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In this note, we prove that intuitionistic modal logic LIK4 is decidable.
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1 Introduction

In this note, we prove that intuitionistic modal logic LIK4 is decidable.

In Sections 3, we introduce labelled trees, i.e. the relational structures that
will be our main tools in our proof of the decidability of LIK4. In Section 4,
we introduce the syntax of LIK4. In Section 5, we introduce the relational
semantics of LIK4. In Section 6, we present a Hilbert-style axiomatization of
LIK4. In Section 7, we present the canonical model construction of LIK4. In
Sections 8-15, we prove that intuitionistic modal logic LIK4 is decidable.

This paper includes the proofs of several of our results. Some of these proofs

are relatively simple and we have included them here just for the sake of the
completeness.

2 Some notations

For all n€N, (n) denotes {a€N: 1<a<n}.

*Corresponding author. Email address: philippe.balbiani@irit.fr.
TEmail address: cigdem.gencer@irit.fr.
fEmail address: tinko@fmi.uni-sofia.bg.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04687v1

For all sets U, V, when we write “UCV”, we mean “UCV and VZU”.

For all sets X, p(X) denotes the powerset of X.

For all sets X, Card(X) denotes the cardinal of X.

For all sets U,V and for all bijective functions f: U — V, f~! denotes the
inverse function of f, that is to say the bijective function g: V' — U such that
for all x€U, g(f(x))=x and for all yeV, f(g(y))=y.

For all sets W and for all binary relations R, S on W, RoS denotes the compo-
sition of R and S, that is to say the binary relation 7" on W such that for all
s, teW, sTt if and only if there exists u€W such that sRu and uSt.

For all sets W and for all binary relations R on W, R* denotes the least tran-
sitive binary relation on W containing R and R* denotes the least reflexive and

transitive binary relation on W containing R.

For all sets W, for all binary relations R on W and for all seW, let R(s)={teW:
sRt}.

For all sets W, a preorder on W is a reflexive and transitive binary relation
on W.

For all sets W and for all preorders < on W, > denotes the preorder on W
such that for all s,teW, s>t if and only if t<s.

For all sets W, for all preorders < on W and for all s,t€W, when we write
“s<t”, we mean “s<t and t£s”.

For all sets W and for all preorders < on W, a subset U of W is <-closed
if for all s,teW | if s€U and s<t then teU.

For all sets W, a partial order on W is an antisymmetric preorder on W.

“IPL” stands for “Intuitionistic Propositional Logic”.

3 Labelled trees

Let P be a finite set and < be a partial order on P.

A P-labelled tree is a triple (N, E, A) where the finite set N, the binary relation
E on N and the function \: N — P are such that



e (N,E) is a tree,’
e )\ is <-monotone, that is to say for all nodes i, j, if iEj then A(i)<A(j).

For all P-labelled trees (N, E,\), (N', E', X'), a P-embedding of (N, E,\) into
(N’,E’,X) is a function f: N — N’ such that

e for all i, jEN, if iEj then f(i)E"™f(j),
e for all ke N, \(k)=N(f(k)).

Let ~ be the equivalence relation on the set of all P-labelled trees such that
for all P-labelled trees (N, E,\), (N', E', X'), (N, E,\)~(N', E’, \') if and only
if there exists a P-embedding of (N, E, ) into (N’, E’,\') and there exists a
P-embedding of (N’, E', \') into (N, E, \).

For all neN, a finitely indexed family (Npm, Em, Am)me(n) of P-labelled trees
is dreary if there exists me(n) such that m<n and (Np,, Enm, A )~(No,y Eny An).

At the end of this section, we will show that for all countably indexed families
(Nins Emny A )men of P-labelled trees, there exists n€N such that the finitely
indexed family (Ny,, Em, Am)me(n) of P-labelled trees is dreary.?

A P-labelled tree (N, E, \) is strict if
e for all nodes 14, j, if iEj then A(2)<A(j).

Obviously, for all strict P-labelled trees (N, E, A), the height of the tree (N, E)
does not exceed Card(P).

For all P-labelled trees (N, E,\), a duplicate in (N, E,\) is a couple (i,7) of
nodes such that iEj and A(¢)=A(j).

Obviously, for all P-labelled trees (N, E, \), if (N, E, ) is non-strict then (N, E,
A) contains duplicates.

Lemma 1 Let (N, E,\) be a P-labelled tree and (i,j) be a duplicate in (N, E,
A). The structure (N', E',X') such that

o N'=N\{j},

e [’ is the binary relation on N’ such that for all k,I€N’, kE'l if and only
if either kEL, or k=i and jEI,

o \: N' — P is the function such that for all ke N', N (k)=\(k),

is a P-labelled tree.

IWe assume the reader is at home with the basic definitions concerning trees: roots, paths,
etc.
2See Lemma 10.



Proof: Let k,leN’. For the sake of the contradiction, suppose kKE’l and
N(k)ZN (1). Hence, either kEl, or k=i and jEI. In the former case, A(k)CA(l).
Thus, A'(k)CN(1): a contradiction. In the latter case, A(k)=MA(z) and \(j)CA(]).
Since (4,j) is a duplicate in (N, E,A), then A(i)=A(j). Since A(k)=A(i) and
A(F)CA(D), then A(k)CA(l). Consequently, N (k)CN (I): a contradiction.

Lemma 2 For all P-labelled trees (N, E, \), if (N, E, \) is non-strict then there
exists a P-labelled tree (N', E’', ') such that N'CN and (N, E,\)~(N', E', \).

Proof: Let (N, E,\) be a P-labelled tree. Suppose (N, E, ) is non-strict.
Hence, there exists a duplicate (¢,7) in (N, E, ). Thus, iEj and A(i)=\(j).
Let (N’, E’, \') be the structure such that

o N'=N\{j},

e [’ is the binary relation on N’ such that for all k,le N’, kE’'l if and only
if either kFEI, or k=i and jFEI,

e \: N’ — P is the function such that for all ke N’, X (k)=A(k).
By Lemma 1, (N', E’, \) is a P-labelled tree.

Obviously, N'CN.

Moreover, the reader may easily verify that the function f: N — N’ such
that for all k€N, if k#j then f(k)=k else f(k)=i is a P-embedding of (N, E, \)
into (N', E", \).

In other respect, the reader may easily verify that the function f': N — N
such that for all ke N’, f'(k)=k is a P-embedding of (N', E', \') into (N, E, \).

Consequently, (N, E,\)~(N',E',X).

Lemma 3 For all P-labelled trees (N, E, \), there exists a strict P-labelled tree
(N',E', X'} such that (N, E,\)~(N', E’, X).

Proof: By Lemma 2. -

For all P-labelled trees (N, E,\) and for all nodes i, let (N, E*, \*) be the re-
striction of (N, E,\) to E*(i).

For all P-labelled trees (N, E, ), (N', E', '), a P-isomorphism from (N, E,\)
onto (N',E’, \) is a bijective function f: N — N’ such that

e for all i, jEN, iFj if and only if f(i)E'f(5),
o for all ke N, A\(k)=X(f(k)).



Let ~ be the equivalence relation on the set of all P-labelled trees such that
for all P-labelled trees (N, E,\), (N', E', X), (N, E,\)~(N', E’, \') if and only
if there exists a P-isomorphism from (N, E;\) onto (N', E’, \).

Obviously, ~ is finer than ~, i.e. for all P-labelled trees (N, E, \), (N', E', \'),
if (N, B, \)~(N", E', \') then (N, E, \)~(N', E', \).

A strict P-labelled tree (N, E, ) is nice if
e for all nodes i, j, k, if kEi, kEj and i#j then (N, E*, \)) (N7, E7 M),

For all strict P-labelled trees (N, E, \), a triplicate in (N, E, \) is a triple (4, j, k)
of nodes such that kEi, kEj, i#j and (N¢, E*, \*)~(N7, EI, \).

Obviously, for all strict P-labelled trees (N, E, A), if (N, E/, A) is non-nice then
(N, E, \) contains triplicates.

