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FWTikZ — . ([34,35]) Marra I\ A, B4R Lukasiewicz ZHZH AN Z MEET
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¢ =4 (¢ = f) OV Y =g (¢ =) =)
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EH4L K Lukasiewicz m-1H & 4 &) 12 4 5
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2. (o> (Y © (¥ —0))) = (¢ 0)
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(W1 — (Yoo = (.. (V> o = (V> 1 > V> P)) ...
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Hn =21, (RCK) ity (RCR). — R0 ZH 2 2 4y (classical) 4 .
S EAERN (RCEA) F1 (RCEC) Faf ] — A2 42 % 849 (monotonic)
2 HACH EAEMN (RCEA) 1 (RCM) T #H A, 8 & #U (RCEA) AT (RCEC)
FIAFE (CM)o — AN EAA)Z 32 E N 89 (regular) 24 BACSEAERIN] (RCEA) Al
(RCR) F#H, s e 2B BAE (CCo —/NEAA1Z 4 2 EME (normal)
M HAC EAEMN (RCEA)D il (RCKD F i, 8038 B 1B H H A S (CND. ([3])
— G KRB RO R R 8 (basic) o — N IERIIS1EA) 2 H B A FR
Nk Z 4y (relational) » ([32]) Chellas il Weiss 43745 tH T IE ML & L4 44 4)
FEAERL B SRR, AT 2 AR 2 AR S R ) 38 A R AR i 2
Nk, ([3, 46])

ENX 2.6 RLHAREST Za%x () —&8, WRAFEE FPE) LHAR
¢, BT ¢ HHTD F, —¢po T RBA—F, R G) T 22—, I
H G S EREMAR ¢, o T ZBHAHT Hy, 0o

W25 L ETARXRED, &MNA
(1) %2R Ty ¢, MAFTWHEMEETD, Ty do
(2) R Ty p, MABET H—AHAFTELT £F T 0o
(3) R o BT, BAT by, ¢o
(4) R TU{p} LY, ARAT Fp—"7" (0,9)0
(5) e R T A8 ER—KE, BLFEHENAAIK O, T Fp do
(6) T —ROFER—HMH L ARL T Hy fo
(7) %R T U{¢p} RO ER—EE, ATy —J1(h)o
(8) BT U{-J1(¢)} RO FER—5KH, KAy do
(9) 4R J.(¢) #2Jy(p)(b#a) BT T, ARAT by fHET ATR—HH.

E. BE. (B [9.30,31]) =

EN 2.7. LCK MARMES T 5 L—5#48, WRTFTE Kripke LCK 7 0 =
(W,|®|,{Rx : X € |®|},v) F18 T FIFTH CREHIEIR v FREA 1.

EN2.6, f2.SA1E 2. THN T A H BB E RS,

24 TWIEM
NHHE LCK KT CECK 2 FEM .

IR 2.2 (AL T hpex ¢ B T Foex o
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TERF. 5 EEUE A A R A RO B2 R R R . AT R AL SRR A
TR A 250

P IR AR 45 1] o, FRATTH Kripke ECK A58 9 (A B 5 2, o IEWT A1-AS
RHBH, (RCEA) f1l (RCEC) Af#HA R

MR v (o> (v A0)) =1, MVy(aRgy = v,(v A0) =1)c Bl (b A0) =
vy () Avy (0) » FTEA Yy (2R g1y = vy (¥) Ay (0) = 1) B, v, (¢010) Avy (¢0) = 1.
WER v (> Y) A (0> 0)) =1, TATA Vy(aRjpyy = vy (V) Avy(0) = 1), T2
Vy(z Ry = vy (Y A O) = 1) v (pep) HELO M1 M. FTLL, AL I A2 BURHE
fE 1.

MR v, (o) © (¢ 0)) = 1, WAHMEATELF 2R g1y By, vy (¥) = v, (0) = 1o
FTLh v, (1) ® v, (0) = v, (v © 0) = 1. FiLh, v (o> (v ©0)) =1, A3H

Vy(z Ry = vy (t) = 1), FTEL (CN) HRL

WR v, (=(pp ) =1, M (d>ep) =0, v,(Jo(d> 1)) = 1o BN v (o> 9)
HECO 801 ME, BTl AS HRL.

