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Abstract. This paper positively solves an open problem if it is possible
to provide a Hilbert system to Epistemic Logic of Friendship (EFL) by
Seligman, Girard and Liu. To find a Hilbert system, we first introduce a
sound, complete and cut-free tree (or nested) sequent calculus for EFL,
which is an integrated combination of Seligman’s sequent calculus for
basic hybrid logic and a tree sequent calculus for modal logic. Then we
translate a tree sequent into an ordinary formula to specify a Hilbert
system of EFL and finally show that our Hilbert system is sound and
complete for an intended two-dimensional semantics.
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1 Introduction

Epistemic Logic of Friendship (EFL) is a version of two-dimensional modal logic
proposed by [22123124]. Compared to the ordinary epistemic logic [14], one of the
key features of their logic is to encode the information of agents into the object
language by a technique of hybrid logic [B/I]. Then, a propositional variable p
can be read as an indexical proposition such as “I am p” and we may formal-
ize the sentences like “I know that all my friends is p” or “Each of my friends
knows that he/she is p.” Moreover, the authors of [23124] added a dynamic
mechanism to EFL for capturing public announcements [19], announcements to
all the friends, and private announcements [2] and established a relative com-
pleteness result (cf. [23l2412]), i.e., they provided a set of recursion axioms for
dynamic operators. So once we can provide a sound and complete proof system
for EFL, i.e., the fragment without dynamic operators, we can also establish the
semantic completeness of the dynamic extension of EFL. Therefore, this paper
focuses on an open problem of axiomatizing EFL in terms of Hilbert system,
i.e., the static part of their framework.

A difficulty of the problem comes from a combination of modal logic for
agents’ knowledge and hybrid logic for a friendship relation among agents. If
we combine two hybrid logics over two-dimensional semantics of [2223124], it is
noted that there is an axiomatization of all valid formulas in the semantics by [20,
p.471]. Our approach to tackle the problem is via a sequent calculus, whose idea
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is originally from Gentzen. In particular, our notion of sequent for EFL can
be regarded as a combination of a tree or nested sequent [I5§] for modal logic
and @-prefixed sequent [2117] for hybrid logic. One of the merits of our notion
of sequent is that we can still translate our sequent into an ordinary formula.
This allows us to specify our desired Hilbert system for EFL. We note that [9]
independently provided a prefixed tableau system for a dynamic extension of
EFL. There are at least three points we should emphasize on our work. First,
our tree sequent system is quite simpler than the tableau system given in [9],
i.e., the number of rules of our sequent system is almost half of the number
of rules of their system. Second, it is not clear if a prefixed formula in [9] for
the tableau calculus can be translated into an ordinary formula. Their result is
not concerned with Hilbert systems. Third, their syntax contains a special kind
of propositional variable (called feature proposition) and they include a tableau
rule called propositional cut to handle such propositions. On the other hand, we
can show that our tree sequent calculus enjoys the cut elimination theorem, the
most fundamental theorem in proof-theory.

We proceed as follows. Section[2]introduces the syntax and semantics of EFL.
Section [3] provides a tree sequent calculus for EFL and establishes the soundness
of the sequent calculus (Theorem . Section [4] establishes a completeness result
of a cut-free fragment of our sequent calculus (Theorem . As a corollary, we
also provide a semantic proof of the cut elimination theorem of our sequent
calculus (Theorems [3|and 4] Corollary . Section 5| specifies a Hilbert system of
EFL, and provides a syntactic proof of the equipollence between our proposed
Hilbert system and our tree sequent calculus, which implies the soundness and
completeness results for our Hilbert system (Corollary . Section |§| extends our
technical results to cover extensions of EFL where a modal operator for states
(or a knowledge operator) obeys KT, S4 or S5 axioms and a friendship relation
satisfies a certain form of universal property (Theorems [5| and |§|, Corollary .
The result of this section subsumes the logic given in [9], provided we drop the
dynamic operator from the syntax of [9]. Section [7| concludes this paper.

2 Syntax and Two-dimensional Kripke Semantics

Our syntax L consists of the following vocabulary: a countably infinite set
Prop = {p,q,r,...} of propositional variables, a countably infinite set Nom =
{n,m,l,...} of agent nominal variables, the Boolean connectives of — (the im-
plication) and L (the falsum), the satisfaction operators @ and the friendship
operator F (read as “all my friends are ...”) as well as the modal operator O
which may be regarded as the knowledge operator. We note that an agent nom-
inal n € Nom is a syntactic name of an agent or an individual, which amounts
to a constant symbol of the first-order logic, while n is read indexically as “I am
n.” Similarly, we read a propositional variable p € Prop also indexically by “I am
p,” e.g., “I am in danger.” The set Form of formulas in £ is defined inductively
as follows:

Form > ¢ u=n|p| L]y = ¢|Q,p|Fp|Op,
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where n € Nom and p € Prop. Boolean connectives other than — or L are
introduced as ordinary abbreviations. We define the dual of (J as ¢ := —[J—- and
the dual of F as (F) := —F—. Moreover, a formula of the form @, ¢ is said to be
Q-prefized. Let us read O as “I know that.” Here are some examples of how to
read formulas:

— Op, read as “I know that I am p.”
— @,p, read as “n knows that she is p.”
0Q,p, read as “I know that agent n is p.”

Fp, read as “all my friends are p.”
— FOp, read as “all my friends know that they are p.”

OFp, read as “I know that all my friends are p.”
— @, (F)m, read as “agent m is a friend of agent n.”

We say that a mapping o : Prop U Nom — Form is a uniform substitution if o
uniformly substitutes propositional variables by formulas and agent nominals by
agent nominals and we use po to mean the result of applying a uniform substi-
tution o to ¢. In particular, we use p[n/k] to mean the result of substituting
each occurrence of agent nominal k in ¢ uniformly with agent nominal n.

A model 9 for our syntax L is a tuple

(I/Vv Aa (Ra)a€A7 (Xw)wer V)v

where W is a non-empty set of possible states, A is a non-empty set of agents,
R, is a binary relation on W (a € A), x,, is a binary relation on A (called a
friendship relation, w € W), V is a valuation function PropUNom — P(W x A)
such that V(n) is a subset of W x A of the form W x {a}. When V(n) =
W x {a}, we denote such unique element a by n. We note that a semantic value
n of a nominal n is rigid over all possible states. We do not require any property
for R, and =,, but we will come back to this point in Section [6} We say that a
tuple § = (W, A, (Ra)aca, (Xw)wew) without a valuation is a frame.

Let M = (W, A, (Ra)aca, (Xuw)wew, V) be a model. Given a pair (w,a) €
W x A and a formula ¢, the satisfaction relation M, (w, a) = ¢ (read “agent a
satisfies ¢ at w in M 7) inductively as follows:

M, (w,a) =p iff (w,a) € V(p),

M, (w,a) En iff n=a,

M, (w,a) = L

M, (w,a) =@ — Y iff M, (w,a) E ¢ implies M, (w,a) =9

M, (w,a) | Qpp i M, (w,n) [,

M, (w,a) = Fp iff (a <y bimplies M, (w,d) = @) for all agents b € A,
M, (w,a) =D iff (wRev implies M, (v, a) = ¢) for all states v € W.

Given a class M of models, we say that a formula ¢ is valid in M when 9, (w, a) |=
o for all pairs (w, a) in 9 and all models 9t € M. This paper tackles the question
if the set of all valid formulas in the class of all models is axiomatizable.
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3 Tree Sequent Calculus of Epistemic Logic of Friendship

A label is inductively defined as follows: Any natural number is a label; if « is a
label, n is an agent nominal in Nom and ¢ is a natural number, then a -, ¢ is also
a label. When S is « -, 4, then we say that § is an n-child of « or that « is an
n-parent of 5. A tree T is a set of labels such that the set contains the unique
natural number j as the root label and the set is closed under taking the parent
of a label, ie., -, i € T implies a € T for all labels a, agent nominals n and
natural numbers i. For example, all of 0, 0-, 1 and 0 -; 2 are labels and they
form a finite tree.

