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§1. Introduction

In the traditional study of Xukasiewicz propositional logic, the
finite-valued or infinite-valued linearly ordered model exists at the start,
and then the axiomatization of the set of all formulas valid in its model
are studied. On the other hand, we are in a point of view such that
the set of provable formulas is important and models are no more than
means to characterize the set.

It is known that the }R,-valued Lukasiewicz implicational logic is
axiomatizable by the four axioms and that the four axioms are valid
in the m-valued kukasiewicz implicational logic for any natural number
m (cf. [1],12],[3]). Hence, the question arises if there exist implicational
logics (in which the four axioms are valid) other than the above logics.
In this paper, we will give the answer that there exists no implicational
logic other than the above logics.

§2. Super-Lukasiewicz implicational logics

We must give the accurate definition of implicational logics to
answer the above question. By an implicational formula (C formula),
we mean a propositional formula which contains no connective other
than D.

DEFINITION 2.1. A set L of C formulas is an implicational logic
if it satisfies the following two conditions:
1) L is closed with respect to modus ponens, that is, P, PO QeL
implies Q e L,
2) L is closed with respect to substitution for propositional vari-
ables by C formulas.
An implicational logic L is a super-Eukasiewicz implicational logic
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(SLIL) if L contains the following four formulas.

21 p>Dq>Dop.

22 D@D DODpD7.

23 pVag>dqVop.

24 P29 V@>Dp).

Here we use P \/ @ as the abbreviation of (P D Q) D Q. We as-
sociate to the right, and use the convention that O binds less strongly
than V. We denote the smallest SLIL by Lu.

§3. C algebras as models

In our former paper [1]1, we gave the definition of C algebras and
investigated some properties of C algebras. We borrow some definitions
and results from [1].

A C algebra is an algebra {(A;1, —> which satisfies the following
five axioms, where A is a non-empty set and 1 and — are 0-ary and
2-ary functions on A, respectively.

31 1-z=u=z.

32 z—-y—ax=1.

383 x—yY—-W—2)—r—>2z=1.

34 xUy=yU=x.

35 -y UWy—2 =1

In the above, we abbreviate (x —y)—y by z Uy. We use the
same convention as before. We say simply that A is a C algebra,
when {A;1,—> is a C algebra. Wedenote x -y =1by z <y. Then,
we can verify the following without 3.5:

3.6 251,

3.7 L,

3.8 z=yand ysz=o2x <z,

39 z2zyand yser=x=19,

310 z2—y—z2=y—2x—2,

311 z<a2Uyandy<s2 Uy,

312 z=<szandy=<z>rUy<z

313 y—»z=2(@—y)—ax—2.

By 3.6-8.9, the relation < is an order relation with the largest
element 1. By 3.11 and 8.12, 2 U y = sup (z, ¥).

DEFINITION 3.1. Let 4 be a C algebra. A non-empty subset J of
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A%is a filter of A if it satisfies the following two conditions:
1) 1leld,
2) zeJ and x—>yed =>yel.

DEFINITION 3.2. Let A be a C algebra and J be a filter of A.
We define a relation ~; on A as follows:

r~;yr—yed and y—ozeld.

THEOREM 3.3. For any C algebra and any filter J of A, the rela-
tion ~; is a congruence relation and A/~ ; is naturally a C algedra.
(A/~; is denoted by A/J.)

DEFINITION 3.4. Let A be a C algebra, z be an element of A
other than 1. A is irreducible with respect to x if x is contained
within any filter of A which contains at least an element other than 1.
A is irreducible, if there exists an element such that A is irreducible
with respect to the element or A has only one element 1.

THEOREM 3.5. [1] Any irreducible C algebra is linearly ordered.
Now, we will prove the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.6.

314, If x <y, then z—x<z—oyaond -2y — 2.
315, -y —»2z2—>Y=W—o2x)—2z—2.

316, W—-ax)—y—z=(@—>Y) —>xr— 2

317. If y<z, then (x> Y) >2—>Y =2 — Z.

318. If x <y, then (y - x) >y —>2=2—2%.

Proof. By 3.3 and 3.10, we have immediately 3.14. As for 3.15,

@—yY)—z2oy=2->@—>y) >y (by 3.10)
=2—>Y—-2)—2 (by 3.4)
=Wy—2)—>z—2 (by 3.10).

