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Abstract: The cut-free single-succedent Gentzen sequent calculus GK; for the minimal tense logic K;
is introduced. This sequent calculus satisfies the displaying property. The proof proceeds in terms of
a Kolmogorov translation and three intermediate sequent systems. Finally, we show that tense logics
axiomatized by strictly positive implication have cut-free Gentzen sequent calculi uniformly.
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1. Introduction

Basic tense logic is the extension of classical propositional logic with tense operators
(cf. e.g., [1]). The minimal tense logic K; can be formulated as the minimal modal logic
K with a past modality. Viewed as a kind of bimodal logic, tense logic is investigated
mainly by using tools and techniques from modal logic (cf. e.g., [2,3]). As far as the proof
theory of modal logic is concerned, some approaches have taken to consider cut-free
sequent calculi for modal logics. Since Gentzen sequent calculus for classical logic was
developed, it has been extended with rules for modal operators, and such sequent systems
are explored in the literature (cf. e.g., [4]). In particular, some aspects of Gentzen sequent
calculi for modal logics are explored by Poggiolesi [5]. Belnap’s display logic [6] provides
an alternative to Gentzen-type sequent calculi for various non-classical logics (cf. e.g., [7,8]).
Labelled sequent calculi are developed in terms of the relational semantics for modal logics
(cf. e.g., [9-11]). Deep inference (cf. e.g., [12]) calculi are developed where nested sequents
are used.

Proof theory for the basic tense logic K; and its extensions has also been investigated in
the literature (cf. [13,14]). However, sequent calculi for tense logics in the sense of Gentzen
have not been well-developed. A fundamental problem lies in the elimination of the cut
rule. Inspired by the proof-theoretic study of Lambek calculus (cf. [15]), a cut-free Gentzen
sequent calculus for intuitionistic modal logic has been provided in [16], and such a sequent
calculus is also developed for intuitionistic tense logic in [17]. In these works, structural
operators for A (conjunction), ¢ (future possibility) and 4 (past possibility) are introduced
such that formula structures instead of multisets of formulas are provided for defining
sequents. Eventually cut-free Gentzen sequent calculi for intuitionistic modal and tense
logics are developed. It is this road we take to provide cut-free sequent calculi for classical
tense logics.

Gentzen’s sequent calculus for classical propositional logic is multi-succedent. One
way of constructing a single-succedent sequent calculus is that the rule of excluded middle
is added to the G3-style sequent calculus for intuitionistic propositional logic (cf. [18],
p. 114). In the present paper, we take an alternative approach to this problem. The central
point is that we can eliminate cut by considering appropriate rules for negation. Double
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negation rules and two particular rules for negation are provided. Eventually, the proof of
cut elimination for GK; is not a direct induction on the cut height or the complexity of the
cut formula but an indirect proof in terms of two additional auxiliary sequent systems. It is
this machinery that allows uniform cut elimination for Gentzen sequent calculi for tense
logics axiomatized by strictly positive axioms.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Section 2 provides some preliminaries on
tense logics. Section 3 introduces a single-succedent sequent calculus GK; for the minimal
tense logic K;. Section 4 provides a proof of the cut elimination for GK;. Section 5 proves
that all tense logics axiomatized by strictly positive implications have a single-succedent
sequent calculus obtained from GK; by adding structural rules, which are transformed
from the strictly positive axioms. Section 6 offers some concluding remarks.

2. Preliminaries on Tense Logics

Let Var = {p; : i < w} be a denumerable set of propositional variables. Primitive
connectives are L (falsum), = (negation) and A (conjunction). We use four unary operators,
which are ¢ (future possibility), 4 (past possibility), [J (future necessity) and B (past
necessity). The formula algebra F is defined inductively as follows:

Foau=p|L|-a|(agAhay) | Oa|Da | 4o | Ba

where p € Var. We use abbreviations T := —.L (true), a V  := —(—a A =) (disjunction),
a — B := —=(a A =B) (implication) and & <+ B := (a« — B) A (B — «), which are defined as
usual. The complexity c¢(B) of a formula B is defined inductively as follows:

c(B)=0,if e Varu{L}.
c(BAy) = max{c(B),c(7)} +1.
c(®B)=c(B)+1,ifoe {0,060}

A substitution is a homomorphism s : 7 — F. Let a® be the substitution of @ under s.
For every formula «, let var(a) be the set of all variables appearing in «.

Let W # @and Q C W x W. Forevery w € W, let Q(w) = {u € W : wQu}.
The inverse of Q is defined as Q! = {(w,u) : uRw}. For every X C W, let Q(X) =
Uwex Q(w), [Q]X = {w € W : Q(w) C X} and (Q)X = Q 1(X). We use the Boolean
operations N, U and (.) (complementation) on the power set P(W).

Definition 1. A frame is a pair § = (W, R) where W # & (the set of possible worlds) and R C
W x W (the accessibility relation). A valuation in § = (W, R) is a function V : Var — P(W).
For every formula o € F, the truth set V(a) of & under a valuation V in § is defined inductively
as follows:

V(L) =92 V(-a) = V(a)
V{eAp)=V(a)NV(B) V(Oa) = (R)V ()
V() = [R]V(a) V(#a) = (R7H)V(a)
V(M) = [R7V(a)

Notethat V(T) =W, V(aV ) = V(a) UV(B) and V(ax — B) = V(a) UV (B). A formula «
is valid in a frame § (notation: § = ) if V(«) = W for all valuations V in §. A formula a is valid
in a class of frames IC (notation: K |= «) if § = a for all § € K. The logic of K is defined as the
set of formulas Th(K) = {a € F : K |= a}. For a set of formulas ¥, we write § = 2 if § = a for
all « € L. The class of all frames for . is defined as Fr(X) = {F : § = XL}

Definition 2. A tense logic is a set of formulas L such that the following conditions hold:

(1) L contains the following formulas:
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(A1) p—(q—p)
(A2) (p—=(qg—=7) = ((p=q) = (p—71))
(43) (=g = =p) = (p = q)
(A4) L —vp
(A5) Op < —O-p
(A6) &p <~ —E-p
(2) L is closed under the following rules:
x—=p « a— x—
F o) Pl adiow) 2 (i)

(3) L is closed under substitution, i.e., if B € L, then B° € L for every substitution s.
We write =1, B (B is a theorem of L) if B € L.

Fact 1. For every tense logic L, the following hold:

1) iftra— B, thentp Ga — OP forevery © € {O,0, ¢, B},

FLQJ_(—)J_,‘FL 0L<—>J_;FLDT<—>TandFLIT<—>T.

forevery © € {0, }, FL ©(aV ) « GaV OPB.

forevery ® € {0,MW}, Fr ©(a AB) <> GaAOBand ©O(a — B) = (Ga — OP).