B

Qo = 0,

Fig. 1. A tree sequent

Given a label o and an Q-prefized formula ¢, the expression a : ¢ is said
to be a labelled formula, where recall that an @-prefixed formula is of the form
@,,p. A tree sequent is an expression of the form

rZa
where I' and A are finite sets of labelled formulas, T is a finite tree of labels,

and all the labels in I" and A are in 7. A tree sequent “I" L A’ is read as
“if we assume all labelled formulas in I, then we may conclude some labelled

formulas in A.” A tree sequent 0 : @Q,,0 % 2 : Q,,p Lo @,,1,0-, 1 : Q0
is represented as in Fig. |1, where 7 = {0,0-, 1,05 2}. That is, 0, 0 -, 1 and
0 -k 2 are “addresses” of the root, the left leaf, and the right leaf, respectively.
Therefore, our tree sequent is a finite tree, each of which nodes has an @-prefixed
sequent as given in [211[7].

Table [1] provides all the initial sequents and all the inference rules of tree
sequent calculus TEFL, where recall that ¢[m/k] is the result of substituting
each occurrence of agent nominal £ in ¢ with agent nominal m. The system
without the cut rule is denoted by TEFL™. All the initial sequents and inference
rules except (rigid_), (wlab), (OR) and (L) originate from sequent calculus for
hybrid logic in terms of @-prefixed sequents (cf. [2II7] ). The inference rules
(wlab), (OR) and (OL) reflect the idea of tree or nested sequent calculus for
modal logic (cf. [I5IR]). Finally the rule (rigid_) encodes the semantic idea that
a semantic value of a nominal is rigid, i.e., the same through all possible states.

A derivation in TEFL (or TEFL™) is a finite tree generated from initial
sequents by inference rules of TEFL (or TEFL™, respectively). The height of a
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Table 1. Tree Sequent Calculus TEFL

(1) a:@, 1. T3 A (id) a:@nw,F;A,a:@,ﬂp
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x: m is a fresh agent nominal in the lower sequent; {: 7y is an n-child of o which is fresh
in the lower sequent; 1: § is an n-child of a; x: T U {a} is a tree of labels.

derivation is defined as the maximum length of branches in the derivation from

the end (or root) sequent to an initial sequent. A tree sequent I’ L A s said to
be provable in TEFL (or TEFL™) if there is a derivation in TEFL (or TEFL ™,
respectively) such that the root of the tree is I” L A.

Let M = (W, A, (Ra)aca, (Kw)wew, V) be amodel and T a tree of labels. A
function f : T — W is a T -assignment in 9N if, whenever S is an n-child of «
in 7, f(a)R,f(B) holds. When it is clear from the context, we often drop “7-"
from “T-assignment”. Given any labelled formula « : @,,¢ with o € T and any
T-assignment in 9, we define the satisfaction for a labelled formula as follows:

M, f = a:Qup iff M, (f(a),n) e

where “M, f E a : @,¢” is read as “a : @, is true at (M, f)”. Given a tree
sequent I’ L Aanda T-assignment in 91, we say that I’ L As true in o, f)

(notation: M, f = T Z A) if, whenever all labelled formulas of I" is true in
(M, f), some labelled formulas of A is true in (9, f). The following theorem is
easy to establish.

Theorem 1 (Soundness of TEFL). If a tree sequent I L Ais provable in
TEFL then M, f =T LA for all models M and all assignments f.



6 Sano

Let us say that an inference rule is height-preserving admissiblein TEFL™ (or
TEFL) if, whenever all uppersequents (premises) of the inference rule is provable
by derivations with height no more than n, then the lowersequent (conclusion)
of the rule is provable by a derivation whose height is at most n. By induction
on height n of a derivation, we can prove the following.

Proposition 1. (i) The following substitution rule (sub) is height-preserving
admissible in TEFL™ and TEFL:

-
Ffiﬂ (sub)
I'oc = Ac ,

where o is a uniform substitution, To is the resulting tree by substituting
agent nominals in T by o, Oc :={ao:po|a: o €O} and ac € To is the
corresponding label to o € T by o.

(ii) The following weakening rules (WR) and (wL) are height-preserving admis-
sible in TEFL™ and TEFL.

T T
I'=> A (wR) I'=> A

— - 7 (wL)
I'=s Aja:Qup , a:@uo'= A

4 Semantic Completeness of Tree Sequent Calculus of
Epistemic Logic of Friendship

In what follows in this section, sets I', A, etc. of labelled formulas and a tree
T of labels can be possibly (countably) infinite. Following this change, we say

that a possibly infinite tree-sequent I L Ais provable in TEFL™ if there exist

finite sets IV C I" and A’ C A and finite subtree 7' of T such that I’ g Alis
provable in TEFL™.

Definition 1 (Saturated tree sequent). A possibly infinite tree sequent I' L
A is saturated if it satisfies the following conditions:

(repl) Ifa:@Q,me I and a: pn/k] € I' then a: p[m/k] € I

(rep2) Ifa:Qpnel and a:pn/k] €I then a: om/k]l € T.

(ref2) a:Q,n eI for all labels a € T.

(rigid_) If o : Q,m € I" then 8: Q,m € I" for all labels B € T.

(=r) Ifa:Qu(p =) € Athena:Qup el and a: Quep € Al

(=) Ifa:Q,(p =) el thena:Qupe Aora:Qupel.

(Qr) If a:@Q,Q,,p € A then a: Q0 € A.

(@) Ifa:@,Q,,pel thena:Qupel.

(Fr) If o : @Q,Fp € A then a: @Q,(Fym € I' and a : Q,,,p € A for some agent
nominal m.

(F1) If « : @,Fp € I' then a : @, (Fym € A or o : Q. € I' for all agent
nominals m.
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(@r) Ifa:@Q,0p € A then 5: Q,p € A for some n-child 8 of a.
Q) Ifa:@,0p €I then p:Q,p €I for all n-children 5 of c.

Lemma 1 (Saturation lemma). Let I L A be an unprovable tree sequent

T
in TEFL™. Then, there exists a saturated (possibly infinite) sequent I'" Loa+
such that it is still unprovable in TEFL™ and it extends the original tree sequent,
ie, TCIt, ACAY and TCTT.

Proof. Let I Z Abean unprovable tree sequent in TEFL™. Let (o : @, ;) icw
be an enumeration of all labelled formulas such that each labelled formula occurs
infinitely often. In what follows, we inductively define a sequence (I X Adicw
of unprovable tree sequents in TEFL™ such that I; C I341, 4; C A;4; and
Ti C Tiy1 for all i € w. (Basis) When ¢ = 0, a tree sequent [ uy Ap is defined
as the tree sequent I’ Z A which is clearly unprovable in TEFL™.

(Inductive Step) Suppose that we have defined (I Z A)ogicj- We define

I Tgl Ajt1 in the following two steps.

Step 1: This step expands I'; by the rules (rep_,), (rep_,), (ref=) and (rigid_)
while A; and 7; are unchanged. First, we enumerate all the finite pairs of
the form

(a:@,m,a: pn/k]) or (a: Qpn,a: pn/k])

found in I'; and for each such pair we add o : ¢[m/k] to I'; to define the

expanded set as I, Tt is easy to see that I 5 A; is unprovable in
TEFL™ by (rep_;) and (rep_,). Second, we define

. T;
I :={a:@,n|a € Tj and n occurs in I]® = A; }.

