ1¨σ2qpn`1qp‹q ˘pn`1 σ2pσ1pn`1qqqσ2pσ1piqq p‹q

“ ˘i pαnpσ1 ¨ σ2, ‹qq

The other cases are similar, for example when σ1piq “ n` 1 we use that

˘pn`1 σ1pn`1qqpσ1piqqpαnpσ2, ˚qq “ ˘σ1pn`1qpαnpσ2, ˚qq

• Whenever σ1pσ2pn` 1qq “ n` 1 we should note that

˘σ1pn`1qpαnpσ2, ‹qq “ ˘pn`1 σ2pn`1qqpσ2pσ1pn`1qqqp‹q

• Showing the other equalities is a similar procedure.

The full proof can be seen in the appendix and the code available in GitHub, written in the SSReflect
extension of Coq.

Proposition 6. αn and α1
n are equal on Sympn` 1q ˆCn.

Proof. Now we check that @σ P Sympn ` 1q, ‹ P Cn, αnpσ, ‹q “ α1
npσ, ‹q. We will proceed by

induction on the decomposition of σ by transpositions.
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Class ary_Skeleton := {
sa : @Atomic_Skeleton;
eqs_arity : n == sk_arity

}.
Coercion sa : ary_Skeleton >-> Atomic_Skeleton.

HB.instance Definition _ {n : nat} :=
[isSub of (ary_Skeleton n) for @sa n].

Definition ska_Residuation
(C : ary_Skeleton) (s : 'Sym_n.+1) :=
{| sa := sk_Residuation C (cast_perm (f_equal S (eqP eqs_arity)) s);
eqs_arity := eqs_arity
|}.

Theorem sk_α_is_action {n} :
is_action [set: 'Sym_n.+1] (@ska_Residuation n).

Definition sk_α {n} := Action (sk_α_is_action (n:=n)).

Figure 5: We have provided a proof of αn being an action

• For the base cases, involving transpositions with n` 1 and cycles fixing n` 1, it is trivial
• If σ P Sympn` 1q satisfies the induction hypothesis, we take j P t1, . . . , nu:

αnppj n` 1q ¨ σ, ‹q

“αnppj n` 1q, αnpσ, ‹qq

“αnppj n` 1q, α1
npσ, ‹qq

“α1
nppj n` 1q, pα1

npσ, ‹qqq

“α1
nppj n` 1q ¨ σ, ‹q

Where the first equality comes from the new αn being an action, the second and third equalities
come from the induction hypothesis and finally, the fourth action comes from Auchers’s α1

n also
being an action.

We can also work on consecutive applications of actions αn and βn through its free product action
αn ˚ βn, introduced in the Algebraic Preliminaries.

We sometimes note σ‹ for αnpσ, ‹q and s‹ for βnps, ‹q.
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3.2 The Main Result: A Finite Version of the Group Actions

The main motivation for this detour is that the free product action αn ˚ βn used for Atomic Logics
works with infinite groups, which is undesirable for working on it in Coq. We are going to redefine
the free product action αn ˚ βn into another group action αn ˆ ςn which resorts only to finite
groups, using the notion of semi-direct product. While the original syntax worked through all
the possible sequences of compositions of the pair of actions, our new syntax will describe all
connectives without repeating itself.

In this section we will introduce a new morphismQ, in subsection MorphismQ for tonicity signatures,
which has some of the interesting properties of α while being a morphism into the general linear
group of tonicity signatures, we get back our α in subsection A new action α from Q, in subsection
Correspondence between the αwe check that they are all the same and, finally, in subsection The free
product and the semi-direct product we provide a translation between the connectives given by α ˚ β,
defined over a free group, and some action α ˆ ς , defined over a finite group. For details on how
Theorem 4 implies equivalence for the resulting atomic logics, we invite the reader to go to definition
14, proposition 21 and corollary 3.

Definition 3. For any n P N˚, the simplified n-ary connective skeletons are the elements ofDn :“
Sympn` 1q ˆ pN˚qn`1 ˆ t`, ´un`1 ˆ t`, ´u. We note the projections to the i-essime component of
the fourth component˘i.

The last component is not going to correspond to the sign Æ but rather to the sum˘`Æ, where Æ is
meant to represent the quantification sign and˘ the semantical sign fromCn.

Definition 4. The translations back and forth from the previous data structureCn are:

• ι´1 : pσ, k, ˘, sq ÞÑ pσ, ˘n`1, ˘n`1 ` s, k, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq.

• ι : pσ, ˘, Æ, k, ˘q ÞÑ pσ, k, p˘1, . . . , ˘n, ˘q, ˘`Æq.

From now on we will useC also for refering toD. On the follow, unless explicitly stated we will
assume to be working withDwith signs˘i, Æ,˘ living onZ { 2Z. Furthermore, all actions we
will work with do not change˘`Æ, which lets us define them in a simpler way.

Definition 5. On the new structure skeleton structures, we define the switch action as

ς : pZ { 2Zqn`1 ˆDn Ñ Dn

pb,

»

—

—

—

—

–

σ1

k

v

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q ÞÑ b`

»

—

—

—

—

–

σ1

k

v

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

“

»

—

—

—

—

–

σ1

k

b` v

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

Raül Espejo Boix 24



A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

It is again a free action, which makes its orbits along the connectives skeletons affine pZ{2Zqn`1-spaces.
In fact, most actions on connective skeletons we will work with are free.

We define the Kronecker delta (although we use the same greek letter for the dual action, note the
difference in the notation)

δi, j :“
#

1 if i “ j

0 if i ‰ j

Definition 6. We define a function PN˚ : Sympn` 1q ãÑ SympN˚n`1
q:

PN˚pσqpn1, . . . , nmq :“ pnσp1q, . . . , nσpmqq

We define a function P : Sympn` 1q ãÑ SymppZ { 2Zqn`1q, given by the matrix:

P pσqi, j :“ δσpiq, j

Proposition 7. P is an injective morphism Sympn`1q ãÑ GLpZ{2Zqn`1. PN˚ is an injective morphism.

Proof. Checking the requirement for the identity is trivial.

pP pσqP pσ1qqi, j “
ÿ

k

P pσqi, kP pσ
1qk, j “

ÿ

k

δσpiq, kδσ1pkq, j “
ÿ

k

δσpiq, kδk, σ1´1pjq

“ δσpiq, σ1´1pjq “ δσ1pσpiqq, j “ δpσ¨σ1qpiq, j “ P pσ ¨ σ1qi, j

For any σ P Sympn` 1qwe see that P pσq is bijective by showing P pσqP pσ´1q “ P pidq “ id. Indeed
P pidqi, j “ δidpiq, j “ idi, j .

For any σ P Sympn` 1q, P pσq “ id implies that δσpiq, j “ δi, j so that σpiq “ i and σ “ id.

MorphismQ for tonicity signatures

We will introduce a morphism which will later be useful. It can be seen as a conjugation of P .

Definition 7. We define the morphismQ : Sympn` 1q Ñ SympZ { 2Zqn`1, given by the matrix

Qpσqi, j :“δpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpiqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1q

“

$

’

&

’

%

δpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq, j if j R tn` 1, σpn` 1qu
1 if j ‰ n` 1, j “ σpn` 1q
δi, j else
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We define the linear transformation T : pZ { 2Zqn`1 Ñ pZ { 2Zqn`1, given by the matrix

Ti, j :“ δi, j ` δj, n`1p1` δi, n`1q

We recall the action notationQpσ, vq “ Qpσqpvq introduced in the algebraic preliminaries.

Proposition 8. Let n P N. For any σ P Sympn` 1q, the equality T ¨Qpσq “ P pσq ¨ T holds.

Proof. The proof makes use of Kronecker delta’s properties and that sum is involutive inZ { 2Z.

pT ¨Qpσqqi, j “
ÿ

k

Ti, kQpσqk, j

“
ÿ

k

pδi, k ` δk, n`1p1` δi, n`1qqpδpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpkqq, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpkqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1qq

“
ÿ

k

δi, kpδpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpkqq, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpkqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1qq

` δk, n`1p1` δi, n`1qpδpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpkqq, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpkqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1qq

“δpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpiqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1q

` p1` δi, n`1qpδpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpn`1qq, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpn`1qqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1qq

Now we will use that @i, j, k, l P t1, . . . , n ` 1u, δpi jqpkq, l “ δk, pi jqplq “ δk, lp1 ` δi, lqp1 ` δj, lq `

δk, jδi, lp1` δj, lq ` δk, iδj, l, which can be seen by doing case analysis on δi, l and δj, l.

pT ¨Qpσqqi, j “ δσpiq, jp1` δn`1, jqp1` δσpn`1q, jq ` δσpiq, σpn`1qδn`1, jp1` δσpn`1q, jq

` δσpiq, n`1δσpn`1q, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpiqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1q

` p1` δi, n`1qpδn`1, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpn`1qqq

“δσpiq, j ` δσpiq, jδn`1, j ` δσpiq, jδσpn`1q, j ` δσpiq, jδn`1, jδσpn`1q, j

` δi, n`1δn`1, jp1` δσpn`1q, jq ` δσpiq, n`1δσpn`1q, j

` p1` δi, n`1qδn`1, j ` p1` δn`1, σpiq ` 1` δi, n`1qδσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq

“δσpiq, j ` δσpiq, jδn`1, j ` δσpiq, σpn`1qδσpn`1q, j ` δσpiq, σpn`1qδn`1, jδσpn`1q, j

` δi, n`1δn`1, jδσpn`1q, j ` δσpiq, n`1δσpn`1q, j

` δn`1, j ` pδn`1, σpiq ` δn`1, σpiqδn`1, σpn`1q ` δi, n`1 ` δi, n`1δn`1, σpn`1qqδσpn`1q, j

“δσpiq, j ` δσpiq, jδn`1, j ` δi, n`1δσpn`1q, j ` δσpiq, n`1δσpn`1q, j

` δn`1, j ` pδn`1, σpiq ` δn`1, σpiqδσpiq, σpn`1q ` δi, n`1 ` δi, n`1δn`1, σpiqqδσpn`1q, j

“δσpiq, j ` δσpiq, n`1δn`1, j ` δi, n`1δσpn`1q, j ` δσpiq, n`1δσpn`1q, j

` δn`1, j ` pδn`1, σpiq ` δi, n`1qδσpn`1q, j “ δσpiq, j ` δj, n`1p1` δσpiq, n`1q
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On the other side we have, as desired:

pP pσq ¨ T qi, j “
ÿ

k

P pσqi, kTk, j “
ÿ

k

δσpiq, kpδk, j ` δj, n`1p1` δk, n`1qq

“δσpiq, j ` δj, n`1p1` δσpiq, n`1q

Proposition 9. The linear transformation T is involutive with the composition and therefore bijective.

From proposition 8 we deduce thatQpσq “ T ¨P pσq¨T and that@σ P Sympn`1q, Qpσq P GLpZ{2Zqn`1.

Proof. We just have to see that T 2 “ id.

pT ¨ T qi, j “
ÿ

k

Ti, kTk, j “
ÿ

k

pδi, k ` δk, n`1p1` δi, n`1qqpδk, j ` δj, n`1p1` δk, n`1qq

“δi, j ` δj, n`1p1` δi, n`1q ` p1` δi, n`1qpδn`1, j ` δj, n`1p1` δn`1, n`1qq “ δi, j “ pidqi, j

As for any σ P Sympn` 1q T, P pσq P GLpZ { 2Zqn`1, thenQpσq P GLpZ { 2Zqn`1.

The following tells us thatQ is an action, as the product of GLpZ { 2Zqn`1 is composition.

Proposition 10. Q : Sympn` 1q Ñ GLpZ { 2Zqn`1 is an injective morphism.

Proof. Let σ, σ1 P Sympn` 1q. By using proposition 9 we can deduceQpσ ¨ σ1q “ T ¨ P pσ ¨ σ1q ¨ T “

T ¨ P pσq ¨ P pσ1q ¨ T “ T ¨ P pσq ¨ T ¨ T ¨ P pσ1q ¨ T “ Qpσq ¨Qpσ1q.

Let us suppose now for some σ P Sympn` 1q thatQpσq “ id. As P pσq “ T ¨Qpσq ¨ T “ T ¨ T “ id
and P is injective, we deduce σ “ id.

AsQ is an injective morphism into GL we can
see straightforward that it is a faithful action.

In spite of that,Q is a not free action, as @n ě
2, Qpp1 2q, p0, . . . , 0qq “ p0, . . . , 0q.

Qpσq is a permutation of a matrix like this:

¨

˚

˝

idσpn`1q´1 1` δσpn`1q, n`1 0
0 1 0
0 1` δσpn`1q, n`1 idn`1´σpn`1q

˛

‹

‚
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A new action α fromQ

We will redefine a third timeαn, usingQ. The actionR represents the actionα on tonicity signatures.

Definition 8. We define an action on tonicity signatures:

R : Sympn` 1q ˆ pZ { 2Zqn`1 Ñ pZ { 2Zqn`1

pσ, vq ÞÑ

¨

˚

˚

˝

d1
...

dn`1

˛

‹

‹

‚

`Qpσ, vq

where dj “ p1` δn`1, σpjqqp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq. Note that dσ´1pn`1q “ 0.

And an action on connective skeletons:

α2
n : Sympn` 1q ˆCn Ñ Cn

pσ,

»

—

—

—

—

–

σ1

k

v

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q ÞÑ

»

—

—

—

—

–

σ ¨ σ1

PN˚pσ, kq

Rpσ, vq

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

Proposition 11. R and α2
n are actions.

Proof. R being an action entails α2
n being an action. Indeed, by using proposition 7:

α2
npσ, α

2
npσ

1,

»

—

—

—

–

ρ

k

v

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq “ α2
npσ,

»

—

—

—

–

σ1 ¨ ρ

PN˚pσ1, kq

Rpσ1, vq

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q “

»

—

—

—

–

σ ¨ σ1 ¨ ρ

PN˚pσ, PN˚pσ1, kqq

Rpσ, Rpσ1, vqq

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

“

»

—

—

—

–

σ ¨ σ1 ¨ ρ

PN˚pσ ¨ σ1, kq

Rpσ ¨ σ1, vq

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

“ α2
npσ¨σ

1,

»

—

—

—

–

ρ

k

v

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q

We state the following equality, which we will prove afterwards.
¨

˚

˚

˝

p1` δn`1, σp1qqp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq

...

p1` δn`1, σpn`1qqp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq

˛

‹

‹

‚

`Qpσ, bq “

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

`Qpσ,

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` bq (1)

Now we can prove the main result

Rpσ, Rpσ1, vqq “ Rp

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` Qpσ1,

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` vqq “

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` Qpσ,

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

`

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` Qpσ1,

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` vqq

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` Qpσ, Qpσ1,

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` vqq “

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` Qpσ ¨ σ1,

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
...

1

˛

‹

‹

‚

` vq “ Rpσ ¨ σ1, vq
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where we used (1) in the first two steps, we used that the additive group pZ { 2Zqn`1 has characteristic
2 in the third step and we used proposition 10.

The equality can be shown by case analysis on σpn` 1q “ n` 1.

• If σpn ` 1q “ n ` 1, then Qpσ, p1, . . . , 1qq “ p1, . . . , 1q and therefore the right hand side is
0`Qpσ, bq like the left hand side (because 1` δσpn`1q, n`1q “ 0).

• If σpn` 1q ‰ n` 1, thenQpσ, p1, . . . , 1qq “ pδn`1, σp1q, . . . , δn`1, σpn`1qq for σpn` 1q ‰ n` 1
and therefore we get

Rpσ, bq “

¨

˚

˝

1` δn`1, σp1q

. . .

1` δn`1, σpn`1q

˛

‹

‚

`Qpσ, bq

Lemma 2. α2
n is a free action.

Proof. Checking it is as simple as observing that in its first component σ ¨ σ1 “ σ1 if and only if σ “ id.

Correspondence between the actions α

In this proposition we show that αn and α2
n are the same action, modulo translation between the

different syntaxC andD. We already knew that αn and α1
n were equal.

Proposition 12. For any connective skeleton ‹ and permutation σ, α2
npσ, ‹q “ ιpαnpσ, ι

´1p‹qqq,
where ι : Cn Ñ Dn is the translation given in definition 4.

Along with proposition 6 we can now tell that all the presented alpha actions are equal.

Proof. We provide the proof for

Rpσ,

¨

˚

˚

˝

˘1
...

˘n`1

˛

‹

‹

‚

q “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

1`˘σpn`1q `˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσp1qq

...

1`˘σpn`1q `˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpi´1qq

˘σpn`1q

1`˘σpn`1q `˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpi`1qq

...

1`˘σpn`1q `˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpn`1qq

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚
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Indeed,

pRpσ, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqqqi

“1` δn`1, σpiq `
ÿ

j

Qpσqi, j˘j

“1` δn`1, σpiq `
ÿ

j

pδpn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq, j ` δσpn`1q, jp1` δn`1, σpiqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1qq˘j

“1` δn`1, σpiq `˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq `˘σpn`1qp1` δn`1, σpiqqp1` δσpn`1q, n`1q

• If n` 1 “ σpiqwe have that

pRpσ, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqqqi “ ˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq “ ˘σpn`1q

• If n` 1 ‰ σpiq but n` 1 “ σpn` 1qwe have that

pRpσ, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqqqi “ ˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq “ ˘σpiq

• In any other case we have

pRpσ, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqqqi “ 1` δn`1, σpiq `˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpiqq `˘σpn`1q

Now we can easily check that for σpn` 1q ‰ n` 1

α2
npσ,

»

—

—

—

—

–

σ1

k

v

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q “

»

—

—

—

—

–

σ ¨ σ1

PN˚pσ, kq

Rpσ, vq

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

“

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

σ ¨ σ1

pkσp1q, . . . , kσpn`1qq
¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

´˘σpn`1q ˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσp1qq

...

´˘σpn`1q ˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpi´1qq

˘σpn`1q

´˘σpn`1q ˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpi`1qq

...