By 3.5, we have (#x—>y)—>y—>2=<y—«  Hence, we have
M @—->y—->y—axr=y—2x. In 3.15, we substitute x -2z and y — =z
for x and y, respectively. Then, using 3.15, we have

**) (o2)—»y—azloy—-2z=[Gk—->Yor—oylor—2.

Hence, we have

https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0027763000018249 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0027763000018249

130 YUICHI KOMORI

Y—-2)»y—2=2[G—-D—>y—2l>G—>2)—>y—2 (by 3.13)
=@—-2)—~E—2)—>y—>xl>y—2 (by 3.10)
=@->0)—~[—yY—2—>yl->r—2 (by (**))
=GG-N—o2-9yl oG- —o2x—2 (by 3.10)
=le—-Y—-r—-ylo2—>2 (by (*)
S@—-y) ooz (by 3.14) .

Because we get the converse inequality if we exchange x and y, we
have 3.16. 38.17 and 3.18 are immediately obtained from 3.15 and 3.16,
respectively. Q.E.D.

Let A be a C algebra. If f(P) =1 for any assignment of 4, we
say that P is valid in A. We denote the set of C formulas valid in A
by L(A). Let L and W be a SLIL and the set of all C formulas,
respectively. We define the Lindenbaum C algebra A(L). The elements
of A(L) is equivalence classes of determined by the equivalence relation
~z on W defined by (P ~, Q& P>DOQeL and Q D PeL). The func-
tions 1 and — are defined as follows:

[PI-[Ql=[PDQ], 1=[PDP].

Here [P] denotes the equivalence class containing the C formula P.
A™(L) denotes the subalgebra of A(L) generated by elements correspond-
ing to propositional variables p,p, ---,p,. The following theorems
are easily shown.

THEOREM 3.7. For any C algebra A,L(A4) is a SLIL. Com)ersely,
for any SLIL L, L = L(A(L)) = (M L(™(L)).

nlo
THEOREM 3.8. If a C algebra B is a subalgebra of a C algebra A,
or B=A/J for some filter J of A, then L(B) D L(A).

By the next theorem, it is sufficient in many cases only if we deal
with irreducible and finitely generated C algebras.

THEOREM 3.9. For any SLIL L, there exists a set {A);c, of irre-
ducible and finitely generated C algebras such that L = () L(A4)).
264

Proof. Let P be a C formula such that Pe¢L. Let n be the
number of different propositional variables appearing in P. Then,
Pz L(a™(L)). Let f be an assignment of A*(L) such that f(P) = 1. Let
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J be a filter of 1*(L) not containing f(P) such that for any filter KD J
f(P)e K. By Zorn’s lemma, such a filter exists. Then, we can show
that 2*(L)/J is an irreducible and n-generated C algebra and LC
L(a"(L)/J). Therefore, for any C formula P such that P ¢ L, there exists
an irreducible and finitely generated C algebra A such that P ¢ L(A) and
L C L(A). Hence, we have the theorem. Q.E.D.

We denote the set {0, 1/m, 2/m, ---, (m — 1)/m, 1} and the set of
all rationals in the interval [0,1] by S, (m = 1) and S,, respectively.
We define the functionon S,, A =m=<w)byz—-y=min(Q,1 —z + ).
Then, we can regard S, as a C algebra. S, is the well-known
Fukasiewicz (m + 1)-valued (or Y},-valued if m = w) model. We denote
also the C algebra with only one element by S,.

S, is isomorphic to a subalgebra of S, if m <n. A (finitely
generated subalgebra of S, is isomorphic to S, for some m < w.
The result by Rose and Rosser [3] is that L(S,) = Lu. Hence, the fol-
lowing theorem is immediate.

THEOREM 3.10.

W=LS) 2 L(S) 2 L(S,) 2 -+ QLIS 2 -+- 2LS) = () L(S,) = Lu .

nle

In the above theorem, the inequalities due to the fact that (pD)™q
\V peL(S,) and ¢ L(S,.,,), where we define (PD)"Q as (PD)'Q = @ and
(PD)"Q = P D (P2)"Q.

