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Abstract
R We show how to develop a multitude of rules of nonmonotonic logic from very simple and natural notions of size,
2 using them as building blocks.
™~
Contents
Introduction
1.1 Context . . . . o e e

1.2 Overview . . . . . e

ath.LO]

EZ Main table

@
m
2
2
21 Notation . ... oL 2|
e . 2.2 Thegroupes of rules . . . . . . . . . . ... B2
> 9221 ReGUIATIHES . . o o o o ot 3
N~ .
(O 2.3 Direct correspondences . . . ... B
) 24 Rational MONOLOIY . . . o o o ottt 4]
‘_! 2.5 SUIMATY . . . . o o o e e e e e e e e e 4]
8 2.6 Main table . . . ... a
% Coherent systems
S 3.1 Definition and basic facts . . . . . . .
= . 3.2 The finite VErsions . . . . . . . . . . @
x 3.3 The w VErSION . . . . . v vt i e e e B
E 3.4  Rational Monotony . . . . . . . . . . Id
4 Size and principal filter logic I
References 14

1 Introduction

1.1 Context

The study of modal and temporal logic and the study of substructural logic went for many years along the following lines:
on the one hand we had syntactic proof theoretic systems, mainly Gentzen or Hilbert systems and on the other hand we had
semantical interpretations, mainly possible worlds or algebraic structures, and the community very thoroughly analysed
properties of one against matching properties of the other. The success of such depended on the correct identification of
the correct features in the semantics. In the case of nonmonotonic logic there is the syntactical consequence relation on
the one hand and the preferential ordering on the other but the research is not yet in a similar comprehensive stage as
in the other areas. In this paper we use the important semantical feature of size to display a detailed matching between
syntactical and semantical conditions for non monotonic systems.
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We show how one can develop a multitude of rules for nonmonotonic logics from a very small set of principles about
reasoning with size. The notion of size gives an algebraic semantics to nonmonotonic logics, in the sense that a implies
0 iff the set of cases where a A =8 holds is a small subset of all a—cases. In a similar way, e.g. Heyting algebras are an
algebraic semantics for intuitionistic logic.

In our understanding, algebraic semantics describe the abstract properties corresponding model sets have. Structural
semantics, on the other hand, give intuitive concepts like accessibility or preference, from which properties of model sets,
and thus algebraic semantics, originate.

Varying properties of structural semantics (e.g. transitivity, etc.) result in varying properties of algebraic semantics, and
thus of logical rules. We consider operations directly on the algebraic semantics and their logical consequences, and we
see that simple manipulations of the size concept result in most rules of nonmonotonic logics. Even more, we show how
to generate new rules from those manipulations. The result is one big table, which, in a much more modest scale, can be
seen as a “periodic table” of the “elements” of nonmonotonic logic. Some simple underlying principles allow to generate
them all.

Historical remarks: The first time that abstract size was related to nonmonotonic logics was, to our knowledge, in the
second author’s [Sch90] and [Sch95-1], and, independently, in [BB94]. More detailed remarks can e.g. be found in [GS08d].
But, again to our knowledge, connections are elaborated systematically and in fine detail here for the first time.

1.2 Overview

The main part of this paper is the big table in Section (paged). It shows connections and how to develop a multitude
of logical rules known from nonmonotonic logics by combining a small number of principles about size. We use them as
building blocks to construct the rules from.

These principles are some basic and very natural postulates, (Opt), (iM), (eMI), (eMF), and a continuum of power of
the notion of “small”; or, dually, “big”, from (1 * s) to (< w * s). From these, we can develop the rest except, essentially,
Rational Monotony, and thus an infinity of different rules.

This is a conceptual paper, and it does not contain any more difficult formal results. The interest lies, in our opinion, in
the simplicity, paucity, and naturalness of the basic building blocks. We hope that this schema brings more and deeper
order into the rich fauna of nonmonotonic and related logics.

2  Main table

LABEL: Section Table

2.1 Notation

(1) P(X) is the power set of X, C is the subset relation, C the strict part of C,i.e. A C Biff AC B and A # B. The
operators A, -, V, — and F have their usual, classical interpretation.

(2) Z(X) C P(X) and F(X) C P(X) are dual abstract notions of size, Z(X) is the set of “small” subsets of X, F(X)
the set of “big” subsets of X. They are dual in the sense that A € Z(X) & X — A € F(X). “Z 7 evokes “ideal”, ¢

F 7 evokes “filter” though the full strength of both is reached only in (< w * s). “s” evokes “small”, and “ (xz *s) ”
stands for “ x small sets together are still not everything”.

(3) If A C X is neither in Z(X), nor in F(X), we say it has medium size, and we define M(X) := P(X)— (Z(X)UF(X)).
MH(X) :=P(X) —Z(X) is the set of subsets which are not small.
(4) Vz¢ is a generalized first order quantifier, it is read “almost all  have property ¢ 7. V(¢ : ¢) is the relativized

version, read: “almost all x with property ¢ have also property ¥ ”. To keep the table simple, we write mostly
only the non-relativized versions. Formally, we have Va¢ & {x : ¢(x)} € F(U) where U is the universe, and

V(g : ) = {z: (¢ AY)(x)} € F({z: é(x)}). Soundness and completeness results on V can be found in [Sch95-1].

(5) Analogously, for propositional logic, we define:
alpefe Manp) e F(M(a),
where M (¢) is the set of models of ¢.

