1.1. Connectives )

1.1.3. If - Then. i+ % - B#% 2@ ¥ L Fconnective & * §F 5 E 2 2 71 20 5F
-f# <0 connective, i F G EL § P’fr Q '# % statement, 2 * P=Q % 5 "if P then
Q, i&— & statement, & "% P 8] O, eh& & (F4E} §£ 5 the “conditional” of P, Q). &
AR P=0 B PR e B RRiE A R, AR R E KE D P=Q R £
Fengd_PQ 2 BT % B % (- i}u{;fb PQ i ¥ A 4p B cn). g4 P,Q i ¥ 7 4_statement,
AoEde Tx 20 8k SR B A BEN R = 'g = §_— 1 connective ¥ 11 iz, 0
PO (Tt vid mb k). bldcfc® + A4 “if x> 3 then x? > 97 i1k ¢ statement (i1
& x>319r x*>9 % % §_statement, ® * if-then i %4, v - B statement). x >3 v
x>0 A3 MG A RBEY A5 “if 3>2 then 2 is even” iz #k ¢ statement (&
3>2402 F BEALG M), AF P= 0 B BE HaghEiRiw, AP AR T
LRCEIT R IR B b R .

g FA PR TifPthen Q) A7 “% PR Q- 2327 (LA 547 %9
{2 statement, PR BT A A2 @ 2 e a2 ) SR E RA A §
APz if P then Q # 71 24 P W4 4o % P 9\' LR TR Z Q- 282, ek P Aoz §
@i QA F . M AE Y R4GE Tif Pthen O, AP R Mg P2, Q437
SRS MAN AT 38 L PRS2 . e WL 0 P then O
X P.Q it i statements 7 connective 4p % 9% b, Fl i %A EE Tif Pthen Q| = 5 -
¥ statement, ¥ F M T_PQ AE R IR P= Q ates R, YA, 530
P=Qfc Q=P blicBt £227-ffch i RE N7 P=>Q T4 ¥
Q=P E4che 5B LA I FEin, :g:iwp:>Qm“ Fd PAETRE QAL ®A LT
FPAI2ERERE Q2. bldetPariE if x>3thenx?>9, Ligx 3 &7 % x<3
PR E x>0, ,]M\;,sw PaEEd QX =@F P A, BA T2, P=Q H4teh ¥
PR Q=P A¢ih - TAP A Tif Pthen Q) HB4E} ¥4 Finps, APy ¢
B P=Qf Q=P wBiE '} 4 7 §_equivalent statement forms.

Question 1.3. 4ok AP ary P 2P| Q ==, 7REFAPFER Q 7 = 2 pF, & F 7 10T
T PsAnz?

Wi kg A BIEY v LR P=Q iR, e hi & kg, § PO
% statements PF, 4o% P £ r Q S, FRAT AEH P= Q ilE, AT il
MAPLP=0 ¥ LE P AHDn 0 L40, ?Kﬁm]&si%* P=Q amiit, #ril ipfh
FTIRAP T P=0 s, REF P AL WP T P=Q T d W P Q0 FAHE
B PAELE Q g4, Ty P AR, 3 E O ﬁﬂé’%ﬁ%‘ﬁ"%“"tﬁw&P:Q SR WEINLL 3
PREAPRE R P=Q G4 bl4c2>3 S45 22 >0 F4gen, Rind A g A G T if
x>3then x> >9 i&— B¥ehstatement. ¥ - 3 6, —4>3 §420 © (—4)2>9 F4eh, 4
7 i F o it if x> 3 then x2 > 9 - B %0 statement. BH Ok, iy x>3=x*>9
= i[;ﬁg’%.’rh&iﬁ dBfEY P=>Q T A7 UERA Ry A ZR P H x>32>x7>9
‘,‘5“ . 8@ 52, B P=Q A3 12T o truth table.
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Question 1.4. :F# 1 * truth table 1% Q=P fv P=Q #A_F & logically equivalent
statement forms? (P= Q) =R &% fv P= (Q = R) 5 logically equivalent statement
forms? P=> Q=R &% 3 &L &7

RFFERFEHP=Q HENRIPEATRDF R, AP AL “if and only if”
L connective FF ¢ 1 - .
BEAPH L P=Q B2 P S, “,%7 Fif P then Q ; *}, B3
e "QifP,
e " P implies Q |
TP is sufficient for Q | (R P &= B0 @1 Q = )
TQisnecessary for P, (R 7 & Q*2 43 Fiid® Pz)
"Ponlyif 0, (R 34 Q+2@mP {7 i=z2)
e 'O whenever P (R, = § P ﬁiff?QjF'Kg ‘3

1.1.4. If and Only If. § AR P=0fc Q=P * and @&, & (P=Q)N(Q=P),
AP gz 5 “Pifand only if 97, * P& Q k&7 (B4R} 5 the “biconditional” of P,
Q).

