1.1. Connectives 7

1.1.4. If and Only If. § A% P=Q0f Q=P * and #4&pF > * (P=Q)AN(Q=P)-
Apfz i “Pifandonly if Q70 * P& Q k&7 (B4EF 5 the “biconditional” of P,
Q)

P& Q 25 A4 % connectives ‘E_L‘:Li\m(llléf\ lF“Q»’TﬁE P:>Q+' A et ) o A
[V LAV, 7 = A connectives E‘L‘Lj\m“‘r §7 o & FFu R RET €5
A* 5o #«*‘“ﬂm&ﬁ?i DT AP R AR LFE R AEE Y PSQ -ﬂ%a ok TE B F
AR PSQ AT P02 QP RAREPE2N Q- EZ 0 T 20 F Q
FERP - A F P PQF - BAEZET-B- Ty A2 o T2 PSSO ETEQ
SR P- A AT R E QR EAEREP S (FREHEI P A2 QA S
) ips A aY v APRPSQOHFLL PEIEF Q7 (AP Y EYF Q) DR
7] o

REAPRy aBEY P Q iR s F P ahg kg AP g
Po5Q 47 PHR QM 2 QHM PH -2 €5 - H-&DlFm Flt 5 PO F - B4
ALY - - T Edpeho s ;T*ukauu—ﬁéﬁ_’ P& Q H4tehd v P Ao Q & & e 5 E 5t e
B PFEAE o ATV G T BT Y P Q e truth table :

[Plo||Peg)
T|T| T
T|F| F
FIT| F
FIF| T

Question 1.5. F{1* P=Q 1% Q= P 1 truth table % T P < Q = truth table -

Question 1.6. P= Q fv Q< P 4 % % logically equivalent? (P < Q) <R fv P< (Q < R)
A% 5 logically equivalent? * P& Q<R EFF &7

RENP - TEE T HREP=0 P Q32 KELEL kg EHFEP=>0
APERGP P PR Q- THTT (FE PHEFE EAK) - m»&r;m’”x>1:>
P> APRERP x>IFLR2>1TF o 2 F x<1PFg EHR - INHBEPSQ
EEENPRED PHOPEFEE Q- T (T P=0) 4 REP Q HeopFiE P - w4 (T
Q=P)> P EI P QI iEd kg Pz Q- T T Ps 7Ld P P g
DEGE Q- Ty o v RAFHE P& Q 07k 0 TP P AR O - T
el SPAIEE Q - R RS SAIL e blciiE x =06 00 =0 AP RT R
x=0PF ?>=0F B8P xA£0 P 2A£0 TF o B3T3 G k% LS H “F R hpkix g
Li&- Hmp o

BEAPH L PSQ B2 FrSAmE o VT‘ "Pifand only if 9, #t » &3
[ ] I—P lff QJ
e ' P is equivalent to Q |

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

T @ 2P 4 52 4E logical equivalence s 4 o “,f 77 A1 * true table X P A B statement
forms &_logical equivalent ¢ » 2 i ¥ 12 4 * logical equivalence - i 2] 4 F 0 g
% ¢ logical equivalences ° i 74F e E_F & & X *‘}5."3 * Truth table k#3175 M logical
equivalence R 48 ©

% — B % R ¢ logical equivalence i@ * FA| 1 2 7 12 #- logically equivalent h
@ B statement forms # ¢ - B % #* H 8 0 statement form B~ » ¥ # 3| logical
equivalence ¢ H]4c¢ iv (PAQ) ~ (QAP)» A PF #-P % P=Q B

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

T B AR R Tl E > F 5 AR logically equivalent ¢ statement forms 3 48 f £ truth
table » 2V P -2 ¢ X B R BT X R F R B ATE AT statement forms 7 € F 4p e
truth table o frreng @ > Apw r-d P X gt & B (2475 B ) logically equivalent
e statement forms B~ 0 B (S 9717 #70 statement forms 7 5 logically equivalent o &4
¢ & (PAQ)~ (QAP) 1232 (RVS)~ (SVR) > #rt 7 10 # (PANQ)~ (QAP) B P *
RVS B » @ L:#ehP* SVRPL{E

(RVS)NQ) ~ (QA(SVR)).
B3 - BEFF DRP A Aok A B statement forms A,B E_logically equivalent @ B {r