(6) In preferential structures, u(X) C X is the set of minimal elements of X. This generates a principal filter by
F(X):={AC X :pu(X) C A}. Corresponding properties about u are not listed systematically.

(7) The usual rules (AN D) etc. are named here (AN D,,), as they are in a natural ascending line of similar rules, based
on strengthening of the filter/ideal properties.

2.2 The groupes of rules

The rules are divided into 5 groups:

(1) (Opt), which says that “All” is optimal - i.e. when there are no exceptions, then a soft rule |~ holds.

(2) 3 monotony rules:



(2.2) (eMZI) external monotony for ideals: enlarging the base set keeps small sets small,
(2.3) (eMF) external monotony for filters: a big subset stays big when the base set shrinks.

These three rules are very natural if “size” is anything coherent over change of base sets. In particular, they can be
seen as weakening.

(3) (=) keeps proportions, it is here mainly to point the possibility out.
(4) a group of rules x * s, which say how many small sets will not yet add to the base set.

(5) Rational monotony, which can best be understood as robustness of M, see (M11)(3).

2.2.1 Regularities
(1) The group of rules (z * s) use ascending strength of Z/F.

(2) The column (M™) contains interesting algebraic properties. In particular, they show a strengthening from (3 s) up
to Rationality. They are not necessarily equivalent to the corresponding (I,;) rules, not even in the presence of the
basic rules. The examples show that care has to be taken when considering the different variants.

(3) Adding the somewhat superflous (CM3), we have increasing cautious monotony from (wCM) to full (CM,,).
(4) We have increasing “or” from (wOR) to full (OR,,).

(5) The line (2 * 5) is only there because there seems to be no (M3 ), otherwise we could begin (n * s) at n = 2.

2.3 Direct correspondences

Several correspondences are trivial and are mentioned now. Somewhat less obvious (in)dependencies are given in Section

(page[Bl) . Finally, the connections with the u—rules are given in Section Ml (page [dl). In those rules, (I,,) is implicit, as
they are about principal filters. Still, the y—rules are written in the main table in their intuitively adequate place.

(1) The columns “Ideal” and “Filter” are mutually dual, when both entries are defined.

(2) The correspondence between the ideal/filter column and the V—column is obvious, the latter is added only for
completeness’ sake, and to point out the trivial translation to first order logic.

(3) The ideal/filter and the AND-column correspond directly.

(4) We can construct logical rules from the M™ — column by direct correspondence, e.g. for (M), (1):
Set Y :=M(y), X :=M(yAB), A:i=M(yABAa).

e X € MT(Y) will become ~ £ -3
o Ac F(X) will become yA B v«
e Ae MT(Y) will become v % =(a A B).

so we obtain v ¢ =8, YAB rra = v [ —(aAp).
We did not want to make the table too complicated, so such rules are not listed in the table.

(5) Various direct correspondences:

e In the line (Opt), the filter/ideal entry corresponds to (SC),
e in the line (iM), the filter/ideal entry corresponds to (RW),
e in the line (eM7T), the ideal entry corresponds to (PR’) and (wOR),
e in the line (eMF), the filter entry corresponds to (wCM),
e in the line (=), the filter/ideal entry corresponds to (disjOR),
(1% s), the filter/ideal entry corresponds to (CP),
(2 % s), the filter/ideal entry corresponds to (CMz) = (ORy).

e in the line (1
e in the line (2

(6) Note that one can, e.g., write (AN D) in two flavours:
cappfalpp = alf2fVap, or
ceapfB=alt

(Wthh is (CMQ) = (OR2))

For reasons of simplicity, we mention only one.



2.4 Rational Monotony

(RatM) does not fit into adding small sets. We have exhausted the combination of small sets by (< w * s), unless we go
to languages with infinitary formulas.

The next idea would be to add medium size sets. But, by definition, 2 * medium can be all. Adding small and medium
sets would not help either: Suppose we have a rule medium + n x small # all. Taking the complement of the first medium
set, which is again medium, we have the rule 2 x n % small # all. So we do not see any meaningful new internal rule. i.e.
without changing the base set.

Probably, (RatM) has more to do with independence: by default, all “normalities” are independent, and intersecting with
another formula preserves normality.

2.5 Summary

We can obtain all rules except (RatM) and (=) from (Opt), the monotony rules - (iM), (eMI), (eMF) -, and (z * s) with

increasing x.

