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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
Logicsintroduced by Guillaume Aucher. Atomic Logics let us represent very general left and
rightintroduction rules and they come along a new kind of rules based on display logics and
residuation. Anew 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 | 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 a * 3 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, itis 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
connective ® is the concatenation operator. This operator can be given left and right divisions: for any
two categories ! X and Y we say that the functor X /Y combines with an argument Y to the right to
form an X and the functor Y\ X combines with an argument Y to the left to form an X. [12]

We can see that ® works as a sort of conjunction by representing plain and simple concatenation
of concepts and /, \, 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
{®, /, \}, which we call FLL on propositional letters {S, N, NP, AP, VP, PP}.

Example 1. (Jo) presento la logica de la gramatica, where:

« Joisan NP.
This category can be understood as a personal pronoun.
+ Presentoisan (NP\S)/NP.
This category can be understood as a transitive verb.
« Laisan NP/N.
This can be understood as a determiner.
« Logicaisan N.
This can be understood as a common noun.
« Deisan (N\N)/NP.
This can be understood as a preposition.

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

Raul Espejo Boix 2



A Study on Actions for Atomic Logics

Inductive derivation : Ikf -> Ikf -> Type :=
| axiom_id : forall ¢ : Ikf, derivation ¢ ¢

| resl : forall ¢ y p : Ikf, derivation (¢ y) p -> derivation ¢ (p/y)
| res2 : forall ¢ y p : Ikf, derivation (¢ y) p -> derivation y (¢\p)
| res3 : forall ¢ y p : Ikf, derivation @ (p/y) -> derivation (¢-y) p
| res4 : forall ¢ y p : Ikf, derivation g (@\p) -> derivation (¢-y) p

Figure 1: Implementation of Non-Associative Lambek Calculus

« Gramaticaisan N.
This can be understood as a common noun.

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

« This example would then correspond in FLL to:

(Jo) presento la logica de la gramatica :

NP® ((NP\S)/NP)® (NP/N)® (N ® (N\N)/NP)® ((NP/N) ® N)))))
« By the rules informally presented previously this reduces to
(Jo) presento la logica de la gramatica : 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: For\: For /:
Id B~ A\C A-C/B
A®BEFC A®BFC
A®B|—0L2 A®B|—0L4
Br A\C A-C/B
Rules of FIL

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 (£, £, =) where

« Lisa logical language built as a set of well-formed expressions from a set of connectives and a
set of propositional letters.

+ £isaclass of pointed models.

« = is a satisfaction relation relating in a compositional manner elements of £ to models of £.

The set of formulasin £ 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 (W, R, V'), where W is a non-
empty set of worlds, R is a ternary relation over W and V' is a valuation from A x W to the booleans,
where A is the set of propositional letters in our language.

Then we define inductively on formulas its interpretation function through:

* [p] :={weVp)}
oY) :={weW |Fu,ve W, ue [p] andv € [¢] and Ruv w}.
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Fixpoint force {W} (M : kripke W) (w : W) (¢ : Ikf) :=
letR:=relWMinletV :=valWMin
match ¢ with
|[varn=>Vnw
| @ -y => exists (uv:W),

Ruvwnaforce Mug@ A force Mv y
| @ /@ => forall (uv:W),
Rwvu->force Mvuy->force Mu @
| @\ g => forall (uv:W),
Ruwv->force Mu ¢ -> force M v y
end.

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

s [e\Y] :i={weW |Vu,ve W, Ruwwvandu € [¢] imply v € [¢]}.
e o/ Y] i={weW |Vu,ve W, Rwvuandv € [¢] imply u € [¢]}.[7]

We define (M, w) &= ¢ to hold if and only if w € [M]).

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,
AR A .
_Ara v-IS
A-Av —A s
HAv—-A —-A
Y - v-IS

HAv A Av —A
FAv-—-A

Contraction
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Hilbert,

[

A Av(A— L)

(Av(A—1)—

)y—1

2. (AvA-1)y-1)-A->1
3. (A— )—»A\/(A—>L)

5 (A-1)—

6. (Av(A—-1))—

7. (

8 (AvA-1)y—-1)—-A4) —
9. (AvA-1)—-1)—-1

0. (Av(A-1)—->1)—->1)-

1. Av(A— 1)

Where we call B the lemma

1. A—-B
B—->C
(B—>C)—>A—B—C

2
3

4. A—>B-C
5. (A>B—>C)—>
6

7

(A

( 1) -

(A )— L) —
(AvA-L))-1l)-A->D—->(Av(A-1) - L) -4 > (Av(A->1)—>1) -1
( )

(A )

( )

Av (A1)

Premise
Premise
Axiom

MP23

(B—C)— A—C Axiom

(B>C)—>A->C MP 54

A—-C MP 61
And we call N the lemma
1. A-B Premise
2. A->B—>1)>(A->B)>A—>1 Axiom
3. B>1)->A—->B->1 Axiom
4 (B->1)»(A->B)»>A—>1 B32
5 (B-1)»A—->B)—>A->1)>(B—-1)—>(A—>B)—>(B—>1)—>A—> 1 Axiom
6. (B—-1)-»(A—-B)»>B—-1)—-A—>_1 MP 54
7 A-B)-»(B—1)—>(A->B) Axiom
8. (B—>1l)—(A— B) MP71
9. B-o>1l)—>A—1 MP 68

Both proof styles always produce tree structures.

Axiom
N1
Axiom
N3
Axiom
B45
Axiom
MP 72
MP 8 6
Axiom

MP 109

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

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 A is noted o, another common
notation is the semicolon ; butin 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 structures X, Y we may form asequent X Y.

Let £ be a formal language. From any set of formulas and an extra formula in £ 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. /n the introductory section we worked with the formal language given by
Lr:=V|Lr®LL|Lr/LL| L\ Ly

Where V = {S, N, NP, AP, VP, PP}.

This notation must be understood as follows:

Each p € V is a well-formed formula.
« Forany p, q well-formed formulas, p ® 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 \ q is also a well-formed formula.

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

,CB::ZV‘_L’T|,CBA,CB‘EB\/[:B|,CB—>[,B|—',CB

Raul Espejo Boix 7
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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 £ 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 £. 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 (£, &€, =) and a proof system P defined on L, we say that P is sound with respect to
£ if every theorem is a validity and we say that P is complete with respect to £ if every validity is a
theorem.

1.3 Proof Theory

We now assume a language £ 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 GrundZziige der Theorischen Logik can be seen a
departing point for Proof Theory (following Ono), while still only working with Hilbert systems.

Arule R € 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.

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

Arule R € P with a set of premises T" and conclusion S’ is said to be invertible when forany S € T
the inference rule with premise S’ 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 each X, Z structures and ¢ formula, from
X + pand ¢ - 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 constituent X of a sequent S is displayed if X is the full antecedent or consequent of
S.

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

A calculus satisfies the display property if for every constituent X of a sequent S there is a structurally
equivalent sequent S” where X 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 system GG L 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].
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Like the parameters U, V, W, (U, V') and X when X := (U, V'), W in therule:

X, XFY
XrY

Giving the particular inference:

(U, V), W), (U, V), W)Y
(U, V), W)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.

+ C'1 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.

« (4 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 partin 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.

« C'7 Closure under substitution for antecedent parameters:
When substituting simultaneously all congruent parameters of an antecedent partin 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

Ralil 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 - p and ¢ - Z of inferences I and J, where ¢
is a principal constituent, either p equals X or Z or we caninfer X  Z from the premises of I
and J, using the cut rule only for strict subformulas of .

Theorem 1. /n any calculus satisfying the rules C2 to C8 the cut rule, expressed as follows, is admissible:

For any pair of structures X and Z and any formula , from the sequents X + ¢ and ¢ — Z we can
infer X + Z.

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

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

« If ¢ is non-parametric in both derivations from the premise the resulting derivation corresponds
to the one given by C8.

« If o were to be parametric only in the derivation ¢ — Z, we already know that whenever we have
a derivation ¢ - Y where ¢ is non-parametric then we can also derive X Y.
We recursively build a set out of the constituents congruent to the parametric ¢ of the derivation
of p -+ Z (which we call set of parametric ancestors of ¢ in the derivation of p - 7).
We build a new inference tree by substituting in the derivation of ¢ — Z every parametric
ancestor of ¢ by X. If suffices to show that this inference tree with conclusion X + Z can be
derived.
We proceed by induction on the derivation ¢ - Z. Let us take the inference I'nf of premises
S1, ..., Spand conclusion U — V/, falling in the set of rules. By induction hypothesis we take
the derivations S7, ..., S] with X in place of ¢. We take the sequent U’ — V' by replacing ¢
with X in all of its parametric ancestors which are also parametric in the conclusion Inf. By
definition of parametric ancestor and C'3 we have that if there is any constituent of I'nf which is
a parametric ancestor of o then all of the constituents congruent toitin In f also are parametric
ancestors of . By C4, all the parametric ancestors of ¢ are antecedent parts, we can then use C'7
to show that the inference with premises S7, ..., S} and conclusion U’ - V' falls also into the
set of rules (thanks to the derivation X ¢, where we already know ¢ to be non-parametric). If
all the parametric ancestors in U — V were to be parametric also in the conclusion of Inf then
we are done. If not, by C'5 and C'4, we have that ¢ covers all of U and therefore it is equal to U’.
By the second part of C'7, as U has not been substituted we know that it is non-parametric in the
new inference, case which we have already shown.

+ If ¢ were to be parametric in the derivation X - ¢, we already know that whenever we have a
derivation Y ¢ where ¢ is non-parametric then we can also derive Y - Z.

Raul Espejo Boix 11
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We build a new inference tree by substituting in the derivation of X - ¢ every parametric
ancestor of ¢ by Z. If suffices to show that this inference tree with conclusion X + Z can be
derived.

We proceed by induction on the derivation X I . Let us take the inference Inf of premises
S1, ..., Syand conclusion U + V, fallingin the set of rules. By induction hypothesis we take the
derivations S7, ..., S] with Z in place of ¢. We take the sequent U’ - V' by replacing ¢ with Z
in all of its parametric ancestors which are also parametric in the conclusion In f. By definition of
parametric ancestor and C'3 we have that if there is any constituent of In f which is a parametric
ancestor of o then all the constituents congruent to itin In f also are parametric ancestors of .
By C4 all the parametric ancestors of  are consequent parts, we can then use C6 to show that
the inference with premises S7, ..., S and conclusion U’ - V" falls also in the set of rules. If all
the parametric ancestors in U  V were to be parametric also in the conclusion of In f then we
are done. If not, by C'5 and C'4, we have that ¢ covers all of V and therefore it is equal to V’. By
the second part of C'6, 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 rule C6 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. /f P satisfies C'1 then it has the subformula property.

Note that the previously presented cut rule doesn’t satisfy C'1, 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 on C1.

We call the following rule analytic cut:
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If we can derive X — ¢ and ¢ — Z and ¢ is a subformula of some formula in X or Z, then we can
derive X - 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 connectivesin J.

Let P and P’ be proof systems on languages £ and L' 2 L, respectively. We say that P’ is a conservative
extension of P if any formula from £ derivable in P’ is also derivable in P’.

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.
Let X be a sequent. We note by V(X ) the variables in formulas appearing in X.

We say that P has the Craig’s Interpolation property if any pair of formulas ¢ and p such that ¢ - p
is derivable in P, then there is a formula v such that ¢ - ¢ and ¢ - p are derivable and V' (¢)) <

V(e) nV(p).

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

2 Algebraic Preliminaries

Amonoid (C, -, 1) is a set C equipped with an associative binary operation with identity 1 such that
YVaeC,a-1=1-a=a.

A group is a monoid such that every element in C is invertible, that is, Vx € C, 3y € C such that
x -y = 1. If its operation is commutative,Vz, y € C, x - y = y - x, we say that C'is an abelian group. A
subgroup of C'is a subset D < C such that the group operation of C restricted to D is also a group
operation.
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Groups have two common notations for its operators, namely (-, 1) and (+, 0), 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 © : C — D is a function such that ¢(1) = 1
andVz, y € C, p(z - y) = ¢(z) - ¢(y). Amorphism of groups o : C — D is a function such that
Ve, ye C, p(x-y) = ¢(x) - ¢(y). An isomorphism of groups is a bijective morphism.

Let C' be a monoid and S a set. We call a monoid actiona : C x S — SsuchthatVz e S, a(l, z) ==
andVz € S, g, h € C, a(g, a(h, z)) = a(g - h, x). We call a group action to a monoid action of a
group.

Let C' be a group. We note by Aut(C') the group of isomorphisms C' — C with product its composition.
We call it the automorphisms group.

Let C'and D be groups with group operations -¢ and - respectively. The semi-direct product of C
and D for a morphism ¢ : D — Aut(C) is composed of:

e« ThesetC x D,
« the group operation (z, y), (z, w) — (z ¢ ¢(y)(z), y -p w). Itisnoted C' x D.

Thedirect product of C and D is the semi-direct product on C' and D given by morphism ¢ : g — id.

Sym(n + 1) is called the symmetric group on n + 1 elements. Its elements are the bijections on the
set{1, ..., n+ 1}. Weuse for Sym(n + 1) the operation o - p = p o o, where o is the composition of p
and o as functions.

Let C' and D be two groups, the free product of C and D, noted C = D, is composed of:

+ The set of words W on the cartesian product C' x D with identity idyy the empty word, quotiented
by v(g, h)(id¢, K )w ~ v(g, h- K )w,v(g, idp)(¢’, h)w ~ v(g - ¢, idp)w and v(id¢, idp)w =
vw,whereg, ¢ € C, h, W € D, v, we C % D,

+ the operation w, v — w - v, the concatenation of both words.

If C'isagroupand D < C'is a subgroup we call a left D-coset an equivalence class of the equivalence
relation given by V., y € C, = ~ yifand onlyif z~! - y € D. In the precedent definition, y would be a
member of the z D left coset. Similarly on the right.

If D is a normal subgroup,i.e. Vx € C, xD = Duz, its cosets form a group with product zD, yD —
xD -yD = (x - y)D. We call it the quotient group.

Example 4. The subgroup Sym(n) ~ {o € Sym(n) | o(n + 1) = n + 1} provides an example for cosets
which do not form a group with element-wise multiplication. It is not a normal subgroup of Sym(n + 1),
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 — D bea
morphism. Then f : f / Ker f — Im f is an isomorphism.

We say that an element g of a set C' with operation - is involutive whenever g -¢ g = id.

2.1 Actions

Let Sbeasetanda : C' x S — S an action. The action a is called free whenever for any z € 5,
a(g, ) = xzimplies g = id. The action a is called faithful whenever (Vz € S, a(g, ) = z) implies
g = id. The action a is called transitive whenever Vz, y € S thereis some g € C suchthata(g, z) = v.
Aregular action is a free and transitive action.

Proposition 2. Let G bea group, Sbeasetanda : G x S — S be an action. An action is reqular if and
onlyifVz € S, a(., x) is a bijective function G — S.

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

Proof. Indeed, we send identity to z. Any other y € S has some g € G such thata(g, ) = y so that we
can send g to y and the aplication is surjective, we call it ¢. Finally, for any two a(g, ) = y = a(h, x)
we have g = h so that the application is injective. The other implication is trivial. We define the group

operationon Sbyy -z = ¢(¢p 1 (y) - p71(2)).
O

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

Proof. Let a be an action of the group G onthe set S and letz, y € S. Asz and y are in the same orbit
thereis some g € G such thata(g, x) = y. Therefore, a restricted to G x a(G, ) is transitive.

O

Given a group G, aset A and a group actiona : G x A — A, the orbit of « over B < Aistheimage
a(G, B).

Whenever we can assume safely the group we are talking about we will note the orbit «(B). When
B = {x} forsome x € S we write a(z).

Let A be a set. The semi-direct product for o of two actionsa : G x A — A,b: H x A — Asuch
thatVx € A, g€ G, he H, b(h, a(g, z)) = a(p(h, g), b(h, x))istheactionb x a: G x H x A —
A ((g, h), x) — alg, b(h, z)).

The composition action of two commuting actionsa : G x A — A,b: H x A — Alis the semi-direct
product of its actions over the morphism g — id. Itis noted a o b.
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b x aisanactionthanksto (b x a)((g, h), (b x a)((¢', 1), x)) = a(g, b(h, a(g’, b(K', x)))) =
a(g-qge(h, g), b(h-gh',z))=(bxa)g, h)-aum, ).

a o bequals the free product action of b and a.

Let G and H be two groups. If o and /3 are actions of G and H on a set X, then the free product action
axfisthemappingaxf : GxH x X — X givenby (ax)(g,z) = a(gr, B(h1, ..., algn, Blhn, 2)))),
whereVie {1, ..., n}, g€ G,h; € Hand g = g1hi ... gnhn.

Let C' be agroupand S beaset. Leta : C' x S — S bean action. The stabilizer of an element z € C,
noted C,, is the set of g € C' such thata(g, =) = =.

