Logique & Analyse 215 (2011), 379-394

CUT-ELIMINATION AND COMPLETENESS IN DYNAMIC
TOPOLOGICAL AND LINEAR-TIME TEMPORAL LOGICS

NORIHIRO KAMIDE

Abstract

Two Gentzen-type sequent calculi L, and L are introduced. Some
dynamic topological and linear-time temporal logics are subsumed
in L, and L. The cut-elimination theorems for L,, and L and
the completeness theorem for L, are uniformly proved based on an
embedding-based method.

1. Introduction

Dynamic topological logic (DTL), which is a combination of S4 and tempo-
ral logic, has recently been studied by several researchers (see e.g., [1, 8, 9,
10, 12]). DTL provides a context for studying the confluence of the topo-
logical semantics for S4, topological dynamics, and temporal logic [9]. Two
bimodal (next-interior) fragments of DTL, which are called S4F (functional)
and S4C (continuous), were first introduced by Artemov et al. [1]. In [1],
some Gentzen-type cut-free sequent calculi and Hilbert-type axiom schemes
were introduced for S4F and S4C, and the complete topological and Kripke-
type semantics were obtained for S4F and S4C. An alternative formulation
of cut-free sequent calculus for S4C was studied by Mints [12].

Trimodal DTLs were formalized semantically by Kremer and Mints [9],
combining the S4 modal operator [J (interior) and the linear-time temporal
operators X (next), and G (globally or henceforth). Although sequent calculi
for S4F and S4C have been studied, sequent calculi for trimodal DTLs have
not been studied yet. The reasons may be that the trimodal DTL of home-
omorphism was shown to be not recursively axiomatizable by Konev et al.
[10], and that this logic requires the following infinitary axiom scheme [9]:

Ga «— a N Xa A XXa A XXXa A ---oo.

In this paper, two Gentzen-type cut-free sequent calculi L,, and L that can
derive this infinitary axiom scheme are introduced by combining linear-time
temporal logic and infinitary logic.
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380 NORIHIRO KAMIDE

Linear-time temporal logic (LTL), which has the temporal operators X, G
and F (eventually), has been studied by many researchers (see e.g., [3, 11, 13]
and the references therein). A Gentzen-type cut-free sequent calculus LT,
for LTL was introduced by Kawai [7]. Infinitary logic (IL), which has the in-
finitary conjunction /\ and the infinitary disjunction \/, has been studied by
many logicians (see e.g., [6, 16] and the references therein). Gentzen-type
cut-free sequent calculi for IL and its modal extensions have also been stud-
ied. A sequent calculus, called here LK, for IL was introduced and studied
in the 1950s. A sequent calculus, called here S4,,, for a modal extension of
IL was used as a base system for game theory [6].

The results of this paper are then summarized as follows. A new sequent
calculus L, for a logic that includes S4F, S4C and the S4H of homeomor-
phism is introduced by combining LT, and S4,,. A sequent calculus L_,
which is an integration of LT,, and LK, is also introduced as the [I-less
subsystem of L,. The cut-elimination theorem for L,, is proved using a the-
orem for syntactically embedding L, into S4,,. The completeness theorem
(w.r.t. Kripke semantics) for L, cannot be shown since S4,, is known to be
Kripke-incomplete. The cut-elimination and completeness theorems for L
are proved uniformly by combining two theorems for syntactically and se-
mantically embedding L, into LK,,. The proposed embedding theorems are
regarded as modified extensions of the embedding theorem [5] of LT, into
LK,. An embedding-based cut-elimination proof for LT,, was obtained in
[5]. However, an embedding-based completeness proof for LT, has not yet
been obtained. The proposed embedding-based completeness proof for L
is thus a new technical contribution of this paper. This technique can also be
applied to the completeness theorem for LT,,.

The merits of the results of this paper are summarized as follows:

1. L, and L give a natural sequent-style formalization for Kremer-
Mints’ infinitary axiom scheme for trimodal DTLs. L, is a natural
extension of S4F, S4C, S4H, S4,,, LT,, and LK,,. L is a natural
extension of LT, and LK.

2. A simple, easy and uniform proof of the cut-elimination and com-
pleteness theorems for L, is obtained based on the syntactical and
semantical embedding theorems of L into LK,,. This proof method
is also applicable to LT,,.