´˘σpn`1q ˘pn`1 σpn`1qqpσpn`1qq

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

s

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

Where the last component of the equality is written in multiplicative notation ofB.

Proposition 13. Let ‹ P Cn, σ P Sympn` 1q, b, v P pZ { 2Zqn`1. Then
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1. We haveRpσ, b` vq “ Qpσ, bq `Rpσ, vq,
2. We have α2

npσ, ςpb, ‹qq “ ςpQpσ, bq, α2
npσ, ‹qq,

3. We have @σ P Sympn` 1q, b, v P pZ { 2Zqn`1, Rpσ, bq `Rpσ, vq “ Qpσ, b` vq.

Proof.

Rpσ, b` vq “

¨

˚

˚

˝

p1` δn`1, σp1qqp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq

...

p1` δn`1, σpn`1qqp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq

˛

‹

‹

‚

`Qpσ, b` vq

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

p1` δn`1, σp1qqp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq

...

p1` δn`1, σpn`1qqp1` δn`1, σpn`1qq

˛

‹

‹

‚

`Qpσ, bq `Qpσ, vq “ Qpσ, bq `Rpσ, vq

where in the last equality we used commutativity of`.

The points 2 and 3 are easy consequences of 1.

The free product and the semi-direct product

In this section we will introduce two possible ways of composing the actions on connective skeletons.
The first one, with the free product, can be understood as recursively applying the actions for each
element of a group appearing in a word. The second one is presented below.

Definition 9. Following proposition 13, we define the product action αn ˆ ςn : pZ { 2Zqn`1 ¸ Sympn`
1q ˆCn Ñ Cn on the semi-direct product pZ { 2Zqn`1 ¸ Sympn` 1q for the morphismQ.4

Definition 10. We callαn the residuation action, βn the boolean negation action andαnˆ ςn the signed
residuation action. We note them without subindex usually.

Proposition 14. αˆ ς is a free action.

Proof. If pαˆςqppps1, . . . , sn`1q, σq, ‹q “ ‹ then on the first componentσ¨σ1 “ σ1 so thatσ “ id and
ςpps1, . . . , sn`1q, ‹q “ ‹ . We have already seen that ς is free, so that ps1, . . . , sn`1q “ p0, . . . , 0q.

4See the Algebraic Preliminaries section for details.
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This action translated into Aucher’s notation corresponds to composing the switches si and the
dual δ with α.

Definition 11. We define the morphism φ : Z { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1q Ñ pZ { 2Zqn`1 ¸ Sympn` 1q: For
any s1, . . . , sl P Z { 2Z, σ1, . . . , σl P Sympn` 1q,

φpps1, σ1q . . . psl, σlqq “ ps1p1, . . . , 1q ` . . .`Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl´1, slp1, . . . , 1qq, σ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σlq

We define the function ψ : pZ { 2Zqn`1 ¸ Sympn` 1q Ñ Z { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1q: For any s1, . . . , sn`1 P

Z { 2Z, σ P Sympn` 1q,

ψps1, . . . , sn`1, σq

“ p0, p1 n` 1qqps1, p1 n` 1qq . . . p0, pn n` 1qqpsn, pn n` 1qq

ppsn`1, idqp0, p1 n` 1qqpsn`1, p1 n` 1qq . . . p0, pn n` 1qqpsn`1, pn n` 1qqqp`, σq

Proposition 15. φ is a morphism.

Proof. We first see well-definedness ofφ. We have to check which are the values ofφpvpσ, sqpid, s1qwq,
φpvpσ, 0qpσ1, sqq and φpvpid, 0qwq.

• In the first case, ifv “ pσ1, s1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pσi´1, si´1q, we have a componentQpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σi´1, sp1, . . . , 1qq`
Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σi´1 ¨ id, s1p1, . . . , 1qq which can be simplied as Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σi´1, ps ` s1qp1, . . . , 1qq.
The associativity of` and id being the neutral element end the proof.

• In the second case, ifv “ pσ1, s1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pσi´1, si´1q, we have a componentQpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σi´1, 0p1, . . . , 1qq “
0, as 0 is the neutral of`we can conclude.

• In the third case, ifv “ pσ1, s1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pσi´1, si´1q, we have a componentQpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σi´1, 0p1, . . . , 1qq “
0, as 0 is the neutral of` and id is the neutral element of ¨we can conclude.

Let s1, . . . , sl P Z { 2Z, σ1, . . . , σl, σ, σ
1 P Sympn` 1q. We see that φ is a morphism.

φpps1, σ1q . . . psl, σlqps
1
1, σ

1
1q . . . ps

1
l, σ

1
lqq

“ps1p1, . . . , 1q ` . . .`Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl´1, slp1, . . . , 1qq `Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl ¨ σ
1
1, s

1
1p1, . . . , 1qq ` . . .

`Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl ¨ σ
1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨σ

1
l´1, s

1
lp1, . . . , 1qq, σ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl ¨ σ

1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨σ

1
lq

“ps1p1, . . . , 1q ` . . .`Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl´1, slp1, . . . , 1qq, σ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σlq ¨ ps
1
1p1, . . . , 1q ` . . .

`Qpσ1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨σ

1
l´1, s

1
lp1, . . . , 1qq, σ1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨σ
1
lq

“φpps1, σ1q . . . psl, σlqq ` φpps
1
1, σ

1
1q . . . ps

1
l, σ

1
lqq
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Now we can see that the action given by the free product of α and β and the semi-direct product of α
and ς are somehow equivalent on connective skeletons.

Theorem 4. LetC be a connective family and x P C. The group pZ { 2Zqn`1 ¸ Sympn` 1q defined in
Definition 9 is isomorphic to pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1qq { pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1qqx. In particular we have thatφ
induces an isomorphismφ : pZ{2Z˚Sympn`1qq{pZ{2Z˚Sympn`1qqx » pZ{2Zqn`1¸Sympn`1q.

Furthermore, @g P Z { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1q, pα2 ˆ ςqpφpgq, xq “ pα ˚ βqpg, xq.

Proof. The first thing we check is the equality for the action αˆ ς on Connective Skeletons. We prove
it by induction on the length l of g “ ps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlq.

Let s1, . . . , sl P Z { 2Z, σ1, . . . , σl P Sympn` 1q and ‹ P Cn. pα2ˆ ςqpφpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlqq, ‹q “

pα ˚ βqpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlq, ‹q, we recall α2pσ, s` ‹q “ Qpσ, sq ` α2pσ, ‹q.

We show the induction step

pα2 ˆ ςqpφpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl`1, σl`1qq, ‹q

“pα2 ˆ ςqpps1p1, . . . , 1q ` . . .`Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl, sl`1p1, . . . , 1qq, σ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl`1q, ‹q

“pα2 ˆ ςqpps1p1, . . . , 1q ` . . .`Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl´1, slp1, . . . , 1qq, σ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σlq, pαˆ ςqppsl`1p1, . . . , 1q, σl`1q, ‹qq

“pα ˚ βqpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlq, pα
2 ˆ ςqppsl`1p1, . . . , 1q, σl`1q, ‹qq

“pα ˚ βqpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlq, pα
2 ˚ βqppsl`1, σl`1q, ‹qq

“pα ˚ βqpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlqpsl`1, σl`1q, ‹q

where in the second step we have used the fact that αˆ ς is an action of the semi-direct product byQ,
so that pα2ˆ ςqppv`Qpσ, v1q, σ ¨σ1q, ‹q “ pα2ˆ ςqppv, σq ¨ pv1, σ1q, ‹q, and in the last step we have
used that α ˚ β is an action of the free product. In the third and fourth steps we have used induction
hypothesis.

To see that φ is an isomorphism of groups, we will use the first isomorphism theorem and proposition
4 on lemma 2.

Therefore, we need to see that Ker φ “ pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn ` 1qqx. Indeed ps1p1, . . . , 1q ` . . . `

Qpσ1 ¨ ¨ ¨σl´1, slp1, . . . , 1qq, σ1¨. . .¨σlq “ pp0, . . . , 0q, idq implies that pα˚βqpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlq, ‹q “

pα2 ˆ ςqpφpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlqq, ‹q “ pα2 ˆ ςqppp0, . . . , 0q, idq, ‹q “ ‹ so that Ker φ Ď

pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1qqx.

As we also have that pα˚βqpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlq, ‹q “ ‹ implies pα2ˆςqpφpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlqq, ‹q “

‹ , we can deduce that φpps1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psl, σlq, ‹q “ id because α2 ˆ ς is a free action, as shown in
proposition 14. Therefore Ker φ Ě pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1qqx.

Now we now know that φ : pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1qq { pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1qqx » Im φ.
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We finish by showing that ψ is a right-inverse to φ, and therefore φ is surjective, so that φ is also
surjective. Let s1, . . . , sn`1 P Z { 2Z, σ P Sympn` 1q. We want to prove φpψpps1, . . . , sn`1q, σqq “

pps1, . . . , sn`1q, σq. For it we unfold the definitions:

φpψps1, . . . , sn`1, σq “ φpp0, p1 n` 1qqps1, p1 n` 1qq . . . p0, pn n` 1qqpsn, pn n` 1qq

ppsn`1, idqp0, p1 n` 1qqpsn`1, p1 n` 1qq . . . p0, pn n` 1qqpsn`1, pn n` 1qqqp`, σqq

“ p0p1, . . . , 1q `Qpp1 n` 1q, s1p1, . . . , 1qq `Qpp1 n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q, 0p1, . . . , 1qq ` . . .

`Qpp1 n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pn n` 1q, snp1, . . . , 1qq

`Qpp1 n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pn n` 1q ¨ pn n` 1q, sn`1p1, . . . , 1qq

` 0p1, . . . , 1q `Qpp1 n` 1q, sn`1p1, . . . , 1qq `Qpp1 n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q, 0p1, . . . , 1qq ` . . .

`Qpp1 n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pn n` 1q, sn`1p1, . . . , 1qq,

p1 n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pn n` 1q ¨ pn n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q ¨ p1 n` 1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pn n` 1q ¨ pn n` 1q ¨ σq

Next we use multiple times the fact that @i P t1, . . . , n ` 1u, Qppi n ` 1q, p1, . . . , 1qq “

p0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0q, where the 1 is located at component i.

φpψps1, . . . , sn`1, σq

“ pp0, . . . , 0q ` ps1, 0, . . . , 0q ` p0, . . . , 0q ` . . .` p0, . . . , 0, sn, 0q ` sn`1p1, . . . , 1q

` p0, . . . , 0q ` psn`1, 0, . . . , 0q ` p0, . . . , 0qq ` . . .` p0, . . . , sn`1, 0qq, σq

“ pps1, . . . , sn, 0q ` p0, . . . , sn`1q, σq

“ pps1, . . . , sn, sn`1q, σq

With it we have finished the proof of the Theorem.

When quotienting by the stabilizer of x we are equating all elements in the group with equal
images on x, therefore providing a free action on a smaller group. In our case the resulting group
is finite and lets us work on Atomic Logics without using the set of words on a cartesian product
(which the free product is defined on).

Example 5. We now see how would the procedure used in theorem 4 transform a sequence of negations
and residuations on a connective skeleton in practice by checking the following assertion:

Let Ñ have skeleton pp2 3q, ´, @, p1, 1, 1q, p´, `qq, then ´p1 3q´p1 2 3q Ñ has skeleton
pid, `, D, p1, 1, 1q, p`, ´qq, using the original notation.
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Proof. We want to see

ι´1pβp1, α2pp1 3q, βp1, α2pp1 2 3q, ιp

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
´

@

p1, 1, 1q
p´, `q

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qqqqqq “

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

id
`

D

p1, 1, 1q
p`, ´q

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

By definition of α ˚ β we have

ι´1pβp1, α2pp1 3q, βp1, α2pp1 2 3q, ιp

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
´

@

p1, 1, 1q
p´, `q

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qqqqqq “ ι´1ppα2 ˚ βqpp1, p1 3qqp1, p1 2 3qq,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
p1, 1, 1q
p1, 0, 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq

We now use φ and theorem 4 in the first step to get the following

ι´1ppα2 ˚ βqpp1, p1 3qqp1, p1 2 3qq,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
p1, 1, 1q
p1, 0, 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq “ pα2 ˆ ςqpφpp1, p1 3qqp1, p1 2 3qqq,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
p1, 1, 1q
p1, 0, 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q

“pα2 ˆ ςqppp1, 1, 1q `Qpp1 3q, p1, 1, 1qq, p1 3q ¨ p1 2 3qq,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
p1, 1, 1q
p1, 0, 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q

“ι´1ppα2 ˆ ςqppp1, 1, 1q ` p1, 0, 0q, p2 3qq,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
p1, 1, 1q
p1, 0, 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq “ ι´1ppα2 ˆ ςqppp0, 1, 1q, p2 3qq,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
p1, 1, 1q
p1, 0, 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq

“ι´1pςpp0, 1, 1q, α2pp2 3q,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
p1, 1, 1q
p1, 0, 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qqq “ ι´1pςpp0, 1, 1q,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q ¨ p2 3q
PN˚pp2 3q, p1, 1, 1qq
Rpp2 3q, p1, 0, 0qq

´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq

We exemplify how would the component on the first row and second column forRpp2 3q, p1, 0, 0qq be
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computed:

δp3 p2 3qp3qqpp2 3qp1qq, 2 ` δp2 3qp3q, 2p1` δ3, p2 3qp1qqp1` δp2 3qp3q, 3q “ δ1, 2 ` δ2, 2p1` δ3, 1qp1` δ2, 3q “ 1

Now that we have written down the linear transformations we will have to operate, we will use the
matricial expression ofRpp2 3q, p1, 0, 0qq. And we can conclude,

ι´1pβp1, α2pp1 3q, βp1, α2pp1 2 3q, ιp

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q
´

@

p1, 1, 1q
p´, `q

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qqqqqq “ ι´1pςpp0, 1, 1q,

»

—

—

—

—

–

p2 3q ¨ p2 3q
PN˚pp2 3q, p1, 1, 1qq
Rpp2 3q, p1, 0, 0qq

´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq

“ι´1pςpp0, 1, 1q,

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

id
p1, 1, 1q

¨

˚

˝

1
0
1

˛

‹

‚

`Qpp2 3qq

¨

˚

˝

1
0
0

˛

‹

‚

´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq “ ι´1pςpp0, 1, 1q,

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

id
p1, 1, 1q

¨

˚

˝

1
0
1

˛

‹

‚

`

¨

˚

˝

1 1 0
0 1 0
0 1 1

˛

‹

‚

¨

˚

˝

1
0
0

˛

‹

‚

´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq

“ι´1pςpp0, 1, 1q,

»

—

—

—

—

–

id
p1, 1, 1q

p1` 1` 0, 0` 0` 0, 1` 0` 0q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

qq “ ι´1p

»

—

—

—

—

–

id
p1, 1, 1q

p0` 0, 1` 0, 1` 1q
´

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

q “

»

—

—

—

—

—

—

–

id
`

D

p1, 1, 1q
p`, ´q

fi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

ffi

fl

which ends the proof.

4 Group Actions on Atomic Connectives

4.1 Connective Families

We now introduce some algebraic objects in order to be able to work and compare different approaches
on Atomic Logics. We will have to redefine the presented Atomic Logics.

Definition 12. A connective is a symbol to which we associate a single connective skeleton. We call
skp‹q the skeleton of a connective ‹ . By abuse of notation we will use the connective symbol to refer to
its skeleton, whenever it is not confusing.
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Inductive typed_Formula {A : Connectives} : pos -> Type :=
| composition :

forall (C : @Connective A),
(forall i : 'I_(@arity A C),
typed_Formula (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i))) ->
typed_Formula (tnth (type C) ord_max)

.

Figure 6: Implementation of formulas for pα ˚ βqp‹q connective families.

A family of connectives or connective family is

• a set of connectivesC,
• a partition of it A, such that @D P A, @‹ , ‹ 1 P D, skp‹q “ skp‹ 1q implies ‹ “ ‹ 1,
• for eachD P A an associated groupGD and an action aD : GD ˆC Ñ C such that @‹ , ‹ 1 P

aDpskpDqq, ‹ and ‹ 1 have equal arity n and have permutations σ, σ1 P Sympn ` 1q, tonicity
signatures˘, ˘1 P pZ{2Zqn`1 and type tuples k, k1 P pN˚qn`1 satisfyingPN˚pσ1 ¨σ´1, kq “ k1.

Whenever ‹ P D we note ‹ “ D.

A simple consequence of this definition is that ‹ “ ‹ 1 if and only ‹ “ ‹ 1 and skp‹q “ skp‹ 1q. It
follows from injectivity of sk over the classes of the partition.

Example 6. We define the Lambek Connective FamilyL as: 5

• the set tb, z, {u \ V , where:

– the tensor skpbq “ pid, p1, 1, 1q, p`, `, `q, ´q,
– the right residual skpzq “ pp2 3q, p1, 1, 1q, p´, `, ´q, ´q,
– the left residual skp{q “ pp1 3q, p1, 1, 1q, p`, ´, ´q, ´q,
– the variables in V such that they are all propositional letters. There are at least a p and a q in
V with skppq “ pid, s, 1, sq and skpqq “ pid, ´s1, 1, s1q, for some s, s1 P B.

• the partition ttb, z, {uu \ ttvu | V u,
• the action αˆ ς on tb, z, {u and the action id on each tvu, for v P V .

Definition 13. Given a family of connectivesC , the atomic language ofC is defined as the smallest set
LC such that if ‹ is a connective of arity n, type signature pk1, . . . , kn, kq and φ1, . . . , φn P LC are of
types k1, . . . , kn, then ‹pφ1, . . . , φnq is also in LC and of type k.
Its elements are called formulas.

