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Boidh 2MEOEMEOREMERD TS, D
EDLHNU—-XMBRREE 1. [REBIZODVTHE
A ibhTHahEah b0, HRHBO
BRICKTZ VY ~Xothich 2\BRIBELELOH
SV ] $BBA, THIIEFRIFEEOTHEL DS
IS, WE S CEEMOREYE L HRMHFDRHE
BEEKRBZRES NS, 4E0KEDF—=T
bLEERRH HI2IEL IR (nonclassical
logic) & X 3:DT, UTZOEWEA2BATE—Iic
LTd, RRRTEEHEE VI BKTRRBINS T EM
£, Licts->-T—BNICRRBOWEZORE DN
RICEEE STV HDTHB.

FEHHREB LI, SYHECRFTRALONLIREEY
BT (classical logic) & WS Dic L, £hlAAD
REICHTARETH L. EEHRBAR

1) HHRBEOMIBZOLD~DOHH

2) BEAOLOSNRTWAHRICLDEVKETOR
BorA{t
BED, TOMROHBEIKIE>THS. DELTR
ERERR[E, 2) & LTREHERECHY S DREL
PELTHT L ENTES. Lidt-> THIHOHR
3, FLLTHEDENHR[FBICOVT, £0OER{L
DRYUHEZRIT LEORBHIRE LTS Z Lot
ThH-7tc. LdL, #2rF 47 RiICHT 22080
HR-— & K KRBHIFH L Kripke D FE—DiE
R, Mx0RBICHTIHRLOBED 2 5 RiCD
WTORRORBER L. ZOESRHEICENT
12, REPEDEFNVO B OEUK—7I- LI RE
THEME & AR L ATRER 12 & — DBk Dl ic
7y, Br0RBIVDII—DOMENHEE LTH
bBNBEEIKCNE>TETNS.

t Nonclassical Logics—An Overview by Hiroakira ONO (Faculty
of Integrated Arts and Sciences, Hiroshima University).
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Zhicl, BAD T v/ 5 L2EBPALAEDH
ROGFTCHRBORER IOV TORBMET D, L
DOODOIEERRBIIMI AT LTOREELT
T2, KBREMNLEERELBBIRELLTHE
HEANAEDHIKE>»TETWA.

ZOEKT, BMERBEEOMRIBE-DOOKEL
ERAERZTVBEENLS. ELTZOLI N
REBRH¥OMEICH L TLEIAULEE LT
1. (AT 4AN

TR FERRBOEANEELHPFE,
SICREDOHROF ML E D2V TRRE. HERH
$rof#ic oV TIRtoERIKBRB LKL, T
ITCRG-ESHERBYOVENSATERELRD
NAZEWICOWVWTRRE. 2. »5 4. FTCRREML
EHHRBBOMMCH T 3. 5. TRIEGHHBO+
2T 4 2 ARMTIEEE RN 3. 6. TR, /A
DEFO—DTHIMERAERELOBAK, LU
ZOHENEIRT DI OOTORMETS. LXKIT
SR, AV VFABEOIVELAZOHT
ORROYBHPXREDS LCHFALEDhSb0%
Ul B TH .

2. ARIANE

Russell ®/¢35 F 27 A& [C8#E R LIc4HHCHIEE
Db 3 MB¥Dfs! i, Brouwer [JE#EE
BOVBE LI RROMEOELF U L.
i, B¥ONBBRAMOBELRRT 26DTHY,
Ltchio THEDOMR M & OHR O TR SE
BDAEROTITORINEE OB EFERL. C
L, BEEB—RIO TV 3 RIMI AR ICR
POMNUTEEDTH-1:.

EEEROEZ FERBPT D OX¥OMEE L
bdFTHEKS.

(1) #MEROGTT, ZDOVI RVEEKENLDZD
OYEET .
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2FD(2)iR(1) e 5—20URATH 5.

(2) VZREENTHE. VZOV2IEREalE
{. bLaHEBRMEOE, vZBROIMENLS.
a RENIE O, aDV2Z RBVZ O2E, T5b
522200, asROIHBENS.
(2)RBEHROBFTCRELVWEBELEALENS. Lk
L, (2)D8HSRD ZBEBMNIEATH S0,
THhbb V2 DM a LDH, ICONTEI bR
RESKE. AEIBOVETR, EEIK(1)%24
TREMEROWVETEREESL L0 HED (1)
FAE L iRAIEELL. (2)38C

(3) FTRTOEEMOV? BLEEKTH 3 LK
ETBLEFENET S
ZEDWBPITERNEEZLDTHS.