3. A Baratella-Masini style cut-free 2-sequent calculi [2] for L, and
L, can easily be obtained by using the cut-elimination-preserving

translations proposed in [4], although this result is omitted in this
paper.
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CUT-ELIMINATION AND COMPLETENESS IN DYNAMIC LOGICS 381

2. Sequent calculus

The following list of symbols is adopted for the language of the underly-
ing logic: (countable) propositional variables pg, p1, ..., — (implication),
— (negation), A\ (infinitary conjunction), \/ (infinitary disjunction), [J (inte-
rior), X (next), G (globally) and F (eventually). Remark that the standard
binary connectives A (conjunction) and V (disjunction) are regarded as spe-
cial cases of /\ and \/, respectively.

Definition 2.1: Let Fy be the set of all formulas generated by the standard
finitely inductive definition with respect to { —, -, 0, X, G, F} from the set of
propositional variables. Suppose that Fy is already defined with respect to
t=0,1,2,.... A non-empty countable subset © of Fy is called an allowable
set. The expressions |\ © and \/ © for an allowable set © are considered be-
low. We define Fy1 from FyU{/\ ©¢,\ O, | © is an allowable set in F;} by
the standard finitely inductive definition with respect to {—,—,0, X, G, F}.
The set I, which is called the set of formulas, is defined by | J,,, F;, and
an expression in F,, is called a formula. An expression of the form T' = A
where I' and A are finite (possibly empty) sets of formulas is called a se-
quent.

Greek lower-case letters «, (3, ... are used to denote formulas, and Greek
capital letters I', A, ... are used to represent finite (possibly empty) sets of
formulas. For any f € {{J, X, G, F}, an expression I is used to denote the
set {#y | v € T'}. The symbol w is used to represent the set of natural num-
bers. Lower-case letters 4, j and k are used to denote any natural numbers.
An expression X'a for any i € w is defined inductively by (X'a := «) and
X" a = XX"a).

Sequent calculi L, and L are then introduced below.

Definition 2.2: (L, and L)) The initial sequents of L,, are of the form: for
any propositional variable p,

Xip = Xip.

The inference rules of L, are of the form:

'= A« a,E:H(CHt) I'=A
Y= Al »,T=AA

I =Y Xa XB,A=I11
X{(a—p),T,A = %, 10

Xia, I = A, X3
I'= A X (a—p3)

(—left)

(—right)
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382 NORIHIRO KAMIDE
I'=AX Xia,I' = A
ST AR ety T2 (right)
X=a,I'= A I'= A X'«
Xia,I' = A C) I'=AX
@ (@€ 8) (A left) { X'a Jace (A right)
X{(AO),T = A = AX(A\O)
Xia, I = A = AX €0
{X'a, faco \/1op) X (@€0) \\/ione)
X'(Voe),Ir'=A I'=AX'"(V0O)
where © is an allowable set,
i i k
Xal =48 gy XOC= X o)
XOa,T = A XOr = XFOa
Hha, T L= A X% a}e,
Xl = A gy 4 i€ (Gright)
XiGa,I = A I = A, XGa
X, T = A}y i+k
{X™a Vo (pegy L= AXTa g
X'Fa,I' = A I'= A, X'Fa

L, is obtained from L, by deleting {(Oleft), (Cright)}.

w
It is remarked that the contraction rules

a,a,'= A = A o«
a,I'= A I'=s A«

are not used in L, and L,, since the antecedents and conclusions of sequents
are sets of formulas.

Definition 2.3: (84, and LK) A sequent calculus S4., for an infinitary ver-
sion of the modal logic S4 is obtained from L, by deleting (Gleft), (Gright),
(Fleft), (Fright) and replacing i,k by O (i.e., deleting every occurrence of X).
The modified inference rules for S4,, by replacing i,k by 0 are denoted by
labeling “0” in superscript, e.g., (—1eft®). A sequent calculus LK, for clas-
sical infinitary logic is obtained from S4,, by deleting (Oleft®) and (Oright©).

The following cut-elimination theorem is well-known (see e.g., [16, 6] and
the references therein).

Proposition 2.4: Let L be S4,, or LK,,. The rule (cut) is admissible in cut-
free L.
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CUT-ELIMINATION AND COMPLETENESS IN DYNAMIC LOGICS 383

An expression L = S or - S is used to denote the fact that a sequent S is
provable in a sequent calculus L.

Note that the rules (Aright), (\/left), (Gright) and (Fleft) have infinite
premises. The sequents of the form: X‘a = X'a for any formula o are
provable in cut-free L, and cut-free L ;. This fact is proved by induction on
the complexity of «. Hence, in the following discussion, these sequents are
sometimes regarded as the initial sequents of L, and L.