P& Q 29 44 2% connectives .éibiiiiﬁﬂ(lllé;‘\ g P=Q 4 Hdrgt) s 47
IV Y] d—%-?—ﬁs“‘{connectives .32_4‘4:5&61?“‘ o g W 3"1}’:—] r R RATV E5F
AR D] LR A BCE b AT R R LIR fpﬁiﬁ F P& Qi & e kA s !
i\1r’“1mP<:>Qz\—1‘P=>Q Q=P +ﬂ*mpm—,{:P%\-*ElQ TR, ¥ -3 e E Q=
AP - RE FP PO G- BRI - BT A2 T2 PSSO AR QR
fEJP—%;d»‘in‘v“f*g QF:pPF] grREPI2 (FRAEEF P2 QFF2m
Fim). iox A 2 APRPSQFLL PEIEF Q7 (AP FEEY Q) PRTL

R hkygadiEl PoQ dftgim. Ko e kg i & kg, P71y
P&Q 47 PHR QO QHMPH. 2 €5 - H-&m. Fl s P0G - B&HEMY
- B- s A o GG ERD P Q AMDLT P e O 0 F LR FLHDE R
P45 ch, ATV g T B Y P Q e truth table.

Plo||Peo)
T|T T
T|F F
F|T F
F|F T
Question 1.5. #{1* P=Q 1% Q=P e truth table ™ P& Q 1 truth table.
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Question 1.6. P& Q fv Q< P 2% % logically equivalent? (P< Q) <R fv P< (Q < R)
2 F % logically equivalent? P< Q<R 2% 5 R &7

BAE L P Q ¥ iR, folicf b iR - R, % BT FRG p R RAS P
1" PoQ k3R :rBdE 1 P& P R4 2§ 0 ftes, P=> Q0 L& LG §
B, FE (P>QAQ=P) L PEQ g PO Y ABE, LT RPEQ R, N
FERELEZP=>Q Q=P ¥ “THUF POV &M ATFPTEKEP=Q 58 20
P& Q¥iniia), d Wi p Q=P i, 2 F P20 AR T LEE PSQ 24 &
THEEFEPSQ XA, BEERP=S0 0= P e P Q ¥} 4k 0 truth table (¥
equivalent), J fri FHEF L 2 i d P=>Q W Q=P AR Y, 10 P4 Q Hinlha),
ApiRkEE P=>Q 5

B SN PAL PeQ Y L ahB a5 TPifand onlyif 0, *, 87

o TPiff O,
e " P is equivalent to Q |

e ' P is necessary and sufficient for Q |
1.2. Logical Equivalence and Tautology

g AP A5 i logical equivalence s AL A F 1 * logical equivalence - ik 2P
a8 0 L % ¢ logical equivalences. T 4F ®_F % & X JF’K * Truth table k#F3¢73 B
logical equivalence 7R 2.

% — B % % 0 logical equivalence i * Fp] £ i ¥ 12 % logically equivalent h
7 B statement forms B ¢ - B £ #* HE # 0 statement form B, 5 ¥ {F 7] logical
equivalence. bl4re v (PAQ)~ (QAP), AP ¥ #-P % P= Q B8

(P=Q)AQ)~ (QN(P=Q)).

Bk FICH E, F1 5 %A logically equivalent ¢ statement forms 3 4p F ¢ truth
table, 2V P -H ¢ R B R fciE LG AR B L AT E AT statement forms v § F 40 e b
truth table. FFieenp i@ AjpE v -2 e Z B Rt 3 B (2474 %) logically equivalent
£ statement forms B~ % & (& 7 {8 70 statement forms 7 5 logically equivalent. ]4c e
& (PANQ)~(QAP) 123 (RVS)~ (SVR), #7117 11# (PNQ)~ (QAP) =B P * RVS
Boih,m L P SVR B

(RVS)AQ) ~ (QNA(SVR)).