2.6 Main table

LABEL: Section Main-Table



| “Ideal” “Filter” | MT | v | various rules | AND | OR. [ Caut./Rat.Mon.
Optimal proportion
Opt) | T € Z(X) X € F(X) | Vzd = Vb 5C) |
akB=>alpB
Monotony (Improving proportions). (¢M): internal monotony, (e MZ): external monotony for ideals, (e M F): external monotony for filters
(iM) ACBeEI(X) > AcF(X),ACBCX Vzd AVe(p — ¢) (RW)
A€ I(X) = B e F(X) — Vag! ap B, BFp =
o g
(eMT) XCY = V(o : PIA (PR") (wOR)
IZ(X) C Z(Y) vz (¢! — ) — ap B,abk o, a B, FB=
Va(od Vv ¢ i) o/ A—at B = ava B
o ~ B (LwOR)
(LPR) p(XUY)Cu(X)uy
XCY =
p(Y) N X C p(X)
(eMF) X CY = Vz(d: PIA (wC M)
F(Y)m’(X) C F(X) Va(p A b — ¢') = a B, o koo,
Va(d A ¢ i) aABFa =
o' B
Keeping proportions
=) (Z U disj) (F U disj) Vz(¢ DIA (disjOR)
A€ I(X), Be I(Y), A € F(X), Be F(Y), V(e w)/\ by, o !
XNy =0 = : XNY =0= ﬁar(vo)ﬁ ¢Fﬁ¢/,¢
AUBEZ(XUY) AUBE F(XUY) Va(d Vv ¢ i) ¢V P v
(udw]om
XNy =0=
X UY) C #(X) Unp(Y)
Robustness of proportions: n * small Z All
(T*s) (Z1) (F1) Vi (CP) (ANDy)
X ¢ I(X) 0 ¢ F(X) Ve — Jazd b~ L =g L B = alf =8
(2*s) (Z2) (F2) (V2) (AND3) (OR2) (CM3)
A,B e I(X) = A, B € F(X) = Vad A Vaip ap B app = aplB=ap -8 afB=alp -8
AUB#X ANB#0 — Jaz(p AY) alf =BV -8
(n *s) (Zn) (Fn) (M+) (Vn) (ANDp) (ORn) (CMn)
(n > 3) A1, ., Ap € I(X) A],.,AneI(X) xlef(”xg),., Vad) A. A Vapn a Bl a B = a] B, ap_1 B a Bl a b Bpo1
= = —1 € F(Xn) = - alf =B V.V aBn = =
A U.UAp # X A1 N.NAp #0 X16M+(Xn,) 3z (py A A dn) a1 V.Vap_1 -8 AABLAABp_o b —Bp_1
(< w*s) (Zw) (Fw) (ME) (Vw) (ANDy) (ORw) (CMw)
A, B € I(X) = A, B € F(X) = (1) Vap A Vayp — a B, app = ap B, o B = a B, app =
AUB € I(X) ANB € F(X) Ae F(X), X e Mt (V) V(A ) a B AB ava ~B anB g’
= AemMt(y) (LOR) (wC M)
2 HX UY)C p(X)UpY) w(X)CY CX =
AemP(X), X e F(Y) w(Y) C pu(X)
= AeMmt(y)
3
A€ F(X), )x € F(Y)
= A€ F(Y)
(4)
A,B € I(X) =
— B € I(X-B)
Robustness of ./\/l+
(mTTy (MTT) (RatM)
(1) b, e ! =
AEI(X)B@ZF(X) S AY
= A—-BecI(X - B) (nRatM)
(2) X CY,
Ae]-‘(x)BgJ:(x) XNp(Y)#0 =
F(X—-B) w(X) Cpy)nx
Ae M*(x),
X e Mt (v)
=> AeMTy)




3 Coherent systems

LABEL: Section Coherent-Systems

3.1 Definition and basic facts

Note that whenever we work with model sets, the rule
(LLE), left logical equivalence, - o <> o/ = (a8 < o |~ B)
will hold. We will not mention this any further.

Definition 3.1
(+++ Orig. No.: Definition CoherentSystem +-++)

LABEL: Definition CoherentSystem

A coherent system of sizes, CS, consists of a universe U, ) ¢ Y C P(U), and for all X € Y a system Z(X) C P(X) (dually
F(X),ie. Ae F(X) e X—AeZ(X)). Y may satisfy certain closure properties like closure under U, N, complementation,
etc. We will mention this when needed, and not obvious.

We say that CS satisfies a certain property iff all X,Y € ) satisfy this property.
CS is called basic or level 1 iff it satisfies (Opt), (iM), (eMZI), (eMF), (1 x*s).
CS is level x iff it satisfies (Opt), (iM), (eMI), (eMF), (z * s).

Fact 3.1
(+++ Orig. No.: Fact 1-element +++)

LABEL: Fact l-element

Note that, if for any Y Z(Y") consists only of subsets of at most 1 element, then (eMF) is trivially satisfied for ¥ and its
subsets by (Opt). O

Fact 3.2
(+++ Orig. No.: Fact Not-2*s +++)

LABEL: Fact Not-2*s

Let a CS be given s.t. Y = P(U). If X € Y satisfies (M*T), but not (< w* s), then there is Y € ) which does not satisfy
(2% s).

Proof
(+++ Orig.: Proof +++)
We work with version (1) of (M™7), we will see in Fact (page[I0) that all three versions are equivalent.

As X does not satisfy (< w * s), there are A,B € Z(X) st. AUB € M"(X). A € Z(X), AUB € MT(X) =
X — (AUB) ¢ F(X), s0 by (MT+)(1) A= A— (X — (AUB)) € T(X — (X — (AUB))) = T(AUB). Likewise B € Z(AUB),
s0 (2 * s) does not hold for AU B. O

Fact 3.3
(++4+ Orig. No.: Fact Independence-eM +++)

LABEL: Fact Independence-eM
(eMZT) and (eMF) are formally independent, though intuitively equivalent.

Proof
(+++ Orig.: Proof ++4+)
Let U= {z,y,2}, X i= {z, 2}, ¥ 1= P(U) — {0}

() Let F(U):={ACU:2z€ A}, FY)={Y} forall Y C U. (Opt), (iM) hold, (eMZ) holds trivially, so does (< w * s),
but (eMF) fails for U and X.



