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1 Introduction

The notion of projective formula was introduced by Ghilardi [8] in 1999.
Let us denote by P, a set of fixed pq,...,p, propositional variables and
by ®, — all equivalence classes of intuitionistic formulas with variables in
P,.. Consider a substitution o : P, — @, and extend it to all of ®, by
o(o(p1y...,pn)) = o(a(p1),...,0(pn)). Now, a formula ¢ € &, is called
projective if there exists a substitution o : ®,, — &, such that - o(¢) and
¢ — o), for all v € ®,. In this paper we study projective formulas
from the relational and algebraic semantical point of view.

We show a close connection between projective formulas and projective
Heyting algebras (for definition see Section 4). Namely, to each finitely gen-
erated projective Heyting algebra there corresponds a projective formula; to
non-isomorphic finitely generated projective algebras there correspond non-
equivalent projective formulas, but there can be non-equvalent projective
formulas which correspond to isomorphic projective algebras. To a fixed n-
generated projective Heyting algebra H there correspond as many projective
formulas as there are different retractions between H and ®,, (®,, being the
free n-generated Heyting algebra and H its retract). We have a one-to-one
correspondence between projective formulas and (H,ir) couples, where H is
a projective algebra, and 7, r the retractions.

Ghilardi (together with the results of Dick de Jongh and Albert Visser)
has shown in [8] that projective formulas are (the same as) the exact and
extendible formulas introduced earlier by de Jongh and Visser. A formula
¢ € &, is called extendible if for all finite, rooted models My, ..., M, which
force ¢, there can be defined a valuation on the model M — obtained by
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adding a point as a new root to the disjoint union of the M,’s — in such a
way that M = ¢.

A subset A of the n-universal model M,, (see Section 3) is called admis-
sible if there exists a formula ¢ € ®,, such that A = {w e M,, : w = ¢}. A
set A is called extendible if for any anti-chain in it, A contains at least one
element totally covered by this anti-chain. Now, a formula is extendible iff
its corresponding admissible set is extendible. Then we proceed with charac-
terizing the admissible extendible subsets of the n-universal model. Here the
problem of the characterization of infinite admissible extendible sets seems
rather complicated for n greater than one; we just give an alternative proof
of the fact that there is an infinite number of them.

However, it is easier to approach the finite admissible extendible subsets
of the n-universal model which correspond to the so-called finite projective
formulas. All finite subsets of the n-universal model are admissible (Grigolia
[11], de Jongh [5],[6]) and a necessary condition for them to be extendible is
that their widths should be less than or equal to two and their depths less
than or equal to n + 1. Using this fact, we write out all the finite extendible
subsets of the 2-universal model — there are 26 such — and present their
corresponding finite projective formulas.

In addition, we give a combinatorial formula which is a counter of the
number of finite projective formulas of n variables. A computer program
which realizes this combinatorial formula is attached to the thesis. We have
conducted calculations for n ranging from 1 to 6. The finite formulas of one
variable were found by Dick de Jongh (see [4]), there are four of them. As
we mentioned above, there are 26 finite formulas of two variables; for n = 3
there are 256 finite formulas; for n = 4: 3386; for n = 5: 55984 and for n = 6:
1110506.
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valuable discussions and important remarks.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section we recall some basic facts on Intuitionistic Propositional Calcu-
lus, which we subsequently denote by IPC, and its (relational and algebraic)
semantics.

The language of IPC consists, as usual, of the propositional variables
p,q,T, ... and the connectives A,V,— and L (T, — and < are introduced
by their usual abbreviations). The formulas will be denoted by ¢, %, x;, . . ..

We choose the following formulas:

L ¢— (Y—9¢)

220> W —x)—= (¢ —=¢) = (¢— X))
3. (pAY) = ¢y (dAY) —

4. ¢ — (V)P — (9 V)

5.9 — (¥ — (pNY))

6. (0 —x) = (¥ —=x)—= (&VY) = X))
7. L— ¢

as the only axiom-schemes for TPC.
Modus Ponens:
¢, 0 —

(8

will be the only rule of derivation for TPC.
As usual, IPC I+ ¢ will mean that ¢ is a theorem of IPC.

2.1 Kripke semantics

A Kripke frame for IPC is a couple F = (W, R), where W is a nonempty
set, and R is a reflexive partial order on W.

A C W is said to be upward closed, if w € A and wRv imply v € A.
Denote by ConW the set of all upward closed subsets of W. R(w) = {v €
W :wRv} is the upward closed set generated by w. We also denote R(A) =
UwEA R(’LU)

A Kripke model for IPC is a couple M = (F, |=), where F is a Kripke
frame, and |= a binary relation on W xP (P the set of propositional variables)
such that

w = p and wRv imply v = p
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= is then extended to all formulas by the following usual clauses:

wEANYIff wE ¢ and w E

wk ¢V iff wkéorw b v

w = ¢ — 1 iff Yo € R(w)(v = ¢ = v = v):
w EL.

It follows immediately that

w | ¢ iff Vo € R(w)(v £ ¢),
w()i:¢<—>¢iffvveR(w)(v):¢@v)=¢)
wkET.

A formula ¢ is forced in w, if w = ¢. ¢ is forced in a Kripke model M, if
¢ is forced by every world of the underlying set of M. ¢ is valid in a Kripke
frame F, if ¢ is forced in every Kripke model based on F. Finally, ¢ is valid
in a class C of Kripke frames, if ¢ is valid in every F € C.

Now we have that IPC is sound and complete with respect to the class
KF of all Kripke frames, that is, IPC F ¢ iff ¢ is valid in K£F, and that,
in addition, IPC enjoys the finite model property (f.m.p., for short), that
is, IPC is sound and complete with respect to the class F pry of all finite
Kripke frames (see e.g., Fitting [7]).

2.2 Operations on Kripke frames

Given two Kripke frames F = (W,R) and F' = (W', R’), F' is called a
generated subframe of F, if W' is an upward closed subset of W and R’ is the
restriction of R to W'. F' is called a p-morphic image of F, if there exists a
surjection f: W — W' such that

(i) wRv implies f(w)R' f(v);

(ii) f(w)R'f(v) implies that there is a u € W such that wRu and f(u) =
fw).

F and F' are called isomorphic if there exists a bijection f : W — W’
such that wRv iff f(w)R'f(v).

Given a family {F;}ic; of Kripke frames, the disjoint union [],.; F; is the
frame (W, R), where W is the disjoint union of the sets W;, and (w, i) R(v, j)
iff i = j and wR;v, for any (w, 1), (v,j) € W.
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For any Kripke frame F, denote by Th(F) the set of all formulas (of the
language of IPC) which are valid in F. It is well-known (see e.g. Chagrov
and Zakharyaschev [3]) that IPC C Th(F), and that Th(F) is closed w.r.t.
Modus Ponens. For every family M = {F;};es of Kripke frames, let Th(M) =
Nier Th(F;). Now we have that

1) If F' is a generated subframe of F, then Th(F) C Th(F');

2) If 7' is a p-morphic image of F, then Th(F) C Th(F');

3) If F is the disjoint union of the family M of Kripke frames, then
Th(F) =Th(M) (again consult [3] for a proof);

4) If F and F' are isomorphic, then Th(F) = Th(F’).

2.3 Operations on Kripke Models

Given two Kripke models M = (W, R,}=) and M’ = (W', R',[='), M’ is
called a generated submodel of M, if the frame (W', R') is a generated sub-
frame of the frame (W, R) and ' coincides with |= on the set W'. M’ is
called a p-morphic image of M, if there exists a p-morphism f from (W, R)
onto (W', R") such that for all w € W and every propositional variable p,
w = piff f(w) E' p. M and M’ are called isomorphic if there exists an
isomorphism f between the frames (W, R) and (W', R') and for all w € W
and every propositional variable p, w = p iff f(w) ' p.

Given a family {M,};c; of Kripke models, the disjoint union [];c; M;
is the model (W, R, =), where (W, R) is the disjoint union of the frames
(Wi, R;), and (w, 1) = p iff w |=; p.

For any model M, denote by Th(M) the set of all formulas which are
forced in M. Now we have that

1) If M’ is a generated submodel of M, then Th(M) C Th(M');

2) If M’ is a p-morphic image of M, then Th(M) = Th(M’);

3) If M is the disjoint union of the family {M,},c; of Kripke models,
then Th(M) = Th(Il,.; Ms) = Nyes Th(M,);

4) If M and M’ are isomorphic, then Th(M) = Th(M’).
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2.4 Algebraic semantics

A Heyting algebra H = (H,A\,V,—,0) is a distributive lattice (H, A, V,0)
with an additional binary operation — which satisfies the following condition:
r<a—biffaNz <bforanya,be H. (If a,b € H, then —a and a < b are
defined as a — 0 and (@ — b) A (b — a), and 1 is =0.) We denote the class
of all Heyting algebras by H.A.

A function v : P — H is called a valuation (of the set of propositional
variables P in a Heyting algebra H). v is then extended to all formulas by
the following usual clauses:

V(o AY) = v(d) Av(¥);
V(o VY) =v(d) V()
V(¢ — P) = v(p) — v(¥);
(v(=¢) = —v(9));

(v(p = ) =v(9) < v(¥));
v(L) =0;

(v(T) =1).

For a given ‘H and a given valuation v in ‘H, a formula ¢ is true in H, if
v(¢p) = 1. ¢ is valid in H, if ¢ is true in ‘H for every valuation in H. Finally,
¢ is valid in a class C C HA, if ¢ is valid in every H € C.

Here too, we have that algebraic semantics is adequate for IPC, that is,
IPC F ¢ iff ¢ is valid in HA (and even HAp;y, where HAg;y denotes the
class of all finite Heyting algebras), see e.g., Fitting [7].

2.5 Connection between Kripke frames and Heyting
algebras

There is a close correspondence between Kripke frames and Heyting algebras.
Indeed, with every Kripke frame F is associated the Heyting algebra F* =
(ConW,N, U, —, (), where ConWW denotes the set of all upward closed subsets
of Wand A - B={weW:VYve R(w)(ve A= v e B)}. Now we have
that a formula ¢ is valid in F iff ¢ is valid in F+.

Conversely, with every Heyting algebra H is associated the Kripke frame
Hy = (W, R), where W is the set of all prime filters of H, and wRwv iff w C v.
Now we have that, if ¢ is valid in H, then ¢ is valid in H, but the converse
is not true in general (it is true though, if H is finite).
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Further, F is p-morphically embedded in F*,, H is homomorphically
embedded in H, ", and F = F*_, if F is finite, and H = H, T, if H is finite
(see e.g., Fitting [7]).