It is immediate to see that F;ef i Aj; is unprovable in TEFL™ by (ref-).
Finally we define I'; := {8 : @,m|a: @,m € I and § € T; }. Then the

unprovability of I'; LA Aj in TEFL™ is due to (rigid_). We note that I is
still finite.

Step 2: This step expands the unprovable tree sequent I'; zﬁ A; by logical
rules, depending on the form of the j-th element «; : @, p; of our enumer-
ation of labelled formulas.

— Let ¢; be of the form ¢ — 2 and «; : @, (1 — ¢2) € I';. Then
either - -
Iy =2 Aj,a;: Q@ 1py or Q 1po, I = A
is unprovable in TEFL™ by (— L). We choose an unprovable tree se-

T
quent as Fj+1 gl Aj+1.

— Let ¢; be of the form ¢, — v and a; : @, (Y1 — 1p2) € A;. Then
_T;
aj Qg I = Aj,a;: Q1
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is unprovable in TEFL™ by (— R) and it is chosen as I'j11 Ty JAVERT
— Let ¢; be of the form @, and o : @, @9 € I'~. Then

@iy, I L A,
is unprovable in TEFL™ by (QL) and it is chosen as Ij1 T JAVERD
— Let ¢; be of the form @mz/J and o : @, @9 € Aj;. Then
_ T
=2 A5 a5 QY
is unprovable in TEFL™ by (QR) and it is chosen as I'j11 = i Ajiq.
— Let ¢; be of the form F¢ and o : @, Fyp € I'7". Let my, ..., m; be all

’7".
the finite agent nominals occuring in I’ = A;. We define an increasing

sequence (I j(l) = A;l))0<i<l+1 of unprovable tree sequent in TEFL™
as follows (it is noted that 7; is unchanged in this process). We put

T(l 4 A(Z =TIy 5 Aj. Suppose that we have constructed (F() 5
A; ))1@@1. Then either
T
Fj(h) = Agh),aj @y, (Fymy, or i @y, 9, I A(h)
is unprovable in TEFL™ by the rule (FL). We choose an unprovable tree
sequent as F(hH) = A(h+1) Finally we define
Tjer B Ajypy = 1D B A,

— Let ¢; be of the form Fy and «; : @, ;Fyp € A;. Let m be a fresh agent

nominal not occuring in I, F:rﬂ A; and define

T; =T
Fj+1 :tl Aj+1 = @nj<F>m,Fj* :$ AJ‘,O[J‘ : @mﬂ/),

whose unprovability in TEFL™ is assured by the rule (FR).

— Let ¢; be of the form ¢ and a; : @, ;[JY) € I'=. Let us enumerate all

. . . T;
finite n;-children of o in 7; as ﬁl, ..., By and define I'j44 ke Ajqq as

Br:Qptp, ... B Qp ), I AJ, which is unprovable in TEFL™ by
the rule (OL).
— Let ¢; be of the form [y and «; : @, ;[ € A;. Let 8 be a fresh label

not occuring in I Zﬂ Aj such that 3 is an n;-child of 3, and define
J _ T;U{B
Iiy = = Ajp = :{’ ) VAVINCR @nﬁ/’v
whose unprovability in TEFL™ is assured by the rule (OR).
— Otherwise, I Tig Ajiq is defined as I L Aj.

We have finished defined a sequence (I I A)icw- We define I't := Uicw I35
ti=Ueo Ti and AT := J,,, Ai. Then it is easy to see that I'" T Atisa

saturated sequent (we note that the rule (wlab) is needed here). O

Lemma 2. Let I' & A be a saturated and unprovable tree sequent in TEFL™.
Define the derived model M = (T, A, (Ra)aca, (Xa)aeT, V) from I’ LA by:
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— A:={|n|| n is an agent nominal }, where |n| is an equivalence class of an
equivalence relation ~ which is defined as: n ~m iff a: Q,m € I' for some
aeT.

— aRy, B iff B is an m-child of o for some m € |n|.

— |n| <o |Im| iff @: @, (Fym e I

— (a,|n]) e V(m) iff a: @Q,m € I' (m € Nom).

— (ay|n]) € V(p) iff a: Q,p e I' (p € Prop).

Then, M is a model. Moreover, for every labelled formula o : Q,p, we have:

(i) If a: @ € I then M, (o, n|) = @;
(ii) If a: @, € A then M, (a, |n|) F ».

Proof. First, let us check that 91 is a model. First of all, note that we can easily
verify that ~ is an equivalence relation by the conditions (ref_), (rep,) and
(rigid_) of Definition (1, We can also check that if n ~ m then R,| = R}, and
that if n ~ n’ and m ~ m/ then o : @, (Fym € I' iff a : @, (F)m’ € I". So both
of Rj,,| and <, are well-defined. As for the valuation of propositional variables,
when n ~ m holds, the equivalence between o : @Q,,p € I' and . : @Q,,,p € I" holds
by the saturation conditions (rep;) and (rep,). For the valuation for agent
nominals m, we need to check that { («, |n|) |a:@,m e '} is T x {|m|}. But
this is clear from the saturation condition (rigid_) and the fact that ~ is an
equivalence relation.

Now we move to check items (i) and (ii) by induction on ¢. We only check
the cases where @ is of the form: m, L or Fp or Oy, since the other cases are
easy to establish by the corresponding saturation conditions of Definition

— Let ¢ be of the form m. For (i), suppose that a : @,m € I'. This means
that |n| = |m|. Since V(m) = T x {|m|}, we have M, (o, |n]) E m, as
desired. For (ii), assume that « : @,m € A and suppose for contradiction
that 9, (o, |n|) | m, ie., |n| = |m|. It follows from |n| = |m| and the
saturation condition (rigid_) that « : @,m € I'. This is a contradiction

with the unprovability of I’ L Ain TEFL". Therefore, we conclude that
M, (a, |n]) = m.

— Let ¢ be of the form 1. Since I L Ais unprovable in TEFL™, it is impos-
sible to have a : @,, L. € I', (i) trivially holds. Since 9, (o, |n|) & L always
holds, (ii) also holds.

— Let ¢ be of the form Fy. For (i), assume that « : @,Fp € I'. We need to
show M, (a, |n]) = Fe, so let us fix any agent nominal m such that |n|Rq|m]|.
Our goal is to show M, (a, |m|) = . From |n|R,|m|, we get o : Q@ (F)ym € I

hence a : @, (F)m ¢ A by the unprovability of I" L A By the condition (F1),
we obtain a : @Q,,p € I', which implies our goal by induction hypothesis.
For (ii), assume that « : @,Fp € A. By the saturation condition (Fr), we
have that o : @, (F)m € I'and a : @, € A for some agent nominal m. With
the help of induction hypothesis, we have |n|R,|m| and I, (a, |m|) = ¢ for
some agent nominal m. Hence M, (o, |n|) = Fo, as desired.
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— Let ¢ be of the form Op. To show (i), assume that o : @,0¢p € I'. We need
to show M, (a, |n|) = O, so let us fix any label 8 such that aRj,,3. Our goal
is to show 9, (B, |n|) = ¢. By aR), |3, we can find an agent nominal m € [n|
such that § is an m-child of a. It follows from m € |n| that v : @, m € I'" for
some label v. By a: @Q,,0p € I" and v : @Q,m € I', the saturation condition
(rep,) implies that « : @,,0¢ € I'. By the saturation condition (O1) and
the fact that 8 is an m-child of «, we obtain 8 : @,,¢ € I'. By induction
hypothesis, M, (B, |m|) = ¢ hence we obtain our goal by |m| = |n|. This
finishes to show (i).