WR Ve € Wvg(¢ ¢ ¥) =1, M, (¢) = va(¢)e Bl 2Ry = 2Ry
Vy(@Rigy = v,(0) = 1) AHMNZ Vy(aRjyy = v,(0) = 1) Prbl v,((6>0)
(¢¥>0)), (RCEA) {RRFHE M.

KA, (RCEC) [T EEME Sk O

25 &M

FATREY] LCK 5T CROK SR8 . B it SRR . A2 R IE % 7
FRE AR R — 8 E. (9D

Wl 2.6. MM AK ¢, EAXGETHRK—RES A FPRFELE -~ Naec T
113 J,(0) € Ao R Hpec A, WA I(P) €A,

. WRVa € T, J.(¢) ¢ A, RHE A BRK—8E, Au{J.(0)} RANEA—
. RIEAE2.5 (6), AU{T(0)} Fr fo RIEAE2.5 (4), Fr—"7" (1.(0), f)o
HEEMNHAE2.19) 1 (MP), FAEE A Fp Ju(¢) — fo RIS 2.1(10) Al
(MP), Aby fs FJE. FIUERDGFERE b € T, 1,(¢) € Ao WBHEMATE2.5 (9, 15
WAAAE—A b e T 1815 1,(0) € A

e ¢ € A, RIFAG2.1(11) H J1(¢) € A O

Wk 2.7 BRNXNGELT AKX ¢, R T VLo, MABLE—AIHRK—BE
ABRBETCAH#E A,
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. RS LSO, W BAMER T C AR T ¥y ¢ RSB AL 6 € AL
AR 2.5 (8), T U{~Ji(¢)} AL S, HIRMA—FURRIME, 1778 A/
43 11 (g) € A BB, FFE—1 £ a € T B I(9) € A WE
pe N, WHRHEARE2.6, 1 (0) € A (HHEWRE {6, 01 ()} Fr ) FE. O

EX28. /¢ ={T:T ZAXKIWMK—EES, ¢TI}

FEX 2.9. LCK [y i BB R Z5 ) o = (W, D], {RS : X € |®]° C (W)}, V)
JEANF

L We={T:T Z2AXMLK—HES };
2. XAEM 2,y € WO, aRS, y MAMA {0 : (o00) € 2} Cy, HH, /o) € |D|°
3. Xz eWe, Vilp)=a¥HALHI.(p) € xo

3138 2.3. LCK 69 # AR 9c = (We, @ {RS : X € ||}, V) 2= L AH 8y
Kripke LCK ## %!,

EY. TEAEWIPIS: 2.9 T R, R e UV, SRR AL E X217
(2% AF o

B, BE /o) = v/ WIEamE2.6, /o) = /1(9)/> /)= /()] Hik
Foek J1(9) ¢ T1(¥)o BHAMR, WIEAA2.1 (12) B Frek T1(0) — T (¥) 8L
Frex J1(¥) = J1(¢) o« TR ZRHTE W J1(¢) Frex J1 () « (BEAWIER 11 (4) Frek J1(¥)
s MR A 2.5 (4), Frox—"50 (J1(9) » T1(1)). MIEATE2.1(9)s Frek T1(6) —
() s I ) RIEME 2.7, FAE—MERK—EUES A 115 1,(9) € A HH
L) ¢ A, TiE. MFREH, R B4 Frek J1(¢) < Ji(v) B (RCEA), &
1BV € @, Frek (J1(0) > 0) & (IL(¥) > 0)s WSz e We, B z WK
—HES, T(@)ph e MHEME T (V) >0 € o IR 2.9 a7 2.6, XA
yewe, {0:Ti(¢)poea} Cy AAMNH{0:Ni(Y)poea} Cy, B, aRj, )y
M HY 2R,y W, R, =RS,, » HH [o/=/01(d)/ ¢/ =/h({)/