Fact 3.4
(+++ Orig. No.: Fact Level-n-n+1 +++)

LABEL: Fact Level-n-n+1
A level n system is strictly weaker than a level n + 1 system.

Proof
(+++ Orig.: Proof ++4+)

Consider U :={1,...,n+ 1}, Y:=PU) — {0}. Let Z(U) := {0} U{{z} : z € U}, Z(X) := {0} for X #U. (iM), (eMI),
(e M F) hold trivially. (n * s) holds trivially for X # U, but also for U. ((n + 1) * s) does not hold for U. O

Remark 3.5
(+++ Orig. No.: Remark Infin +++)

LABEL: Remark Infin
Note that our schemata allow us to generate infintely many new rules, here is an example:

Start with A, add s1,1, s1,2 two sets small in AU s1,1 (AU s 2 respectively). Consider now AU s11 U sy 2 and sg s.t. sg is
small in AU s1,1 U s12 U se. Continue with s31, s32 small in AU s 1 Usy2Us2Uss ete.

Without additional properties, this system creates a new rule, which is not equivalent to any usual rules.
O

3.2 The finite versions

Fact 3.6
(++4++ Orig. No.: Fact I-n +++)

LABEL: Fact I-n
(1) (In) + (eMI) = (M),
(2) (In) + (eMI) = (CM,),
(3) (In) + (eMI) = (OR,,).

Proof

(+++ Orig.: Proof ++4+)

(1)

Let X7 C...C X,,s0 X,, = X1 U (XQ - Xl) U...u (Xn - Xn—l)- Let X; € ]:(Xi-i-l)7 so Xiy1— X, € I(Xz—i-l) - I(Xn)
by (eMZ) for 1 <i <mn—1,s0 by (I,) X1 € MT(X,,).

(2)

Suppose a |~ B1, ..., b Bp—1, but @ AB1 Ao A Br—2 b —Bn—1. Then M(a A =61),...,M(a A —fn-1) € Z(M(«)), and
M(@ABLNA...ABpaAPn—1) ET(M(aNPLA...ABp_2)) CI(M(a)) by (eMT). But M(a) = M(aA=p1)U...UM(aA
“Brn-1)UM(aABLA...ABp—2 A Br_1) is now the union of n small subsets, contradiction.

(3)

Let a1 |~ B,...,an-1 I B, s0 M(a; A—=8) € T(M(o)) for 1 < i
for 1 <i<n-—1by (eMI), so M((a1 V...Van_1)AB) = M(x
I(M(a1 V...Vap_1)) by (In),s0 a1 V... Van_1 ¥ —p.

O

n—1, so M(a; A —f) V... Vag1))

< el 1
V.o..Vanp1)—U{M@A-8):1<i<n-—1} ¢

In the following example, (OR,,), (M), (CM,) hold, but (Z,,) fails, so by Fact (page[d) (Z,) is strictly stronger than
(OR»), (M), (CMy).

Example 3.1



LABEL: Example Not-I-n

Let n > 3.

Consider X :={1,...,n}, Y :=P(X) - {0}, Z(X) = {0} U{{i}: 1 <i<n},and forall Y C X Z(Y) := {0}.
(Opt), (iM), (eMTI), (eMF) (by Fact Bl (pageld]) ), (1 *s), (2*s) hold, (I,,) fails, of course.

(1) (OR,,) holds:

Suppose ag |~ B,...,an—1 B, a1 V...V ay_1 0.

Case 1: a1 V...V any—1 F —f8, then for all i o; - =, so for no @ «; |~ S by (1 xs) and thus (AN Dy), contradiction.

Case 2: a1 V...V an_1 /-8, then M(a; V...V a,—1) = X, and there is exactly 1 k € X s.t. k = 8. Fix this k. By
prerequisite, a; |~ 8. If M(a;) = X, a; = B cannot be, so there must be exactly 1 k¥’ s.t. k' | -3, but card(X) > 3,
contradiction. So M (o;) C X, and ai; - 3, 80 M (a;) = 0 or M(e;) = {k} for all 4, s0 M (c1V...Van—1) # X, contradiction.

(2) (M;}) holds:

(M) is a consequence of (M), (3) so it suffices to show that the latter holds. Let X; € F(X32), X2 € F(X3). Then
X1 = X5 or X5 = X3, so the result is trivial.

(3) (CM,,) holds:
Suppose o ~ B1,...,a o Buo1, « ABLA A Buo o fno1.
Case 1: Foralli, 1 <i<n-—2, at §;, then M(a«AB1A...ABn—2) = M(a), so a | Br-1 and « |~ —f5,_1, contradiction.

Case 2: Thereisi, 1 <i<n-—2, alff;, then M(a) =X, M(aAB1A...ABpn—2) C M(a),s0 aAB1A...ABn—2t =8n_1.
Card(M(a ABLA...APp_2)) >n—(n—2)=2,80 card(M(—fn-1)) > 2,50 a %t Pn_1, contradiction.
O

3.3 The w version

Fact 3.7
(+++ Orig. No.: Fact CM-Omega +++)

LABEL: Fact CM-Omega

(CMy) & (MJ) (4)

Proof

(+++ Orig.: Proof +++)

“ :> ”

Suppose all sets are definable.