DEFINITION 3.11. Let A be a C algebra and z be an element of A.
The order of x, denoted by ord (x), is the least integer n such that
z U (x—=)"y =1 for any element y of A. If no such integer n exists,
then ord () = w. ord (4) defined by

ord (4) = sup {ord (z) |x € A} .

It should be noticed that even if ord () < w for any =z, it is possible
that ord (4) = w.

LEMMA 3.12. ) If x<y =<z, then z—oax < z—19.
@2 If zzsx<vy, then y—»z<x— 2.

Proof. Suppose z —»y) —-z—ax=1. By 3.16, (y > 2) >y —x = 1.
By y <z y—x=1. This is contradictory to x <y. Proof of (2) is
similar. Q.E.D.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50027763000018249 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0027763000018249

132 YUICHI KOMORI

THEOREM 3.13. If ord(4) =m and A is irreducible, then A 1is
isomorphic to S,,.

Proof. When m equals 0 or 1, the proof is easier than others.
So we will prove it only for m = 2.

Since A is irreducible, there exist ¢ and b such that (¢e—)"b =1
and (a—)™"'b #+ 1. We show that o is the second element from the top
element 1 and b is the least element. Suppose z is an element such
that ¢ < 2 <1. Suppose that t -z —b £ a—0b. Since A is linearly
ordered, s - b<zx—2—band 1=(@—b)—»2x—-2—b=2—(@—D>D)
—»z—-b=2x—->0b—-a)>2r—a=x—2—a, by 3.10, 3.15 and b <a.
Hence, 2 < ¢ — a. Then, we have, by 3.14, 3.16 and a < z,

[(x—-a)»(@x—a)>bl-a—-b=2[x—a)—2—bl—-a—D
=[@—2)—»a—bl—wa—b=1.

Therefore, we have w —w —b < a— b if we put w =2 or w = = — a.
By 3.10 and 3.14, we have

(Ww—)*m0ph < @ — (W—)X"2h < v < (@)D < 1.

This is contradictory to ord (4) = m.

Suppose z is an element such that x <b. When o —2x <0, we
have (a—)"z < (a—)™"'b < 1. This is contradictory to ord(4) = m.
When 6 <a—-zx<a—b, we have 1> (@—2)—b>(@a—0) —b=a.
This contradicts that ¢ is the second element from the top.

By Lemma 3.12, we can show that
b=@)"—-b<(@>)"""MH—->b< ... <(@—b—-b=a<b—ob=1.

Let 2 be an element such that (a—)**0 — b <z < (a—)"b - b (n < m).
Then, by 3.17 and 3.18, we have

1>2— (@—)"*'b — b > la—)"b — bl > (a—)"*'b — b
= (@—)*"*'b - (a—)"b = .- =(a—>b)—b=ua.

This contradicts that o is the second element. Hence, any element is
of the form (a—)"b — b for some n < m. And we have

[(@—)"b — b] — (a—)*b — b
1 k=mn

=] ((I,——))’Cb — (a—>)"b = {(a__))k—nb s b (l{, > ’n/) .
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Hence, it is obvious that the function f defined by f((e—)*db — b) =
(m — n)/m is an isomorphism from A4 onto S,. Q.E.D.

THEOREM 3.14. If ord (A) = v and A is irreducible, then A has a
subalgebra isomorphic to S, for any non-negative integer n.

Proof. By the hypothesis, there exist ¢ and b in A such that
(@—)"b +1 and a = 1. We can, similarly to the proof of Theorem 3.13,
show that

(@) —-0<(@—=)"D—-0< ... <(e—)b—->0<a<1,

and this series is a subalgebra of A isomorphic to S,. Q.E.D.

§4. Main result

Now, we can prove the main theorem.
THEOREM 4.1. For any SLIL L, L = L(S,) for some n < o.

Proof. By Theorem 3.9, there exists a set {4,},c, of irreducible C
algebras such that L= L(4). Let n be sup{ord(4)|21e 4}. By

aed

Theorem 3.10, Theorem 3.13 and Theorem 3.14, we have L = L(S,).
Q.E.D.

Lu + P denotes the SLIL obtained by adding a C formula P as an
axiom schema.

COROLLARY 4.2, For any C formula P such that PcL(S,) and
Pz L(S,,) n <w), Lu+ P = L(S,).
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