(

(2
(3
(4
( Fra— O¢xand b o — BOa.

— — — ~—

5

Let {L; : i € I} be a collection of tense logics. It is obvious that N;c; L; is a tense
logic. The minimal tense logic is denoted by K; = N{L C F : L is a tense logic}. Let
L be a tense logic and X a set of formulas. The tense logic generated by X over L is
defined as L&Y = N{L' : LUX C L' and L' is a tense logic}. If & = {ay,...,a,}, we
write L& aq @ ... Dy, for LB X, Let Ext(L) be the set of all tense logics containing L.
Clearly, (Ext(L), N, &, L, F) forms a bounded distributive lattice. The set of all tense logics
is EXt(Kt).

A tense logic L is consistent if 1 ¢ L. The only inconsistent tense logic is F. A tense
logic L is Kripke-complete if L = Th(Fr(L)). Using the standard method of canonical
model, we obtain many results on the Kripke completeness (cf. e.g., [2]).

Theorem 1. K; is Kripke-complete, i.e., -, a iff Fr(K;) |= a.
Proof. See, e.g., ([2], Corollary 4.36). O

3. A Gentzen Sequent Calculus for K;

We introduce a single-succedent Gentzen sequent calculus GK; for the minimal tense
logic K;. We follow the formulation of a sequent calculus for intuitionistic tense logic IK;
given in [17], and use formula structures to define a sequent.

Definition 3. Let the comma, o and e be structural operators for A, & and @, respectively. The set
of all formula structures FS is defined inductively as follows:

FS>Tu=ua| (T1,T,) | ol | eI, wherea € F.

Let FS§* = FS U {e}, where € stands for the empty. For each A € FS, the formula A’ is
defined inductively as follows:

B =p (A1, D) = A} A A
(0A)’ = O (eA)” = @A®

In particular, let & = T. By d(A), we denote the degree of a formula structure I', i.e., the
number of occurrences of structural operators in A. A sequent is an expression A = P, where
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A€ FS*and B € F. We write = B instead of ¢ = B. We use s, t, etc., with or without subscripts
to denote sequents. A sequent rule is a figure

Sl...Sn
50

(R)
where sy, ..., sy are premises and sy is the conclusion of (R).

Definition 4. Let — be the given symbol called the position. The set of all contexts C is defined
recursively as follows:

C 3 T[] u=—[(Th[=],T2) | (T, T2[=]) [ T[] | oT[-]
where IT'1,T'y € FS. The set of all formula contexts FC is defined inductively as follows:
FC 3 Bl=]w= = [ B[] | (Ba[=] A B2) [ (B A Ba[=]) [ OB[=] | OB[=] | #p[-] | MB[—]

where B1, By € F. For every context T'[—], we define T'[—]* inductively as follows:

= (T1[=], Ta)f = Ty [ A TS
(T, To[=])* = T} A T[] (oT)* = OT*
(oT)% = #I*

The degree of a context I'|—|, denoted by d(T'[—]), is defined as the number of occurrences of
structural operators appearing in T'[—]. For every context T'[—] and formula structure A € FS, let
T'[A] be the formula structure obtained from T'[—] by replacing — with A.

The degree of a formula context a[—], denoted by d(«[—]), is defined as the number of
occurrences of logical operators appearing in «[—|. For each a[—] and B € F, let a[B] be the
formula obtained from a[—] by replacing — with p.

Obviously, T'[—] can be considered as a formula structure with a position, and T[—]*
as a formula with a position. For each A, we have I'[A]” = I'[~]#(A?/ —) arising from I'[—]*
by replacing — with A’.

Example 1. Let us provide examples of context and formula context. The expression T'|—] =
o(e(—,—q),p Aq) is a context. If we replace the formula structure A = o(p,(q,0q)) for the
position — in T'[—|, we obtain the formula structure T[A] = o(e(e(p,(gq,09)),—q),p Nq). The
expression a|—| = —(p A —) — r is a formula context. If we replace the formula p = p A q for the
position — in «[—], we obtain the formula a[B] = = (p A (p AN q)) — .

Definition 5. The sequent calculus GK; is defined by the following axiom and inference rules:
(1) Axiom:
(Id) ¢ =¢

(2) Logical rules:
=1

fe] = ¢
H[(Plf QDZ] =79 (/\L) I = P1 IL = ¢2 /\R)

g1 A o] = ¢ Ty, Iy = g1 A g2
M= ¢ e II= 1
Lg=Ll Y Tso (N

gl =y [I=¢
T AN gl Sl
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II[og] = ¢ = ¢ [Teg] = ¢ = ¢

o] = ¢ (<>L) = <>(p(<>R> S 4;( L = M(OR)
I[g] = oll = ¢ [p] = ¢ oll= ¢
IM[cMg] = 1p( ) 1= l(p( ) IT[e[¢] = gb(DL) 1= D(p( )

The derived formula in the below sequent of a logical rule is called principal.
(3)  Structural rules:

Ie,0] =y e, =y .
ST Vo) 0TV Wk (i = 1,2
H[e] =y (Cer) 1[0, ©,] = lP( ) )
oI, I, = L oIl I = L
Ty, oy = 1 \Pvalee) -, =1 (Pualeo)

(4) Cut rule:
©=¢ Ilgl=y
1[e] = ¢

(Cut)

A derivation in GKy is a finite tree of sequents in which each node is either an axiom or
derived from child node(s) by a sequent rule. Derivations are denoted by D, £, etc., with or without
subscripts. The height of a derivation D, denoted by |D|, is defined as the maximal length of branches
in D. A single node derivation has height 0. A sequent s is derivable in GK;, notation GK; - s,
if there exists a derivation in GK; with root node s. For every k > 0, we write GK; - s if there
exists a derivation of s in GK; with height at most k. A sequent rule with premises s1, . .., s, and
conclusion sg is admissible in GK; if GK; & sg whenever GKy &= s; for all 1 < i < n. The prefix GK
is omitted if no confusion can arise.