Lemma 4 Let (N, E,\) be a strict P-labelled tree and (i, j, k) be a triplicate in
(N,E,\). The structure (N',E', X') such that

o N'=N\N,

e E’ is the binary relation on N’ such that for alll,meN’, I[E'm if and only
if IEm,

e \: N' — P is the function such that for all lEN', N (1)=\(1),

1s a strict P-labelled tree.

Proof: Let I,meN’. For the sake of the contradiction, suppose [E’'m and
N(O)gN(m). Hence, IEm. Thus, \(I)CA(m). Consequently, X' ([)CXN (m): a
contradiction. -

Lemma 5 For all strict P-labelled trees (N, E, \), if (N, E, \) is non-nice then
there exists a strict P-labelled tree (N', E', N') such that N'CN and (N, E, \)~
(N",E"X).

Proof: Let (N, E, \) be a strict P-labelled tree. Suppose (N, E, \) is non-nice.
Hence, there exists a triplicate (7,4, k) in (N, E,\). Thus, kEi, kEj, i#j and
(N*, E*, \")~(N7, E7, \). Consequently, there exists a P-isomorphism f;; from
(N%, E',\") onto (N7, B9 M). Let (N',E’, \') be the structure such that

o N'=N\NV,

e [’ is the binary relation on N’ such that for all I, me N’, [E’m if and only
if IEm,

e \: N’ — P is the function such that for all leN', N (1)=A(1).



By Lemma 4, (N', E’, \) is a strict P-labelled tree.
Obviously, N'CN.

Moreover, the reader may easily verify that the function f: N — N’ such
that for all IEN, if IgN7 then f(I)=l else f(l):figl(l) is a P-embedding of
(N, E,\) into (N', E', ).

In other respect, the reader may easily verify that the function f': N’ — N
such that for all leN’, f'(I)=l is a P-embedding of (N', E’, \’) into (N, E, \).

Hence, (N, E,\)~(N',E", ). -

Lemma 6 For all strict P-labelled trees (N, E,\), there exists a nice P-labelled
tree (N', E', ') such that (N, E,\)~(N', E', X').

Proof: By Lemma 5. -

Lemma 7 Modulo ~, there exists only a finite number of nice P-labelled trees.

Proof: Reminding that for all strict P-labelled trees (N, E, \), the height of
the tree (N, E) does not exceed Card(P), the reader may easily verify that
for all heN, if h<Card(P) then modulo ~, the number nlt(h) of nice P-
labelled trees of height at most h is such that if h=0 then nlt(h)=Card(P)
else n1t(h)=Card(P)x2"*("~1)  Hence, modulo ~, there exists only a finite
number of nice P-labelled trees. -

Lemma 8 Modulo ~, there exists only a finite number of P-labelled trees.

Proof: By Lemmas 3, 6 and 7 and the fact that ~ is finer than ~. -

Lemma 9 For all countably indexed families (Ny,, Epm, A )men of P-labelled
trees, there exists a strictly increasing function 0: N—N such that for all

m, nEN, (Noim), Egm)s Mom))~(Nony Eon)> Aon))-
Proof: By Lemma 8. -
Now, we present our promised result about P-labelled trees.

Lemma 10 For all countably indexed families (Nyy, By Am )men of P-labelled
trees, there exists n€N such that the finitely indexed family (N, Em, An)me(n)
of P-labelled trees is dreary.

Proof: By Lemma 9. -



4 Syntax

Let At be a countably infinite set (with typical members called atoms and de-
noted p, ¢, etc).

Let Fo be the countably infinite set (with typical members called formulas and
denoted A, B, etc) of finite words over AtU{—, T, L, A, Vv, 0,0, (,)} defined by

A = p|(A—=A)|T|L|(ANA)|(AVA)|OA|OA
where p ranges over At.
For all AcFo, the length of A (denoted ||A]|) is the number of symbols in A.
We follow the standard rules for omission of the parentheses.
For all AcFo, when we write “-A”, we mean “A—17.

Let 0 be the binary relation of accessibility between sets of formulas such that
for all sets I'; A of formulas, I'<A if and only if for all A€Fo, the following
conditions hold:*

e if (JA€T then A€A,
o if AeA then QAeT.

A set X of formulas is closed if for all A, BEFo,

if A»BeY then AeXY and BeY,

if AABEY. then A€Y and BeXS,

if AVB€EY then AeY and BeX,

if JA€Y then AeX,

o if QA€Y then AecX.
For all AcFo, let X 4 be the least closed set of formulas containing A.
Lemma 11 For all A€Fo, Card(X4)<||4]|.

Proof: By induction on AcFo. -
For all A€Fo, let Py4={—1}Up(Z4).

3Notice that each connective but — has a dual one. Imitating the “Brouwerian implication”
introduced by Rauszer [25] within the context IPL, a dual implication could be added to the
language of LIK4 as well. We will address this possibility in future work.

4Obviously, there exist sets T, A of formulas such that T><A and Ap4l’. However, we use
a symmetric symbol to denote the binary relation of accessibility between sets of formulas,
seeing that in its definition, O-formulas and {-formulas play symmetric roles.



Lemma 12 For all AcFo, Card(P4)<1+2/141l.

Proof: By Lemma 11. -

For all A€Fo, let <4 be the least partial order on P4 such that
o for all Acp(X4), —1<4A,
o for all ', Acp(X4), if TCA then I'<4A.

5 Relational semantics

A frame is a relational structure of the form (W, <, R) where W is a nonempty
set, < is a preorder on W and R is a binary relation on W.

A frame (W, <, R) is finite if W is finite.
A frame (W, <, R) is transitive if R is transitive.

A frame (W, <, R) is upward confluent if Ro>C>oR, that is to say for all
s, t,ueW, if sRt and u<t then there exists v€W such that v<s and vRu.

A frame (W, <  R) is downward confluent if <oRCRo<, that is to say for all
s, t,ueW, if s<t and tRu then there exists v€W such that sRv and v<u.

A frame (W, <,R) is forward confluent if >oRCRo>, that is to say for all
s, t,ueW, if t<s and tRu then there exists veW such that sRv and u<w.

The elementary conditions characterizing upward confluent frames and down-
ward confluent frames have been considered in [7] where they have received no
specific name. The elementary condition characterizing forward confluent fra-
mes has been considered in [13] where it has been called “connecting property”
and in [26, Chapter 3] where it has been called “(F1)”. These 3 elementary
conditions have also been considered in [23].

A waluation on a frame (W,<,R) is a function V: At — (W) such that
for all peAt, V(p) is <-closed.

A model is a 4-tuple consisting of the 3 components of a frame and a valuation
on that frame.

With respect to a model (W, <, R, V), for all seW and for all AcFo, the satis-
fiability of A at s in (W, <,R,V) (in symbols (W, <, R, V), s=A) is inductively
defined as follows:

o (W, <, R,V),skp if and only if seV(p),



(W, <,R,V),sEA—B if and only if for all te W, if s<t and (W, <, R, V), ¢t
EA then (W, <,R,V),tEB,

(VV7 §7R7 V>78'2T7

(VV7 §7R7 V>7S%L7

(W, <,R,V),sEAAB if and only if (W, <,R,V),sEA and (W, <,R,V),s
=B,

(W,<,R,V),sE=AVB if and only if either (W, <, R, V), s=A, or (W, <, R,
V), seB,

(W, <,R,V),sE=0OA if and only if for all teW, if sRt then (W, <, R, V), t=
A

)

(W, <,R,V),sE=0A if and only if there exists t€W such that sRt and
(W, <,R,V), tEA.

For all models (W, <, R, V), for all se W and for all AcFo, if (W, <, R, V) is clear
from the context then when we write “sf=A”, we mean “(W, <, R, V), sEA".

Lemma 13 (Heredity Property) Let (W,<,R,V) be a model based on a
downward confluent and forward confluent frame. For all A€Fo and for all
s,teW, if sE=A and s<t then t=A.5

Proof: By induction on AcFo. -

Our definition of the satisfiability of formulas is the one introduced by Bozi¢
and Dosen [7].