¥ - i statement form C » &_logically equivalent > 78/ A f= C » #_logically equivalent °
bl4es 85 (PAQ)VR)~((QAP)VR) > 4 F ((QAP)VR)~(RV(QAP)) » &7 1
(PAQ)VR) ~ (RV(QAP)).
T BAHRR € X 2k F R truth table sh2 ¥ 3] o
FI* 2l RPN PFT LT L %%’ d truth table %% % 42 {¥ - & statement forms 3
logically equivalent o f§ 8 %32\ 7 ¥ 12 #- logically equivalent 4o “& 57 — RiE * o A

# & & i 0 logical equivalences » Blde A 1R e V R > T
(PAQ)~(QAP), (PVQ)~(QVP) (1.1)
I N CAVACTES-g AR
(PAQ)AR) ~ (PA(QAR)), ((PVQ)VR)~(PV(QVR)) (1.2)
BF ANV ZFaspEF o T
(PAQ)VR) ~ ((PVR)A(QVR)), ((PVQ)AR)~((PAR)V(QAR)) (1.3)
—‘FYS ¥ kFer A PlEr $ logical equivalences 1 B o
Example 1.2.1. % & (PAQ)V (PVQ) i~ # statement form o 4] % ;£ 3 (1.3) ¢
(PANQ)VR) ~ ((PVR)A(QVR)) > #R* PVQ Bt » iP5

(PAQ)V(PVQ)~ ((PV(PVQ)A(QV(PVQ))). (1.4)
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£d (PV(PVQ))~((PVP)VQ) 12 (QV(PVQ))~(QV(QVP) ~((QVQ)VP) #

(PV(PVQ))A(QV(PVQ))~ ((PVP)VO)A((QVQ)VP)). (1.5)
“E ¥ hH (PVP)~P 113 (QNQ)~Q» tir
(PVP)VO)A((QVQ)VP)) ~((PVQ)N(QVP)) ~(PVQ). (1.6)
Bisd RN (14) - (15) - (1.6) @
(PAQ)V(PVQ))~ (PVQ).

£i2 {0 £ LE* gL logical equivalent . R] - TLFR it # statement form 1t f§
bl4e (PAQ)VP 1% & felt T o fv (PVP)A(QVP) % o Bt d (PVP)~P> &
(PANQ)VP)~(PAN(QVP)) e F4* - st m et v 3R kA58 - B Bk » F
' iE @ statement form & F £ i § o 3 Bhok I EEL EFER (PAQVP)~P (P
(PAQ)VO)~Q) -

% — 1 statement form H truth table A i fm {fim2 T ¥ 5 $ > AP statement

form % tautology > & T E_ €45 % 4o b4 P& P 0 truth table &

P|P&sP
T T
F T

# P& P % tautology °
Question 1.7. P=P, P= (P=P) {v (P=P)= P % % tautology ?

3 1 tautology © % B M AT 115 1 0 blde (P=Q)V(Q= P) i}b{ tautology o * —
BERDEZV A FIEELS T A utology 7 B4 %&,“ R B 3RS o 7
AP=Q R AP QB EESS Rt EEES 0= P By
(P=0Q)V(Q=P) Fti it

Tautology 8274 F £4f 5 P L > v A BB P E G A Lihe v T U FAPr T
- #8732 %32 logically equivalent » % & f statement forms A,B 3 logically equivalent
o Fla AB g in- kAP35 ASBELH L7 A& B 5 tautology ° & 2
¥ Ao B 5 tautology > d v A B Sh¥HEE A~ R0 T 40k 60 truth table > & %
A~B o 2N T R

E ¥ o v AiE P Fiw

Proposition 1.2.2. X A,B 7 % B statement forms. Bl A v B % logically equivalent
%k AS B 5 tautology.

HE hdgaipd » APLEBER A~B 223 AS B 5 tautology (% “A~B”
Pl “A< B % tautology”); * 4 A< B 5 tautology 4218 A ~ B » & Proposition 1.2.2 ¥
ME.e A~B E X rEE A< B i tautology °

Question 1.8. 3% A,B 5 & B statement formse & A~B ¥ %188 A= B % tautology ?
% A= B : tautology ¥ F 161 A~B?
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v

Question 1.9. 3k A,B,C % statement formse % A< B fv B&C % 5 tautology > 4_F
Vi A C ;i tautology ?