For (ii), assume that « : @,Op € A. By the saturation condition (Or), we
have that 8 : @,p € A for some n-child 8 of a, i.e., @R}, 3. By induction
hypothesis, M, (5, |n|) = ¢. So we conclude that M, (a, [n|) = Oep. O

Theorem 2 (Completeness of cut-free TEFL™). If M, f =T LA for all
models M and all assignments f, then I’ L A provable in TEFL™.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that I L Ais unprovable in TEFL™. By
Lemma we can extend this tree sequent into a saturated (possibly infinite) tree

sequent I'" T A+ which is still unprovable in TEFL™. Let 91 be the derived

+
model from I'* & A*. Let us define f:T — T as the identity mapping. Then
it follows from Lemma that M, f £ ' = A, as required. a

By Theorems [[] and 2] the cut elimination theorem of TEFL follows.

Corollary 1. The following are all equivalent:

1. M fE=T LA for all models MM and all assignments f.
2. 7L As provable in TEFL™ .
3. I As provable in TEFL.

Therefore, TEFL enjoys the cut-elimination theorem.

5 Hilbert System of Epistemic Logic of Friendship

This section provides a Hilbert system of the epistemic logic of friendship by
“translating” a tree sequent into a formula in £. First of all, let us introduce
the notion of necessity form, originally proposed in [I3] by Goldblatt and used
also in [6UIT]. Necessity forms are employed to formulate an inference rule of our
Hilbert system.

Definition 2 (Necessity form). Fix an arbitrary symbol # not occurring in
the syntax L. A necessity form is defined inductively as follows: (i) # is a ne-
cessity form; (i) If L is a necessity form and ¢ is a formula, then ¢ — L is
also a necessity form; (iii) If L is a necessity form and n is an agent nominal,
then @, 0L is also a necessity form. Given a necessity form L(#) and a formula
v of L, we use L(p) to denote the formula obtained by replacing the unique
occurrence of # in L by the formula .
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When L(#) is a necessity form of 99 — @,0(¢p1 — @,,,0(xp2 — #)), then
L(p) is ¥ — @,0(¢1 — @,,0(xp2 — ¢)). Intuitively, this notion allows us to
capture the unique path from a label in a tree of a tree sequent to the root label
of the tree.

Table 2. Hilbert System HEFL

Rigid-) @,m — O0Q,m
) From n — ¢, infer p, where n is fresh in .
L(BG)) From L(@,(F)m — Q,,), infer L(@Q,Fy), where m is fresh in L(@, Fyp).

(Taut) all propositional tautologies (MP) From ¢ and ¢ — 1, infer
(Ko) O(e = ¢¥) = (Qp — OyY) (Necq) From ¢, infer Og

(Ke) Flop = o) = (Fp = Fy) (Necr) From ¢, infer Fe

(Ka) @, (p = ) = (Qpp — Q1)) (Neca) From ¢, infer @Q,¢

(Ref) Qn,n (Selfdual) =@, ¢ <> Q,—p

(Elim) @Q@pp — (n — ¢) (Agree) Q,Q,,p — @,

(Back) @,p — FQ,¢p (DCom@O) @,0Q,¢ +» @,0¢

( (Rigidx) —-Q@,m — O-Q,m

(

(

Table [2| presents our Hilbert system HEFL. The underlying idea of the sys-
tem is the following. On the top of the propositional part (Taut and MP), we
combine the axiomatization of modal logic K for the modal operator [ and the
axiomatization of a basic hybrid logic K@) (see [5/4]) for the modal operator
F, with some modification (we need to modify BG, the rule of bounded gener-
alization, with the help of necessity forms), and then we add three interaction
axioms: (Rigid-), (Rigid.), and (DCom@O). We note that the axiom (DCom@Q)
is also used for axiomatizing the dependent product of two hybrid logics in [20].
Let us define the notion of provability in HEFL in as usual. We write Fygrr, ¢
to means that ¢ is provable in HEFL. E|E|

Proposition 2. Uniform substitutions are length-preserving admissible in HEFL,
i.e., if 0 is a uniform substitution and ¢ has a derivation in HEFL whose length
is at most n, then po has a derivation in HEFL whose length is at most n.

Proposition 3. All the following are provable in HEFL.
1. @,Q,p < @, p.

2. n— (Qup < ).

3. @,m — (Q,p < Q).

4. @Q,m < Q,n.

5. Qi = ) ¢ (Qnip = Qu1)).

! By (K)-rules and (Nec)-rules for operators O, F and @,,, the replacement of equiva-
lence holds in HEFL.

2 Given a set I'U{ ¢ } of formulas, we say that o is deducible in HEFL from I" if there
exist finite formulas ¥1, ..., ¥» € I'" such that (1 A--- An) — ¢ is provable in
HEFL. Then it is easy to see that the deduction theorem holds in HEFL.
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6. Q@,m — ([n/k] < o[m/k]).

Proof. For the provability of item 1, it suffices to show the right-to-left direc-
tion, which is shown by (Agree) and (Selfdual). For the provability of item
2, it suffices to show n — (¢ — @,¢), whose provability is shown by the
contraposition of (Elim) and (Selfdual). Then items 3 to 5 are proved sim-
ilarly as given in [5, p.293, Lemma 2|. Finally, item 6 is proved by induction
on . Here we show the case where ¢ is of the form [ € Nom, Oy and Q.
First, we consider the case where ¢ is of the form [ € Nom. When | # k,
there is nothing to prove, so we focus on the case where [ = k. It suffices to
show that Fygrr, @,m — (n < m), but this is clear from items 2 and 4.
Second, we move to the case where ¢ is of the form [i. By induction hypoth-
esis, we obtain Fygrr @,m — (Y[n/k] + ¢[m/k]). By (Kg) and (Necp), we
get Fuprrn 0Q,m — (OW[n/k]) « O®@[m/k])). It follows from the axiom
(rigid_) that FpgrL @,m — (OY)[n/k] < (O¢)[m/k])), as desired. Third,
we deal with the case where ¢ is of the form Q;i. When [ = k, we show that
FuerL @,m — (Q;(¢¥[n/k]) <> @;(v[m/k])). This is easily obtained by induc-
tion hypothesis, (Necq) and items 1 and 5. When [ # k, it suffices to prove that
FuerL @,m — (Q, (¥[n/k]) + Q. (¥[m/k])). By induction hypothesis, we have
Fuern @,m — ((¢[n/k]) < (¢¥[m/k])). By (Neca), we have

FHEFL @nQnm — @, ((Y[n/k]) < (¢[m/k])).
By items 2 and 5,
FHEFL @nm — (@ (P[n/k]) < Q@ (P[m/K])).
By items 3 and 4,
FHEFL @nm = (@ (Y[m/k]) < Qp (1h[m/K])).
This allows us to conclude Fygpr @,m — (@, (Y[n/k]) < @ (¥[m/k])). O

The following translation is a key to specify our Hilbert system HEFL.

Definition 3 (Formulaic translation). Given a set © of labelled formulas

and a label o, we define O, == {p|la:pecO}. Let I’ L A be a tree sequent.
Then the formulaic translation of the sequent at « is defined inductively as:

[[F;Aﬂ ::/\Fa—>\/(Am@n1D [[réAﬂB ,...,@nkD[{FgAL )
(e 1 k

where fB; is an n;-child of a, ;s enumerate all children of a, N0 := T, and \/ 0
= 1.

The formulaic translation of a tree sequent of Fig. 1] of Section [3| at the root
0 is

Qi = (Qptp V @, O(T — @) V @p0(@pp — L)),



Axiomatizing Epistemic Logic of Friendship via Tree Sequent Calculus 13

Theorem 3. If a tree sequent I’ L A s provable in TEFL then the formulaic

translation [I’ Z A]; is provable in HEFL, where a natural number i is the root

of T.