Brouwer QX Fi2, Zh T THOLNIMFOK
RoOBLEEETELDTHD, TLBOEEIER
PKateZLEBFIEST, BELOBFEZEOXFERSBL
LiIITRILH 12,

Heyting i3 1920 Ef0KIC, BT # O RBHITE
SORREEL, HREROREBIMELHRICL
fo. ThRZE, ERFIBRELITIN I DTH
3. HEIBRHACEVTRETEOHEA ——eD
o PHDR oV —p B—BHICREATELL. Lo
(2)DIADHT, ¢ IHERYMH» I -IHERMTIL
» (FTabb, HERTHIH,) OVThLTHEL
WHZEBAVSNTHBZ L EFELTELZS. L
DZODORBRADVTNOELAEE U THBERRE
KoM 3 L HRKBORFRLRONS.

BERE#E O HRERE LTI Gentzen OB RIS
{4% (natural deduction) ¥ sequent calculus It X 3
boklaohTna. $httwr747RX&ELT
i3, Heyting REZRH O 2R ML= rF472L
Kripke it X 3 2T 4 7 A DH S. T A=
(A, N, U, D, 1,0) 2 Heyting ¥ TH3 & i3,
(A, n, U) MEAT1, MhT0%bO3EKRT,
ISIERD z, ¥, z€A iITHL

TN2<Yy © 252Dy
NIEPI2T LR NS, zD0 % 2/ LERTTERT
3. zUzx'=1 BFRTO z€A LT 2D
X 51 Heyting R¥ A 125 2 5 & Boole i’
3. RBEEHXKOESNL A ~DOERIT, A Lo
ML bh b, £ A LoMETHEEE, f i
HEREORBALUROEAL S ANDERIC, OF
DI LTHIREINS.

i 23

SloAd)=flp)n fg),

SloV)=flp)U f(¢),

Lo2d)=flp)>f(¢),

S(=p)=flp).
A FLOEROME ficd LT flp)=1 L155L &,
%RERX 012 A TENTHB LS. EANK Heyting
REICEOTHEETH 2L H LUHBAL, HEER
RETIENATETHY, St biabicdT L
mohTw? (HEFBHREORME=YT 47 R
BT 35EeH).

BT ic X7 PR 1960 ZERKIC Bishop T
Lo T ARISEEA D & MALAIMEE (constructive
mathematics) & U CHMR X 72, HERAMFRC
NECHRITEPRBEONF THEECEREEHTTH
3. #hitbic, BROSERI DO OHEFRE
5Z,320@bEnIc2EVHIBBO LKL T,
Fa 5 LOARPRIEICE T ZMENBRFOEEY
MBHELMICXhDOOH 3. MRIIHE & YA CEHE
FRBFOHNBNENOISHAOTHELRT bDE
LT Curry-Howard ORE (F 7-i3, formulas-as-
types DEFE) £HTFBECEMTES. Chids54%5
HMic B 3H31) (type-assignment) & HEFHR
BOBRESKRCEY TV EOMERFEEER S
LOTH 3. AMB S0 5 I Y/ EEONERI
CDEZHERBIFILDTH 3.
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HBTRRBICHTANEBELSDT Sa—F &
LT, PRREEBERRE LOBER L OIS P,
Heyting RMOMEE L Z2EAR L €T DPTOREFED
MEDLHFECLEMNTE 3. R 48) i€ van Dalen
Kk AEBERRBICAT 2T ChmBiNns 5.

HEI#AEITHRAEL D $BFORELH, Th
SZODRBEOMINET 2REEPMMBE S
hRREICD T ORI ITHFITIR 1950 R IC KR
iKkospont. PHRBOMAOBHII, EHEE
HRBOHMREO S ORENT O LEKRRIERE
EZ2h o OHERGRE—BOIEREZREDO T THANS
LETH5D. CORNFTOEEUMEPRBRARLEIC
DT 18), 32) BRI hicL.