B - BAF ARR A, 4ok 3 B statement forms A,B E_logically equivalent @ B {r
¥ - B statement form C » #_logically equivalent, 78 & A f= C » &_logically equivalent.
bl 5 (PAQ)VR) ~((QAP)VR), + 3 ((QAP)VR)~ (RV(QAP)), &7 @

(PAQ)VR) ~ (RV(QAP)).

TR € S 2k Fliv R d truth table ch> 27 7 3.
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FI* B a P AP LA ,—%’%’ d truth table {*% % 3&{¥ — & statement forms 2
logically equivalent. f§ ¥ %\ 7 ¥ 12 - logically equivalent 4o “& L7 — k& * . A
o & i e logical equivalences, b4 A e Mo Vo i

(PAQ)~(QAP), (PVQ)~(QVP) (1.1)
PR A Hhi SV i S T
(PAQ)AR) ~(PA(QAR)), ((PVQ)VR)~(PV(QVR)) (1.2)
B4 AV 2B R, T
(PAQ)VR) ~((PVR)A(QVR)), ((PVQ)AR)~((PAR)V(QAR)) (1.3)
FEF * kf et pda e 5 logical equivalences 11 .

Example 1.2.1. ¥ i (PAQ)V(PVQ) i&—- i statement form. 4]* ;£ 3 (1.3) ¢
(PAQ)VR) ~ ((PVR)A(QVR)), # R * PVQ B~ 2 i 4

(PAQ)V(PVQ) ~((PV(PVQ))A(QV(PVQ))). (1.4)
£d (PV(PVQ))~((PVP)VQ) 12 (QV(PVQ))~(QV(QVP))~((QVQ)VP) ¥
(PV(PVQ))A(QV(PVQ))~ ((PVP)VO)A((QVQ)VP)). (1.5)
“x b ¥ h (PVP)~P MZ2 (QANQ)~Q, tir
(PVP)VO)N((QVQ)VP)) ~ ((PVQ)A(QVP))~ (PVQ). (1.6)
Bis@ S (14), (1.5), (1.6),
(PAQ)V(PVQ))~(PVQ).

% — 1 statement form # truth table fiz @ fim2 T % 5 4, AP AL statement form

>

% tautology. & T E_E£4f % 4. b4 P < P &7 truth table &

Pllper
T T |
F|| T

# P< P % tautology.
Question 1.7. P=P 4 % % tautology? P= (P=P) &_% % tautology?

Tautology 8278 F £4F 5 4R L, v A BIEF I 5 A Lo vV AP F -
& > ;2 K2 logically equivalent. 4 & B statement forms A,B % logically equivalent P#,
g y
Fli ABafssirin- R, AP35 ABEiH. " A< B i tautology. ¥ 2, § A< B
% tautology FF, d >t A B e¥t4s 35— K, T i3 4p 7 truth table. £ 7 A~ B. {3
gy F F
YT e T

Proposition 1.2.2. X A,B 7 @ B statement forms. Bl A v B % logically equivalent
EF> As B i tautology.
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HP adgailp?d APLEBERA~B 224 % A B 5 tautology (5 A~B R
A< B i tautology), 6 * 4 A< B i tautology 44 1¥ A ~ B. #& Proposition 1.2.2 # 113
* A~B ¥ *riE A< B 5 tautology.

Question 1.8. H& A B # @ B statement forms. # A~B ¥ %388 A= B % tautology?
% A= B % tautology ¥ %3618 A~B?

Question 1.9. B3k A,B,C & statement forms. % A< B v B& C ¥ & tautology, 2_F
Vi A C 5 tautology?

fe tautology #p & HE_#13 ¢ contradiction (7 iz

(% 7). vdphE - B statement form
2 T W 5 45 eh. BT contradiction, A § AT

- & A % “not” 2 18 & #F 3.
Question 1.10. 3K A,B 3 statement forms.

(1) A

(2) % A

'
h

tautology, ##.M (AANB)~B I #F AVB i tautology.

B

% contradiction, 3F#FP (AVB)~B T3P AAB % contradiction.
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