Proposition 2.5: Let L be L, or L. The rule

I'= A

XTI = XA (Xregu)

is admissible in cut-free L.

Proof. By induction on the proofs P of ' = A in cut-free L. U
An expression o < (3 is used as an abbreviation of two sequents o = 3
and 0 = a.

Proposition 2.6: The following sequents are provable in cut-free L, and
cut-free L, : for any formulas «, 3, any allowable set © and any i € w,

1. Xi(a—f) & Xia—X'g,

2. X'ma & X,

3. Xi(10) < 4(X'O) where f € {\,\},
4. Ga & N{Xa|icw},

5. Fa & \/{X'a|icw},

6. Ga = Xa,

7. Ga = XGa,

8. Ga = GGq,

9. a,G(a—Xa) = Ga (time induction,).

The following sequents are provable in cut-free L,: for any formula o and
any i € w,

10. X'Oa < OXla.

Proof. We show some cases.
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4):
Xia = Xa io ol icw j j .
{{G — }}X SO (Glefr) _ \Xe=Xaties
(6% (63 iOé iOé Z w X7' y X] . w
Xac{X'a |icw) (/\right){/\{ alicwh=Xa e (Gright).

Ga = N{X'a|i€w} ANX'a|i€w} = Ga

9):
{a, G(a—>Xa.) = XFa} e,
a, G(a—Xa) = Ga

(Gright)

where L,, - o, G(a—Xa) = XFa for any k € w is shown by mathemat-
ical induction on k as follows. The base step is obvious using (we). The
induction step can be shown as follows.

ind.hyp.
a,G(a—Xa) = Xka XFtla = Xty (left)
—le
a,Gla—Xa), XF(a—Xa) = Xktla (Gleft)

a,G(a—Xa),G(a—Xa) = X tla

where the last sequent of this proof is equivalent to the sequent v, G(a—Xa)
= Xktlq,

(10):
M (Dlleft) M (Olleft)
XOa=Xla ey DXlo=Xa - mep),
X'Ha = UX'a UX'a = X'Ua

In the following, we give some remarks on Proposition 2.6.

1. The sequents listed in (1)—~(3) and (10) correspond to the charac-
teristic axioms for some next-interior fragments of DTL. In fact, a
Hilbert-style axiomatization of S4C is obtained from that of S4 by
adding the following axiom schemes and inference rule:

(a) X(ao ) « XaoX3 where o € {—,A,V},
(b) X—a + ~Xa,
(¢) XOa—DOXa,
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(d)

&
Xo
2. In particular, the sequents of the forms XUa = UXa and UXa =
XOe listed in (10) respectively correspond to the continuous axiom,
which characterizes the continuity property of the function f on the
topological space X of the underlying dynamic topological system
(X, f), and the homeomorphism axiom, which characterizes the open
mapping property of f in (X, f). If a function is a continuous open
bijection, then the function is called a homeomorphism. For details,
see [8] and the references therein.

3. In order to prove the sequents listed in (10), we need the fact that the
parameters ¢ and k in (Cright) and (Oleft) can be different. Indeed,
the applications of (Uright) in the left and right proof figures in the
proof of (10) correspond to the cases £ = 0 and k = 14, respectively.

4. The sequents listed in (4) and (5) correspond to the characteristic ax-
ioms for a full DTL with a homeomorphism f on a topological space
X. Intuitively, (4) and (5) are respectively interpreted as follows [10]:
for a given subset V' of X,

(a) GV :=N{f4V)|i € w}
(b) FV:=U{f (V) i € w}
where f~% means the i-times iteration of the inverse mapping of f.

5. The sequents listed in (6)—(9) correspond to the characteristic axioms
for LTL.

In the following, we present a comparison of other sequent systems.

1. A sequent calculus S4Fq [1] for S4F is obtained from a standard se-
quent system for S4 by adding (Xregu). The rules (—right), (—left)
and (Oleft) were shown to be admissible in cut-free S4F [1].

2. A sequent calculus S4Cq [1] for S4C is obtained from S4Fg by
adding the rule of the form:

OXOa,I'= A
XOa,I = A
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. Mints’ sequent calculus for S4C is similar to S4C¢, and uses the rule

of the form
B=«

B = U«
where B is a set of formulas of the form X‘Cla. It is noted that this
rule dose not allow to derive the sequent [1X«a = XUa of home-
omorphisms. In order to derive such a sequent, the rule (Lright)
proposed in this paper is needed.