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. Let C' be agroup, Saset,a:C x S — Sanaction. Letx, y € S suchthata(z) = a(y), then

we take a g € C' such thata(g, =) = y and we define the morphism ¢ : C, » Cy i h+—g-h-g L.

O]

Lemmal. Let C and D be two groups, ¢ : C — Dand : D — C be morphisms. Let S be aset, x € S
anda : C xS — Sandb: D x S — S be two actions such thatVg € C, b(p(g), x) = a(g, =) and
Vge D, a(y(g), z) = b(g, ). ThenC / Cy = D / D,.

Proof. Letx € S. We define morphisms@: C — D /D, : g+ ¢(g)andy: D — C /Cy : g — (g).

We just have to show that the induced 3 : C /C, — D / D, and% : D / D, — C / C, are inverses.
Letge C.Asb(e(1(9)), x) = a(¥(g), x) = b(g, =), we know that p(¢)(g)) € C, ifand only if g € C,,
sothat @ o ¢y = id. The other order follows from the other equality.

O]

2.2 Modules

We call aring (R, +, -) an abelian group (R, +) along with a monoid (R, -) such that - is distributive
over +.

We call a (left) R-module for a ring R an abelian group (M, +) together with a left action for the group
-1 R x M — M such that - is distributive on both sides.
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A morphism of R-modules o : M — N is a morphism of groups M — N suchthatVz € R, m €
M, o(z - f) =z - p(f). Again, inversible morphisms are called isomorphisms and M — M isomor-
phisms are called automorphisms.

We say that the ring (R, +, -) is a field whenever (R — {0}, -) is a group. When R is a field R-modules
are called R-spaces or vector spaces. Morphisms of vector spaces are usually called linear transfor-
mations.

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

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

There is an isomorphism between n-matrices on a ring R and R" linear transformations, so that
we can use them interchangeably.

Whenever we have a morphism ¢ : G — GL(M) from a group G into the linear group of an
R-module M we can see ¢ as an action of G on M. For this reason we will use the notations
Vge G, me M, o(g, m) = ¢(g)(m).

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 | 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 V the identity and by — and 3 the unique other number. We note this group
B.

This will let us operate with signatures.

7. | 27 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 : Z&;
sk _type : sk_arity.+1.-tuple pos;

}.

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

The set is: + 0 1
XOR false true
0 0 1
The two elements are: false false true
1 1 0
’ T - 0 ~ false true true false
) AND false true
The operations are:
0 0 0
. . ~ + ~  XOR false false false
1 0 1
‘ ' ~ AND true false true

The operation for Bool is the one used in the code. We also note V for + € B and d for — € B.

luse N* = N — {0}.

Let n € N*, we say that the elements of C,, := Sym(n + 1) x {+, —} x {V, 3} x (N*)"F! x {4, —}"
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 setis | J,,.y Cn.

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

- asemantic sign; its second component, assigned toa + ora —.
The projection to the second componentis noted + : C — B.
- aquantification sign; its third component, assigned to a V or an 3.
The projection to the third componentis noted £ : C — B.
- atonicity signature; its fifth component, assigned to a tuple of + and —.
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Foranyandi e {1, ..., n}, the projections to the i-essime component of the fifth compo-
nent are noted +; : C,, — B.

- atype signature; its fourth component, assigned to a tuple of positive numbers.
Foranyi e {1, ..., n+ 1} the projections to the i-essime component of the fourth compo-
nent are noted k; : C,, — IN*. For connective skeletons of arity n, we will note & for k, 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
oron the complementary’s-inboolean logic, isit true orisit false required in this component
to get a true result?).

+ Thetype 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 o, : Sym(n + 1) x C,, = C,, : (p, C) — an(p, C):
« If p(n + 1) = n + 1, then the action maps:

(U’ i7 E? (kla ey kna kn+1)7 (ilu ey in))

l
(p 0y £, A (Kpr)s - Koy Bpnan)s (Fpqr)s - Ep))

« When p(n + 1) # n + 1, then the action maps:

(0, +, &, (k1 oy ks Fng1)s (£1, 0, £0))
l
(P 0 = Fpmrn) £ = Fptnrn) &5 (Boqr)s - Ko Bpnrn)),
(= Tp+1) Tt o)1) -+ -5~ Font1) Tt pln+1)(p(i-1))>

T (n+1 p(n+1))(p(p~ (n+1)))>

— pm+1) Tt pm+1))(p+1))5 -+~ Epmr1) Tt pm+1))(o(n))))
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Definition sk_Residuation (C) (p : 'Sym_sk_arity.+1)

let: n := (@ord_max sk_arity) in

let:i:=(pn)in
let: s := (tnth sk_sign i) in
{l

sk_arity := sk_arity;
sk_permutation := (sk_permutation * p : 'Sym_sk_arity.+1)%g;
sk_sign :=
if (i '=n) then
[tupleif (pj) '=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 (pi) | i < sk _arity.+1]
| }%R.

Figure 4: Implementation of «in Coq.

In Coq we have used the group operation o for Sym(n + 1), 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 cv, (o, x) as ox.

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

We define the function o/, : Sym(n + 1) x C,, — C,, : (7, *x) — 7 inductively as follows. We
refer to Aucher’s articles for its well-definedness. Let x = (o, £, &, k, (£1, ..., £,)) € C,.

- If 7 is the transposition (j n + 1), then
OZ;Z(T, *) = ((j’I’LJrl)-O', *iji, *ijzzE, (kl, cey k‘n+1, RN kj), (*ijila
- If risthecycle (a; ... axn + 1),then

al(r, %) =al, ((agn+1),...a,((agn + 1), %))
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- If risacyclefixingn + 1, then

O[;L(T, *) = (T <o, &, A, (kT(l)’ SR kT(n))a (i7(1)7 ) i7'(71,)))

- Finally, if 7 is an arbitrary permutation of Sym(n + 1), it can be factorized into a product of
disjoint cycles 7 = ¢1 - ... - ¢ and this factorization is unique (modulo reordering). So, we
define o, (1, x) = o, (c1, (...l (ck, *))).

+ Secondly, we need to define boolean negation as the action 3, : Z / 2Z x C,, — C,, : (b, C) —
B(b, C) defined by:

- if b = +, then the action maps « to *.
- ifb = —, then the action maps (o, +, &, (k, k1, ..., kn), (%1, ..., 1)) to:

(o, =%, =&, (k, k1, .., ko), (%1, ..., —£n))

We will note the image 3, (£, *) as +x*.

+ Closely related there is the dual action as d,, : Z / 27Z x C,, —» C,, : (b, C) — (b, C) defined

by:
- if b = +, then the action maps x to .
- ifb = —,then the action maps (o, +, &, (k, k1, ..., kn), (£1, ..., £4,)) to:
(o, =%, =&, (k, k1, ..., kn), (£1, ..., 1))
« Finally, we present the switchesas Vi € {1, ..., n}, s; : (Z /2Z)"*!' x C,, —» C,, : (b, C) —

si(b, C) defined by:

- if b = +, then the action maps « to *.
- ifb = —, then the action maps (o, +, &, (k, k1, ..., kn), (£1, ..., £4)) to:

(O’, i, 1ZE, (k‘, k‘l, PN k‘n), (il, cey —ii, ceey in))
Proposition 5. «,, is an action.

Proof. Checking ay,(id, x) = « is trivial.

We now want to prove that o, (01, ay (02, *)) = a,(o1 - o2, *). We work on cases on the value of
0’1(77, + 1), O'Q(TL + 1) and 0’2(0’1(% + 1))

« We suppose that none of them equals n + 1.
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- Toillustrate the method we show that both sides of the equality have the same sign +.

+ (an(o1, an(oz, +)))
==+, (nr1)(an(02, *)) £ (an(o2, *))
= — (= Loy(n+1) (%) L1 oo (nr1)) (02001 (n+1))) () (= Zoo(nrr) (*) £ (%))
= — Foy (o1 (nr1)) (*¥) £ ()
= — F(o1-00)(n+1)(*¥) £ (¥)

= = (an(01 - 02, %))

- Now we do the proof for +; fori < n.
Ifo1(i) # n+ 1land og(01(i)) # n + 1.

I+

i (an(01, an(o2, *)))
= — Lo, (4 1) (@ (02, %)) (11 0y (1)) (01(6)) (An(02, *))
= — (= Zoymr1) (%) Tmt1 oa(n11)) (0201 (n+1))) (%))

(= Loomt1) (%) Ert1 oa(n+1))oe((nt1 o1 (n+1)) (o1 (5))) (*))
= — L0501 (n4+1) (*) T(nt1 09 (n+1))o2((n41 o1 (n4+1))(01.(3))) (*)
=~ F(o10) (1) (%) Fmt1 05(01 (04 1))2(01 (1)) (*)

= ii (an(al 09, *))

The other cases are similar, for example when o1 (i) = n + 1 we use that

+

T (nt1 o1 (nr1))(o1(8) (@ (02, %)) = o, (ny1) (@ (02, *))

+ Whenever o (o2(n + 1)) = n + 1 we should note that

o (n+1) (@ (02, %)) = (11 oa(n+1))(0a(01 (n+1))) (*)

+ 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.

O]

Proposition 6. «,, and o/, are equal on Sym(n + 1) x C,,.

Proof. Now we check that Vo € Sym(n + 1), x € C,,, an(o, *) = ), (o, *). We will proceed by
induction on the decomposition of o 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
}.
Tlheorem sk_o_is_action {n} :
is_action [set: 'Sym_n.+1] (@ska_Residuation n).

Definition sk_a {n} := Action (sk_a_is_action (n:=n)).

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

+ Forthe base cases, involving transpositions with n + 1 and cycles fixing n + 1, it is trivial

+ If o € Sym(n + 1) satisfies the induction hypothesis, we take j € {1, ..., n}:
an((jn+1)-0,*)
=an((jn +1), an(o, *))
=on((jn+1), a0, +))
=0, ((F n + 1), (a(0, +)))
=a,((jn+1) -0, %)

Where the first equality comes from the new «,, being an action, the second and third equalities
come from the induction hypothesis and finally, the fourth action comes from Auchers’s o/, also

being an action.

O]

We can also work on consecutive applications of actions a,, and 3,, through its free product action
Qn * By, introduced in the Algebraic Preliminaries.

We sometimes note o® for a,, (o, ®) and s® for 3, (s, ®).
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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 «,, = /3,, 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 «,, * 3,, into another group action a,, x ¢, 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 morphism @), in subsection Morphism Q) for tonicity signatures,
which has some of the interesting properties of o while being a morphism into the general linear
group of tonicity signatures, we get back our « in subsection A new action o from @), in subsection
Correspondence between the a we 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 a = 3,
defined over a free group, and some action « x ¢, 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. Foranyn € N*, the simplified n-ary connective skeletons are the elements of D,, :=
Sym(n + 1) x (N*)F x {4 —}"F1 x {+ —}. We note the projections to the i-essime component of
the fourth component +;.

The last component is not going to correspond to the sign & but rather to the sum + + &, where £ is
meant to represent the quantification sign and + the semantical sign from C,,.

Definition 4. The translations back and forth from the previous data structure C,, are:
* L_l : (07 ka i: 8) e (Ua inJrla iTLJrl + s, ka (ila ceey in))
e 1oy, £k, £) > (0, k, (£1, ..., £n, ), £+ £).
From now on we will use C also for refering to ID. On the follow, unless explicitly stated we will

assume to be working with D with signs +;, &, + living on Z / 2Z. Furthermore, all actions we
will work with do not change + + &, which lets us define them in a simpler way.

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

s: (Z/2z)"*' x D, — D,
o’ o’ o’
k k k
(b’ ) = b+ =
v v b+wv
S s s
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Itis again a free action, which makes its orbits along the connectives skeletons affine (7 / 27,)"+!-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

1 ifi=j
0i,j 1= o
0 ife#7

Definition 6. We define a function Py : Sym(n + 1) < Sym(IN*"F1);

difference in the notation)

Pxsx(0)(n1, -y mim) i= (M(1)s -+ > No(m))

We define a function P : Sym(n + 1) < Sym((7Z / 27.)"*1), given by the matrix:

Proposition 7. P isan injective morphism Sym(n+1) < GL(Z /2Z)"" . Py« is an injective morphism.

Proof. Checking the requirement for the identity is trivial.

(P(0)P(0"))i,j = >\ P(0)i, 1 P(o 26 ) k0,5 = 21 00(0), kO, o1 (j)
k k

= 00(i),0'1(j) = o/(0(i)),j = O(oor)(i),j = P(0-0")i;

Forany o € Sym(n + 1) we see that P (o) is bijective by showing P(c)P(c~!) = P(id) = id. Indeed
P(id)i,j = 5id(i),j = idi,j.
Forany o € Sym(n + 1), P(o) = idimplies that é,(;) ; = d; j sothato(i) = iand o = id.

Morphism () 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 morphism Q : Sym(n + 1) — Sym(7Z / 27)""1, given by the matrix

Q(0)i,j =0(n+10(n+1))(c(i),j T do(nr1),j(1 T 0ni1,00)) (1 + do(nr1),nr1)
Snt1o(mi1)(o@),; Hi¢E{n+1, on+1)}
= 1 ifj#n+1,j=0(n+1)

i, j else

)
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We define the linear transformation T : (7 / 27)" ! — (7 | 2Z)"1, given by the matrix

Ti,j = 6i,j + 0j,n+1(1 + biynv1)
We recall the action notation Q (o, v) = Q(o)(v) introduced in the algebraic preliminaries.

Proposition 8. Letn € N. Forany o € Sym(n + 1), the equality T - Q(o) = P(o) - T holds.
Proof. The proof makes use of Kronecker delta’s properties and that sum is involutive in 7Z / 27.
(T Q(0))i,; = ZTi,kQ(U)k j
—Z ik Ok 41 (14 0i,n41)) (O(ns1 ot 1)) (0 (k)),j T Oo(nr1), (1 + Ons1 o)) (1 + do(ns1), nt1)
= Zk: 0, k(O(n+1 o(n+1))(0(k)),j T So(tnr1),5 (1 + Ons1, o)) (1 + Oo(nt1), n+1))

+ 0k, nt1(1 + 0 nt1) O(n1 o(nr1)(0(k),j + Oon+1),5 (1 + 0t o)) (1 + Oo(ni1),nr1))
=0(n+10(nt1))(0(@),j T o(nt1),;(1 + Oni1,00)) (1 + do(ni1),nt1)
+ (14 0i,041) O(n+1 o(n+1)) (0 (n+1)),5 + Oom+1),5 (L + i1 o(nr1)) (1 + o (n+1), n41))

Now we will use that Vi, 7, k,le {1, o, n+ 1}, 5(ij)(k),l = (Sk7 GEH = (5]{71(1 + (5@[)(1 + 5]'7[) +
Ok, 70i,1(1 4+ 05,1) + 0k 05,1, which can be seen by doing case analysis on §; ; and 7, [.

(T Q(0))i,j = 0o(i), (1 + 0nt1,) (L + S5(nt1),5) + 00 (i), 0(nr1)0n+1,5(1 + o (ni1), 5)
+ 05(i),n+106(n+1),j T Oo(n+1),j (1 + Ons1,06)) (1 + o (n+1), n+1)
+ (1 +6i,n+1) (On+1,5 + do(nr1), (1 + ni1,0(ni1)))
=00(i),j t 90(i), jOn+1,5 T 00(i), 00 (n+1),5 T 90(i), jOn+1,j00(n+1), 5
+ 03, n+10n+1,5 (1 + 5(nt1), ) + 00(i), n+100(nt1),
+ (14 04, nt1)0n41,5 + (14 0pi1,00) + 1+ 06, n41)00(n41), 5 (1 + Oni1, o(n+1))
=05(i),j + 90(i), j9n+1,5 + 0o(i), o(n+1) 0o (n+1),§ T 0o (i), o(n+1)0n+1,0 (n+1), j
+ 0i,n+10n+1, 500 (n+1),5 T O0(i), n+196(n+1), j
+0n+1,5 + (Ons1,00) + Ont1,0()0n+1,0(m+1) T Oint1 + 0 nt10p41, 0(n+1))0o(n+1),j
=0o(i),j T 90(), jOn+1,5 T i, n+190(n+1),j T (i), n+19(n+1), j
+0n41,j + Oni1,06) T On+1,06)000), 0(n+1) + Oint1 + 0int10n41,0() 0o (n+1),
=05(i),j T 00 (i),n+10n+1,5 + 0i,n+105(n+1),j + O (i), n+1%0(n+1),
+0n+1,5 + (On+1,00) T 0i,n+1)00(n+1),5 = O0(i),j T 0j,n+1(1 + 0o (i) n+1)
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On the other side we have, as desired:
(P(o) - T)i,; :;P(U)i,ka,j = ;50(1),k(6k,j + 6j,n+1(1 + Ok, nt1))
=0o(i),j + 05, nt1(1 + 05 (i), nt1)
O

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

From proposition 8we deduce that Q (o) = T-P(c)-T andthatVo € Sym(n+1), Q(o) € GL(Z/2Z)" .
Proof. We just have to see that 72 = id.
(T-T),5 = ZTi,ka,j = Z(di,k + Ok, nt1(1 + 03 nt1)) Ok, j + 05, nt1 (1 + O 1))
k k

=0i,j + 0jn+1(1 + 65 ng1) + (L4 85 nt1) (Ons1,5 + 05, ne1 (L4 dng1,nr1)) = 04,5 = (id);, 5

Asforanyo € Sym(n + 1) T, P(c0) € GL(%Z / 2Z)"*!,then Q(c) € GL(Z / 27Z)"*!.