Proof. By induction on height n of a derivation of I’ L Ain TEFL, where ¢
is the root of the tree 7. We skip the base case where n = 0. Let n > 0. It is
remarked that, when the sequent is obtained by (rep;), (ref=), (QL), or (QR),
respectively, the translation of the sequent at the root is provable by Proposition
(6), the axiom (Ref), (Agree), or Proposition [3] (1), respectively. Here we focus
on the cases where I' 2 A is obtained by (OL), (FR) or (rigid_), since these are
the cases where we need to be careful and the other cases are easy to establish.

(OL) Suppose that a : @, O, I' L A is obtained by (OL) from 3 : Q,p, I L
A, where f € T is an n-child of a. By induction hypothesis, we obtain
FHEFL |[ﬂ cQup, I z A]‘ . We show that FugFL |[a :@,0p, I Z Aﬂ .
Let (o, a1, ..., a;) be the unique path from a (= o) to the root ¢ (= o)
of tree 7. By induction on 0 < h < [, we show that

FHEFL [{ﬂ L@, " L Aﬂ — |[a @, 0, I" % Aﬂ

A—h Al—h

Let h = 0 and so a;_; = a. It suffices to show that a formula of the form

(m1 = (0V@,0((v2 A Q) = 92)) = (@00 Ay1) = (0V @,0(v2 — 92))) -

is provable in HEFL. This reduces to the provability of

@,0p A @,0((7v2 A Qpp) = th2)) = @,0(v2 — 12))

in HEFL. This holds by the axiom (DcomJ@) @, 0@, ¢ + @, .
Let h > 0. But this case is shown with the help of (Nec) and (Necg). This

completes our induction on h. So we conclude Fygpr, I[a : @, Op, I z Aﬂ .
1

(FR) Suppose that I’ 2 A’ o @Q,Fy is obtained by (FR) from o« : @, (F)m, I’ Z
A’ o @ where m is fresh in the conclusion. By induction hypothe-

sis, we have FpgrrL [[a : @, (Fym, I’ z Ao @mgoﬂ , which is equivalent
to FuerrL L(Q,(F)m — @,,¢) for some necessitationl form L. Fix such ne-
cessitation form L. By the inference rule L(BG) of HEFL, we can obtain
FuerL L(Q,Fp), which is equivalent to FygrL [{F Z Ao @, F@}L.
(rigid_) Let us suppose that « : @,m, I’ Z A is obtained by (rigid_) from S :
Q,m, I’ L A By induction hypothesis, we obtain FygprL |[B :@Q,m, I’ Z Aﬂ .

7

Our goal is to show that FpgpL |[oz :Q,m, I :T> A]] . It suffices to show

the following two cases: (i) S is a k-child of a or (Zii) a is a k-child of
B. We note that we will use the axioms (Rigid_) in (i) and (Rigid,) in
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(ii). First, we deal with the case (i). Let (ag,a1,...,;) be the unique
path from « (= «;) to the root i (= ap) of tree 7. Recall that we as-
sume that 8 is a k-child of «. By induction on 0 < h < [, we show that

FHEFL |[ﬁ Q,m, I’ L Aﬂ — |[oe Q,m, I Z Aﬂ . Let h = 0 and
(a7 Xl —h
so ay_p, = a. It suffices to show that a formula of the form:

(Yo = (6aV@O((@nmAYs) = 35))) = (YaA@pm) = (3aVQLD(ys — d5)))

is provable in HEFL. For this, it suffices to show Fygpr, @, m — @, 00Q, m,
which holds by (Rigid_), the distribution of @ over the implication and
Proposition [3| (1). Let & > 0. But this case is shown with the help of (Necr)
and (Neca). This completes our induction on h. So we conclude Fpgpr,
[a :Q,um, I’ Z Aﬂ . Second, we move to the case (ii). Let (5o, f1,...,5)
be the unique path from 5 (= ;) to the root i (= By) of tree T. Note that
we assume that « is a k-child of 8. By induction on 0 < h < [, we show that

FHEFL ﬂﬁz@nm,F;AﬂB — Ha:@nm,F;Aﬂﬁ .Let h =0 and so
l—h I—h
Bi_n = B. It suffices to show that a formula of the form:

((vpA@pm) = (65V@D(Ya = da))) = (18 = (9pVQD(QnmAYa) = 0a)))

is provable in HEFL. For this, it suffices to show Fygrr, ~Q,,m — @,O0-Q,,m,
which holds by (Rigid,), (Selfdual) and Proposition (1). Let A > 0. But
this case is shown with the help of (Nec) and (Necq). This completes our

induction on h. So we conclude Fygrr, || : Q,m,I" ;; Al . a
K2

In what follows in this section, we prove the soundness of HEFL for the tree
sequent calculus TEFL with the cut rule. The cut rule is necessary to prove the
following.

Lemma 3. The rules (— R), (OR), (QR), and (QL) are invertible, i.e., if the
lower sequent is provable in TEFL then the upper sequent is also provable in

TEFL.

Proof. We only prove the invertibility of (— R) and (OR). First we deal with

(= R). Suppose that I L Ay 0 @Qu(p — 1) is provable in TEFL. This is
shown as follows:

F;A,a:@n(ap—mﬂ) a:@n(wéw),a:@nwga:@nw (Cut)
U
a:@ngo,F;A,a:@nw ,

where the rightmost tree sequent is provable in TEFL by (— L). Second we
move to (OR). Suppose that I’ z A, : @,Op is provable in TEFL. Then the
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provability of the upper sequent of (JR) is established as follows:

(id)

rZ A o @,Op i Qpo, I TOlgni) Ao i Qpp
= - (wlab) = - (LO)
r {g"z} Ao @, Op a:@,0Op, I {:a>'"l} A, i:Qup (Cut)
, u
r TU{:aS"l} Aa-pi: Qe
O

Theorem 4. If ¢ is provable in HEFL, then La: @, is provable in TEFL
for all trees T, o € T and nominals n.

Proof. Suppose that there is a derivation (¢, ...,¢n) of ¢ in HEFL. By in-

duction on 0 < j < h, we show that ; a : @Q,¢; is provable in TEFL for all
nominals n. We demonstrate some cases. Let us start with (Rigid—), which is
shown as follows.

(id)
(rigid_)
(QR)
(OR)
(@L)

(= R)

. TU{ et .
a-pi:Q,m {:a>“}a~kl:@nm
TU{ axi

{:>k }a

a:Q,m K1 @Q,m
a:Q,m Tu{zoﬁ'ki} a1 QQ,m

a:Q,m ;; o @ 0dQ,m
a:QQ,m l; o : @ 0Q,m

L o @u(@,m — 0Q,m)

For (Rigidx), the following derivation is enough for our goal:

(id)

(rigid_)
(@L)
(QR)
(—L)
(—R)
(OR)
— R)

TUlgwi}

a:Q,m a:Q,m

. TU{ i
a1 Q,m {:>k }a:@nm

. TU{ ot
a-gi:QQ,m {gw} a:Q,m

} a:@QL@,m
TU{:();-ki}

. TU{ i
a1 Q@Q,m {:>k

i @,Q,m,a: Q—-Q,m

TU{:O;'M} o

o Q-Q@,m k1 @Q—-Q,m

o Q—-Q,m L. Q,0-@,m (

A Q. (-Q,m — O-Q,m)

Now we move to (DCom@[1). We show the right-to-left direction alone, since the
converse direction is shown similarly. Let us see the derivation below, from which
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we can obtain the provability of La: Q,,(@,0a,p - @,0p) in TEFL:
(id)

(@L)

(L)

(OR)

T 'n‘ .
U{:a> l}a-nz :Q@,p

TUu{ani
g

Qi Qyp

Qpt: @n@np ‘il @np
T ‘n it .
«:Q,00,p U{:a> 9 a:pi:Qp

«a:@,0Q,p A @, Op

Now we deal with some inference rules below.