Let A,B € I(X), X = M(a), A = M(aN—f), B= M(aA-8),s0 a B, a |~ f, soby (CM,) aANp |~ 8, so
A—B=M(aAp AN-B)eZ(M(anp))=IZ(X-B).

“ <: ”

Let o |~ B, a v B/, s0 M(aA—f) € Z(M(a)), M(a A —p") € Z(M(«)), so by prerequisite M (a A =f') — M(a A=) =
M(aABN~) € T(M(a) ~ M(a A ~8)) = Z(M(a A B)), 50 a A B b 5.
a

Fact 3.8
(+++ Orig. No.: Fact I-Omega +++)

LABEL: Fact I-Omega

(1) (L) + (eMI) = (OR.,),

(2) (Lo) + (eMI) = (MF) (1),

(3) (Io) + (eMF) = (M) (2),

(4) (L) + (eMI) = (MF) (3),

(5) (Iv) + (eMF) = (M) (4) (and thus, by Fact B (page ), (CM,,)).
Proof

(+++ Orig.: Proof +++)

71\



Let a |~ B, & | 8 = M(an-8) € Z(M(a)), Mo N~
M A=) eI(M(aVd)),so M((aVa')AN-p) e Z(M(a
(2)

Let ACXCY, A€ Z(Y), X — A€ I(X) Cenry) Z(Y) = X = (X — A)UA € Z(Y) by (L),

3)

Let ACXCV,let AcZ(Y),Y —X €Z(Y) = AU(Y —X) € Z(Y) by (I) = X —A=Y — (AU(Y — X)) € F(Y) =
X -AeF(X)by (eMF).

(4)

Let ACX CY,A€ F(X), X € F(Y),50Y =X € T(Y), X=A € T(X) Ciemr) Z(Y) = Y —A = (Y = X)U(X — A) € Z(Y)
by (Z,) = A€ F(Y).

()

Let A, B C X, A, B € T(X) =1, AUB € I(X) = X —(AUB) € F(X), but X —(AUB) C X B, so X —(AUB) € F(X—B)
by (eMF),s0 A— B = (X — B) — (X — (AUB)) € Z(X—B).

O

B) € Z(M(d')), so by (eMZI) M(a A —3) € Z(M(aV o)),
va)) by (I,),soaVa 3

We give three examples of independence of the various versions of (MJ).

Example 3.2
(+++ Orig. No.: Example Versions-M-Omega +++)

LABEL: Example Versions-M-Omega

All numbers refer to the versions of (MJ).
For easier reading, we re-write for AC X CY
M) :Ae F(X),AeZ(Y)= X € Z(Y),
ME)2): X eF(Y),AeZ(Y) = A I(X).

We give three examples. Investigating all possibilities exhaustively seems quite tedious, and might best be done with the
help of a computer. Fact Bl (page[6) will be used repeatedly.

e (1), (2), (4) fail, (3) holds:
Let Y :={a,b,c}, Y :=PY) - {0}, FY) := {{a,c}, {b,c}, Y}
Let X := {a,b}, F(X) := {{a}, X}, A:={a}, and F(Z) :={Z} for all Z # X, Y.
(Opt), (iM), (eMI), (eMF) hold, (I,) fails, of course.
(1) fails: Ae F(X), AcZ(Y), X ¢ Z(Y).
(2) fails: {a,c} € F(Y), {a} € Z(Y), but {a} € Z({a,c}).
(3) holds: If Xy € F(Xz), X2 € F(X3), then X7 = X5 or Xo = X3, so (3) holds trivially (note that X ¢ F(Y)).
(1) fails: {a}, {b} € T(V), {a} £ TV — {b}) = T({a,c}) = {0}.
(2), (3), (4) fail, (1) holds:
Let Y :={a,b,c}, Y :=PY) — {0}, FY) := {{a, b}, {a,c}, Y}
Let X := {a,b}, F(X) :={{a}, X}, and F(Z) :={Z} for all Z # X, Y.
(Opt), (iM), (eMTI), (eMF) hold, (I,) fails, of course.
(1) holds:

Let X7 € F(X2), X1 € Z(X3), we have to show Xz € Z(X3). If X1 = X», then this is trivial. Consider X; € F(X3).

If X1 # X3, then X has to be {a} or {a,b} or {a,c}. But none of these are in Z(X3) for any X3, so the implication
is trivially true.

(2) fails: {a,c} € F(Y), {c} € Z(Y), {c} € Z({a,c}).
(3) fails: {a} € F(X), X € F(Y), {a} € F(Y).
(4) fails: {b},{c} € Z(Y), {c} € Z(Y — {b}) = Z({a, c}) = {0}.
e (1), (2), (4) hold, (3) fails:
Let Y :={a,b,c}, Y :=PY) — {0}, FY) := {{a,b}, {a,c}, Y}
Let F({a,b}) := {{a},{a,b}}, F{a,c}) := {{a},{a,c}}, and F(Z) := {Z} for all other Z.
(Opt), (iM), (eMTI), (eMF) hold, (I,) fails, of course.
(1) holds:

Let X, € F(X2), X1 € Z(X3), we have to show X € Z(X3). Consider X; € Z(X3). If X3 = Xo, this is trivial. If
0 # X; € Z(X3), then X; = {b} or X; = {c}, but then by X; € F(X5) X5 has to be {b}, or {c}, so X; = X>.