The following tells us that @ is an action, as the product of GL(% / 2%)"*" is composition.
Proposition 10. Q) : Sym(n + 1) — GL(Z / 2Z)"*' is an injective morphism.
Proof. Leto, o’ € Sym(n + 1). By using proposition 9 we candeduce Q(o - ¢’') =T - P(o-0') - T =

T -P(o)-P(o')-T=T-Plo)- T-T-P(co")- T =0Q(o0) Q).

Let us suppose now for some o € Sym(n + 1) that Q(o) =id. AsP(o) =T -Q(o)- T =T-T =id
and P is injective, we deduce ¢ = id.

O

As (Q is an injective morphism into GL we can (o) is a permutation of a matrix like this:
see straightforward that it is a faithful action.

idﬂ(nﬁrl)fl 1+ (50(r1+1),r1+1 0
In spite of that, @) is a not free action, as Vn > 0 1 0
2,Q((12), (0,...,0)) =(0,...,0). 0 L+ 0g(n+1),n+1  1nyi—o(n+1)
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A new action o from ()

We will redefine a third time «,, using Q. The action R represents the action « on tonicity signatures.

Definition 8. We define an action on tonicity signatures:
R : Sym(n+1)x (%Z/2Z)"" — (% | 27)"+1
dq
(o, v) — + Q(o, v)
dn+1
where d; = (1+ 5n+1,o(j))(1 + 5n+1,a(n+1)>- Note that dafl(n-&-l) = 0.

And an action on connective skeletons:

al o Sym(n+1)xC, — C,
o o-o
k P]N* (O’, ]C)
(o, )
v R(o, v)
s s

Proposition 11. R and o, are actions.

Proof. R beingan action entails a/" being an action. Indeed, by using proposition 7:

p o' p oo’ p oo’ p p
" P I _n Py (0, k) _ PN*(U7 P]N*(U/a k)) B PIN*(U o', k) SN S k
an(av an(a 9 v )) - O‘n(oa R(O’l, 1}) ) - R(O’, R(O'/, ’U)) - R(O’ . O'/, ’U) - an(o' g, v
S S S S S
We state the following equality, which we will prove afterwards.
(1 + 0nt1,01) (X + 0ng1, o(nt1)) 1 1
: +Qo,b) = [ [+Qo, | 1 [+D) (1)
(L4 0n41,0n+1) (1 + Oni1,0(nr1) 1 1
Now we can prove the main result
1 1 1 1 1 1
R(o, R(o’,v)) =R(| : |+Q(o', | 1 |+v)=|:|+Qo, | |+ ]| [+Q(, | [+v))
1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
=1 |+Q(e, Q(o, [ |+v) =] |+Q(s-¢ +v) = R(c-0,v)
1 1 1 1
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where we used (1) in the first two steps, we used that the additive group (7 / 27)"*! has characteristic
2 in the third step and we used proposition 10.

The equality can be shown by case analysisono(n + 1) = n + 1.

s lfo(n+1)=n+1,thenQ(o, (1, ..., 1)) = (1, ..., 1) and therefore the right hand side is
0+ Q(o, b) like the left hand side (because 1 + dg(5,41), n+1) = 0).
s lfo(n+1) #n+1,thenQ(o, (1, ..., 1)) = (Ops1,0(1)s -+ > Ont1,0m+1)) fOro(n+1) #n+1

and therefore we get
L+ 041,001
R(o,b) = + Q(o, b)

1+ 6n+1,a(n+1)

Lemma 2. o isa free action.
Proof. Checking it is as simple as observing that in its first component o - ¢/ = ¢’ ifand only if o = id.
O
Correspondence between the actions o

In this proposition we show that «,, and o/ are the same action, modulo translation between the
different syntax C and D. We already knew that «v,, and o/, were equal.

Proposition 12. For any connective skeleton ® and permutation o, o/’ (o, ®) = t(an (o, 17H®))),
where 1 : C,, — D, 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

1+ t5m+1) + T(at1 o(nr1))(o(1))

*1 L+ t5m+1) T £l o(nr1))(o(i-1))
R(O’, ) = icr(n+1)
g1 L+ t5mt1) T £l o(nr1))(o(i+1))

I+ t5m+1) T £l o(n+1))(o(n+1)
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Indeed,

(R<07 (il) DRI in)))z
=1+ 6n+1,0(i) + ZQ(U)i,jij
J

=1+ i1, 00) + D Om+1 0(a1)(0@),s + o1, j (1 + 6nst,0@) (1 + Soms) ni1)) L
J

=1+ 0p41,00) T E(nt1 o(m+1)(0@) T Lom+1) (L +0ni1,06) (1 + Ooms1),n+1)

« Ifn +1 = o(i) we have that

(R(o, (£1, -+, Tn)))i = £(n41 o(n+1))(0() = Toln+1)

e Ifn+1+# o(i) butn + 1 = o(n + 1) we have that

(R(o, (£1, -+, £0)))i = T(nt1 0(n+1)(0() = Lo(i)

+ In any other case we have

(R(o, (£1, -+, £0)))i = 1+ 6n41,00) + sl on+1))(0() T Lom+1)

Now we can easily check thatforo(n + 1) # n + 1

oo

(Ko(1)s « -5 ko(m+1))

— Xo(n+1) Tt o(n+1))(o(1))

g g-0

o’ (o, k ) = Pax(o, )| _ | | = Totms1) Tt o) @i-1)
v R(Uv U) icr(n+1)
S

5 — To(n+1) T(n+1o(n+1))(o(i+1))

— To(n+1) T+l o(n+1))(o(n+1))
S

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

Proposition 13. Let® € C,,, o € Sym(n + 1), b, v e (Z / 27Z)" . Then
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1. We have R(o, b +v) = Q(o, b) + R(o, v),
2. We have (o, <(b, ®)) = <(Q(o, b), ol (0, ®)),
3. We haveYo € Sym(n + 1), b, ve (Z /2Z)"*, R(o, b) + R(o, v) = Q(o, b+ v).

Proof.

(14 0n+41,01) (L + 0ps1, o(nr1))
R(o, b+v) = : +Q(o, b+v)
(1 + 6n+1,a(n+1)>(1 + 5n+1,a(n+1))
(1 + 5n+1,o(1)>(1 + 5n+1,a(n+1))
= : +Q(o, b) + Q(o, v) = Q(a, b) + R(0, v)
(1 + 5n+1,0(n+1))(1 + 6n+1,a(n+1))

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 o, x ¢, : (Z | 2Z)" ' x Sym(n +
1) x C,, — C,, on the semi-direct product (Z / 27.)"*! x Sym(n + 1) for the morphism Q.*

Definition 10. We call o, the residuation action, [3,, the boolean negation action and «,, x , the signed
residuation action. We note them without subindex usually.

Proposition 14. o x < is a free action.

Proof. If (ax<)(((81, -+, Sn+1), 0), ®) = ®thenonthefirstcomponento-o’ = ¢’ sothate = idand
S((s1, - -+, Snt1), ®) = ®. We have already seen that ¢ is free, so that (s, ..., sp41) = (0, ..., 0).

O]

“See the Algebraic Preliminaries section for details.
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This action translated into Aucher’s notation corresponds to composing the switches s; and the
dual § with a.

Definition 11. We define the morphism ¢ : 7 | 27, = Sym(n + 1) — (Z / 27Z)" ! x Sym(n + 1): For

any si, ..., €4 /24, o1, ..., 01 € Sym(n + 1),
@((81, 0'1) N (Sl, UZ)) = (Sl(l, ey 1) + ...+ Q(Ul 011, Sl(l, ey 1)), o1 ~--Ul)
We define the function < : (Z / 2Z)"*1 x Sym(n + 1) — Z / 27 % Sym(n + 1): Forany s1, ..., Sp4+1 €

7 /2%, 0 € Sym(n+1),

Y(s1, -y Sn+1, O)
=0, (In+1))(s1, In+1))...(0, (nn+1))(sp, (nn+ 1))
((s$nt1, id)(0, A n+1))(Sp+1, An+1))...(0, (nn+1))(spt1, (nn+1)))(+, o)

Proposition 15. ¢ is a morphism.

Proof. We first see well-definedness of ¢. We have to check which are the values of p(v (o, s)(id, s')w),

(v(a, 0)(a’, s)) and p(v(id, 0)w).

« Inthefirstcase,ifv = (01, s1) -+ (0i—1, Si—1), wehaveacomponentQ(oy - --0;—1, s(1, ..., 1))+
Qo1 +--04-1 -id, §'(1, ..., 1)) which can be simplied as Q(o1---0i—1, (s + §)(1, ..., 1)).
The associativity of + and id being the neutral element end the proof.

+ Inthesecondcase,ifv = (01, 1)+ (041, Si—1), wehaveacomponentQ(oy---0;—1, 0(1, ..., 1)) =
0, as 0 is the neutral of + we can conclude.

+ Inthethird case,ifv = (01, s1) - - (0i—1, Si—1), wehaveacomponent@Q(oy---0;-1, 0(1, ..., 1)) =
0, as 0 is the neutral of + and id is the neutral element of - we can conclude.

Letsy, ..., € Z/2Z,01, ..., 0y, 0, ¢’ € Sym(n + 1). We see that ¢ is a morphism.
o((s1, 1) ... (81, o1)(s}, o1) ... (s, 7))
=(s1(1, ..., D) +...+Qo1---01_1, s1(1, ..., 1))+ Q(o1---0y- 0}, s4(1, ..., 1)) +...
+ Q1o 0p oy, si(1, ..., 1)), 0100y 0 0)
=(s1(1, ..., ) +...+ Qo1 0y_1, si(1, .. )) op-op) - (811, )+
+Q(o) o1y, si(1, ..., 1)), 01+ 07)

=o((s1, 01) . (s1, 1)) + (1, 1) - (81, 7))
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Now we can see that the action given by the free product of o and 8 and the semi-direct product of «
and ¢ are somehow equivalent on connective skeletons.

Theorem 4. Let C be a connective family and x € C. The group (% / 2Z)"** x Sym(n + 1) defined in
Definition 9 is isomorphic to (Z | 2Z = Sym(n + 1)) / (Z | 2Z + Sym(n + 1)) 5. In particular we have that ¢
induces an isomorphism @ : (7 /27 % Sym(n+1)) /(7 | 27 % Sym(n+ 1)), ~ (Z /27)" ! x Sym(n +1).

Furthermore, Vg € 7. / 27 Sym(n + 1), (& x ¢)(¢(g9), ) = (a = 8)(g, x).

Proof. The first thing we check is the equality for the action o x ¢ on Connective Skeletons. We prove
it by induction on the length [ of g = (s1, 01) - - - (81, 07).

Letsy, ..., sy €% /27, 01, ...,01€ Sym(n+1)and® € C,,. (" x<)(p((s1, 01) -+ (81, 01)), ®) =
(a = B)((s1, 01) (51, 07), ®), werecall (o, s + ®) = Q(o, s) + (0, ®).

We show the induction step

o’ x ) (p((s1, 01) -+ (81415 T141)), ®)
= a” X §)((81(1, ey 1) + ...+ Q(Jl 0y, Sl+1(17 ey 1))7 g1 - -O’l+1), @)
—(0" x Y((s1(1, oy 1)+ oo 4 Qo1 01ty s1(L, ooy D), 01+ 1), (@ x )((s141(L -, 1), 0141), ©)

6)((51’ Ul) T (Slv 01)7 (0// X g)((SH—l(l? [ 1)7 al-‘rl)? ®))
*B)((s1, 01) -+~ (s1, 1), (& = B)((s141, 0141), ®))
B)(

(51, 01) -+~ (51, 00) (81415 O141), ®)

where in the second step we have used the fact that « x ¢ is an action of the semi-direct product by @,
sothat (¢’ x¢)((v+Q(ao, V'), o-0), ®) = (& x<)((v, o) - (v, ¢’), ®),and in the last step we have
used that « = 3 is an action of the free product. In the third and fourth steps we have used induction
hypothesis.

To see that B 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 ¢ = (Z / 27 = Sym(n + 1)),. Indeed (s1(1, ..., 1) + ...
Qor---01-1, si(1, ..., 1)), o1-....a) = ((0, ..., 0), id) impliesthat (a*3)((s1, o1) - - - (51, 07),

(@ x )(e((s1,01) - (s1,00),®) = (" x ¢)(((0,...,0),id), ® = & so that Ker ¢

(7 ) 27 = Sym(n + 1)),.

+
®) =
-

Aswealso havethat (a=3)((s1, 1) - - - (81, 07), ®) = ®implies (o’ x<)(p((s1, 01) -+ (81, 71)), ®) =
®, we can deduce that ¢((s1, 01) - -+ (s;, 1), ®) = id because o x ¢ is a free action, as shown in
proposition 14. Therefore Ker ¢ D (Z / 2Z = Sym(n + 1)),.

Now we now know that @ : (7 /27 « Sym(n + 1)) / (Z / 27 = Sym(n + 1)), ~ Im @.
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We finish by showing that ¢ is a right-inverse to ¢, and therefore ¢ is surjective, so that 3 is also
surjective. Let s1, ..., Spt+1 € Z / 27, 0 € Sym(n + 1). We want to prove o(¢((s1, ..., Sp+1), 0)) =
((s1, .-+, Sp+t1), 0). For it we unfold the definitions:

o(Y(s1y ooy Snt1, 0) =90, (In+1))(s1, (In+1))...(0, (nn+1))(sn, (nn+1))
((Sn+1, 1d)( (In+1)(spt1, In+1))...(0, (nn+1))(spt1, (nn+1)))(+, o))

=01, ..., )+Q((In+1),s1(1,..., 1))+ Q((In+1) - (In+1),0(1, ..., 1)) +...
+Q((In+1)-(In+1)---(nn+1), s,(1,...,1))
+Q((In+1)-In+1)---(nn+1)-(nn+1), spta1(l, ..., 1))

+0(1, ..., )+ Q((An+1), spp1(l, ., D) +Q((An+1)-(In+1),0(1, ..., 1)) +...

+Q((1n—|— 1)-(In+1)--(nn+1), spr1(1, ..., 1)),
In+1)-In+1)---(nn+1)-(nn+1)-(In+1)-In+1)---(nn+1)-(nn+1)-0)

Next we use multiple times the fact that Vi € {1,...,n + 1}, Q((t n + 1), (1,...,1)) =
(0,...,0,1,0,...,0),wherethe 1is located at component i.

‘P(¢(317 <oy S, U)
=((0,...,0) 4+ (51,0, ..., 0)+ (0, ..., 0)+...4+(0, ..., 0, 8p, 0) + Sp41(1, ..., 1)

+(0,...,0)+ ($p+1,0, ..., 0)+ (0, ..., 0)) +...+(0, ..., sp+1, 0)), 0)
= ((517 cevy Sny 0) + ( 3n+1)a U)
= ((317 cooy Sny 3n+1)> U)

With it we have finished the proof of the Theorem.
O

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 — have skeleton ((2 3), —, ¥, (1,1, 1), (-, +)), then —(13)—(123) — has skeleton
(id, +, 3, (1, 1, 1), (+, —)), using the original notation.
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Proof. We want to see

[ (23) ] id
+
THB, Q((13), (L, Q"(123), (| Y ) = 3
(1,1, 1) (1,1, 1)
_(_7"1')_ _(+’_)_
By definition of « * 5 we have
i (2_3) ] 23)
AL (13, B (28 v = B A a2 | )
(1,1, 1) 7
L (_7 +) _
We now use p and theorem 4 in the first step to get the following
(23) (23)
(1,1, 1)

_ " (1’ 1, 1> = (a" x
S A @) A2, | D) = @ el a3 a2s). | o)

(23)
—(a" x . (1’ L 1)
=@ (L L)+ Q). (1L L 1), 13)-a28). | )

)

(23) (23)
(1,1, 1)

—Lfl oz”>< (17 1? 1) :Lfl O//X
=@ X< L 1L, 1) +(1,0,0), @8), | 1" ) = (@< (0 1,1, @3), | " D)

(23) 23
23

_,—1 " (1’ 1’ 1) =1 ) ’ 7
NS0, 1, 1), o”((23), @0 0) ))) = ¢ (s((0, 1, 1), R((23), (1, 0, 0))

We exemplify how would the component on the first row and second column for R((2 3), (1, 0, 0)) be
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computed:

03 23)@3)(23)(1),2 T 023)3),2(1 +d3, 23)1)) (1 + d23)(3),3) = 01,2 + J2,2(1 + J3,1)(1 + d2,3) =1

Now that we have written down the linear transformations we will have to operate, we will use the

matricial expression of R((23), (1, 0, 0)). And we can conclude,
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which ends the proof.
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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

sk(®) 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),
(foralli: 'l (@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 (« = 3)(®) connective families.