5For more details on this example, see section 5.
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Definition 14. Over the families of connectives we define the relation C À D if and only if there
is an injection ϕ : C Ñ D such that for each ‹ P C there is a morphism φ : G

ϕp‹q
Ñ G‹ and

@g P G
ϕp‹q

, a‹ pφpgq, skp‹qq “ a
ϕp‹q

pg, skpϕp‹qqq and such that @‹ , ‹ 1 P C, ‹ “ ‹ 1 implies ϕp‹q “
ϕp‹ 1q. We say then thatC is compatible with the action ofD or thatD extendsC.

Over the families of connectives we define the relation C » D if and only if there is a bi-
jection ϕ : C Ñ D such that for each ‹ P C there is a morphism φ : G‹ Ñ G

ϕp‹q
,

@g P G, a‹ pg, skp‹qq “ a
ϕp‹q

pφpgq, skpϕp‹qqq and for each ‹ P D there is a morphism
ψ : G

ϕp‹q
Ñ G‹ , @g P G, a‹ pφpgq, skp‹qq “ a

ϕp‹q
pg, skpϕp‹qqq and such that @‹ , ‹ 1 P C, ‹ “ ‹ 1

if and only if ϕp‹q “ ϕp‹ 1q.

Over the families of connectives we define the relation C „1
W D if and only if there is a bijection

ϕ : C Ñ D such that @‹ , ‹ 1 P C, ‹ “ ‹ 1 implies ϕp‹q “ ϕp‹ 1q and for each ‹ P C there is
a morphism φ : G‹ Ñ G

ϕp‹q
, @g P G, a‹ pg, skp‹qq “ a

ϕp‹q
pφpgq, skpϕp‹qqq and the induced

morphism φ : G‹ { pG‹ q‹ Ñ G
ϕp‹q

{ pG
ϕp‹q

qϕp‹q is a group isomorphism. We defineC „W D as the
transitive-symmetric closure of„1

W .

For two connective familiesC,D, theC À D relation will be used to tell that we can somehow
useD’s action onC also. The precise way we can do it will be encoded by the morphisms φ.

Proposition 16. The relationÀ is transitive and reflexive. The relations» and„W are equivalence
relations.

Proof. For the reflexivity we can take the identity as both the injection and the morphisms for all the
relations.

For the transitivity we must take the composition of both the injection and the morphisms in bothÀ
and». In„W we have it by definition.

For the symmetry of»we must take the inverse of both the bijection and the morphisms. For„W we
have it by definition.

Checking the conditions is routine.

Proposition 17. LetC andD be two connective families.

• C À D andD À C implyC » D.
• C » D impliesC „W D.

Proof. We will present the proof of Schröder-Bernstein Theorem and reason over the constructed
bijection for checking the extra conditions.
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Let ϕ : C Ñ D and ψ : D Ñ C be the injective functions and φ : G
C, φp . q

Ñ GD, ¨ and φ1 : GD, ¨ Ñ

G
C, φp . q

be the morphisms on groups given byÀ. We let ϕ´ and ψ´ be the partial right-inverses of ϕ
and ψ. Then for any x P C we can define two sequences of images and pre-images by

¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ ϕ´pψ´pxqq Ñ ψ´pxq Ñ xÑ ϕpxq Ñ ψpϕpxqq Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ (1)

The set of elements inC appearing in sequence 1 form a partition ofC. Similarly forD.

Each sequence like 1 can end in an element ofC or an element ofD, repeat itself forever or remain
forever changing on the left.

We define a new bijection by case analysis on the previous four cases on the partitions given by 1.
Indeed, if two different elements are found in the same sequence, both their sequences will be exactly
the same as 1.

For any element ofC in a sequence ending onC or never ending, the injection ϕ is a bijection onto the
elements ofD in the same sequence (because for any element y P D of the sequence 1 has a pre-image
ϕ´pyq by definition). For any element ofC in a sequence ending onD, the partial right-inverse ψ´ is
well-defined and therefore it is a bijection onto the the elements ofD in the same sequence. This will
be the desired bijection ρ.

Now we can check on the partition given by the sequences that the new bijection still satisfies the
conditions on the actions. If ‹ P C we will use the equality from ϕ or ψ´, if ‹ P D we will use the
equality from ψ or ϕ´. Whenever ‹ is in a sequence ending onD we will have to work with ψ´ and ψ
as the desired inverses, which are well-defined on ‹ . For any other case we will have to work with ϕ
and ϕ´ as desired inverses, which are well-defined on ‹ .

The last point comes from lemma 1.

If the actions are free,C » D is equivalent to the existence of a bijection ϕ : C Ñ D such that
@‹ , ‹ 1 P C, ‹ “ ‹ 1 if and only if ϕp‹q “ ϕp‹ 1q andGC » GϕpCq thanks to proposition 4.

Definition 15. The connectives of n-ary skeletons are called n-ary connectives. The 0-ary connectives
are called propositional letters.

Propositional letters whose assigned action is the identity are called variables.

4.2 Families of Structural Connectives

Definition 16. LetC be a family of connectives. A family of structuralC-connectives, or simply structural
connectives, rCs is composed of:

Raül Espejo Boix 39



A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

• a setE,
• an injective function r . s : C Ñ E,
• a partial function p : E Ñ C, right inverse of r . s,
• an injective function r . s : A Ñ PpEq such that rAs is a partition of E, each D P A has an

associated action raDs : GD ˆ rDs Ñ rDs such that rDs “ raDsptr‹s | ‹ P Duq,
• an application sk : E Ñ C such that skpr‹sq “ skp‹q, skpra‹ spg, r‹sqq “ apg, skp‹qq.

Note that a family of structural connectives is also by itself a connective family.

Proposition 18. LetC be a connective family. There is at least one family of structuralC-connectives.
Any families of structuralC-connectives rCs, rCs1 satisfy rCs » rCs1.

Proof. We define a family of structuralC-connectives:

• The set E is tpg, aDpskp‹qq, Dq | D P A, aDpskp‹qq P taDpskp‹qq | ‹ P Du, g P GD {

pGDqskp‹qu.

• As eachD P A is of fixed arity andCn is a finite set, we can give an orderď toCn. We will call
minďpJq the minimal connective in the set J from the chosen orderď.

The injection is then r . s : ‹ ÞÑ pg, aDpskp‹qq, ‹q, where g P GD { pGDqskp‹q is such that
aDpg, minďpskpaDpskp‹qqqqq “ skp‹q.

• For every pg, O, Dq P E, if it exists, we note the only connective of skeleton aDpg, minďpOqq as
ppg, Oq.

This pwill be the desired partial right inverse.

• The partition rAs is ttpg, aDpskp‹qq, Dq | aDpskp‹qq P taDpskp‹qq | ‹ P Du, g P GD {

pGDqskp‹qu | D P Au.

We can see it is in bijection with A. We can use any of them interchangeably whenever they
appear as an index.

• The actions are raDs : pg, ph, O, Dqq ÞÑ pg ¨GD
h, O, Dq on eachD P rAs.

• The skeleton is @D P rAs, pg, Oq ÞÑ aDpg, minďpOqq.

Checking all the conditions is routinary.

Now we want to see rCs » rCs1 for any pair of families of structuralC-connectives.

rAs, rAs1 and A are in bijection by definition, as the latter is the image of the former and r . s is an
injective function. Furthermore, @rDs P rAs, rDs “ raDsptr‹s | ‹ P Duq and @rDs1 P rAs1, rDs1 “
raDs

1ptr‹s | ‹ P Duq. As they are connective families, inside an orbit the skeleton is enough to
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characterize each connective. Therefore, skpraDspg, r‹sqq “ apg, skp‹qq “ skpraDs
1pg, r‹sqq tells

us that there are bijections between each rDs and rDs1. This three results let us see that there is a
bijection ϕ : rCs Ñ rCs1.

Using the restriction on the skeleton again we can deduce that the bijection ϕ and the identity mor-
phisms id : GD Ñ GD satisfy the conditions for rCs À rCs1. Proposition 17 lets us deduce rCs » rCs1.

This means that essentially there is only one possible family of structural connectives rCs for any
connective familyC.

When families of connectives have free actions defined on them we can use proposition 2 to show
that just by choosing an arbitrary connective as identity we can give its orbit a group structure.

By abuse of notation we will also write rCs to refer to the set of a family of structuralC-connectives,
although it doesn’t correspond to tr‹s | ‹ P Cu. Note also that tr‹s | ‹ P Du ‰ rDs!

Over families of structural connectives we’ll build our Sequent Calculi. For this we introduce struc-
tures:

Definition 17. LetC be a connective family. We defineC X βpCq as the connective family given by the
partition tt‹ 1 | skp‹ 1q “ βps, skp‹qq, ‹ 1 P D, s P Bu | ‹ P D, D P Au, the groupB, the action β and
the same setC.

We say that the connective familyC is compatible with β ifC is compatible with the action ofC X βpCq.

Boolean negation plays an important role on Atomic Logics. We have to give it a special place in
the construction of structural language to ensure it can be applied to any connective.

Definition 18. LetC be a connective family. Each formula in LC is a structure, for each formula φwe
add a new structure ˚φ and for each structural n-ary connective r‹s of input type pk1, . . . , knq and
@i P t1, . . . , nu a structure Xi of output type ki we have the new structure r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq and, if
‹ is not compatible with β, the structure ˚r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq. We call structures resulting from the two
latter cases strict structures and the former two formulas.

Structures form the set rLCs.

Note that structures are not the formulas on structural connectives, but rather the closure of
formulas with structural connectives.

Definition 19. We define by cases Boolean negation on structures of a family of connectivesC com-
patible with β as ˚X through a morphism ψ:
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• For anyn-ary connective ‹ P C compatible withβ and structuresXi we define˚r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq “

raDspψp´q, r‹sqpX1, . . . , Xnq.
• For any formula φ, ˚φ “ ˚φ.
• For any formula φ, ˚ ˚ φ “ φ.
• For any structural connective r‹s P rCs non-compatible with β and structures Xi,
˚r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq “ ˚r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq.

• For any structural connective r‹s P rCs non-compatible with β and structures Xi,
˚ ˚ r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq “ r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq.

Some Useful Connective Families

Definition 20. Let ‹ be a connective and a an action onC satisfying the condition of Definition 12. We
define the point connective family, ˆt‹au as composed of:

• The set t‹u,
• The partition tt‹uu,
• The action a assigned to t‹u.

LetC andD be connective families. We define a disjoint union connective family,C \D as composed of:

• The setC \D,
• The partition AC \AD,
• IfP P AC then the assigned group and actionGC , aC and ifP P AD then the assigned group and

actionGD, aD.

LetC be a set of connectives and a be a map fromC into actions onC, such that for any ‹ P C , the action
a‹ satisfies the condition of Definition 12. We define the discrete connective family,Ca as composed of:

• The setC,
• The partition tt‹u | ‹ P Cu,
• The action ap‹q for each ‹ P C.

This is the disjoint union of all point connective families inC. Whenever a is the constant into the trivial
action id : tidu ˆ V Ñ V : pid, xq ÞÑ x assigned toC we noteCid and we call it the trivial connective
family.

Let Ĉ be a connective family. Let V be a set containing at least a propositional letter of each type in
the type input components appearing inC. We define a plainC connective family as the disjoint union
connective family of Ĉ and the discrete connective family Va for some action a.

We define a plain point connective family, t‹au, as a plain connective family of t‹̂au.

LetC be a connective family. We define the full connective family OpCq as composed of:
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• The set of structural connectives rCs,
• The partition traC, P sptr‹s | ‹ P P uq | P P ACu,
• The respective actions pg, ‹q ÞÑ pg, sk´1p‹qq ÞÑ skpraC, P spg, r‹sqq for each P P AOpCq.

By abuse of notation we will use the connective notation for the elements of structural connectives
used inside connective families.

We usually assume Connective Families to be plain.

4.3 Sequents on Connective Families

Definition 21. LetC be a connective family. We define sequents of LC as φ $ ψ for a pair of formulas
or a pair of structures φ, ψ P LC , rLCs of the same type. They will be the core of our proof systems.

Sequents of LC will be noted SC and sequents of rLCswill be noted rSCs.

For any sign s P Bwe note:

SspX, Y q “

#

X $ Y if s “ ´
Y $ X if s “ `

For any function s : CÑ B, i P t1, . . . , nu, formulas φi P LC and structureX P rLCs, we note:

Ssp‹ , φ1, . . . , φn, Xq “ Ssp‹qp‹pφ1, . . . , φnq, Xq

For any function s : rCs Ñ B, i P t1, . . . , nu and structuresXi, X P rLCs, we note:

Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn, Xq “ Ssp‹qpr‹spX1, . . . , Xnq, Xq

Definition 22. LetX and Y be structures or formulas. IfX $ Y P SC , rSCs, we callX the antecedent
and Y the consequent of the sequentX $ Y .

LetX be a structure andZ a substructure occurrence ofX . We define by induction onX , spX, Zq P B:

• IfZ is equal toX , spX, Zq “ `.
• IfX “ ˚Y for some structure Y , then spX, Zq “ ´spY, Zq.
• IfX “ ‹pX1, . . . , Xnq and there’s some i P t1, . . . , nu such thatZ is a subtructure occurrence

ofXi, spX, Zq “ ˘ip‹qspXi, Zq.

LetX $ Y be a sequent,

• IfZ is a subtructure occurrence ofX we define spX $ Y, Zq “ ´spX, Zq.
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• IfZ is a subtructure occurrence of Y we define spX $ Y, Zq “ spY, Zq.

We say thatZ is an antecedent part of a sequent S whenever spS, Zq “ ´ and thatZ is a consequent
part of a sequent whenever spS, Zq “ `.

We informally understand the antecedent parts as the “left side” and the consequent parts as the
“right side” of a sequent.

Definition 23. LetC be a connective family, with partition A and for eachD P A groupGD and action
aD. LetS be a sequent. We define a partial function raDs : GDˆrSCs Ñ rSCs by cases on the structures
composing S:

• Let s P B, r‹s P rCs andX1, . . . , Xn`1 P rLCs. If S “ Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q and g P G‹ , let
gr‹s :“ ra‹ spg, r‹sq,˘, ˘1 P pZ { 2Zqn`1 be the tonicity signatures, σ, σ1 be the permutations
and b and b1 be the last components of r‹s and gr‹s, respectively, then

raDspg, Sq

“SÆpg ‹q`Æp‹q`spgr‹s,

T p˘1q1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qq1 ` b

1 ` b`Xσ1¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘1qn`1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn`1 ` b

1 ` b`Xσ1¨σ´1pn`1qq

Where for every structureX we consider 0`X asX and 1`X as ˚X , T is found in definition 7
andR in definition 8.

Proposition 19. LetC be a connective family with a partition A and for eachD P A a groupGD and
an action aD. For eachD P A, the partial function raDs : GD ˆ rSCs Ñ rSCs is well-defined and is a
partial action.

It will be used for the definition of our display calculi.

Proof. To see that @‹ P D the image of raDspg, ‹pφ1, . . . , φnqq lives in rSswe recall the property on
structure families that says @‹ , ‹ 1 P aDpskpDqq, ‹ and ‹ 1 have equal arity n and have permutations
σ, σ1 P Sympn` 1q and type tuples k, k1 P pN˚qn`1 satisfying PN˚pσ1 ¨ σ´1, kq “ k1.

We can see that this action is only going to be defined in the sequents Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q for
r‹s P rDs. On those it is well defined thanks to the restriction on type tuples mentioned before.

Let σ, σ1 and σ2 be the permutation,˘,˘1 and˘2 be the tonicity signature and b, b1 and b2 be the last
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component of r‹s, hr‹s and g ¨ hr‹s, respectively.

raDspg, raDsph, Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qqq

“raDspg, SÆpg ‹q`Æp‹q`spraDsph, r‹sq, T p˘
1q1 ` T pRpσ

1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qq1 ` b
1 ` b`Xσ1¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘1qn`1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn`1 ` b

1 ` b`Xσ1¨σ´1pn`1qqq

“SÆpg¨h‹q`Æph‹q`Æph‹q`Æp‹q`spraDspg, raDsph, r‹sqq, T p˘
2q1 ` T pRpσ

2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qq1

` T p˘1qσ2¨σ1´1p1q ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqσ2¨σ1´1p1q ` b

2 ` b1 ` b1 ` b`Xσ2¨σ1´1¨σ1¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘2qn`1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qqn`1

` T p˘1qσ2¨σ1´1pn`1q ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqσ2¨σ1´1pn`1q ` b

2 ` b1 ` b1 ` b`Xσ2¨σ1´1¨σ1¨σ´1pn`1qq

“SÆpg¨h‹q`Æp‹q`spraDspg ¨ h, r‹sq, T p˘
2q1 ` T pRpσ

2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qq1

` P pσ2 ¨ σ1´1, T p˘1qq1 ` P pσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, T pRpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqq1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘2qn`1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qqn`1

` P pσ2 ¨ σ1´1, T p˘1qqn`1 ` P pσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, T pRpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqn`1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1pn`1qq

“SÆpg¨h‹q`Æp‹q`spraDspg ¨ h, r‹sq, T p˘
2q1 ` T pRpσ

2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qq1

` T pQpσ2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qq1 ` T pQpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqq1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘2qn`1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qqn`1

` T pQpσ2 ¨ σ1´1, ˘1qqn`1 ` T pQpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqn`1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1pn`1qq

“SÆpg¨h‹q`Æp‹q`spraDspg ¨ h, r‹sq,

T p˘2q1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, 0q `Qpσ2 ¨ σ1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqq1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘2qn`1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, 0q `Qpσ2 ¨ σ1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqn`1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1pn`1qq

“SÆpg¨h‹q`Æp‹q`spraDspg ¨ h, r‹sq,

T p˘2q1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqq1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘2qn`1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqn`1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1pn`1qq

“SÆpg¨h‹q`Æp‹q`spraDspg ¨ h, r‹sq, T p˘
2q1 ` T pRpσ

2 ¨ σ´1, ˘qq1 ` b
2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘2qn`1 ` T pRpσ
2 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn`1 ` b

2 ` b`Xσ2¨σ´1pn`1qq

“raDspg ¨ h, Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qq

where we used proposition 8 in the fourth step and proposition 13 in the fifth and sixth steps and
proposition 11 for usingR as an action.

