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A New Variant of the Godel-Malcev Theorem
for the Classical Propositional Calculus and
Correction to My Paper —The Connective of
Necessity of Modal Logic S5 is Metalogical

ZDZISLAW DYWAN

The Godel-Malcev theorem says that every consistent system has a model.
The theorem can be formulated as follows:

(1) If X is a consistent system then there exists such a 0 — 1 valuation 4 that
hX c {1}.

It has the following syntactical version:

(2) If X is a consistent system then there exists such a substitution s that sX <
cprcC.!
(CPC = the set of all classical theses.)

Our variant is a strengthening of (2) and has the following form:

(3) If X is a consistent system then there exists such a substitution s that X =
-1
s~ CPC.

This theorem can be treated as a theorem on representation of consistent sys-
tems by substitutions.

Let Ln = (Fr, , A, v, =, =) be an algebra of formulas formed by means
of propositional variables py, p;, .. .and the connectives: = (negation), A (con-
junction), v (disjunction), — (implication), and = (equivalence). By the symbol
Fr® (k=1,2,...) we denote the set of all formulas formed by means of vari-
ables py, . .., px_; (and connectives), and by the symbol Ln‘®) we denote the
subalgebra (Fr®, =, A, v, -, =) of algebra Ln determined by variables
Dos - - - »Pk—1. By the symbol Crn we denote an operation of consequence (con-
sequence for short) determined by the classical theses, and the rule of modus
ponens defined on all subsets of the set Fr (i.e., Cn(X) =N {Y S Fr: XU
CPC < Y and the set Y is closed under the rule of modus ponens} (X € Fr)).
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A set of formulas X is a system if X = Cn(X). A system X is consistent if
X # Fr. The symbol M denotes the classical 0 — 1 matrix. The expressions
Hom(Ln, Ln), Hom(Ln, M), Hom(Ln®, Ln®), Hom(Ln®), M) denote
sets of homomorphisms between the indicated algebras (in the second and fourth
cases it would be more accurate to speak on the algebra of the matrix AM). The
first and the second set of homomorphisms will be called substitutions and
(0 — 1) valuations, respectively. Without further mention we will use the fol-
lowing well-known equivalence: a € Cn(X) iff for every h € Hom(Ln, M) if
hX < {1} then ha=1 (a € Fr, X € Fr).

Theorem If X is a consistent system there exists such a substitution s that
X =s"'CPC.

Proof: If A, B are any subsets of any space and f is any function defined in this
space, then the following equality holds:

A=f"'Biff fA< Band f(-A) < —B.

Hence the following conjunction is an equivalent form of the equality from the
theorem:

(*) sX < CPC and s(fr — X) N CPC = O&.

Let k be any fixed natural number =1. Let xo, . . . ,X2¢_1, Yo, - - - s Vk—1 € {0,1}
and let

Flor . xpy: 10,1} > {0,1}
be such a function that the following equality is satisfied:

09 F(kxo,u ) (Dos e s Vk—1) = Xy, Vel

where Yo, ..., Vk—1] = ¥02° + ...+ yp_ 2K

Since the classical matrix is functionally complete, the above function is
definable in it. To the functions of this type correspond k-ary connectives
denoted by the same symbols, which are definable by the primitive connectives
of the language Ln.

For all i, j (0 <i<k, 0 </ < 2*%) we pick x/ € {0, 1} in such a way that
the following equality is satisfied:

Q) X, xf =

and let fy, ..., for_y € Hom(Ln®, M) be picked in such a way that the fol-
lowing equality is satisfied:

Q) fipi = x].

Note that the homomorphisms fy, . . .,f>x_; are all different 0 — 1 valuations
for the variables py, . . .,pr—;. Since X is a consistent system, then by virtue of
the Godel-Malcev theorem it follows that there exists such a 0 — 1 valuation g
that gX < {1}. Let G be the set of all valuations of this kind and let G, be the
set of all homomorphisms of the type Ln¥) — M having an extension in G. We
pick a sequence g, .. .,g2¢_; € G in such a way that

4 Gi= {go, cee ,82"—1}-
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Let t € Hom(Ln®, Ln®) satisfy the following condition:
) tpi= F(,fgop, ..... g1 p) (D05 -+ s Di—1)-
Now we show that
gpi = Jitpi.
The proof of this equality has the following form
Jitpi ?F(kgop,- ,,,,, eve_1on (JiDPos - -3 JiPr-1)
5 Fleonis. .., gaeip) s 5T 3 &iPi-

Since f;, g;, ¢ are homomorphisms, for every a € Fr® the following equality
holds:

6) gja = fita.

Now we prove the following equivalence:

(7) tac CPCiff gpa=...= gyx_ja=1.
(=) Let gja # 1 for some 0 < j < 2k, By (6), we obtain Jijta # 1. Hence ta &
CPC. (+) Let gga =...=gyxr_ja=1. By (6), we have fota =...= for_jta =

1. As has been mentioned, fy,...,fo«_; are all the 0 — 1 valuations for the
variables py, . . ., px_;. Since ta € Fr®, then ta € CPC. In this way the proof
of (7) has been completed.