A family of connectives or connective family is

« aset of connectives C,

« apartition of it A, such thatVD € A, V®, ® € D, sk(®) = sk(®') implies® = &',

« foreach D € A an associated group Gp and an action ap : Gp x C — C such thatV®, ® €
ap(sk(D)), ® and ® have equal arity n and have permutations o, o’ € Sym(n + 1), tonicity
signatures +, +' € (7 /27)"*! and type tuples k, k' € (N*)"*! satisfying Py« (o’ -0~ 1, k) = K.

Whenever ® € D we note® = D.

A simple consequence of this definition is that ® = & if and only ® = & and sk(®) = sk(®'). It
follows from injectivity of sk over the classes of the partition.

Example 6. We define the Lambek Connective Family L as: °

+ theset{®, \, /} u 'V, where:

the tensor sk(®) = (id, (1, 1, 1), (+, +, +), —),

the right residual sk(\) = ((23), (1, 1, 1), (—, +, =), —),

the left residual sk(/) = ((13), (1, 1, 1), (+, —, —), —),

the variables in V such that they are all propositional letters. There are at least a p and a q in
V with sk(p) = (id, s, 1, s) and sk(q) = (id, —s', 1, "), for some s, s’ € B.

» the partition {{®, \, /}} 1 {{v} [V},
« the action a x son{®, \, /} and the action id on each {v}, forv e V.

Definition 13. Given a family of connectives C, the atomic language of C'is defined as the smallest set
L such that if ® is a connective of arity n, type signature (k1, ..., kn, k) and p1, ..., o, € Lo are of
typeski, ..., kn, then®(1, ..., ¢n)isalsoin Lo and of type k.

Its elements are called formulas.

>For more details on this example, see section 5.
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Definition 14. Over the families of connectives we define the relation C < D if and only if there

is an injection ¢ : C — D such that for each ® € C there is a morphism ¢ : G@ — Ggand

Vg € Gy agle(9), sk(®)) = agg5(g, sk(6(®))) and such that ¥, &' € C, ® = & implies p(®) =

¢(®). We say then that C' is compatible with the action of D or that D extends C.

Over the families of connectives we define the relation C ~ D if and only if there is a bi-
jection ¢ : C — D such that for each ® € C there is a morphism ¢ : Gg G@,
Vg € G, aglg, sk(®) = a@(go(g), sk(¢(®))) and for each ® € D there is a morphism
(U G@ — Gg, Vg € G, agle(g), sk(®)) = a@(g, sk(¢(®))) and such thatV®, ® € C, ® = &
ifand only if p(®) = H(&').

Over the families of connectives we define the relation C' ~;, D if and only if there is a bijection

¢ : C — DsuchthatV®, ® € C,® = & implies (®) = ¢(®) and for each ® € C there is
a morphism ¢ : Gg — G@, Vg € G, aglyg, sk(®)) = a@(gp(g), sk(¢(®))) and the induced
)o(@) IS a group isomorphism. We define C ~y D as the

morphism % : G / (Gg)e — G@/ (G¢(®)
transitive-symmetric closure of ~7;,.

For two connective families C, D, the C' < D relation will be used to tell that we can somehow
use D’s action on C' also. The precise way we can do it will be encoded by the morphisms .

Proposition 16. The relation < is transitive and reflexive. The relations ~ and ~y 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 both <
and ~. In ~y we have it by definition.

For the symmetry of ~ we must take the inverse of both the bijection and the morphisms. For ~y; we
have it by definition.

Checking the conditions is routine.

Proposition 17. Let C and D be two connective families.
e C<Dand D < CimplyC ~ D.
« C' ~ Dimplies C ~y D.

Proof. We will present the proof of Schroder-Bernstein Theorem and reason over the constructed
bijection for checking the extra conditions.
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Let¢: C — Dand+ : D — C betheinjective functionsand ¢ : G, I Gp~andy' :Gp~—
G, 20 be the morphisms on groups given by <. We let ¢~ and ¢y~ be the partial right-inverses of ¢
and . Then for any z € C we can define two sequences of images and pre-images by

(@) = (@) = Ol) = () - )

The set of elements in C appearing in sequence 1 form a partition of C. Similarly for D.

Each sequence like 1 can end in an element of C or an element of D, 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 of C'in a sequence ending on C or never ending, the injection ¢ is a bijection onto the
elements of D in the same sequence (because for any element iy € D of the sequence 1 has a pre-image
¢~ (y) by definition). For any element of C'in a sequence ending on D, the partial right-inverse ¢~ is
well-defined and therefore it is a bijection onto the the elements of D in the same sequence. This will
be the desired bijection p.

Now we can check on the partition given by the sequences that the new bijection still satisfies the
conditions on the actions. If ® € C we will use the equality from ¢ or ¢, if ® € D we will use the
equality from v or ¢~. Whenever ®is in a sequence ending on D we will have to work with 1)~ and ¢
as the desired inverses, which are well-defined on ®. For any other case we will have to work with ¢
and ¢~ as desired inverses, which are well-defined on ®.

The last point comes from lemma 1.

O

If the actions are free, C' ~ D is equivalent to the existence of a bijection ¢ : C' — D such that

V®, ® € C, ® = @ ifand only if p(®) = ¢(®) and G ~ G 4(c) 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. Let C be a family of connectives. Afamily of structural C-connectives, or simply structural
connectives, [C] is composed of:
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« asetFE,

« aninjective function|.] : C' — E,

« apartial functionp : E — C, right inverse of [ . ],

« an injective function [.] : A — P(E) such that [A] is a partition of E, each D € A has an
associated action [ap] : Gp x [D] — [D] such that [D] = [ap]({[®] | ® € D}),

« an application sk : E — C such that sk([®]) = sk(®), sk([ag](g, [®])) = al(g, sk(®)).

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

Proposition 18. Let C be a connective family. There is at least one family of structural C-connectives.
Any families of structural C-connectives [C], [C] satisfy [C] ~ [C]'.

Proof. We define a family of structural C'-connectives:
« The set Eis {(g, ap(sk(®)), D) | D € A, ap(sk(®)) € {ap(sk(®)) | ® € D}, g € Gp/
(GD)sk(QD)}'

« Aseach D e Ais of fixed arity and C,, is a finite set, we can give an order < to C,,. We will call
ming (J) the minimal connective in the set J from the chosen order <.

The injectionisthen [.] : ® — (g, ap(sk(®)), ®), where g € Gp / (Gp)w(g) is such that
ap(g, ming (sk(ap(sk(®))))) = sk(®).

« Forevery (g, O, D) € E, if it exists, we note the only connective of skeleton ap (g, ming(O)) as
p(g, O).

This p will be the desired partial right inverse.

+ The partition [A] is {{(g, ap(sk(®)), D) | ap(sk(®)) € {ap(sk(®)) | ® € D}, g € Gp /
(Gp)sk@)} | D € A}

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

« Theactions are [ap] : (g, (h, O, D)) — (g -G, h, O, D)oneach D € [A].
+ Theskeletonis VD € [A], (g, O) — ap(g, ming(O)).
Checking all the conditions is routinary.
Now we want to see [C] ~ [C]’ for any pair of families of structural C-connectives.

[A], [A] and A are in bijection by definition, as the latter is the image of the former and [. ] is an
injective function. Furthermore, V[ D] € [A], [D] = [ap]({[®] | ® € D}) and V[D]' € [A]’, [D] =
[ap] ({[®] | ® € D}). As they are connective families, inside an orbit the skeleton is enough to
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characterize each connective. Therefore, sk([ap](g, [®])) = a(g, sk(®)) = sk([ap]'(g, [®)])) tells

(
us that there are bijections between each [D] and [D]'. This three results let us see that there is a
bijection ¢ : [C] — [C]'.

Using the restriction on the skeleton again we can deduce that the bijection ¢ and the identity mor-
phismsid : Gp — Gp satisfy the conditions for [C] < [C]'. Proposition 17 lets us deduce [C] ~ [C]'.

O
This means that essentially there is only one possible family of structural connectives [C] for any
connective family C.

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 [C'] to refer to the set of a family of structural C-connectives,
although it doesn’t correspond to {[®] | ® € C'}. Note also that {[®] | ® € D} # [D]!

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

Definition 17. Let C be a connective family. We define C' n 5(C') as the connective family given by the
partition {{®&' | sk(®') = B(s, sk(®)), ® € D, s€ B} | ® € D, D € A}, the group B, the action 3 and
the same set C.

We say that the connective family C'is compatible with /3 if C'is compatible with the action of C' n 5(C).

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. Let C be a connective family. Each formula in L¢ is a structure, for each formula ¢ we

add a new structure = and for each structural n-ary connective [®] of input type (ki1, ..., k,) and
Vi e {1, ..., n} astructure X; of output type k; we have the new structure [®](X1, ..., X,) and, if
® is not compatible with (3, the structure =[®](X1, ..., X,). We call structures resulting from the two

latter cases strict structures and the former two formulas.

Structures form the set [L¢].

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 connectives C' com-
patible with 5 as = X through a morphism 1):
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« Foranyn-ary connective® € C compatible with 3 and structures X; we define «[®](X1, ..., X,) =

lap](¥ (=), [®D (X1, ..., Xn).

 Forany formula @, xp = *.

« Forany formula o, * * p = .

« For any structural connective [®] € [C] non-compatible with 5 and structures X,
#[®] (X1, ..., Xp) = #[®](X1, ..., Xp).

« For any structural connective [®] € [C] non-compatible with [ and structures X;
wx [®(X1, ..., Xn) = [®](X1, ..., Xn).

Some Useful Connective Families

Definition 20. Let ® be a connective and a an action on C satisfying the condition of Definition 12. We
define the point connective family, {(éa} as composed of:

+ The set {®},
+ The partition {{®}},
« The action a assigned to {®}.

Let C and D be connective families. We define a disjoint union connective family, C' .1 D as composed of:

+ ThesetC u D,
The partition Ac u Ap,

If P € Ac then the assigned group and action G ¢, ac and if P € Ap then the assigned group and
action Gp, ap.

Let C be a set of connectives and a be a map from C'into actions on C, such that for any ® € C, the action

ag satisfies the condition of Definition 12. We define the discrete connective family, C,, as composed of:

o Theset C,
+ The partition {{®} | ® € C},
+ The action a(®) foreach® € C.

This is the disjoint union of all point connective families in C. Whenever a is the constant into the trivial
actionid : {id} x V. — V : (id, x) — x assigned to C we note C;; and we call it the trivial connective
family.

Let C be a connective family. Let V' be a set containing at least a propositional letter of each type in
the type input components appearing in C. We define a plain C connective family as the disjoint union
connective family of C and the discrete connective family V,, for some action a.

We define a plain point connective family, {®,}, as a plain connective family of {®,}.

Let C be a connective family. We define the full connective family O(C') as composed of:
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« The set of structural connectives [C],

« The partition {[ac, p]({[®] | ® € P}) | P € Ac},
« The respective actions (g, ®) — (g, sk 1(®)) — sk([ac, p](g, [®])) foreach P € Aoy

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. Let C be a connective family. We define sequents of L as ¢ + 1 for a pair of formulas
or a pair of structures ¢, 1 € L, [Lc] of the same type. They will be the core of our proof systems.

Sequents of L will be noted S¢: and sequents of [ L] will be noted [Sc].

For any sign s € B we note:

XY ifs=—
S(x,v)y={ s
YEX ifs=+
Forany functions: C — B,i e {1, ..., n}, formulas ; € L and structure X € [L¢], we note:

SS(®7 P1y -5 Pn, X) = Ss(®)<®(§017 R SDn), X)

For any function s : [C] — B,i € {1, ..., n} and structures X;, X € [L¢], we note:

SS([®], Xl, ceey Xn; X) = SS(®)<[®](X1, ceey Xn)7 X)

Definition 22. Let X andY be structures or formulas. If X + Y € S¢, [Sc], we call X the antecedent
andY the consequent of the sequent X Y.

Let X be a structure and Z a substructure occurrence of X. We define by inductionon X, s(X, Z) € B:

« If Zisequalto X, s(X, Z) = +.

« If X = Y for some structure Y, then s(X, Z) = —s(Y, Z).

o If X =®(X1, ..., X,) and there’ssomei € {1, ..., n} such that Z is a subtructure occurrence
of X;, S(X, Z) = ii(@)S(Xi, Z)

Let X Y be a sequent,

« If Z is a subtructure occurrence of X we define s(X + Y, Z) = —s(X, Z).
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« If Z is a subtructure occurrence of Y we define s(X + Y, Z) = s(Y, Z).

We say that Z is an antecedent part of a sequent S whenever s(S, Z) = — and that Z is a consequent
part of a sequent whenever s(S, Z) = +.

We informally understand the antecedent parts as the “left side” and the consequent parts as the

“right side” of a sequent.

Definition 23. Let C be a connective family, with partition A and for each D € A group Gp and action
ap. Let S be a sequent. We define a partial function [ap] : Gp x [Sc] — [Sc] by cases on the structures
composing S:

« Lletse B, [®] € [Cland X1, ..., Xpy1 € [Lc]. IFS = Ss([®], X1, ..., Xny1) and g € G, let
g[®] := [agl(g, [®]), £, +' € (Z / 22)™*! be the tonicity signatures, o, o’ be the permutations

and b and V' be the last components of [®] and g[®], respectively, then

lan](g, 5)

:S/E(g®) +E(®)+s (9[®],
T(+)1 + TR0 o™ )1+ bV +b+ Xprpg101ys - - -
T(i/)n-i-l + T(R(UI ’ O'ila i))n—i—l +b0 +b+ XU“U*l(n-‘rl))

Where for every structure X we consider0 + X as X and 1 + X as «X, T is found in definition 7
and R in definition 8.

Proposition 19. Let C be a connective family with a partition A and for each D € A a group Gp and
an action ap. Foreach D € A, the partial function [ap] : Gp x [Sc] — [Sc] is well-defined and is a
partial action.

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

Proof. To seethat V® € D theimage of [ap](g, ®(¢1, - .., ¢n)) livesin [S] we recall the property on
structure families that says V®, ®' € ap(sk(D)), ® and ® have equal arity n and have permutations
o, o’ € Sym(n + 1) and type tuples k, k' € (N*)"! satisfying Py« (0’ - 071, k) = K.

We can see that this action is only going to be defined in the sequents S;([®], X1, ..., X,4+1) for
[®] € [D]. On those it is well defined thanks to the restriction on type tuples mentioned before.

Let o, o’ and o” be the permutation, +, +’ and +” be the tonicity signature and b, v’ and b” be the last
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component of [®], h[®] and g - h[®], respectively.

lap](g, [ap](h, Ss([®], X1, ..., Xnt1)))
—[ap](9, Sk(e)+a@)+s[anl(h, [®]), T(£)1 + T(R(e" -0~ !, £))1 + b + b+ Xorom101y, -+
T(£ )1+ T(R(0" 07" £))ng1 + 6 + b+ Xoro-1(n11)))
=S E(g-ho)+ E(he)+E(he) +E®)+s([ap](9; [ap](h, [®)])), T(£")1 + T(R(0" - o', ')
+ T (£ . ,1(1)+T(R( o )1y + 0 U Y b+ Xprgrtprg-1(1)s - -

T(i”)n-&-l + T(R(U : U ) + ))n+1

+ T(i,) #.g'=1(n+1) + T(R(U, , )) ".g=1( n+1) +b0" 4+ +b0 +b+ XU//_U/—l_U/,U—1(n+1))
_S}E(gh®)+z‘E(®)+s([aD](g h, [®]), ( )1+T( (o ! 01—1’ il))l
+ P(o”-o'L, T(+"))1 + P(o” - T(R(o' o7, £))1 +b" + b+ Xpnp101ys - -

(£
T(+" )1 + T(R(o” - o' i’>>n+1
+ P(o" 0L T(&))nr1 + P(o” - o' T(R(0"- 078, £))at + 0" + b+ Xorgi(ns1))
]

=5x(g-he) +:‘E(®)+s([aD](g h, [®]), T(£")1 + T(R(c" - o'~ 1y M
+ T(Q(O’ . 0'/ 17 + )) + T(Q(O-’/ 0-/ 1 (0" o 1’ i))) + b” + b+ XU”-U*1(1)7 RN

T(i”)n-i,-l + T(R( " / 1 /))n
+ T(Q(U” T T )) T( ( /717 R<UI ’ 0717 J—r))>n+1 +0 b+ Xa”-afl(n-&-l))
®)]),

=SE(g-he)+E®)+s([aD] (g ~h, |
T(+")1+ T(R(0" - 0", 0)+ Q0" - o', R(o" o™, £)))1 + 0" + b+ Xpnpr1y, - -
T+ i1 + T(R(e” - 01, 0)+ Q6" - 0" L, R(6" - 071, 4)))pg1 + 0" + b+ Xon.o-1(n+1))
=Sg(ghe)+E@)+s([ap](g - h, [®])7
T(+")1 +T(R(" -0, R(o"- o7, £))1 + b + b+ Xonag=1(1)s -+
T(E")p+1 + T(R(0" - " R(0" - 07, £)))nt1 + 0" + b0+ Xgrgt(ni1))
=Sk(ghe)+a@)+s([ap](g - b, [®]), T(+")1 + T(R(e” - o™ £)1 + 6" + b+ Xpnpor(1y, - -,
T(+" ) ns1 + T(R(0" 071, £))ns1 + 0 + b+ Xong-1(n41))
=lap](g-h, Ss([®], X1, ..., Xny1))

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

O]

Lemma 3. Let C be a connective family. Let [®] € [C] and X1, ..., Xy41 € [Lc]. Foranyi €
{17 s ’I’H—l}, g€ G@a S(SE([®]7 X1, ooy Xn+1) X) = ([(ID](g, SE([®]7 X1, ooy Xn+1)), Xl)
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Proof. Let + and +’ be the tonicity signature, o and ¢’ be the permutation and b and ¥’ be the last
component of [®] and [ap](g, [®]), respectively. In this proof we use the Z / 2Z notation for signs.