Lemma 3. Let C be a connective family. Let r‹s P rCs and X1, . . . , Xn`1 P rLCs. For any i P
t1, . . . , n`1u, g P G‹ , spSÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q, Xiq “ spraDspg, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qq, Xiq.
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Proof. Let˘ and˘1 be the tonicity signature, σ and σ1 be the permutation and b and b1 be the last
component of r‹s and raDspg, r‹sq, respectively. In this proof we use theZ { 2Z notation for signs.

In the left side, we have spSÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q, Xiq “ δi, n`1 ` p1 ` δi, n`1q ˘i p‹q `Æp‹q by
definition 22 (it can be seen by case analysis on δi, n`1). In the right side we have

spraDspg, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qq, Xiq

“spS˘1
n`1`˘n`1`b1`b`Æp‹qpgr‹s,

T p˘1q1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qq1 ` b

1 ` b`Xσ1¨σ´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘1qn`1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn`1 ` b

1 ` b`Xσ1¨σ´1pn`1qq, Xiq

We must notice now thatXi will still only be a structure ocurrence of itself, so that its sign corresponds
to

spraDspg, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qq, Xiq

“spT p˘1qσ¨σ1´1piq ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqσ¨σ1´1piq ` b

1 ` b`Xi, Xiq

` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 ` p1` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1q ˘
1
σ¨σ1´1piq `˘

1
n`1 `˘n`1 `b

1 ` b`Æp‹q

“T p˘1qσ¨σ1´1piq ` P pσ ¨ σ
1´1, T pRpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqi ` b

1 ` b

` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 ` p1` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1q ˘
1
σ¨σ1´1piq `˘

1
n`1 `˘n`1 `b

1 ` b`Æp‹q

“T p˘1qσ¨σ1´1piq ` T pQpσ ¨ σ
1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqi

` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 ` p1` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1q ˘
1
σ¨σ1´1piq `˘

1
n`1 `˘n`1 `Æp‹q

“T pQpσ ¨ σ1´1, Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqi ` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 `˘n`1 `Æp‹q

“T pQpσ ¨ σ1´1, Qpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqqi ` T pQpσ ¨ σ
1´1, pp1` δσ1¨σ´1pjq, n`1qp1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1qq

n`1
j qqi

` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 `˘n`1 `Æp‹q

“T p˘qi ` P pσ ¨ σ
1´1, pp1` δσ1¨σ´1pjq, n`1qp1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1q ` p1` δj, n`1qp1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1qq

n`1
j qi

` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 `˘n`1 `Æp‹q

“T p˘qi ` p1` δi, n`1qp1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1q ` p1` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1qp1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1q

` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 `˘n`1 `Æp‹q

“p1` δi, n`1q ˘i `˘n`1 `δi, n`1p1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1q ` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1p1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1q

` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1 `˘n`1 `Æp‹q

“p1` δi, n`1q ˘i `˘n`1 `δi, n`1p1` δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1q ` δσ¨σ1´1piq, n`1δσ1¨σ´1pn`1q, n`1 `˘n`1 `Æp‹q

“δi, n`1 ` p1` δi, n`1q ˘i `Æp‹q

where we used again proposition 8 and the pbpjqqn`1
j notation for some function b : t1, . . . , n` 1u Ñ

Z { 2Z is notation for pbp1q, . . . , bpn` 1qq.
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Example 7. The partial action on sequents given in definition 23 for the action αˆ ς is

raDspps1, . . . , sn`1qρ, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qq

ÞÑ

SÆpps1, . . . , sn`1qρr‹s, sn`1 ` s1 `Xσpnq, . . . , sn`1 ` sn `Xρpnq, sn`1 `Xρpn`1qq

Proof. Let ‹ be a connective of arity n, permutation σ, tonicity signature˘ and actionαˆ ς . Let˘1 be
the tonicity signature and σ1 be the permutation of ps1, . . . , sn`1qσr‹s.

We just have to see that ˘1 ` Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘q “ ps1, . . . , sn`1q, as we already know that
T ps1, . . . , sn`1q “ ps1 ` sn`1, . . . , sn ` sn`1, sn`1q. We have˘1 “ ps1, . . . , sn`1q `Rpρ, ˘q and
σ1 “ ρ ¨ σ. Therefore σ1 ¨ σ´1 “ ρ and˘1`Rpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘q “ ps1, . . . , sn`1q `Rpρ, ˘q`Rpρ, ˘q “

ps1, . . . , sn`1q as we wanted.

5 Atomic Logics for Connective Families

The definition of families of structural connectives will help us better understand what are the structures
and how to treat them in our calculi. Through connective families we will be capable to compare the
logics given by both versions of the atomic logics. All this will let us afterwards redefine Atomic Logics
syntax.

For an example on how connective families work and what they are useful for the reader might want to
go to the next section.

5.1 Syntax

We remind that a connective family is composed of:

• A setC,
• A function sk : C Ñ C,
• A partition ofC, A,
• For allD P A, a groupG and an action a : GˆCÑ C.

And it satisfies all the conditions imposed by Definition 12.

Then we set the syntax of Atomic Logics to be composed of:
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• A Connective FamilyC,
• Its Family of Structural Connectives rCs,
• Its formulas LC ,
• Its structures rLCs,
• Its sequents SC and rSCs.

An Example, Lambek and Bi-Lambek Connectives

We will further comment on the connective Family for Lambek Calculus, introduced in example 6.

We show in the following calculations that the Lambek Connectives form an orbit of the α action; as
defined in the precedent chapter, we will work on the tonicity signatures as vectors and the morphism
Q in its matrix form:

αpp2 3q, bq “ pp2 3q ¨ id, P pp2 3qq

¨

˚

˝

1
1
1

˛

‹

‚

,

¨

˚

˝

1
0
1

˛

‹

‚

` Qpp2 3qq

¨

˚

˝

0
0
0

˛

‹

‚

q “ pp2 3q,

¨

˚

˝

1
1
1

˛

‹

‚

,

¨

˚

˝

1
0
1

˛

‹

‚

`

¨

˚

˝

1 1 0
0 1 0
0 1 1

˛

‹

‚

¨

˚

˝

0
0
0

˛

‹

‚

q “ z

αpp1 3q, bq “ pp1 3q ¨ id, P pp1 3qq

¨

˚

˝

1
1
1

˛

‹

‚

,

¨

˚

˝

0
1
1

˛

‹

‚

` Qpp1 3qq

¨

˚

˝

0
0
0

˛

‹

‚

q “ pp1 3q,

¨

˚

˝

1
1
1

˛

‹

‚

,

¨

˚

˝

0
1
1

˛

‹

‚

`

¨

˚

˝

1 0 0
1 1 0
1 0 1

˛

‹

‚

¨

˚

˝

0
0
0

˛

‹

‚

q “ {

We define the Bi-Lambek Connective Family BL as:

• the set tb, z, {, ‘, ą, ău \ V , where:

– the connective inL have the same skeletons,
– the cotensor skp‘q “ pid, p1, 1, 1q, p`, `, ´q, ´q,
– the right coresidual skpąq “ pp2 3q, p1, 1, 1q, p´, `, `q, ´q,
– the left coresidual skpăq “ pp1 3q, p1, 1, 1q, p`, ´, `q, ´q,

• the partition ttb, z, {, ‘, ă, ąuu \ ttvu | V u,
• the action αˆ ς on tb, z, {, ‘, ą, ău and the action id on each tvu, for v P V .

Just by using αwe reach a skeleton outside of both families. Indeed,

αpp3 2 1q, bq “ pp3 2 1q ¨ id, p1, 1, 1q,

¨

˚

˝

1
0
1

˛

‹

‚

`

¨

˚

˝

0 1 0
1 1 0
0 1 1

˛

‹

‚

¨

˚

˝

0
0
0

˛

‹

‚

q “ pp3 2 1q, p1, 1, 1q,

¨

˚

˝

0
1
1

˛

‹

‚

q

Another case of connective falling outside both families was given through α ˚ β in example 5

For this reason we needed structural connectives for the calculi to be able to act on connectives. We
will later use those actions to prove the display theorem.

We could have also defined the Lambek Connective FamilyLX αpLq as:
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• the same set tb, z, {u \ V ,
• the same partition ttb, z, {uu \ ttvu | V u,
• the action α on tb, z, {u and the action id on each tvu, for v P V .

Then we can check thatL À LX αpLq by:

• the bijection id : LÑ LX αpLq,
• the morphism ι : Symp3q ãÑ pZ { 2Zq3 ¸ Symp3q : σ ÞÑ pp0, 0, 0q, σq.

We can also check thatL À BL through the set inclusion and the identity morphisms.

5.2 Semantics

Now we formalize generalized Kripke semantics for all atomic logics, using its formulas LC and using
an algebra of k-ary relations on sets (called structures).

This is Aucher’s Semantics for Atomic Logics extended to all connective families.

Definition 24. LetC be a family of connectives of action a on the groupG. AC-model for Atomic Logics
is a tuple M “ pW, R, Rq, where W is a non-empty set, R Ď

Ů

iPN˚ PpW iq and a surjective map
R : C Ñ R such that @‹ , ‹ 1 P C, ‹ 1 “ ‹ impliesRp‹ 1q “ Rp‹q andRp‹q PW

ř

iPt1, ..., n`1u ki , where
pk1, . . . , kn`1q is the type tuple of ‹ .

A k-assignment is a tuple fromW k. A pointedC-model of type k is a model along with a k-assignment.

The class of pointedC-models is noted EC .

For a relation R Ď WN we’ll define the action of˘ on the set PpWN q by`R “ R and´R “
WN ´R and the action of Sympnq by σR w1 . . . wN “ Rwσp1q . . . wσpNq.

For a n-ary connective ‹ , all i P 1, . . . , n, all elements a and sets A we define a&
‹
i A “

#

a P A if ˘i p‹q “ `

a R A if ˘i p‹q “ ´
.

This notations will be used in the following definition.

Definition 25. LetC be a Connective Family andM be aC-model. We define the interpretation function
of LC inM by J . KM : LC Ñ

Ť

kPN˚ W k inductively:

• For all propositional letters p P C of type k, JpKm “

#

Rppq if ˘ ppq “ `
´Rppq if ˘ ppq “ ´

.

• For all n ą 0, all n-ary connectives pσ, ˘, Æ, pk, k1, . . . , kn`1q, p˘1, . . . , ˘nqq P C and all
pφ1, . . . , φn`1q P Ln

C : J‹pφ1, . . . , φnqKM “ tw P W k | C ‹ pJφ1K, . . . , JφnK, wqu, where C ‹ is
called truth condition of the connective and it is defined by cases:
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– C ‹ pW1, . . . , Wn, wq “ @w1 P W k1 , . . . , wn P W kn , w1&
‹
1W1 _ . . . _ wn&‹

nWn _

˘σR‹ w1 . . . wn w when Æp‹q “ @.
– C ‹ pW1, . . . , Wn, wq “ Dw1 P W k1 , . . . , wn P W kn , w1&

‹
1W1 ^ . . . ^ wn&‹

nWn ^

˘σR‹ w1 . . . wn w when Æp‹q “ D.

We define the interpretation function of SC byw P Jφ $ ψKM iff ifw P JφKM thenw P JψKM .

We can extend this definition to rCs-models by translating structures into OpCq-formulas.

Definition 26. The satisfaction relation(Ď EC ˆ LC is defined @pM, wq P EC , φ P LC , M, w ( φ if
and only ifw P JφKM . In that case, we say that φ is true on pM, wq.

With the formulas LC , the evaluations EC and the satisfaction relation( we have succesfully
built the Atomic Logics associated to the set of connectivesC.

Let two logics L “ pL, E , (q and L1 “ pL1, E , (1q be given over the same class of models. We say
thatL1 is at least as expressive asL if @φ P L there is a φ1 P L1 such that @M P E , M ( φ if and only
ifM ( φ1.

We say thatL andL1 are equi-expressive whenL is at least as expressive asL1 and viceversa. We say
that L is strictly less expressive than L1 whenever L1 is at least as expressive as L but they are not
equi-expressive.

Proposition 20. LetC andC 1 be two connective families. If there is a bijection T : C Ñ C 1 such that
@‹ P C, ‹ “ ‹ 1 if and only if T p‹q “ T p‹ 1q and skpT p‹qq “ skp‹q, LC and LC1 are equi-expressive.

Proof. Firstly, we observe that the classes of models are the same. We recall that classes of models
correspond to the class of triples pW, R, Rq of world setsW , relation sets R and surjective functions
R : C Ñ R, where Rp‹q P W

ř

iPt1, ..., n`1u ti and the conditions RpaDp‹qq “ Rp‹q, where D P AC

and ‹ P C. Similarly forC 1.

Then EC are all the models with, for each ‹ P C, exactly a
ř

iPt1,..., n`1u ki-ary relation, where
pk1, . . . , kn`1q is the type tuple of ‹ . Similarly E 1

C are all the models with, for each ‹ P C 1, exactly a
ř

iPt1,..., n`1u ki-ary relation, where pk1, . . . , kn`1q is the type tuple of ‹ .

As the bijection T preserves the partition, the relations of ‹ and ‹ 1 are equal if and only if those of
T p‹q and T p‹ 1q are. Finally, as T preserves the skeletons, R‹ and R

T p‹q
are relations of the same

arity (the sum of the type tuples). Therefore, they form the same class.

We give as translation between frames the identity on worlds and T pR‹ q “ R
T p‹q

on relationships.

Now we give inductively the translation on formulas T : LC Ñ LC1 :
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• For any n-ary connective ‹ P C, φ1, . . . , φn P LC , we define T p‹pφ1, . . . , φnqq as
T p‹qpT pφ1q, . . . , T pφnqq.

Let pM, wqbe a pointed model. We prove by induction onφ thatw P JφKM if and only ifw P JT pφqKM.
The proof just uses that C ‹ pJφ1K, . . . , JφnK, wq is only determined by skp‹q and R‹ , that skp‹q “
skpT p‹qq, that we have defined the translation on frames through T pR‹ q “ R

T p‹q
and the induction

step.

Proposition 21. WheneverC „W C 1, LC and LC1 are equi-expressive.

Proof. We just use last proposition withϕ as bijection. The condition on skeletons correspond to the re-
cursively using equality on actions on the identity, skpϕp‹qq “ ap1, skpϕp‹qqq “ apφp1q, skpϕp‹qqq “
ap1, skp‹qq “ skp‹q.

5.3 Sequent Calculus

LetC be a connective family with partition A, and for eachD P A, associated groupsGD, actions aD

and a morphism φD : GD ˆ pZ { 2Zqn`1 Ñ pZ { 2Zqn`1. The rules of our Sequent Calculi are 67:

It must be noted that in the following rules we are using Aucher’s syntaxis. The meaning of ¨ and
´must be understood as the one inB. Similarly for Æ.

6On this Calculus we are going to make use of proposition 19.
7In the present calculi we will treat full formulas like structural propositional letters non-compatible with β (not the

subformulas).
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Display Rules:

The rule dsr1:
For any rDs P A and @r‹s P rDs of arity n, g P

GD, X1, . . . , Xn`1 P rLCs,

SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q dsr1
raDspg, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qq

Where we write 1`Xσpiq for ˚Xσpiq.

The rule dsr2:
For any rDs P A non-compatible with the action β and
@r‹s P rDs of arity n, s P B, X1, . . . , Xn`1 P rLCs,

Sspr‹spX1, . . . , Xnq, Xn`1q dsr2
S´sp˚r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq, ˚Xn`1q

Left and Right Introduction Rules:

The rule$ ‹ :
For any ‹ P C, X1, . . . , Xn P rLCs, φ1, . . . , φn P

LC ,

SÆ˘1p‹qpX1, φ1q . . . SÆ˘np‹qpXn, φnq
$ ‹

SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn, ‹pφ1, . . . , φnqq

The rule ‹ $:
For any ‹ P C,U P rLCs, φ1, . . . , φn`1 P LC ,

SÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φn, Uq
‹ $

SÆp‹ , φ1, . . . , φn, Uq

Rules of Atomic Sequent Calculus,ASLC

Theorem 5. LetC be a connective family with partition A, and for eachD P A, associated groupsGD,
actions aD and a morphism φD : GD ˆ pZ { 2Zqn`1 Ñ pZ { 2Zqn`1. If for allD P A, i P t1, . . . , nu,
there is at least one structural connective r‹s P rDs such that its permutation σ is in the left coset
pi n` 1qSympnq, then the proof systemASLC is properly displayable.

In all the other casesASLC still satisfiesC1 toC7.

Apart fromC8, we are going to use my syntax in the proof.

Proof. Proof of the display property:

We takeC the set of connectives. We take a constituentX of a derivable sequent SspY, Zq, for sign
s and structures Y , Z. We will prove that we can derive a sequent where X is displayed, from the
premiss SspY, Zq, by induction on the structure Y .

• If Y is a formula andX is a substructure of Y the result is trivial.
• If Y is a strict structure and X is a substructure of Y , and we have Y “ r‹spY1, . . . , Ynq for

some r‹s P rDs and the sequent SÆp‹qpY, Zq, where X is a substructure of some Xi. Let
σ be the permutation of r‹s and ˘ its tonicity signature. We take some g P GD such that
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σ ¨σ1´1 P pi n`1qSympnq forσ1 the permutation of raDspg, r‹sq. Let˘1 be the tonicity signature
of raDspg, r‹sq. The display rule dsr1‹g lets us display any structural variable Yi as follows

S˘1
n`1˘n`1praDspg, r‹sq,

T p˘1q1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qq1 ` Yσ¨σ1´1p1q, . . . ,

T p˘1qi´1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqi´1 ` Yσ¨σ1´1pi´1q,

T p˘1qi ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqi ` Z,

T p˘1qi`1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqi`1 ` Yσ¨σ1´1pi`1q, . . . ,

T p˘1qn ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn ` Yσ¨σ1´1pnq,

T p˘1qn`1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn`1 ` Yiq

We then use dsr2.b, for b “ T p˘1qn`1 ` T pRpσ
1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn`1.