(Name) Let ¢; = n — ¢ be obtained by (Name). Fix any finite tree 7, a € T and
nominal k. Let m #Z k be a fresh nominal in 7 and 1. Note that m is also
fresh in « € T. By Proposition [2, m — 9 has a derivation whose length is at

most j. By induction hypothesis, Lo @y (m — 1) is provable in TEFL.
By admissibility of uniform substitution [k/m] in TEFL (by Proposition
, Lo @y (k — ) is provable in TEFL. By Lemma , we obtain the
provability of « : Qik Lo @ity in TEFL. By (ref-), we conclude that

L a: @1 is provable in TEFL.

(L(BG)) Let ¢; = Oy be obtained by (L(BG)). Fix any finite tree 7, a € T and
nominal k. By induction hypothesis, La: Qi L(Q,(F)m — @,,p) is prov-
able in TEFL, where we can assume that m satisfies the freshness condition
by Proposition [2 By applying Lemma [3| (i.e., the invertibility of the right
rules) repeatedly to the consequent of a resulting tree sequent, we obtain the
provability of a tree sequent of the form I, 8 : @, (F)m N A, B : Q. Then
we apply the right rules in a converse direction of our repeated application
of Lemma [3] to conclude that = « Q@ L(Q@,Fy) is provable in TEFL. To
illustrate this argument, let L = @,0(xy — #). By induction hypothesis,
Lo Q,@,0(¢ — (@, (F)m — Q,,)) is provable in TEFL, where recall
that m satisfies the freshness condition. By applying Lemma [3] repeatedly,

we obtain the provability of a-p i : @1, @i : @, (F)m TU{:aS"i} o

in TEFL for some fresh label « -, i. Then we proceed as follows:
Qi Qb a1 @ (F)m Tolgnit nt: @
Qi@ P8 i@, Fy
Qp it Quap TU{:QS"” ot @,Q,Fp
TU{ avni } )
= ni: @y — Q,F
- iz @1 ©) (OR)
= oa:@Q,00wW — @,F
. o (¢ 2 (@R)
L o @,@,0( — @,Fp) ,

(FR)

(QR)
(= R)

as required.

i @pe
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(Neca) Let ¢; = @,1 be obtained by (Name). Fix any finite tree 7, a € 7 and
nominal k. We show that = « : @;@,,% is provable in TEFL. By the rule

(QR), it suffices to establish the provability of Lo @, in TEFL. This is
immediate from induction hypothesis.
(Necq) Let ¢; = Oy be obtained by (Necq). Fix any finite tree 7, o € T and

. . . . T ni . . .
nominal n. By induction hypothesis, U{:a> & @ - 12 @pep is provable in

TEFL, where o+, i is fresh in 7. By the rule (OR) of TEFL, the provability
of & o @, Oy follows, as desired.

(Nec) Let ¢; = F be obtained by (Necf). Fix any finite tree 7, @ € 7 and nominal
n. Let m be a fresh nominal in ¢. By induction hypothesis, La: @, is
provable in TEFL. By the admissibility of weakening rule from Proposition
we obtain the provability of « : @, (F)m L a: @, 7. Since m is fresh

in 1, the rule (FR) enables us to derive the provability of AN @,Fy in
TEFL, as desired. a

Corollary 2 (Soudness and Completenss of HEFL). The following are all
equivalent: for every formula ¢,
1. ¢ is valid in the class of all models, E|

2. Lo @, is provable in TEFL™ for all T, o € T and nominals n,

3. L a: @, is provable in TEFL for all T, o € T and nominals n,
4. ¢ s provable in HEFL.

Proof. Ttem 1 is equivalent to the following: Lo @, is true for all pairs
(M, f) of models and assignments, finite trees 7, o € T and nominals n. Then
the equivalence between items 1, 2 and 3 holds by Corollary [1} The direction
from item 4 to item 3 holds by Theorem [4] Finally, the direction from item 3 to
item 4 is established as follows. Suppose item 3. Let n be a fresh nominal. B

the supposition, {:0>} 0 : @, is provable in TEFL. It follows from Theorem

that FHEFL [[{:O>} 0 : @,¢]o, which implies Fygrr, @,¢. By the axiom (Elim),
we obtain FygrrL n — ¢ hence Fygrr, ¢ by (Name), as required. O

6 Extensions of Epistemic Logic of Friendship

This section explains how we extend our tree sequent calculus TEFL and Hilbert
system HEFL. In particular, we discuss extensions where [ follows S4 or S5
axioms and/or the friendship relation x,, satisfies some universal properties such
as irreflexivity, symmetry, etc. (w € W). We note that [23124] assume that the
friendship relation x,, satisfies irreflexivity and symmetry and that [ obeys S5
axioms. Let us introduce the following sets of additional axioms:

— KT := {0Op — ¢| ¢ € Form }.

3 We do not need to assume that each of our models is named in the sense that each
agent is named by an agent nominal in this statement.
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— S4:=KTU{Op — 0O0p | ¢ € Form }.
— S85:=84U{p —0O-0-¢|p € Form}.

Let us consider formulas of the form @,m or @, (F)m, which are denoted by p;,
P, etc. below. Let us consider a formula ¢ of the following form:

(pr A== Apn) = (PL V-V pp),

where we note that h and [ are possibly zero. We say that a formula of such
form is a regular implication [I7, Sec. 6] (we may even consider a more general
class of formulas called geometric formulas (cf. [8]), but we restrict our attention
to regular implications in this paper for simplicity). The corresponding frame
property of a regular implication is obtained by regarding @,m or @, (F)m by
“Gn = ap” and “a, =4 an” and putting the universal quantifiers for all agents
and w. For example, irreflexivity and symmetry of <,, are defined by

—irr< == @, (F)n —» L
— sym_ := @, (Fym — @Q,,,(F)n,

respectively.

Now let us move to tree sequent systems. First, we introduce an inference
rule for a regular implication. For a regular implication ¢ displayed above, we
can define the corresponding inference rule (ri(p)) for tree sequent calculus as
follows (cf. [8], [I7, Sec. 6]):

a:p'l,Fgﬂ a:pi,]“l;A

(ri(p))

a:pl,...,a:ph,F;A

When [ = 0, the rule ri(y) is a zero premise rule of the following form:

(ri(¢))

a:pl,...,a:ph,Fl;A

When =, is irreflexive or symmetric for all w € W, we can obtain the following
rule (irr<) or (sym.), respectively:

» a:@m(F>n,F;A
= (ri(irr<))

~Z (ri(sym..))
a:Q@,(Fn, = A a: @, (Fym, [ = A .

Let A be one of KT, S4 and S5 and © be a possibly empty finite set of reg-
ular implication schemes. In what follows, we define the tree sequent system
TEFL(A; ©). Recall that the side condition I of the rule (L) of Table (1} First,
depending on the choice of A, we change the side condition i of the rule (OL)
in TEFL into the following one:

— ikT: a =X, B, where <, is the reflexive closure of the n-children relation.
— Isa: a X} B, where <} is the reflexive transitive closure of the n-children
relation.
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— g5 a ~, B, where ~,, is the reflexive, symmetric, transitive closure of the
n~children relation.

When A is one of KT, S4 and S5, we use “A” as a subscript of the rule (L)
as in:

B:@Qup, L A
a:@ano,F;;A

(OLa)

to indicate which side condition is considered. Second, we extend the resulting
system with a finite set {(ri(¢)) | € @} of inference rules, defined above, to
finish to define the system TEFL(A; ©). We define TEFL(A; ©)~ as the system
TEFL(A; ©) without the cut rule.

Definition 4. Given a set ¥ of formulas and a frame § = (W, A, (Ra)aca, (Xw
Jwew) (a model without a valuation), we say that ¥ is valid in § (notation: § |=
) if (F,V), (w,a) = for all p € ¥, valuations V' and pairs (w,a) € W x A.
We define a class My of models as { (F,V)|§E ¥ }.