In the left side, we have s(Sg([®], X1, ..., Xn+1), Xi) = 0int1 + (1 + i nt1) £i (®) + E(®) by
definition 22 (it can be seen by case analysis on §; ,+1). In the right side we have

s(lapl(g, Se([®], X1, ..., Xni1)), Xi)

=5 5’+/n+1++n+1+b 1o+ &) (9[®];
T(+)1 +T(R(e" - o™ )1+ +b+ Xorg101y, - -
T(i,)n-i-l + T(R(UI ot ) i))n-‘,—l +0 + b+ XO'/'O'_I(n-i-].))? XZ)

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

to
8([aD](97 S}E([®]? X17 R )) )
:S(T(i,)a o'=1(7) + T(R( i))a o'=1(7) +b + b+ Xi, X)
+ 05— 1(3),n+1 T (14 6g.g— 1(3), n+1) iga 1(5) + 4/ T | +b' + b+ EA(®)

=T(+")g.gr-135) + P(o- 0", T(R(0" - o7, £)))i + b +b
+ 0g.0-1(),nt1 + (L4 0.0-1(), nt1) Togr-1(i) + Eng1 + Fnr1 +0 + 0+ E(®)
=T ()10 + T(Q(o - o', R(o" - 071, 4)));
+ 0g.0-1(),nt1 + (L + 00.0-1(), nt1) Togr-1(i) + £ng1 + Enr1 +E(S)
=T(Q(o- 0", R(0" - 07", £)))i + 0g.1(i) nt1 + Ent1 + E(®)
=T(Q(o-0" 1, Q0" -7, £)))i + T(Q(o - 0", (1 + dpr-1(5),nt1) (1 + o1 (1), mas1))f )i
+ 05.r-1(i),nt1 + Ent1 + E(®)
=T(+)i + P(o- 0", (14 Gpro-1(5), ns1) (L + 0pra1(nt1), 1) + (1 + 65n11) (1 + Ggrom1(nst) ns1)) i
+ 0g.or1(i),nt1 T Tn+1 + A(®)
=T(£)i + (14 0i,n+1) (1 + S5r.5-1(n41), n+1) T (1 + 0.or-1(3), 1) (1 + Ogr.0-1(nt1), nr1)
+ 0.or-1(3), nt1 + Tns1 + B(®)
=(1 4 s, n+1) Fi + Fnt1 405111 + 6or0-1(nr1), nt1) + 0o.0-1(0),n1(1 + 0or.0-1(n1 1), n41)
)
=(1+ i, n+1) Ti + £nt1 +6int1(1 + 0or0-1(n+1), n41) + Ooor—1(3), n196"0-1 (n+1), n+1 + Lnt1 + B(®)
=0int1 + (1 + 65, nt1) i +E(®)

+ 50-,0-171(7;) n+1 + in-i,—l + IZE:(

where we used again proposition 8 and the (b(j ))?Jrl notation for some functiond : {1, ..., n+ 1} —
7 | 27 is notation for (b(1), ..., b(n + 1)).
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Example 7. The partial action on sequents given in definition 23 for the action o X < is

[CLD](<317 sy 3n+1)p7 SAE([®]? X1, - Xn+1))
!

514;((51, ey Sn+1)p[®], Sp+1 + 81+ Xa(n)v ooy Spg1 + Sp Xp(n)a Sn+1 + Xp(n+1))
Proof. Let® be a connective of arity n, permutation o, tonicity signature + and action « x ¢. Let +’ be
the tonicity signature and ¢’ be the permutation of (s1, ..., sp+1)0[®].

We just have to see that ' + R(¢’ - 071, £) = (s1,..., Snt1), as we already know that
T(S1y -y Snt1) = (81 + Snit1y -+ -5 Sp + Snt1, Sni1). Wehave ' = (s1, ..., spy1) + R(p, +) and
o' = p-o.Thereforeo’ -0~ = pand £’ + R(¢o’ - o7, £) = (51, ..., sut1) + R(p, £) + R(p, ) =
(81, -+, Sn+1) as we wanted.

O]

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:

o AsetC,

« Afunctionsk: C — C,

« Apartitionof C, A,

« Forall D € A,agroup G andanactiona: G x C— 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 Family C,

« Its Family of Structural Connectives [C'],
« Itsformulas L¢,

« Its structures [L¢],

+ Its sequents S¢ and [S¢].

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 « action; as
defined in the precedent chapter, we will work on the tonicity signatures as vectors and the morphism

@ in its matrix form: 1 1 0 1 1 L1 o
a((23), ®) = ((23) -id, P((23)) (1) (0) +Q((23)) (o)) = ((23), (1) (0) + (o 1 o) (

1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1

1\ (o 1 0 1 00
a((13), ®) = ((13) -id, P((13)) (1) (1) +Q((13)) ( )) = ((13), (1) (1) + (1 1 0) (

1 1 1 1 1 0 1

We define the Bi-Lambek Connective Family BL as:

o O O

+ theset {®, \, /, ®, >, <} u V,where:

the connective in L have the same skeletons,

the cotensor sk(®) = (id, (1, 1, 1), (+, +, —), —),

the right coresidual sk(>) = ((23), (1, 1, 1), (—, +, +), —),
the left coresidual sk(<) = ((13), (1, 1, 1), (+, —, +), —),

« the partition {{®, \, /, ®, <, >}} u {{v} |V},
+ theactiona x ¢on{®, \, /, ®, >, <} and the actionid on each {v},forv e V.

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

1 0 1 0\ /0 0
a((321),®) = ((321)-id, (1, 1, 1), o]+ |1 1 oo =(@21, 1, 1,1, | 1]
1 01 1/ \o 1

Another case of connective falling outside both families was given through o = 8 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 Family L n (L) as:
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+ thesameset{®, \, /} bV,

the same partition {{®, \, /}} u {{v} | V},
the action a on {®, \, /} and the action id on each {v}, forv e V.

Then we can checkthat L < L n (L) by:

« the bijectionid : L — L n (L),
« the morphism ¢ : Sym(3) < (Z / 27)3 x Sym(3) : o — ((0, 0, 0), o).

We can also check that L < 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 £ 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. Let C be a family of connectives of action a on the group G. A C-model for Atomic Logics
isatuple M = (W, R, R), where W is a non-empty set, R < | |,.x« P(W?) and a surjective map
R:C — RsuchthatV®, ® € C, ® = ®implies R(®) = R(®) and R(®) € WZicti..n+1y ki yhere
(k1, ..., kny1) is the type tuple of ®.

A k-assignment is a tuple from W . A pointed C-model of type k is a model along with a k-assignment.

The class of pointed C-models is noted Ec.

For arelation R € W we’ll define the action of + on the set P(W") by +R = Rand —R =
WY — Rand the action of Sym(n) by cRwy ... wy = Rwy(1) - .. We(n)-

For a n-ary connective ®, all i € 1, ..., n, all elements a and sets A we define (m?A =
ac A if £ (@) = +
a¢ A if +; (®) = —

This notations will be used in the following definition.

Definition 25. Let C be a Connective Family and M be a C-model. We define the interpretation function
of Loin M by [.1M : L& — Upens W¥ inductively:

R(p) if +(p) =+

—R(p) if £(p)=—

« Foralln > 0, all n-ary connectives (o, +, £, (k, ki, ..., knt1), (1, ..., £)) € C and all
(15 -y Pnt1) € L2 [®(01, - oy on)]M = {we WF | CO([p1], - .., [¢nl], W)}, where C®is
called truth condition of the connective and it is defined by cases:

« For all propositional letters p € C of type k, [p]™ = {
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- COWy, ..., Wy, @) = Yar € Wk ... @, € Whe i Wy v ... v W h®W, v
toRgwy ... W, wwhen £(®) = V.

-COWY, ..., Wy, @) = Jwy € Wh, ... @, € Wke, wih®Wy A ... A W d®W, A
toRgw1 ... W, wwhen £(®) = 3.

We define the interpretation function of Sc by w € [ + Y]M iffif w € [p]M thenw € []™M.

We can extend this definition to [C']-models by translating structures into O(C)-formulas.

Definition 26. The satisfaction relation =< Ec x L is definedV (M, w) € Ec, v € Lo, M, W = ¢ if
and only ifw € [¢]™. In that case, we say that ¢ is true on (M, ).

With the formulas L, the evaluations £ and the satisfaction relation = we have succesfully
built the Atomic Logics associated to the set of connectives C'.

Let two logics L = (£,€, E)and L' = (L', €, &) be given over the same class of models. We say
that L' is at least as expressive as L if Vo € L thereisa ¢’ € L' suchthat VM € £, M = ¢if and only
if M = ¢.

We say that L and L’ are equi-expressive when L is at least as expressive as L’ and viceversa. We say
that L is strictly less expressive than L’ whenever L' is at least as expressive as L but they are not
equi-expressive.

Proposition 20. Let C and C’ be two connective families. If there is a bijection T : C — C’ such that

V®e C, ® = & ifand only if T(®) = T(®') and sk(T(®)) = sk(®), Lo and L 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 (W, R, R) of world sets IV, relation sets R and surjective functions
R:C — R,where R(®) € Wici. .n+1} b and the conditions R(ap(®)) = R(®),where D € Ac
and® € C. Similarly for C".

Then ¢ are all the models with, for each ® € C, exactly a 3.y , ki-ary relation, where

L, n+1
(k1 ..., knt1) isthe type tuple of ®. Similarly £, are all the models with, for each® € C’, exactly a

2ie{1,..,n+1) ki-ary relation, where (k1, ..., kny1) is the type tuple of ®.

As the bijection T preserves the partition, the relations of ® and ®' are equal if and only if those of
T(®) and T'(®) are. Finally, as T preserves the skeletons, R and R@ 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'( Rg) = R@ on relationships.

Now we give inductively the translation on formulas 7 : Lo — Lev:
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« For any n-ary connective ® € C, p1,..., ¢, € Lc, we define T(®(p1, ..., ¢©n)) as
T(@)(T(¢1), ---» T(en))-

Let (M, w) be a pointed model. We prove by induction on ¢ thatw € [p]rifand onlyifw € [T'(©)] m.-

The proof just uses that C®([¢1], ..., [¢n], @) is only determined by sk(®) and Rg;, that sk(®) =
sk(T'(®)), that we have defined the translation on frames through T'(Rg) = R@ and the induction
step.

O

Proposition 21. Whenever C ~y C’, Lo and Lo are equi-expressive.

Proof. We just use last proposition with ¢ as bijection. The condition on skeletons correspond to the re-
cursively using equality on actions on the identity, sk(¢(®)) = a(1, sk(¢(®))) = a(p(1), sk(¢(®))) =
a(1, sk(®)) = sk(®).

O]

5.3 Sequent Calculus

Let C be a connective family with partition A, and for each D € A, associated groups G p, actions ap
and a morphism ¢p : Gp x (Z / 27Z)"*! — (Z / 2Z)"*. The rules of our Sequent Calculi are ®":

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 in B. Similarly for £.

®0n this Calculus we are going to make use of proposition 19.
"In the present calculi we will treat full formulas like structural propositional letters non-compatible with 3 (not the
subformulas).
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Display Rules:

The rule dsrl: The rule dsr2:
Forany [D] € Aand V¥Y[®] € [D] of arity n, g € Forany[D] € A non-compatible with the action 3 and
Gp, X1, ..., Xny1 € [Lc], V[®] € [D] of arityn, s e B, X1, ..., Xnt1 € [Lc],
Se([®], X1, ..., Xny1) Ss([®(X1, ..., Xn), Xni1)
dsrl dsr2
[a'D](ga S}E([®]> . ST XTL+1)) S*S(*[®](X17 SRR Xn)v *XnJrl)

Where we write 1 + X ;) for « X ;.

Left and Right Introduction Rules:

Therule - &: Therule®
Forany® € C, Xy, ..., Xy, € [Lc], 01, .-+, pn € Forany®e C,U € [Lc], 01, -+ -5 Pn+1 € Lo,
‘CC)

S}E([@L @1y ooy Pn, U)
Skt @) (X1, 1) oo Skt (@) (Xns ©n) ® SE(®, 01, ..., n, U)
S}E([@], Xla SERE) Xn’ ®(901’ ) (1071))

® =

Rules of Atomic Sequent Calculus, ASL¢

Theorem 5. Let C be a connective family with partition A, and for each D € A, associated groups G p,
actions ap and a morphism ¢p : Gp x (Z | 27)" ™ — (Z | 2Z)" L. Ifforall D € A,ie {1, ..., n},
there is at least one structural connective [®] € [D] such that its permutation o is in the left coset
(i m + 1)Sym(n), then the proof system AS L is properly displayable.

In all the other cases AS L still satisfies C1 to C'7.

Apart from C'8, we are going to use my syntax in the proof.

Proof. Proof of the display property:

We take C the set of connectives. We take a constituent X of a derivable sequent S5(Y, Z), for sign
s and structures Y, Z. We will prove that we can derive a sequent where X is displayed, from the
premiss Sq(Y, Z), by induction on the structure Y.

+ IfYisaformulaand X 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 = [®](Y3, ..., Y;,) for
some [®] € [D] and the sequent Sgg) (Y, Z), where X is a substructure of some X;. Let
o be the permutation of [®] and = its tonicity signature. We take some g € Gp such that
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o-a'~1 e (in+1)Sym(n) for o’ the permutation of [ap](g, [®]). Let +’ be the tonicity signature
of [ap](g, [®]). The display rule dsr1®g lets us display any structural variable Y; as follows

Sil,b+1in+1 ([CLD] (97 [®])7

T(+)1 +T(R(o"- 071, +))1 + o =1(1)s
T(+")ic1 + T(R(o" - 07", )izt + Yg-a’*l(i—l)a
T(+"); + T(R(o’ - 071, ) + Z,

T(£)ip1 + T(R(0" - 07", £))it1 + Yoor1(ig1)s -+ -
T(+")y + T(R(o" - 07}, ))n + Yoo 1(n)s
T(£)ny1 + T(R(0’ L ))ng1 +Y5)

We then use dsr2.b, forb = T(+') 11 + T(R(0" - 0L, £))ns1.
By induction hypothesis we deduce that, as X is substructure of Y}, it can be displayed.

This shows that the calculus has the display property.

Proof of the 8 conditions:

« C'1 Preservation of formulas:
It is enough to check that neither structural variables nor non-parametrical formulas disappear.
Let X; be structures in the rules and ¢; formulas in the rules.

- dsrl and dsr2 only permute the structural variables.
-  ®maintains both X; and @, foralli € {1, ..., n}.
- ® F maintains ¢; foralli e {1, ..., n}and U.

« (2 Shape-alikeness of parameters:
Let an inference Inf, falling under a rule Ru, have a structure variable ¢ 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 of B in A, substituted inside the structure variable ¢.

For example, let us take the rule from X U infer X, Y + U and the specific inference
with the variable X subtituted by (¢, ¢), Y by (¢, ¢) and U by (¢, ¢), for some formula
. This rewrites to from (¢x 1, ¢x,2) F (vu 1, pu.2) infer (px 1, px,2), (Pv.1, Yy.2) F
(¢, 1, pu,2). Forall structure variable £ and i € {1, 2} all the parameters ¢, ; represent

the formula ¢. The congruence relation is defined by:

- For all structure variable £ and i € {1, 2} the parameters ¢, ; are only congruent to

other appearances of ¢y ;.
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- For all structure variable ¢ the parameters (¢y, 1, ¢ 2) are only congruent to other

appearances of (¢y 1, @r.2)-

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

- dsrl and dsr2 only permute the structural variables.
-  ®has only one parameter congruent to X in the conclusion foralli € {1, ..., n}.
- ® I has only one parameter congruent to U in the conclusion.