Furthermore, if ‘H; is a subalgebra of H;, then Hs, is a p-morphic image
of Hy,, and if F; is a p-morphic image of Fi, then F, is a subalgebra of F;'.

In addition, if H, is a homomorphic image of H;, then Ha, is a generated
subframe of H;,, and conversely, if F; is a generated subframe of F7, then
F5 is a homomorphic image of F; .

We will need one more notion in the sequel, namely the notion of a
principal filter. Given a Heyting algebra H and a € H, call the filter [a) =
{b € H : a <b} the principal filter (generated by a).

3 Free algebras and universal models

Recall that for any variety V, A € V and X C A, A is said to be the X-
generated free algebra over V, if for every B € V, any map h : X — B can
be extended to a homomorphism h: A — B. If this is the case, then we
denote A by F(X).

If | X| = w, then F(X) is called the w-generated free algebra over V, and
is denoted by F(w), and if | X| = n, then F(X) is said to be the n-generated
free algebra over V, and is denoted by F'(n).

In the case of H.A we have that the w-generated free Heyting algebra F'(w)
is (isomorphic to) the algebra ®/— — where ® denotes the set of all formulas
of the language of IPC, and ¢ = ¢ iff - ¢ < 1 — and the n-generated
free Heyting algebra F'(n) is (isomorphic to) the algebra ®,, /= — where @,
denotes the set of all formulas in n fixed variables. Subsequently we do not
distinguish between the formulas and their equivalence classes. Hence we
simply write ® for F'(w), and ®,, for F'(n). Since ® is a lattice, we have an
order < on ®. It follows from the definition of — that for all ¢,¢ € &, ¢ <
iff - ¢ — 1.

As follows from the above, for any n < w, ®,, is embedded into (®,),".
The description of (®,,); can be found in Urquhart [15], Grigolia [11], Sheht-
man [14], Rybakov [13] and Bellissima [2]. Here we will recall the description
of the upper part of (®,),, which is usually called the n-universal model,
and which keeps all the information about ®,. We will follow the so-called



3 FREE ALGEBRAS AND UNIVERSAL MODELS 8

colouring technique of Grigolia [11], closely related to the methods of de
Jongh [1968,1970].

Suppose a frame (W, R) is given. Let z < y mean xRy and = # y. For
w,v € W, v is said to cover w, if w < v and there does not exist u such that
w<u<wv. ACW is called an anti-chain of W, if for all w,v € A we have
w # v implies (w,v) ¢ R and (v, w) ¢ R. We say that A C W totally covers
w € W, written as w < A, if A coincides with the set of all elements which
cover w. If A = {v} then v is said to totally cover w (written as w < v).
w € W is said to have the depth m, if the length of the maximal <-chain
with the root w equals m.

A colour is defined as any subset of the set {1,...,n}. So, for fixed n, we
have 2" colours. Now the n-universal model M,, is constructed recurrently
by levels: the mth level contains the points of depth m, to each of which we
assign a colour. Since we have fixed n, we have n fixed variables pq, ..., pn;
by assigning a colour to a point w (Col(w)) we set a valuation on w (this
will be defined in the sequel) in the following sense: p; is true in w whenever
i € Col(w). If an anti-chain totally covers two points, we want those two
points to have different colours. Furthermore, if wRv, then we want C'ol(w) C
Col(v), and if w < v, then Col(w) C Col(v).

Now the elements of the first level are wy, . .., wan, coloured in 2" different
colours. Let W! denote the set of points of the first level, that is, W! =
{wy,...,wen}. The elements of the first level are going to be the maximal
elements of the model.

Further, each element w of the first level totally covers 2/¢°1®)—1 elements
of the second level with the colours Col(v) C Col(w) (2!€®) — 1 is the
number of proper subsets of Col(w)). Furthermore, let A = {w;, ..., w;, },

k
k > 2, be a subset of W!. Then A totally covers 2l Colwiy)l glements of

the second level with Col(v) C ﬂle Col(w;,) (2'05:1 Colwip)l the number of
all subsets of the set ﬂ;?:l Col(w;;)) and two distinct elements have different
colours. These and only these are the elements of the second level, which we
denote by W?2.

Now suppose we have constructed W)™, m > 2. Each element w of the
level m totally covers 2/¢°®)| — 1 elements of the level m + 1 with the colours
Col(v) C Col(w). Let A ={wy, ..., w;, } CWIU...UW™ k > 2, be an
anti-chain of which at least one element is of level m. Then A totally covers

k
2! M= Celwip)l clements of the level m + 1 with Col(v) € N, Col(w;,) and
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two distinct elements have different colours. These and only these are the
elements of the level m + 1, which we denote by W™+,

Finally, the n-universal model M,, = (W,,, R,,, =,) is defined as follows:
W, = Use_, W wR,v iff w = v or there exists a finite sequence (z1, . .., Z,)
of points of W, such that w = x;, v = x,,, and z; is covered by z;,1; for fixed
n variables py,...,p,, w =, p; iff i € Col(w), i =1,...,n.

The underlying frame (W, R,,) of the n-universal model M,, is usually
called the n-universal frame. 1t should be clear from the construction that
every level W) contains only finitely many points.

In order to demonstrate how the construction works we consider the case
of n = 1. Then we only have two colours ) and {1}. Hence W} consists of
two elements of different colours. Further the element of W} with the empty
colour cannot totally cover anything, while the other element of W} with
the colour {1} totally covers just one element of W7 with the empty colour.
Furthermore, W' (as an anti-chain) totally covers another element of W3
also with the empty colour. Now there are two new anti-chains in W U W2,
and each of them totally covers an element with the colour @ of W3, and so
on. The resulting model, the so-called Rieger-Nishimura ladder, is shown in
Fig.1 below.

{1 0
0 0
0 0

Fig.1

In the case of n = 2 there are four different colours. In Fig.2 a part of M,
is shown. We have omitted the points covered by the anti-chains with more
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than two elements, since in the characterization of finite projective formulas
of two variables we will not need them. As it will turn out in Section 6,
all the information on finite projective formulas of two variables is already
coded in the part of My shown in Fig.2 below.

Now, after getting acquainted with the construction of the n-universal
model, let us show that they give representations of the n-generated free
Heyting algebras.

Define h : &, — ConW,, by putting h(¢) = {w € W, : w =, ¢}.
Obviously h is defined correctly. Moreover, h(p;) = {w € W, : i € Col(w)},
1=1,...,n.

Call aset A € ConW,, admissibleif A = h(¢) for some ¢ € ®,,. Denote the
set of all admissible upward closed subsets of W,, by AdmW,,. We obviously
have AdmW,, C ConW,. Consult Grigolia [11], de Jongh [5],[6] for the fact
that AdmW,, C ConW,, and also for the following fact:

Proposition 1 If A € ConW,, is finite, then it is admissible.

However, there do exist infinite admissible sets, for example W, itself
(W = h(T)).

Suppose there is given a Kripke frame F = (W, R). Call a valuation |= on
F an n-valuation if |= is defined only for the propositional variables py, ..., p,,
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i.e. = 1is a binary relation on W x P,, (P, = {p1,...,pn}). An n-valuation
= gives us a colouring on the model (F, =) in the following way: for each
w € W, define Col(w) = {i : w = p;}. Obviously Col(w) C {1,...,n}, for
all w e W. Call (W, R, =) an n-model if |= is an n-valuation.

Definition 2 Call a finite n-model (W, R, =) n-generated if for all distinct
w,v € W, from w < v it follows that Col(w) # Col(v) and for any finite
anti-chain A C W, Col(w) # Col(v) whenever w,v < A.

Lemma 3 For any finite, rooted, n-model M = (W, R, =), there exists a
unique rooted, p-morphic image M' = (W', R, =) which is a generated sub-
model of the n-universal model M,,. Moreover, if M is n-generated, then
there exists a rooted generated submodel of the n-universal model isomorphic

to M.

Proof. We will prove the lemma for finite, rooted n-models using induc-
tion on the depths of the roots of the models.

Suppose there is given a finite, rooted n-model M = (W, R, |=) with the
root w of the depth one. Thus W = {w}. Since M is an n-model, there
exists w' € W} such that Col(w') = Col(w). Define a model M’ to be the
one element model {w’}. M’ is obviously isomorphic to M and it is a rooted
generated submodel of the n-universal model M,,.

Now suppose that for each finite, rooted n-model M with the root w of the
depth less than m, we have constructed a rooted generated submodel of the n-
universal model which is a p-morphic image of M (if M is n-generated, then
suppose we have constructed its isomorphic model). To show the induction
step we prove the following

Claim. Given f; : M; — M’;, i = 1,...,k, p-morphisms (isomor-
phisms), where My,..., My are finite, rooted n-models (such that if M,
has common points with M, (i # j), then their intersection is a generated
submodel of both M; and M;) and M'y, ..., M’} are generated submodels
of the n-universal model. Then U%_, f; is a p-morphism (isomorphism) from

¥ M, onto Ut M';.

Proof. We will use induction on the depths of the roots of My, ..., M,.
The basis follows from the fact that the maximal points of the n-universal
model have different colours. Now suppose that the conditions of the claim
hold for models with the depths of the roots less than or equal to m. Consider
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all the immediate successors of each w; — the root of M, — and the models
generated by them. The restrictions of f;’s to these models (appropriate
for each i) are also p-morphisms (isomorphisms), and since the induction
hypothesis holds for them, we will easily obtain that U, f; : UF, M; —
Ule M'; is again a p-morphism (an isomorphism). g

Now we continue with our lemma. Consider a finite n-model M =
(W, R, =) with the root w of depth m. Denote by A the set of all immediate
successors of w. By the induction hypothesis, for each v € A, the model R(v)
has its p-morphic (isomorphic) image M, in M,,. Then, by our claim, there
exists a p-morphism (an isomorphism) from R(A) onto M4 = U,ecq M. De-
note by A’ the bottom of M 4 and let us distinguish two cases: A’ contains
more than one point or A’ consists of one point. In the first case, consider a
point w’ in the n-universal model such that w’ < A" and Col(w’) = Col(w).
Add w' to M4 as the new root and denote the resulting model by M’. In
the second case, let M’ be M 4.

Obviously (in both cases) a new model M’ is the p-morphic (isomorphic)
image of M and it is a rooted generated submodel of the n-universal model.
Thus we have shown the induction step. g

Now we have the following representation of ®,,:
Theorem 4 (Grigolia [11]) ®,, is isomorphic to AdmW,,.