By induction hypothesis we deduce that, asX is substructure of Yi, it can be displayed.

This shows that the calculus has the display property.

Proof of the 8 conditions:

• C1 Preservation of formulas:
It is enough to check that neither structural variables nor non-parametrical formulas disappear.
LetXi be structures in the rules and φi formulas in the rules.

– dsr1 and dsr2 only permute the structural variables.
– $ ‹ maintains bothXi and φi for all i P t1, . . . , nu.
– ‹ $maintains φi for all i P t1, . . . , nu andU .

• C2 Shape-alikeness of parameters:
Let an inference Inf, falling under a rule Ru, have a structure variable ℓ to which we assign
the structure A and let B be a substructure of A, which is a parameter of Inf. We define the
congruence relation of B in Inf equivalence class as composed of all the appearances of the
structure occurrence ofB inA, substituted inside the structure variable ℓ.

For example, let us take the rule fromX $ U inferX, Y $ U and the specific inference
with the variableX subtituted by pφ, φq, Y by pφ, φq andU by pφ, φq, for some formula
φ. This rewrites to from pφX, 1, φX, 2q $ pφU, 1, φU, 2q infer pφX, 1, φX, 2q, pφY, 1, φY, 2q $

pφU, 1, φU, 2q. For all structure variable ℓ and i P t1, 2u all the parameters φℓ, i represent
the formula φ. The congruence relation is defined by:

– For all structure variable ℓ and i P t1, 2u the parameters φℓ, i are only congruent to
other appearances of φℓ, i.
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– For all structure variable ℓ the parameters pφℓ, 1, φℓ, 2q are only congruent to other
appearances of pφℓ, 1, φℓ, 2q.

• C3 Non-proliferation of parameters:
It is enough to see that structural variables have only one congruent parameter in the conclusion.

– dsr1 and dsr2 only permute the structural variables.
– $ ‹ has only one parameter congruent toXi in the conclusion for all i P t1, . . . , nu.
– ‹ $ has only one parameter congruent toU in the conclusion.

• C4 Position-alikeness of parameters:
It is necessary to check for all rules whether the signs (given in definition 22) of the parame-
ters in each premise and the conclusion are equal. Let ‹ P C have tonicity signature ˘ and
quantification sign Æ.

– EachXi in$ ‹ has sign Æp‹q ` ˘ip‹q both in the premises and in the conclusion.
– The parameterU has sign 1`Æp‹q in ‹ $ both in the premises and in the conclusion.
– The parameters Xi have sign δi, n`1 ` p1 ` δi, n`1q ˘i p‹q ` Æp‹q in dsr2 both in the

premises and in the conclusion.
– Now we want to check it in dsr1. For any i P t1, . . . , n ` 1u and g P GD, we need

that spSÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q, Xiq “ spraDspg, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1qq, Xiq. For it
we refer to lemma 3.

• C5 Display of principal constituents:
Principal constituents only appear in$ ‹ and ‹ $:

– In$ ‹ , ‹pφ1, . . . , φnq is the full antecedent or consequent by definition of S.
– Also by definition of S over a connective, the application of ‹ over φ1, . . . , φn is the full

antecedent or consequent. Note that none of the φi is a principal constituent as none of
them appears as a substructure in the conclusion.

• C6 andC7 Closure under substitution for parameters:
When substituting any of theX1, . . . , Xn,X , Y orU we get the same rule, as the definition of
the proofs do not depend on the particular structure to be substituted.

• C8 Eliminability of principal consituents:
For any pairs of conclusions in the rulesX $ φ andφ $ Z, withφ a principal constituent, either
Y equalsX orZ or we can inferX $ Z from the premises of both rules, using only the cut rule
for strict subformulas of φ. We check it now:

Let’s take the rules$ ‹ and ‹ $, we will let the sequents’ order be given by the quantification
sign of ‹ . We suppose S˘ip‹qpXi, φiq for all i ď n and SÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φn, Uq. To proveC8,
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we want to infer SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn, Uq.
We will take for every i ď n an element gi P GD such that g displays Xi in any
Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q.

The proof follows by induction on the number of structural variables in
‹pX1, . . . , Xi, φi`1, . . . , φnq:

SÆpr‹s, φτp1q, . . . , φτpnq, Uq
..... Induction step with gi for i ă n

SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn´1, φn, Uq
dsr1‹ .gn

raDspgn, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn´1, φn, Uqq

S´p˘n¨ÆqpraDspgn, r‹sqqpXn, φnq
dsr2´˘n

SÆpraDspgn, r‹sqqp´ ˘n φn, ´˘n Xnq
cut pφnq

raDspgn, SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn´1, Xn, Uqq
dsr1gn ‹ .g

´
n

SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn, Uq

where we have used in the cut that raDspgi, .q displays the i-essime component and that propo-
sition 19 tells us that drs1gn‹ .g

´
n and drs1‹ .gn rules are inverses and also we have used the

notation´X “ ˚X and`X “ X .

The other possible combinations are trivial.

Definition 27. Let L be the language of formulas in a Sequent proof system P . The identity axiom is the
following axiom:

For any φ P L,
Id

φ $ φ

Proposition 22. For any plain Connective Family C, the identity axiom is admissible in the atomic
calculusASLC .

Proof. We will show φ $ φ by induction on φ P LC :

• If φ “ pwith negative quantification:
By$ pwe have rps $ p and by p $ ends the step.

• If φ “ q with positive quantification:
By$ q we have q $ rqs and by q $ ends the step.

• If, for any n-ary connective ‹ P C, φ “ ‹pφ1, . . . , φnq:
By IH we have @i P t1, . . . , nu, φi $ φi “ S˘ip‹qpφi, φiq. Therefore, by $ ‹ , we have
SÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φn, ‹pφ1, . . . , φnqq. We end the induction step by ‹ $.
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Proposition 23. LetC be a plain connective family. The ‹ $ inASLC is invertible. We note by ‹ $´

the resulting inference.

Proof.

Id
S˘1p‹qpφ1, φ1q . . .

Id
S˘np‹qpφn, φnq

$ ‹
SÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φn, ‹pφ1, . . . , φnqq SÆp‹ , φ1, . . . , φn, Uq cut

SÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φn, Uq

Corollary 1. We set for strict structures the function spr‹spX1, . . . , Xnqq “ ´Æp‹q.

LetC be a plain connective family. We can define a sign-dependent translation τ : rLCs Ñ LOpCq such
that, for any formula φ, τpφq “ φ and for any well-formed strict structure X , S´spXqpX, τspXqpXqq.
Therefore, from S´spXqpτpXq, Uqwe can infer S´spXqpX, Uq.

Furthermore, from S´spXqpX, Uqwe can infer S´spXqpτpXq, Uq.

Proof. For any substructure ofX of the form r‹spX1, . . . , Xnqwe can check that for all i P t1, . . . , nu,
spXi`1q “ ´Æp‹q ˘i`1 p‹q.

We define by mutual induction two partial translations τ´, τ`:

• For any formula φ,
τ`pφq “ τ´pφq “ φ

• For any connective ‹ and structuresX1, . . . , Xn,

τ´Æp‹qpr‹spX1, . . . , Xnqq “ ‹pτ´Æp‹q˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , τ´Æp‹q˘np‹qpXnqq

ForX a strict structure we define τpXq as τspXqpXq and forX a formula we define τpXq “ X . This is
well-defined thanks to s being well-defined on strict structures.

By induction onX we see S´spXqpX, τpXqq.

• IfX is a formula, then τ´pXq “ τ`pXq “ X and both sequents are true by Id Axiom.
• We suppose X “ r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq. The induction hypothesis tells us that for all
i P t1, . . . , nu, S´spXiqpXi, τspXiqpXiqq. We then take $ ‹ on all those sequents, thanks to
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spXi`1q “ ´Æp‹q ˘i`1 p‹q.
We get a derivation of

SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn, ‹pτspX1qpX1q, . . . , τspXnqpXnqqq

“ SÆp‹qpX, ‹pτ´Æp‹q˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , τ´Æp‹q˘np‹qpXnqqq “ S´sp‹qpX, τspXqpXqq

The last bit comes from inductively using the ‹ $, after displaying all the strict substructures ofX .

It is trivial seeing that τpXq is a J -formula wheneverX is a tr‹s | ‹ P Ju-structure.

We noteX %$ Y wheneverX $ Y and Y $ X .

Corollary 2. LetX and Y be two structures such that ifX is strict we can derive SspXqpτpXq, τpY qq,
Y is well-formed and if X is a formula we can derive X %$ Y . Then if S is a derivable sequent, the
sequent SrX{Y s replacing all appearances ofX in S by Y is also derivable.

Proof. We display each appearance ofX in S, thanks toC4 they will all be in the same side for strict
structures.

• IfX is a formula we get, from displaying, the sequent SspV, Xq for some sign s and structure
V , from cut rule on it and SspX, Y qwe get the result after repeating the followed display rules
in the reverse order and subtituting each use of dsr1‹ .g for dsr1g‹ .g´1. drs1 and dsr2 can be
applied because the changed structure is a parametric occurrence inferences.

• If X is a strict structure, by the last corollary on the displayed structure we can derive
SspXqpV, τpXqq for some structure V . The cut rule with SspXqpτpXq, τpY qq lets us derive
SspXqpV, τpY qq. Using again last corollary we find SspXqpV, Y q. We get the result after
repeating the followed display rules in the reverse order and subtituting each use of dsr1‹ .g
for dsr1g‹ .g´1. drs1 and dsr2 can be applied because the changed structure is a parametric
occurrence inferences.

Proposition 24. LetC be a set of connectives. The proof systemASLC is conservative on any fragment
tr‹s | ‹ P Cu Ď J Ď rCs of structuralC-connectives.

Proof. We prove it by strong induction on the derivation of anyJ -structure by eliminating the undesired
usages of dsr1‹ .g, for raDspg, r‹sq R J . We have then to act on some of the precedent inferences in
the proof tree so that we can also derivate the new proof tree.
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Let r‹sbe the structural connective we are willing to eliminate. We know that r‹s is not in the conclusion
of the derivation because it is not in J . As structural connectives which are not in the connective family
do not have left and right introduction rules we know that the structure r‹spX1, . . . , Xn`1qmust be
a parameter in all rules which are not the very same dsr1 introducing or eliminating the connective.
Therefore, r‹smust have been eliminated by an application of dsr1, let’s say dsr1‹ .g for some g P GD

such that raDspg, r‹sq P J .

Let us note by ˘, σ and ˘1, σ1 the respective tonicity signature and permutation of r‹s and
raDspg, r‹sq. In caseT p˘1qn`1`T pRpσ

1 ¨σ´1, ˘qqn`1 “ 0, we rewrite all the congruent appearences
of Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q with the conclusion of the dsr1‹ .g inference Sspr‹

1s, X 1
1, . . . , X

1
n`1q

up from the root until we find another congruent parameter r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq in some inference
dsr1‹2.g1 or just leaves of the derivation. In the first case we change dsr1‹2.g1 by dsr1‹2.pg ¨ g1q, who
will have as conclusion Sspr‹

1s, X 1
1, . . . , X

1
n`1q, the new tree of inferences will still be a derivation

because the changed constituent is not playing any role in the inferences (it is parametric) and appears
in the same side of the sequent (so that we can still apply the same introduction rules, if necessary).
The second case is not possible as the premises are also J -structures.

Let us note by˘,σ and˘1,σ1 the respective tonicity signature and permutation of r‹s and raDspg, r‹sq.
In case T p˘1qn`1 ` T pRpσ1 ¨ σ´1, ˘qqn`1 “ 1, we note the conclusion of the dsr1‹ .g inference by
Sspr‹

1s, X 1
1, . . . , ˚X

1
n`1q. Now we rewrite all the congruent appearences of Sspr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q

by S´sp˚r‹
1s, X 1

1, . . . , X
1
n, X

1
n`1q up from the root until we find another congruent parameter

r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq in some inference dr‹2.g1 or just leaves of the derivation. In the first case we change
dr‹2.g1 by dr‹2.pg ¨ g1q, who will have as conclusion S´sp˚r‹

1s, X 1
1, . . . , X

1
n, X

1
n`1q, the new tree

of inferences will still be a derivation because the changed constituent is not playing any role in the
inferences (it is parametric) and appears in the same side of the sequent (so that we can still apply
the same introduction rules, if necessary). The second case is not possible as the premises are also
J -structures.

This must end because each step reduces at least by one the proof length. Furthermore, while we have
some r‹s R J we can repeat this process, so that thanks to the derivation being finite we know that
the resulting derivation will not have any r‹s R J .

We already knowASLC to be conservative on formulas thanks to subformula property. We can
check with a quick look that for any connective familyC, theC-fragment ofASLOpCq corresponds
toASLC , as they use the same structural connectives.

Definition 28. LetC be a connective family and ‹ be a connective. We now denote by ‹ the class of ‹
in the equivalence given by the orbits (and not the partition ofC). We define inductively, on formulas
φ1, . . . , φn,Vap‹pφ1, . . . , φnqq :“ t‹uYVapφ1qY. . .YVapφnq. Let r‹sbe a structural connective. We
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define inductively, on structuresX1, . . . , Xn, Vapr‹spX1, . . . , Xnqq :“ t‹uY VapX1q Y . . .Y VapXnq

and for ‹ non-compatible with β, Vap˚r‹spX1, . . . , Xnqq “ Vapr‹spX1, . . . , Xnqq.

We define the residuated Craig Interpolation property as the Craig Interpolation property, but using
the predicate Va instead of V .

Note that VapXq Ď OpCq.

It is trivial to see that this property is more restrictive than Craig Interpolation, by considering
variables as 0-ary connectives. As Craig Interpolation refers to variables and predicates this result
does not come as a surprise, for each orbit represents a different relation in the semantics.

Theorem 6. Atomic Logics have the residuated Craig’s Interpolation property.

Proof. We will show that for all structuresX andY , if for some sign s the sequentSspX, Y q is derivable
then there is a formula φ such that:

• ifX is a formula, SspX, φq and Sspφ, Y q are derivable and V pφq Ď V pXq X V pY q.
• ifX “ r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq,SÆp‹q˘ip‹qpXi, φqandSÆp‹qpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xi´1, φ, Xi`1, . . . , Xn, Y q

are derivable and V pφq Ď V pXiq X p
Ť

j‰i V pXjq Y V pY q Y t‹uq, for any i P t1, . . . , nu.

We proceed by strong induction on the derivation of SspX, Y q.

• If the last inference was $ ‹ , we can assume that the property is satisfied for each
S´Æp‹q˘ip‹qpφi, Xiq and Y “ ‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. Then the induction hypothesis lets us deduce
that there is some formula ψi such that V pψiq Ď V pφiq X V pXiq, S´Æp‹q˘ip‹qpφi, ψiq and
S´Æp‹q˘ip‹qpψi, Xiq are derivable. Therefore, V pψiq Ď V pXiq X p

Ť

j‰i V pXjq Y V pY qq Ď

V pXiq X p
Ť

j‰i V pXjq Y V pY q Y t‹uq, SÆp‹q˘ip‹qpXi, ψiq and SÆp‹q˘ip‹qpψi, φiq, so that by
applying$ ‹ we can also derive SÆp‹qpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xi´1, ψi, Xi`1, . . . , Xn, Y q.

For the other direction of the sequent, S´Æp‹qp‹pψ1, . . . , ψnq, r‹spX1, . . . , Xnqq by $ ‹ ,
S´Æp‹qp‹pφ1, . . . , φnq, ‹pψ1, . . . , ψnqq by $ ‹ and ‹ $ and V p‹pψ1, . . . , ψnqq Ď t‹u Y

pV pφ1q X V pX1qq Y . . .Y pV pφnq X V pXnqq Ď V pY q X pt‹u Y V pX1q Y . . .Y V pXnqq.

• If the last inference was ‹ $, we can assume that the property is satisfied forSÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φn, Uq.
Then there is some ψi such that V pψiq Ď V pφiq X p

Ť

j‰i V pφjq Y V pUq Y t‹uq, for any sign si,
Ssipφi, ψiq and SÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φi´1, ψi, φi`1, . . . , φn, Uq.

Then it must be that an application of dr or an application of some$ ‹ 1 precedes ‹ $. In the
second case we must have ‹ 1 “ ‹ and so we can see that ‹ P V pUq and the desired formula is
‹pψ1, . . . , ψnq. Therefore, SÆpr‹s, φ1, . . . , φn, Uqmust be preceded by other sequents with
the outmost structural connective still in the orbit of r‹s. As the derivation is finite, there must
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be an application of$ ‹ 1 preceding the sequent. By the argument we just saw, we know that
r‹s “ r‹ 1s, so that ‹ P V pUq and V p‹pψ1, . . . , ψnqq Ď V p‹pφ1, . . . , φnqq X V pUq.

To prove it for the other direction of the sequent we must study by cases. IfU is a formula, then
we can use the same interpolant for the conclusion as in the premise. If U is a not a formula
then we can use for each component of the structural connective the same interpolant for each
component as in the premise.

• If the last inference was some dr it comes trivially from doing case analysis on whether we are
working with formulas or not and using the appropriate induction step from the premise.

The theorem corresponds to the case where both sides are formulas.

On boolean atomic logics we will have to go back to the usual Craig Interpolation result.

6 Atomic Logics for α ˚ β

In this section we get back into Guillaume Aucher’s action by using the families pα ˚ βqp‹q.

Definition 29. Let ‹ be a connective. Let V be a set of propositional letters.

We define the connective families pα ˚ βqp‹ , V q, pαˆ ςqp‹ , V q, pα ˝ δqp‹ , V q, αp‹ , V q, βp‹ , V q and
δp‹ , V q as the families Opt ‹̂au \ Vaq, where a ranges on the previously mentioned actions.

