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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the relations between the Frege proof lines of minimal
tautologies and the results of substitutions in them. We show that there is a sequence
of tautologies 1, each of which has a unique minimal tautology ¢,, such that for every
n the Frege proof lines of ¢, are an order more than the Frege proof lines for .
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1. Introduction

The minimal tautologies play a main role in the proof complexity area. Really, all propo-
sitional formulas, the proof complexities of which are investigated in many well-known pa-
pers, are minimal tautologies. There is a traditional assumption that a minimal tautology
shouldn’t be more complicated than any substitution in it. This idea was first revised by
Anikeev in [1]. He introduced the notion of a monotonous proof system and gave examples
of monotonous and non-monotonous systems, but both of them are not complete systems.
In [2]-[5], the notion of strongly monotonous systems for propositional proof systems is ad-
ditionally introduced and the properties of monotonous and strongly monotonous for many
propositional proof systems of classical and non-classical logics are investigated. Some of the
investigated systems (resolution systems, cut-free sequent systems) are monotonous systems,
in each of which the proof lines of all minimal tautologies are not more than the proof lines
for the results of substitutions in them. Some others are not monotonous (systems based on
the splitting method, elimination systems), the proof lines of some substituted formulas in
each of which can be less than the proof lines of some corresponding minimal tautologies.
It was proved that Frege systems are not strongly monotonous, but the question of mono-
tonicity of Frege systems still remained open. In this paper we prove that Frege systems are
not monotonous: it is shown that there is a sequence of tautologies v, each of which has a
unique minimal tautology ¢,,, such that for every n the Frege proof lines of ¢, are an order
more than the Frege proof lines of 1,.

14



A. Hambardzumyan 15

2.  Preliminaries

We will use the current concepts of a propositional formula, subformula, elementary subfor-
mula, a classical tautology, Frege proof systems for classical propositional logic, proof and
proof complexity [1]-[6]. Let us recall some of them.

Definition 1: A Frege system F' uses a denumerable set of propositional variables, a finite,
complete set of propositional connectives; F has a finite set of inference rules defined by
a figure of the form %(ﬁw rules of inference with zero hypotheses are the axioms
schemes); F' must be sound and complete, i.e. for each rule of inference % every
truth-value assignment, satisfying A1As ... A,, also satisfies B, and F' must prove every

tautology.

In the theory of proof complexity, one of the main characteristics of the proof is t-
complexity, defined as the number of proof steps. Let ¢ be a proof system and ¢ be a
tautology. We denote by tﬁ the minimal possible value of t-complexity for all ¢-proofs of the
tautology .

Definition 2: Two proof systems are called t-linearly equivalent if any proof in one system
can be modified to a proof of the same tautology in another system, so that the t-complexity
of the proof is increased not more than linearly.

In [6], it is proved that all Frege systems are t-linearly equivalent.

The particular choice of a language for the presented propositional formulas is immaterial
in this consideration. However, for some technical reasons we assume that the language
contains only logical connectives =, D and assume that V and & are presented in traditional
ways through —, D. We assume that F' has the well-known inference rule modus ponens.

By |¢| we denote the size of the formula ¢, defined as the number of all logical signs
entries in it. It is obvious that the full size of the formula, which is understood to be the
number of all symbols, is bounded by some linear function in |¢p|.

Definition 3: A tautology is called minimal if the replacement result of all occurrences for
each of its non-elementary subformulas by some new variable is not a tautology.

We denote by S(¢) the set of all formulas, every of which is the result of some substitution
in a minimal tautology .

Definition 4: The proof system ¢ is called t-monotonous if for every tautology 1 there is a
minimal tautology o, such that ¢ € S(p) and tf; = ti.

Definition 5: The proof system ¢ is called t-strongly monotonous if for every tautology 1
there is no minimal tautology @, such that v € S(p) and tﬁ > tfz.

3. Main Results

Here we give the main theorem, but first we should give the following auxiliary statements.

Lemma 1: Let P(A) be a tautology, A be some of its subformulas of size n, and P(A) not
contain q. There is a modified image of the subformula A to A'(q), and there are not more
than 2n T;(q) tautologies that can be proved in a constant number of steps, so that no minimal
tautology can be obtained from P'(A',q) = (¢ D P(A(q))&T1(q)& ... &T;(q)& . .. tautology
by replacing with new variables neither any of the formulas A'(q),T1(q), ..., Ti(q),. .., nor
their non-elementary subformulas.
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Proof:
Let’s describe the modification of each subformula U of A, while we will add new con-
juncts, i.e., T;(q)s.