. A sequent calculus for a bimodal version of DTL with a homeomor-

phism, called S4H in [8], is then regarded as the {—, A, V, [, X}
fragment of L,,,.

. Kawai’s LT, [7] for LTL is obtained from L,, by deleting (Uleft),

(Oright) and replacing the { \, \/ } rules by the standard binary {A, V}
rules. The cut-elimination and completeness theorems for LT, was
shown in [7] using Schiitte’s method.

. A 2-sequent calculus 2Sw for LTL, which is a natural extension of

the usual sequent calculus, was introduced by Baratella and Masini,
and the cut-elimination and completeness theorems for this calculus
were proved based on an analogy between LTL and Peano arithmetic
with w rule [2]. A direct syntactical equivalence between LT, and
2Sw was shown by introducing the translation functions that preserve
cut-free proofs of these calculi [4]. Baratella-Masini-style cut-free 2-
sequent calculi can also be obtained for L, and L.

. The rule (Xregu) was first introduced by Artemov et al. [1] for for-

malizing S4F and S4C. This rule is more expressive than the follow-
ing standard inference rule for the modal logic K:

I'= «
Or' = O«

in which X is represented by [J. The corresponding logic for the
propositional LK with (Xregu), which was called KF, is identified as
characteristic for total (serial) and functional (deterministic) binary
relations in the Kripke semantics. Axioms for KF were introduced by
Prior in the 1950s as the axioms for the modality that can represent
“tomorrow it will be the case that.” For more information on KF, see
e.g., [1, 14, 15] and the references therein. The system L, is thus
also regarded as an extension of the sequent calculus for KF.

. L, is regarded as an integration of both LT,, and LK,,. Thus, L, is a

sequent calculus for a natural extension of both LTL and IL.
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CUT-ELIMINATION AND COMPLETENESS IN DYNAMIC LOGICS 387

3. Cut-elimination

Definition 3.1: We fix a countable non-empty set ® of propositional vari-
ables, and define the sets ®; := {p; | p € ®} (1 < i € w) and P9 := P of
propositional variables where py = p. The language Ly, (or the set of for-
mulas) of L, is defined using ®, —, -, \,\/, O, X, G and F in the same way
as in Definition 2.1. The language Lgsy,, of S4,, is defined using | J;c,, ®i,
—, =, \,V, O in a similar way as in Definition 2.1.

A mapping f from Ly, to Lsy,, is defined as follows.

1. f(Xip) :=p; € ®; (i € w) foranyp € ® (especially, f(p) :=p €
D),

2. f(X(a—=B)) = f(X'a)—f(X'B),

3. f(X'ma) =~ f(Xla),

4. f(X{(#O)) := tf(X'O) where O is an allowable set, § € {\,\/},

and f (X’@) is the result of replacing every occurrence of a formula
a in X'© by an occurrence of f(«),

5. f(Xi0a) = 0Of(X'a),
6. f(X'Ga) := N{f(XHa) | j € w},
7. f(XFa) := V{f(X™Ha)|jcw}

We also define the languages L, - (for L)) and Ly, (for LK,,) as the [-
less sublanguages of Ly, and £S4:, respectively. A mapping f from EL; to
L1k, is obtained from the above defined mapping by deleting the condition
5. We also use the same name f for this mapping.

An expression f(I") denotes the result of replacing every occurrence of
a formula « in ' by an occurrence of f(«), e.g., if I' = {a, 8,7}, then

@) ={f(a), F(B), F(0)}-

Theorem 3.2: (Syntactical embedding) Let I and A be sets of formulas in
Lr,,, and f be the mapping defined firstly in Definition 3.1. Then:

I Lo FT = AiffS4, - f(T) = f(A).
2. Ly, — (cut) - T' = A iff S4, — (cut) - f(T') = f(A).

Let T and A be sets of formulas in EL;, and f be the mapping defined
secondly in Definition 3.1. Then:

1. L, FT'= AfLK, F f(T) = f(A).
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2. L, —(cu) FT' = Aff LK, — (cut) = f(T") = f(A).

Proof. We show only the case for L,,. Since the case (2) can be obtained as
the subproof of the case (1), we show only (1) in the following.

(=): By induction on the proof P of I = A in L,,. We distinguish the
cases according to the last inference of P, and show some cases.