Lemma 1. The following sequent rules are admissible in GK;:

11[01,0] = ¢ 1[0y, (0,,03)] = ¢ I1[(©4,0,), 03] = ¢
1[0, 0] = 1P(EX) I1[(©1,0,), 03] = l/’( ) 1[04, (02,03)] = ‘/’(ASZ)
Proof. We have the following derivations:
1[0y, (©2,03)] = ¢
OO =9 e [0y, (01, 0,),05)] = e
I1[(©2,01),0,] = ¢ (Wek)
(Wek) [1[(©1,02), ((01,0,),03)] = ¢
OO 2= Yy T1[((01,0,),05), ((01,02),05)] = § v
1[0,,0;] = ¢ L =2/ 780 Tl ) S (Ctr)

I1[(©1,0,),03] = ¢
The admissibility of (As;) can be shown similarly. []

Note that, in Lemma 1, (Ex) is the the rule of exchange, and (As;) and (Asy) are rules
of associativity with respect to the structural operator of comma. Henceforth, applications
of these rules are so obvious that we skip them in derivations. A formula « is GK;-equivalent
to B (notation: GK; - w & B)if GK; - a = Band GK; - § = a.

Lemma 2. The following hold in GKy:

1) FBT =B

FBe —Bandt-= BV -p.
FB=wifft ~a = —p.
Fﬂﬁétxiﬂ‘F—\lxéﬁ.

FB= —wiff-a= —p.

FOB < —-O-pand - 45 < —H-p.
FOB & ~0—-Band - BB & —4-p.
FOMB = Band - 0B = B.

P

2
3
4
5
6
7
8

— N
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9) +p=DeBandt p = MOB.
(10) if = = w, then = ©f = Ga for every © € {O,, 4, W}

Proof. For (1), it is obtained by (Wek). For (2), from (Id) by (—=—L) and (=—R), we obtain
F B < ——p. We also have the following derivation:

-B,—f=1
—BA-B= L
= (=B A==p)

(-L)
(AL)
(=R)

For (3), we have the following derivations:

—|[)(:>—|‘B
B=u . -, —f = L (ﬁ;)
—|DC,IB:>_L (_‘ ) 'B:>—\—|ﬁ —|—|IB:>—|—\(X (“ )
_EPT (R (Cut)
—|a:>—‘ﬁ IB:>—\—|0( T = K Cut
B=ua (Cut)

By (3), (2) and (Cut), we obtain (4) and (5). For (6), we have the following derivations:

p=B
_F=F 55 0p B
PP Ly oB—0p= L )
o-8B= L . (Dualc,)
OB, 0f = 1 (Dual,o) B, e—0f= 1L (-R)
06,08 1 0 b= PR
0p = O (-R) —~0p = - @)
—||:|_\'B = <>,8
The proof of (7) is similar. For (8) and (9), we have the following derivations:
B=B B=B p=B B=B
A _ 2 "F g A LA
oM = ( ]]:) oIf=p ((‘I]:)) K I ((‘Dli{)) of = Op ((il;))
OMB = B =5 B =048 g=MEOB

For (10), assume - B = a. By (OR), F of = Oa. By (OL), F 0B = Q. By (OL),
F eJB = a. By (OR), - 0B = Oa. The cases of ¢ and M are similar. [

Lemma 3. If GK; - a < B, then GKy = x < x(a/B), where x(a/B) is obtained from x by
replacing one or more occurrences of « in x by B.

Proof. The proof proceeds by induction on the complexity of x. The case x € Var U {_L} or
X = wistrivial. Let x # a. Suppose x = x1 A x2. By induction hypothesis, - x1 < x1(a/pB)
and F x» < xa2(a/p). Itis easy to obtain - x < x(a/B). Suppose x = —=¢. By induction
hypothesis, - ¢ < &(a/B). By Lemma 2 (3), - = < —&(a/B). Suppose x = O¢. By
induction hypothesis, - { < ¢(a/B). By Lemma 2 (10), - ¢ < O¢(a/B). The remaining
cases for x = ®¢ with © € {{J, 4, B} can be shown similarly. [

Lemma 4. The following hold in GK;:

1) ifFa=yandt+ = thenkaVp= 1.
2) ifra=Brorta= By thenta = B1V By
3) Fa-aVvp=p

4) FaAB=vyiffta=-BVY.

5)

(
(
E
( FaA-B=qiffta=BV.
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Proof. For (1), we have the following derivation:

=y B=7 L ’ (3
mLemmaZ(S) _ emma 2 (3)

—|"}/,—|’)/ = —\0(/\—|ﬁ
-y = —|[x/\—\’8
(- A—=p) =y

(Ctr)
Lemma 2 (4)

For (2), by - =1 A =B2 = —B;, wherei=1,2 and Lemma 2 (5), - B; = —(—=p1 A —B2).
Assume - a = B;. By (Cut), - « = —(—p1 A =p2). For (3), we have the derivation:

a,-p=ua
x,-f = " a, = p
x,B,a,~p = ——aA-f
x, == axA-p
&, ~B, (=~ A=p) = L E:;;
&, (A p) = P B
a,~(——aAN-p)=PB

(+-R)

(AR)

(Ctr)

Cut)

For (4), we have the following derivations:

x=>ua B=P

(AR)

a,B=>aNnp aANB =7 (Cut)
w,p = x=-pVy BpVy=17
—‘Xﬁ (—\L) (Cut)
LB,y =L x,B=7v
e (--L) — e (L)
, ,—\")/:>J_ /\L) DC/\IB:>’)’
a, " mpA-y= L1 (( R)

&= 2 (2=p A=)

Note that - 8, —f V v = v by (3). For (5), by 4), - a A = = viff - a = =—=pV . By
Lemma 3, -—fVy << BV Yy . Hence,Fa A== viffFa= fVy. O

Remark 1. Every formula structure ® can be replaced by a corresponding formula ®”. Clearly,
GK; - I1[O] = a iff GK¢ - T1[@"] = . Then, by Lemma 4 (4), one obtains GK; - o, ©® = B iff
GKi O = —a VB

Definition 6. We define the displaying formula FD(A[—] : a) with respect to a formula context
A[—] and a formula « recursively as follows:

FD(—:a) =«
FD(A1]—], Az : &) = FD(A1[—] : ~A5 V )
FD(A1, Ay[—] : &) = FD(Ag[—] : =A V &)
FD(oA[—] : &) = FD(A[—] : M)
FD(eA[—]:a) = FD(A[—] : Oa)

Theorem 2 (Displaying). GK; - T'[A] = w iff GK A = FD(T'[—] : a).