Hoxk, wEB we ks, MR I (p) €z, W V,(Ju(p) =1, Vi(p) = a. WHE
WL 2.6, ANFAED € T 153 I,(p) € ©, b# ao FILL, REFHE N ac T MG
Vi(p) = a,» V, &— "R O

5138 2.4 (EE 5 FE). 4= R M© = (We, |®|°, {R% : X € |®|°}, V) & LCK &) A4
A, WL GO c We:V(p) =a % BIRE J,(¢) € xo

JER. FSL PRRATRTIEH: WMTE o c @ MFTE 2 e We, WRI () cx, N
Vo(9) = ae RFFH—AFTRMEN: R V,(¢) = a HH J.(¢) & =, iRHEAEH2.6,
SR b £ ar Ty(¢) € o RIFE—DHFRATE V(o) = bo (HEARIE T FE2.3, V,
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R ANEE, FIE. BATREE ¢ XM 00 x KGR, H9MBREZ 5 FXT 0 A1 5
o Gy PMETEAERT o

T 1: BUE Vo (00 x) # 1o JRIEATE L 2.0 B H 7, Jy(a RS, y&V, (x) # 1)
FR P8 VA 2 fE Ey(xR;Q/y&X ¢ y)o MPEE X 2.9 % Ry, e X, BATE 0o ¢ xo
G 2.1 (13), J1(0>x) ¢ zo Bk, WR[IO>x) ez, MV, (0> x) =1.

6 2: € Vo (0> x) # 0. #EULAES 2.0 M H 7, Yy € We(zRj, y =
Vy(x) = 1) RIWEAGETE, Yy € We(aR, )y = Ji(x) € y). HATIAEUEY]
Jo(0>x) € v = Jy(eRfyy& Ji(x) ¢ y)o BIE Jo(0>x) €2y M {y:0py€
Y U{=Jy ()} A2 AE—BUR . AR I FIEIAR]: R (v : 0oy € 23 U{-J1(x)}
RANEAR B, MARYE 2.5 (9, {y: 2 ek 007} Frek xo IR 2.5
(2 {71,725 s Yn )t Frek X0 HF v € {y o brex 057} 1 <k <n. TR
2.5 (4), Frek—=>"7" (v, = o (0 (Y, X)) -+ ) e A (RCKD, AT
A Frek— 7t 0oy, = o (= (0540, 05 %)) -1 ) e BESR @ Frek 0> s
REMYE (MP) FAVEE] 2 Frek 0> x. R AS, zhpex Jo(05 ), XA 2 {
—HUEFE. E, {y: ek 0> U {=0(x)} & —EH I BT A 78 Ak
By, aRGy HH () ¢ye BTk, R I (0> x) €z Va(0>x) =0. O

EIB 2.5 (5EeM). =T Fowex @, W T Frek ¢o

B ERE T Froek ¢- AR 2.7, AR A—EE 2, HHET CaIHA
¢ x. MIEMA 2.6, WE1£acT, I,(p) € x. RIEEIFE 24, WHH YT,
Vo(y) =1, B Vo(¢) = ao FTEL, MRIESIFE 2.3, T Eoe ¢ O

2.6 AIHIEM

HJEUE LCK A A, wl e M HE e .
EIR2.6. (B FHEAMM) R Frek ¢, WA LE—NA % 89 Kripke LCK B A N =
WL @F {RLr : X1 € [@}, of 1243 Fopr ¢o
Y. BUE Frok ¢o IRIEEFL 2.5, Forex ¢o T2, AAFEJLBIRETY 00T = (W, | @[, { Rx:
X € |®|},v) 13 Fo 0o 2T AH ¢ BAETAXTHM, AT EHHB. &
M = (WE @' {RL, : XU € |®|F}, VD) & o fyidid T it o, fR4E e 28 2.1
HHER 1, X zeW M [zl e W, V,(¢) = VE(8), FrLlFpr ¢o BIR M" A
3. O
#it 2. LCK 2T H 249,

JER. IRPEEFE 2.6, LCK A SR . HAah, e budidh 5 A A A
b Pl LCK J& ] ) E 1 . O
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3 EZX Lukasiewicz m-{HEE 4 A)iZ%F LCK2

TESE 2719, BATMIEMZMAR] oo & HN . BIERNIIE ZE MR,
HIPH A4 N LCK2.