1. If U is a variable, then its modification is itself U’ = U. No conjunct will be added.

2. If U = (Uy D Uy), and q is true(1), then U is equivalent to (U; D (¢ D Us)). The mod-
ified image of U will be U" = (U{ D (¢ D U})), where U] and U are modified images of
U; and Uy, correspondingly. We will add new conjuncts ((—¢) D (U] D (¢ D Us))) and
((=q) D (¢ D U3)). If we replace (U] D (¢ D Us)) in P', then ((—q) D (U] D (¢ D U3)))
will not remain a tautology. If we replace (¢ D U)), then ((—q) D (¢ D US)) will not
remain a tautology.

3. If U = (=U,), then we should modify U; to U]. The modified image of U will
be U = (=U{). Then we add (U] D (—(=Uj))) in case U] is a tautology, and
((=(=U7)) D Uj) otherwise as a conjunct. If we replace (=U]) or (—(=U])) in P,
then the added conjunction won’t remain a tautology.

We can replace U in case of =, and U] and UJ in the case of D in added conjuncts,
but P'(A’,q) won’t remain a tautology, because the corresponding conjuncts were added to
P’ which won’t allow replacing these formulas. The necessity of the given modifications is
presented in Appendix A.

We will add ¢ D to P(A’(q)) because we assumed q is true(1) when modifying D.

So, no minimal can be obtained by replacing any subformula of A or T;(q) in
(g D P(A(¢)& ... &T;(q).... Lemma 1 is proved.

Lemma 2: For any formula A of size n, there exists a proof of ¢ A'(q) D A with O(n)
steps.

Proof: For any (U; D (¢ D Us))
LE(@D (Ui D(@DUy))) D (U DUy))
2. F (U1 D (¢ 2 Uy)) D (U DUs)) Modus ponens of premise ¢ and 1.
3. - (@2 (Ui D Uy) D (U D (¢ 2 Uy))))
4.+ ((U; D Uy) D (U D (g D Us))) Modus ponens of premise ¢ and 3.

X; F (A D A) from the resulting equivalences using the replacement theorem (Replace-
ment Theorem 6 [7]) and taking into account that the following formulas are tautologies:

(D~D)>(C~C)>(D>C)D(D'DC)),
(D~ D) > ((=D) ~ (=D)).

Using constant proofs of each of these tautologies and constructing A step by step con-
necting to two equivalent formulas, not the old ones, but equivalent formulas, X; = O(n).
Lemma 2 is proved.

Consider the formula P = AV (p D p), where p, q,t,r are not present in A.

Obviously, ¢ V (p D p) is minimal of P. If A is a minimal tautology, then A V r is also
minimal of P.

We can construct P’ applying Lemma 1 to P:

P'(A(q) = (g2 AV (pDp)&.. &Ti(g)k ...
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It’s obvious that P’ can be proved in O(n) steps and its only minimal is as follows:
M(q,r,A) = (¢ > (A'(qg) V)& ... &Ti(q)& ...

Suppose it can be proved in f(n) steps. The following three tautologies can be proved in
at most f(n) steps.

(g2 (A(Q)V (=) ... &Ti(9)& ...
((=q) D (A(=q) V)& ... &Ti((—q))&k . ..
((mq) D (A'(=q) V ()& .. . &Ti((mg)& . ...

Now we can prove that t§ = O(t%, 4+ |A|) for any minimal tautology A. To do this, we
will use the deduction theorem, which will linearly increase the t-complexity of proof. Now
we will show O(t%; + |A|) step proof of (—r), q F A.

(=r),q

Step t}@. F M. Using the shortest proof of M from the empty set of premises.

Step t9, +1. F (¢ O (A’ v r)). By removing & in M.

Step tﬂ + 2. Fq. It’s a premise.

Step 5, 4+ 3. F (A’ V r). Using the modus ponens rule for ¢, + 2 and ¢4, + 1.

Step t, + 4. F ((=r) D (A’ Vr) D A'). It’s a tautology of form ((—r) D (aVr) D a)

Step t4, + 5.  (—r). It’s a premise.

Step t5, 4+ 6. - ((A’Vr) D A). Using modus ponens for t%, + 5 and %, + 4.