Proof. We proceed by the induction on d(I'[—]). Basic cases for d(I'[—]) = 0 are trivial. We
consider the following cases for the induction:

(1) T[—] = (T'1[=],T2) or (I';,T2[—]). We prove only the former one and the other
can be treated similarly. Clearly, FD(T[~] : B) = FD(Ty[~] : -T} V B). By induction
hypothesis, - T1[A] = =[5 V Biff - A = FD(T;[~] : =T} V B). It needs only to show that
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FT1[A], T2 = Biff - T1[A] = T} V B. Let + T [A], T2 = B. Hence, I- T1[A], T} = B. Then,
]

- T1[A] = —T} V B. Suppose F T1[A] = I3V B. Clearly, - T1[A], T = B. Consequently,
[ I’l[A],I’z = ‘B
(2) T[—] = eX[—] or oX[—]. We prove only the former one and the other can be treated

similarly. Clearly, FD(I'[—] : B) = D(X[—] : OB). According to induction hypothesis,
FX[A] = OB iff - A = FD(X[—] : OB). It needs only to show that - eX[A] = B iff
- X[A] = OB. Let - oX[A] = B. By (OR), - Z[A] = CIB. Let - Z[A] = CIB. By (4R),
- oX[A] = #0IB. By Lemma 2 (8), - 4018 = B. By (Cut), F oX[A] = . [

Asequent T = Bis valid in a frame § (notation: § =T = B)if § = —I” V B. A sequent
s is valid in a class of frames K (notation: K |= s) if § |= s for all § € K. An inference rule
(R) preserves validity if the validity of premise(s) implies that of the conclusion. Now, we
shall prove the soundness and completeness of GK;.

Lemma 5. For every frame §, § |=T[A] = Biff § = A = FD(T'[—] : B).

Proof. We proceed by induction on d(I'[—]). The basic cases are trivial. Assume I'[—]
(T1[—],T2) or (I'1,T2[—]). We prove only the former case. Obviously, FD(I'[—] : B)
FD(Ty[~] : =T} V B). By induction hypothesis, § |= [1[A] = I3 VBiff § = A
FD(Ty[~] : =T} V B). Clearly, § |= I1[A],T, = Biff § = [1[A] = T}V B. Let [[—]
oX[—] or X[—]. We prove only the former case. Obviously, FD(I'[—] : B) = FD(X[—
HMp). By induction hypothesis, § = L[A] = BB iff § = A = FD(X[—] : BB). Clearly,
F XAl = Biff §F =XZ[A] = WB. O

$

Theorem 3 (Soundness). If GK; =T = B, then Fr(K;) =T = B.

Proof. Assume -y I' = B. The case k = 0 holds obviously. Suppose k > O and I' =
is derived by a rule (R). Right rules for A, =, O, 4,00 and B preserve validity obviously.
Other logical rules, (Ctr), (Wek) and (Cut) preserve validity by Lemma 5. For (Dual.., ),
assume § |= 0A1,Ap = L. Then, § = OA? A Ag = L. Let V be any valuation in §. Then,
V(OAY AA3) = @ and so V(QA}) = @ = V(A5). Then, V(A}) = @ = V(4A}). Then,
§ = A1, Ay = L. The case for (Duals,) is similar. [J

Lemma 6. If b, «, then GK; - = a.

Proof. Assume ty, a. By Lemma 2, Lemma 4 and Remark 1, for every instance x of axioms
(A1)—(A6), we have GK; - = x. Assume GK; - = fand GK; - = =V 7. By Lemma 4
(3), GK¢ F B, =BV v = . By (Cut), GK; = = 7. Assume GK; - = —0a V B. By Remark 1,
GK; F Oa = B. By Lemma 2 (9) and (10), using (Cut), GK; - « = HMB. By Remark 1,
GK¢ k= —a vV BB. The case for (Adjy5) is shown similarly. [

Theorem 4 (Completeness). If Fr(K;) =T = B, then GK; - T = B.

Proof. Assume Fr(K;) [= I = . Then, Fr(K;) = ="’ V 8. By Theorem 1, g, ="’ V 8. By
Lemma 6, GK; - = = V B. Then, GK; - I’ = Band so GK; F T = B. [

4. Cut Elimination
In this section, we show the cut elimination of GK;. Let GK; be the sequent calculus

obtained from GK; by removing the rule (Cut) and replacing the rules (—L) and (—R) by
the following four rules:

I'= —w I'=94

m(ﬁ 1) m(ﬁLz) where § # —¢’ for any formula ¢’/

-, = L
I'=«a

= L

= =5 (—Ry) where § # —¢' for any formula &’

(-R1)
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The cut elimination of GK; is obtained by showing that GK; is equivalent to GK}.
Lemma7. If GK; T = B, then GK; T = B.

Proof. Note that (—L;) and (—Ry) are special cases of (—L) and (—R), respectively. Assume
GK; - T' = —a. Clearly, GK¢ F —a,a = L. By (Cut), GK; - «,T = L. Hence, (-L;) is
admissible in GK;. Assume GK; - =&, T = L. By (-R), GK; - I' = ——a. By GK; F =—a =
« and (Cut), GK; - T = a. Hence, (—R7) is admissible in GK;. O

The converse of Lemma 7 shall be shown in three steps. First, GK[ is the sequent
calculus obtained from GK; by removing the rules (——L) and (—=—R). We shall define a
translation ko such that, for every sequent s, GK; = s iff GK] I ko(s). Second, we show the
cut elimination of GK| and so obtain a sequent calculus GKti, which is obtained from GK{

by removing the rule (Cut). Third, we show that GK;*L F ko(s) implies GK; - s.

ko
(€] L > G K;r
Theorem 5
Lemma 7 Cut elimination (Theorem 6)
Theorem 7
G K;“ ............................... G Kf

Lemma 8. If GK] - I'[a], T> = L, then GK} F T'j[——a],To = L.

Proof. Let GK! + T'[a],T» = L. We prove GK| I T'j[-—«], T, = L by induction on
d(T1[~]). Suppose T'j[a] = a. Then, GKI + a,T, = L. By (-R) and (-L), GK| F

——a, Ty = L. Suppose I'1[—] = (X1[—], X2) or (X2, X1[—]). We prove only the former case.
Clearly, GK;r F Xq[a], X, I, = L. By induction hypothesis, GK? F 2 [—wa], 2, T = L.
Suppose T'1[~] = oX[~] or eX[~]. We prove only the former cases. Clearly, GK}

oX[a],T; = L. By (Duals.), GKI - Z[a],eT, = L. By induction hypothesis, GK{
Y[--a], T2 = L. By (Dualso), GK] F oX[-—a], T = L. O

Lemma 9. For every formula o, GK! - & = ——a and GK! - ———a & —a.

Proof. Apply (—L)and (-R)toa = a. O

Lemma 10. If GK{ I- T[a] = —p, then GK] - T[~—a] = —B.