3.1 Kripke iIEXFIAE RS
Kripke LCK2 BT LCK B8 —#F, B TR TR H 7 B #A:
7. v (9> ) = N{vy(¥) : 2Ry}
LCK2 G AH RS L A Al-Ad, LCK FIFTA N LK 23 B«
A6. T, (> 1) = (o> 1,(¥))
AT. (¢>—Ja () — (D> 1))
B SIEWABE AS 7E LCK2 F A28 2 .

32 AIEM

LCK2 SR CECR2 2T HEf.
IR 3.0 (THEAE). R T braka ¢, W T Ferex ¢
PR FATHEEAS o FABMBIN . B LCK2 A m, 5 2.

AR

ve(@> (¥ A 0) = N{vy (¥ A ) : 2Ry}
= Af{vy(¥) s 2Ry} A N\{vy(0) : 2Ry} = va (6 9) A (65 6))

ATl A1 F1 A2 HEURRRME 1.

va((60 ) © (6> 0) = N{v, () : 2Rigy} © Nl (0) : xRy}

< Aoy ©6) : xRy} = va(d ( ©6))

Rl A3 A 21

BN v, (o t) = A{vy(t) : 2Rjpy} =1, FTEL A4 HRL.

WR v, (Ju(dp ) =1, WMo (d>) = Aoy () : 2Rjgy} = ao FTEL v (or
L(Y)) =1. J(¢>v) RECOEL 1. Frlh, A6 AR

R v, (2o (0p90)) = 0, W v, (Jo (69)) = 1 va(do9) = Aoy (¥) : aRjgpy} =
as AT va (o> =T, (1) = 0. Kl —Ju (o) REL 081, ATl A7 3%

WHR ¢ < o AR WX Kripke ECK2 B 9 (BRI 22, 0,(4) = va (1))
Frbh o] = ¢ A 2Ry = xRy » Bk v (6> 0) = N{v,(0) : zRjsy} =
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Ny (0) : 2Ry} = v (> 0)e FTLL, v, ((¢>0) < (¥>0)) =1, (RCEA) 0]
FEM . R, FATESUEH (RCEC) Z&R[EER . O

£ LCK2 H1, (CK), (RCM) FiI (RCK) /&A%,

3.3 wEEM

AR SO . LCK2 [ R 5E S5 LCK IARTR], 598K H g 2.9,
A E S BT R DAL 0 R 55— AN R e 3, B 2.9 52

S

TEX 3.1. LCK2 (¥ A AU 454 e = (We, | @[, {R : X € |®]° C (W)}, V)
5E AR -

1. We ={T: T &AM —5UE )

2. WHER 2,y € W, 2Rj, y HHMCA {1,() : J(¢>¢)) €z,a €T} Cys

3. MHEEM x e W, Vo(p) =a [ HMNH J.(p) € x-

E X312 U, FAESRALT 51 32.3, 7R .
WRE 3.1, 2L 3.1 AE X 2.9 ¥4 T 4 (1) F= (2) RFMEY:

(D) {L(Y) : Ju(p>) €Exya e T} Cys
Q@ {Y:opvca}t Cy.

. BE () BOL. MR ¢y € o, WRIBHE 2.6, Ti(¢> ) € 2, Li(y) =
L () € yo WARATRE 2.1(13), ey, B {¢: oo €z} Cye

B2 () BT W (65 ) € 20 MR A6, @b 1,(4) €20 L(¥) €y, HI
{L(¥) : Ja(¢> ) € 0 € T} Cyo .

RT3, & 2.9 FE X 3.1 M.

3138 3.2 (FEBIH). 4= R MMe = (W<, |®|°, {RS : X € |®|°},V) & LCK2 4y A)
BAL MMPTHE g d Ao we W, V() =a ZHRE J,(¢) € zo

PER. ARPE S 51 2.4 RIFEREE, HAERH: WA ¢ € @ Ml € We, WH
Ju(@) €xy M V,(¢) =a. BATAEZE ¢ NILW 0>+ HIETE.