Proof. The surjection h : ®,, — AdmW,, preserves the algebraic operations.
Indeed, w € h(p ANY) it w |, oAY it w |, ¢ and w |, ¥ iff w €
h(¢) and w € h(y)) iff w € h(¢) N h(y)). Hence h(p A ) = h(p) N h(1).
Analogously for disjunction, h(¢ V ) = h(¢) U h(¢)). Let us show now
that h(¢ — ¢) = h(¢) — h(¥). w € h(¢p — ¢) iff w |, ¢ — ¢ iff
Vo € Ry(w)(v F=n ¢ = v f=p ¢) iff Vo € Ry(w)(v € h(¢) = v € h(y)) iff
w € h(g) — h(1).

To show that h is an injection, assume ¢ # ¢ in ®,. Then t/ ¢ < 1.
By the finite model property of IPC, there exists a finite, rooted model
M = (W,R,|E) and a w € W such that w [~= ¢ < 1. Without loss of
generality, assume w [~ ¢ — 1. Then there exists v € W such that wRwv,
v = ¢ and v £ 1. According to Lemma 3, there exists a model (W', R, ')

in the n-universal model M,, which is a p-morphic image of M and makes
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the same formulas true. Then there exists a point v € W’ (v € W,,), which
corresponds to v, such that v = ¢ and v' £ . By the definition of h,
v' € h(¢) and v ¢ h(y)). So we have that h(¢) # h(¢)) and hence h is an

injection. g

4 Projective algebras and projective formu-
las

Recall that A € V is said to be projective, if for any B, C' € V, any surjective
homomorphism f : B — C' and any homomorphism g : A — | there is a
homomorphism h : A — B such that fh = g.

Fig.3

It is well-known (consult e.g. Grétzer [10]) that an algebra is projective
if and only if it is a retract of a free algebra. Recall that B is a retract of
A, if there exists an injective homomorphism g : B — A and a surjective
homomorphism f : A — B such that fg = idp (see Fig.4 below).

9

—F

Fig.4

B A

Now we recall the notion of projective formulas, originally introduced
by Ghilardi [8], and show a close connection between them and projective
algebras. Let P, = {p1,...,pn}. A substitution o : P, — @, is a func-
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tion assigning to each propositional variable p; a formula of the variables
P1,---,Pn- Then o can be extended to an endomorphism o : ¢, — &, by
putting

o(¢(p1;-- - pn)) = G(a(p1),- .., 0(pn)).

Definition 5 A formula ¢ € ®,, is called projective if there exists a substi-
tution o : ®,, — ®,, such that - (@) and ¢ =Y — (), for all Y € ®,,.

The following lemmas show the close connection between projective for-
mulas and projective algebras.

Lemma 6 Suppose H is an n-generated projective Heyting algebra. Then
to H there corresponds a projective formula ¢ of n-variables, such that H s
(isomorphic to) ®,,/4).

Proof. Suppose H is an n-generated projective Heyting algebra with the
generators ay,...,a,. Then H is a retract of ®,,, and there exist an injective
homomorphism ¢ : H — ®,, and a surjective homomorphism r : &, — H
such that ri = idy. Then it is obvious that ir : ®,, — ®,, is an endomorphism
of ®,. We will show now that ¢ = Aj_,(p; < ir(p;)) is a projective formula,
namely, b ir(¢) and ¢ b < ir(¢) for any ¢ € ®,,.

Indeed, ir(Aj—,(p; < ir(p;))) = Nj=i(ir(p;) < irir(p;)), and since ri =
idi, we have ir( N, (p; = ir(p;))) = Nl (ir(py) > ir(py)). Thus - ir(g).
Further, for any ¢ € @, ir((p1,...,pn)) = Y(ir(p1),...,ir(ps)), and since
¢t pj—ir(p), j=1,...,n, we have ¢ -9 < ir(¢).

Now we will prove that H is isomorphic to ®,/[4. For this recall that
®,,/14) is isomorphic to the ¢-relativized algebra P = {Y € &, : ¥ <
¢}, while (¢ A +) : ®, — ®? corresponds to the natural homomorphism
h:®, — ®,/5. What we want to show is that (¢ A-)i : H — ®% is an
isomorphism. Indeed, it is obvious that it is a homomorphism. Further, since
oY —ir@), forany ¥ € O, G A =P Nir(Y), (¢ A -)i(rv) = ¢ A, and
(¢ A-)i is surjective. Furthermore, for any a,b € H, if (¢ A-)i(a) = (A -)i(b),
o Ni(a) = ¢ Ni(b). Hence ¢ F i(a) < i(b), ir(¢) F i(a) < i(b), and since
F ir(¢), we have that & i(a) < i(b). Thus i(a) = i(b), and since ¢ is an
injection, we have that a = b. Thus (¢ A -)i is injective as well. o

Now we will recall the definition of a finitely presented algebra. We will
show that every projective algebra is finitely presented. See e.g. Ghilardi
and Zawadowski [9]):
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An algebra H is called finitely presented if
1) H is finitely generated (with the generators aq,...,a, € H);
2) there exists a finite number of equations

Pl(al,...,an) = Ql(al,...,an)

Pu(ar,...,an) = Qular, ..., a,)

holding in H such that any other equation P(ai,...,a,) = Q(ay,...,a,)
which holds in H follows from them. (In other words, if ¥ denotes the formula
NZA(Bi(p1s - -5 p) < Qip1s -, py)) and o — the formula P(py,...,p,) <
Q(p1,--.,pn), then X+ 0.)

The following lemma which characterizes finitely presented algebras is
well-known:

Lemma 7 An n-generated Heyting algebra H is finitely presented iff there
exists a principal filter F of ®,, such that H is isomorphic to ®,/p.

Proof. Suppose H is finitely presented and n-generated, with the generators
ai,...,a, € H. Since H is n-generated, it is a homomorphic image of ®,, and
hence there exists a filter F' of ®,, such that H is (isomorphic to) ®,,/p. Let
a be N2 (Pi(p1,---pn) < Qi(p1,-..,pn)) and show that F = [a). Indeed,
since the equations Pj(ay,...,a,) = Q;(a1,...,a,),i=1,...,m, hold in H,
we have that P;(p1,...,pn) < Qi(p1,...,pn) € F. Hence a € F. On the
other hand, for any b € F, the equality b(ay,...,a,) = T holds in H, and
hence the formula b(py, ..., p,) follows from . Therefore a < b, and F' = [a).
Thus F' is principal.

Conversely, suppose H is (isomorphic to) ®,/F, where F' = [a) is a
principal filter. Then let ¥ = {a(p1,...,pn)}. Obviously an equality ¥ = T
holds in ®,,/p, and for any equality P(as,...,a,) = Q(aq,...,a,) holding
in H, P(p1,...,pn) < Q(p1,...,pn) € F. Hence ¥ F P(p1,...,pn) <
Q(p1,-..,pn) and ®,/p is finitely presented.

It follows from the above that every finitely generated projective algebra
is finitely presented. Now we will show that projective formulas also give rise
to projective algebras.

Lemma 8 If ¢ is a projective formula of n variables, then ®,/1s) is a pro-
jective algebra.
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Proof. Suppose ¢ is projective. Then there exists a substitution o : &, —
®,, such that - o(¢) and ¢ - ¢ < o(¢) for all ¢ € ®,,. Since o is an
endomorphism of ®,,, o(®,) is a subalgebra of ®,,. We will prove now that
o(®,) is a retract of @,, by showing that * = . Indeed, since ¢ is projective,
o(¢) = lg,, and ¢ < ¥ < o(¢). But then o(¢) < o(v) < o%(¥), o(¢) «
o?() = 1g,, o(1p) = 0%(¢), and 0? = 0. Hence o(®,,) is a retract of ®,,.

Now we will show that o(®,,) is isomorphic to ®,,/(4). For this we need
to show that the restriction of the natural homomorphism h : ®,, — @, /4
to o(®,) is an isomorphism. Indeed, if o(1)) = o(x), then - o(¢)) < o(x).
Since ¢ 1) > o (1), x < o(x), we have ¢ - 1) < x, and hence h(¢)) = h(x).
Conversely, if h(¢) = h(x), then ¢ - ¢ — x, o(¢) F o(¥) < o(x), and
from F o(¢) it follows that F o(¢)) < o(yx). Hence o(¢) = o(x). Thus,
o) = o(x) iff h(¢v) = h(x), o(®,) is isomorphic to ®,/(4), Pn/j4) is a
retract of ®,,, and hence is a projective algebra. g

Thus we have the following correspondence between projective formulas
and projective algebras: to each finitely generated projective algebra there
corresponds a projective formula, to two non-isomorphic finitely generated
projective algebras there correspond non-equivalent projective formulas, but
there can be non-equivalent projective formulas which correspond to isomor-
phic projective algebras. Actually, to a fixed n-generated projective algebra
H there correspond as many projective formulas as there are different retrac-
tions between H and ®,,. Therefore, we arrive at the following

Corollary 9 There exists a one-to-one correspondence between projective
formulas and (H,ir) couples, where H is a projective algebra, and i : H —
®,,, r: P, — H are retractions.

Dually principal filters of ®,, correspond to admissible upward closed sub-
sets of the n-universal frame W,,. In order to give the dual characterization
of those principal filters of ®,, which give rise to projective algebras, we need
the additional definition of an extendible subset of W,,, which is the subject
of next section.
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5 Exact and extendible formulas

Recall from de Jongh [4] that a formula ¢ € &, is called ezact if there
exist X1,...,Xn € ®, such that - &(x1,...,xn) and, for any ¢ € &, if
F(x1, -+ Xn), then F ¢ — 1.

Actually, de Jongh just asked for formulas x4, ..., x, with any number of
variables, but the results of Ghilardi (see e.g. Theorem 10) and others show
that the definition can be restricted to formulas in ®,,.

Theorem 10 If a formula is projective, then it is exact.

Proof. Suppose ¢ is projective. Then there exists a substitution o : &, —
®,,, such that F o(¢) and ¢ - ¢ «— o(v), for all ¢ € ®,,. To prove that ¢ is
exact we need to construct xi, ..., x, such that & ¢(x1, ..., x») and, for any
e D, if F(xi,...,Xn), then F ¢ — ).