(2) holds: Let X7 C X5 C X3, let X5 € F(X3), X1 € Z(X3), we have to show X; € Z(X5). If X; = 0, this is trivial,
likewise if X5 = X3. Otherwise X; = {b} or X; = {c}, and X5 =Y. If X; = {b}, then X5 = {a,b}, and the condition
holds, likewise if X; = {c}, then X3 = {a, ¢}, and it holds again.

(3) fails: {a} € F({a,c}), {a,c} € F(Y), {a} & F(Y).

(4) holds:

IfABeI(X),and A# B, A,B#0,then X =Y and e.g. A= {c}, B={b}, and {c} € Z(Y — {b}) = Z({a, c}).

3.4 Rational Monotony

Fact 3.9
(+++ Orig. No.: Fact M-plus-plus +++)

LABEL: Fact M-plus-plus
The three versions of (M™*1) are equivalent.

(We assume closure of the domain under set difference. For the third version of (M™1), we use (iM).)

Proof
(+++ Orig.: Proof ++4+)
For (1) and (2), we have A, B C X, for (3) we have AC X CY.For A BC X, (X —-B)—((X—A)—B)=A—- B holds.

1) = (2 : LetAe]:( ), B ¢ F(X),so X —A € I(X), so by prerequisite (X — A) — B € Z(X-B), so A— B =
(X = B) = ((X - A4) - B) e F(X-B).

(2) (1) : Let A € Z(X), B ¢ F(X),s0 X — A € F(X), so by prerequisite (X — A) — B € F(X-B),so A— B =
(X-B)—((X—A)—B)eZ(X-B).

(1)=(3):

Suppose A € MT(Y), but X € MH(Y), weshow A ¢ MT(X). SoAeZ(Y), Y -X € F(Y),soby (1) A=4A—(Y-X) €
TV oY - X)) = 1(X)

3)=1):

Suppose A— B ¢ Z(X—-B), B ¢ F(X), eshowAgZI( ). By prerequisite A — B € M*(X-B), X — B € M"(X), so by
)A—Be M*(X),soby (iM) Ae MT(X),so AgI(X).

c
’U

(3
O

Fact 3.10
(+++ Orig. No.: Fact M-RatM +++)

LABEL: Fact M-RatM
We assume that all sets are definable by a formula.

(RatM) & (M)

Proof

(+++ Orig.: Proof ++4+)

We show equivalence of (RatM) with version (1) of (M*1).

“ :> 7

We have A, B C X, so we can write X = M(¢), A= M(dAN—), B=M(@pAN—). AecI(X), BgF(X),s0¢ |,
b b !, 50 by (RatM) G At o1, 50 A— B = M(@A—~b) — M(§A—~/) = M(&AY A ) € Z(M(GA)) = T(X—B).
“ <: ”»

Let ¢ |~ ah, ¢ pb =), so M(¢p AN —p) € Z(M(¢)), M(¢p A —~)') & F(M(¢)), so by (M*TT) (1) M(¢ Ay A=) =
M(pN—p)—M(pAN—') € Z(M(pAY')), 50 gAY |~ ap.
O



Logical rule Correspondence Model set [ Correspondence |  Size Rules
B. S S
(SC) Supraclassicality (SC) = (4.1()%51(:b (XS] trivial (Opt)
P =y TCT = (4.2) fX)cx
(REF) Reflexivity
TU{o} o
(LLE (LLE)
Left Logical Equivalence
Foo ooy = T=T =>T=T
(RW) Right Weakening (RW) trivial (<M)
SR = Tk 5 =
¢ I~y T by
(wOR) ~ (wOR) = (3.1) (LwOR) <= (1.1 (eMT)
¢y, ¢ = TNT CTVT < (3.2) f(XUY)C f(X)uY = (1.2)
AR SR
(disjOR) (disjOR) = (2.0) (ndisjOR) <= (41 (I'Udisy)
pF g, b, =Con(TUT') = = (2.2) XNY =0= = (4.2)
¢ =V vy TAT' CTVT (X UY) C f(X)Uf(Y)
(CP) (CP) = (5.1) (ud) trivial (I1)
Consistency Preservation < (5.2)
dpv Ll =k L Thl=TkFL f(X)=0=>X=0
(ul fin) (I1)
X#£D= f(X)#0
for finite X
ANDy) (I2)
apf=ap B
(AND,) (In)
a""ﬂl7-~-70¢"\’ﬂnflj
« (5B1 V...V Bh_1)
(AND) (AND) trivial (1)
b u = T o T Ny =
o K AN Ty A
(CCL) Classical Closure B (CCL) trivial (M) + (1.)
T classically closed
(OR) ~ _(OR) = (1.1) (LOR) <= (2.0) (eMT) + (1.,)
¢, = TAT CTVT < (12 F(XUY) C F(X)UF(Y) = (2.2)
AR S
(PR) = (6.1) (nPR) <= (3.1 (eMI) + (1.)
dANP CoU{p'} TUT/Q%UT’ < (udp) + (1 C) (6.2) XCY = = (3.2)
without (udp) (6.3) f(Y)YnX C f(X)
=m0 (6.0
T a formula
<= (6.5) (uPR")
T’ a formula f(X)NY C f(XNY)
(CUT) (CUT)_ = (7.1) (uCUT) <= (8.1) (eMT) + (1)
Thraoa;TU{a} B = TCT CT = = (7.2) fF(X)CYCX= A (8.2)
T s TCT 1) € F(¥)
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Logical rule Correspondence [ Model set [ Correspondence Size-Rule
Cumulativity
(wCM) trivial (eMF)
apB,d Fa,aABlFa =ad B
(CMy) (I2)
alBialpB = anBl-p
P T
« gy O n
QA BN LN Bor Y B
(CM) Cautious Monotony (CM) = (8.1) (nCM) <= (5.1) (MT)(4)
6 d vy = TCT CT= = (82) JX)CYCX = = (5.2)
dAY ' TCT f(Y) C f(X)
or (ResM) Restricted Monotony = (9.1) (nResM)
Thraoap=>TU{a} B <= (9.2) fX)CANB=f(XNACB
(CUM) Cumulativity (cuMm) = (11.1) (nCUM) <= (9.1 (eMT) + (I,) + (MT)(4)
¢~ = TCT C_Tﬁ <= (11.2) f(X)CYC X = # (9.2)
(Gt & dny ) T-_T 1Y) = F(X)
(o) =00 W) =00 (eMT) ¥ (1) T (M 7)
TCT,T'CT= < (10.2) FX)CY, fF(Y)C X = # (10.2
T-T [(X) = F(¥)
Rationality
(RatM) Rational Monotony (RatM) = (12.1) (uRatM) < (6.1) (MTH)
b Y = Con(TUT), THT = < (udp) (12.2) XCY,XNfY)#0= = (6.2)
dAY |~ TOTUT # without (udp) (12.3) F(X)CFY)NX
< T a formula (12.4)
(RaidM =) = (13.1) =)
Con(TUT), THT = < (pdp) (13.2) XCY,XNfY)#0=
T=TurT # without (udp) (13.3) FX)=Ff(Y)NX
< T a formula (13.4)
(Zog =) = (41 W=