Fischer Servi [13] defines the satisfiability of O-formulas and {-formulas as fol-
lows: sEps[JA if and only if for all teW | if s<t then for all ue W, if tRu then
ulersA; sErsQA if and only if there exists t€W such that sRt and tfpgA.

Prenosil [24] defines the satisfiability of O-formulas and ¢-formulas as follows:
sEp0A if and only if for all teW, if s<t then for all ueW, if tRu then ul=pA;
sEpQA if and only if there exists t€W such that s>t and there exists ueW
such that tRu and uf=pA.

Wijesekera [32] defines the satisfiability of O-formulas and ¢-formulas as fol-
lows: sE=yOA if and only if for all teW, if s<t then for all ueW, if tRu then
uf=yA; sEyQA if and only if for all teW, if s<t then there exists u€W such
that tRu and ul=yA.

In the class of all downward confluent and forward confluent frames, the defini-
tion of the satisfiability of formulas considered by Fischer Servi, the definition of

5The heredity property is probably the most fundamental property of the relational se-
mantics of intuitionistically-based logics.



the satisfiability of formulas considered by Pfenosil, the definition of the satisfia-
bility of formulas considered by Wijesekera and the definition of the satisfiability
of formulas considered by Bozi¢ and Dosen give rise to the same relation of sa-
tisfiability.

A formula A is true in a model (W, <,R,V) (in symbols (W, <, R, V)E=A) if
for all seW, sE=A.

A formula A is wvalid in a frame (W, <,R) (in symbols (W, <, R)EA) if for
all models (W, <, R, V) based on (W, <,R), (W, <, R, V)EA.

6 Axiomatization

See [8, Chapter 2] for an introduction to the standard axioms of IPL and the
standard inference rules of IPL.

Let LIK4 be the least set of formulas closed under uniform substitution, con-
taining the standard axioms of IPL, closed under the standard inference rules of
IPL, containing the following axioms and closed under the following inference
rules:®

CO) OpAQg—O(pAg),
CO) O(pva)—OpVviq,

NO) OT,
NO) =0L,
RO) o=ty
RO) Oiqu’
400) Op—0OOp,
40) 00p—Op,

Ad) O(pvg)—Opvy,
Af) O(p—q)—(Op—0q).

The axioms (CO), (C¢$), (NO) and (NO) and the inference rules (RO) and
(RQ) are well-known. They are sometimes associated to the concept of normal-
ity in classical modal logics. The axioms (400) and (40) are also well-known.
They are classically related to the elementary condition of transitivity. The
axiom (Ad) has been already considered by Bozi¢ and Dogen [7]. It is related

6The reason why we have separated the condition of closure under uniform substitution
and the condition of closure under the standard inference rules of IPL is simply the following;:
uniform substitution is not an inference rule.

10



to the elementary condition of downward confluence. The axiom (Af) has been
already considered by Fischer Servi [13]. Tt is related to the elementary condi-
tion of forward confluence.

The reader may easily see that the axiom O(pVq)—((Op—Ugq)—0gq) and the in-

ference rule %—;Iliw considered in Lemmas 14 and 15 have similarities with

the equation Qa—0b<O(aVb)—Ob and the law Ob<OaVe=0b
<{O(anb)Ve considered by Prenosil [24]. Together, they will allow us to use
the canonical model construction developed in [4].

Lemma 14 The aziom O(pVq)—((Op—Oq)—0q) is derivable in LIK4.

Proof: By considering for all A, BEFo, the following sequence of formulas, the
reader may easily construct a proof of the derivability of the axiom O(pVq)—
((Op—Oq)—Oq) in LIK4:7

1. QAVOB—((0A—DOB)—0B) (IPL-reasoning),
2. O(AVB)—0AVOB (axiom (Ad)),
3. O(AVB)—((0A—0OB)—0B) (IPL-reasoning on (1) and (2)).

Lemma 15 The inference rule %‘;’\W 1s derivable in LIKA4.

Proof: By considering for all A, B, Cc€Fo, the following sequence of formulas,

the reader may easily construct a proof of the derivability of the inference rule
Op—qvB(p=r) 5 1 TKA4:8
Op—qVOr )

1. 0A—-BVO(A—C) (hypothesis),

2. A—((A—C)—C) (IPL-reasoning),

3. 0A—O((A—C)—C) (inference rule (RO) on (2)),
4. O((A—=C)—=C)—=(O0(A—=C)—0C) (axiom (Af)),

5. 0A—BV{OC (IPL-reasoning on (1), (3) and (4)).

Lemma 16 (Soundness) Let A be a formula. If A€LIK4 then for all transi-
tive, downward confluent and forward confluent frames (W, <, R), (W, <, R)EA.

"We invite the reader to notice where axiom (Ad) is used in this sequence.
8We invite the reader to notice where axiom (Af) is used in this sequence.

11



7 Canonical model

A theory is a set of formulas containing LIK4 and closed with respect to the
inference rule of modus ponens.

A theory s is proper if 1¢&s.

A proper theory s is prime if for all A, B€Fo, if AVB€Es then either Ae€s,
or Bes.

Lemma 17 (Lindenbaum Lemma) Let A€Fo. If AZLIK4 then there exists
a prime theory s such that A¢s.

Proof: See [4, Lemma 24].
Let (W., <., R.) be the frame such that

e W, is the nonempty set of all prime theories,”

e <, is the preorder on W, such that for all s,teW,, s<.t if and only if
Sgt’l()

e R, is the binary relation on W, such that for all s,t€W,, sR.t if and only
if sp<t.

The frame (W, <., R.) is called canonical frame of LIK4.

Lemma 18 (W,, <., R,.) is transitive, downward confluent and forward conflu-
ent.

Proof: About downward confluence, it follows from Lemmas 14 and 15 and [4,
Lemma 29]. As for forward confluence, it follows from Lemmas 14 and 15 and [4,
Lemma 27].

The canonical valuation of LIK4 is the valuation V.: At — o(W,) on (W, <.,
R.) such that for all peAt, V.(p)={seW,: pes}.1!

The canonical model of LIK4 is the model (W, <., R, V.).

Lemma 19 (Canonical Truth Lemma) For all A€Fo and for all seW,,
Aes if and only if (W., <., R¢, V.), s=A.

Proof: See [4, Lemma 26].

9By Lemma 16, L ¢gLIK4. As a result, by Lemma 17, there exists a prime theory. There-
fore, W, is a nonempty set.

100bviously, <. is a reflexive and transitive binary relation on We.. As a result, <. is a
preorder on We.

11 Obviously, for all pcAt, V.(p) is <.-closed.

12



8 Maximality

We say that seW,. is mazimal with respect to BEFo if for all teW,, if s<.t then
t=B.

Lemma 20 Let seW, and BeFo. If s is not mazimal with respect to B then
there exists teW, such that s< t, ttB and t is maximal with respect to B.

Proof: Suppose s is not maximal with respect to B. Let S = {teW.: s<.t and
t=B}. Since s is not maximal with respect to B, then S is nonempty. Moreover,
obviously, for all nonempty chains (t,)qcr of elements of S, | J{t,: a€l} is in
S.12 Hence, by Zorn’s Lemma, S possesses a maximal element .13 Obviously,
s<ct, tfB and t is maximal with respect to B. -

Lemma 21 Let seW, and B,C€Fo. If st=B—C and s is maximal with respect
to B—C then sE=B and sk~C.

Proof: Suppose sfB—C and s is maximal with respect to B—C'. For the sake
of the contradiction, suppose either sf=B, or sE=C. Since sf=B—C, then there
exists t€W, such that s<.t, t=B and t}~C. Hence, either s=t, or s<.t. In the
former case, since t=B and t}=C, then s|=B and sf=C'. Since either sfEB, or
sEC, then sE=C: a contradiction. In the latter case, since s is maximal with
respect to B—C, then t=B—C. Since t=B, then t=C": a contradiction. -

9 Tips and clips

From now on in this note and up to Lemma 42, let A€Fo and sy be a prime
theory.