Proof. Assume GK| F T'la] = —f. By (-L) and Lemma 8, GK} I I'[-=a],~—f = L.
By (-R), GK| F T'[-—a] = ———p. By Lemma 9, GK| - ==—=8 = —8. By (Cut), GK{
[[——a] = —-p. O

Definition 7. The Kolmogorov translation kol : F — F is recursively defined as follows:

kol(p
kol (L
kol(a A B
kol (—a
kol (G

—|—|p where p € Var.

= —ko(«)
= @ kol(a) where ©® € {0, 4,0, R},

)
)
) = (kol( ) Akol(B))
)
)

For every formula structure T, by kol (T'), we denote the formula structure obtained from I' by
replacing each formula B in T by kol (B). For every context T'[—], kol(T'[—]) is defined natrually.

Lemma 11. For every formula a, GK} I kol (=—a) = kol(«).
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Proof. Clearly, kol(——a) = ——kol(«) and kol (x) = —d for some d. By Lemma 9, GK{ -
—=—3 = 4. Then, GK} F kol (=—a) = kol(a). O

Theorem 5. GK; - T' = B iff GK{ I kol(T') = kol(B).

Proof. Let GK{ I kol(T) = kol(B). Then, GK; I- kol(T) = kol(B). Obviously, GK; - & <
kol (a) for any a. Due to Lemma 3 and (Cut), GK; - T' = B. The opposite direction is proved
by induction on the derivation of I' = 8. Let I' = 8 be obtained by rule (R). We provide
only details of proof for the case (R) = (Dualse) or (Duals. ). Other cases are analogous
to the proof of [17], Lemma 5.5. We prove only the former case. Let the premise and the
conclusion of (R) be GK; Fx_1 0oA1,Ap = L and GK; ¢ A1, @Ay = L, respectively. By
induction hypothesis, GK{ F okol(A1),kol(Ay) = ——L1. By GK! - ==L = 1 and (Cut),
GK[ I okol (A1), kol(Az) = L. By (Dualss), GKI F kol (A1), ekol(Ay) = L. O

Now, we prove the cut elimination holds for GK{. For every n > 0, let [[A]" be the
formula structure in which A appears at n places. In particular, if n = 0, then I'|A]" denotes
a formula structure in which A does not appear. We introduce the following mix rule:

A=a T|"=B
T[A]" = p

(Mix)

Clearly, (Mix) is admissible in GK!, and (Cut) is a special case of (Mix). Thus, the cut
elimination is equivalent to the mix elimination of GKI.

Theorem 6. If GK] - T = x, then GK{ - T = x without any application of (Mix).

Proof. Let D be a derivation of I' = x in GK]. It suffices to show that (Mix) can be
eliminated from D. Let an application of (Mix) in D be as follows:

FrA=a by, Za]" =B
FX[Al" = B

(Mix)

We prove the elimination of (Mix) by induction on ¢(x) and k + m. Let k = 0 or
m = 0. Then, A = a or L[¢|" = B is an instance of (Id). Hence, A = a or L[a] = B.
Therefore, the conclusion is just the right or left premise of (Mix). Suppose that k > 0 and
m > 0. Assume the last rules for deriving the left and right premises of (Mix) are (R;) and
(Ry), respectively. We have the following cases:

(1) At least one of (R;) and (R;) is a structural rule. We have the following cases:

(1.1) (R)) is (Ctr). Let the derivation end with

Al©,0] =«
ST (cw)
AlO] =« Sa"= B
m (Mix)
z[ale]]" = p

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into

A©,0] =a Z]"=p

(Mix)
LIA[O,0]]" = B (Ctr)"
r
z[ale]]" = p
where (Ctr)"” means n times application of (Ctr).
(1.2) (R;) is (Wek). Let the derivation end with
A .
O] =« (Wek)
A[®1,®2] = Z[tx]” = ﬁ .
(Mix)

Z[A[01,0]]" = B
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By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
AO]=a Za]"=p

SNy
Z[A[@],@z”n =P

(Mix)
(Wek)"

where i = 1,2 and (Wek)" means n times application of (Wek).
(1.3) (R;) is (Dualcs ). Let A = (A1, ®A;), « = L and the derivation end with

oAy, Ay = L
A, 00y = L L[L]"=B
Z[A],OAQ}" = ‘3

(Dualss)

(Mix)

The above subtree can be transformed into
oA, A = L
Al/ .Az = 1

X[Ar, 00" = B

(Dualc,)
(L)

(1.4) (R;) is (Dualss ). The proof is quite analogous to (1.3).
(1.5) (Ry) is (Ctr). Let Z[a]" = O[I1[a]™][a]"2 and the derivation end with

O[I[a]™, Ia]™ J[a]" = B
A=un O[II[a]™][a]™ = B
O[I[A]"][A]"™ = B

(Ctr)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into

A= o O™, TTa) ][] = p
o[rI[A]™, TI[A]" [[A]"> = f
o[r[AI"][A]" = p

(Mix)
(Ctr)

(1.6) (Ry) is (Wek). Let X[a]" = O[X1[a]™, Zz[a]"2][«]" and the derivation end with

O[x;[a]" Hzx”wﬁ
A=a  OX[a]™,Xy[a]"2][a]
O[x1[A]"M, s [A]" Ha]”wﬁ

(Wek)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
A= OEa]"]a]™ = B

Oxi[A]"][a]™ = B
O[x1[A]", Ly [A)2][a]™ = B

(Mix)
(Wek)

(1.7) (Ry) is (Dualcs). Let the derivation end with

0Xq [06]”1,22 [D(}nz = 1
A=« X [a]™, eXp[a]" = L
X1 [A]nl, L)) [A] = |

(Dual.s)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
A=« oXq[a]™, Xpla]" = L

0 [A]”l/ZZ[A]Hz = 1
21 [A]”l, > [A]”z = 1

(Mix)
(Dualss)
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(1.8) (Ry) is (Dualss ). The proof is quite analogous to (1.7).
(2) Both (R;) and (R;) are logical rules.