Step tﬂ + 7. B A’. Using modus ponens for tﬂ + 3 and tﬂ + 6.

Step 5, + C4. (A’ D A). From Lemma 2.

Step 5, + C4 + 1. A. Using modus ponens for 5, + 7 and t$, + C4, where C4 = O(]A])
by Lemma 2.

We can prove the following with the same number of steps:

(=r), (=q) F((=q) D (A'(=q) V)& ... &Ti(~q)&k . ..
(~(=r),qF (¢ 2 (A(QV ()& ... &Ty )k . ..

(=(=r)), () F ((mg) D (A'(=g) V ())& ... &Ti(mg)&e . ..

Now, using the deduction rule, we can state that there is an O(|A| 4+ f(n)) step proof of
the following 4 formulas

(¢ > ((=r) 2 A4))
((=q) 2 ((=r) 2 4))
(g2 ((=(=r)) 2 4))
((=¢) D ((=(=r)) 2 4))
From the first two, we will get ((—r) D A) in a constant number of steps. From the third
and forth, we will get ((—=(=7)) D A) in a constant number of steps. From these two we get

A with a constant number of steps. So, we got a proof of A with O(|A| + t5,) steps. Note
that the proof of (¢ D ((—r) D A)) has been used 4 times.

There exists a sequence of formulas A;, such that tﬁi = Q L4:]°/2

wg3an) by [8]. By the proof
above, the following holds tii = O(]4i| + t&.), where M; is the only minimal of P’(A}).
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From the above two estimates we can state that 5, = Q( lo‘;ﬁgfﬁ‘)). Using the Lemma 1, the
i 5 i

derivation of P'(A%) is O(]A;]). Of these two, we can say that the only minimal of P'(A}) is
proved in more steps than the tautology itself for some 7. Thus, the Frege system ¢ is not
monotonous.

So, the following was proved:

Theorem 1: Frege systems are not t-monotonous, and consequently, are not t-strongly
mMonotonous.

4. Conclusion

We prove, that Frege systems are not t-monotonous and, as consequence neither ¢-strongly
monotonous. As we state above that all the investigated proof systems are not t-strongly
monotonous, then the question of the existence of t-strongly monotonous systems still re-
mains open.
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6. Appendix A

Let’s show that the modifications in Lemma 1 need to be made in each subformula of A,
but not only in A, in the example of P(A) = AV (p D p).

Suppose A = ((a D b) D ((=b) D (—a)))

After the modifications only in the outer implication, the resulting formula will be as
follows:

Pr= (¢g>(a>b)>(g>
&((=g) 2 ((a 2 ) > (¢ 2 ((=
&((=9) 2 (¢ 2 ((=b) D (=a)))

Let’s replace the formulas (a D b) and ((—=b) D (—a)) in P’ with ¢, r correspondingly. The
resulting formula will be:

M = (¢g>(t>(gD7r)V(pDp)
&((=q) > (D (gD 7))
&((—q) D (gD1))

The resulting tautology M’ is minimal. Thus, P’ hasn’t unique minimal, as stated in
theorem. So, the modification in every subformula in formula A is necessary.
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AHHOTAaIMA

B nacrosgmel pabote prs cucteM Dpere UCCAEAOBAHO COOTHOIIIEHME KOAUYECTBA
IIIarOB BBIBOAOB MHWHHUMAABHBIX TaBTOAOTUN U PE3yAbTATOB IIOACTAHOBKU B HUX.
AOKazaHo, YTO CYIIeCTBYeT TaKasl II0CA€AOBATEABHOCTbh HEMUHHUMAABHBIX TaBTOAOTHUM
1, KaXkKpasd M3 KOTOPBIX UMeeT eAMHCTBEHHYIO MUHUMAABHYIO (0, U AAS Ka*KAOTO N
KOAMYECTBO MUHUMAABHBIX IIaTOB BHIBOAOB B cucTeMax dpere GopMyA ¢, Ha TOPSIAOK
OOABIIIe KOAMYeCTBa MUHHUMAABHBIX 1IarOB BEIBOAOB B cucTeMax dpere GopMyA 1,.

KhatoueBrie croBa: MUHUMAaABHAS TaBTOAOTHSA, cucTeMbl Dpere, KOAMYECTBO IIaroB
BBIBOAOB, MOHOTOHHOCTb U CTPOTass MOHOTOHHOCThH CUCTEM BBEIBOAOB.
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