A tip is a 4-tuple of the form (i, s, @, X) where i€N, seW,, a€N and XeN.
The tip (0, so,0,0) is called initial tip of sq.

The rank of the tip (i,s,a, X) is a.

The height of the tip (i,s,a, X) is X.

The degree of the tip (i, s, «, X) (denoted deg(i, s, o, X)) is the number of BEY 4
such that sp=B and s is not maximal with respect to B.

Lemma 22 For all tips (i,s,a,X), deg(i,s,a, X)<Card(X4).

12Remind that for all a€l, s<.t, and tolEB, ie. sCta, taZs and B¢t,. Moreover, for
all b, cel, either t,Ctc, or t.Ctp. As a result, sC | {ta: a€l}, U{ta: a€l}Zs and BZ | J{ta:
a€l}, ie. s<.J{ta: a€l} and J{ta: a€l}}F~B.

13See [12, Chapter 10] and [31, Chapter 1] for details about Zorn’s Lemma.
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For all finite and nonempty sets 7 of tips and for all w€N, let h, (7)=max{X eN:
(i,s,a, X)ET}.

A clip is a relational structure of the form (7, <,>) where T is a finite and
nonempty set of tips and < and > are binary relations on 7.

The clip ({(0, s0,0,0)},0,0) is called initial clip of sg.

We say that the clip (T, <, ) is coherent if for all (i,s, o, X), (j,t,8,Y)eT
o if =7 then s=t, a=f and X=Y,
o if (i,s, a0, X)<(4,t,5,Y) then j#£i, s<.t, f=a and Y=X+1,
o if (i,s,c, X)>(4,¢,8,Y) then j#£i, teR.(s), f=a+1 and Y=X.
Lemma 23 The initial clip of sg is coherent.

Obviously, for all clips (T, <,>), the frame (7, <*,>™) is finite and transitive.

Lemma 24 Let (T,<,>) be a clip. If (T,<,>) is coherent then the function
f: T—W, such that for all (i,s, o, X)ET, f(i,s,, X)=s is a homomorphism
from the frame (T, <*,>T) to the canonical frame of LIK4.

Proof: Suppose (T, <,>) is coherent. Let (i,s,a, X), (4,¢,8,Y)ET

Firstly, suppose (i, s, o, X)<*(j,t, 8,Y). Hence, there exists n€N and there ex-
ists (ko,w0,%0, Z0)s - -« » (Kn, Un, Yn, Zn)ET such that (ko, uo, Y0, Z0)=(1, s, @, X),
(KnyUny Yns Zn)=(4,t,8,Y) and for all a€(n), (ka—1,Ua—1, Ya—1, Za—1)<(kqa, Uq,
Yas Zg). By induction on n€N, the reader may easily verify that s<,t.

Secondly, suppose (i, s, &, X)>T (4, ¢, 3,Y). Thus, there exists n>1 and there ex-
ists (ko,w0,%0, Z0)s - -« s (Kn, Un, VYn, Zn ) ET such that (ko, wo, Y0, Z0)=(1, s, @, X),
(KnyUny Yoy Zn)=(4,t,8,Y) and for all a€(n), (ka—1,Ua—1,Ya—1, Za—1)>(ka, Uq,
Yas Za)- By induction on n>1, the reader may easily verify that sR.t. -

We say that the coherent clip (T, <, >) is regular if for all (i, s, o, X), (4, ¢, 8,Y),
(k7 u’ ,7/’ Z)GT’

o if (i,s,a, X)<(k,u,v,Z) and (j,t,8,Y)<(k, u,7, Z) then i=j,
o iF (i, 5, @ X)b(k, 4,7, Z) and (G, £, B,Y Yok, 4,7, Z) then i=j,

b lf (Z S, a X) (.]’thvY) and (k7u7’77Z)<<(]7ta/8aY) then there exists (l,U,
T)e Tsuch that (I,v,d, 7)< (i, 8,0, X) and (I, v,0, T)>(k,u,v, Z).

Lemma 25 The initial clip of so is reqular.
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Obviously, for all regular clips (7, <,>), the relational structure (7, <) is a
disjoint union of trees.

Moreover, for all regular clips (7, <, ), the frame (7, <*,>T) is upward con-
fluent.

For all a€N, the a-slice of a regular clip (T,<,>) is the Py-labelled tree
(Tos <as Aar) where!?

o To={-1}U{(j,t,8,Y)€T: a=4},
e <, is the least binary relation on 7, such that
— for all (k,u,a, Z)ET,, if for all (j, ¢, a0, Y)ETq, (J, t, o, Y )& (k,u,a, Z)
then —1<,(k,u, o, Z),
— for all (j,t,,Y), (k,u, 0, Z)ETq, if (4,t, @, Y )< (k, u, a, Z) then (3, ¢,
Oé,Y)<<a(k',’U,,Oé, Z)a

o )\,: 7o, — P, is the function such that

— Aa(=1)=—1,
— for all (j,t,0,Y)ETq, Ma(j,t, 0, Y)=tNE 4.

The finitely indexed family of Pa-labelled trees associated to a reqular clip (T, <,
>) and €N is the finitely indexed family (75, <, A\g)ge(a)-

10 Defects

Let (T,<,>) be a regular clip.

It might be the case that for some (i,s,a, X)€T and for some B—CEX 4,
sf=B—C and s is not maximal with respect to B—C whereas there is no witness
in T of this fact, i.e. there is no (j,¢,8,Y)eT such that (i,s,a, X)<(4,¢,8,Y),
t=B and tf=C. Such situation will correspond to a defect of maximality.

Moreover, it might also be the case that for some (i, s,, X)€T and for some
OBeX 4, sEOB whereas there is no witness in 7 of this fact, i.e. there is
no (4,t,8,Y)ET such that (i,s,a, X)>(4,¢,6,Y) and tf=B. Such situation will
correspond to a defect of [J-accessibility.

In other respect, it might also be the case that for some (i,s,a, X)eT and
for some O BEX 4, s|=0 B whereas there is no witness in 7 of this fact, i.e. there
is no (j,t,8,Y)€T such that (i,s,a, X)>(j,t,3,Y) and t=B. Such situation
will correspond to a defect of {-accessibility.

14The reader may easily verify that (7o, <) is a tree and A\ is < 4-monotone.
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Finally, it might as well be the case that either the frame (7, <*,>T) is not
downward confluent, or the frame (7, <*,>") is not forward confluent. Such
situation will correspond to defects of downward confluence and defects of for-
ward confluence.

A defect of mazimality of a regular clip (T,<,>) is a triple ((i,s,a, X), B,C)
where (i, s,a, X)€T and B, C€Fo are such that'®
e B—(CeXy,
e s=B—C and s is not maximal with respect to B—C,
o for all (j,t,8,Y)eT, if (i, 5,0, X)<(j, 1, 3,Y) then t=B—C.
The rank of the defect ((i,s,a,X), B,C) of mazimality is c.
The height of the defect ((i,s,a,X), B,C) of mazimality is X.
A defect of O-accessibility of a reqular clip (T, <,>) is a couple ((¢, s, , X), B)
where (i, s,a, X)€T and BeFo are such that!®
e [1BEY 4,
e sp=0OB,
e for all (j,¢,8,Y)eT, if (4,5, , X)>(j, ¢, 8,Y) then t=B.
The rank of the defect ((i,s,a, X), B) of O-accessibility is a.
The height of the defect ((i,s,a, X), B) of O-accessibility is X.
A defect of O-accessibility of a regular clip (T,<,>) is a couple ((¢, s, o, X), B)
where (i, s,a, X)€T and BFo are such that!”
o OBeX,,
o S0,
e for all (j,t,8,Y)eT, if (i,s,, X)>(j, ¢, 8,Y) then t~=B.
The rank of the defect ((i,s,a, X), B) of O-accessibility is «.

The height of the defect ((i,s,a,X), B) of -accessibility is X.