(2.1) « is not principal in (R;). We have the following cases.
(2.1.1) (Ry) is (L). Let the derivation end with

0= 1 (1)
A@®] =« Za]" =B
z[ale)" = p

(Mix)

The above subtree can be transformed into

0= 1

TaE sp

(2.1.2) (R;) is a left logical rule. We apply (Mix) to the premise(s) of (R;) and X[a]" = B,
and then apply (R;). Take (R;) = (OL) as an example. Other cases are addressed similarly.
Let the derivation end with

] =«
B Er R Y
Z[A[N = B

(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
A Zlal"
ORI O T .
Z[Alr]]" = B
Z[A[OY]" = B

(on)"

where (OL)" means n times application of (OL).
(2.2) « is not principal in (R,). We have the following cases:
(2.2.1) (Ry) is (L). Let the derivation end with

O] = L
A=a L[Oa]"][a]" = B
z[eAIm][A]" = B

(L)
(Mix)

If n; = 0, then we obtainX[A[®]]" = B from ® = L by (L). Let n; > 0. By induction
hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into

A=u O] = L
oA = L
Z[e[am][a)= = B

(Mix)
(L)

(2.2.2) (Ry) is a right logical rule. Apply (Mix) to A = « and the premise(s) of (R;)
and then apply (R;). Take (R;) = (AR) as an example. Let the derivation end with

Lila]™ =B ] = B
A=« Zl[zx]"l,Zz[a]nz = B1 A B2
21 [A]nl,ZZ[A]nz = ,31 A ,32

(AR)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into

A=« Zq[a]™ = By (Mix) A=« oa]™ = By (Mix)
LA = By L[A" = By (AR)

Zi[Al"m, S A" = B A B2
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(2.2.3) (Ry) is a left logical rule. We apply (Mix) to A = « and the premise(s) of (R;),
and then apply (R;). Take (R,) = (—L) as an example. Let the derivation end with

Z[a]" = ¢
A=ua -, 2] = L
-G, Z[A]" = L

(-L)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
A Zal”
=>a " =¢ (Mix)
sar =
¢, Z[A]" = L

(2.3) a is principal in both (R;) and (R,). The proof proceeds by induction on the
complexity of a. We have the following cases:
(2.3.1) & = a1 A ap. Let the derivation end with

M=wa D= a (AR) Zlay, ao)fag Aap]" = B (AL)
A, Ay = o Nag [y Aao]ag Aag] 1t = B (Mix)
1X

LA, 0] = B

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into

A, Ny = ay ANy Yoy, ap)[ag Aag]" ! = B (Mix)
1X
Ay = ap Slag, ao][A1, A" = B (Mix)
Al = N1 Z[D(l, Az] [Al,Az}n_l = ‘B (Mix)
Z[Al, Az]n = ‘B

(2.3.2) « = —¢. Let the derivation end with

LA L L[ =g
A= ¢ (“R) —& [-E = 1
AL A= L

(-L)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into

- - n—1
A= —¢ ?[ fJri=¢ (Mix)
LAl =g LA= L
TALA= L

(Mix)

(2.3.3) « = OC. Let the derivation end with

A 5jo][0g]" ! = B
a0t N Eggt T = p
S[oA]" = B

(OL)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into

oa=0¢ g0 =B
B¢ Elog]loAl" = B
Z[oA" =

Mix)

(Mix)

(2.3.4) & = 4¢. The proof is quite analogous to (2.3.3).
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(2.3.5) « = MZ. The derivation ends with
casg oo SEmiep
A= N T[omZ] (M) = B M)
Z[oA][A]" ! = B

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
A= mg  T[][mg" = B

oA = ¢ Z@MW*iﬁ(
T[oA][A]" ! = B

(Mix)

Mix)

(2.3.6) « = [J¢. The proof is quite analogous to (2.3.5). O

Now, let GK? be GKI, eliminating (Cut). Next, we shall prove that GK; I s implies
GKj F s.

Remark 2. We clearly have GK} = ==« < a. Furthermore, GK{ F a = B iff GK} - = = —a.
The regular proof is omitted.

Lemma 12. GK} b a[——B] < a[B], where a[—] is a formula context.

Proof. Suppose d(a[—]) = 0. Then, - == < B. Suppose d(a[—]) > 0. Assume a[—] =
—x[—]. By induction hypothesis, - x[-—8] < x[B]. By Remark 2, - =x[-—B] < —x[B].

Assume a[—] = a1[—] A ap or a3 A ap[—]. We prove only the former case. According to
induction hypothesis, - a1[~—f] < a1[B]. By (AR) and (AL), F a1 [==B] Aap < a1[B] A ay.
Assume a[—]| = Ox[—] or #x[—].We prove only the former case. According to induction

hypothesis, - x[-—B] < x[B]. By (OR) and (OL), - Ox[——B] < Ox[B]. Assume a[—] =
Ox[—] or Mx[—]. We prove only the former case. According to induction hypothesis,
F x[-—B] < x[B]- By (CR) and (OL), - Ox[——p] & Tx[p]. O

Lemma 13. The following hold in GKj:
(1) if GK} F T[a[——pB]] = x, then GK} F T[a[B]] = x.
(2) ifGK{ F T = a[-—p], then GKj - T = «a[p].

Proof. Assume b I'[a{——B}] = x and b T = a[-—B]. We prove (1) and (2) simultane-
ously by induction on k > 0. Suppose k = 0. By Lemma 12, (1) and (2) hold. Suppose k > 0.
For (1), suppose I'[a[-—p]] = x is derived by a rule (R). We have the following cases:

(1.1) (R) is a structural rule. We have the following cases:

(1.1.1) (R) = (Ctr). Let F¢_1 Z[A, A] = x and ¢ Z[A] = x, where Z[A] = T'[a[——p]].
Suppose a[——p] does not occur in A. By (Ctr), - I'[a[——B]] = x. Suppose A = Ala[——p]].
By induction hypothesis, - Z[A[«[B]], Alx[B]]] = x. By (Ctr), - T'[«[B]] = x.

(1.1.2) (R) = (Wek). Let F_1 Z[A;] = x and F¢ X[A1, Ay] = x, where X[A1, Ay =
I'[a[=—p]]. Suppose a[~—f] does not occur in A;. By (Ctr), - I'la[-—B]] = x. Suppose
A; = Ajla[=—B]]. According to induction hypothesis, - Z[A;[¢[B]]] = x. By (Wek),
- TlalB)) = x.

(1.1.3) (R) = (Dualss) or (Duals.).We prove only the former. Let ;1 0A1, Ay = x
and Fy A1, @Ay = x, where Ay, oAy = I'la[——p]]. By induction hypothesis and (Dual..),
- Tlalf] = x.