3. WHEMEL Z0RA

BAERETR, ERORBEROELIC [~RL4R
HTHB), [~RTETHSB] LW > BEERTH
RO, ot hFEbh 3. BEREOWRIL Aristotle
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ETEILDRBILENTES. HORBIHATIER
i, BAARTAEA LS 2MERICREREN LD
WH 5 (Bocheniski? %A k. thitic i) 50 S
DORFEICDN T Lemmon®™ DE % &4 k). RRM
1SR TORMERE O HFIR Lewis icthE 3. i
Langford & & & iz 1932 £4EiC [Symbolic logic] %
%L, TORTHREREBOAER S1 15 S5 2BAL
7:. BERE D Gentzen MOKR ick 3 R,
Curry BLUKBALRALICE DY LN,
UFTROOroRENEBRHEREL L 0 5

Z Aen 1> ™ e L) e ddarAM 2 > L Aiem X 2y
D. VY & TP CLUCERI @ Sl v

T, BRHICET 2 REEN L LTRODAEHNS T
LicT s BRERE K oLERIE, HHREEROAHE
RiCABEELT

Ole2¢)>(0e>0O¢)
%, HRBAILLT

o o Fde
2OUMITEONSE. ZZTCEO0 AHENAT 3.

(A) Oe>de,

(B) Oe>00e,

(C) —epD0O-0e.

Kic(A)2-o3mail46%% T, T ic(B), T i (C),
T iz (B) & (C) 2o 1=k % 2h€h S4, B,
S5 &5,

BiERE T 2B~ v 7 4 7 XIHIERK
[ %% Boole (¥ —HHBKRE & VW >5—ickD
Biohs, 1ROOREEDZ. BHEREOKR
ST, BN Licnd 3R4:080b-TL 3.

Kripke DS B O w54 7 X 2 BA LD
21960 ERDII LW THB. WTHNRAWEWD
LOTHEBESE R—BRBK LS —OE (W, R
% Kripke #:ifis \ 5. Ri20WToR#HELT

(a) zRzx (Ratdd)

(b) xRy »D yRz 51T zRz (HEKH)

(c¢) zRy 185iT yRx (FpaR)

& 3. & Kripke & % #ifcic K-iliis & L U,
(a)2A7:7 K-Me% T-@EE VS, T-HEics
WTASIK(b), (e), (b)&(e)MlihlDL &, £
hok2heh S4-Mk, B-ME, S5-HEE LS.

RGBAERICH L, W ORHEEERIEIEEE
RV %W, RO LofMEENS. V E2&¥D&S
LT W 0EFZRLREREOMOBKEE—E1IC
EWS. LUTTRV EELZE—EL, EbfHEE
nH.)

kERRBORREEORY 619

ak=p @ acsV(p) (p RMBEN).

akE—p & akg@ T,

aEpA\g © akEgp D akd,

a0 ® aRb LIEBTNRTD b iIL2NT

bEgp.

V¢, e2¢ BEhEh —(—pA—9), eV itk
DERTS.) CDEx, Bohic

a=0p © aRb &183H 5 b iILDWT bke
&7i3. Kripke & (W, R) LoFROHHEEBL
UERD a(€W) it L akFg 185 L %, o i3
(W, R) CTHHRTH LS. L 2K, T, S4, B,
SEpVIbE Lt x, PAL L-BERBHTS
ERTHI2RBEARIREL CHRATETHD, /£
O bR eoEBMONTS (Kripke B+
v VT 4 7 ACET B5E4H).

W DOERT LI LiITH iR (possible world) &
Wbird. EDZ M5 Kripke B2V F 4 7 2
DT EBFIERREERE VDNS.

Jonsson-Tarski D3k 20) Tiz—DERERRICD
WTORRITOI TS, ORI TREMERTEL
DBFERARNLSETRARSNTOIENA, AEN
IZi3 S4-HEP S5-ME s S4 % S5 K9 2R
R¥E L OBRLEEOEXNUHRMIEREI T B.

Kripke & %2\ -2 Y574 27 XA Ti3, a &
SMRT o NULRITHS | TEBHIIEZDIR a
Mo THRTEXE | FANMATS ¢ BATHEZ L
ELTEBIN TV E. Zhid, bhbhbdusiRéE st
LTOEOTNWEA 2 —J—T bbb, FAREBE
PRBICEVLTHUED D E—%ILEBLTY
A. Zhd Kripke D= V5 4 2 ABKShE D1
—DOOREUEHATHAHH. bhhbhhEALBES
REEZERT 203 TRARICET IREE2RET S
ZEELTERBAINS. LRBRLDIDWTOHEE
(A), (B), (C) ERiz2>\TDHHK(a), (b), (¢)D
GBI, KO~ ICHIRT A EMNTE 3.
ZOHRISBEDOBFIZ Lemmon? $ Segerberg® i
HBE o, BEINEEMN (correspondence theory)
LV ERTIRINIART — <KL > T B,

ESEIRNE L BAREOMICBERERT —DOK
$. LT McKinsey-Tarski %3t d 3229,
EEF#MEOREX o it U BRESERHEORE
K Tlp) 202¥DLHICERT 5.