A defect of downward confluence of a reqular clip (T, <, >) is a triple ((i, s, @, X),
(j’ t7/87Y)7 (k’ u’ 77 Z)) Where (Z’ 87 a’ X)7 (j’ t7 /87 Y)7 (k’ u7 ’Y7 Z)GT are SuCh that

15Here, when we write “sfEB—C” and “tj=B—C”, we mean “(W¢, <¢, Re, Ve), sfcB—C”
and “(We, <¢, Re, Vo), tEB—C”.

6Here, when we write “sfE0B” and “t=B”, we mean “(W., <., R¢, V), sEOB” and
“(We, <e, Re, Ve), tE=B”.

17Here, when we write “sE=0B” and “tf=B”, we mean “(We,<c, Re, V), sE=O0B” and
“(We, <, Re, Ve), tE=B”.
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o (i,s,0, X)<(j4,t,8,Y),
d (jvta /85 Y)D(k’u377 Z)?

e for all (I,v,d,T)eT, either (i,s,a, X)g(l,v,0,T), or (I,v,0, T)&(k,u,~,
Z).

The rank of the defect ((i,s, o, X), (J,t,5,Y), (k,u,v,Z)) of downward conflu-

ence is a.

The height of the defect ((i,s,a,X),(j,t,8,Y), (k,u,v,Z)) of downward con-
fluence is X.

Lemma 26 Let (T,<,>) be a regular clip. If ((i,s,a,X),(5,t,8,Y), (k,u,~,
Z)) is a defect of downward confluence of (T, <,>) then for all (I,v,6,T)eT,
(10,6, T)&(k, u,, Z).

Proof: Suppose ((¢,s,a, X), (4,t,8,Y), (k,u,7, Z)) is a defect of downward con-
fluence of (T,<«,>). For the sake of the contradiction, suppose there exists
(l,v,0, T)eT such that (I,v,, T)<(k,u,v,Z). Since ((i,s,a, X), (4, ¢, 8,Y), (k,
u,7, Z)) is a defect of downward confluence of (7, <, ), then (i, s, o, X)<(J, ¢,
B8,Y)and (4,¢,8,Y)>(k,u,v, Z). Since (T, <, >) is regular and (I, v, §, T) < (k, u,
v, Z), then there exists (m,w, e, U)ET such that (m,w,e U)<(j,t,58,Y) and
(m,w, e, U)>(1l,v,6,T). Since (T,<,>) is regular and (i, s, a, X)<(j,t,8,Y),
then m=i. Hence, w=s, e=a and U=X. Since (m,w,e, U)>(l,v,0,T) and
m=i, then (i,s,a, X)>(l,v,d,T). Since ((i,s,a,X), (4, t,8,Y), (k,u,v,Z)) is a
defect of downward confluence of (7, <, ), then either (i,s, a, X) g(l,v,6,T),
or (I,v,6,T)&(k,u,v,Z). Since (i, s,a, X)>(1,v,6,T), then (I,v,d, T)&(k, u,,
Z): a contradiction.

A defect of forward confluence of a regular clip (T, <,>) is a triple ((4, s, a, X),
(4,1, 8,Y), (k,u,v, Z)) where (i,s,a, X), (4,8, 8,Y), (k,u,v, Z)ET are such that

i (jvtaﬂvy)<<(i;3704,X),
b (J? taﬂay)b(k,u,'}/,Z),

e for all (I,v,6,T)eT, either (i,s,a, X)p(,v,6,T), or (k,u,v,Z)&(l,v,4,
T).

The rank of the defect ((i,s,a,X), (4,t,8,Y), (k,u,v,Z)) of forward confluence
is a.

The height of the defect ((i,s,a, X), (4,t,5,Y), (k,u,v,2Z)) of forward conflu-
ence is X.

For all €N, we say that a regular clip (7, <,>) is

e a-clean for mazimality if for all SEN, if f<« then (T, <,>) contains no
defect of maximality of rank S,
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e a-clean for accessibility if for all €N, if S<a then (7, <, >) contains no
defect of accessibility of rank [,

e a-clean for downward confluence if for all SeN, if f<a then (T,<,p)
contains no defect of downward confluence of rank 3,

e «a-clean for forward confluence if for all BEN, if S<« then (T, <,>) con-
tains no defect of forward confluence of rank .

We say that a regular clip is clean if it contains no defect.

Lemma 27 The initial clip of sg is 0-clean for maximality, 0-clean for acces-
sibility, 0-clean for downward confluence and 0-clean for forward confluence.

Defects are not welcome. Luckily, they are repairable. In Sections 11, 12 and 13,
we are showing how defects can be repaired.

11 Repair of maximality defects

In this section, we are showing how maximality defects can be repaired.

The repair of a defect ((i, s, «, X), B, C) of mazimality of a regular clip (T, <<,>)
consists in sequentially executing the following actions:

e add a tip (4,¢,3,Y) to T such that j is new, s<.t, t -B—C, t is maximal
with respect to B—C, f=a and Y=X+1,'8

e add the couple ((4,s,a, X), (4,t,8,Y)) to <.

Obviously, the resulting clip is coherent.

Moreover, since the resulting clip is obtained by adding the tip (j,¢,8,Y) to
T and the couple ((i, s, a, X), (7,¢,8,Y)) to <, then the resulting clip is regular.

In other respect, notice that this repair is the repair of a defect of rank «
and height X that only introduces in 7 a tip of rank a and height X +1.

As well, notice that deg(j,t, 8,Y)<deg(i, s, o, X).

Given €N and a regular clip (7, <,>), the mazimality procedure is defined
as follows:

Lox:=(T,<»),
2. X =0,

18The existence of t€W, such that s<ct, t=B—C' and t is maximal with respect to B—C'
is an immediate consequence of Lemma 20 and the fact that ((i, s, a, X), B,C) is a defect of
maximality.
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3. while x contains defects of maximality of rank a do

(a) repair in z all defects of maximality of rank « and height X,
(b) X := X+1.

Given €N and a regular clip (7, <,>), the role of the maximality procedure
is to iteratively repair all defects of maximality of (7, <,>) of rank .

Lemma 28 Given €N and a regular clip (T,<,>), at any moment of the
execution of the mazimality procedure, for all tips (j,t,08,Y) occurring in x,
Y<max{ZeN: (k,u,vy,Z)ET }+Card(X4).

Proof: It suffices to notice that for all X€N, the repair of a defect of max-
imality of rank a and height X only introduces a tip of rank « and height
X+1. Moreover, as noticed above, the degree of the introduced tip is strictly
smaller than the degree of the tip that has caused this introduction. Hence, by
Lemma 22, at any moment of the execution of the maximality procedure, for
all tips (4,t, 8,Y) occurring in z, Y <max{ZeN: (k,u,v, Z)€T }+Card(X4).

Lemma 29 Given a€N and a regular clip (T, <,>), the mazimality procedure
terminates.

Proof: By Lemma 28. -

Lemma 30 Let aeN and (T, <, >) be a regular clip. If (T, <, >) is a-clean for
mazimality, a-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward confluence and «-
clean for forward confluence then the regular clip obtained from (T,<,>) after
the execution of the mazimality procedure is (a+1)-clean for mazimality, o-
clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward confluence and a-clean for forward
confluence.

Proof: Suppose (T,<,>) is a-clean for maximality, a-clean for accessibility,
a-clean for downward confluenceand a-clean for forward confluence. Notice
that by Lemma 29, the maximality procedure terminates. Since the execution
of the maximality procedure only introduces tips of rank «, then the regular
clip obtained from (7, <) after the execution of the maximality procedure
is (a+1)-clean for maximality, a-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward
confluence and a-clean for forward confluence. -

12 Repair of accessibility defects

In this section, we are showing how defects of [(J-accessibility and defects of ¢-
accessibility can be repaired.
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The repair of a defect ((i, s, ., X ), B) of O-accessibility of a reqular clip (T, <, 1)
consists in sequentially executing the following actions:

e add a tip (4,t,8,Y) to T such that j is new, teR.(s), tiB, f=a+1 and
y=X,19

e add the couple ((4,s,, X), (4,t,5,Y)) to >.