(1.2) (R) is a logical rule. If (R) is one of the rules (—R;), (—Rz), (—=—R), (OR), (#R),
(OR) and (MR), we obtain immediately - T'[«[]] = x by induction hypothesis and the
rule (R). We have the following remaining cases:
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(1.2.1) (R) = (L). Lett4_ 1 A = L and k¢ Z[A] = x, where X[A] = T'[a[-~—f]].
Suppose a[~—B] does not occur in A. By (L), - I'[a[——B]] = x. Suppose A = Ala[~—p]].
By induction hypothesis, - A[x[B]] = L. By (L), F I'[¢[B]] = x-

(1.2.2) (R) = (AL). Let k1 X[¢1,82] = Band Fy_1 Z[¢1 A &2] = B, where Z[¢1 A
G| = Tla[=—B]]. Suppose a[——B] = &1 A &, and then §; = §1[——p] or §» = &o[——f]. In
each case, by induction hypothesis and (AL), we obtain - T'[a[B]] = x. If a[~—B] # &1 A &2,
then we obtain immediately - T'[«[B]] = x by induction hypothesis and (AL).

(1.2.3) (R) = (—Ly). Let k41 £ = = and b4 {,X = L, where I'la[—~—f]] = &, X and
X = L. Suppose § = a[-—f]. By 1 ¥ = —a[=—p] and induction hypothesis, - ¥ =
—w«[B]. By (-L1), F «[B],£ = L. Suppose ¥ = Z[a[-—f]]. By F¢_1 L[a[-—B]] = = and
induction hypothesis, - Z[a[B]] = —¢. By (L), - & Z[a[B]] = L.

(1.24) (R) = (-Lp). LetF,_1 X = ¢ and ¢ —¢, X = L, where I'[a[-—f]] = =, 2
and ¢ # —{ for any formula {. Suppose a[~—f] = —¢. Suppose a[—] = — or a[—] = —=[—].
Then, =¢ = =B or = = —-—=B. Then, { = - or { = ——p, which is impossible.
Hence, { = ¢[-—B]. By F¢_1 £ = ¢[——p] and induction hypothesis, - X = []. By
(-Ly), - =¢[B], £ = L. Suppose X = X[a[-—f]]. By Fr_1 Z[a[-—f]] = ¢ and induction
hypothesis, - Z[«[B]] = ¢. By (-Lz), F =&, Z[«[p]] = L.

(1.2.5) (R) = (=—L). Let k1 Z[¢] = x and F; Z[-—¢] = x, where T'[a[-—]] =
Y[-=¢]. Let = =¢ = a[-—pB]. Assume a[—] = — or a[—] = —[—]. Then, == = =B or
—=¢ = —===B. Then, { = Bor ¢ = —B. Then, - X[B] = x or - Z[-f] = x. Assume
¢ = ¢[-B]. By b1 Z[¢[~—B]] = x and induction hypothesis, - 2[¢[B]] = x. By (—=—L),
F X[==¢[B]] = x. Let == # a[——p]. By induction hypothesis and (=—L), - T'[a[B]] = x.

(1.2.6) (R) = (OL) or (#L). We prove only the former. Let ;1 X[of] = x and
4 2[0) = y, where T[a[~-f]] = £[0¢]. Suppose a[-~f] = 0. Then, & = &[+—].
According to induction hypothesis, - L[o¢[B]] = x. By (OL), - Z[0¢[B]] = x. Suppose
a[—=B] # OE. According to induction hypothesis and (OL), - T'[a[B]] = x.

(1.2.7) (R) = (OL) or (ML). We prove only the former. Let b, ; X[¢] = x and
Fy L[e0J¢] = x, where I'[a[——p]] = Z[e[J&]. Suppose a[~—p] = T&. Then, & = &[——p].
According to induction hypothesis, - Z[¢[B]] = x. By (OL), - X[e[JZ[B]] = x. Suppose
a[—=B] # O¢. According to induction hypothesis and (CJL),  T'[a[B]] = x.

For (2), suppose I = a[—~—f] is derived by a rule (R). We have the following cases:

(2.1) (R) is (Ctr) or (Wek). In each case, we obtain - I' = «[f] by induction hypothesis
and (R).

(2.2) (R) is a logical rule. Note that a[~—p] # L. Then, (R) cannot be (—L;) or (—Lp).
If (R) is one of the rules (AL), (=—L), (OL), (#L), (L) and (ML), by induction hypothesis
and (R), we obtain - I' = «[pB]. We have the following remaning cases:

(221) (R) = (L). Letky_1 A = L and ¢ I'[A] = a[-—p]. From+ A = L by (1),
we have - T'[A] = «[B].

(2.2.2) (R) = (/\R). LettFr_ 1 I1 = x1; b1 T2 = xoand H T, T = x1 A xo,
where I' = (I'1,T2) and a[-—=B] = x1 A x2- Then, x1 = x1[-—] or x2 = x2[——p]. Then,
FTq,T = Dé[ﬁ]

(2.2.3) (R) = (—-Ry). Let 41 —a[=—p],T = L and F; I = a[—-—p]. By induction
hypothesis, - —«[B],T = L. By (-Ry), T = a[B].

(2.24) (R) = (-Rp). Lett¢_1 &T = L and b ' = —¢, where a[-—p] = = and
¢ # -6 for any formula 6. Clearly, a[—] # — and a[—] # —[—]. Then, { = {[-—p]. By
induction hypothesis, - ¢[8],I = L. By (-Ry), - T = =[]

(2.2.5) (R) is one of the rules (OR), (CR), (#R) and (HMR). We prove only the case
(R) = (OR). Letky_1 £ = ¢ and k- oX = (¢, where I' = oX and ¢ = a[-—f]. Then,
¢ = {[~B]. According to induction hypothesis and (OR), F oX = OZ[B]. O

Lemma 14. The following hold in GKj:

(1) ifGK{ FT = a, then GK} F —a, T = L.
(2) fGK{FaTl = 1, then GK{ FT = —a.
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Proof. (1) Assume GKj - I' = a. Suppose « = —x. By (—L;) and (=—L), GK} - =—x, T =
L. Suppose & # —x for any formula x. By (—Lp), GK} - —a, T = L.

(2) Assume GK} o, T = L. Suppose « = —x. By (-R;) and (=—R), GK} T = ——yx.
Suppose & # —x for any formula x. By (—Ry), GK; T = —a. O

Lemma 15. IfGK;F FT =« then GKf F T = a.
Proof. By Lemma 14, (-L) and (—R) are admissible in GK}. [
Lemma 16. If GK} + kol(T') = kol(«), then GKf F T = a.

Proof. Let GK} F kol(I') = kol(a). By Lemma 13, the double negation —— in kol(I') =
kol(«) are eliminable. Hence, GK; FT = «. O

Theorem 7. If GK; T = «, then GKf T = a.