« (4 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 ® € C have tonicity signature + and
quantification sign Z&.

- Each X; in— ® has sign £(®) + +;(®) both in the premises and in the conclusion.

- The parameter U has sign 1 + £(®) in® I both in the premises and in the conclusion.

- The parameters X; have sign 0; n+1 + (1 + 0i nt+1) i (®) + Z£(®) in dsr2 both in the
premises and in the conclusion.

- Now we want to check it in dsrl. Foranyi € {1,...,n + 1} and g € Gp, we need
that s(Sg([®], X1, ..., Xn+1), Xi) = s([ap](g, Su([®], X1, ..., Xnt1)), X;). Forit
we refer to lemma 3.

« C5 Display of principal constituents:
Principal constituents only appearin — ® and ® +—:

- InF® ®(¢1, ..., ©n)isthe full antecedent or consequent by definition of S.

- Also by definition of S over a connective, the application of ® over ¢4, ..., p, isthe full
antecedent or consequent. Note that none of the ¢; is a principal constituent as none of
them appears as a substructure in the conclusion.

« (6 and C7 Closure under substitution for parameters:
When substituting any of the X, ..., X,,, X, Y or U 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 rules X ¢ and ¢ - Z, with ¢ a principal constituent, either
Y equals X or Z or we caninfer X  Z from the premises of both rules, using only the cut rule
for strict subformulas of . We check it now:

Let’s take the rules - ® and ® I, we will let the sequents’ order be given by the quantification
sign of ®. We suppose Sy, g)(Xi, ¢;) foralli < nand Sg([®], 1, ..., ¢n, U). To prove C8,
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we want to infer Sg([®], X1, ..., X,, U).
We will take for every i < n an element g; € Gp such that g displays X; in any
Ss([®]7 X17 ceey Xn+1)'

The proof follows by induction on the number of structural variables in
®(X1, ey X5, Qitly -« (,0”)2

SI‘E([®]ﬂ Pr)s -5 Pr(n)s U)
: Induction step with g; fori < n
S ®,X y ...,Xn_ s ©Pny U S— +n- a ns (Xna ()On)
£([®], X1 1 ¢n, U) 45110, (-8 ([an](gn, [)) dsr2—t.
[ap](gn, Se([®], X1, ..., Xn_1, ©n, U)) SE(ap](gn, (@) (— £n @n, — Tn Xn) cut (o)
ut (¢n

lap](gn, SE([®], X1, ..., Xn_1, Xpn, U))
S;E([®], le ey X’ru U)

dsrlg,®.g,

where we have used in the cut that [ap](g;, .) displays the i-essime component and that propo-
sition 19 tells us that drslg,®.g,, and drsl®.g, rules are inverses and also we have used the
notation — X = «X and + X = X.

The other possible combinations are trivial.

O

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

— Id
Py

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

Proof. We will show ¢ +— ¢ by inductionon ¢ € L¢:

« If ¢ = pwith negative quantification:
By - p we have [p] - p and by p - ends the step.
+ If ¢ = g with positive quantification:
By - ¢ we have g  [¢] and by ¢ - ends the step.
« If, for any n-ary connective® € C, ¢ = ®(p1, ..., ©n):
By IHwe have Vi € {1,...,n}, ¢; = @i = Sy, @) (¥i, vi). Therefore, by - ®, we have
Se([®], ¢1, -+, ¥n, ®(e1, ..., ©n)). We end the induction step by ® |-.
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O]

Proposition 23. Let C be a plain connective family. The ® \— in AS L¢ is invertible. We note by ® ——
the resulting inference.

Proof.
- 1d Id
Sti(@ (%1, ¢1) o Sea@) (0 ¢n) e
S}E([@], Ply -y Pny ®<9017 SRR ()OTL)) S}E(®7 P15 -+ Pny U) cut
SE([@]) Ply oo vy Pny U)
0
Corollary 1. We set for strict structures the function s(|®](X1, ..., X)) = —£(®).

Let C be a plain connective family. We can define a sign-dependent translation 7 : [Lc] — Lo such
that, for any formula ¢, 7(p) = ¢ and for any well-formed strict structure X, S_,x)(X, 74x)(X)).
Therefore, from S_(x)(7(X), U) we can infer S_yx)(X, U).

Furthermore, from S_ x)(X, U) we can infer S_ x)(7(X), U).

Proof. Forany substructure of X of the form [®](X1, ..., X,,) wecancheckthatforalli € {1, ..., n},
$(Xiv1) = —E(®) tit1 (®).

We define by mutual induction two partial translations 7, 7 :

« Forany formula ¢,
T+(p) =7-(p) = ¢

« For any connective ® and structures X1, ..., X,

T r@[®(X1, ..., Xn)) = ®(T_g@)+: @) (X1); - s T-E@)£n (@) (Xn))
For X astrict structure we define 7(.X) as 7, x)(X) and for X a formula we define 7(X) = X. This s
well-defined thanks to s being well-defined on strict structures.

By induction on X we see S_;(x)(X, 7(X)).

+ If X isaformula, then 7_(X) = 7, (X) = X and both sequents are true by Id Axiom.
+ We suppose X = [®](Xy, ..., Xn). The induction hypothesis tells us that for all
i€ {1, ..., n}, S yx,)(Xi, To(x,)(Xi)). We then take - ® on all those sequents, thanks to
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$(Xit1) = —E(®) £it1 (®).
We get a derivation of

S}E([®], X1, ..., Xa, ®(TS(X1)(X1), ce Ts(Xn)(XTL)))
= Sx@) (X, ®(T_g@)+1®) (X1); - T—E&@)+n(®) (Xn))) = S_s(@) (X, Ts(x)(X))

The last bit comes from inductively using the ® +, after displaying all the strict substructures of X.

O

Itis trivial seeing that 7(X) is a J-formula whenever X is a {[®] | ® € J}-structure.

We note X - Y whenever X - Y andY  X.

Corollary 2. Let X and Y be two structures such that if X is strict we can derive Sy x(7(X), 7(Y)),
Y is well-formed and if X is a formula we can derive X — Y. Then if S is a derivable sequent, the
sequent S[X /Y] replacing all appearances of X in S by Y is also derivable.

Proof. We display each appearance of X in S, thanks to C4 they will all be in the same side for strict
structures.

« If X is a formula we get, from displaying, the sequent Ss(V, X) for some sign s and structure
V, from cutrule onitand Ss(X, Y') we get the result after repeating the followed display rules
in the reverse order and subtituting each use of dsr1®.g for dsrlg®.g~'. drsl 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
Ssx)(V, 7(X)) for some structure V. The cut rule with S, x)(7(X), 7(Y)) lets us derive
Ssx)(V; 7(Y)). Using again last corollary we find S, x)(V, Y). We get the result after
repeating the followed display rules in the reverse order and subtituting each use of dsr1®.g
fordsrlg®.g~'. drsl and dsr2 can be applied because the changed structure is a parametric
occurrence inferences.

O

Proposition 24. Let C be a set of connectives. The proof system AS L¢ is conservative on any fragment
{[®] | ® e C} < J < [C] of structural C-connectives.

Proof. We prove it by stronginduction on the derivation of any J-structure by eliminating the undesired
usages of dsrl®.g, for [ap](g, [®]) ¢ 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 [®] be the structural connective we are willing to eliminate. We know that [®] is not in the conclusion
of the derivation because it is notin .J. As structural connectives which are not in the connective family
do not have left and right introduction rules we know that the structure [®](X71, ..., X,+1) must be
a parameter in all rules which are not the very same dsr1 introducing or eliminating the connective.
Therefore, [®] must have been eliminated by an application of dsr1, let’s say dsr1®.g for some g € Gp
such that [ap](g, [®]) € J.

Let us note by +, o and £/, ¢’ the respective tonicity signature and permutation of [®] and
[ap](g, [®]). Incase T(+ )41 +T(R(c’-071, £))ns1 = 0, we rewrite all the congruent appearences
of Sy([®], X1, ..., Xpn41) with the conclusion of the dsrl®.g inference Sy([®'], X1, ..., X} 1)
up from the root until we find another congruent parameter [®](X1, ..., X,,) in some inference
dsr1®”.¢' orjust leaves of the derivation. In the first case we change dsr1®”.¢' by dsr1®”.(g - ¢'), who
will have as conclusion Ss([®'], X1, ..., X/, 1), 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.

Letus note by +, o and +’, o’ the respective tonicity signature and permutation of [®] and [ap](g, [®]).
Incase T(+' )1 + T(R(c’ - 071, +))ns1 = 1, we note the conclusion of the dsr1®.g inference by
Ss([®@], X1, ..., *X]_.1). Now we rewrite all the congruent appearences of Sy([®], X1, ..., Xpn41)
by S_s(x[®'], X1, ..., X}, X],.1) up from the root until we find another congruent parameter
[®](X1, ..., X,)insomeinference dr@®".¢’ or just leaves of the derivation. In the first case we change
dr®".¢' by dr@".(g - ¢'), who will have as conclusion S_,(«[®'], X1, ..., X}, X],.), 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 [®] ¢ J we can repeat this process, so that thanks to the derivation being finite we know that
the resulting derivation will not have any [®] ¢ J.

O]

We already know AS L to be conservative on formulas thanks to subformula property. We can
check with a quick look that for any connective family C, the C-fragment of AS L corresponds
to AS L, as they use the same structural connectives.

Definition 28. Let C 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 of C). We define inductively, on formulas
D1y vy Prs Va(®(@1, - oy o)) = {®}U V(1) U...uV,(pn). Let [®] be astructural connective. We
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define inductively, on structures X1, ..., Xp, Vo([®](X1, ..., X)) = {®} U Va(X1) u... U Va(Xy)
and for ® non-compatible with 3, V, (#[®](X1, ..., Xn)) = Vo([®](X1, ..., Xn)).

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

Note that V,(X) < O(C).

Itis 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 structures X and Y, if for some sign s the sequent S5 (X, Y') is derivable
then there is a formula ¢ such that:

« if X'isaformula, Ss(X, ¢) and Ss(¢, Y) are derivableand V(¢) < V(X) n V(Y).
o ifX = [@](Xl, RN Xn):‘sfli(@)ii(@)(Xi? cp)and SAE(@)([®]7 X1, oo, Xio1, 0, Xig1, -, Xa, Y)
are derivable and V(p) € V(X;) n (U, V(X;) v V(Y) u {®}),foranyie {1, ..., n}.

We proceed by strong induction on the derivation of S, (X, Y).

« If the last inference was - &, we can assume that the property is satisfied for each
S_g@)+,®) (@i, Xi)andY = ®(¢1, ..., ©n). Then the induction hypothesis lets us deduce
that there is some formula v; such that V(¢;) < V(e;) n V( -) S_g®)+:(®) (i, ¥i) and

S_g (®)+ (@ (¥i, X;) are derivable. Therefore, V(¢;) < V(X;) n (U; V( -) v V(Y)) <
V(Xi) 0 (Ujes VX)) 0 VYY) 0B}, Se@)+:(0) (Xis $4) and Sk(®)+:(@) (Yi> #i), so that by
applymgl— ® we can also derive Sg @) ([®], X1, ..., Xi—1, ¥i, Xiy1, ..o, Xp, V).
For the other direction of the sequent, S_z(g)(®(¢1, - .., ¥n), [®(X1, ..., X)) by - @&,
S_x(@) (@1, -5 o), @1, ..., Pn)) by% ®and® - and V(®(¢1, - -, ¢n>> < {® v
(Vg n V(X)) v v (V(en) nV(Xn)) S VYY) 0 (f©) U V(X)) U 0 V(X))

+ Ifthelastinference was® I, we can assume that the property is satisfied for Sg([®], ¢1, .., ¢n, U).

Then there is some 1); such that V' (1;) < V(i) 0 (U, V() v V(U) L {®}), forany sign s;,
Si(goiv sz) and S}E([®]7 @1y ooy Pi—1, wla Pi+ls -y Pn, U)

Then it must be that an application of dr or an application of some - &' precedes ® . In the
second case we must have ® = ® and so we can see that® € V(U) and the desired formula is
®(¢1, ..., ¥y). Therefore, Sg([®], ¢1, - -, ©n, U) must be preceded by other sequents with
the outmost structural connective still in the orbit of [®]. As the derivation is finite, there must
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be an application of — &' preceding the sequent. By the argument we just saw, we know that

[®] = [®],sothat® e V(U)and V(®(¢1, - .., ¥n)) S V(®(¢1, -- -, on)) 0 V(U).

To prove it for the other direction of the sequent we must study by cases. If U 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 o = [

In this section we get back into Guillaume Aucher’s action by using the families (a = 5)(®).

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

We define the connective families (« + 5)(®, V), (a x ¢)(®, V), (a0 )(®, V), a(®, V), B(®, V') and
§(®, V) as the families O({®, } 1 V,), where a ranges on the previously mentioned actions.

We define the connective families (. 3)(®), (a % ¢)(®), (a0 ) (®), a(®), B(®) and §(®) as the families
O({®q} U Vig), 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 (Z / 2Z)""* x Sym(n + 1) previously defined is isomorphic to (Z | 27 + Sym(n +
1)) / (Z | 2Z + Sym(n + 1)), through a morphism ¢, commuting both actions (" o ¢ = «).

Now we conclude:

Corollary 3. Let C be a set of connectives. We have that O(C.s) ~w O(Cax<). Therefore the logics
Lo(Cogs) AN Loc, ) Are equi-expressive.

In particularV® € C, (a = 8)(®) ~w (a x ¢)(®).
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Proof. Ontheorem 4 we have already given the required morphism on the identity bijective function,
along with the equality.

This proves the result V& € C, (a * 3)(®) >~ (a x ¢)(®). As we’re working on discrete families, we
can extend the bijection to the sets O(Cyxs) and O(Cy «.) with the union of all of the bijections while
respecting the morphisms and the conditions.

O

The converse of propositions 21 and 20 is false. The following proposition shows it, as the cardinals
of 6(®, V') and (a x ¢)(®, V') are very diferent. It also shows the need for distinguishing the
families’ actions on all the connectives, including the propositional letters.

Proposition 25. Let VV be the propositional letters set and let ® be a connective.

1 ForallC,C" € {(a x ¢)(®), (a0 6)(®), v(®), B®), 6(®), (a x )(@®, V), (w0 5)(®, V),
a(®, V), B(®, V), 0(®, V)} wehave Ec = Epr.

2. Forany pair of families C, C" in {(a x ¢)(®, V), (a0 0)(®, V), B(®, V), §(®, V)}, Lo and L
are equi-expressive.

3. The logic over L) @) IS at least as expressive as the logics over L ,.5)(@) and Lg(g)- The logic
over L q05)(@) IS at least as expressive as the logics over Ls(g).

4. If we take a connective ® of arity n > 0, the logic over L ) () IS Strictly more expressive than
the logic over L q.5)(®)-

Proof. Letn be the arity of ®. Let (k1, ..., kn+1) 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 (W, R, R) of world sets W, relation sets R and surjective functions R, where
R(®) € Wicti...n+1} b and the conditions R(ay(p)) = R(p) and R(a(®)) = R(®), wherep € V.
These are all the models withexactlya >, .1, ki-aryrelationand, foreachp € V of type signature
(k), a k-ary relation on . Therefore, they form the same class.

We give now four translations by induction:

. ¢1 : [:5(@) - E(axg)(@): £5(®7 V) — E(axg)(@, V) such that:

- For p propositional letter, ¢1(p) = p.
- Foranyse B,

¢1(6(s, ®) (1, -5 n)) = ((@ x )(((0, ..., 0, 8), id), ®))(P1(p1), -5 Pnln))

* Wenote ¢ : Ly@) —~ Liax)@) P8 Ls@) = L(acs)(@) 3N 04 : Liacs)(@®) = Llaxq)(@) THiS
translations are trivialized when using (a = 3)(®) instead of & x ¢, thanks to corollary 3.
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We need to check that Vi € {1, 2, 3}, [¢i(¢)] = [¢], which are routinary computations.
We now show the reciprocal translations ¢y : Lox)@) — Ls(@) and ¥z : Lgg) — Ls(w)-

We define two translations by mutual induction ¢1 4, 91 .

« Forany atom connective p, ¢, +(p) = pand ¢, _(p) = 6(—, p).
« For any residuation of ®,

P1e(((51, -5 $n41)0®) (1, -5 o)) = 6(tnt1, ®) (1,0 (1), -5 P11, (0n))
Where Vi € {1, ey n}, t; = ii((sl, RN Sn+1)0®) : iz(®> - L.

