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A calculus mechanizing minimal valuation meta-arguments

Transitivity:

8p[33p  3p]
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i↵ 8i8j [i  33j ) 8m[3j  m ) i  m]]
i↵ 8i8j [i  33j ) i  3j ]
i↵ 8j [33j  3j ]
i↵ 8w [R�1[R�1[w ]] ✓ R�1[w ]]
i↵ 8w [R[R[w ]] ✓ R[w ]].
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Sahlqvist Correspondence & Canonicity

Sahlqvist theory
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to have a first order correspondent;
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Two Approaches to Algebraic Canonicity
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Same conditions, two strategies

Jónsson-style Inductive Via-Correspondence
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Conceptual Aim: Understanding how they compare.

Technical Aim: Jónsson-style canonicity for Inductive inequalities.
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Combining the two strategies

Let '   be inductive.
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