Let x; =0(pi), i =1,...,n. Then ¢(x1,...,xn) = ¢(a(p1),...,0(pn)) =
o(¢), and hence - ¢(x1, ..., xn). Suppose ¥ € ®,, is such that - (x1, ..., Xn)-
Then F o(1)). Now, since ¢ F 1 < (1)), we have that ¢ I ¢ and hence ¢ is

exact. g

Now we recall the notion of an extendible formula. Suppose there is
given a finite family of finite rooted models My = (W1, Ry, 1), ..., My =
(Wi, Ry, Ex) with the roots wy, ..., wy, and ¢ is forced in My, ..., M. Now
consider the disjoint union of W;’s and add to it a new point w as a new root.
Denote the resulting frame by (W, R). Call ¢ extendible if always in such a
case there exists a valuation = on (W, R) such that = agrees with =1, ..., =
on Wy,..., Wy and w = ¢.

Assume that My, ..., M, are pairwise nonisomorphic and n-models.

In order to describe those admissible subsets of the n-universal model
which correspond to extendible formulas we need the following:

Definition 11 An upward closed subset of the n-universal model, A € ConW,,
is called extendible if for every finite anti-chain B C A, there exists an ele-
ment w € A such that w < B.

Denote the set of all extendible subsets of W,, by ExtW,,.
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Theorem 12 A formula ¢ € ®,, is extendible iff its corresponding admissible
set is extendible.

Proof. Suppose a formula ¢ € ®,, is extendible. Consider the admissible
subset Ay of the n-universal model M,, = (W,,, R,, |=,) corresponding to ¢
and a finite anti-chain B = {wy,...,w;} C As. We want to show that there
exists w € A, such that w < B. Indeed, consider a family of rooted models
M1 = (Rn(wl), RMU ):1), “ e ,Mk = (Rn(wk), RJ'/\/IR7 ):k> (Where RMl and
[=; are the restrictions of R,, and |=, to R,(w;), i = 1,...,k). Obviously
the models M1, ..., M, are finite and they force ¢. But then ¢ is forced
in the disjoint union of M;, i = 1,...,k. Add a new point v as a new root
to the disjoint union of the models M;, i = 1,... k. Since ¢ is extendible,
there can be defined a valuation = on v in such a way that v = ¢. Denote
the resulting model by M = (W, R, =). According to the construction of
the n-universal model, for B = {wy,...,w;}, there exists a point w € W,
such that w < B and Col(w) = Col(v). Define a model M' = (W' R | "),
where W/ = U*_| R, (w;) U {w} and R, =/ are the restrictions of R,, |=,
to W’. Since there exists a natural p-morphism A from the disjoint union
of My,..., M, onto the union of My,..., My, we also have a p-morphism
from M onto M’ defined by adding the couple (v,w) to h. M [ ¢, and
hence M’ =, ¢. Then w =), ¢ and therefore w € A,. Thus A, is extendible.

For the other direction, assume Ay € ExtW,. Consider any family of
finite, rooted models M; = (Wq, Ry, 1), ..., My = (Wy, Ry, =k) such that
¢ is forced in My, ..., M;. By Lemma 3, for each M;, i =1,..., k, there ex-
ists its p-morphic image M/ which is a generated submodel of the n-universal
model. Since M} =¢,i=1,... .k, W/ C Ay, i =1,..., k. Denote the roots

of Mj..., M}, by wy,...,wg. If the set {wq,...,wy} is not an anti-chain
in Ag, then form an anti-chain B C {w,...,w;} by taking B to be the set
{wi,,...,w;,} of R,-minimal elements from {wy,...,wx}. We distinguish

two cases, m > 1 and m = 1. First, we cover the case that m > 1. Then,
from the extendibility of A,, we have that there exists a v € Ay such that
v < A{w;,,...,w;, }. Add a new point w with Col(w) = Col(v) as a new root
to the disjoint union of the models My, ..., Mj. Such w exists since, for all
uw € UF, W/, Col(v) C Col(u) and, for all i = 1,...,k, M} is a p-morphic
image of M;. Denote the new model obtained by adding w as a new root
to the disjoint union of the models My, ..., My by M. Denote by M’ the
model obtained by adding v as a new root to the models M/ ..., M. Since
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there exists a natural p-morphism A from the disjoint union of My, ..., My
onto the union of M/, ..., M), we also have a p-morphism from M onto M’
defined by adding the couple (w,v) to h. Hence w = ¢ and thus ¢ is an
extendible formula. Next we consider the case that m = 1. Then, we have
B = {wy}. Add a new point w with Col(w) = Col(w;,) as a new root to
the disjoint union of the models My,..., M}. Such w exists since, for all
u € U, W/, Col(w;,) C Col(u) and, for all i = 1,...,k, M/ is a p-morphic
image of M;. As before, denote the new model obtained by adding w as a
new root to the disjoint union of the models My,..., M, by M. Denote
by M’ the union of M ..., M. Since there exists a natural p-morphism h
from the disjoint union of My, ..., M, onto M’ we also have a p-morphism
from M onto M’ defined by adding the couple (w,w;,) to h. Hence w |= ¢
and, again, ¢ is an extendible formula. g

The following result is from Visser [16]. His proof was rather complicated.
Even more complicated is the proof sketched by Ghilardi [8]. We will give a
simple proof that directly uses our knowledge of the n-universal model.

Theorem 13 If a formula is exact then it is extendible.

Proof. Let ¢ be exact by x1,..., xn. By theorem 12 it is sufficient to prove
the corresponding admissible set A, to be extendible. Consider a finite anti-
chain B = {wy,...,w;} € Ag. We want to show that there exists v € Ay
such that v < B.

Consider the family of rooted models M| = (R, (w1), Rymy, E1), -, Mi =
(Rn(wg), Ram,,, Fr) (where Ry, and |=; are the restrictions of R, and |=, to
R, (w;),i=1,... k). Since finite sets in ConW,, are admissible (Proposition
1), Rn(wn),..., R,(wy) are admissible, say by the formulas 1)1, ..., 9. Note
that ¢; implies ¢ in IPC, i = 1,..., k. Indeed, we have R,(w;) C Ag.

Consider now the direct successors w;,,...,w;, of the w;. The sets
Ry(wy) (i = 1,...,k, j = 1,...,k;) are also admlissible, say by the for-
mulas ¥;,,...,%;, . Now, for each i, ¥ — ¥;, V...V 1, is not deriv-
able in IPC, since this formula is false in w;. With ¢; &, the formula
¢ — (i — i, V...V, ) is equivalent to ¢; — 1, V...V, and hence is
not derivable in TPC either. Then, because ¢ is exact for yq, . . , Xn, neither
is derivable ¢; — v;, V...V ¢, with x1,..., X, substituted for pi,...,pn,
which we denote by ¢; — 97 V Y zbz*kl (1=1,...,k).
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That means that, for each ¢, a Kripke-model M exists such that in its
root 97 is forced but ¢}, ... ,Qﬁfki are not. Consider the models M/, ..., Mj
where M/ has the domain of M} and valuation defined as follows: w = p;
iff w = x; in M. Thus we have that, for each 4, in the root of M/ v is
forced but v;,,...,1;, are not. According to Lemma 3, to each M., there
corresponds a uniquelrooted, p-morphic image M which is a generated
submodel of the n-universal model. Let us show that M/ coincides with
M;. Indeed, since Mj | 1), it is a submodel of M;. But since 1;; is not
forced in the root of M7, j = 1,... k;, it must be that the root of M/
coincides with the root of M; and thus M = M,. So we have that from
each M there exists a p-morphism f; onto M.

Add a new root w* to the disjoint union of the Mj’s with some arbitrary
forcing defined on it and denote the resulting model by M*. Do the same
to M’s (with the new root w’) and denote the resulting model by M’. We
have that ¢(x1, ..., xx) is forced in w* (since it is provable by the exactness
of ¢) and hence ¢ is forced in w’. Now extend the disjoint union of M;’s
by a new root w putting Col(w) = Col(w’) thus obtaining a new model M.
Now join the p-morphisms fi,..., fi, add a couple (w’, w) and thus form a
new p-morphism f from M’ onto M. This makes clear that ¢ is forced in
w. Now, as in the proof of Theorem 12 (the end of the first direction), we
get that there exists a new point v € Ay such that v < B. Hence A, is
extendible and ¢ is an extendible formula.

In order to establish a correspondence between projective, exact, ex-
tendible formulas, admissible extendible sets and projective algebras we need
the following result of Revaz Grigolia from [11].

Theorem 14 An algebra H is projective if and only if Hy is admissible and
extendible.

So we have the following correspondence between projective, exact, ex-
tendible formulas, admissible extendible sets and projective algebras: If
¢ € @, is projective then it is exact, hence it is extendible. Moreover, A is an
extendible (admissible) set and according to Theorem 14, an algebra ®,, /4
is projective. Then we have the retractions i : @, /5y — ®,, 7: @, — @, /})
and hence, the couple (,,/}4), i) gives rise to a (projective formula) ¢. Thus,
we can state the following corollary:
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Corollary 15 There is a one-to-one correspondence between projective, ex-
act, extendible formulas, admissible extendible sets and (H,ri) couples, where
H is a projective algebra, and i : H — ®,, r: ®, — H are retractions.

6 Finite projective formulas

Definition 16 (First in de Jongh 1968,1970) A formula ¢ € ®,, is called
finite if its corresponding admissible set in the n-universal model is finite.

The main purpose of the current section is a characterization of the finite
projective formulas of n variables. Recall from Section 3 that every finite
upward closed subset of the n-universal model is admissible. Thus, according
to Theorem 12, we have to characterize the finite extendible subsets of the
n-universal model. First we will show that there is only a finite number of
finite extendible sets, then we will construct a combinatorial formula which
counts the number of the finite extendible sets in the n-universal model and
finally, we will list the finite projective formulas of one and two variables.

6.1 The number of the finite projective formulas of n
variables

In order to characterize finite projective formulas we need some definitions.
Suppose A € ConW,,, A, =W NA={we A:depth(w) =m}.

Definition 17 A has the depth m (depth(A) = m) if Jw € A(depth(w) =
m) and Yv € A(depth(v) < m).

Definition 18 The width of A is maxi<m<depth(a)|Am|.

Definition 19 The rank of the colour of w € W, is |Col(w)| and we denote
it by rank(Col(w)).

For example, rank() = 0, rank({1}) = 1, rank({1,...,n}) = n. So we
have n + 1 ranks for 2" colours.