TP)=0p (p BHEER),
Tlp*¢)=T(p)kT(P) (kiTADV),
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TlpD¢)=0(T(p)> T,
T(—g)=0-T(p).
ZDEE, DXDTEMNEHARTES.
EEIMRBOERORER ¢ kXL, ¢ MEE
FARBCTPATRL L X, 12D 2DAH T(o)
12 S4 CHEHATEETH 5.

AETRETRREO LOBEREOIZDIC, HEX
BRFEDP L - LHFVRHFEO LORBRE LR LN S
&M T TV AW, FLRERHEICSELR
L2 BAT 5BRICH: T B9 A1L, Frege, Russell,
Quine, Kripke 73 & 05¥ & U TEHRIISIED S5 D#
REA-TVA2N, CZTRZOBBEICIZIZIBAS
E0. BEREIC BT 3 ZRMEXME L TR 3),
19),37) 2% %.

Kripke & (W, R) &LT, &{ic W% (7
12) KRy, RERMOMKEAKLTS. C
DEX O i3 [VDh ¢ BEYIDTHAH] L1
SCELEMKT LIS RELTHDOBAKZ>%:
Ehid, ZOBAIKIR Cp 12 TAERICEBNT ¢ M
Dot (TEMHB)] ENSCLERKT ST &
5. ZhsDC ey, BREXICRNZRHICONT
DRBMFICRERBEOFEMNERICAVONES
TEERBLTNS.

B0 2 5 5 Ry BIMER (tense logic, temporal
logic) OBARIL Prior W IC L O BDH SN, ¥
BRI _EEOEKF & P A Sh3. Fp iz [0
Dlp @ BIEDIDOTHAHI LD L%, £ Py
IR BEIC o BT EMBHBIENSTEE
£7. BEOET D THEIWORBIZOVTRVLAL
AIREZIFNERTHSE. 2%, BllicdIhsk
% & SRA B, & A iIXYEBRYIRTS OO
FTS SRS DA, WA REBEI D, RERKTT, L
Mo THHIESDIEDL, £hé bIERERNTEES
NELEZLDEOL, BERDNTIETXTURNYS
EZohs. ZhoDOMEIcOVWTIR, XXM 4),28),
45) 2EBEANI L. BB, BHREBREE 0SS
LBRICBOTEINS 075 oDOESMORIESLE I
SHEh T3

(o 2B->TW 3], Tp ZELTWSB] EHC
2&Ehe®h Ko, Bp LT L, WEKPBRLRYE
2ETOLHBUHRZ L2 EMHIME. cEXH
BlicR~f-AHE (A), (B)i3O% K Tahi s L,
£heEh Tm-TWwaz &z (BEiC) ELV, TH
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BLEER>TOBUELHE, EhEL->THWEEVD
LEEA->THA] LRRINED S, ELVLWHE
LEZIBENTEXS. Lemmon icktid, K B
E0EnBUHERPHLSIEFENT A LI TH
2%, BARMIISIE D S5 DHFE L, von Wright £
Hintikka itk DB SH, MMEBREOREE VS
ZMTER O TV A, GREELORBICOVT
3, E¥PATRERARIIOELD, BEEPY —L
OEEH L SRR THOOL TS,

TOidh, BEHENE FRISIRBERTENEERS
REELTIE, o775 LB CBAERLIDANRE
(dynamic logic)'® %, IFBATIAEMEDOME (prova-
bility logic)® L E%(H T2 LNTE . HHICH
WTik, 7754 aikil [aly i3 Ta DT @
DBIEDleo] T EREERT. TRBEECENTIR, J¢
B le BB shicEBRARR—ELT—HD
Peano D AARABROEKFL—THATETHS) T &
2%7F. 7 Girard 2SMENE (linear logic) D
XIWicBOTHA LT of course  why not & XiT
NZERMOPRO—EORBER L AL TENTE
3. ABIBIOXSSEXOEREICOVTORES &
biz, Xk 20) TRBEX O/ X O LNHEENO—#
BEVHUFLSOREREOARSITHLNLLETH
A3.