We now show that V¢ € B, [¢1,:(¢)]5@) = t[¥](ax<)@) in Some model M. We proceed by induction
on .
« For any propositional letter p it is trivial from R(d(s, p)) = R(sp).

« Forany sy, ..., sp41 € B, 0 € Sym(n + 1),

[[1/]1715((317 N Sn-‘rl)O'@(Qol, ey @n)>]]5(®)
=[6(£((s51, .-+, Sn41)0®) - £(®) - t, ®)
(@Z)l, +1((s1, -, sn+1)a®)-i1(®)~t(</71), R @Z}l, +n((s1, ...,an)g@).in(@.t((pn))ﬂ(g(@)
={we wk ‘ CO(£((51, -, 8n41)0®)-£(®) 1, ®)
(¥, 141 (51, o sm11)0@) 21.(@)t (21 6(@) 5 - - -

(U1, £ (51, oy 8011)0®) 0 (@)t (Pr) |5(®), T)}
:{@ c Wk | C((O, vy 0, £((815 00y Sn41)0®) -+ (®)t, ®)

(£1((s15 - -+ Sn41)0®) - £1(®) - V[ P1] (axe)@)s - - -

(£n((s15 -+, $n+1)0®) - £n(®) - )[n](axe)@)> W)}
={we Wk | clr =09 ([o1] uey@)s - -+ [Pnl(axe) @) )}
=[(s1, -+ -y Sn+1)0®(P1, -, ©n)]

The penultimate step comes from the fact that CSi(J—rv@’)(Wl, ..., Wy, w) if and only if not
C®'(W1, cooy £Wiy ..., Wy, W) and the previous ones come from 3 being an action.
We define two translations by mutual induction ¢2 4, 12 _.

« For any atom connective p, 1+ (p) = pand ¢_(p) = d(—, p).
 For any residuation of ®,

wt((3®)<@1, SRR (Pn)) = 5(tn+17 ®)(¢t1 (‘Pl); B ¢tn(<ﬂn))
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Where Vi € {1, e n}, t; = i2(8®) . i2(®) -t =s-1.
The proof of [1)2, s(¢)] = s[¢] 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 £ = V.

For p1, ..., p, propositional letters, the formula —®(p1, ..., pn) € L(axs)(@) is Not definable in
L (a0s)(®)- In order to see it we will show that there are two bisimilar « o §-models, M and N, such
that M = —®(p1, ..., pn) and not N = —®(p1, - .., pn)-

The models are:

e Mi{wy, ..., wp, V1, ..., Un},
Rg = {(w1, ...\ wp, wi), ooy (W1, -0y Why wp), (W1, - vvy Wy, V1) o eey (W15 2oy Why V)
and
Vp1) ={w1, ..., Wn, vay ..., 03}, ooy, Vipp) = {w1, .oy Wy U1, ooy Upe1}

« Nao{w), ..., wh},
Rg = {(w}, ..., wy, wy), ..., (wy, ..., wy, wy,)}and
Vipr)=...=V(pp) = {w}, ..., w,}.

The automatic bisimulation for atomic logics is {(v1, w}), ..., (vn, wh), (w1, w)), ..., (wWy, w,)}.

We can also check M = —®(p1, ..., pp) and N E ®(p1, - - -, Pn)-

Checking it is routinary.

The orbit of & x ¢ corresponds to the n-ary connectives of fixed sign +(®)ZE(®). 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
27+1(n 4+ 1)! connectives of (a x ¢)(®, V') but we have enough with the 2(n + 1)! connectives of

(w0 d)(®, V) or even with the 2 connectives of 6(®, V') to express the same.

We will focus on the families (a x <) (®), (a0d)(®), 5(®) and 6 (®) with 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 5(®), 6(®) 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 6 (®, V') 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 VD € A whenever ® € D are not propositional
letters then ap = « x < is satisfied. Then we can derive the following display rules, written in Aucher’s
notation along with signs in B.

The rule dsrl:
For any [D] € A compatible with the action a x ¢ and V[®] € [D] of arityn, s1, ..., Sp41 € Z /27, 0 €
Sym(n + 1), X1, ..., X, € [Lc],

Se([®], X1, ..., Xn41)

S/E((Sla sy Sn+1)0'[®], Sn-i-lleo’(l)v ceey STH-ISTLXU(TL)) Sn-‘rlXa'(TH-l))

dsrl

Where we write — X ;) for « X ;).
The rule dsr2:
Forany[D] € AandV[®] € [D] ofarityn,s € B, Xy, ..., X,, € [Lc],

SS([®](X17 ceey Xn)7 Xn-i—l)
S*S(*[®](X1a ceey Xn)a * n+1)

dsr2

Proof. Follows from example 7.

O]

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

Let C be a connective family with action « + 8 on any non-variable connective. As the variables, which
are not compatible with 3, can’t access dsr1 we can use AS L¢ to get back the Aucher’s display rules.

Below I write the original display rules, whose proof system (alongside with the introduction rules ® +,
- ®) we call GGLY..
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The ruledrl:
Forany [D] € A, Y[®] € [D] ofarityn,i <n +1, X1, ..., Xni1 € [Lc],

S,qg([@], le ceey Xn-‘rl)
S/E((zn + 1)[@], X1, oo, Xio1, Xp, Xigt, ooy Xa, Xz)

drl

The ruledr2:
Foranyse B, X, Y € [Lc],
Ss(X,Y)

———dr2
S_s(xX, #Y)

Proof. Let® € C. Anyrule drl®.i can be translated into dsr1®.(in+1). 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 o € Sym(n) in transpositions, all having n + 1 in the support, by recursively
multiplying o with (n + 1 0~ (n + 1)) on the left, which will take 0~ (n + 1) out from the support of o.
Then o will equal the permutations needed to reach the identity in the reverse order.

Therefore, we can write any (o, b) as a sequence of ((ay n + 1), 0)--- ((a; n + 1), 0) - (id, b). The
rule dsr1®.(o, b) of ASLc will be a composition of rules dr1®.(a; n + 1) and, if b = 1, dr2 by using
proposition 19.

Like this we will be able to translate the applications of the rule dsr1®.(o1, b1) - - - (o, by ). Before, let
us call the previously defined a; for each o; as a; ;. Indeed, the derivation is a composition of rules
dri®.(a1,1n+1), ..., drl®.(a1 ), dr2ifby = 1,dri®.(az, 1 n+ 1), ..., dri®.(az,1,),dr2ifby = 1,
etc. We finish the recursion when we reach the application of rule dr1®.(ax,;, ), followed by dr2 if
b = 1.

O]

Theorem 7. Let C be a connective family with action « = 8 on any non-variable connective. The proof
system GG LY, 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:'l_(arity C),
typed_Structural _Formula (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i))),
forall (¢ : forall i:'l_(arity C),
typed_Formula (tnth (type C) (lift ord_max i))),
(forall i:'l_(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 (¢ i)))) -
unsigned_pivoted function_S Calculus (S_of C C)
X
(existT _ (tnth (type C) ord_max)
(from_formula (composition C ¢)))
| RRule (C : @Connective (@full_Connectives Generators))
: forall (¢ : forall i:'l_(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 (¢ i)) U ->
unsigned_pivoted function_C Calculus C ¢ U
| drl (C : @Connective (full_Connectives Generators))
(p:'Sym_(arity C).+1)
: forall (X : forall i:'l_(arity C).+1,
typed_Structural_Formula (tnth (@sk_type (@skeleton C)) i)),
unsigned_pivoted_function_S Calculus
(S_of CC)
(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(@a (S of C (restricted_of full C C)) p))))
(funi=>
cast Formula (@calculus_type wf __ pi)
((X (p (lift ord_max i)))))
(existT (X (p ord_max))).

Figure 7: Implementation of GGLY, 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 calculus ASL(.+p)(@) there are, for any n-ary connective ®, 27+ 1(n + 1) sets of n! connectives,
where each pair of connectives in each set is provably equivalent by permutations (i.e. for any two ®, ®

there is some o € Sym(n) such that ®(o, - - -, Yn;—1) == & (Ve(0)s - - -5 Pa(ni—1)))-

Therefore, by the last corollary we can replace each appearance of ®, ®' in the same set and [®], [®'] in
any derivable sequent to get a new derivable sequent.

Proof. The sets correspond to the 21 (n + 1) orbits of {+c € B * Sym(n + 1) | o(n) = n} over the
connectives forming the O(®).

+ For®, o® (where o(n) = n and therefore £(oc®) = £(®)):
Id

SE@) (®(o, -5 Pn—-1), BP0, - Pn—1))
Se@) ([®(¢0; -5 Yn-1), (@0, -, Pn-1))
SE®) ([0®](Po(0)s - -5 Pon—1))s BP0 -+ Pn-1))
SE@) (T®(Pa(0)) -+ Pon—1)), ®(P0, -+ -5 Pn-1))

dsrl®.o
o®

The reciprocal comes from the same derivationono® —",dsrl + ®. -~ and o~ (0®) .

O]

This shows that for each coset of Sym(n + 1) by the subgroup Sym(n) 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 (i n + 1)Sym(n) 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[®],
« >as[\],
[

. <as|/].
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Inductive display_derivation : Iks -> |ks -> Type :=
| display_id : forall (¢ : Ikf), display_derivation ¢ ¢
| displayl : forall XY Z,

display_derivation X (Z [/] Y) -> display_derivation (X [:]Y) Z
| display?2 : forall XY Z,

display_derivation (X [-] Y) Z -> display_derivation Y (X [\] Z)
| display3 : forall XY Z,

display_derivation Y (X [\] Z) -> display_derivation X (Z [/]1Y)
| tensorL : forall X (¢ y : Ikf),

display_derivation (¢ ['] ) X -> display_derivation (¢-y) X
| tensorR : forall XY (¢ y : Ikf), display_derivation X ¢ ->
display_derivation Y y -> display_derivation (X [-1Y) (¢ y)
| rresL : forall X (@ g : 1kf),
display_derivation X (¢ [\] y) -> display_derivation X (¢ \ @)
| rresR : forall XY (¢ y : Ikf), display_derivation X ¢ ->
display_derivation g Y -> display_derivation (¢ \ y) (X \] Y)
| IresL : forall X (¢ y : Ikf),
display_derivation X (¢ [/] y) -> display_derivation X (¢ / @)
| IresR : forall XY (¢ y : Ikf), display_derivation ¢ X ->
display_derivation Y y -> display_derivation (¢ / @) (X [/]Y)
| cut : forall (¢ : Ikf) X Z, display_derivation X ¢ ->
display_derivation ¢ Z -> display_derivation X Z

Figure 8: Implementation of Goré’s Non-Associative Lambek Display Calculus, we call it D Ly smpek

Axiom: Residuation:
X[Q)Y +Z 4o
p
Y - X[\|Z
For ®: For \: For /:
X1k 1 X2'—SD2'_® X1+ cpzl—Xzi_\ 01 - Xy XzPsﬁz}_/
X1[®] X2 - 01 ® @2 1\ g2 - X1[\] X2 o1/ p2 = X1[/] X2
P1[®lp2 H X X = p1[\]e2 \ X = o1l/]e2 .
1 @ p2 = X X o1\ 2 X 1/ p2

Rules of D L1 ambek
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The rules of the calculus derived from atomic logics for ®,, are:

Foranyp = (id, +, k, +) € L: For® € L:
o2 X[®Y - Z
[p] dsrlp.id L dsrl®.id
]2 X[QY - Z
Y - X[\|Z
— dSI’l@.(l 3)
_ X+ Z[)]Y
Foranyq = (id, —+, k, +) € L: —[/] dsri®.(12)
Y[Rwe]X - Z
kadl.d :::?ﬁ:dM®ﬂ%)
Ssrlg.a Y-Z rev X

dsri®.(321)
X+ Y[\w]Z

Display Rules of AS Ly ampek

Foranyp = (id, £, k, +) € L: Foranyg = (id, —+, k, +) € L:
Fp [p] = X - q kaq%
[pl = p PEX ¢+ ldl Xtg
For® e L:
Xo
2 = P2 - ®
X1[®] X2 - v1 ® p2
® X
©1[®]p2 .
P1®pa - X
For\ € L: For /e L:
X1 @1 <P2FX2|_\ p1 =Xy XQFQDQI_/
1\ 2 = X1[\] X2 o1/ p2 = Xa[/] X2
X = p1]\|w2 X = p1l/]p2
[\] \ L [/] e
X o1\ p2 X =1/ 2

Left and Right Introduction Rules of AS Li ampek
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As an example, we show the calculations for the rule dsr1.(2 3).

Se([®], X, Y, Z) = S3(X[Q]Y, Z) = X[Q]Y + Z

\ : - - , dsri®.(2 3)
Se([\], X, Z,Y)=Sy(X[\|Z,Y)=Y + X[\|Z

We will characterize the relationship between the three Calculi.

Theorem 8. Let L be the Lambek Connective Family:

« If X, Y € [L] donotcontain [p] or +, X Fasr, Y inthe {[®] | ® € L}-fragment of ASLy, if
andonlyif X —pr, .. Y-
e Ifo, Ve L, oast, Yifandonlyif o -pr,,... ¥ ifandonlyify Fr, 9.

Proof. We use proposition 24 to reduce the number of structural connective appearingin the ASL-
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 connectives ®, \ and / and their restricted rule-set.
Also, the Introduction rules for binary connectives. The systems only differ by the Axiom Id in DL and
the left and right introduction rules for the propositional variables in C'in ASLy.

We have already shown that Id is derivable in ASLy,. Now transforming any derivation X ~pr, .. Y
into a derivation X |57, Y is trivial.

We want to see that if X 497, Y does not contain any [p] or [¢], then we can get a derivation
X FDLimea Y - We proceed by induction on the derivation. By what we commented before, the last
inference must be somep , ¢ I, dsr1l®,® ,\ F,/ H, + ®, - \ or /. In the first two cases the
premise has [p] or [¢] in some sequent, so that we can’t apply the induction step. We have a derivable
premise [p] - X (where X has not any [p] nor [¢]) and therefore, on the derivation, they must have
been introduced by - p or - q. In either case we delete all dsr1p.id and dsrlq.id and we change the
usages of - p or - ¢ for premises [p] - pand q  [¢], respectively. Now we change all the usages of
p b by premises p - pand ¢ - g. The new derivation doesn’t have any appearance of [p] nor [¢] and
can therefore be translated into D L1 ympex. Note how the premises p — p, ¢ - ¢ now can be changed
into instances of the id axiom, so that we get from the derivation a proof of X pr,, .. Y.

Forall X, Y € [£1] not containing [p] or = a proof of X —pr Y implies 7 X +pr, 7Y and for all
w, ¥ € L aproofof o gy, 1 implies ¢ - py, 1 are found in the Coq code. By using Corollary 1 and
the first point, we get the second point.

O]
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Corollary dp_lambek_Ikf (¢ y : Ikf) : (¢ - @)%lks -> (¢ - y).
Theorem lambek _dp Ikf @ g : (pFy) -> (@Hy)%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 set W, the relation R and model M = (W, {R}):

s [e@¢] :={weW |Ju,ve W,ue[p] nve ] A Ruvw}.
e [e\¢] i={weW |[Vu,ve W, ué¢[p] vve ] v Ruwuv}.
o/ Y] i ={weW |Vu,ve W,ue [¢] vvé¢|[p] v Rwvu}

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 a x ¢-orbit. We
list them below in Aucher’s syntaxis:

¢ ®rev: ((12), +, 3, 1, (1, 1), (+, +)).
frev:i ((123), =V, 1, (1, 1), (+, —))-
*\evi ((321), = ¥, 1, (1, 1), (=, +)).
* Drev: ((1 2)7 (1 1)7 (+7 +))
* <rvi ((123), +7 3, L (1, 1), (+, )
* >revi((321), +,3, 1, (L, 1), (=, +)).

6.2 Boolean Connectives and Hilbert Calculus

Definition 31. The Boolean Connectives set B is formed of exactly the following non-variables connec-
tives, for each k € IN:

o Ly (id, k, +, —). o Th:(id, k, —, —).
o s (id, k) (=, +), —). « > ((23), (k, Kk, k), (—, +, =), —).
o Ag(id, (ky Ky E), (4, 4+, +), —). o vi (id, (k, k, k), (+, +, =), —).

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 partitionis {{L, T}, {—}, {~, v, —}}
« The actions are o x < on the connectives and id on the variables.

We note [/\] = [V] R a((l 2)a [/\]) = a((l 2)a [v]) = yrevs a((l 3)7 [/\] = [H]: g((+7 +, *)a [‘*
]) = [(_/])O‘((l 2)7 [<_]) = [‘_rev]:aXC(('h +, _)(1 2)7 [(_]) = [(_;ev]l §((+, +, _)7 [_>]) = [_>/]’
a((12), [=]) = [=re], @ x <((+, +, =)(12), [=]) = [=}a] and [T] = [L] = L. 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 [—'] = <((+, +, =), [=]) = = and [~] = = This is well-defined because
#[—] = [~']%, so that = = X has a unique meaning depending on whether it appears in the antecedent
or the consequent, and ——¢ —— o and =" — ¢ — .