Obviously, the resulting clip is coherent.

Moreover, since the resulting clip is obtained by adding the tip (j,¢,5,Y) to
T and the couple ((i,s,a, X), (j,t,38,Y)) to >, then the resulting clip is regular.

In other respect, notice that this repair is the repair of a defect of rank «
and height X that only introduces in 7 a tip of rank a+1 and height X.

The repair of a defect ((i, s, o, X), B) of O-accessibility of a regular clip (T, <, 1>)
consists in sequentially executing the following actions:

e add a tip (4,t,8,Y) to T such that j is new, t€R.(s), tE=B, f=a+1 and
Y:X,QO

e add the couple ((i,s,a, X), (4,t,8,Y)) to >.

Obviously, the resulting clip is coherent.

Moreover, since the resulting clip is obtained by adding the tip (j,¢,8,Y) to
T and the couple ((4, s, o, X), (4,t,8,Y)) to >, then the resulting clip is regular.

In other respect, notice that this repair is the repair of a defect of rank «
and height X that only introduces in 7 a tip of rank a+1 and height X.

Given a€N and a regular clip (T, <, ), the accessibility procedure is defined as
follows:

1.z = (T,<,p),
2. X :=0,
3. while x contains defects of accessibility of rank « do

(a) repair in z all defects of accessibility of rank « and height X,
(b) X := X+1.

9The existence of t€W, such that t€R.(s) and tf~B is an immediate consequence of the
fact that ((¢,s,«, X), B) is a defect of O-accessibility.

20The existence of t€W,. such that t€R.(s) and t=B is an immediate consequence of the
fact that ((¢,s,a, X), B) is a defect of {-accessibility.
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Given a€N and a regular clip (7, <,>), the role of the accessibility procedure
is to iteratively repair all defects of accessibility of (T, <, >) of rank a.

Lemma 31 Given a€N and a regular clip (T,<,>), at any moment of the
execution of the accessibility procedure, for all tips (j,t,5,Y) occurring in x,
Y<max{ZeN: (k,u,vy,Z)eT}.

Proof: It suffices to notice that for all X€N, the repair of a defect of accessi-
bility of rank « and height X only introduces a tip of rank a+1 and height X. -

Lemma 32 Given a€N and a regular clip (T, <,>), the accessibility procedure
terminates.

Proof: By Lemma 31. -

Lemma 33 Let a€eN and (T,<,>) be a regular clip. If (T,<,
>) is (a+1)-clean for mazimality, a-clean for accessibility, a-clean for down-
ward confluence and a-clean for forward confluence then the regular clip obtained
from (T,<,>) after the execution of the accessibility procedure is (a+1)-clean
for mazimality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward confluence
and a-clean for forward confluence.

Proof: Suppose (T, <,>) is (a+1)-clean for maximality, a-clean for accessibil-
ity, a-clean for downward confluence and a-clean for forward confluence. Notice
that by Lemma 32, the accessibility procedure terminates. Since the execution
of the accessibility procedure only introduces tips of rank a+1, then the regular
clip obtained from (7, <, >) after the execution of the accessibility procedure is
(a+1)-clean for maximality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward
confluence and a-clean for forward confluence. -

13 Repair of confluence defects

In this section, we are showing how defects of downward confluence and defects
of forward confluence can be repaired.

The repair of a defect ((i,s,a,X),(4,t,6,Y),(k,u,v,Z)) of downward conflu-
ence of a regular clip (T,<,>) consists in sequentially executing the following
actions:

e add a tip (I,v,6,T) to T such that [ is new, v€R.(s), v<.u, d=a+1, ==,
T=X and Z=T+1,%!

21The existence of vEW, such that vER.(s) and v<.u is an immediate consequence of the
fact that ((¢,s,a,X), (4,t,8,Y), (k,u,~,Z)) is a defect of downward confluence.
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e add the couple ((4,s,a, X), ([,v,6,T)) to >,
e add the couple ((1,v,6,7T), (k,u,~, Z)) to <.

Obviously, the resulting clip is coherent.

Moreover, since the resulting clip is obtained by adding the tip (I,v,d,T) to T,
the couple ((i, s, a, X), (I,v,8,T)) to > and the couple ((I,v,5,T), (k,u,7,Z)) to
&, then by Lemma 26, the resulting clip is regular.

In other respect, notice that this repair is the repair of a defect of rank «
and height X that only introduces in 7 a tip of rank a+1 and height X.

Given €N and a regular clip (7, <, >), the procedure of downward confluence
is defined as follows:

Loa:=(T,<»),
2. X :=h.(7),
3. while z contains defects of downward confluence of rank o do

(a) repair in x all defects of downward confluence of rank « and height
X,
(b) X :=X-1

Given a€N and a regular clip (7, <,>), the role of the procedure of downward
confluence is to iteratively repair all defects of downward confluence of (7, <, )
of rank a.

Lemma 34 Given a€N and a regular clip (T, <,>), at any moment of the exe-
cution of the procedure of downward confluence, for all tips (4,t,8,Y) occurring
inz, Y<max{ZeN: (k,u,v,Z)eT}.

Proof: It suffices to notice that for all X €N, the repair of a defect of downward
confluence of rank o and height X only introduces a tip of rank a+1 and height
X. -

Lemma 35 Given o€N and a regular clip (T, <,>), the procedure of downward
confluence terminates.

Proof: By Lemma 34. -

Lemma 36 Let a€N and (T, <, >) be a regular clip. If (T, <, ) is (a+1)-clean
for mazimality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward confluence
and a-clean for forward confluence then the regular clip obtained from (T, <,>)
after the execution of the procedure of downward confluence is (a+1)-clean for
mazximality, (a—+1)-clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for downward confluence
and a-clean for forward confluence.

22



Proof: Suppose (7T,<,>) is (a+1)-clean for maximality, («w+1)-clean for ac-
cessibility, a-clean for downward confluence and a-clean for forward confluence.
Notice that by Lemma 35, the procedure of downward confluence terminates.
Since the execution of the procedure of downward confluence only introduces
tips of rank a+1, then the regular clip obtained from (7, <,>) after the exe-
cution of the procedure of downward confluence is (a+1)-clean for maximality,
(a+1)-clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for downward confluence and a-clean
for forward confluence.

The repair of a defect ((i,s,a, X), (4,t,8,Y), (k,u,v,Z)) of forward confluence
of a regular clip (T,<,>) consists in sequentially executing the following ac-
tions:

e add atip (I,v,d,T) to T such that [ is new, v€R.(s), u< v, d=a+1, §=,
T=X and T=Z+1,%?

e add the couple ((4,s, o, X), ([,v,6,T)) to >,
e add the couple ((k,u,7, 2),(l,v,6,T)) to <.
Obviously, the resulting clip is coherent.
Moreover, since the resulting clip is obtained by adding the tip (I,v,0,T) to T,

the couple ((i, s, a, X), (I,v,6,T)) to > and the couple ((k,u,~, Z), (l,v,6,T)) to
&, then the resulting clip is regular.

In other respect, notice that this repair is the repair of a defect of rank «
and height X that only introduces in T a tip of rank a+1 and height X.

Given €N and a regular clip (7, <,>), the procedure of forward confluence
is defined as follows:
Loa:=(T,< ),
2. X =0,
3. while z contains defects of forward confluence of rank « do
(a) repair in x all defects of forward confluence of rank « and height X
(b) X = X+1.

Given a€N and a regular clip (7, <,>), the role of the procedure of forward
confluence is to iteratively repair all defects of forward confluence of (7, <, )
of rank a.

Lemma 37 Given €N and a regular clip (T,<,>), at any moment of the
execution of the procedure of forward confluence, for all tips (j,t,8,Y) occurring
in z, Y<max{ZeN: (k,u,v,Z)eT}.