4. F0EHIDOETHRNE

41 TaMw®

HHBATRE, FhEhosBRIEIADT20H
BEOHTULOEELEDZIBDEEITNS. Chic
L, HRUAOREHE Bk TREMORE
) 2HFTHREL—RQIcSHEANR LS. SEREO
Rl%h%E T & % Lukasiewicz it & -~ T, BHEKHEO
FREENTREL VS LR LATHRFEDO O
RERWSHRABICHT 2HBTH - 720, #i2 [4
el 2ERTIB=ZDMEBAL, ThEAVTHE
BACL20BB20%AE5L L)L Lk 20
%, B 2 HPMBREOBERIELEA L /. Post
% Bochvar (3 Lukasiewicz & 3RS BZEZL HickxS
WTBID£ 1 7OBEREREBALTH 3.
ZHERBBICOOTROWAOALAHEL S DHALD
3. Z0—2i3 0, 1 DZ2DEDRDYIC n FDM
2EDILHIURBOIBOARTHS. T1HERBAK
BENTONTVE 77 S B, Z20ORBEFHN
EIcBRAE - BOSHRBLALINS.
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ZHBAD Kripke o274 72 KKBALT
{3, Urquhart % Scott i X BRFFEHH 34, Ficdy
ZIIAMOIF L B T Lukasiewicz ORBRAREE
LBV I uRBELAKICHT IRLUEHSUES
z‘-—tb‘ézﬂ)‘

4.2 EPIONE

BOXOWR (relevance logic) i3, HHRBEIC
B 3AMICOVTORYLSHRBL:. HRRETR
©O¢ BETHIDIL, ¢ biaD ¢ BROL RS
h3. ZOAEAREPHEE (material implication)
LS. ZhichL BRics 2 88T, ¢2¢ i
¢ & ¢ ODRAICFERERERLE V- - ARBRESELET
BRACAOCON IO NEETHS. Lch-T,
M=2 B5IBABRBHES] L1 ¢ & ¢ B
BRI GEORRABEIANAT ST LRI,

EHOAGERBAENIEIEE A VARATANER
ST &S, ARNLEREERT 2HATDO
T&jz. 7c& AT Lewis ZEHBHNLEHRTOSE My
1o ¢) % Olpo¢) KXDERL, ThEiKES
% (strict implication) & XA

HAPIORB LA L KUMAEICHT 28405
HMRLTWA, 1950 R DthtE, Ackermann {3 [if
¢ then ¢ i3 ¢ 8 ¢ LMY U bMRIGICKET D
EEicDBRIEBE L. Lich-T, FEDIOS
TRT 2L T &P, BBRLREEZ DTS
E—7: A2, oD@ —RBEYRER LR A
1A A4 AN

bHEAHA, BIHBBEYITHELRERBSPNEE
CATH5. THMPE] 2K-TXE L TRNBBLE
RMoRAsBTOO TR, LhLEDERGEREL
TOERLUFEDBLT L SEAMBE TR0, #ED
LORBOABELEY LA Vb DIC L
TWeEsdH 5. #BYIXDRBICH T 5 Kripke Bl
€7 V747 RIC2WTIE Urquhart, Routley &
Meyer XU Fine it &k 3K HH 5Y.

4.3 RFuNE

CNETENTELIEETHBELIRI 21 SDR
B LTRTFNBRLS 5. RFRBRIEFHFICEG
AR IET AEBOMOREBNIBREER/LLLL
bDTH3. R¥MICZ, BAohickv~u 2R
H O 224K D753 orthomodular 3 C(H) &
LTIRABZEMNTES. ZOPA, CH) ORER
BRERFROLNGELANLING. 5Xohic CH) O
ER X R aitHLl, ad Xich X @ ortho-

FERREORREEORE 621

complement L HMEENE NS EMETH S B.
BREOSETEVHSZ B & hidHhRE D foc i
WZ YT 3 RFRETCRSREEAGED
B, CHARZOOHE X & Y itnl, XVY MK
TH-oTHX bY $ATRNEVIZENRIVA
3Ltk RFEHICOVTIIR 6) 28R
iz,

4.4 BRI SHM
bhbhBEBICENTT > T 3R, bhb
IBBHN TV AREITOVTORZLE DHPNHE
ESHTHENZ. DBIKEME-TEILT S
DTHbh, bhbhERYELRIES Ok
EFMTARVEFERATOEDD, EhERLIC
BETHEEIELL. Eoic, LIILIZEERRZDN
b L ATHORREKETDNTNBIY, X
FHAUBRTH > TORREHE L 22BN L

LB, Lh-T, BEicEY 2HRICBER L L
BN 1Ly N trERMNAINZZ Izt A, £hiC i\-h\

TIWI OV ' P iesmoRMy B ATV =L ile . TAuiC SN

b o, BRICE IHRITIIITA SHOIEY IS
aFh, ELTENRBALCHLOEBKRKEBNOTAED
THHICENID., EhEALLICLEI ETIRA
M, & LTATRERRDIUBLOSY—HALZXIY
Ty avPENMRBROREL LTITOATHVS. T
hoDRBEMBLEOREBLBRNMER L OB
RRELILELLEBUBETHILHiICEDNSB.