We add the following rules to GG Lp:

Structural Rules:

The rule CI+: The rule Ki—: The rule WI:
Forany X, Y, U € [L¢], Forany X, Y, U € [L¢], Forany X, U € [Lc]™,
X, Y)-U X+U X, X)rU
# Cl— — K # Wi
Y, X) U (X, Y)rU X+U
The rule IWI-: The rule dr2:
Forany X, U € [L<]7, Forany X, Y, Z € [Lc]®,
(X, H+U (X, Y)Z
— IWI+ ——— dr2
XU X+ (Z,%Y)

A Boolean Connective Family C'is a Connective Family C' := B .1 C’, for some Connective Family C’,
where we consider its proof system GG L as the rules of GG L along with the rules of GGLY, from
example 9.

Using Cl—, dsr1 and dr2 we can show:

« (X, YY) Uifandonlyif (X, v Y) - U.

- Uk (X, Y)ifandonlyif U i (X,ey Y).

« (X, #Y)  Uifandonly if X[«/]yY - Uifandonly if Y[-/'| X + U
ifand only if Y[—'];ey X + Uifand only if X[']Y - U.
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« U+ (X, #Y)ifandonlyif U - X[« Y ifand only if U |- Y[—]X
ifand only if U - V' [—]re, X if and only if U (- X[V

Proposition 27. Let C be a Boolean Connective Family with actions on non-variable connectives o = f3.
The rule dsr2 is eliminable in GG L.

Proof. Let X be a structure [®](X71, ..., X,,) with [®] non-compatible with §.

X+Y
(X, )Y
I, X)rY
—( ) dr2
(I, #Y) b =X
_— WI+
#Y B %X

Wenote/ — Xas— Xand X —Tas X |-.

Let C be a Boolean Connective Family with action « * 5 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 from AH L:

Foranyne N, ® € Cofarityn,i€ {1, ..., n}, ¢; € Lo, j€ {1, ..., n}suchthat £E(®) =V,

If£;(®) = +, If+;(®) = -,

i R1 i R2

|_®((;0175(;0j7)gpn) |_®(901,7§0]7790n)

Foranyn e N,® € Cofarityn,i € {1,...,n},j € {1,...,n}, ¢i, ¢; € Lo such that £(®) = I and

A5
|_®(90177(p]\/90377§07l)_)(®(§017790]779071)\/@(@17790;779071))

Foranyn € N,® € Cofarityn,i € {1,...,n},j € {1,...,n}, ¢i, ¢; € Lo such that £(®) = I and
t(®); = —»

A6

|_®(901a"'7(pj/\§0;‘7-"7()071)_)(@(()017'--790]'7"'a@n)\/@(()@lv"'7@97"')80'@))
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Axioms:
The axiom AO: The axiom AQ’: The axiom Al: The axiom A2:
Forany p € L, Forany ¢, ¥ € L¢,
—— A0 AQ’ A1 A2
=T -l Fe—=(pArp) F(pAy) —o
The axiom A3: The axiom A4:
Forany ¢, ¥, p € L¢, Foranyn € N, ® € C ofarityn,i € {1, ..., n}, p; €
A3 £C7
Flp—=9) = (=@ Ap) = =(pAre) Ad

= _'®(9017 ) Qpn) <« _®(3017 SRR QOn)

The axiom A7:
Foranyne N, ® € Cofarityn,ie {1, ..., n}, j€{1, ..., n}, ¢; € Lo suchthat E(®) =3,

AT

= ®(p1, - G+ D)@ P15 - @n)s ) = @

The axiom AS8:
Foranyne N, ® € Cofarityn,ie {1, ..., n}, je {1, ..., n}, p; € Lo suchthat E(®) =V,

A8
== ®(@1; -5 (Fn+1)(®) (P15 -5 ©n)s -+ Pn)

Axioms of Hilbert Calculus of Atomic Logics

Inference Rules:

The rule R3: The rule R4:
Foranyn € N, ® € C of arity n, i, € Foranyne N, ®e Cofarityn,ic {1,...,n}, ¢; €
{1, ..., n}, i, ¥j € Losuchthat +,(®)E(®) =3, Lo, je{l, ..., n}suchthat +;(®)£(®) =V,

Fwj = E v — v
R3 R4
|_ ®((p17 AR ) @J? MR} (pn) - ®(s017 AR ) 1/]]7 MR} san) '_ ®(LP17 MR | 80.77 AR ) Lpn) - ®(<P17 AR ) w]’ AR ) (pn)

The rule MP:
Forany ¢, ¥ € L,
(o e —
@ o= MP

=

Rules of Hilbert Calculus of Atomic Logics

Figure 10: Hilbert Calculus of Atomic Logics, AH L¢
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Theorem 9. Let C be a Boolean Connective Family. Let X, Y be {[®] | ® € C}-structures, the sequent
X + Y isderivable in GG L if and only if the formula — (X + Y') is derivable in AH L¢, where
H(X FY) =7 (X) = 4 (Y).

Proof. Let X and Y be structures. We begin by taking a derivation in the {[®] | ® € C}-fragment
of ASLc of X 451, Y and proving - 7(X + Y) in AH L¢, we will proceed by induction on the

derivation.

The usages of drl refer to the rule dsrl1 for a, in accordance to what was observed in example 9,
and the usages of dr2 refer to the one presented in GG L.

« Ifthe 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 structures X, Y and Z such that by
induction hypothesis we can derivate - 7((X, Y) + Z), thisis 7—(X) A 7—(Y) — 74(2),
then by a propositional logics’ lemmawe get+ 7 (X) — 7+(Z) v —=7_(Y"). Using A4 and
doing case analysis on Y we know that - 7, (*Y) — —7_(Y") so that by R4 we get - (74 (Z) v
—7_(Y)) = 7:(Z) v 71 (*Y). Transitivity of — lets us finish with - 7(X + (Z, =Y)).

« If the last inference of the derivation was dsrl and £(®) = 3, then by induction hypoth-
esis we have = ®(7_+,(g)(X1), -, T—4,(@)(X1)) — 74(Xnt1). We will prove - 7(a =
B((b1, o1) -+ (by, o7), [®](X1, ..., Xn+1))) in the Hilbert System. It suffices to show it true
afor (in+ 1), as consecutive applications of the rule dsr1 over o and o’ are the same as the rule
dsrlover o’ o o and 3 for — for the same reason. If we take o € Sym(n) and we decompose it in
transpositions, all having n + 1 in the support (the algorithm consists on recursively multiplying
oby(n+ 107 (n+ 1)) on the left, which will take o~ (n + 1) out from the support of o, o will
equal the permutations needed to reach the identity in the reverse order), we can extend the
inference to any permutation. Composing both the oz and 3 cases we get the derivation for a = 3.

Letj e {1, ..., n} and we further assume +;(®) = +, by induction hypothesis we have

@M1y (@) (X1); -5 Tt @) (Xn)) = 74 (Xng1)

Therefore, by R3, we have

U+ DT+, 0)(X1), s BT, (0)(X1), s Toty @) (X1))s s Tt @) (X)) —
(.7 n + 1)®(7——i1(®)(X1)? SRR T+(Xn+1)7 AR T—in(®)(Xn)) (2)
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We conclude by transitivity of — on the axiom A8

=Tt (X5) —
(Jn+ 1)®(Tfi1(®)(X1)7 R ®(Tfi1(®)(X1)7 R T*il(@)(Xl))v R T*in(@)(X’VI))
and the sequent on derivation 2.

Whenever +;(®) = — we repeat the same procedure, but using A7 and R4. Whenever £(®) = V
we repeat the same procedure but using, respectively, A7 and R3 and A8 and RA4.

+ We will prove now - ®, assuming that we can translate all sequents from the hypothesis. We
assume £(®) = 3. We proceed by induction on k over

= ®<T—i1(X1)7 SRR T—in(Xn>) - @((Pl, cees Phy T—4p 49 (Xk+1)7 SRR T—in(Xn))

The base case k = 0 is the propositional logic result - A — A. The induction step consists on
using transitivity of — after:

- when £,1 = +, R3 for the first induction hypothesis on Xj. 1 - ¢vr+1 (F 74 (Xk+1) —

Prr1)-
- when +,,1 = —, R4 for the first induction hypothesis on ¢, 1 + X1 (F Yri1 —

7 (Xk+1))-
When £(®) = YV we inverse the applications of R3 and R4.
The proof for the action of 5 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 - 7(X + Y') in AH L then we can derive - 7(X + Y) in
ASLc. We proceed by induction on the Hilbert Calculi derivation.

We want to highlight the following derivations

oY I-¢—1
9;[ }—‘ Y “ I+ ;[H]z o
I,’ Py Cl- Toro dsr2— .(23)
1T T dsr2a.(23) -
I p[—]y L o, [ 1 Wi
I+—p—y ok

Therefore ¢ - 451, 1 can be derived ifand only if - 457, ¢ — % can be derived.
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« The inference rules which only use booleans connectives are lemmas from propositional logic.

+ We want to prove axiom A4. First we prove - —=®(p1, ..., ¢n) = —®(¢1, ..., ¢n) and then

F —®(¢1, -5 pn) = ~®(p1, -- -, ©n). With both sequents, by using— A and IW 1 + we

derive A4.

We suppose first £(®) = 3. To prove = —®(p1, ..., Yn) — —®(P1, ..., pn) we begin
with the identities o1 + @1, ..., ¢n @, and applying - ®, we infer [®](p1, ..., ©n)

®(p1, ..., pn). Now by dsr2 we have «®(p1, ..., vn) F #[®](@1, ..., @n). We thenuse — -

on the left and —® F on theright, to find =®(1, ..., vn) = —®(p1, ..., ©n). We end with

K, dsrl A and —}.

Now to prove - —®(¢1, ..., 0n) — —®(p1,..., pn) We begin with the identity
—®(1, -+, pn) B —®(p1, ..., @n). Using the inverse inference of —® + (Proposi-
tion 23) and then —  we deduce —®(¢1, ..., ¢n) = —®(¢1, ..., pn). We end with K-,

dsrlA and —}-.
If £(®) = YV we invert the proof’s order.

+ Now the proof of A7.

It corresponds to drl after applying the inverse of (j n + 1)® + on the right of (j n +

D®(p1y ooy on) E (Gn+ 1)®(e1, - .., @n). We end by using dr2.

+ The proof of A8. It corresponds to drl after applying the inverse of (j n + 1)® I on the left of

(n+1)®(e1, -y on) F (Gn+ 1)®(e1, .., ©n). We end by using dr2.

» The proof of R3.
It corresponds to the inverse of —, dr2, - ®, dr2 and —} in that order.

« Finally, the proof of R4.
It corresponds to the inverse of —», dr2, - ®, dr2 and —} in that order.

O
We now write the proof of R1 and A5, which will also illustrate how R2 and A6 are proven.
Proof of R1:
We have |~ ¢}, by using M P on axiom A8
weget ®(p1, ..., (n+ D@1, -y ©n)s -y ©n).
Furthermore, by Rule R3 on the propositional logic’sresult - (j n + 1)®(¢1, .-, @n) = T
weget ®(p1, ..., (n+1)®(01, -y @n)s ooy On) = ®(P1, ooy Ty ooty ©n).
Therule M P getsus ®(p1, ..., T, ..., ©n).
Weuserule R3on T — pjtoget = ®(p1, ..., T, ..., ©n) = ®(Q1, --o) ©js ooy On).
We end by using again the rule M P.
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Proof of A5:
We have by axiom A8 that - ¢; — (jn+ 1)®&(1, ..., ®(@1, -\ @js oovy ©n)s oy Pn)
andt ¢} = (Fn+1)®(@1, -, ®(@1, -5 Dy ooy Pn)s ooy Pn)-
We get by R3 on the propositional logics results
|_®(3017 R 90J> et SOTL)_)®(301> RN @Ja cee 9071) \/®(3017 et @;7 RN 9071)
and = ®(@1, -+, @y ooy o) > ®B(P1, ooy @iy ooy o) V(1 -, s -, o) that
FUn+1)®@1, .0 ®(@1, oy @iy ooy On), vy On)
= (Gn+1)®(@1, .. B(P15 ooy @js ooy On) V(1 .., gp}, cees Pn)y ey On)
and
l_ (jn_‘_]‘)@((pl? "'7®(8017 MR 80‘/77 AR @n)? AR Spn)
— (Gn+1)®(@1, .., B(P15 ooy ©js ooy On) VB(P1, .., gpg-, ces Pn)y ey On)
By transitivity of — we get
Fer— (Gn+1)®e1, ..o ®(@1, ooy @4, o5 n) VO(@1, - .., gag», cees Pn)y ey Pn)
and
o1 = G+ D@1 s ®(P1, s Py s ) VO(PL, s Py s Pa)y s Pn)
Propositional logic results give us
= (<,0j\/§0;‘) - (jn+1)®(§017 "'7®(<p17 sy Py SOTL)\/®(301’ SRR 90;’7 SRR 5071)7 R 9071)
By rule R3,
F@(p1, -5 (0 V@), -5 Pn)
- (®(9017 SRR
(]n‘i‘l)@(g@l, "'7®(()017 AR QDJ, M) SO’VL> V®(()017 AR 90/77 Tt @n)v ] SO’VL)7 ] @n))
Axiom AT tells us
|_®<<)017 R (]n—i_l)@(@h ‘-'7®(S017 cety Qaja RN (pn) V®(S017 RN} @;7 RN (pn)a RN @n)a RN QOTL)
- (@(9015 ey 99]) DRI @n) \/®(§01; ey @;) ey Spn))
We finish the derivation by transitivity of —.
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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 DoSen 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 o : Sym(n + 1) — GL(Z / 27Z)" " and < : (Z / 2Z)"* — GL(Z / 27Z)"*'. 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 the o 3 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 (Z / 2Z)"™! x Z / (n + 1)Z, whose logic is equi-expressive to the one given by a x s 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 « * 3, how does adding structural connectives change a connective families and sufficient and
necessary conditions for completeness of the newly presented AS L¢ 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 | 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 | tried to work
separately with the display calculus using only the rule dr1, resulting on the proof of action commit,
where | provide a version of the proof system without dr2. By this point | had already found a function
which did the same as Guillaume Action but without having to resort to its definition as an action and |
was planning to go on into adding dr2 without even having to use the free product.

At that moment another problem showed up: | 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 | begun to work on a precise formulation
of connective families and structures. During this process | realised that the residuation action «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: « is an action

In this appendix the theorem sk_o_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_o_is_action {n} : is_action [set: 'Sym_n.+1] (@ska_Residuation n).
Proof.
rewrite /ska_Residuation/sk_Residuation.
apply: is_total_action => [C|C pl p2];
case: C => C Hegq;
apply sa_inj => /=;
case: CHeq =>n0 p s gtHeq.
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)) (pl * p2) ord_max != ord_max);
last (move: H1 => /egP H1);
(case H2 : (cast_perm (f _equal succn (eqP Heq)) pl ord_max != ord_max);
last (move: H2 => /eqP H2);
(case H3 : (cast_perm (f_equal succn (egP 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)) (pl * 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 (egP 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 /= Icast_ordK)
).
- + rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
repeat (rewrite !cast_permE !permkE /= !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 (egP Heq))) x)) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(p' (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (egP 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}[pl (p2 (cast ord x))lcompM.
rewrite 'H7.
have H8 : cast ord (f equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (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))

(pl (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (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 -[ (+)(_ _(__(pl (p2 ))))(+) laddbA.

rewrite[  ( (pl(p2 ))N)(+)_ _( _(pl(cast ord )))laddbC 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))
(pl (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))

(pl (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (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)l(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 !permkE /= !cast_ordK).
have H7 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (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))

(pl (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (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 (egP 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 (egP 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 (egP 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))
(pl (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 leq_refl /= H2' /=.
rewrite 'addTb !mulgE 'addNb negbK 'addbN addbA.
by rewrite [(_ (+) )as Xin (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_perm€E /= cast_ordK. exact: H1.
rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= cast_ordK H1.
rewrite !mulgA !'mulgE [in RHS]/=![in _(+) _(__(pl (cast ord _ )))]JaddbC.
by rewrite !'addbA addbb addFb [ (+) —]addbC.
- + rewrite !cast_permE !permE /= in H1 H2 H3 H4 H5.
repeat (rewrite !cast permE !permkE /= !cast_ordK).
have H9 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(pl (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))
(pl (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))
(pl (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 !permkE /= !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' leq_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 (egP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.
apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP.
exact/negP.
have H9 : cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (p2 (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) x))) ==
cast_ord (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))

(pl (p2 (cast ord (esym (f equal succn (egP 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))
(pl (cast_ord (esym (f_equal succn (eqP Heq))) ord_max)) = false.
apply/negbTE/eqP => /cast_ord_inj/perm_inj/eqP.
exact/negP.
have HS8 : 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 (egP 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' leq_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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