LING 230 Homework #5: Subargumentsand Equivalence Laws Fall 2009
due Monday, October 26th

For the logical arguments on this homework, you may use atlysofollowing rules, but no others:
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Problem 1: Short logical arguments. Prove the following statements with logical argumentsgsin
any of the rules of natural deduction allowed for this prabl{gou cannot use any equivalence laws).
These arguments can each be done in 6—7 lines with 1-2 subeangs, but more is okay (and less
might be possible). Note that the last argument derivestaltagy from no main assumptions!

a.P—-QQF-P do—(Y—=x)F(oAY) =X (this proves part of Exp)
b. XvaY,-Y - XEFX e.(QAY) = xFo— (Y= X) (this proves part of Exp)
c. "(AAB)FB— —-A f. F =VxGaxb — (VxGaxb — IxGbxa)

Problem 2: Partially completed longer logical arguments. Rewrite the following logical argu-
ments which prove part of the distributive equivalence |1&is(). Replace all grey boxes with
correct sentences and justifications, including the cotiee numbers for the justifications. These
arguments do not use any equivalence laws.

1 oA(YVvy) assumption 1 (eAyY)V(pAX) assumption
2 @ En, 1 2 s assumption
3 vy EA, 1 3 ¢ EA, 2
4 g assumption 4 s ]
5 oAy I 5 vy |
6 [ | 6 oA(YVY) IA, 3,5
7 X assumption 7 s |
8 oAX I 8 I assumption
9 Iam | 9 ¢ EA, 8
10 (pAY)V(pAy) E— 10 |
11 yvy |
12 oA (YVY) IA, 9,11
13 |
14 oA(YVy) I

Problem 3: Longer logical arguments. Prove part of DeMorgan’s equivalence law (DeM) with
two logical argumentsp(@A ) F —@V —yp and—@V -~y - -(@ A ), using any of the rules of
natural deduction allowed for this problem (you cannot usgequivalence laws). One argument
can be done in 10 lines with 2 subarguments. The other argucaenbe done in 14 lines with
3 subarguments. More is okay (and less might be possible).

Problem 4: Logical arguments using equivalence laws. Prove the following statements with
logical arguments using any of the rules of natural dedactitowed for this problem. You may
also use any of the following equivalence laws, but no others

DN Comm Assoc Dist DeM Contra Exp Impl Equi

These arguments can each be done in 4-8 lines with 0-2 subangs, but more is okay (and less
might be possible). Note that the last three argumentsel&ivtologies from no main assumptions!

a. A+ —BF (AVB)A(—AV-B) d. F (3xExa A IXExb) — —(IxExa — —3IXExXb)
b. XAY)VZE-Y =Z e.F (MavMa) —» Ma
c.F>(G—>H)FHV-G)V-F f. F(=(PAQ)V(QAP))