We define the connective families pα˚βqp‹q, pαˆ ςqp‹q, pα˝δqp‹q,αp‹q, βp‹q and δp‹q as the families
Opt ‹̂au \ Vidq, where a ranges on the previously mentioned actions.

6.1 Expressivity of the Different Residuation and Negation Families

We recall theorem 4:

Theorem 4. The group pZ {2Zqn`1¸Sympn`1q previously defined is isomorphic to pZ {2Z˚Sympn`
1qq { pZ { 2Z ˚ Sympn` 1qqx through a morphism φ, commuting both actions (α2 ˝ φ “ α).

Now we conclude:

Corollary 3. LetC be a set of connectives. We have that OpCα˚βq „W OpCαˆςq. Therefore the logics
LOpCα˚βq and LOpCαˆς q are equi-expressive.

In particular @‹ P C, pα ˚ βqp‹q „W pαˆ ςqp‹q.
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Proof. On theorem 4 we have already given the required morphism on the identity bijective function,
along with the equality.

This proves the result @‹ P C, pα ˚ βqp‹q » pα ˆ ςqp‹q. As we’re working on discrete families, we
can extend the bijection to the sets OpCα˚βq and OpCαˆςqwith the union of all of the bijections while
respecting the morphisms and the conditions.

The converse of propositions 21 and 20 is false. The following proposition shows it, as the cardinals
of δp‹ , V q and pα ˆ ςqp‹ , V q are very diferent. It also shows the need for distinguishing the
families’ actions on all the connectives, including the propositional letters.

Proposition 25. Let V be the propositional letters set and let ‹ be a connective.

1. For all C, C 1 P tpα ˆ ςqp‹q, pα ˝ δqp‹q, αp‹q, βp‹q, δp‹q, pα ˆ ςqp‹ , V q, pα ˝ δqp‹ , V q,

αp‹ , V q, βp‹ , V q, δp‹ , V quwe have EC “ EC1 .
2. For any pair of familiesC ,C 1 in tpαˆ ςqp‹ , V q, pα ˝ δqp‹ , V q, βp‹ , V q, δp‹ , V qu, LC and LC1

are equi-expressive.
3. The logic over Lpαˆςqp‹q is at least as expressive as the logics over Lpα˝δqp‹q and Lβp‹q. The logic

over Lpα˝δqp‹q is at least as expressive as the logics over Lδp‹q.
4. If we take a connective ‹ of arity n ą 0, the logic over Lpαˆςqp‹q is strictly more expressive than

the logic over Lpα˝δqp‹q.

Proof. Let n be the arity of ‹ . Let pk1, . . . , kn`1q be the type tuple of ‹ .

Firstly, we observe that the classes of models are the same. All classes of models correspond to
the class of triples pW, R, Rq of world sets W , relation sets R and surjective functions R, where
Rp‹q P W

ř

iPt1, ..., n`1u ti and the conditions RpaV ppqq “ Rppq and Rpap‹qq “ Rp‹q, where p P V .
These are all the models with exactly a

ř

iPt1,..., n`1u ki-ary relation and, for eachp P V of type signature
pkq, a k-ary relation onW . Therefore, they form the same class.

We give now four translations by induction:

• ϕ1 : Lδp‹q Ñ Lpαˆςqp‹q, Lδp‹ , V q Ñ Lpαˆςqp‹ , V q such that:

– For p propositional letter, ϕ1ppq “ p.
– For any s P B,

ϕ1pδps, ‹qpφ1, . . . , φnqq “ ppαˆ ςqppp0, . . . , 0, sq, idq, ‹qqpϕ1pφ1q, . . . , ϕnpφnqq

• We note ϕ2 : Lβp‹q Ñ Lpαˆςqp‹q, ϕ3 : Lδp‹q Ñ Lpα˝δqp‹q and ϕ4 : Lpα˝δqp‹q Ñ Lpαˆςqp‹q. This
translations are trivialized when using pα ˚ βqp‹q instead of αˆ ς , thanks to corollary 3.
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We need to check that @i P t1, 2, 3u, JϕipφqK “ JφK, which are routinary computations.

We now show the reciprocal translations ψ1 : Lpαˆςqp‹q Ñ Lδp‹q and ψ2 : Lβp‹q Ñ Lδp‹q.

We define two translations by mutual induction ψ1, `, ψ1, ´.

• For any atom connective p, ψ1, `ppq “ p and ψ1, ´ppq “ δp´, pq.
• For any residuation of ‹ ,

ψ1, tppps1, . . . , sn`1qσ‹qpφ1, . . . , φnqq “ δptn`1, ‹qpψ1, t1pφ1q, . . . , ψ1, tnpφnqq

Where @i P t1, . . . , nu, ti “ ˘ipps1, . . . , sn`1qσ‹q ¨ ˘ip‹q ¨ t.

We now show that @t P B, Jψ1, tpφqKδp‹q “ tJφKpαˆςqp‹q in some modelM . We proceed by induction
on φ.

• For any propositional letter p it is trivial fromRpδps, pqq “ Rpspq.

• For any s1, . . . , sn`1 P B, σ P Sympn` 1q,

Jψ1, tpps1, . . . , sn`1qσ‹pφ1, . . . , φnqqKδp‹q

“Jδp˘pps1, . . . , sn`1qσ‹q ¨ ˘p‹q ¨ t, ‹q

pψ1, ˘1pps1, ..., sn`1qσ ‹q¨˘1p‹q¨tpφ1q, . . . , ψ1, ˘npps1, ..., sn`1qσ ‹q¨˘np‹q¨tpφnqqKδp‹q

“tw PW k | Cδp˘pps1, ..., sn`1qσ ‹q¨˘p‹q¨t, ‹q

pJψ, 1˘1pps1, ..., sn`1qσ ‹q¨˘1p‹q¨tpφ1qKδp‹q, . . . ,

Jψ1, ˘npps1, ..., sn`1qσ ‹q¨˘np‹q¨tpφnqKδp‹q, wqu

“tw PW k | Cςp0, ..., 0, ˘pps1, ..., sn`1qσ ‹q¨˘p‹q¨t, ‹q

pp˘1pps1, . . . , sn`1qσ‹q ¨ ˘1p‹q ¨ tqJφ1Kpαˆςqp‹q, . . . ,

p˘npps1, . . . , sn`1qσ‹q ¨ ˘np‹q ¨ tqJφnKpαˆςqp‹q, wqu

“tw PW k | Cps1, ..., sn`1qσ ‹ pJφ1Kpαˆςqp‹q, . . . , JφnKpαˆςqp‹q, wqu

“Jps1, . . . , sn`1qσ‹pφ1, . . . , φnqK

The penultimate step comes from the fact that Csip˘, ‹ 1qpW1, . . . , Wn, wq if and only if not
C ‹ 1

pW1, . . . , ˘Wi, . . . , Wn, wq and the previous ones come from β being an action.

We define two translations by mutual induction ψ2, `, ψ2, ´.

• For any atom connective p, ψ`ppq “ p and ψ´ppq “ δp´, pq.
• For any residuation of ‹ ,

ψtpps‹qpφ1, . . . , φnqq “ δptn`1, ‹qpψt1pφ1q, . . . , ψtnpφnqq
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Where @i P t1, . . . , nu, ti “ ˘ips‹q ¨ ˘ip‹q ¨ t “ s ¨ t.

The proof of Jψ2, spφqK “ sJφK proceeds similarly to the previous one.

We end by giving counterexamples in order to prove 4.

We will use the Proposition 5 from Generalized Keisler Theorems for First-order Logic and Protologics [3].
We show the case where Æ “ @.

For p1, . . . , pn propositional letters, the formula ´‹pp1, . . . , pnq P Lpαˆςqp‹q is not definable in
Lpα˝δqp‹q. In order to see it we will show that there are two bisimilar α ˝ δ-models, M and N , such
that M ( ´‹pp1, . . . , pnq and not N ( ´‹pp1, . . . , pnq.

The models are:

• M: tw1, . . . , wn, v1, . . . , vnu,
R‹ “ tpw1, . . . , wn, w1q, . . . , pw1, . . . , wn, wnq, pw1, . . . , wn, v1q, . . . , pw1, . . . , wn, vnqu

and
V pp1q “ tw1, . . . , wn, v2, . . . , v3u, . . . , V ppnq “ tw1, . . . , wn, v1, . . . , vn´1u.

• N : tw1
1, . . . , w

1
nu,

R‹ “ tpw
1
1, . . . , w

1
n, w

1
1q, . . . , pw

1
1, . . . , w

1
n, w

1
nqu and

V pp1q “ . . . “ V ppnq “ tw
1
1, . . . , w

1
nu.

The automatic bisimulation for atomic logics is tpv1, w
1
1q, . . . , pvn, w

1
nq, pw1, w

1
1q, . . . , pwn, w

1
nqu.

We can also check M ( ´‹pp1, . . . , pnq and N ( ‹pp1, . . . , pnq.

Checking it is routinary.

The orbit ofαˆ ς corresponds to the n-ary connectives of fixed sign˘p‹qÆp‹q. This proposition
tells us that whenever we have the negation of all the propositional letters in the connective family
(as for the boolean case that we introduce in subsection 6.2) we do not need to work with all the
2n`1pn` 1q! connectives of pαˆ ςqp‹ , V q but we have enough with the 2pn` 1q! connectives of
pα ˝ δqp‹ , V q or even with the 2 connectives of δp‹ , V q to express the same.

We will focus on the families pαˆςqp‹q, pα˝δqp‹q,βp‹qand δp‹qwith the objective of keeping the
maximal possible generality, as logics do not always have negation available on all the variables.
When needed, propositional letters with non-trivial actions will be explicitly introduced.

In what follows βp‹q, δp‹q families will not be of our interest as the display theorem 5 does not
apply to them. In spite of that, it is worthy noting that the translations into δp‹ , V q corresponds
to the negation normal form for boolean families.
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Sequent Calculus

Example 8. Let C be a connective family such that @D P A whenever ‹ P D are not propositional
letters then aD “ αˆ ς is satisfied. Then we can derive the following display rules, written in Aucher’s
notation along with signs inB.

The rule dsr1:
For any rDs P A compatible with the action α ˆ ς and @r‹s P rDs of arity n, s1, . . . , sn`1 P Z { 2Z, σ P
Sympn` 1q, X1, . . . , Xn P rLCs,

SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q dsr1
SÆpps1, . . . , sn`1qσr‹s, sn`1s1Xσp1q, . . . , sn`1snXσpnq, sn`1Xσpn`1qq

Where we write´Xσpiq for ˚Xσpiq.

The rule dsr2:
For any rDs P A and @r‹s P rDs of arity n, s P B, X1, . . . , Xn P rLCs,

Sspr‹spX1, . . . , Xnq, Xn`1q dsr2
S´sp˚r‹spX1, . . . , Xnq, ˚Xn`1q

Proof. Follows from example 7.

Example 9. We can see that the preceding proof system is sound and complete with respect the original
one by using Corollary 3.

LetC be a connective family with action α ˚ β on any non-variable connective. As the variables, which
are not compatible with β, can’t access dsr1 we can useASLC to get back the Aucher’s display rules.

Below I write the original display rules, whose proof system (alongside with the introduction rules ‹ $,
$ ‹ ) we callGGL0

C .
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The rule dr1:
For any rDs P A, @r‹s P rDs of arity n, i ă n` 1, X1, . . . , Xn`1 P rLCs,

SÆpr‹s, X1, . . . , Xn`1q dr1
SÆppi n` 1qr‹s, X1, . . . , Xi´1, Xn, Xi`1, . . . , Xn, Xiq

The rule dr2:
For any s P B, X, Y P rLCs,

SspX, Y q dr2
S´sp˚X, ˚Y q

Proof. Let ‹ P C. Any rule dr1‹ .i can be translated into dsr1‹ .pi n`1q. Any rule dr2 can be translated
into dsr2.1.

We now want to translate the rule dsr1 into the original Aucher’s system.

We can decompose any σ P Sympnq in transpositions, all having n` 1 in the support, by recursively
multiplying σ with pn` 1 σ´pn` 1qq on the left, which will take σ´pn` 1q out from the support of σ.
Then σ will equal the permutations needed to reach the identity in the reverse order.

Therefore, we can write any pσ, bq as a sequence of ppa1 n ` 1q, 0q ¨ ¨ ¨ ppal n ` 1q, 0q ¨ pid, bq. The
rule dsr1‹ .pσ, bq ofASLC will be a composition of rules dr1‹ .pai n` 1q and, if b “ 1, dr2 by using
proposition 19.

Like this we will be able to translate the applications of the rule dsr1‹ .pσ1, b1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pσk, bkq. Before, let
us call the previously defined aj for each σi as ai, j . Indeed, the derivation is a composition of rules
dr1‹ .pa1, 1 n` 1q, . . . , dr1‹ .pa1, l1q, dr2 if b1 “ 1, dr1‹ .pa2, 1 n` 1q, . . . , dr1‹ .pa2, l2q, dr2 if b2 “ 1,
etc. We finish the recursion when we reach the application of rule dr1‹ .pak, lkq, followed by dr2 if
bk “ 1.

Theorem 7. LetC be a connective family with action α ˚ β on any non-variable connective. The proof
systemGGL0

C is sound and complete with respect to the atomic logics semantics.

Proof. Theorem 7.10 of Display and Hilbert Calculi for Atomic Logics. [2]
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Inductive Calculus {Generators : Connectives}
: @Structural_Formula _ (S_of_Cs (@full_Connectives Generators)) ->
@Structural_Formula _ (S_of_Cs (@full_Connectives Generators)) ->
Type

:=
| LRule (C : @Connective (@full_Connectives Generators))
: forall (X : forall i:'I_(arity C),
typed_Structural_Formula (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i))),

forall (φ : forall i:'I_(arity C),
typed_Formula (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i))),

(forall i:'I_(arity C),
unsigned_function
(tnth (sign C) (lift ord_max i) + (quantification C))%R
Calculus
(existT _ (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i)) (X i))
(existT _ (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i)) (from_formula (φ i)))) ->

unsigned_pivoted_function_S Calculus (S_of_C C)
X
(existT _ (tnth (type C) ord_max)
(from_formula (composition C φ)))

| RRule (C : @Connective (@full_Connectives Generators))
: forall (φ : forall i:'I_(arity C),
typed_Formula (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i))),

forall U : Structural_Formula,
unsigned_pivoted_function_S Calculus (S_of_C C)
(fun i => from_formula (φ i)) U ->

unsigned_pivoted_function_C Calculus C φ U
| dr1 (C : @Connective (full_Connectives Generators))
(p : 'Sym_(arity C).+1)
: forall (X : forall i:'I_(arity C).+1,
typed_Structural_Formula (tnth (@sk_type (@skeleton _ C)) i)),

unsigned_pivoted_function_S Calculus
(S_of_C C)
(fun i => X (lift ord_max i))
(existT _ _ (X ord_max)) ->

unsigned_pivoted_function_S Calculus
(S_of_C (@full_of_restricted_C _ C
(C_of_S (@α _ _ (S_of_C (restricted_of_full_C C)) p))))
(fun i =>
cast_Formula (@calculus_type_wf _ _ p i)
((X (p (lift ord_max i)))))

(existT _ _ (X (p ord_max))).

Figure 7: Implementation ofGGL0
C without dr2.

The unsigned functions are called S in the report, the cast_Formulas are to cast formulas between
equal types and the calculus_type_wf just checks that the type tuple of the residuation is the
permutation of components.
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Proposition 26. Let n be the arity of a connective ‹ .

In the calculusASLpα˚βqp‹q there are, for any n-ary connective ‹ , 2n`1pn` 1q sets of n! connectives,
where each pair of connectives in each set is provably equivalent by permutations (i.e. for any two ‹ , ‹ 1

there is some σ P Sympnq such that ‹pφ0, . . . , φni´1q %$ ‹
1pφσp0q, . . . , φσpni´1qq).

Therefore, by the last corollary we can replace each appearance of ‹ , ‹ 1 in the same set and r‹s, r‹ 1s in
any derivable sequent to get a new derivable sequent.

Proof. The sets correspond to the 2n`1pn` 1q orbits of t`σ P B ˚ Sympn` 1q | σpnq “ nu over the
connectives forming the Op‹q.

• Forb, σb (where σpnq “ n and therefore Æpσ‹q “ Æp‹q):

Id
SÆp‹qp‹pφ0, . . . , φn´1q, ‹pφ0, . . . , φn´1qq

‹ $´

SÆp‹qpr‹spφ0, . . . , φn´1q, ‹pφ0, . . . , φn´1qq
dsr1‹ .σ

SÆpσ ‹qprσ‹spφσp0q, . . . , φσpn´1qq, ‹pφ0, . . . , φn´1qq
σb $

SÆp‹qpσ‹pφσp0q, . . . , φσpn´1qq, ‹pφ0, . . . , φn´1qq

The reciprocal comes from the same derivation on σ‹ $´, dsr1 $ ‹ . $´ and σ´pσ‹q $.

This shows that for each coset of Sympn ` 1q by the subgroup Sympnq we need at most a sin-
gle representative, which greatly reduces the number of connectives and display rules. At the
same time, for what we commented in the proof of the display properties, we need at least a
representative of each residuation class pi n` 1qSympnq in the family structural connectives.

