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ANI By
AT

[ BA 12 %8 1Y 75 RE MR B H IR

b E

CHIRRH R Thoa f8 3 S B, TR IR 411201)

B ECRAARNEZEYRE-—MRFNRKE T MR TELEZBETESENAWGBRE R ELET,IFZ
BIEAEETENAMBRE AR EEXET AREENFEERELE . CETBEE LT AEA W T H A &, T xtE
TRXAAAEXZE . A, AREEFEREFELAREBXN T A, A E MR N LTI RESTET T
BB XA SRR A EIE AN, 5 H A ZH BR A B WA S R — B

KRR - F A 35 Wl B s (8 B 5 | BAIE U AR E U

& 4K S B8l XEFRERG A X EHS :1672-7835(2025) 06-0081-08

BAIZ 4 (team logics ) J&—2E AT BATH L2 (team semantics , SUFEAE IR 3L ) Al BEAEZR (19124,
R L2 P AR A TF 3245 (independence-friendly logic,, K IF 2245 ) BN FE /3 B A 240 b 24 ) 7 SL A
TCZ IR 2 o BT S i) 2y 1 4 TF 2 ARt —Fh 505 30, Ja R iz Il T il s
B2 R AE U, T R A HHS2 4 (dependence logic ) JAyii 2 1 T A 248 S HAZ IR

FEFET H BN oA 2 R 0E 5 T, 755 10 T 1L 32 20 B , 2o 8 B e o e it iy 4 sk A Y
TRE , KBS EEHRIEAEAE S ENE IR IR TR B 25 AF ARG 0. OA A BB BRAE T & 5 T A RA
[ B P, 6 75 5 SO A T8 S 5 DIRE , i b S B0 BA 2 BB N P ME R B8 o S i 422 55X — A
Bi7 [ERESEIRT A 15 MBS E AL WA A0 5E 1TR Ss SO RE? BETR I AR 2 & B E
PIHRIREE 1) ) P A2 A7 AR SO X Ik 8 T oA DA P [ R B [T

— ZHZE . FEEEREEREIENX

SR T G ) D AT BN A P MERI A R JE K, R R SO SR AR S SR B, AT T
Feil 2 OB AR AN TR B HE X 15 58 B 2 M o JX A =38 B R SR ARAT , ) i 325 e A1 2 T A N AE
KUK o EAMBEIRITE BT , A SCHITHE R —Bra Fl, 9 BLARE B A U A 1 a0 .

(—) EHBERNAZEMIFENX

1.2 $13% #5844 &) ik

WL g i s0E = L P P, & LAYIETA 4, J2 LAY (term ) |, x, --x,, & L B4R
JLo BRI E SR

@ =Pt t) I, =t TILI—pleAeleVelIxe! Vxe

Horp,P(ye,) G =t T LB MR A TRRME I, LR ER.

2.2 J137 47 4G 35 47 A AE L

WMy L AR EEA54E, D Sy M AYAEZS 8 (M) | Var 2 L MAETTH) (AT 80855 ) 2645, M
ER—ARE o &R XD, Hp X ONIRE o BB, X cVar, o Jy X 22548k D H i

I #s H #A:2025-07-16
BEEWE : [ FA Pl aAF T (24BZX111)
EB® 7 BP 4 (1982—) 53, IR AR, 19 L, B8R, 1Lk 0, N AR 4 B HAT 2 R 5 o
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IR K22 4R (RE SRR 2026 455 1 1

WA TCEERENME, & x eVar,d eD,o(d/x) & M _EAT— D2 {E ( modified assignment ) (R %Y
Siw : XU {x] 5D, B o MME—REZAIETE o X x IIREBSCN d, AR AZEY, A ¢ 7E
BRI M AR FRE o WL IENIM, of Feo L, A @ 7EBIR M X TRE o 1, iEH
(M, ol o, WL, ZMBHAXMHEELR(BM, of ko) il XUT:
(M, of FP(tt), HHACE (1,7 1,7) eP”

M, of ki =t, GHY (" =t,"
FET AL o AR L
, o} EL AT o & 2
, of Fma, MHACS M, o«

}

}

}

}

q

, ol Fa AR HACYIM, of FaJFHIM, of kB
, ol FaVB, HHACY M, of Fa B (M, of FB
, o} Faxa, 4 HAVY X HE d eD (H15{M, o(d/x) | Fa

(M, o Fvxa, 4 HAUCYA d eD #4 (M, o(d/x) | Fa

R @ 78 M AR T AR EL, JFR M Ry @ BI— MR (B M F @) o R @ FEfT R
HRE B4 ¢ JERGEHHZHEFGENE @) o

(D) ZREBENTENZE

M A 22 B 5 (0 ) iE AN A MER 2 B AR 0 5 e i 20, fEZ B i S A &
5, Bll—e A3 b, BR— eI IR IR ZE 1A, 2 T A o ZHTL Ml —KE 5 AX—BEX"—07
WX A E B RS o ol B, R, BTES B S B Ay Ul H b 1w T B S iy
sy o HE, M- MGHE @ N NE . ¢ H—e HAFIEXER, I AL M & TR PR 80T
JEE . M Ak is BRNE SUB T —— X0, i R A AR 2R, N —e AU T B 4
BB @ FEF—IZH ., 55 EA RIYAT FUN B0E HE7E 28 ML b 2 A 500