Definition 20 The rank of the level m in A, rank(A,,) = max{rank(Col(w)) :
wE At
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Lemma 21 Suppose A € ExtW,, and A is finite, then for no three (distinct)
points w,v,u € A, the sets {w,v} and {w,u} can both be anti-chains.

Proof. Suppose there exist distinct w, v, u € A such that the sets {w, v} and
{w, u} are both anti-chains. Since A is extendible, {w, v}, {w, u} must totally
cover two points v',u’ respectively in A, ie. v < {w,v} and v < {w,u}.
Let us show that v' and u’ are R-incomparable and at least one of the sets
{u',v},{v,u} is an anti-chain of A. Indeed, let us show first that (v',v") &€ R
(the proof (v',u’) € R is analogous). Since v’ is totally covered by {w,u},
u'Rv" implies wRv" or uRv'. wRv' is a contradiction since we have v Rw
and v' # w. If uRY', then from v Rw it follows that uRw which contradicts
the assumption that w and u are incomparable. To show that at least one
of the sets {u/,v},{v/,u} is an anti-chain of A consider two possible cases:
first, u and v are incomparable and second, u and v are not incomparable.
Suppose u and v are incomparable. Since v’ is totally covered by {w,u},
u'Rv implies wRv or uRv and both are not the case by our assumption.
Hence (v/,v) ¢ R. But (v,u') ¢ R as well since, if vRu/, then from «' Rw
we would get vRw which is a contradiction. Thus in the first case {u/,v}
is an anti-chain. Consider the second case, assume vRu. Let us show that
{v/,v} is an anti-chain. (v/,v) € R, since u < {w,u} and (w,v) ¢ R and
(u,v) & R. It is left to show that (v,u’) € R, but if vRw’, then from u' Rw it
follows vRw which is a contradiction. Analogously for the second case with
the assumption of uRv: we will get that {v’,u} is an anti-chain.

Hence the conditions of the lemma imply that we get at least two new
anti-chains in A with higher level points. The new anti-chains must totally
cover two points in A. Then again we get two anti-chains in A and so forth.
This contradicts the assumption that A is finite. g

Corollary 22 Suppose there is given a finite A € ExtW,, and w,v,u € A.
Then if v and u are incomparable and wRv, then we have wRu.

Proof. Suppose otherwise. Let us show that (u,w) ¢ R. (w,u) ¢ R would
get us that w and w are incomparable contradicting the previous lemma.
Indeed, if uRw, then from wRv we get uRv contradicting the assumption
that {v,u} is an anti-chain.
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Corollary 23 Suppose there is given a finite A € ExtW,, such that width(A) <
2. Then each node in A,,+1 s covered only by node(s) from A,,.

Proof. Consider w € A,,,; and assume w is covered by some u € Aj,
[ < m. Then, according to the construction, u belongs to some anti-chain
A" > w containing some point v € A,,; (A is upward closed). But this is
a contradiction since u and v are not incomparable; namely we have vRu.
Indeed, note that, since A is upward closed, according to the construction
of the n-universal model, each node in Ay, is covered by at least one node
from Ag. Then if Ay contains two nodes, then, by the previous corollary,
both cover each node in Ay;. It follows from here that there exists a chain
V< U ... < Up_gr1 < u and hence vRu. o

Now we can state a proposition which characterizes the finite extendible
subsets of the n-universal model. It follows from the proposition that there
is a finite number of finite extendible subsets in the n-universal model and
hence there is a finite number of finite projective formulas of n variables.

Proposition 24 (For an algebraic version see R. Balbes and A. Horn [1]).
Suppose A € ExtW,, and A is finite, then depth(A) < n+1 and width(A) <
2.

Proof. A is finite, hence it has finite depth. Say depth(A) = k. Note that,
since A is extendible, there is only one point w;, € Ay.

If width(A) > 3 then there exist w,v,u € A,, (depth(w) = depth(v) =
depth(u) = m). But then from the fact that A is extendible it follows that
there are at least four points of the depth m + 1 in A totally covered by the
four anti-chains, {w,v,u}, {w,v}, {w,u} and {v,u}, produced by the set
{w,v,u}. Then it is obvious that the number of the elements of the levels
will increase with the growth of the levels. This contradicts the assumption
that A is finite.

To prove that depth(A) < n+1 we will show by induction on the depth of
A that the ranks of the levels in A (with width(A) < 2) decrease (according
to the construction of the n-universal model) with the growth of the levels,
i.e. rank(Ap41) < rank(A,,), for all 1 < m < k. Since there are n + 1 ranks
we will get that the depth of A may not exceed n + 1. We start with a
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Claim It follows from Corollary 23 that if wy, wy € A,,, then Col(w;) #
Col(wg), m=1,...,k— 1.

Proof. Indeed, if wy,wy € A;, then they have different colours. Now
suppose we have shown that if wy,wy € A, | < m, then Col(w;) # Col(wy).
Then if there is one point w € A,, which totally covers two points vy, vy €
A,11 then vy and vy have different colours and if there are two points wy, wy €
A,, such that the anti-chain {w,wy} totally covers two points vy, vy € Apyiq
then, again, the colours of v; and vy must be different. Thus we have the
induction step.

Suppose now that there is one point w € A,,. According to Corollary 23,
there are two cases, either w totally covers one point v € A,,,1 or w totally
covers two points vy, vy € A,1. In the first case Col(v) C Col(w) and hence
rank(Am,41) < rank(A,,). In the second case at least one of Col(vy), Col(vs)
is a proper subset of C'ol(w) and hence rank(A,,+1) < rank(A,).

Next suppose that there are two points wi,wy € A,,. Again there
are two cases: first, the anti-chain {wj,wy} totally covers one point v €
Apny1; second, {wy,we} totally covers two points vi,vy € A,yq. In the
first case Col(v) C Col(wy) N Col(ws), but since Col(wy) # Col(ws), we
have that Col(w,) N Col(wy) C Col(wy), Col(wy) and hence rank(A;,1+1) <
rank(A;). In the second case Col(vy),Col(vy) C Col(wy) N Col(wsy), but
since Col(wy) # Col(wsy), we have Col(wy) N Col(wg) C Col(wy), Col(ws),
and hence rank(A,,+1) < rank(A,,). Thus the proposition is proved. n

Corollary 25 The number of finite projective formulas of n variables is fi-
nite.

Proof. Since each W] is finite, from Proposition 24 it follows that the
number of the finite extendible subsets of W,, is finite. Hence there are
finitely many finite projective formulas of n variables.

6.2 Combinatorial formulas.

Using Proposition 24 we can count the number of finite extendible subsets of
the n-universal model and thus the number of finite projective formulas of n
variables.
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We will proceed with the construction of a combinatorial formula which
is a counter of the finite projective formulas of n variables for the input n.

First let us count the number of finite extendible subframes of the n-
universal frame.
Denote by Sp(n) the number of finite extendible subframes of F,,. Then

where F'(k) is the number of the finite extendible subframes of the depth
k. According to Proposition 24, k can take the values from 1 to n+ 1. Now,

F(k) =21,

Indeed, according to Proposition 24, in each level m = 1,...,k — 1 of
the finite extendible set of the depth k there may be one or two points and
there must be one point of level k. Denote the number of points in the level
m by i,. It follows from Corollary 22 (see the proof of Corollary 23) that
each point in the level m covers each point in the level m + 1. In addition,
by Corollary 23, nodes in A,, 1 are covered only by nodes from A,,. Thus,
each of the vectors (i1, ...,0x), i1,...,ik—1 = 1,2 and i, = 1 determines one
frame. Now, the number of different vectors (iy,..., ), @1,... 01 = 1,2
and i, = 1, is 2*~!. Thus,

n+1
Sp(n) =Y 2Ft =2 —1.

k=1

We will proceed with the construction of the combinatorial formula which
is a counter of the finite projective formulas of n variables for the input n.

As this subsection uses a strict theoretical approach to the computation,
we recommend to consider it along with the appendix which describes the
same calculations in more practical style.

Denote by Sys(n) the number of finite extendible sets in M,, (the number
of submodels).
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where M (k) is the number of admissible extendible sets with the depth
k in M,,. According to Proposition 24, k can take the values 1,...,n + 1.

M(k) = > F(iy, ... i),
i1=1,ig,...,ig=1,2

where F(iq,...,1) is the number of such finite extendible subsets (sub-
models) of M,, which have i; nodes (i; = 1 or 2) on the level £ — j + 1
(7 =1,...,k). From the definition of the extendible set it follows that i; = 1
and, according to Proposition 24, each i;, j = 2,...,k, can have only the
values 1 or 2.

Fix a frame of depth k. So, we have all values for the parameters
i1,72,...,1k, (i1 = 1). The construction of the n-universal model limits the
number of acceptable colours that a node w; of the depth £ can have. Denote
this number by fo (f!). If we fix some (acceptable) colour for wy, then we
will have a number of possible colours for the nodes of the depth £ — 1 which
totally cover w;. Denote this number by fff, (79 — the number of nodes that
totally cover w;). Analogously, let f; j]; . be the number of all possible (colours
of) nodes of the depth k£ — j + 1 which correspond (totally cover) to already
fixed nodes of the depth k£ — j + 2. ‘

We will see in the sequel, that each of the expressions f;j_l, j=2,...,k,is
a sum which uses fixed parameters (the number of nodes in the previous level
and the ranks of their colours) from the sum f;j:;. Then F'(iy,...,ix) can be
obtained by multiplying the (nested) sums f%, fff, f;j’, cel ff:_l, which we
write in the following way:

F(iv,...,i) = fOfi2 fid o fiF
Let us agree on the following notation: if there is one node of the depth
k—j+1, then denote it by w; (so e.g. w; is the unique node of depth k) and
l; = rank(Col(w;)). If there are two nodes of the depth k—j+1, then denote
them by w; and w?, I = rank(Col(wj) N Col(w})) and I = rank(Col(wyj)),
I? = rank(Col(w?)). We denote by C the choose of k over n. Then

n—k+1

fl="> a,

11=0

Indeed, the rank of the colour of a node w; of the depth &k can vary from
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0 to n—k+1 and to each possible rank [; = 0,...,n—k-+1 there correspond
Cp different variants (colours).

There are the following four different cases for f;j_ ¥

1. ij—l = 1,ij = 17

2.0, =21, = 1;

3. i1 = 1,4 = 2;

4. Z.j—l = 2, ij = 2.

We will consider each case separately.