5. FEMMBOETIVF L IREDHCHT

TTIBRLL I KIEHREBDO = F 1 7R E
LTRR¥MIE &7 57 4 2 2 & Kripke iD= ~
F4 7 AH%5. Kripke o254 7 R IiCEAL
TRINETHMREICINTE:DOT, T TRRY
it w 54 2 AOVWTAHLBRLTH. R
Bewr74 7R3 10 ERMLLEE LT H—F ¥
FEROIHRBTHORTH®. CZTHREBLEEN

TG T RS RICLTEL.
= ] REME
ENIRRE Heyting %%
BoERE BEAR
Post O & fHREE Post {43
AL ORE de Morgan monoid
RFRE orthomodular 3}

MEREOBS IR, BOoBODRKRBILHT 3
Lindenbaum {8 & 5> »/ = A 1st% & BT
SILXDRAURABICRANS. ¥k, AERED
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BATHIhIE, —miciz 52X Shic Kripke #gEh
SRIET 2 RMBMELERICED T L MTHTH
3. COZLEERERBOBAEIKCOVTRLTEC
5. WE (W, R) % Kripke Mzt 9 3. BSHiC
Wo~+#E4& P(W) 3EAHEMICBI LT Boole ¥
5. 1 PW) LOBERIZoXDLS5cED
3. WOERDOBHIEA UL
IU={weW: wRv £ 3FT~TD v it
veU}.

ZoEE, PW), n, U, O, L W, g% A

<& A BBEARRKICIED, Lhd Kripke s (W,
R) CHEHETHIRBADKA L A TIHNTH 2 RE
ROEER—KT 3. cod—TabbEAohik
REWEIcH L, ThEFAUERLSREROEEEE
B35 515 Kripke MESHFLET 5 & —3—BIC
BIED i, ZoO®EICE O TREMIS L~
TA7ADEMNLD —BEE= T 4 7 REVA
5. $b5AHA, Kripke B €~ 7 4 7 X 3EHEN
WA A —PIGRVENS T P, MELLEBNIBHT
FENPTOENIFEED-> TS,

MEREOBS i3 B (universal algebra)
OFEBLELRAESHICAWONSE. &, b
WE (FIIRERE) 24 L Heyting 8 (4
RRERM) © variety 24 DMIci3 1 33 1 TEA
DN EDHFFET 5. 1220, Heyting KB (F/ i3k
HRE) DHB27 5 R C B variety 213 &43, C
BESRY, ERBLCERMRCBALTHALTVS
TEEVIY. FEAMBEDICHOShAELT
Maksimova OfREHFTH T S. _E L T(Craig
Ro) MMERNILD D&}, ¢D¢ HSL T
BRSO, ¢ & ¢ iKHHEN REEROLDSLER
X 0 BEAELT, ¢260 & 60¢ & bic LTEH
AREicb L ET R 3T, PRREICE O THE-M
EHEMBIEY DL, EDORBICHIET 5 Heyting
R D variety H! amalgamation property & iS4
HAMRE S S EN-HT I LIMREINEG. D
Z & %2R T Maksimova (3FERIHEH 2 FHEE D
S5 HHMERMNB D2 b0, HHRBEIEBETSE
BEEEDE&OIETORITHBIENIRWS N4
RERLEY., BLRBRERECELTORRESKESE
/BT 3.