(D) BEFIABN AR T, o« FLABAT F-a

() ZEM B Fa=p o—a=P

(3) MR o, —o F B

(HATER: F-(a A —a)

(5) b FaV —a

BRI Z AN, 28 M e IR I R AR RS OC R

(1) ——a =a

(2)—Ll=T;—-T=L

(3)=(aAB)=—aV-B;—(aVB)=—aA-B

(4) —=Vxa =3x -0 ;—Ixa =V —a

LS TE Y IR FHIE 15 2 2 4R FAT 58 2 VESF RAFRYOTHE DT, T TF 28 AT A2 42Kk T 5 &
AFER AL, SFECEA T RA 0 & L EsE et

(Z) =2 BEAEEATENE

LA E —MEATE R Z , BT DU PSS M O R AR R B B A B ABR
AR ZORHE N RS (B v 5 3) , iefs 21808 A LR R 2 2 B A A 0F BB 5 A 4%
#r W TrER g A b2 itk Filan .

(1)=vx 3y Vz Iw O(x, v, z, w)<Ix Vy Iz Vw —=D(x, v, z, W)

(2)Vx Iy Vz Iw —-O(x, v, z, w)>—3Ix Vy Iz Vw O(x, v, z, W)

OZEFERL, WA THE x eX, WA HE x eXo WA x X, o(d/x) FUEE o (x) BEEHOY & W x X, o (/%) #0358 7394800
x I HAE d F5IR% xo Tl
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529 % R A < DT A B ) 1 s MR L g SR

{HJR , e L5 5 0 R Il FEIRE A T B RS sl AN &3 ] AT o il 4N, % 5% 41547 ( Henkin sen-

tence ) FLATANIE ;
Vx dy

EON aw}q’“" v, 7, W)

PRI Sy 2 B2 A0 1 o 2t ) L AT R AORS OC 3R, 378 190 A7 A4 1 1) 240 SRR ST AR T 358 98 1 A R 1) 24
WARTG, M F AR RAE 1 i8] Z ] R L P R OC & « BRIy MK TV x (BT T vz 2B, B AR 3w
WA T vz, B T Vx I H B FAZ AL TIAT R, TG 2 M X vx 5 vz Jy 53w 1 TIRE, A2
WU vx Jy Vz 3w TR . 540, FEIBA P IG5 EA—E R E SRRV, 1 4 M8 s A o
JE B EAIRIE L MR A] o A el vER 2 I B ) U 2 S S M i SRR R 2B BT &
LB B KB TR SCEEXT L TCRE A T, T2 IF 248 SOLZRRiE e s i A o

“IFEZBEMEETEREEFIEN

TR ITR , 2 WA i S — M Y JE A€ , B ) DL AR A BT far o7 B, HEREAS D RE A E AT LA
e, & — M ) (exhaustive ) (S840 (full) g o (HZ, 76 H 5 B BIg T, BE bR 1l LIk
IR JERFR B HIRFR M CR I XK RA TR 7 G KR AL, B 580 15 E 1Y
Z AN ST 03 0, AN REI 2 H R TR S AR BT

(—)IF ZEERAEFIE X

IF AR AR A0 00 Ak b R FRHLAT /7 ST, AGESF 3 5O ZE 2 K- 155 157
T SC L MU ZR B A B9 AR 58 605 BRI 21 22 # 3R k sCZ [A] At S v o 8 A% X a0 1 /) TR SR R
T SCRRI R R 7] (3y/ vx) 2R3y AL T Vx AAREEECZ I (HIE SCEMS T vxe 5 HRHG ek 800t i
FAEE, TF B EATIORTE — [ 22 AL P 0 ) ik 1 Z A T

LIF 1% 45 64 6] &

A BT BIRIE S U SEBuR 2 B IE S LY 58, R 7 RHLAT LA AR R 1 RHT 2 5
o BIRISZIERT LY 2AE B A2 R A0k U ], (H X BTG TF 288 00 f i ARAS s 2 68 1, BRI
A2 M AR TR AL B IR 1R (Jy/vx) o TF 2R AR A E LT

e =P(t; - t) Iy =4LITI LI ~ploAeleVelIxel Vxel (Ty/Vx) @

F 4 LR e S, = 4l m) ()] 3) a] LA IF 32 88 25 X OR Z1 15 : vx Jy Vz(Iw/Vx) D(x, vy, z, W),
B, AU R A RO RE Bl YO H S 2000, JF HOg b i MATT R AT 2 A, A I Sy vt
RETEX?,

2.1F 17 4% 091 FE 835 3L

N TR SCIEZRAR#EA T, L AR e R & A IR i R IR iR, e g2 L'-A5K,
My L' BRI A548 , D S MAEZS 18I, 0 9 M B —PIRAE, o (d/x) & M B — DS, ¢ 75
AL M AIIRE o T AFFEIHEN GM, o, ¢) , Berk AT 5 E A GRS # FEh# £,