< (udp) (14.2)

+ without (udp) (14.3)

< T a formula (14.4)

FOYNX £0 =
FynXx)=fy)nx

T,

or %, ot TNT' (by (CCL))

= (15.1)

<= (15.2)

(2]
f(XUY) is one of

(LogU)

Con(% ut), ﬁCon(% u %) =

—~Con(TVT UT")

= @S+ w=) J6.1)

< (pdp) (16.2)

4 without (udp) (16.3)

f(X), F(Y) or f(X)U f(Y)
(nU)
FY)N(X - f(X)#0 =
f(XuY)ny =0

Con(T"UT), ﬂCon(% @]

(LogU")

Sl

=

TVT =T

= (@O + (=) ()

< (udp) (172)

+ without (udp) (17.3)

(wU")
FY)N(X - f(X) #0 =
fXUY) = f(X)

(n€)
ac X — f(X)=
e Xad f({a,b})




Conversely, when we define F(X) := {X’: f(X) C X’ C X}, given the property on the right, the one on the left follows.
For this direction, we assume that we can use the full powerset of some base set U - as is the case for the model sets of a
finite language. This is perhaps not too bold, as we mainly want to stress here the intuitive connections, without putting
too much weight on definability questions.

We assume (M) to hold.

(1.1) (eMT) = (LwOR)
(1.2 =

2.1) (eMT) + (1) = (LOR)
(2.2 =

(31) (eM2) + (1) = (kPR)
(3.2) =

(4.1) (I'U disy) = | (udisjOR)
(Z.2) =

(5.1) (ME)(4) = (HCM)
(5.2) =

(6.1) (MTT) = (uRatM)
(6.2) =

(7.0) ) = | (WAND)
(7.2 =

(81) (eMT) + (1) = [ (uCUT)
(82) =

(O1) | (eMD) + (I) + (MD@) [ =_| (uCUM)
(9.7) z

(10.1) (eMZ) + (Io) + (eMF) = (=)
(10.2) =

Note that there is no (uwCM), as the conditions (p....) imply that the filter is principal, and thus that (1) holds - we
cannot “see” (wC'M) alone with principal filters.

Proof
(+++ Orig.: Proof ++4+)
(1.1) (eMZ) = (uwOR) :

X — f(X) is small in X, so it is smallin X UY by (eMZ),s0 A:=XUY — (X — f(X)) e F(XUY), but A C f(X)UY,
and f(X UY) is the smallest element of F(X UY),s0 f(XUY)CAC f(X)UY.

(1.2) (uwOR) = (eMTI) :

Let XCVY, X' =YX Let Ac Z(X),s0 X —A e F(X),s0 f(X) CX—-A,s0 f(XUX)Cf(X)UX' C(X-A)UX'
by prerequisite, so (X UX') = (X —AUX)=Ae (X UX').

(2.1) (eMZ)+ (I,) = (LOR) :

X — f(X)issmallin X, Y — f(Y) is small in Y, so both are small in X UY by (eMZ), so A:= (X — f(X)) U — f(Y))
issmall in X UY by (I,), but XUY — (f(X)U f(Y)) C A, s0 f(X)Uf(Y) e F(XUY), so, as f(X UY) is the smallest
element of F(X UY), f(XUY) C f(X)U f(Y).

(2.2) (LOR) = (eMZI)+ (1,) :

Let again X C Y, X' :=Y—-X. Let A € Z(X), s0 X — A € F(X), so f C .
F(X)U f(X') C (X — A)U X' by prerequisite, so (X UX') = (X —A)UX')=AeZ(XUX').