Lic~tckHic, AERBEOBEICR-BICRR
Hise= 54 7 ACAT 2528 MREINE. E/
Kl mohr-BMic o Tt Kripke B &= v 7 ¢

i i June 1989

7 2T 2 RLUMSTEREIINTE. EhTREA
IS BERBICOWVWT S Kripke D+~ v 5 4 7 RiC
T2 MERATEETHS 5. CoBEck
L. BAEGEREIC DT Fine® & Thomason*®
B8, F PG EREIC DUV TIE Shehtman®® 2% E
MRRRESL. MR ERBEOBAIKE, R
Bt = 542 A& Kripke D22 V5 4 7 20D
ENTNICBALTRELTH AL I NKRBOFELLE
EMNTALTVE®. 20T &tk ) —BHEIIEH
SOBFERBOWEIIEL CHBICILS. ZORREE
FTBAY 3 7-%ic, #J Shehtman & (337 (presheaf)
DEIERCTINS Z2D%2 v F 4 2 A%4ES
BRAEIT> TN B,

6. MELMERA

INETRRTELFEHTHBEDOZ BEhEFNIC
BERIHELENERICE SO TEAINSDTH
5. 4 ORBEOVTOMROEEHRRI S ETH
ENT LD, fEFWANWAIIEL B E E
HMOPTHHELTELZER, EMo0RMOMEE
BETED, ThificEx0RBOKELa13 |-
THEENLEbN 3. #E S Dosen 257> T/,
RELMERAE OBFRTIEAL S TR0
&I NRHEMO—2DHETH 273, F/- Girard 8
1987 DR/ THA L 1o BHRE SHEHIEXR
WeRBO—~2TH 5. YT, MERNORELHR
EDOBFRISVLTHBICEMN L THL.

6.1 MEMA

Gentzen RHHRE L L FEBIRRBIcHL,
sequent XV HERMAFE LK & L] 2 ¥AL, cut
RETEEILDELTEL OERNSKERELE.
ZhonfhRickr RN, BrOoRBLESK
HE L HERER], cut £ LT sequent DR ICEIT 3
HRBRA (BERR) bS5 E. ZCTHERAICD
WTHRBIBBBLTHEBCS5. 9, sequent & (3

(1) @100, Pm — @1, e, ¢
DFE LI:LZRTHS. 12/5L, ¢ 2 ¢; 3HRBRAL
T 5. ED sequent INEMICIE, P, P DTN
TEFETNE ¢, ¢ ONThOLBRITEC &
2EKRT S (EEFIBRBOKRLITIAZ1 &L
THL.) STHHRBOKR LK OMERAIZ ¥
DIEFEDO DO»H OB, 72150, [, 4 "SiERMAE
DORBREI vy TCRYI- 5 EHT.
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(exchange)

Lo ¢, I''—4 I'—4,0,¢,4'

f',d':w'F'—'A P“’A.(IJ;(P.A’
(contraction)

Lo, "4 ['—>d,0,0 4

o '-4 r—d,0, 4
(weakening)

I, '—4 ['—d,4'
Do l'—da I'—d,¢, 4

contraction % &72 15 LR IOV TR 1970 4R
Grisin 2%, FIAETREFELHHRMBRL TN,
Girard O#ILRTE T contraction & weakening % &
IRV RETH B,

HWERAE 1L ORBIOVWTHELSETERRE
fT->7cDi3 Lambek BB{HTHAH™. BIIETHEF
W33 5 H 7 37 Y XX (categorial grammar) {C
B AROEBBAUZED ERRE LTZDOLISEH

T Al e n7mE P > MINZXT L e Z rh-7sidr i+
ETFANULUICW T -7, CWYILciEdD @ Uik

sequent &H 73 Y (@) DL OHRMLKLHE
& &g, sequent calculus ICE S TFEMWREN T
HEOBFEERLUL. LA EBERRBICHIST
BAFTVRF LFHBEOEFVOBKICAVOND
HNF VT VBNT T ) THBW,

Lambek itk 24 7 7)) EOHER, BRI -
T van Benthem %> Buszkowski Hick W REXN,
BEBAP 7 A5 HREOBEICBVTEEFINE
K TOERBORESTON TS,

LMo TV A &) IcHBBREERE I3 REARTEE
738, HWHRAPHBETHRR{HEDL S contraction £
WARCRBERBETEAORETRICIES. O
& BRRICEIT ZEBEBUHAOT VT Y XL %R
L1z & & LT3 Ketonen & Weyrauch DRFFE?) A8
b5

contraction > weakening O WIFNMhERWIE
ETR2EEORBERCRENMBLEICNE -TL 5.
20, COXIRBRBECHENTIL(1)D sequent D
EAEEDEEFNER QN Apm, 1V a L
RT3 TELL. ENSICROIBEERLT
ONFLVRERERBRNTHS. HEATFLVER
HEQIL OV TOMRRAIP XD X I KL 5.

o, ¢, '—4 -4, Y-1l,¢

¢@¢, M—~4 T, 3-4,11, 98¢
pNp=0 IZIEATE 505, contraction AL T~
BT oRp=0 BIFAT XL, HBAA, contraction

EREREoRRLZOBYE 623

& weakening OFEFBHNUT oA¢ & pQ¢ DIEIE
HMIATE 5.