Lambek on Display

The rules of the Display Calculus for Lambek Calculus are:

From Rajeev Goré’s How to display your favourite substructural logic [10].
We have noted the connectives as follows (article’s connectives in the left):

• ; as rbs,
• ą as rzs,
• ă as r{s.
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Inductive display_derivation : lks -> lks -> Type :=
| display_id : forall (φ : lkf), display_derivation φ φ
| display1 : forall X Y Z,
display_derivation X (Z [/] Y) -> display_derivation (X [·] Y) Z

| display2 : forall X Y Z,
display_derivation (X [·] Y) Z -> display_derivation Y (X [\] Z)

| display3 : forall X Y Z,
display_derivation Y (X [\] Z) -> display_derivation X (Z [/] Y)

| tensorL : forall X (φ ψ : lkf),
display_derivation (φ [·] ψ) X -> display_derivation (φ·ψ) X

| tensorR : forall X Y (φ ψ : lkf), display_derivation X φ ->
display_derivation Y ψ -> display_derivation (X [·] Y) (φ·ψ)

| rresL : forall X (φ ψ : lkf),
display_derivation X (φ [\] ψ) -> display_derivation X (φ \ ψ)

| rresR : forall X Y (φ ψ : lkf), display_derivation X φ ->
display_derivation ψ Y -> display_derivation (φ \ ψ) (X [\] Y)

| lresL : forall X (φ ψ : lkf),
display_derivation X (φ [/] ψ) -> display_derivation X (φ / ψ)

| lresR : forall X Y (φ ψ : lkf), display_derivation φ X ->
display_derivation Y ψ -> display_derivation (φ / ψ) (X [/] Y)

| cut : forall (φ : lkf) X Z, display_derivation X φ ->
display_derivation φ Z -> display_derivation X Z

.

Figure 8: Implementation of Goré’s Non-Associative Lambek Display Calculus, we call itDLLambek

Axiom:

Id
p $ p

Residuation:

X $ Zr{sY
dp1

XrbsY $ Z
dp2

Y $ XrzsZ

Forb:

X1 $ φ1 X2 $ φ2
$ b

X1rbsX2 $ φ1 b φ2

φ1rbsφ2 $ X
b $

φ1 b φ2 $ X

For z:

X1 $ φ1 φ2 $ X2
$ z

φ1 z φ2 $ X1rzsX2

X $ φ1rzsφ2
z $

X $ φ1 z φ2

For {:

φ1 $ X1 X2 $ φ2
$ {

φ1 { φ2 $ X1r{sX2

X $ φ1r{sφ2
{ $

X $ φ1 { φ2

Rules ofDLLambek
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The rules of the calculus derived from atomic logics forbα are:

For any p “ pid, ˘, k, ˘q P L:

rps $ Z
dsr1p.id

rps $ Z

For any q “ pid, ´˘, k, ˘q P L:

X $ rqs
dsr1q.id

X $ rqs

Forb P L:

XrbsY $ Z
dsr1b.id

XrbsY $ Z
dsr1b.p2 3q

Y $ XrzsZ
dsr1b.p1 3q

X $ Zr{sY
dsr1b.p1 2q

Y rbrevsX $ Z
dsr1b.p1 2 3q

Y $ Zr{revsX
dsr1b.p3 2 1q

X $ Y rzrevsZ

Display Rules ofASLLambek

For any p “ pid, ˘, k, ˘q P L:

$ p
rps $ p

rps $ X
p $

p $ X

For any q “ pid, ´˘, k, ˘q P L:

$ q
q $ rqs

X $ rqs
q $

X $ q

Forb P L:
X1 $ φ1 X2 $ φ2

$ b
X1rbsX2 $ φ1 b φ2

φ1rbsφ2 $ X
b $

φ1 b φ2 $ X

For z P L:

X1 $ φ1 φ2 $ X2
$ z

φ1 z φ2 $ X1rzsX2

X $ φ1rzsφ2
z $

X $ φ1 z φ2

For { P L:

φ1 $ X1 X2 $ φ2
$ {

φ1 { φ2 $ X1r{sX2

X $ φ1r{sφ2
{ $

X $ φ1 { φ2

Left and Right Introduction Rules ofASLLambek
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As an example, we show the calculations for the rule dsr1.p2 3q.

SÆprbs, X, Y, Zq “ SDpXrbsY, Zq “ XrbsY $ Z
dsr1b.p2 3q

SÆprzs, X, Z, Y q “ S@pXrzsZ, Y q “ Y $ XrzsZ

We will characterize the relationship between the three Calculi.

Theorem 8. LetL be the Lambek Connective Family:

• If X, Y P rLLs do not contain rps or ˚, X $ASLL
Y in the tr‹s | ‹ P Lu-fragment of ASLL if

and only ifX $DLLambek Y .
• If φ, ψ P LL, φ $ASLL

ψ if and only if φ $DLLambek ψ if and only if φ $FL ψ.

Proof. We use proposition 24 to reduce the number of structural connective appearing in theASLL-
derivation.

We begin by showing equivalence between display calculi, ignoring structural propositional connec-
tives.
The display rules are exactly the same for the set of connectivesb, z and { and their restricted rule-set.
Also, the Introduction rules for binary connectives. The systems only differ by the Axiom Id inDL and
the left and right introduction rules for the propositional variables inC inASLL.
We have already shown that Id is derivable inASLL. Now transforming any derivationX $DLLambek Y

into a derivationX $ASLL
Y is trivial.

We want to see that if X $ASLL
Y does not contain any rps or rqs, then we can get a derivation

X $DLLambek Y . We proceed by induction on the derivation. By what we commented before, the last
inference must be some p $, q $, dsr1b,b $, z $, { $,$ b,$ z or$ {. In the first two cases the
premise has rps or rqs in some sequent, so that we can’t apply the induction step. We have a derivable
premise rps $ X (whereX has not any rp1s nor rq1s) and therefore, on the derivation, they must have
been introduced by$ p or$ q. In either case we delete all dsr1p.id and dsr1q.id and we change the
usages of$ p or$ q for premises rps $ p and q $ rqs, respectively. Now we change all the usages of
p $ by premises p $ p and q $ q. The new derivation doesn’t have any appearance of rps nor rqs and
can therefore be translated intoDLLambek. Note how the premises p $ p, q $ q now can be changed
into instances of the id axiom, so that we get from the derivation a proof ofX $DLLambek Y .

For all X, Y P rLLs not containing rps or ˚ a proof of X $DL Y implies τ´X $FL τ`Y and for all
φ, ψ P LL a proof of φ $FL ψ implies φ $DL ψ are found in the Coq code. By using Corollary 1 and
the first point, we get the second point.
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Corollary dp_lambek_lkf (φ ψ : lkf) : (φ ⊢ ψ)%lks -> (φ ⊢ ψ).
Theorem lambek_dp_lkf φ ψ : (φ⊢ψ) -> (φ⊢ψ)%lks.

Figure 9: We have proven the second point of Theorem 8 in Coq

We can also compute its semantics.

The interpretation for Lambek Calculus’ formulas given by the Atomic Logics is defined inductively as
follows:

Definition 30. For the setW , the relationR and modelM “ pW, tRuq:

• Jφb ψK :“ tw PW | Du, v PW, u P JφK^ v P JψK^R u v wu.
• Jφ z ψK :“ tw PW | @u, v PW, u R JφK_ v P JψK_R uw vu.
• Jφ { ψK :“ tw PW | @u, v PW, u P JφK_ v R JψK_Rw v uu.

This semantics are equal to the semantics given in definition 2.

As we commented before the Bi-Lambek calculus lacks some connectives from the full αˆ ς-orbit. We
list them below in Aucher’s syntaxis:

• brev: pp1 2q, `, D, 1, p1, 1q, p`, `qq.
• {rev: pp1 2 3q, ´, @, 1, p1, 1q, p`, ´qq.
• zrev: pp3 2 1q, ´, @, 1, p1, 1q, p´, `qq.
• ‘rev: pp1 2q, ´, @, 1, p1, 1q, p`, `qq.
• ărev: pp1 2 3q, `, D, 1, p1, 1q, p`, ´qq.
• ąrev: pp3 2 1q, `, D, 1, p1, 1q, p´, `qq.

6.2 Boolean Connectives and Hilbert Calculus

Definition 31. The Boolean Connectives setB is formed of exactly the following non-variables connec-
tives, for each k P N:

• Kk: pid, k, `, ´q. • Jk: pid, k, ´, ´q.

• ␣k: pid, k, p´, `q, ´q. • Ñk: pp2 3q, pk, k, kq, p´, `, ´q, ´q.
• ^k: pid, pk, k, kq, p`, `, `q, ´q. • _k: pid, pk, k, kq, p`, `, ´q, ´q.

Furthermore we add a non-empty set of variables of output type k and all possible tonicities.
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By abuse of notation we avoid the type subindex.

• The partition is ttK, Ju, t␣u, t^, _, Ñuu.
• The actions are αˆ ς on the connectives and id on the variables.

We note r^s “ r_s “ , , αpp1 2q, r^sq “ αpp1 2q, r_sq “ ,rev, αpp1 3q, r^sq “ rÐs, ςpp`, `, ´q, rÐ
sq “ rÐ1s,αpp1 2q, rÐsq “ rÐrevs,αˆςpp`, `, ´qp1 2q, rÐsq “ rÐ1

revs, ςpp`, `, ´q, rÑsq “ rÑ1s,
αpp1 2q, rÑsq “ rÑrevs, α ˆ ςpp`, `, ´qp1 2q, rÑsq “ rÑ1

revs and rJs “ rKs “ I . This poses no
problem as the different structural connectives associated can be distinguished by whether they appear
in the antecedent or the consequent.

Furthermore, we define r␣1s “ ςpp`, `, ´q, r␣sq “ ˚ and r␣s “ ˚. This is well-defined because
˚r␣s “ r␣1s˚, so that ˚ ˚X has a unique meaning depending on whether it appears in the antecedent
or the consequent, and´␣φ %$ φ and␣1 ´ φ %$ φ.

We add the following rules toGGLB :

Structural Rules:

The rule CI$:
For anyX, Y, U P rLCs,

pX, Y q $ U
CI$

pY, Xq $ U

The rule K$:
For anyX, Y, U P rLCs,

X $ U K$
pX, Y q $ U

The rule WI$:
For anyX, U P rLCs

n,

pX, Xq $ U
WI$

X $ U

The rule IWI$:
For anyX, U P rLCs

n,

pX, Iq $ U
IWI$

X $ U

The rule dr2:
For anyX, Y, Z P rLCs

n,

pX, Y q $ Z
dr2

X $ pZ, ˚Y q

A Boolean Connective FamilyC is a Connective FamilyC :“ B \ C 1, for some Connective FamilyC 1,
where we consider its proof system GGLC as the rules of GGLB along with the rules of GGL0

C from
example 9.

Using CI$, dsr1 and dr2 we can show:

• pX, Y q $ U if and only if pX,rev Y q $ U .
• U $ pX, Y q if and only ifU $ pX,rev Y q.
• pX, ˚Y q $ U if and only ifXrÐ1srevY $ U if and only if Y rÑ1sX $ U

if and only if Y rÑ1srevX $ U if and only ifXrÐ1sY $ U .
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• U $ pX, ˚Y q if and only ifU $ XrÐsrevY if and only ifU $ Y rÑsX

if and only ifU $ Y rÑsrevX if and only ifU $ XrÐsY .

Proposition 27. LetC be a Boolean Connective Family with actions on non-variable connectives α ˚ β.
The rule dsr2 is eliminable inGGLC .

Proof. LetX be a structure r‹spX1, . . . , Xnqwith r‹s non-compatible with β.

X $ Y K$
pX, Iq $ Y

CI$
pI, Xq $ Y

dr2
pI, ˚Y q $ ˚X

IWI$
˚Y $ ˚X

We note I $ X as$ X andX $ I asX $.

Let C be a Boolean Connective Family with action α ˚ β on non-variable connectives, we will now
define a new calculus for it on formulas. The rules for Atomic Hilbert’s Calculus are found in figure
10.

Some other rules can be derived fromAHLC :

For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i P t1, . . . , nu, φi P LC , j P t1, . . . , nu such that Æp‹q “ @,

If˘jp‹q “ `,

$ φj
R1

$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq

If˘jp‹q “ ´,

$ ␣φj
R2

$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq

For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i P t1, . . . , nu, j P t1, . . . , nu, φi, φ
1
j P LC such that Æp‹q “ D and

˘p‹qj “ `,

A5
$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj _ φ

1
j , . . . , φnq Ñ p‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ

1
j , . . . , φnqq

For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i P t1, . . . , nu, j P t1, . . . , nu, φi, φ
1
j P LC such that Æp‹q “ D and

˘p‹qj “ ´,

A6
$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj ^ φ

1
j , . . . , φnq Ñ p‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ

1
j , . . . , φnqq
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Axioms:

The axiom A0:

A0
$ J

The axiom A0’:

A0’
$ ␣K

The axiom A1:
For any φ P LC ,

A1
$ φÑ pφ^ φq

The axiom A2:
For any φ, ψ P LC ,

A2
$ pφ^ ψq Ñ φ

The axiom A3:
For any φ, ψ, ρ P LC ,

A3
$ pφÑ ψq Ñ p␣pψ ^ ρq Ñ ␣pρ^ φqq

The axiom A4:
For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i P t1, . . . , nu, φi P

LC ,

A4
$ ␣‹pφ1, . . . , φnq Ø ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq

The axiom A7:
For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i P t1, . . . , nu, j P t1, . . . , nu, φi P LC such that Æp‹q “ D,

A7
$ ‹pφ1, . . . , pj n` 1qp‹qpφ1, . . . , φnq, . . . φnq Ñ φj

The axiom A8:
For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i P t1, . . . , nu, j P t1, . . . , nu, φi P LC such that Æp‹q “ @,

A8
$ φj Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , pj n` 1qp‹qpφ1, . . . , φnq, . . . φnq

Axioms of Hilbert Calculus of Atomic Logics

Inference Rules:

The rule R3:
For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i, j P

t1, . . . , nu, φi, ψj P LC such that˘jp‹qÆp‹q “ D,

$ φj Ñ ψj
R3

$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , ψj , . . . , φnq

The rule R4:
For any n P N, ‹ P C of arity n, i P t1, . . . , nu, φi P

LC , j P t1, . . . , nu such that˘jp‹qÆp‹q “ @,

$ ψj Ñ φj
R4

$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , ψj , . . . , φnq

The rule MP:
For any φ, ψ P LC ,

$ φ $ φÑ ψ
MP

$ ψ

Rules of Hilbert Calculus of Atomic Logics

Figure 10: Hilbert Calculus of Atomic Logics,AHLC

Raül Espejo Boix 74



A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

Theorem 9. LetC be a Boolean Connective Family. LetX, Y be tr‹s | ‹ P Cu-structures, the sequent
X $ Y is derivable in GGLC if and only if the formula $ τpX $ Y q is derivable in AHLC , where
τpX $ Y q “ τ´pXq Ñ τ`pY q.

Proof. Let X and Y be structures. We begin by taking a derivation in the tr‹s | ‹ P Cu-fragment
of ASLC of X $ASLC

Y and proving$ τpX $ Y q in AHLC , we will proceed by induction on the
derivation.

The usages of dr1 refer to the rule dsr1 for α, in accordance to what was observed in example 9,
and the usages of dr2 refer to the one presented inGGLC .

• If the last inference of the derivation was some of the structural rules, the derivation corresponds
to a propositional logic lemma.

• If the last inference of the derivation was dr2 and we have structuresX , Y andZ such that by
induction hypothesis we can derivate$ τppX, Y q $ Zq, this is$ τ´pXq ^ τ´pY q Ñ τ`pZq,
then by a propositional logics’ lemma we get $ τ´pXq Ñ τ`pZq _ ␣τ´pY q. Using A4 and
doing case analysis on Y we know that$ τ`p˚Y q Ñ ␣τ´pY q so that byR4 we get$ pτ`pZq _

␣τ´pY qq Ñ τ`pZq _ τ`p˚Y q. Transitivity ofÑ lets us finish with$ τpX $ pZ, ˚Y qq.

• If the last inference of the derivation was dsr1 and Æp‹q “ D, then by induction hypoth-
esis we have $ ‹pτ´˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , τ´˘1p‹qpX1qq Ñ τ`pXn`1q. We will prove $ τpα ˚

βppb1, σ1q ¨ ¨ ¨ pbl, σlq, r‹spX1, . . . , Xn`1qqq in the Hilbert System. It suffices to show it true
α for pi n` 1q, as consecutive applications of the rule dsr1 over σ and σ1 are the same as the rule
dsr1 over σ1 ˝ σ and β for´ for the same reason. If we take σ P Sympnq and we decompose it in
transpositions, all having n` 1 in the support (the algorithm consists on recursively multiplying
σ by pn` 1 σ´pn` 1qq on the left, which will take σ´pn` 1q out from the support of σ, σ will
equal the permutations needed to reach the identity in the reverse order), we can extend the
inference to any permutation. Composing both the α and β cases we get the derivation for α ˚ β.

Let j P t1, . . . , nu and we further assume˘jp‹q “ `, by induction hypothesis we have

$ ‹pτ´˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , τ´˘np‹qpXnqq Ñ τ`pXn`1q

Therefore, by R3, we have

$ pj n` 1q‹pτ´˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , ‹pτ´˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , τ´˘1p‹qpX1qq, . . . , τ´˘np‹qpXnqq Ñ

pj n` 1q‹pτ´˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , τ`pXn`1q, . . . , τ´˘np‹qpXnqq (2)
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We conclude by transitivity ofÑ on the axiomA8

$ τ´˘jp‹qpXjq Ñ

pj n` 1q‹pτ´˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , ‹pτ´˘1p‹qpX1q, . . . , τ´˘1p‹qpX1qq, . . . , τ´˘np‹qpXnqq

and the sequent on derivation 2.

Whenever˘jp‹q “ ´we repeat the same procedure, but usingA7 andR4. Whenever Æp‹q “ @
we repeat the same procedure but using, respectively,A7 andR3 andA8 andR4.

• We will prove now$ ‹ , assuming that we can translate all sequents from the hypothesis. We
assume Æp‹q “ D. We proceed by induction on k over

$ ‹pτ´˘1pX1q, . . . , τ´˘npXnqq Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , φk, τ´˘k`1pXk`1q, . . . , τ´˘npXnqq

The base case k “ 0 is the propositional logic result$ AÑ A. The induction step consists on
using transitivity ofÑ after:

– when˘k`1 “ `,R3 for the first induction hypothesis onXk`1 $ φk`1 ($ τ`pXk`1q Ñ

φk`1).
– when ˘k`1 “ ´, R4 for the first induction hypothesis on φk`1 $ Xk`1 ($ φk`1 Ñ

τ´pXk`1q).

