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A calculus mechanizing minimal valuation meta-arguments

Transitivity:

8p[33p  3p]

i↵ 8p8i8m[(i  33p & 3p  m) ) i  m]
Ack i↵ 8p8i8m8j [(i  33j & j  p & 3p  m) ) i  m]

i↵ 8i8m8j [(i  33j & 3j  m) ) i  m]
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

su�cient syntactic conditions on modal formulas:

to have a first order correspondent;

to be canonical.
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Two Approaches to Algebraic Canonicity
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Same conditions, two strategies
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