LRI contraction & weakening & 72751
DT, (1)DFED sequent MIFHINTIBAICIE o
M5 o TTOREIR Z DEWPIT BT (KEMIC
3) BeSE—EXBRVONRETZEICNSE. £EDC
&S Girard RRERBE—RBOD [TTAKOVTO
RE)ELTHHBALTWAE. 1A, ¢ & ¢D¢ o
5 ¢ EMNETEE, BEORETI ¢ 20K
HLb o JERELTEDN>TWEEEZ B, —
X, BETREALTL, ¢ LLITA (tEXH,
100 §&$L3) OKBEELT ¢ (Fov7E2FiCAN
3) BELKBAE, 85 —F ¢ VI TANTRNLE
RBROMLL. ZoZ G LT, RERETR—&K
1z

0929 — &g
FHEBFTELL. LHL

@@ 9OP — 9B
(200 @ 4ud, 100ME 1000MD %7 & BFICA
%) BBATX3DTH 5. Girard IBLREHE
BHFHELEDHBEDO S o2 EHBET ZDICHL T
BEFBLTVAEY?., ZHIZD2WTRABORINER
RENROIRVESS.

6.2 HBLHMEKRDT

HBEFARBFOKR L] 0o T~ TOMERUER
WTHBOLhAKRELITRLEETZEKTS. &
tz, exchange, contraction, weakening *#% L CT%
h¥h e c, w &&L, L Kex20mAcimEE
Le o&kSiET L EKT 5.

L. {2 Girard BN YAL- HETHNBERE, £
72 Lew BavExr—2% EOBKT BCK REL LT
NTW3. BASHIC Lew BEBERBETHS. T
NODENEFNRAEE LTZERTEOHEA ——eD
¢ EOWMACRERZ, BIERE, Grisin OREL L
Ui HREIc—K T 5. Lukasiewicz OERSMRE
3 Lew XD BORETHD, —H2ERBILHR
H1Zh o, F Lukasiewicz D BABREIT Lew &
HRBOMICET 2 T M0 5.

ANCR~ Iz LS IEHET X DRBICH O TIT wea-
kening {3750 770150, EEE, KREN L EPXOR
BTH5 R T L icEHEEOHEAIB LUSHEER

@AV PNDENQ)V(ONY)
ZOMATESNZRBICE L. (ERERRE
Dk L] M5 contraction ¥ 12(3 weakening %KX
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Lukasiewicz’s many-valued logics

Licw: classical logic

Lecw: intuitionistic logic

L!. : Gridin’s logic

Lew : BCK logic

L} . Girard’s linear logic

L. : Girard's intuitionistic linear logic

R : Anderson-Belnap system of relevant
implication

DRVWIKRTRAEEZIEHTE L V.) UED
LEEBBTLEFORMBBONS. L LI B#R
BL KZEFEORAESHMATHONIRELE
T5.

RBICHTELDLSBRAR, v FI72DHIS
5FTEvrF 4 7 RICHLUTOHAEETHS. Xk 34)
T3, TFkH (lower semilattice) % 753k S 72)EFE
/4 VF2RB 1 Kripke o274 7 2%%
AL, BESHAEXRN: (EEERNT) REBEOTL
UETEBRLT S, X5iC, E0.2 VT4 7 RAEHE
#HE#KBE, Lukasiewicz OBHRE, HYXORH
&I 2ERD Kripke D= v 574 7R &ED
BHEEHSPIC LT 3.

DX SMERADITVREBEZED T VT 4 7
AEEWETILICEY, B OIEHAREEILE
OPHADNTIES  EMTTREICIE S, Chit 20 To
FOFELOBBEICOVTIIIR 33) 8oL,

T ¥ U

EHHBHOAROWROFAE LTROEDC &
MEZ L.

1) HAxDOREBEEDODHBIK2VTDODLHDEL
.

2) D&, STXFLIEHHAREEHK L

ot Voo o
v = June 1983

3k
E

BROOEIBT L.

WFhick &, XL SORBORREORERBAT,
BRETOCHET OO EORDD ERIEX,
[KOREE & OPRBKYTHS 5.
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