From the definition of G and G it follows that

go(XNFr®)y = = gu_(XNFr®) c{1}.
Hence, by virtue of (7), we have
HX N Fr®) c cpc.

Assume, now, that ¢ € (Fr — X) N Fr'®, Since a ¢ Cn(X) then there exists
such a valuation g that gX < {1} and ga # 1. Hence by the definition of G we
have g € G. Let g’ be the restriction of g to the variables py, . ..,p;_;. Obvi-
ously g’ € Gy. Since g’a # 1 then by virtue of (4) and (7) we have ta & CPC.
So t((Fr — X) N Fr®)y N CPC = &. Then

®) (XN Fr®)yc CPC and t((Fr — X) N Fr®)yN CPC = .

Next we prove that the substitution ¢ can be extended into a substitution ¢+
defined on p, in such a way that (8) is satisfied for k + 1. The sets G; and Gy,
are picked in such a way that every homomorphism belonging to G, has an
extension onto the variable p;, which belongs to G,,; and Gy, includes only
such homomorphisms that are extensions of some homomorphisms from G.
If now & € Gy, then by the symbols 4’, 4" we denote all extensions of 4 onto
the variable p, that belong to Gy,;. (If 4 has only one extension then A’ = h".)
Hence, and by virtue of (4), we obtain

(4’) {géy s ’gék—l’ g(,),’ e ’gé,k—l} = Gk+l'

Let, now, u € Hom(Ln**V Ln**+VY satisfy the following condition

— pk+l1 .
(5") up; = (86P1s- - » 8351 Pis8CP1s - - s gz”k_lp,-)(po" opP)(0=isk).
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As by (4) and (5), we have proved (8) (for 7 and k). In an analogous way, by
(4") and (5') we prove that
8" u(X N Fr**Yy c CPC and u((Fr— X) N Fr'**Yyn CcPC = @.
Let /4 be any 0 — 1 valuation. By (5) and (5') we have
htp; = Floup... . gw_rp0(BDo0s - - s iD—1)

hup; = F&3) o pigvn. . atp) (BDos - . s hD) (0 < i < k).

Note that if the number |Apy,. . .,Api_y| is denoted by the letter j, then

hip; = g;p;
_ [&piifhpe=0 (0=<i<k)
hup = { e e = 1

For i < k we have g;p; = g/p; = g/p;. Then for i < k we have hip; = hup;. Since
h is any 0 — 1 valuation and 4, ¢, u are homomorphisms, then

(9) "ta=ua" € CPC for every a € Fr®

Let, now, t* € Hom(Ln**V  Ln**V) satisfy the following condition

v _ [iifi<k .
ttp; = [umih:k (O=<i<k).
Hence by virtue of (8") and (9), it is easy to see that ¢ is an extension of ¢ onto
the variable p; such that

@) tF(XNF*Y)y c CPC and t*((Fr — X) N Fr**Y)y N CPC = @.

Now we come to the final part of our proof. By (8) and (8"), there exists a
sequence of homomorphisms ¢, € Hom(Ln", Ln"), t, € Hom(Ln®,
Ln‘?), ... such that each next one is an extension of the preceding one onto
succeeding variables satisfying (8) for k =1, 2,.... Let s be a substitution (.e.,
s € Hom(Ln, Ln)) obtained by joining those homomorphisms. We prove that
s is the substitution we search for, i.e., (*) holds.

Suppose that for some @ € X it is false that sa € CPC. Let n be such that
a€ Fr™. By (8) (for k=n and t = ¢,), we have sa € t,(X N Fr™) c CPC—
a contradiction. Similarly we prove the second part of (*). QED

Finally, we point out two errors in [1]. The proof of Lemma 3 was done
incorrectly (see the second application of the rule r,). By virtue of (*) from the
proof of the theorem we obtain the following implication:

If {a1,...,a} N Cn({a}) = &, then there exists such a substitution s €
Hom(Ln, Ln) that s{a,,...,a;} N CPC = & and sa € CPC (a, a;,. ..,
a; € Fl‘)

Since the deduction theorem holds for Cr, the above implication can be
expressed as follows:

Ifa—»a, € CPC,...,a— a, € CPC, then there exists such a substitution
s € Hom(Ln, Ln) that sa € CPC and it is not true sa; € CPC or...or
sa; € CPC.
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From this implication, Lemma 3 follows trivially.

The second error is connected with the proof of Theorem 3. Details aside,
the point is that in order to prove that the effective equivalence of Stone’s the-
orem and the theorem that the rule r* holds, in the schema of this rule we have
to use a nondenumerable rather than denumerable number of formulas. After
this correction, the schema of r* is artificial and uninteresting. Therefore I
abstain from correcting this proof.

NOTE

1. For the proof of the implication (1) — (2), it is enough for the substitution s to be
defined as follows

sp. = {po—>po if hp, =1
Pi —(py, — po) Otherwise

(i=0,1, ...; p;is a propositional variable). And for the proof of the implication
(2) = (1) it is enough for 4 to be defined as follows: # = h’~s where 4’ is any 0 — 1
valuation.
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