1. This is the case when on the each of the levels k — j+2 and kK — 5+ 1
there is one node. In order for w; to totally cover w,_; it must be that
Col(wj_1) C Col(w;). This means [; > [;_y. At the same time, [; < n—k+j.
In Col(w;) lj_1 elements are fixed and there are free [; — [;_; elements. The
number of elements from which we can choose elements to fill the free places
in Col(w;) is n — l;_;. It follows from the above that:

n—k+j .
1/ - n—1l;_
fi(d) = Z Cljfli»,ll-
lj=lj_1+1

2. This is the case when one node of the depth £ — 7 + 1 totally covers
two nodes of the depth k£ — j 4 2. In order for the node w; to totally cover
the nodes wj_;, w?_,, it must be that Col(w;_;) U Col(w7_,) C Col(w;) (*),
hence [; can take the values from I} | +17 | — 19, + 5 to n — k + j, where

0, otherwise. ’

The value of s forces the strict set theoretical inclusion in (*). For each
{wj_,w? }, wehave [ | +15 | —13 | fixed elements and I;—(Ij_, +15 ;=19 ;)
free elements in C'ol(w;). The number of elements from which we can choose
elements to fill the free spaces in Col(w;) is n — (Ij_; + 13, =17 ). Thus:

, g (U210 if L =0 2 =0
£0) = > Czj—ilil-_;ré_ll—lé_i)); o {(1) gtife_rlwisg_l i
L=l +F =19 +s ’

3. This is the case when there is one element of the depth k— 7+ 2 totally
covered by two elements of the depth £ — j + 1. In this case we will consider
two sums. First will be the number of anti-chains {wjl-,w]z} which totally
cover w;_; with I; < [7. Second will be the number of anti-chains {wj,w?}
which totally cover w;_y with I} = I2.
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In the first sum, l;’ can take values from [;_; to n — k + j — 1. Indeed,
in order for the anti-chain {w] w2} to totally cover node w;_; it must be
that Col(w;_1) C Col(wj) N Col(w7). Here n — k + j — 1 is an upper bound
instead of n — k 4+ j because the colours of wj and wJ may not coincide. In
Col(w;) N Col(w?) there are fixed I;_; elements and free 19 — [;_; elements.
The number of elements from which we can choose elements to fill the free
spaces in Col(w}) NCol(w?) is n—1;_1, hence there are Clo ; ! such variants
(ranks of possible 1ntersect10ns) for each w;_;. After th1s for each possible

J, in Col(w ) there are fixed lO elements and free l1 — l0 elements. The
number of elements from which we can choose elements to ﬁll the free spaces
in Col(wj) is n — 19, hence for each [}, which can take the values from [} to
n—k+j—1 (not n—k+ j because this maximal value will be taken by rank

— -0
of w?), the number of possible w}’s for each w;_; is Cj lj ! Cﬁ ljo After the

node wj is fixed, in Col(w}) we get [ fixed elements and l2 - l0 free elements.
We ean fill the free spaces in Col ( w?) only using those elements which do
not belong to Col(w ) The number of such elements is n — ;. !. Hence there

1
are Cy 2 10 possible variants of w ’s for the fixed w . Since we are considering

our ﬁrst sum, we must have 1]2 > ljl and thus the first sum is:

n—k+j—1n—k+j—1 n—k-+j ll
n—

I SR el B Sie SY

V=l 11=10 12 =li+1

In the second sum, as in the first, lo can take values from li—yton—k+j—1
and the number of ranks of possible intersections is C’lo L (for each w;_q).

Since we are considering the case [ = [7, we cannot have lj1 = 19 (if so, we
would get Col(w}) = Col(w})); so here [j ranges from Iy +1 to n — k + j.
For each wj, there are [j elements fixed and n — [ elements free in Col(w?).
We can fill the free spaces in Cool(w?) only using those elements which do not

belong to Col(w j). The number of such elements is n — l1 Hence there are
1

Cﬁ _ ;o possible variants of wjz’s for the fixed wjl.. But now we cannot multiply
J J

n—1°
the number of possible wjl-’s (which is C’ljl_fl]?) by the number of corresponding

w?’s, because, in this way we would get repetitions, i.e. we would count two
anti-chains {w},w?} and {w},wj} instead of one. In fact, this is the case



6 FINITE PROJECTIVE FORMULAS 29

when there is given a set of ny elements and each element forms (unordered)
pairs with ny (ny < np) other elements of the same set. The number of all
pairs then will be equal to (niny)/2; if the product nins is an odd number,
then it means that, for given numbers n;,ny, such pairs cannot be formed
(for example: n; = 3, ny = 1). Since in our case we are preserved from the
odd values of CP~0CP1 " we take our second sum to be:

n—k+j—1 n—k+j il

Z Z CT‘; llj,l (Cll 10011 10)/2 (2)

0_7. 1_72_;0
O=l;_y 1=12=10+1

Finally:

fi() = (1) +(2).

4. This is the case when there are two nodes of the depth k — j + 1 which
form an anti-chain which totally covers each of the two nodes of the depth
k — 7 + 2. This case is analogous to the previous case. Here we consider
Col(wj_,)UCol(wj_,) instead of Col(w;_1) as in the previous case. Thus we
have:

n—k+j—1 n—k+j—1 lo n—k+j
n

. 1 +l -1 n l1
f505) = > > OZO ll 11+l 1—ZJO 1) 11 10 >, C 2 10+

Z? l1 1+ZJ 1 l?71 l;:l? 12 l1+1
n—k+j—1 n—k+j 0
+l =0 ), n=10 _n-l}
J 1 -1 75—
+ Z Z CJ (1 1+lg 1 z?_l)(Cll 1001 10)/

0__j1 0 1_52_j0
O=U1_ +12_ =10 }=12=19+1

Below there is presented the formula Sy(n) which gives the number of
the finite projective formulas of n variables in IPC. The computer program
realizing this computation can be found in the appendix.

where

M(k) = > F(iy,... i),

11=1,12,...,1,=1,2
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where
. I3 Z3 ik
Fliv, ... i) =[O
where
n—k+1
Z Cl1’
11=0
n—k+j .
17\ n—lj—1
fl (j) - Z Clj—lj_17
li=lj_1+1
n—k+j e 7l 0 2 0
2 L lj_(lj—1+lj—l_l 1)’ 0, otherwise.
L=l _ 2 =19 +s
n—k+j—1n—k+j—1 N n—k+j e ll+10
20\ n—tj— 1
fi(j) = Z Z ng l]_ Z Cz2 1
V=l =10 =l;+1

n—k+j—1 n—k+j

+ Z Z n 17- 1 C'l1 lOC'l1 )/ )

0 1_72_70
O=l;_y 1=12=1

) n—k+j—1 n—k+j—1 1 +l2 710 0 n_ktj n— l1+l0
. j 1 -1 -
f j) = C 1 _70 1 0 CZ 0
O=1_ 42 10 1= T =4
n—k+j—1 n—k+j 1 0
l 1+l =12_)) n—l9 n—l;
j—1 "j—1
+ Z Z 19 (l1 = )(Czl 10011 10)/2
l07l1 1+l l? 1l]17l2 lO

We have conducted calculations for n = 1,2,3,4,5 and 6. As it was
known, there are four finite formulas of one variable. There are 26 finite
formulas of two variables; for n = 3 there are 256 finite formulas; for n = 4:
3386; for n = 5: 55984 and for n = 6: 1110506.
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6.3 Finite projective formulas of one variable

It was shown by D. de Jongh (see [4]) that there are five projective formulas
of one variable in IPC, four of which are finite. Now we will give an easier
proof of this fact using the colouring technique.

So, we restrict ourselves to the case of n = 1. Proposition 24, makes it
possible to write out all of the finite extendible subsets of Wj:

w0 g

Fig.5

W1 is shown in Fig.1. To each of the finite extendible sets in Fig.5. there
corresponds a finite projective formula of one variable. Now we will introduce
a technique by which we can find the projective formulas which correspond
to the given finite extendible sets.

Let us recall an equivalent definition of the algebraic operation —: For
A B e ConW, A— B=—-RYA\ B), where R"}(w) = {v : vRw} and
RYA) = Upea R (w). Thus A=A -0 =—-R'(A) and A < B =
—R YA\ B)N—-R B\ A).

The free algebra ®,, is generated by pi1,...,p,. Hence its isomorphic
algebra AdmW,, is generated by G; = h(p;) = {w € W,, : w =, pi}, 1 =
1,...,n. Thus, any admissible extendible subset of W,, can be obtained
by applying the algebraic operations N,U, —,0 to the sets G;,...,G,. In
the case n = 1, we have G = {w € W,, : Col(w) = {1}}. Denote by p
the propositional variable (free generator of the algebra ®;). Thus G is the
subset of W7 in every point of which p is forced.

Now we give the finite projective formulas which correspond to the finite
extendible sets shown in Fig.5

¢1 = p; first in Fig.5, which is G itself.
¢ = —p; second in Fig.5, which is —R™Y(G).
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¢35 = —¢; third in Fig.5, which is —R™!(¢s).
¢4 = ¢3 — p; fourth in Fig.5, which is —R™'(¢3 \ G).

6.4 Finite projective formulas of two variables

Let us restrict ourselves to the case of n = 2. Proposition 24 makes it possible
to write out all of the finite extendible subsets of Ws; first we will see the
finite extendible frames (Fig.6) and then all existing models on those frames

(Fig.7):
F4 F5 Fﬁ F?

Fig.6
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{1,2} {1} {2} ]
My, 1 M, s M, o6 My, ¢o
{1,24  {1,2}  {1,2} {1} {2}

{1} {2} 0 0 I(Z)
M57¢7 M67¢8 M77¢9 M87¢3 M97¢4

{1,2} {1,2}
{1} {2}
0 0

M107¢10 M117¢11

(T2 {n 2 {p {2 20 {1 25 {20 {12 ¢ {1y {2} {1} ¢ {2} ¢
Vo M My MMM MY
M127¢19 M137¢21 M147¢2O M157¢22 M167¢18 M177¢12 M187¢13 M197¢14
(L2 {12 {20 {1 20 {1 {1 20 {2} {12y {12} {12}

{1} {2} 0 0 {2} 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M207 ¢23 M217 ¢24 M227 ¢25 M237 ¢26 M247 ¢15 M257 ¢16 M267 (bl?
Fig.7

There are 26 finite extendible subsets of W5 and to each of them there
corresponds a finite projective formula of two variables.