1.3. Not and Contradiction

AP AL “not” 11 % fr not F M e equivalences e A &R F A B mGn B e o @ ¥ F S
FEFT et 2R o FF A RGO FEHRY > Y s4Far § o a b mEisi

ek F em A p P B e oo
Not # & @ Afvdp F e & > %%~ I statement P> 4% =P X %57 not P (3 chd *
B P ) - AfEG <2t P (BB L5 the “negation” of P) o v m?\;}&ﬁké"g P 5%t
2= ﬂP,T*u;fg- o k2 % P REPES ﬁPﬁ*‘-%?‘H" LA T P i truth table -

P | —P
T F
F|| T
FI*EB K ATE LG
P~ —(=P). (1.7)

Not P ee2R 2 & f§ 8 - e ¥ 430 d 2¥ § connectives il % ¢ statement P~ not 2. {8 » H
}f@:%/arﬁiﬁ'}@s‘ﬁ) ° l;lj-ll\:" —|(P/\Q) ¥f~g; A g‘:;;'l ,;K(—J)) (—|Q)° Z}@‘}?ﬁﬁ— =
truth table ¥ & :

(PO PAQ|~(PAQ) | [P|Q|~P[-Q|(-P)A(=Q) |
TIT| T F T[T F | F F
T|F| F T TIF|F|T F
F|T| F T FIT|T|F F
F|F| F T FIF|T|T T
PPEED AP OBEPE QHFE S (PAQ) fr (FP)A(-Q) EF Fhe £ 1 o

F1* truth table 2% i+ (¥ ©
~(PAQ) ~ (=P)V(=Q). (1.8)

REY SRR PR 6 AR R ER o 4R 0<x<10 &7 x<1and
x>0cvefpF > A Rl x>lorx <0 APw 2 Es- Blex 4 P L x<1ig- B
statement > & Q & x>0 p4PF 2P, 20 A B G x> 1, x <004 AR O<x <1712 ?
PAQ %7 @ x>10rx<0 A (FP)V(=Q) » 4 # 7 11 3t ~(PAQ) fr (-P)V (-Q)
logically equivalent ; @ % £_(=P)A(=Q) (F R ¢ #3 x>1and x<0EHF F )

FAgEE ok b - &5 BT statement form 7 logically equivalent e33R k &d® not o &
N3 (1.8) ¢ ch P, Q A <P o ~Q Bk 5 T

2((P)A(2Q)) ~ (=(=P)) V (=(=Q))-
£ f1* =(-P)~P ¥
=((=P) A (=Q)) ~ (PV Q).
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B (8% ¥ B not @
=(PVQ) ~ (=P)A(=Q). (1.9)

Gldrd g x>0 efFa; s NPT ampk 2 x<0 %4 PO A% 5 x>0,x=0>8x>0
TEPVQeo B P 5 x<0,20 5 x#0-m (=P)A(-Q) 5 x<O0andx#0> 5 x<0
- ﬁiXZO S E e

;3 (1.7), (1.8), (1.9) ¥t de % {- not 3 B 9 statement forms 2. fF 7 logical equiva-
lence 4p% £ & - 27 ;3 (1.8), (1.9) 5 DeMorgan’s laws

FTRAPE P RER 1 L statement form € fr —(P = Q) logically equivalent ¥ ?
RS s A P=-0° 2 E* truth table g & - & » * RE F R & P L H @
EP=Qfc P=>-Qmifstinr  Ldy Pib@ P=>0fcP=-0 % 5 ¥ - #11
—(P= Q) v P= -0 # % &_logically equivalent » + § & 3z @ o

Question 1.10. # 8T § @ @ x20=x>1 A f Fdex + BT ERF x>0
X<1 ¥y FHoxe iR LT ARE Y

+ﬁﬁ&¢¢#{P¢QﬂPﬁﬁ%ﬂ’aé$&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’4§£&ioﬂﬁf
- %% > % A, B % statement form ¥ A i tautology > 7% & —(A = B) ﬁ%‘ﬂfrA =B i
logically equivalent o 3 & chp FIE_ 1A A > 24 78R A= B ch¥té = > € o B ¥
Brr-RT o

Question 1.11. FB T ¢ # > >0=x>0 S457F Fdkx s BT ERF X>0=
x<O0 Z ¥y FdHoxe VIPATAF LD