Case (Xp = X'p): The last inference of P is of the form: X’p = X’p. In
this case, we obtain S4,, - f(X'p) = f(X'p),i.e.,S4, Fpi = p;i (pi € ®;).

Case (Uright): The last inference of P is of the form:

Xl = Xka
X = XFOa

(Oright).

By induction hypothesis, we have S4,, - f(XOr) = f(X*a), ie., S4, -
Of(XT) = f(X*a). Then, we obtain

OFXIT) S f(Xta)
Of(XT) = Of (XFa)

(Oleft?)

where Of (X'T') = Of(X*a) coincides with f(X‘00T) = f(X*0Oa) by the
definition of f.
Case (Gleft): The last inference of P is of the form:

Xtk T'= A

: (Gleft).
XiGa,T = A

By induction hypothesis, we have S4,, - f(X**qa), f(I') = f(A), and hence
obtain:

F(Xitha), f(T) = f(A)  (f(XITha) € {f(XIHa) | j € w})
AF(XHa) | j € wh, F(T) = F(A)

where A\{f(X™a) | j € w} coincides with f(X'Ga) by the definition of

(A left®)

Case (Gright): The last inference of P is of the form:

{ I'= A,Xl+‘70¢ }jew
I' = A, X'Ga

(Gright).
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By induction hypothesis, we have S4,, - f(T') = f(A), f(X"™«) for all
j €w. Let®be {f(X*a) | j € w}. We obtain

{ (1) = £(A), F(XHa) } pxiviayeo
f0) = f(A), \©

where /\ © coincides with f(X‘Ga) by the definition of f.

(<=): By induction on the proof @ of f(I') = f(A) in S4,,. We distin-
guish the cases according to the last inference of ). We show only some
cases.

Case (cut): The last inference of () is of the form:

fT1) = f(A1),8 B, f(I'2) = f(As)
f(T1), f(T2) = f(A1), f(Az)

Since 3 is in Lg4,,, we have the fact 5 = f(/). This fact can be shown by
induction on 3. Then, by induction hypothesis, we have: L, -T'y = A, 3
and L, - (3,2 = As. We then obtain the required fact: L, - I';,Ty =
A1, As by using (cut) in L.

Case (Aright®):

Subcase (1): The last inference of @ is of the form:

{ f(T) = f(A), f(X'Q) } s xiayeixio)
f(T) = f(A), A\ f(X'O)
where A f(X'©) coincides with f(X‘(A\ ©)) by the definition of f. By

induction hypothesis, we have L, F I' = A, X'« for all X'a € X0, i.e.,
for all o € ©. Then, we obtain

(A right”)

(cut).

(Aright?)

{I'= A,'Xia taco
= AX(A\O)

(A right).
Subcase (2): The last inference of @ is of the form:

{F(D) = f(A), FX™Ma) }rxitiayersxitia) | jew)
() = F(A), Nf(XTa) | jew}

(Aright")
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where A{f(X""/a) | j € w} coincides with f(X'Ge) by the definition of
f. By induction hypothesis, we have L, - I’ = A, X" q for all X' €
{X"a|j € w},ie.,forall j €w. Then, we obtain

{ F = A,XZ+]O[ }jEw
I' = A, X'Ga

(Gright).

g

Theorem 3.3: (Cut-elimination) Let L be L, or L. The rule (cut) is admis-
sible in cut-free L.

Proof. We show only the case for L. Suppose L, - I' = A. Then, we
have S4,, - f(I') = f(A) by Theorem 3.2 (1), and hence S4, — (cut)
f(I') = f(A) by Proposition 2.4. By Theorem 3.2 (2), we obtain L,, —
(cut) ' = A. O

4. Completeness

Let I be aset {a, ..., am } (m > 0) of formulas. Then, I'* represents o V
-+« V oy if m > 1, and otherwise —(p—p) where p is a fixed propositional
variables. Also I', represents a; A - -+ A auy, if m > 1, and otherwise p—p
where p is a fixed propositional variables. The symbol > or < is used to
represent a linear order on w.

A semantics for L, is defined below.

Definition 4.1: Let © be an allowable set. Timed valuations I* (i € w) are
mappings from the set of all propositional variables to the set {t, f} of truth
values. Then, timed satisfaction relations =; « (i € w) for any formula «
are defined inductively by:

~

. i piff I'(p) = t for any propositional variable p,
. Ei NOiff i aforany a € 6,

. Ei VO iff =i ofor some o € O,

. Ei a—=piffnot-(=; a) or = B,

=i ~aiff not-(f=i ),

- Ei Xaiff Ei

QA LA W N
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7. Ei Gaiff =; a forany j > i,
8. =i Faiff =5 o for some j > 1.