22The existence of vEW, such that vER(s) and u<.v is an immediate consequence of the
fact that ((¢,s,a, X), (4,t,8,Y), (k,u,v, Z)) is a defect of forward confluence.
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Proof: It suffices to notice that for all XN, the repair of a defect of forward
confluence of rank o and height X only introduces a tip of rank a+1 and height
X. H

Lemma 38 Given «€N and a regular clip (T, <,>), the procedure of forward
confluence terminates.

Proof: By Lemma 37. -

Lemma 39 Let a€N and (T,<,>) be a regular clip. If (T,<,>) is (a+1)-
clean for mazimality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for downward
confluence and a-clean for forward confluence then the regular clip obtained from
(T, <&,>) after the execution of the procedure of forward confluence is (a+1)-
clean for maximality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for downward
confluence and (a+1)-clean for forward confluence.

Proof: Suppose (T, <,>) is (a+1)-clean for maximality, (a+1)-clean for acces-
sibility, (a+1)-clean for downward confluence and a-clean for forward conflu-
ence. Notice that by Lemma 38, the procedure of forward confluence terminates.
Since the execution of the procedure of forward confluence only introduces tips
of rank a+1, then the regular clip obtained from (7, <,>) after the execution
of the procedure of forward confluence is (a+1)-clean for maximality, (a+1)-
clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for downward confluence and (a+1)-clean
for forward confluence. -

14 A decision procedure

The saturation procedure is the following sequence of steps:

(1) T = ({(0a507070)}7®’®)5

(3) repair in z all defects of maximality of rank « by applying the maximality
procedure,

(4) if the finitely indexed family of P4-labelled trees associated to  and « is
dreary then goto (10) else goto (5),

(5) repair in x all defects of accessibility of rank « by applying the accessibility
procedure,

(6) repair in z all defects of downward confluence of rank a by applying the
procedure of downward confluence,
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(7) repair in z all defects of forward confluence of rank « by applying the
procedure of forward confluence,

(8) a:=a+1,

(9) goto (3),
(10) halt.

The role of the saturation procedure is to iteratively repair all defects of ({(0, so,
0,0)},0,0). A few remarks must be made about its steps.

About step (1), by Lemma 27, the regular clip = is O-clean for maximality,
0-clean for accessibility, 0-clean for downward confluence and 0-clean for for-
ward confluence.

Therefore, about step (2), the regular clip x is a-clean for maximality, a-clean
for accessibility, a-clean for downward confluence and a-clean for forward con-
fluence.

As a result, by Lemma 29, the procedure used in step (3) terminates. Moreover,
since after step (2), the regular clip = given as an input to the maximality pro-
cedure is a-clean for maximality, a-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward
confluence and a-clean for forward confluence, then by Lemma 30, the regular
clip z given as an output to the procedure used in step (3) is (a+1)-clean for
maximality, a-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward confluence and a-
clean for forward confluence.

Concerning step (4), obviously, for all SN, if a<f then the S-slice of z is
empty.

By Lemma 32, the procedure used in step (5) terminates. Moreover, since after
step (3), the regular clip x given as an input to the procedure used in step (5)
is (a+1)-clean for maximality, a-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward
confluence and a-clean for forward confluence, then by Lemma 33, the regular
clip = given as an output to the procedure used in step (5) is (a+1)-clean for
maximality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward confluence and
a-clean for forward confluence.

By Lemma 35, the procedure used in step (6) terminates. Moreover, since after
step (5), the regular clip « given as an input to the procedure used in step (6) is
(a+1)-clean for maximality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, a-clean for downward
confluence and a-clean for forward confluence, then by Lemma 36, the regular
clip z given as an output to the procedure used in step (6) is (a+1)-clean for
maximality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for downward confluence
and a-clean for forward confluence.
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By Lemma 38, the procedure used in step (7) terminates. Moreover, since after
step (6), the regular clip = given as an input to the procedure used in step (7)
is (a+1)-clean for maximality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for
downward confluence and a-clean for forward confluence, then by Lemma 39,
the regular clip  given as an output to the procedure used in step (7) is (a+1)-
clean for maximality, (a+1)-clean for accessibility, (a+1)-clean for downward
confluence and (a+1)-clean for forward confluence.

With respect to steps (8) and (9), there is nothing to say.

And in the end, when the saturation procedure arrives at step (10), the finitely
indexed family of P4-labelled trees associated to x and « is dreary.

Lemma 40 The saturation procedure terminates.

Proof: By Lemma 10. -

Let (T, <,>) and ay be the values of x and a when the saturation procedure
terminates.

Therefore, for all B€N, if ay<3 then the S-slice of (T, <, ) is empty.?

Moreover, (T,<,>) is (ay+1)-clean for maximality, as-clean for accessibility,
ag-clean for downward confluence and as-clean for forward confluence.?*

In other respect, the finitely indexed family (73, <, Ag)ge(a,) of Pa-labelled
trees associated to (7T, <,>) and oy is dreary.?> As aresult, there exists 87€(ay)
such that By<ay and (73;, <a;, Mg, )~(Ta;, Kass Aay). Therefore, there exists
a function f: 75, — T3, such that

o for all (i,s,a7,X),(j,t,ap,Y)ETa,, if (i,s, a5, X)<a,(j,t,af,Y) then
f(i7S7O‘faX)<<2ff(j7taaf7Y)7

o for all (k,u,ap, Z)€Ta;, Aa;(k,u,ap, Z)=Xg, (f(k,u,ap, Z)).

15 Finite frame property

Let D':{((i,s,af,X),(l,v,ﬂerl,T)): (ivsaaf;X)G’]:lfa (l7v7ﬂf+13T)€723f+1
and f(i,s,op, X)>(l,v,854+1,T)}. Let (W', <',R") be the frame such that

° W/:T,26

° g/:<<*’27

23See the above remark about step (4).

24See the above remarks about steps (3), (5), (6) and (7).
25See the above remark about step (10).

26 Obviously, W’ is nonempty.

27Obviously, <’ is a preorder on W’'.
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o R'=(U")".

Lemma 41 The frame (W', <'|R') is finite, transitive, downward confluent
and forward confluent.

Proof: About downward confluence, it suffices to demonstrate that for all yeN;,
if y<ay then < obCroky 1 and <q, 01>/9>’O<<Ef+1. The former inclusions
are consequences of the effect of step (6) in the saturation procedure. As for the
latter inclusion, suppose (i, s, o, X), (4,t, op, Y)€Tq, and (1, v, Bp+1,T)ET 5,41
are such that (i,s,ap, X)<a,(j,t, a5, Y) and (j,t,ap, Y)'(I,0, B+1,T).
Hence, f(i, s,af,X)<<gff(j,t, ar,Y) and f(j,t,af, Y)>(l,v, 854+1,T). Thus,
as a consequence of the effect of step (6) in the saturation procedure, there exists
(m,w, By+1,U)€Tg,41 such that f(i,s,ap, X)>(m,w, By+1,U) and (m,w, B+
1, U)<<?3f+1(l,v,ﬂf+1,T). Consequently, (i, s, op, X)>'(m, w, Bp+1,U) and (m,
w, Br+1,U)<p (Lo, Br+1,T).

As for forward confluence, it suffices to demonstrate that for all yeN, if y<ay
then >, o>Cpo>. 11 and >, fOD’ §>’0>>,§ 1 The former inclusions are conse-
quences of the effect of step (7) in the saturation procedure. As for the latter
inclusion, suppose (i,s,ay, X), (j,t,ar,Y)€T, and (I,v,Bs+1,T)€Ts, 1 are
such that (i,s,ap, X)>o,(j,t, o, Y) and (j,t, o, Y ) (1,0, By +1,T). Hence,
f(i7s,af,X)>>Z,ff(j, t,ap,Y) and f(j,t, a5, Y)>(l,v,6¢41,T). Thus, as a con-
sequence of the effect of step (7) in the saturation procedure, there exists
(m,w, By+1,U)€T5,41 such that f(i,s,ap, X)>(m,w, B;+1,U) and (m,w, B+
1,U)>>;}f+1(l,v,ﬁf+1,T). Consequently, (i, s, op, X)>'(m, w, Bg+1,U) and (m,
w,ﬁf—l—l,U)>>Z;f+1(l,v,ﬁf+1,T). -

The frame (W', <, R') is called saturated frame of sq.