Theorem 5. Let A be one of KT, S4 and S5, and let © be a possibly empty
finite set of reqular implications. The following are all equivalent:

1. M fET LA for all models M € Myue and all assignments f.
2. 7L Ais provable in TEFL(A;0)~.

3. T2 As provable in TEFL(4;0).

Therefore, TEFL(A; ©) enjoys the cut-elimination theorem.

Proof. The direction from item 2 to item 3 is trivial and it is not difficult to es-
tablish the direction from from item 3 to item 1 (soundness result of TEFL(A; O)
for the semantics). So we focus on showing the direction from item 1 to item 2
here. An outline of our proof is almost the same as in Lemma [I] and Lemma [2}
First we introduce the notion of saturation of a possibly infinite tree squent as
follows. As for ¢ = (p1 A+~ App) = (pL V---Vp)) € O, we add the following
saturation condition:

(ri(p)) Ifa:py,...,a:pp € I' then a: pf; € I' for some 1 < j < I.

where the rule (ri(¢)) in the tree sequent calculus is not a zero premise rule.
Depending on our choice of A, we change the condition (1) as follows:

(Olgrt) If «: @,0p € I" then 8: @, € I for all 8 such that a <,, 5,
(Olgq) f a: @,0¢ € I' then 8 : @Q,p € I for all 8 such that a < 3,
(Olgs) If a: @,0Op € I' then S : @, € I' for all 5 such that o ~,, 5.

Now we prove the corresponding saturation lemma to Lemma

Our proof is almost the same as in the proof of Lemma [Il So we explain
differences. For (Step 1) of the inductive step of the proof of Lemma |1} we
modify our construction as follows. Before constructing Fjrep, we construct Fj@
from I'; as follows. We enumeate all the tuples in I; of the form (« : p1,..., o
pn) for some ¢ = (p1 A -+ A pr) = (py V-V p}) € © (we note that the number



20 Sano

of such tuples is finite). With the help of such enumeration (let ¢ be the number
of such tuples), we inductively construct (Fj(k))ogkgt such that Fj(k) - Fj(kﬂ) as

follows. Define Fj(o) = I';. Suppose that we have constructed F;O) c...C Fj(k).
Let k-th tuple of the enumeration be (« : p1,...,a: p,) and the corresponding
regular implication ¢ is (p1 A -+ A pp) = (p7 V-V p}). We can find some index
f such that o : p', Fj(k) L Ais unprovable in TEFL(A;©)~ by the rule (ri(p)).
Then we define Fj(kH) as a : p'f,F](k). Finally we define Fj@ = Ulgk@ Fj(k).
Then we do the same construction as in Step 1 for I j@ instead of I';. For Step
2, there is no substantial change. This finishes to establish the corresponding
saturation lemma to Lemma [l

Next we comment on the corresponding lemma to Lemma Let I' % Abea
saturated and unprovable tree sequent in TEFL(A;©)~. As in the statement of
Lemma we define the derived model 9 in the same way except R|,|. Depending
on our choice of A, we define Ry, as follows:

(KT) aR}, S iff a <, B for some m € |n|.
(S4) aR), B iff a <, B for some m € |n|.
(85) aRy, B iff a ~y,, B for some m € |n).

Then it is easy to see R),| satisfies the corresponding properties of A, i.e., R, is
reflexive when A is KT, R, is a pre-order when A is S4, R),,| is an equivalence
relation when A is S5. The remaining argument is the same as in the proof
of Lemma 2 Moreover, it follows from the saturation condition ri(¢) and the

unprovability of I’ L Ain TEFL(A;©)~ that the corresponding properties of
© are satisfied. This enables us to conclude the derived model 9t belongs to
M ue. This finishes showing the direction from item 1 to item 2. a

Definition 5. When A is one of KT, S4 and S5 and © is a finite set of reqular
implications, a Hilbert system HEFL(AUO) is defined as the aziomatic extension
of HEFL by new axioms AU 6.

Theorem 6. Let A be one of KT, S4 and S5, and let © be a possibly empty
finite set of reqular implications. The following are all equivalent: for every for-
mula ¢,

1. ¢ is valid in Myye.

2. L q. Q¢ is provable in TEFL(AUO)~ for all T, « € T and nominals n,

3. La- @, is provable in TEFL(AUO) for all T, o € T and nominals n,
4. @ 1is provable in HEFL(AU ©).

Proof. By Theorem |5l we can establish the equivalence between items 1, 2 and
3. We are going to provide our argument for a direction from item 4 to item 3
and a direction from item 3 to item 4.

From item 4 to item 3, we prove a similar statement to Theorem 4} But it
suffices to prove the additional axioms from AUO are provable in TEFL(AU®O).
In what folows, let us fix any tree 7, @ € T and nominal n. First of all, let
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=1 A ANpp) = (pyV---Vp)) € O. We show La: @, is provable in
TEFL(AU ©). The crucial part of this derivation is the following:

(id) (id)

T T
a:pl=a:p,..ap e arp=maipl, o) (1i(2))

a:pl,...,a:ph;a:p’l,...,a:pg
Let us move to A. When A is KT, it suffices to give the following derivation:
(id)
(OLkT)

a:@ngo;a:@ngo

a:@nﬂwga:@ngo
When A is K4, it suffices to give the following:

(id)

TU{anianing} .
= mln]: @n
[e% {2 ] ® (DLs4)

Qo topj:Qup

o @,0Op Tu{a'"g'"i'”} Qi g Qe (

a:@,Op TU{:aS”i} i @,0p
a:@,Op Lo @, 00

OR)

(OR)

Finally, if A is S5, on the top of the above two derivation, it suffices to consider
the following derivation:

(id)

(—L)
(OLss)
(—R)
(OR)

a:@Q,p Tolgnit Q,p

TU{ani}

a:Q,-p,a:Qup

it @0, a:Q,p TUigni)

TU{ant
{:> }

a:Q,p Qi Q0

a: Qe L a: @, 0-0O-¢

For the direction from item 3 to item 4, it suffices to establish the formulaic
translation of the rules (ri(y)) for all ¢ € O, (OLkT), (OLs4) and (OLgs) at the
root node preserves the provability in the corresponding system HEFL(A U ©).
Since the case of (ri(p)) is not so difficult for every ¢ € ©, we focus on all the
other rules. All the other rules have the following form:

ﬂ:@nw,F;A
a:@nDLp,F;A

(OLa)

Let us suppose that i be the root node of 7. Let («o, ..., a;) be the unique path
from the a (= ;) to the root node i (= «p). Similarly as in the proof of the
case of the rule (L) in Theorem |3, by induction on h, that:

T T
FheFLve) [6: Que, I' = Ala,_, — [a: @00, I' = Ala,_,,
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where we often omit the subscript of FygrL(1ue) to simply write - below when
no confusion arises. When A is K'T, it suffice to check an application of (OLkT)
where [ is « itself. We only establish the base case where h = 0. That is, we
establish

T T
FreFL(kTUO) [0 Qup, I' = Al — [a: @,0¢, I' = Al,,
To show this, it suffice to show the following:

FuerLxTUue) (VA Qnp) = 6) = ((v A @,0p) — 9),

which is easily obtained by FygrrkTUe) O¢ — ¢, (Neca) and (Ka).

Let us move to the case where A is S4. In this case, we suffice to check an
application of (OLg4) where 8 is a grand n-child of «, i.e., 8 is an n-child of &’
and o/ is an n-child of o/ for some label o’ € T. To show the base case where h
= 0, it suffice to prove the following:

FHEFL(84U6) (Ya = (0o V Qp(Yar = (0or V @,00((Qrp Avg) — 05)))))
— ((@nDQD A\ 'Ya) — (504 V @n(’)’a/ — (50/ \ @nD(’}/ﬁ — 55)))))7

which is provable by FygrLssve) Oy — OO, (Neca) and (Ka).