In the case n = 2 we have, G; = {w € W, : Col(w) = {1} or Col(w) =
{1,2}} and Go = {w € W, : Col(w) = {2} or Col(w) = {1,2}}, Denote by
P, q two propositional variables (the free generators of the algebra ®5). Thus
(51 contains one point in which both p and ¢ are forced and the rest of the
points of G; make p true and ¢ false. Analogously G5 contains one point in
which both p and ¢ are forced and the rest of the points of G5 make ¢ true
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and p false.
Now we give the finite projective formulas which correspond to the finite
extendible sets shown in Fig.7.

¢1 =p A q; My, which is G; N Gy;

¢2 = —(pV q); My, which is —R™Y(G1 U Gy);
b3 =—(qV ¢2); Mg, —R™ (G2 U ¢3);

by =—(pV ¢2); My, —R™(G1 U ¢);

b5 = g3 A\ p; Mo, ¢3 N Gy;

G6 = Qs N q; M3, ¢4 N Go;

Define U = —(¢o V3V ¢y). In Uy =UNW,} ={w € U : depth(w) = 1}
there is one point u with the colour {1, 2}, in U, there are three points which
are totally covered by u and on each next level of U there are only the points

totally covered by the points or anti-chains only from the previous levels of
U. Then,

o7 =U Np; M5, UNGy;

os =U N q; Mg, UNGoy;

P9 = (o7 V ds) NUV ¢1; Mz, =R (7 U g) NU U ¢y;

b10 = ((¢s V ¢9) — ¢1) ANU; My, —R_l((% Udo) \ ¢1) NU;

d11 = (97 V dg) — ¢1) AU; My, —R7'((d7 U o) \ ¢1) nU;

P12 = (3 — &5) A (da — ) A1V da); Mz, —R™ 3\ ps)N—R (4 \
d6) N =R (1 U h2);

P13 = (1 V d6) A (¢35 — ¢5); Mis, =R (1 U ) N —R (3 \ ¢5);

P14 = (d1 V ¢5) A (b1 — ¢6); Mig, —R™ (1 U ps) N =R~ (s \ ¢5);

d15 = (P10 = &7) A (P11 — d8) A (dg — ¢1) AU; Moy, —R™ (1o \ ¢7) N
—R7(p11 \ ¢8) N =R (g \ ¢1) N U;

P16 = (P10 — d7) (s — P1)AU; Mas, =R (d10\ ) N—R ™ (ds\ 1)

d17 = (11 — ) A7 — P1)AU; Mag, =R (d11\¢s)N—R ™ (d7\ 1)

Define U = (¢7 — ¢1) \% (¢8 — ¢1) V (¢9 — ¢1) U = W2 \ UU {U}, (U
and u were defined above). Then,

p1s = (¢5s — ¢6) ANU; My, —R™ (¢5 \¢s) NU;

b1 = (s V d2) AU A p; Myy, —R™ (s U o) NTU N p;

d20 = (5 V ¢2) AU Ag; My, —R7'(¢5 U ¢2) NTU N p;

pa1 = (ds V ¢2) AU A (¢r9 — (61 V ¢5)) A (63 — b5); Mig, =R (s U
$2) VU N =R (1o \ (1 U d5)) N =R (B3 \ ¢5);

AU,
AU,



6 FINITE PROJECTIVE FORMULAS 35

P22 = (5 V ¢2) AU A (0 — (¢1 V ) A (ba — ¢6); Mis, —R™H(¢5 U
$2) NU N =R (20 \ (61U ¢6)) N Y\ ¢6);

P23 = (—(P2 V d6) ANU) A (P21 — (¢1 \/¢5)) A (@3 — ¢5); Mag, =R (¢2 U
$6) VU N =R (a1 \ (¢1 U ¢s)) N N\ #5);

P24 = (=(p2 V ¢5) ANU) A (22 — (¢1 \4 ¢6)) A(ps — ¢6); My, —R™ (¢ U
¢5) VU N =R (a2 \ (61U ¢6)) N Y04\ 96);

s = (2 V o) ANU) A (3 — ¢5) (23 — P19); Moz, —R™ (2 U ¢hg) N
UN—R " (¢3U¢s) N =R (¢23 \ ¢19);

 has = (2(P2V 95) ANU) A (ps — d6) A (24 — Pa0); Mas, =R~ (2 U d5) N
UN (¢4 \ ¢6) N =R (das \ d20).

The formulas, ¢1, ..., ¢po¢ were obtained using Fig.2 and Fig.7 and the set
theoretical operations (U,N,\ and —) on the sets G, G5 which correspond
dually to the propositional variables p,q. Already obtained finite formulas
were used for finding new finite formulas so most of the formulas look compli-
cated and can be simplified. The final, simplified, list of the finite projective
formulas of two variables is the following:

1 =pAg

G2 = —p N\ —g;
@3 = —==p A g;
Gg = g N\ p;
@5 = —q A\ p;
®6 = DN
O7 =p A —7g;
Gg = q N\ —=p;

P9 = (p < q) N —~p;

10 =" A ((p — q) = p);
¢11=—-pA (¢ —p) — q);
b12 = (p < —q) A (g < —p);
$13 =g A (m=p — p);

$1a = PN (=g — q);
b15=—"pA-qA((p—q) = q) AN((g— p) = p);
$16 = g A (g = p);
$r7=—"pA(P—q);

p18 = (p < q) A (==p — p);
$19 =p A (7q — q);

$20 = q N (m—p — p);
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o1 = (—qg = q) AN (p < (qV —q));
P22 = (—p —p) A(q = (pV —p));
(p = qV—=q) —p)A (=g — q);
( A (==p — p);
((p—qV—q) —p)—0p);
((g =pV-p)—q) —q).

( )
(¢—pV-p)—q
Pos = 7 A (7mg — q) A
Pas = g A (m=p — p) A

(
(

6.5 Number of all projective formulas

Now we proceed with the calculation of the number of all projective formulas
of n variables in IPC. We will construct an infinite number of admissible
extendible sets in the n-universal model from which it follows that there is a
countably infinite number of projective formulas of n variables.

We need the following observation in order to proceed with the construc-
tion of the needed admissible extendible sets:

Proposition 26 Consider w € W, and A C W, a finite anti-chain such
that w < A and there exists v € Wy, such that v # w and v < A. Then the
set —R™!(w) is extendible.

Proof. Assume —R™!(w) is not extendible. Then there exists a finite anti-
chain B C —R™!(w) such that, for all u € W, from u < B it follows that
u ¢ —R7'(w). Suppose v < B, then v € R~(w). Then uRw. Since u < B
and w ¢ B it must be that v = w. But then B = A. Note that since w < A
and v < A, v € —R™'(w) which contradicts the assumption that all the
points that are totally covered by B belong to R~ (w). o

Theorem 27 There is an infinite number of projective formulas of n vari-
ables, n > 2.

Proof. We will prove this theorem by constructing countable number of ad-
missible extendible subsets of WW,,. Since there is a one-to-one correspondence
between the elements of ®,, and admissible sets, the theorem will be proved.

Consider the Rieger Nishimura ladder type infinite subset of W,, (n > 2)
shown on Fig.8.
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{1,2} {1}

{1} {1}

{1}

{1}

Fig.8

This set is generated by two elements of the first level of W,, with the
colours {1,2} and {1}. The element with the colour {1,2} totally covers an
element with the colour {1}. Then two elements of the first level totally cover
an element of the second level with the colour {1}. Now, there are two anti-
chains and each of them totally covers an element with the colour {1}. Each
of these anti-chains also covers an element with the colour (). In Fig.8 we
show only one such element totally covered by the one of these anti-chains.
If we proceed, we will get the picture shown in Fig.8. Now, the elements with
the colour () in Fig.8 satisfy the conditions of the previous proposition and
hence every such element w gives rise to a unique extendible set —R ™! (w).
There is a countable number of such elements. Thus we have constructed
infinitely many infinite extendible subsets of W,,. Consult Grigolia [11] for the
fact that for all w € W,,, —R™!(w) is admissible. Thus we have constructed
countably many infinite admissible extendible sets in the n-universal model.

O
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Theorem 28 If A € ConW,, then —R™(A) € ExtW,,.

Proof. The proof is analogous of the proof of Proposition 26. Assume
—R!(A) is not extendible. Then there exists a finite anti-chain B C —R™!(A)
such that, for all w € W, from w < B it follows that w ¢ —R™1(A). Sup-
pose w < B, then w € R7'(A). Then wRv for some v € A, which is a
contradiction since B totally covers w and BN A =10. g

For any A € ConW,,, —R7'(A) = —R7}(A;) (where A, = W! N A).
Hence, each formula of the type —¢ is projective. The exception is L () =
—R~Y(W,,)) which we do not consider as a projective formula. Since there
are 2" elements in W', we get that there are 22" different subsets of W' and
hence 22" — 1 nonequivalent negated projective formulas of n variables.

It also follows from the above that in IPC there are 22" nonequivalent
negated formulas of n variables, but this is of course not surprising, since it
is well-known that in IPC negated formulas behave exactly as in classical
logic.

Appendix. Computation of finite extendible subsets of the n-
universal model

Here we give a description of the computation of finite extendible sets in
the n-universal model and a computer program realizing these computations.
We refer to Section 6 (subsection 6.2) for more theoretical details.

If we can count the number M (k) of all possible finite extendible models
of depth k, then we can easily take the sum:

n+1

Su(n) = 1; M(k)

to be the number of all finite extendible models (see subsection 6.2).

For a given depth k, different vectors (iy,...,7) (i1,...,ix—1 = 1,2 and
ir, = 1) represent the possible (finite) extendible frames which have i; nodes
on the first level, i;_; nodes on the second level and so on (with i; = 1 node
as the root). So
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M(k) = > F(iy,... i),

11=1,12,...,i5=1,2

where F'(iy, ..., i) is the number of such finite extendible sets which have
i; points (i; = 1 or 2) in the level k —j+1 (j =1,...,k).
To calculate the function F' for given parameters iq,...,%, fix a frame

of depth k. The construction of the n-universal model limits the number of
acceptable colours that a node w of the depth k£ can have. If we fix some
(acceptable) colour for w, then we will have a number of possible colours for
the nodes of the depth £—1 which totally cover w. Then for the fixed (colours
of) nodes of the depth k£ — 1 we have a number of possible (colours for) nodes
of the depth £—2 and so on. This approach brings us to a computational tree
starting from the root and going up which considers all the possible cases of
‘moving’ from already fixed colours of the given level to the possible colours
of nodes of the next level.