M52 Vo (0>7) # ala € T). LA Kripke 852 L2 2 H 7,3y € We(z RS,y
&V, () < a) B Yy € We(xRjyy = V,(v) # a)o RIGAGEBAN A7/ 2.6, Ty €
We(z RS,y I HIRAb < a, £ 3(y) € y) B Yy € We(zRjy y = Ju(v) ¢ y)-
BoEnrs, MIREGE2.1(14) H, —1.(y) € yo R¥E y MK —EHE, 1.(vy) ¢ y-
R Ry, B2 3.0, 1, (00 7) ¢ xo
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PATE T EUEH : TR Vy(2RGyy = Ju(v) ¢ y) » AT (007) ¢ o, B
Jo(@>7) € 2 = Jy(@Rj, y&Ia(y) € y)o BE Ju(0> ) € x, HATLLIEY]
{L(x): 1 (0>x) €xy WENbeTIU{J(v)} BANE—EUN. IEHWT:
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{1, (1), Io (x2)s - - 5 T (xtn—1)} Frexe—=17" (b, (xn) > —Ja(y)) o AR AT 2.1
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T R AR T S 2.9 FATTE AT DR E X 3.1 45 B ERIER .

EH 3.3 (et &R T kg ¢, U T ek ¢o
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3.4 WHIEM

LCK2 (147 95 B R LCK (0500, I P St e
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2] Fom | o A O R S =20 2K (X A {[2] s 2 € X € ||} MA@ it
¥ iR B M = (W, |®, {RY. : X* € |®*},v*), Hf W™ =[W],|®|* C
(W) AfmEIES, X* = [X], v RMNIIx W* 8] T MR WHEDS X €
|®|*, Ry & W* x W* 75, e
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TIE34. 4L RTFAXFHGAKXESL, M M@ ¥ aydiE, WatsA
peETF M Py
v (p) = a H B L), (6) =a
B, MHEAN e, [|9]] =0

JER. MRHESLAEAIE KB T, X 3.2, Sk, O
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JER. M SR (W] I =-S5t & g LA W) e S0, T ONEST
AL BESON g([2]) = vy P op, RS BT FIBRME. RIEFHRR =1
S g e B B2 — AW Btk (W] BRI KA m™ . O

ECK2 {7 S5 R AR FDE PSRBT BCKOf), RYEEEE 3.3, 2B 3.4
AR 3.2 500E, UEWI I FRAE A 0 o

4 LCK #1 LCK2 B3 ZfnigEr-

41 LCK2 B9 %

FEA L5 B 25 A ) T8 S s 1 Ty PR ) 2 BE AT DAAS 30X 5 307 1 2 A ) 2B R A 1
IR kAR, AR Lukasiewicz m-{H & A)Z M2 k. R4 LCK %%
fEA)E BN, BHSY 78, FBATIAE RN RS LCK2 BHTHEAH . FATAT LA
I R RREI AT RIZ RS (x € W X, Y € @)

C# ﬁﬂ% Rx(l‘) =J, I)_I\IJ RX/\y(l’) =
SRR LA B -
A8. (¢ f) = (9 Ay f)

A CLIEBA A EE A8 KTl R 26 F C# MBI EEN: T4 2 e W, RE
Um(¢>f) =1, R/¢/(a:) = 7. {5 CH, R/W/\/w/(x) =, frbh ’Uz((b/\zbbf) =1

A8 ¥ 71 LCK2 ich LCK2+8, ZARGHA e, BATH W e,

EFE 4.1, LCK2+8 A T#H 2 CH A R 740,

JEE. A 9e = (W, |®|° {R% : X € |®|° C (W)}, V) /& LCK2 [ SRR, fi]
E (o> f) = (o AY> f) € x e We, TATEFCUEY e 2 C#. A7 EUE
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Ik 2RS, y). Bk oo fex, HMoAY> fea. FAESRy e W f¢y.
FRUA RS, () = @0 [RIBE, BB OMe 0 BCK2 + 8 MBI, BL7EfRE
I Frokers @0 MIFAFESURIBR ome i) — MU o, fEERT €2, H o ¢ xo
L, T Feaats ¢ O