Finally, if A is S5, we suffice to check an application of (Lgs) where § is
an n-parent of «, i.e., o is an n-child of . In this case, our base case is h = 1,
i.e., we show the preservation of the provability of the formulaic translation at

B:
T T
FuerLssue) [8: Qe I' = Alg — [a: @,0p, I' = A]s.

To show it, it suffices to establish the following:

FHEFL(SSU@) ((Qrp A ’Yﬁ) - (55 V @,0(v = 0a)))
= (v = (0p V @,0((@,0p A va) = 0a))) -

Since this is equivalent with:

FheFL(ssue) (V8 — (7@ V o5 V @,0(va — 0a)))
= (v5 = (9p V@, 0((Q,0p A ya) = 6a))) 5

we need to establish:
I_HEFL(SE)LJ@) @n_"ﬁ - @nD@n_‘D(p

by F =@, <> @, —p. With the help of the axiom (DCom@]), (Necw) and (Ka),
the provability above is reduced to Fygrrssue) ¢ — O-Up, which is easily
obtained from the axiom scheme ¢ — CO0-0-). a

Recall that [23I24] assume that the friendship relation x,, satisfies irreflexivity
and symmetry and that O obeys S5 axioms. As a corollary of Theorem [6] the
following provides a complete axiomatization of the logic studied in [23124], where
irr= is @, (F)n — L and sym_ is Q,(F)m — @,,(F)n.
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Corollary 3. The following are all equivalent: for every formula ¢,

1

3.

4

7

- ¢ is valid in Mgsy{ire sym_}-
2.

Lo @, is provable in TEFL(S5 U {irr=,sym_ })~ for all finite tree T,
a € T and nominals n,
L @, is provable in TEFL(S5 U {irr=,sym_ }) for all finite tree T,
a €T and nominals n,

. @ is provable in HEFL(S5 U {irr<,sym_ }).

Further Directions

This paper positively answered the question if the set of all valid formulas of
EFL in the class of all models is axiomatizable. We list some directions for
further research.

1.
2.

Is HEFL or TEFL decidable?

Is it possible to provide a syntactic proof of the cut elimination theorem of
TEFL?

Can we reformulate our sequent calculus into a G3-style calculus, i.e., a
contraction-free calculus, all of whose rules are height-preserving invertible?
Provide a G3-style labelled sequent calculus for EFL based on the idea of
doubly labelled formula (z,y) : ¢. This is an extension of G3-style labelled
sequent calculus for modal logic in [I8/16].

Prove the semantic completeness of HEFL and its extensions by specifying
the notion of canonical model.

Can we apply our technique of this paper to obtain a Hilbert system of Term
Modal Logics which is proposed in [10]? E|

References

1

4

. C. Areces and B. ten Cate. Hybrid logics. In Patrick Blackburn, Johan van

Benthem, and Frank Wolter, editors, Handbook of Modal Logic, pages 821-868.
Elsevier, 2007.

A. Baltag, L. Moss, and S. Solecki. The logic of public announcements, common
knowledge and private suspicions. In Proceedings of TARK, pages 43-56, Los Altos,
1989. Morgan Kaufmann Publishers.

I would like to thank the anonymous reviewers of LORI VI for their careful reading

of the manuscript and their many useful comments and suggestions. I presented the
contents of this paper first at the 48th MLG meeting at Kaga, Ishikawa, Japan on
6th December 2013 and then at Kanazawa Workshop for Epistemic Logic and its
Dynamic Extensions, Kanazawa, Japan on 22nd February 2014. I would like to thank
Alexandru Baltag, Jeremy Seligman and Fenrong Liu for fruitful discussions of the
topic. All errors, however, are mine. The work of the author was partially supported
by JSPS KAKENHI Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists (B) Grant Number 15K21025
and Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (B) Grant Number 17H02258, and JSPS
Core-to-Core Program (A. Advanced Research Networks).



24

W

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Sano

P. Blackburn. Arthur Prior and hybrid logic. Synthese, 150(3):329-372, 2006.
P. Blackburn, M. de Rijke, and Y. Venema. Modal Logic. Cambridge Tracts in
Theoretical Computer Science. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2001.

. P. Blackburn and B. ten Cate. Pure extensions, proof rules, and hybrid axiomatics.

Studia Logica, 84(3):277-322, 2006.

P. Blackburn and M. Tzakova. Hybrid completeness. Logic Journal of IGPL,
6(4):625-650, 1998.

T. Bratiner. Hybrid Logic and Its Proof-Theory, volume 37 of Applied Logic Series.
Springer, 2011.

K. Briinnler. Deep sequent systems for modal logic. Archive for Mathematical
Logic, 48:551577, 2009.

Z. Christoff, J. U. Hansen, and C. Proetti. Reflecting on social influence in net-
works. Journal of Logic, Language and Information, 25(3):299-333, 2016.

M. Fitting, L. Thalmann, and A. Voronkov. Term-modal logics. Studia Logica,
69(1):133-169, 2001.

G. Gargov, S. Passy, and T. Tinchev. Modal environment for Boolean specu-
lations (preliminary report). In D. Skordev, editor, Mathematical Logic and its
Applications. Proceedings of the Summer School and Conference dedicated to the
80th Anniversary of Kurt Gédel, pages 253—263. Plenum Press, Druzhba, 1987.
P. Girard, J. Seligman, and F. Liu. General dynamic dynamic logic. In S. Ghi-
lardi T. Bolander, T Braiiner and L. S. Moss, editors, Advances in Modal Logics,
volume 9, pages 239-260. College Publications, 2012.

R. Goldblatt. Aziomatizing the logic of computer programming, volume 130 of
Lecture Notes in Computer Science. Springer-Verlag, 1982.

J. Hintikka. Knowledge and Belief: An Introduction to the Logic of the Two No-
tions. Cornell University Press, Cornell, 1962.

R. Kashima. Cut-free sequent calculi for some tense logics. Studia Logica, 53:119—
135, 1994.

S. Negri. Proof analysis in modal logic. Journal of Philosophical Logic, 34:507544,
2005.

S Negri and J. Von Plato. Structural Proof Theory. Cambridge University Press,
2001.

S. Negri and J. Von Plato. Proof Analysis. Cambridge University Press, 2011.

J. A. Plaza. Logics of public communications. In M. L. Emrich, M. S. Pfeifer,
M Hadzikadic, and Z. W. Ras, editors, Proceedings of the 4th International Sym-
posium on Methodologies for Intelligent Systems, pages 201-216, 1989.

K. Sano. Axiomatizing hybrid products: How can we reason many-dimensionally
in hybrid logic? Journal of Applied Logic, 8(4):459-474, December 2010.

J. Seligman. Internalization: The case of hybrid logics. Journal of Logic and
Computation, 11(5):671-689, 2001.

J. Seligman, F. Liu, and P. Girard. Logic in the community. In Proceedings of the
4th Indian Conference on Logic and its Applications, volume 6521 of Lecture Notes
in Computer Science, pages 178-188, 2011.

J. Seligman, F. Liu, and P. Girard. Facebook and the epistemic logic of friendship.
In Proceedings of the 14th Conference on Theoretical Aspects of Rationality and
Knowledge (TARK 2013), Chennas, India, January 7-9, 2018, pages 230238, 2013.
J. Seligman, F. Liu, and P. Girard. Knowledge, friendship and social announce-
ment. In Johan van Benthem and Fenrong Liu, editors, Logic Across the Univer-
sity: Foundations and Applications, volume 47 of Studies in Logic, pages 445-469.
College Publications, 2013.



	Lecture Notes in Computer Science