Let us recall the notation introduced in Subsection 6.2. If there is one
node of the depth k£ — j 4 1, then denote by [; the rank of its colour. If there
are two nodes of the depth £ — j 41, then denote by l} the rank of the colour
of the first node, by l]2- the rank of the colour of the second one and denote by
1 the rank of the intersection of their colours. We denote by C}' the choose
of k over n. Then the number of possible colours for the root of the fixed
frame of the depth k is:

n—k+1
> G
11=0
See Subsection 6.2 for the proof. In the comments made in program below
we denote this sum by f1.
Then there are four different cases for computation of the possible (colours
of) nodes which cover the given nodes of the previous level.
1. There is one node on the each of the levels k — 7 +2 and k — j + 1;
(f11)
2. There are two nodes on the level k£ — 7 + 2 covered by one node on the
level k — j +1; (f21)
3. There is one node on the level k — j + 2 covered by two nodes on the
level k — j + 1; (f12)
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4. There are two nodes on the level £ — 7 + 2 covered by two nodes on
the level k — j + 1; (£22)

See Section 6.2 for the sums that correspond to each of the above cases.

Our computational tree mentioned above consists of nested sums - start-
ing with the sum f1 and having a corresponding sum from the sums f11, {21,
f12 and f22 on each of its levels. Here the word 'corresponding’ is used in the
following sense: since a level in our computational tree means the depth of
the nodes (in a fixed frame) to be coloured (with acceptable valuations), it
depends which case out of our four cases we are dealing with; if, for instance,
a program is about to colour two nodes which cover one node, then it means
that it is dealing with the third case and hence it should use the sum {12 for
its calculations.

The parameter j in the program indicates the level in the computational
tree.

The comments about the computer program can be found in the text of
the program enclosed in {,} brackets.

procedure TMainForm.StartBitBtnClick(Sender: TObject);
var n, k, j, Sn, S, memlines : Integer;

fact : array[0..7] of Integer;

i : array[1l..7] of Integer;

C : array[0..7,0..7] of Integer;

{Initializing C matrix, so that computer will not have
to calculate binomials (C[n,m]) every time}
procedure InitC;
var nl, n2 : Integer;
begin

for n1 := 0 to 7 do

for n2 := 0 to 7 do
if nl1 < n2 then C[n1,n2] := 0 else
if n1 = n2 then C[n1,n2] :=1 else
C[n1,n2] := fact[nl] div (fact[n2]*fact[ni-n2]);

end;
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{The ’heart’ of the program - recursive procedure}

procedure Rec(10j,11j,12j, P : Integer);
var 10,11,12: Integer;
begin
{j indicates the depth of points to be coloured}
Inc(j);
if j = k+1 then
{if we have coloured points of all needed depths then...}

begin

{S is the sum and P is the product (of binomials)}

S :=8S + P;

Dec(j);

Exit; {Return to the state from where the procedure was called}
end;

{Decision procedure for which a sum (f1, f11, £12, f21 or £22)
must be calculated}
{Here the case of j=1 (the sum f1) should be considered separately,
while the other four cases exclude each other}
if j=1 then
for 11 := 11j to n-k+1 do Rec(11,11,11, PxC[n,11])
{P becomes a product of binomials}
else begin
if (i[j-11=1) and (i[jl=1) then

for 11 := 11j+1 to n-k+j do Rec(11,11,11, P*C[n-11j,11-11j]1);
if (i[j-1]=1) and (i[j]l=2) then
begin

for 10 := 11 to n-k+j-1 do

for 11 := 10 to n-k+j-1 do
for 12 := 11+1 to n-k+j do
Rec(10,11,12, P*C[n-11j,10-11j]1*C[n-10,11-10]*C[n-11,12-10]);
for 10 := 11j to n-k+j-1 do
for 11 := 10+1 to n-k+j do
Rec(10,11,11, P*C[n-11j,10-11j]
*((C[n-10,11-10]*C[n-11,11-10])div 2));
end;
if (i[j-1]1=2) and (i[jl=1) then
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if (11j=10j) or (12j=10j) then for 11 := 11j+12j-10j+1 to n-k+j do
Rec(11,11,11, PxC[n-(11j+12j-10j),11-(11j+12j-103)1)
else for 11 := 11j+12j-10j to n-k+j do
Rec(11,11,11, P*C[n-(11j+12j-10j),11-(11j+12j-10j)1);
if (i[j-1]1=2) and (i[j]l=2) then
begin
for 10 := 11j+12j-10j to n-k+j-1 do
for 11 := 10 to n-k+j-1 do
for 12 := 11+1 to n-k+j do
Rec(10,11,12, P*C[n-(11j+12j-10j),10-(11j+12j-10j)1*C[n-10,11-10]
*C[n-11,12-101) ;
for 10 := 11j+12j-10j to n-k+j-1 do
for 11 := 10+1 to n-k+j do
Rec(10,11,11, P*C[n-(11j+12j-10j),10-(11j+12j-10j)]
*((C[n-10,11-10]*C[n-11,11-10])div 2));
end;
end;
Dec(j);
end;

{A counter of models for a fixed frame}
procedure F;
var memcount : Integer;

begin
S := 0; {S - the number of models for a fixed frame}
j = 0;

Rec(0,0,0, 1);
{Sn - the global sum}
Sn := Sn + S;

{Taking care of output}

for memcount := 1 to n+1 do

Memo.Lines[memlines] := Memo.Lines[memlines] + IntToStr(i[memcount])+’,’;
Memo.Lines[memlines] :=

Memo.Lines [memlines] + °’ ’+IntToStr(8);

Inc(memlines);
end;
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Begin

{Initializing the variable n}
n := StrTolInt(nEdit.Text);
if n = 0 then

begin
Resultlabel.Caption := ’0’;
for memlines := 0 to 200 do Memo.Lines[memlines] := ’’;
Exit;

end;

{Taking care of output}

for memlines

:= 0 to 200 do Memo.Lines[memlines] := ’’;

Memo.Lines[0] := ’Frame Number of models’;

memlines :=

2;

{Initializing factorials from 1 to 7}

fact[0] := 1; fact[1] := 1; fact[2] := 2; fact[3] := 6;

fact[4] := 24; fact[5] := 120; fact[6] := 720; fact[7] := 5040;
{Initializing binomials}

InitC;

{Initializing the matrix i}
if[1] :=1; i[2] := 0; i[3] := 0; i[4] := 0; i[B] := 0; i[6] := 0; i[7] :=
{Initializing Sn}

Sn := 0;

{"Creating frames".

The direct

way was prefered to the use of another recursion

which would make the program almost unreadable}
for k := 1 to nt+l do

Case k of
1: F;

{Here begins the manual construction of frames

(without
2: begin
i[2]:
i[2]:
end;
3: begin
i[2]:

using recursion which would be necessary since k is varying)}

-

; F
; F

1; 1i[3]:=1; F;

0;
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6:

i[2]:=2;

end;

: begin

i[2]:=1;

i[2]:=2;

end;

: begin

i[2]:=1;

i[2]:=2;

end;
begin
i[2]:=1;

i[3]:
i[3]:
i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

i[3]:

. F;
. F;
. F;

; 1[4]:
i[4]:
; 1[4]:=
i[4]:
; 1[4]:
i[4]:
; 1[4]:
i[4]:
; 1[4]:
i[4]:
; 1[4]:
i[4]:
; 1[4]:
i[4]:
; i[4]:

i[4]:

; 1[4]:

e we

e

e we we

o oo o

-

; 1[5]:
i[5]:
; 1[56]:
i[5]:
; 1[5]:
i[5]:
; 1[56]:
i[5]:
; 1[5]:
i[56]:
; 1i[5]:
i[5]:
; 1[56]:
i[5]:
; 1[56]:
i[5]:

; 1[56]:

i[5]:

“e we we o we we we G

PRV

“e we we we we we

R S T R T B T I T I S I R S B !

[

; i[6]:=1; F;

i[6]:=2; F;

; i[6]:=1; F;

i[6]:=2; F;

44
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i[3]:=2;

i[2]:=2; i[3]:=1;

i[3]:=2;

end;
7: begin
i[2]:=1; 1i[3]:=1;

if[4]:

i[4]:

i[4]:

i[4]:

if[4]:

i[4]:

i[4]:

i[4]

2;

:=1;

i[5]:

i[5]:

; 1[56]:

i[5]:

; 1[56]:

i[5]:

; 1[5]:

i[5]:

; 1[56]:

i[5]:

; 1[56]:

i[5]:

; 1[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

; 1[6]:=
if6]:=
; 1[6]:=
i[6]:=
; i[6]:=
i[6]:=
; i[6]:=
i[6]:
; 1[6]:
i[6]:
; 1[6]:
i[6]:
; i6]:
i[6]:
; 1[6]:
if6]:
; i[6]:
i[6]:
; i[6]:
i[6]:
; il6]:
i[6]:
; i6]:
i[6]:
; 1[6]:
if6]:
; i6]:
i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

e Wwe Wwe We we we we Me we we we we

. e

e we We e Wwe we Me we W we e we we

T I T B T - T < B T T > < T > B > B T B e > B T B B > < B B B > M > B >

-

; i[7]:
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:

45
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if[4]:

i[3]:=2; i[4]:

if[4]:

i[2]:=2; 1[3]:=1; i[4]:

i[4]:

2;

1;

2;

=1;

2;

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

i[5]:

; i[6]:

i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

; i[6]:

i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

; 1[6]:

i[6]:

; i[6]:

i[6]:

i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1071 :=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1i[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]1:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:
; 1[7]:
i[7]:
; 107]:
i[7]:
; 1[7]:=
i[7]:

-

e B B I e e B e B e B e B e B B B e B e L e e B e e e M B B e B> B e > B B
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i[6]:=2; i[6]:=1; i[7]:
i[7]:
i[6]:=2; i[7]:
i[7]:
i[3]:=2; i[4]:=1; i[b]:=1; i[6]:=1; il[7]:
i[7]:
il6]:=2; i[7]:
i[7]:
i[56]:=2; i[6]:=1; i[7]:
i[7]:
i[6]:=2; il[7]:
i[7]:
i[4]:=2; i[5]:=1; il[6]:=1; i[7]:
i[7]:
i[6]:=2; i[7]:
i[7]:
i[5]:=2; i[6]:=1; i[7]:
i[7]:
i[6]:=2; i[7]:
i[7]:
end;
end;

{Outputting the global sum}
ResultLabel.Caption := IntToStr(Sn);

End;

e e Me we M we Me we we W Me we we we M o we we we e

T 17T 77T TTT T T

-
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