The saturated valuation of sq is the valuation V': At — p(W') on (W', <’  R')
such that for all peAt, V'(p)={(l,v,5, T)eT: veV.(p)}.?8

The saturated model of sg is the model (W', <’ R/, V).

Lemma 42 (Saturated Truth Lemma) Let BeFo. For all (I,v,6,T)eW’,
if BEX A then (I,v,6,T)E=B if and only if vi=B.?°

Proof: By induction on B€Fo. Let (I,v,d, T)eW’. Suppose BEX 4.
Case B=p:

l,v,0,T)Ep. Hence, (I,v,8,T)eV’(p). Thus, ve

28 Obviously, for all p€At, V'(p) is <’-closed.
29Here, when we write “(I,v,6, T)=B” and “v=B”, we mean “(W’', </, R', V'), (1,v,6, T
B’ and “(We,<c, Re, Vo), v=B".

From left to right, suppose
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Ve(p). Consequently, v=p.

From right to left, suppose v=p. Hence, v€V,(p). Thus, (I,v,,T)eV’(p).
Consequently, (I,v,0,T)Ep.

Case B=C—D:

From left to right, suppose (I,v,d,T)=C—D. For the sake of the contradic-
tion, suppose vEC—D. For a while, suppose v is maximal with respect to
C—D. Since vfC— D, then by Lemma 21, v=C and v[£D. Hence, by induc-
tion hypothesis, (I,v,0,T)=C and (I,v,d,T)ED. Since (I,v,d,T)=C—D, then
(I,v,6,T)ED: a contradiction. Thus, v is not maximal with respect to C—D.
Since (T, <, ) is (ay+1)-clean for maximality, there exists (m, w,e,U)€T such
that wEC'— D, w is maximal with respect to C—D and (I, v, 9§, T)<(m,w, €, U).
Consequently, by Lemma 21, wE=C and wl=D. Hence, by induction hypothesis,
(m,w, e, U)E=C and (m,w,e, U)ED. Since (I,v,0,T)=C—D and (I,v,6,T)<K
(m,w,e,U), then (m,w, e, U)=D: a contradiction.

From right to left, suppose v|=C'—D. For the sake of the contradiction, suppose
(l,v,0, T)FEC—D. Thus, there exists (m,w, e, U)ET such that (I,v,d, T)<*(m,
w,e,U), (myw,e,U)E=C and (m,w,e,U)ED. Consequently, by Lemma 24,
v<.w. Moreover, by induction hypothesis, w=C and wlD. Since vE=C—D,
then wE=D: a contradiction.

Case B=0C":

From left to right, suppose (I,v,0,T)FOC. For the sake of the contradic-
tion, suppose vEOC. We consider the following cases: d<ay; d=ay. When
d<ay, since vEOC and (T, <, >) is ay-clean for accessibility, then there exists
(m,w, e, U)ET such that (I,v,d,T)>(m,w,e,U) and whC. Hence, (I,v,, T)R’
(m,w,e,U). Since (I,v,0,T)EOC, then (m,w,e,U)EC. Thus, by induction
hypothesis, w=C": a contradiction. When é=ay, let (m,w, By, U)€Ts, be such
that f(l,v,0,T)=(m,w,B¢,U). Consequently, vNX1=wNX4. Since vEOC,
then wOC. Since (7,<,>) is ag-clean for accessibility, then there exists
(n,z, By+1,V)ET such that (m,w, B, U)>(n,z, By+1,V) and x~=C. Since f(I,
v,6,T)=(m,w, Bf,U), then (,v,d,T)R (n,z, By+1,V). Since ({,v,4,T)=0OC,
then (n,z,85+1,V)EC. Hence, by induction hypothesis, z=C: a contradic-
tion.

From right to left, suppose v|=00C. For the sake of the contradiction, suppose
(I,v,0, T)FEOC. Thus, there exists (m,w,e, U)ET such that (I,v,d, T)R'(m,w,
e,U) and (m,w,e,U)FEC. Consequently, there exists n>1 and there exists
(k07 o5 Y0, Z0)7 R (kna Uns Y Zn)eT such that (kO» U050, ZO):(lv U, 6a T)v (kna
Uny Yns Zn)=(m,w, e,U) and for all a€(n), either (kq—1,%a—1,Ya—1, Za—1)>(ka,
UasYar Za), OF (Ka—1, Ua—1, Va1, Za—1)> (Kas Uas Ya, La). Moreover, by induction
hypothesis, wC'. By induction on n>1, the reader may easily verify that w=C"
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a contradiction.
Case B=0C"

From left to right, suppose (I,v,d,T)EOC. For the sake of the contradiction,
suppose vEQC. Since (I,v,9,T)EQC, then there exists (m,w, e, U)ET such
that (I,v,0, T)R'(m,w,e,U) and (m,w,e,U)E=C. Hence, there exists n>1 and
there exists (ko, %o, Y0, Z20); - - - » (kn, Un, Vn, Zn)ET such that (ko, uo, Y0, Zo)=(,
0,0, ), (kn,Un,Yn, Zn)=(m,w,¢,U) and for all a€(n), either (kq—1,%a—1,Va—1,
Za—l)D(ka; Uas Yas Za)> or (ka—h Ua—15Ya—15 Za—l)bl(kaa Uas Yay Za)' Moreover,
by induction hypothesis, w=C. By induction on n>1, the reader may easily
verify that wpC: a contradiction.

From right to left, suppose v|=0C. For the sake of the contradiction, sup-
pose ({,v,0,T)EOC. We consider the following cases: d<ay; d=ay. When
d<ay, since v=OC and (T, <, ) is ap-clean for accessibility, then there exists
(m,w, e, U)ET such that (I,v,d, T)>(m,w,e,U) and wEC. Thus, (I,v,§, T)R’
(m,w,e,U). Since (I,v,0, T)EOC, then (m,w,e, U)EC. Consequently, by in-
duction hypothesis, w=C: a contradiction. When d=ay, let (m,w, By, U)eTp,
be such that f(l,v,d,T)=(m,w,Bs,U). Hence, vNEg=wNX4. Since v=0C,
then wE=QC. Since (T, <,p) is aj-clean for accessibility, then there exists
(n,z, By+1,V)€T such that (m,w, B, U)>(n,z, B+1,V) and x=C. Since f(I,
v,0,T)=(m,w, B¢, U), then (,v,6, T)R (n,z, Bs+1,V). Since (I,v,0,T)FEOC,
then (n,z, B7+1, V)=C. Thus, by induction hypothesis, z~=C'" a contradiction.
_{

All in all, the desired result is within reach.

Proposition 1 (Completeness and Finite Frame Property) For all Ac
Fo, the following conditions are equivalent:

1. AcLIK4,

2. for all transitive, downward confluent and forward confluent frames (W, <,
R), (W, <, R)EA,
8. for all finite, transitive, downward confluent and forward confluent frames
Proof: Let A€Fo.

(1)=(2) By Lemma 16.

(8)=(1) Suppose for all finite, transitive, downward confluent and forward
confluent frames (W, <, R), (W,<,R)EA. For the sake of the contradiction,
suppose AZLIK4. Hence, by Lemma 17, there exists a prime theory sy such
that A¢sg. Thus, by Lemma 19, sol=A. Let (W', <) R’) be the saturated frame
of sg. Since for all finite, transitive, downward confluent and forward conflu-
ent frames (W, < R), (W, <, R)EA, then by Lemma 41, (W', <’ R')E=A. Let
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V': At — p(W’) be the saturated valuation of sg. Since (W', <, R')EA,
then (W', </ R/, V')=A. Consequently, (0, sq,0,0)=A. Hence, by Lemma 42,
soE=A: a contradiction. -

Proposition 2 The membership problem in LIK4 is decidable.

Proof: By [6, Theorem 6.13] and Proposition 1. -
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