When Æp‹q “ @we inverse the applications ofR3 andR4.

The proof for the action of β corresponds to eliminating dr2.

• Applying induction hypothesis to the premises of ‹ $we can trivially infer the conclusions, as
they are the same sequents.

We now want to prove that if we can derive$ τpX $ Y q inAHLC then we can derive$ τpX $ Y q in
ASLC . We proceed by induction on the Hilbert Calculi derivation.

We want to highlight the following derivations

φ $ ψ
K$

φ, I $ ψ
CI$

I, φ $ ψ
dsr2^.p2 3q

I $ φrÑsψ
Ñ$

I $ φÑ ψ

I $ φÑ ψ
Ñ$´

I $ φrÑsψ
dsr2Ñ .p2 3q

I, φ $ ψ
CI$

φ, I $ ψ
IWI$

φ $ ψ

Therefore φ $ASLL
ψ can be derived if and only if$ASLL

φÑ ψ can be derived.
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• The inference rules which only use booleans connectives are lemmas from propositional logic.

• We want to prove axiomA4. First we prove$ ␣‹pφ1, . . . , φnq Ñ ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq and then
$ ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq Ñ ␣‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. With both sequents, by using $ ^ and IWI $ we
deriveA4.

We suppose first Æp‹q “ D. To prove $ ␣‹pφ1, . . . , φnq Ñ ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq we begin
with the identities φ1 $ φ1, . . . , φn $ φn and applying $ ‹ , we infer r‹spφ1, . . . , φnq $

‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. Now by dsr2 we have ˚‹pφ1, . . . , φnq $ ˚r‹spφ1, . . . , φnq. We then use␣ $
on the left and´‹ $ on the right, to find␣‹pφ1, . . . , φnq $ ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. We end with
K$, dsr1^ andÑ$.

Now to prove $ ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq Ñ ␣‹pφ1, . . . , φnq we begin with the identity
´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq $ ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. Using the inverse inference of ´‹ $ (Proposi-
tion 23) and then ␣ $ we deduce ´‹pφ1, . . . , φnq $ ␣‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. We end with K$,
dsr1^ andÑ$.

If Æp‹q “ @we invert the proof’s order.

• Now the proof of A7.
It corresponds to dr1 after applying the inverse of pj n ` 1q‹ $ on the right of pj n `
1q‹pφ1, . . . , φnq $ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. We end by using dr2.

• The proof of A8. It corresponds to dr1 after applying the inverse of pj n` 1q‹ $ on the left of
pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , φnq $ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , φnq. We end by using dr2.

• The proof of R3.
It corresponds to the inverse ofÑ$, dr2,$ ‹ , dr2 andÑ$ in that order.

• Finally, the proof of R4.
It corresponds to the inverse ofÑ$, dr2,$ ‹ , dr2 andÑ$ in that order.

We now write the proof ofR1 andA5, which will also illustrate howR2 andA6 are proven.

Proof ofR1:
We have$ φj , by usingMP on axiomA8
we get$ ‹pφ1, . . . , pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq.
Furthermore, by RuleR3 on the propositional logic’s result$ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , φnq Ñ J

we get$ ‹pφ1, . . . , pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , J, . . . , φnq.
The ruleMP gets us$ ‹pφ1, . . . , J, . . . , φnq.
We use ruleR3 on$ J Ñ φj to get$ ‹pφ1, . . . , J, . . . , φnq Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq.
We end by using again the ruleMP .

Raül Espejo Boix 77



A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

Proof ofA5:
We have by axiomA8 that$ φj Ñ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

and$ φ1
j Ñ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φ

1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq.

We get byR3 on the propositional logics results
$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ

1
j , . . . , φnq

and$ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnq Ñ ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ

1
j , . . . , φnq that

$ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

Ñ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

and

$ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

Ñ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

By transitivity ofÑwe get

$ φ1 Ñ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

and

$ φ1
1 Ñ pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ

1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

Propositional logic results give us

$ pφj_φ
1
jq Ñ pj n`1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq_ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ

1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

By ruleR3,

$ ‹pφ1, . . . , pφj _ φ
1
jq, . . . , φnq

Ñ p‹pφ1, . . . ,

pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq, . . . , φnqq

AxiomA7 tells us

$‹pφ1, . . . , pj n` 1q‹pφ1, . . . , ‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq, . . . , φnq

Ñ p‹pφ1, . . . , φj , . . . , φnq _ ‹pφ1, . . . , φ
1
j , . . . , φnqq

We finish the derivation by transitivity ofÑ.
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7 Conclusions and Future Work

The context in which this report is written is the discovery by Aucher that residuation can be explained
with two group actions. In this report we see that using a class of actions we can still prove the
display theorem for their Atomic Logics, reinforcing Aucher’s findings. Through this framework left and
right introduction rules are already given (although it may sometimes be necessary to work with a
composition of Atomic Logics rules, called then Molecular Logics), reducing the problem of defining a
logics into extending the proof system with structural rules in an approach satisfying Došen principle.
Some of the problems we found in the process of formalizing Atomic Logics were related to the lack of
a precise definition for connective families, which we just introduced.

In this report we have provided a finitary version of Aucher’s action by using the semi-direct product of
the actions α : Sympn` 1q Ñ GLpZ { 2Zqn`1 and ς : pZ { 2Zqn`1 Ñ GLpZ { 2Zqn`1. We have also
given an explicit formulation for his version of the action. We constructed a new framework where we
can compare different possible versions of actions on connective families. This includes definitions for
connectives and structures by algebraic means. In proposition 19 we have given a result which makes
it possible to construct a new sequent calculus and prove the display theorem 5 in arbitrary connective
families (not necessarily using theα ˚β action). Other results in the report are the proof of redundancy
of 4 Hilbert System Rules, the proof of equivalence between the Hilbert and the Sequent Systems
for Atomic Logics, the proof of Craig Interpolation on Atomic Logics and the proof of proposition 25.
This last proposition gives a contraexample to the reciprocal of proposition 20 and it shows the need
for explicitly giving the partitions on propositional letters. The author personal interpretation on
this report is that an algebraic interpretation of Atomic Logics properties has made possible a better
understanding on the matter, and provided necessary changes on the theory for its implementation
on a proof-assistant.

There are some topics this report has not covered. Namely, the construction of a connective family
with action on pZ { 2Zqn`1ˆZ { pn` 1qZ, whose logic is equi-expressive to the one given byαˆ ς by
using proposition 26, greatly reducing so the complexity of the resulting Atomic Logics, a study on how
to fully embed boolean negation structural connective ˚ inside connective families, a study on how
to properly add structural rules to the proof systems and properly formalize a wider range of logics
with it. Possibly this last point will be best covered in a proof-checker software, where we might profit
from formalizing on it proposition 19 before establishing a choice for the actions we are interested
in for Connective Families. Specially relevant would be to have a survey on those properties in proof
systems we are interested in proving within the general context of fragments of first-order logics. Some
open questions are whether it is possible to have connective families more expressive than those of
action α ˚ β, how does adding structural connectives change a connective families and sufficient and
necessary conditions for completeness of the newly presentedASLC Calculi with regard to the Kripke
semantics.
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Some Comments on the Internship

The Master Thesis research has mainly developed in two halves. On the first half we planned to write
down in Coq the proof system and semantics of Atomic Logics and then going on proving the display
theorem, consistency with regard to the semantics and some results on those lines. For it I chose the
mathcomp library as an appropriate context for introducing Atomic Logics, both for its usage of group
theory and for the common goal of keeping everything computable. At this point the formalization
showed several difficulties, which did not seem natural in the problem we were working on. Indeed,
the action presented in Guillaume Aucher’s articles required a lot of dependent typing for its definition
and furthermore it used a free product of groups, which is an infinite groups. This second point was
a huge problem, as mathcomp does not work with infinite groups. For this reason I tried to work
separately with the display calculus using only the rule dr1, resulting on the proof of action commit,
where I provide a version of the proof system without dr2. By this point I had already found a function
which did the same as Guillaume Action but without having to resort to its definition as an action and I
was planning to go on into adding dr2 without even having to use the free product.

At that moment another problem showed up: I had been using full orbits and representing structures
as copies of those full orbits. To have the most flexibility in the code we required for the connective set
the possibility of being strict subsets of the full orbit. This point was quite worrying, as it was not clear
to me what were the connective families. On this second half I begun to work on a precise formulation
of connective families and structures. During this process I realised that the residuation action α in
Atomic Logics was acting as a linear transformation on tonicity signatures. Guillaume pointed out to
me that he had already expected some parallelism with geometry in his first article on the topic[5], so
that this observation stays in line with the expectations. This geometrical interpretation turned out to
be a useful insight, as it led me to use the semi-direct product of groups for providing a new action
giving the same orbits to Aucher’s while being defined on a finite group.
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Appendix: α is an action

In this appendix the theorem sk_α_is_action found in proof of action commit
is presented. This constitutes a proof of Proposition 5. This original proof
is quite long and Proposition 11 along with Proposition 12 constitute an
alternative to it.

The code is written in the SSReflect extension of Coq and uses mathcomp
libraries.

Theorem sk_α_is_action {n} : is_action [set: 'Sym_n.+1] (@ska_Residuation n).
Proof.
rewrite /ska_Residuation/sk_Residuation.
apply: is_total_action => [C|C p1 p2];
case: C => C Heq;
apply sa_inj => /=;
case: C Heq => n0 p s q t Heq.
f_equal.
- rewrite -permP => x.
by rewrite permE /= cast_permE permE /= cast_ordKV.
- rewrite /= cast_permE permE /= cast_ordKV eq_refl /=.
apply eq_from_tnth => i.
by rewrite tnth_map cast_permE permE /= cast_ordKV tnth_ord_tuple.
- by rewrite cast_permE permE /= cast_ordKV eq_refl.
- apply eq_from_tnth => x.
rewrite tnth_map /=.
f_equal.
apply (@perm_inj _ (cast_perm (f_equal S (eqP Heq)) 1)).
by rewrite cast_permE permE /= cast_ordKV tnth_ord_tuple.

case H1 : (cast_perm (f_equal succn (eqP Heq)) (p1 * p2) ord_max != ord_max);
last (move: H1 => /eqP H1);
(case H2 : (cast_perm (f_equal succn (eqP Heq)) p1 ord_max != ord_max);
last (move: H2 => /eqP H2);
(case H3 : (cast_perm (f_equal succn (eqP Heq)) p2 ord_max != ord_max);
last move : H3 => /eqP H3);
(f_equal;
first 1 [
by rewrite /= -mulgA cast_perm_morphM |
apply eq_from_tnth => x;
rewrite !tnth_map !tnth_ord_tuple;
case H6 : (x != ord_max);
first (
case H4 : (cast_perm (f_equal succn (eqP Heq)) (p1 * p2) x != ord_max);



last (move: H4 => /eqP H4);
(case H5 : (cast_perm (f_equal succn (eqP Heq)) p2 x != ord_max);
last (move: H5 => /eqP H5)));
last (move: H6 => /eqP H6)];

last 1 [apply eq_from_tnth => x; rewrite !tnth_map !tnth_ord_tuple;
by rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= cast_ordK];
try (rewrite !cast_permE permE /= in H1 H2 H3;

by rewrite -[p2 _](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H3 H2 eq_refl in H1);
try (rewrite -[in RHS]H1 in H4;

by rewrite (perm_inj H4) eq_refl in H6);
try (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3;

rewrite -[p2 _](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H3 in H1;
by rewrite H1 eq_refl in H2);

try (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3;
move: H1; rewrite -[in RHS]H2 => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj H1;
by rewrite H1 !cast_ordKV eq_refl in H3);

try (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3;
by rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK)

)).
- + rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.

repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK).
rewrite !H1 /=.
move: H1 (H4) => /negbTE H1 /negbTE H4'.
rewrite !H1 !H4' /=.
have H7 : (forall p' : 'Sym_n.+1, cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p' (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x)) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p' (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false).
intros. apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/cast_ord_inj/eqP.
apply/negP. exact: H6.

rewrite -{2}compM -{1}[p1 (p2 (cast_ord _ x))]compM.
rewrite !H7.
have H8 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP. apply/negP.
exact: H3.

have H9 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP. apply/negP.
exact: H5.

rewrite !H8.



move: H5 => /negbTE H5.
rewrite !H5 !cast_ordK /= !H4 !H4' !H9.
rewrite !addTb !mulgE !addNb !negbK !addbN.
rewrite addbA -[_(+)(_ _ (_ _ (p1 (p2 _))))(+)_]addbA.
rewrite [_ _ (_ _ (p1 (p2 _)))(+)_ _ (_ _ (p1 (cast_ord _ _)))]addbC addbA.
by rewrite addbb addFb.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK).
move: (H1) (H4) => /negbTE H1' /negbTE H4'.
have H7 : (cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) = false).
apply/negbTE/negP => /eqP/cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/perm_inj/cast_ord_inj.
exact/eqP.

have H9 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP. apply/negP.
exact: H3.

rewrite H1' H4' H7 H9 /=.
rewrite -{1}[p2 (_ _ x)](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H5.
by rewrite !addTb !mulgE !addNb -addbC.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK).
have H7 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/negP => /eqP/cast_ord_inj/perm_inj.
exact/eqP.

have H8 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/negP => /eqP/cast_ord_inj/perm_inj.
exact/eqP.

have H10 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x)) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/negP => /eqP/cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/cast_ord_inj.
exact/eqP.

move: (H1) (H5) => /negbTE H1' /negbTE H5'.



rewrite !H1 !H1' !H5' !H7 !H10 !cast_ordK !H8 !H4 eq_refl /=.
by rewrite !addTb !mulgE !addNb negbK addbC addbA addbb addFb.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
rewrite -[p2 _](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H5 in H4.
by rewrite H4 eq_refl in H2.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK).
move: (H1) (H2) (H3) => /negbTE H1' /negbTE H2' /negbTE H3'.
have H9 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP. apply/negP.
exact: H3.

rewrite !H6 !H1 !H3 !H1' !H3' !H9 !eq_refl /= !H2' /=.
rewrite !addTb !mulgE !addNb negbK !addbN addbA.
by rewrite [(_ (+) _) as X in (X (+) _ _ ord_max)]addbC !addbA addbb addFb.

- rewrite tnth_map. rewrite tnth_ord_tuple. rewrite cast_permE permE /= in H1.
rewrite compM tpermD; last first.
- apply/eqP => /perm_inj/esym. apply/eqP. exact: H3.
- rewrite eq_sym !cast_permE /= cast_ordK. exact: H1.
rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= cast_ordK H1.
rewrite !mulgA !mulgE [in RHS]/= ![in _ (+) _ _ (_ _ (p1 (cast_ord _ _)))]addbC.
by rewrite !addbA addbb addFb [_ (+) ─]addbC.
- + rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.

repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK).
have H9 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP. apply/negP.
exact: H5.

have H7 : (cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) = false).
apply/negbTE/negP => /eqP/cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/perm_inj/cast_ord_inj.
exact/eqP.

move: (H5) (H4) => /negbTE H5' /negbTE H4'.
rewrite !H4' !H9 !H7 /=.
by rewrite -[(p2 _) in LHS](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H3.
+ rewrite -[in RHS]H5 in H3.
apply perm_inj in H3.
by rewrite H3 eq_refl in H6.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.



repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK).
rewrite !H4 eq_refl /=.
by rewrite -[(p2 _) in LHS](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H3.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= !cast_ordK).
rewrite -[(p2 _)](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H5 in H4.
by rewrite H4 eq_refl in H2.
+ rewrite !H6 !H3 !H1 !H2.
rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /=).
move: (H1) (H2) => /negbTE H1' /negbTE H2'.
rewrite H1' H2' !eq_refl /=.
by rewrite -[(p2 _) in LHS](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H3.

- rewrite cast_permE permE /=.
rewrite cast_permE /= in H3.
rewrite -[p2 _](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H3.
by rewrite cast_permE.
- + rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.

repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /=).
move: (H4) (H5) => /negbTE H4' /negbTE H5'.
have H8 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x)) ==

cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP.
exact/negP.

have H9 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/perm_inj/eqP.
exact/negP.

by rewrite !H4' !H5' !H8 !H9 !cast_ordK.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
by rewrite -[p2 _](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H5 H2 eq_refl in H4.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
rewrite -[in RHS]H4 in H2.
move: H2 => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj H2.
by rewrite -H2 cast_ordKV eq_refl in H5.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /=). rewrite !cast_ordK.
move: (H1) (H3) => /negbTE H1' /negbTE H3'.
by rewrite !H6 !H1 !H3 !H1' !H3' !eq_refl !H2.

- f_equal. f_equal.
by rewrite tnth_map /= tnth_ord_tuple !cast_permE !permE /= cast_ordK.



- + rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /=). rewrite !cast_ordK.
move: (H5) (H4) => /negbTE H5' /negbTE H4'.
have H7 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p1 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP.
exact/negP.

have H8 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x)) ==

cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.

apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP.
exact/negP.

rewrite !H1 eq_refl /= !H5' !H8 !cast_ordK !H4' /= !H7.
by rewrite mulgA !mulgE addbb addFb.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /=). rewrite !cast_ordK.
by rewrite !H1 eq_refl /= -[p2 _](cast_ordK (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) H5.
+ rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permE /=). rewrite !cast_ordK.
move: (H2) (H3) => /negbTE H2' /negbTE H3'.
rewrite !H6 !H1 !H3 !H3' !eq_refl !H2 !H2' /=.
by rewrite mulgA !mulgE addbb addFb.

- rewrite cast_permE permE /= in H1.
rewrite tnth_map tnth_ord_tuple !cast_permE !permE /= cast_ordK.
by rewrite H1 eq_refl /= mulgA !mulgE addbb addFb.

Qed.
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