Proof. Let GK; - T' = a. By Theorem 5, GK{ I kol(T') = kol(a). By Theorem 6, GKti -
ko(T') = ko(«). By Lemma 15, GK} + kol(T') = kol(«). By Lemma 16, GK} FT = «. O

By Theorem 7, every derivation in GK; can be transformed into a cut-free derivation in
GKjJ. This result provides the cut elimination of GK;.

5. Strictly Positive Formulas

In this section, as in [17], we introduce strictly positive formulas and show that tense
logics axiomatized by a set of such formulas have cut-free sequent calculi. The fundamental
idea is that each strictly positive formula can be transformed into a structural rule, which is
added to GK; without affecting the cut elimination.

Definition 8 (cf. [17]). The strictly positive formulas (‘sp-formulas’ for short) are defined recursivly
as follows:

SPogu=p| L|T| (W Ap)]| 00| ey

where p € Var and SP are the set of sp-formulas. A sp-axiom is a formula ¢ — 1, where
@, € SP.

An expression I1[—1] ... [—] is called a generalized context if it is built from n posi-
tions —1, ..., —, by only structural operators. For ©y,...,0, € FS,I1[©4]...[0,] is the
formula structure arised from I'1[—1]...[—,] by replacing each —; with ®; for 1 <i < n.

Definition 9. For any sp-formula ¢ € SP and var(y) = {q1,...,qn}, let Ily[—1] ... [—x] be the
generalized context arised from by (i) replacing each q; with —; for 1 < i < n, and (ii) replacing each
occurrence of A, ) or 4 by the comma, o or e, respectively. If var(y) = &, we obtain Iy, only by (ii).

Let ¢ — x be a sp-axiom, where var(¢) = {q1,...,qn} and var(x) = {p1,..., pm}. We
define the structural rule Ry y as follows:

T1[E,[@1]...[On]] = 7
H[\E?;["Pl] ]l =y (Rg,p)

where T1[—] is a context, ©1,...,0y,¥Y1,..., ¥y € FSand v € F.

Many tense logics are axiomatizable by sp-axioms. Table 1 provides some examples of
formulas, the corresponding sp-axioms and structural rules.
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Table 1. Some sp-axioms and structural rules.

Formulas sp-Axioms Structural Rules
g = Oq T =0T OleT]=a
O[T =«
Og = q g 04 Ol =«
Ol =«
Oq — Og WY O[] =«
OleoIl] =
g — O0q 45— Og Ol =a
Ofell] = &
Dg — O0g 007 = 07 _ Ol =a
OlooIl] =«
0q — 00 $07 — Og _ Ol =a
OleoIl] =«

Let S be a set of sp-axioms and 9i(S) the set of all rules (Ry,y), where ¢ — ¢ € S.
The tense logic S is K; @ S, and the sequent calculus GS is the extension of GK; with rules
in R(S). Every sp-axiom in S is a simple Sahlqvist formula (cf. e.g., [2]), and so S is
characterized by the frame class Fr(S).

Theorem 8. For any set of sp-axioms S, GS T = aiff Fr(S) =T = a.

Proof. The left-to-right direction is obvious since all rules in RR(S) preserve validity in
Fr(S). The other direction is shown as the proof of Theorem 4. Note that, if ¢ — ¢ € S,
then GS F = ¢ — ¢ by the structural rule (Ry,p). O

Let GS*, GS' and GS* be extensions of GK}, GK} and GKf with rules RR(S), respectively.
Repeating the cut elimination proof provided in Section 4, it follows that these sequent
calculi are equivalent.

Lemma17. IfGS* T = w, then GS+T = a.

Proof. The proof is analogous to Lemma 7. [

Theorem 9. GS - T = & iff GS' I kol(T) = kol ().

Proof. The proof is analogous to Theorem 5. Structural rules in fR(S) pass the proof. O
Theorem 10. IfGS™ T = y, then GS' - T' = x without any applications of (Mix).

Proof. The proof proceeds as the proof of Theorem 10 by adding cases of rules in R(S).
Suppose the derivation ends with

ABy,IL] ... [Hy]] =« Ry )
MEL@] - @ll=a M s p
SBEL @] O = B

(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
AELIL] ... [yl =« Z]"=p
— - (Mix)
EE ] T =
= X1/X2
Z[A[E [01] ... [O4]]" = B
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where (Ry,,x,)" means n times application of (Ry, x,)-
Suppose the derivation ends with

O [Ih [o]" ... TLy o] ]][a] 1 = B
Ao Oy, [@[a ... 0wl = B
%, (@11 ... 0;A ][5 = B

( Xl/XZ)
(Mix)

By induction hypothesis, the above subtree can be transformed into
B=a  OE,ILE" ..y = B
OE LA™ - TLy[A]" [[[A]" = B
®[EX1 [©4 [A]kl o ®j[A]kj” [A]kiﬂ =B

(Mix)
)

(RX1,X2

This completes the proof. [

Lemma 18. The following hold in GS*:

(1) ifGS* - T[p[-—y]] = x, then GS* + T'[¢[y]] = x.
(2) ifGS*FT = @[——y]|, then GS* T = ¢[y].

Proof. The proof is analogous to Lemma 13. Note that rules in 9R(S) pass the proof. [J

Lemma 19. The following hold:

(1) ifGS*FT = a, then GS* FT = a.
(2) ifGS* I kol(T) = kol(w), then GS* - T = a.

Proof. The proofs are quite similar to Lemmas 15 and 16. O
Theorem 11. If GSFT = «, then GS* F T = a.

Proof. Let GS - ' = a. By Theorem 17, GS' - kol(T) = kol(a). By Theorem 10, GS*
kol(T') = kol(«). By Lemma 19, GS* I~ kol(T') = kol(a),and so GS* F T = a. O

It follows that GS for each sp-axioms set S admits cut elimination. This provides a
modular result in the study of proof theory for tense logic.

6. Concluding Remarks

The present work generalizes the Gentzen proof theory for intuitionistic tense logics
provided in [17] to classical tense logics. We present a cut-free single-succedent Gentzen
sequent calculus for the minimal tense logic K;. Then, we show that all sp-axioms can be
transformed into structural rules, which allow obtaining cut-free sequent calculi uniformly.
There are still some questions for further exploration. First, we may consider formulas
that are equivalent to sp-axioms, and describe tense logics axiomatized by these sp-axioms.
Second, we could consider the proof-theoretic approach to the decidability of these tense
logics axiomatized by sp-axioms. Third, the approach provided in the present work can
be explored further for the proof of some results on the finite model property in tense
logics. Finally, the sequent calculi we have developed can be appropriately extended to
multimodal logics.
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