% 2 ~(P= Q) € fc A % logically equivalent » 24 '+ - B &R kg P=Q-
FAFA-T P=Q RGP P Q - T o AP Q iz AT Gi
P E e s ;T*U’EL?YDQ PERE QKT ’*%{P% c TEAPRI QV-P e- B
statement form - £ § + * truth table ¥ 5

(Plo||-P|oV-P

T T| F T
T F| F F
F|T| T T
F|F| T T
28 3
(P=Q)~(QV—P). (1.10)

1Y (QVAP)~ (P)VQ) 115 ~(=Q) ~ Q> A (P= Q) ~ ((-P)V=(=Q)) = £ 117 3¢
3 (L10) # (<P)V=(=0)) ~ ((7Q) = (~P)) + #civ

(P=0Q)~((=Q) = (=P)). (1.11)

GIAPREP=>Q SH ATE QBRI P - T Ak
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f1* 3F (1.10) » P ¥ F ~(P=Q)~~(QV~-P) > @ d DeMorgan’s laws &+
—(QV=P) ~ ((=Q) A=(=P))
P 8
—(P=Q)~ (PA(—Q)). (1.12)
X3 (1.10), (1.11), (1.12) H28 -k I8 “% P p] Q7 iwfBA0 Al ik it 5 ¥ * o logical
equivalences °
d 34+ (1.10) 2 i sesg o 915 i statement form F8F 241 % logical equivalence & =

AV L o blded P Q chi sk o ApT

(P Q) ~(QV(=P))A(PV(=Q)). (1.13)
EAI* AV AR (RS (13) 428
(P Q) ~(PAQ)V((=P)A(=Q)). (1.14)

Flpt A u * DeMorgan’s laws ~ 383 (1.7) 1212 AV 2 B anBE st (545 (1.1),(1.2),
(1.3)) » 48 ¥ 11 - i statement form P~ not 2. {& &7 logical equivalence ° &]4e3¢ + (1.13)
B~ not ¥ #
(P Q) ~ ((Q)AP)V((=P) N Q).
FAEGE - F RS (114) P e 0 QB fS ek gk o AR R
(P& Q) ~ (Pe Q).
bR 3:1‘.%{;‘\‘- PERRTEF M "not” PEF o 20 3 AZR > AR RY *F hE 5

e

(1) P~ —=(—P) (2) £¢ = P~Q B =P~ -0

(3) ~(PAQ) ~ (=P)V (=Q) (4) ~(PVQ) ~ (=P)A(=Q)

(5) (P=0Q) ~((=Q) = (=P)) ~(QV=P) (6) ~(P=Q)~ (PA(-Q))

(7) (P& Q) ~(PAQ)V((=P) A (Q)) (8) 7(P= Q) ~ (P Q) ~ (-P+ Q)

=4

fr tautology 4p & eHE_#73} 7 contradiction (4 A Yo v ;}F, 1% - 1 statement form
E R T W S § A G statement form PF 0 —A s = 2 e A AR AR K o T
" A& —A fhtruth table A iE R Rz T % L4 0 ¥ i Ao A 5 contradiction o K Z
% B % statement form ¥ A< B 5 contradiction > % 7% & iE @ FiRT A {v B cidsE R

pF o Fiar B~ oA o FRt A5 2T fe Proposition 1.2.2 4p $H i i T o

Proposition 1.3.1. X A,B 5 @ & statement forms. Bl —=A 4= B % logically equivalent

X k> A= B i contradiction.
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Exercise 1.5. % & fedp T3 ;4 2400 B 4L -

(1) f1* VA B (P=Q)=PaE e (251 )

(2) 41* (PAQ)VP)~P #P =[(P= Q)= P] fv =P &_logically equivalent °

(3) #cit Proposition 1.2.2 ¥ 4% v ®p ((P= Q)= P) < P - i tautology °
Exercise 1.6. #-7 7| statement forms > & 4]* —and vV B T &2 % § 1 (logically
equivalent ) statement forms o

(1) P& —Q.

(2) (PVQ)= (PNQ).

3) (P=Q)V(Q=P).
Exercise 1.7. 2 i § # (=P)A(=Q) % #® + PAQ. i ®fl* Afr - B T2 P=0Q 3

£ statement forms o

Exercise 1.8. 3% A,B 5 statement forms °
(1) # A % tautology » #F#P (AAB)~B f#.PP AVB % tautology °
(2) & A 5 contradiction » #F#P (AVB)~B I #.FM AAB % contradiction °