(I,) holds by definition.
(3.1) (eMZ)+ (1,) = (uPR):

Let X CY.Y—f(Y) is the largest element of Z(Y), X — f(X) € Z(X) CZ(Y) by (eMI),so (X — f(X))U(Y - f(Y)) € Z(Y)
by (I,), so by “largest” X — f(X) CY — f(Y), so f(Y)NX C f(X).

(3.2) (WPR) = (eMTI) + (1L,)

Let again X CY, X' :=Y—-X. Let A€ Z(X),s0 X — A€ F(X),s0 f(X) C X—A, so by prerequisite f(Y)NX C X—A,
0 fY)C X' U(X-A), 80 ( XUX')—(X'U(X—-A)=AecI(Y).

Again, (I,,) holds by definition.
(4.1) (I Udisj) = (pdisjOR) :

If XNY =0, then (1) A€ Z(X),BeZ(Y) = AUB € I(XUY) and (2) A€ F(X),B € F(Y) = AUB € F(XUY) are
equivalent. (By XNY =0, (X -A)U(Y —-B)=(XUY)—(AUB).) So f(X) € F(X), f(Y) € F(Y) = (by prerequisite)
FX)UFf(Y)e F(XUY). f(XUY) is the smallest element of F(X UY), so f(XUY) C f(X)U f(Y).

(4.2) (udisjOR) = (I Udisj) :

Let X CY, X' :=Y—X.Let A € I(X), A' € I(X'),50 X—A € F(X), X'— A" € F(X"), 50 f(X) C X—A, f(X') C X'~ A,
so f(XUX') C f(X)UFf(X') C (X —-A)U(X'—A") by prerequisite, so (XUX')—((X—A)U(X'—A")) = AUA" e Z(XUX").

(5.1) (M) = (nCM) :

FX)CYCX=X-Y eI(X), X - f(X
Y-A=f(X)-(X-Y)eF(Y)= f(Y)C

) _
(5.2) (LCM) = (M)
Let X~ A € T(X), s0 A € F(X), let B € I(X), 50 f(X) C X~ B C X, so by prerequisite f(X — B) C f(X). As A € F(X),

)E I(X) = (by (M3), (4) A= (X - f(X)) - (X -Y) € I(V) =



(X —B)— (A—B) € Z(X—B), so (M), (4) holds.

(6.1) (M+T) = (uRatM) :

Let X CY, XNfY)#0IfY — XE]-"(Y), then A := (Y - X)N f(Y) € F(Y), but by X N f(Y )75(7] f( )
contradicting “smallest” of f(YV). So Y — X & F(Y), and by (MTH) X — f(YV) = (Y — f(Y)) — (Y — X) €

XN fY)eF(X),so f(X)C f(Y)NnX
(6.2) (uRatM) = (M*T)

Let Ac F(Y), B¢ F(Y).BgFY)=Y —
so f(X) C f(Y)N X by prerequisite. f(Y) C
(7.1) (L) = (1AND)

Trivial.

(7.2) (HAND) = (L)

Trivial.

81 Let f(X) CYCX.Y—f(Y)eZ(Y)CZ(X) by (eMI). f(X) CY =X -Y C X — f(X) e Z(X), so by (iM)
X-Y eZ(X). Thus by (I,) X — f(Y)=(X-Y)UY = f(Y)) € Z(X), so f(Y) € F(X), so f(X) C f(Y) by definition.
(8.2) (uCUT) is too special to allow to deduce (eMZT). Consider U := {a,b,c}, X := {a,b}, F(X) ={X,{a}}, F(2) ={Z}
for all other X # Z C U. Then (eM7Z) fails, as {b} € Z(X), but {b} ¢ Z(U). (iM) and (eMF) hold. We have to check
f(A) CBC A= f(A) C f(B). The only case where it might fail is A = X, B = {a}, but it holds there, too.

(9.1) By Fact 14 in [GS08¢], (6), we have (uCM) + (uCUT) < (uCUM), so the result follows from (5.1) and (8.1).

(%2) Consider the same example as in (8.2). f(A) C B C A = f(A) = f(B) holds there, too, by the same argument as
above.

(10.1) Let f(X)C Y, f(Y) C X. So f(X),f(Y) CXNY,and X — (X NY) € I(X), Y — (X NY) € Z(Y) by (iM). Thus
fFX), fY)e F(XNY) by (eMF) and f(X)Nf(Y) € F(XNY) by (I,). So X NY — (f(X)N f(Y)) €e Z(XNY), s
XNY = (f(X)N f(Y)) € (X), Z(Y) by (eMI), so (X —(XNY)U(XNY — f(X)N f(Y)) = X = f(X) N f(Y) € T(X )
?}(’)é) l’;(C)Y{(X) NfY) € F(X), likewise f(X) N f(Y) € F(Y), so f(X) € f(X)N f(Y), f(Y) S f(X)N f(Y), and
(10.2) Consider again the same example as in (8.2), we have to show that f(A4) C B, f(B) C A = f(A) = f(B). The only
interesting case is when one of A, B is X, but not both. Let e.g. A = X. We then have f(X)={a}, f(B)=BC X, and
f(X)={a} C B, so B={a}, and the condition holds.

a

ZIY)= (Y —B)Nf(Y) £ 0. Set X :=Y-B,so X N f(Y)£0, X CY,
= fX)CfY)NnX=f(Y)-BCA-
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