4.2 LCK [ Lukasiewicz TS {EFZEAIZERIHET

R4 LCK W] HE™ 3l Lukasiewicz TG 7518 2514 7) 2 %5 . Lukasiewicz TG 75 {H @y
AL Lo » B BASEELXTH] [0, 1] MEIK. Lo FIZFMARIZHILN Lo CK. 1]
P X 2.1, (o)) & Ti(poap) AL, {HARTE Eoy FERATA GBI A 5511077 202 X
HT T, AT EZSEE T I, R0 I MEAPIGRIBRSE 1R 4 Rt LCK EATHE .

FMFR)ZH Lo CK B A RS Lo M LCK HIFTA 2544 5) 2 BRI HER L,
HATSEMEGIE, FATEZREH w4

DAEBRMIARA A KWK —8E, MRANALES @ 2 [0,1] MR
B, AR RS IEN F(D,[0,1]). T4, /¢/ = {uc F(®,[0,1]) :
u(¢) = 1}, FRATIE LCK Y dL AR AL i i R
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E LU

L. We={u:ueF(P1I0,1])}:

2. FMEAT 2,y € WO, xRj, y HHME VO € @(2(pp0) =1 = y(0) = 1), I
H, /o) € |2

3. MEE z € We, Vo (p) = z(p)»

MRAE S 2.3 FhilF SRR 5 L4 R U . FRATT 75 B4 e 4.1 % H
3HETBMERE A RBREAKXN oo 0 EE . HANTIEY (2 € W©)
2(o>0) = N{V,(01(0)) : 2Ry}
REE 4.1, WR z(op0) =1, WWR 2RG, y, A yO)=1. T=H,
2(p>0) < N{V,(11(0)) : 2Ry}

W 2o 0) < AN(V,(0.(0) : 2R/py} » B, z(d>0) = 01H A{V,(J,(9)) :
TRygy} =1, XTHEMRESIHL 2.4 FHEHMETE 2 SKRIE . 7EUEBA I 2 6
25 (Do HXITIHFHEHEZENEY, 7FERME Lo MBEZEEHE ([5], 25 98 71
ik BB

@) WRTU{B} by v, BAFERANAEES m, T 77" (6,1).
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FRIEH T (6> 0) = V(o> 0). HILT USSR B CK F5EetE. 4R,
FATH AT DR FAREOE SCRIEY] Lo CK 7841

8 LCK2 H#E BT 75 B 1B TG 0L LU % i LCK2 15 45 3][1) Lukasiewi-
cz EHEMEEHAGFEGINTLTHEEHN . ([18]) Kk, 8 LCK2 #E F7E
FEEE, B RS EHMN. SFHERE, ZEEE RS T T,

5 Z5iE

BAEAR SR 7 34 Lukasiewicz m-H %12 5 2 48 LCK 1 LCK2, @il
XHIX L RGHATY 78, AT AR BT Wi Ry s A 2 B A2 R S R
AITERE TIX AN 4 R GRS se g SRR, 8 LCK 7 3E
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e RGN AREOE S FARTE X, Wi g AR 2SI KB R4, W
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Basic Lukasiewicz m-valued Conditional Logics

Shuquan Huo

Abstract

Classical conditional logic has been studied extensively. In recent years, some non-
classical conditional logic has also appeared. Many-valued logic admits that propositions
can take many truth values, has fault-tolerant ability, its implication word is similar to
the classical implication word, and can also describe conditionals sentence, so we should
have many-valued conditional logic. In this paper, we will construct the basic conditional
logic systems LCK and L.CK2 based on Lukasiewicz m-valued propositional logic, and
prove the reliability, completeness, and finite model properties of these systems. Finally
we generalize LCK to the infinite-valued case.

Shuquan Huo  School of Philosophy and Public Management, Henan University
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