A formula o is called Lj-valid if =0 « holds for any timed satisfaction
relations |=; (i € w). A sequent I' = A is called L -valid if so is the
formula " ,— A*.

A semantics for LK, is defined below.
Definition 4.2: Let © be an allowable set. A valuation I is a mapping from

the set of all propositional variables to the set {t, f} of truth values. A
satisfaction relation |= o for any formula « is defined inductively by:

~

. Epiff I(p) =t for any propositional variable p,
2. ENOiff=aforany a € 6,
3. EVOiff = afor some a € O,
4. = a—piff not-(F «) or = B,
5. E —~aiff not-(E «).
A formula « is called LK ,-valid if = « holds for any satisfaction relation
. A sequent T' = A is called LK ,-valid if so is the formula T ,— A*.
As well known, the following completeness theorem holds for LK,,,.

Proposition 4.3: For any sequent S, LK, = S iff S is LK ,-valid.

In order to apply the mapping f in Definition 3.1, we assume the lan-
guages which are based on EL; and Lik,, by constructing ® and | J,, ¥,
respectively.

Lemma 4.4: Let [ be the mapping defined in Definition 3.1. For any timed
satisfaction relation |=; (i € w), there exists a satisfaction relation |= such
that for any formula o in L; -,

= aiffE f(Xia).

Proof. Let ® be a set of propositional variables and ®; be the set {p; | p € ®}
of propositional variables with pg := p.
Suppose that

I' (i € w) are mappings from ® to {¢, f}.
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Suppose that

I is a mapping from U , to {t, f}.

€W
Suppose moreover that
I'(p) = tiff I(p;) = t.

Then, the claim is proved by induction on the complexity of c.

e Base step:

Case (o = p € ®): = piff I'(p) = tiff I(p;) = tiff = p; iff = f(X'p)
(by the definition of f).

e Induction step:

Case (o = )\ © where O is an allowable set) =; A © iff |=; 3 forany 3 €
O iff = f(X‘B) for any 8 € O (by induction hypothesis) iff = f(X¢3) for
any f(X'B) € f(X'0)iff = A f(X©) iff = f(X! \ ©) (by the definition
of f).

Case (o = \/ O where O is an allowable set): Similar to Case (&« = A ©
where © is an allowable set).

Case (@« = a1—ag): i ag—ay iff not-(; «a1) or |=; aq iff not-(F=
f(Xlay))or = f(X'az) (by induction hypothesis) iff = f(Xa1)— f(Xlaz)
iff = f(X!(c1—az)) (by the definition of f).

Case (o« = —03): =; -3 iff not-(&; B) iff not-(&= f(X*3)) (by induction
hypothesis) iff = = f(X!3) iff = f(X’=(3) (by the definition of f).

Case (o = XP): | XBiff =441 Biff = f(X13) (by induction hypoth-
esis) iff = f(X'X03).

Case (o« = Gp): | GBiff =; 3 for any j > i iff = f(X73) for any
§ > i (by induction hypothesis) iff Yk € w [ f(X**3)] iff = ~ for any
v € {f(XHE) | k € whiff = A{f(XTFB) | k € w}iff = f(X'GB) (by
the definition of f).

Case (o = Ff): Similar to Case (o = GpJ). ]

Lemma 4.5: Let f be the mapping defined in Definition 3.1. For any satis-

faction relation |= and any i € w, there exists a timed satisfaction relation
=i such that for any formula o in L -,

E f(Xa) iff =i a.
Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.4. O

Theorem 4.6 (Semantical embedding) Let f be the mapping defined in Def-
inition 3.1. For any formula ocin Ly -, cvis L ;-valid iff f(«) is LK,,-valid.
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Proof. By Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5. We take O for . O

Combining Theorems 3.2 and 4.6, we can derive the following complete-
ness theorem for L.

Theorem 4.7: (Completeness) For any sequent S, L, = S iff S is L -valid.

Proof. LetI' = A be S and « be I',—A*. It is sufficient to show that L,
F = o iff o is L -valid. We show this as follows. L - = o iff LK, F
= f(«) (by Theorem 3.2) iff f(«) is LK,-valid (by Proposition 4.3) iff « is
L -valid (by Theorem 4.6). O
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