IF ZA AR T HiB 2]V 3x s (3y/vx) i, i BUSE [RBUA T3 S8 E] A \vx i, i
ik R BT 8l 2B 2 ~ i, X007 P4 0 2438 2 )55~ 24 200, 307 AR BUEfT473)

SRR Sl NI A AT IR AELAN R] , 128 1 S 2 th A i) N R T IR, 2R A R K2
A BRI AN AT B — 2 B B, BT AT A28 T088 2 OB e i 3 b B AR AN, e 208 I — AN S A

OIRBAR, — B == S84 (F14) 3) S T — DA b4 . 3 3¢ Vx V2 O (x, f(x), 2, g(2)) o FTLL, & EIERIIF G 5 E
ISR :m I g vx V2 d(x, f(x), 7, g(2)) o EFN TR THIENY/ Ve 3x 30 O(x, f(x), 7, g(2) ) o EAFRAFIENL
Wi, S REAE A BHIE N AR AT — B i o i

@B, 7EVx 32(3y/Vx) D(x, v) BESCHZET R 2 AAEQ(x, ) H B {H i T 32 OB T vx, N 32 1 vx R (EIE B vx i
{233y, H P By vx) RET B KM, 7EVx 3y(3y/Vx) O(x, v) (9T LR y BELIRMIV, BEAAHT— >3y A0 (CiE )
vx MR, AR B (Fy/ vx) RET Lo 7350, AU LA, Bl at IR ATy 5x Z AR PR EIA ok o
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IR K22 4R (RE SRR 2026 455 1 1

A 3558 AR T IR FE ) o TZRIE B R B A P R R B B M BLR T, &
MIBEGE T o (RO =X BRI AN 5 — U 1925 e Jmy 1 J: £ T B ke~ JBC A SR s, R/ Jor A5 12
BUR R ERBEAS Ik SR . BB SR SE IR MIT A AT RERRE AR

EX (IFZBEAXNHR)

(D@ fEMFl o FRETHAKGEHIM, of Fase) , FHACYIE [ 7 G(M, o, ¢) A7 HUE
M 5

(2)e EM Al o FREATMEKGENIM, of Fuse ) Y AMCY K [ 1E G(M, o, ¢) AR
g

EX2(IF BEAXMER)

52 WGP AHL, IF 32580 3 BB R 52 28 TR (B I 5 -

(Do 7EM FAEGEAM koo™, G HACYELR 118 G(M, o) HA BURSEm ;

(2)e 1EM FREGEAM Fose™) , G HACYELRK L1 G(M, @) A BUHH

[ RE S B AR, W @ FEATFRAERV SN L IR A @ ARG IZH AT GENF as @) o
SR, T FRRTE SCEFEATATAT A XA B A, R BT R AT REFE G(M, @) H R4 Uk S
B P REAR A BUMESRENS o X EIRE L IF B3 A — IR e PR ), HEP RN T

ENX 3(AHEM)

(D)G(M, @) AT, S HACYWIT7E G(M, @) HHERE A BUME SR ;

(2)o £ G(M, o,¢) TREAHFEN, G HICYITE G(M, o, ¢) H#EEA BN ;

(3) @ £ M HUZAHE R, Y HAE MEEqs(oV ~¢) "

MR TEZEISTE A S T2 M2 RIRZ AT, 2B 550 sCA i S R LA 4R P i oG
RO EWE DR A 5E 5B (RVFE R U T 2h B i 48 b 038 22 i i e A U , B0 s LR R
AT AXASEIEIRICHE A G RAE . AR, A0S A A IR 1 A — e a5 p by
fiE o FrLL, MRS 1S SR MR R , B A 2 T IF B8 00 1k R B

(Z)IF BB E X E

IF B R 2 MBI SF Y 78, AR I 7 AHT R, IXHE S @ B ICF BB E . RS EEEd
TR XS SC RV (R B A 2 1438 48 ) BEAS 2 U048 2 3 LA, i A V) Be 47 1) ff €, e —
FAEXT) AR R EE . B HE A 5 HBRRA BREMHKR, K 1 G(M, o) HA B R g -

NEWE DR D G(M, ~a) AR, th e T LM E @ F 25, flan, 46 FN7E IR

B PRRST PR TR o FIMERHAE ~ o BIME. 3L UL, BE S AMNIZES T, TR
AEARAE o VA AR E ~ o AL, 500, B ESE TSN AL T ,a 5 B A M RIFEAI
AEHRE ~a 5~B AR, R ZIRR, FELREBHT, o 5o MERIZORHHNSER (A1E
1) ;1i7E IF B, o 5~ o IBAEIZUUE A LR (AE 2) .

o - “ {‘
p
A5

A1 K2

7L IF SBERP BR T R M E IR E MR A ~ (Iy/ V) @ =Vx(~¢) .
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529 % R A < DT A B ) 1 s MR L g SR

W2, REETE IF B FR AR, G &2 W7 BEEE T, HEMEMNRMN. & e hIF-
TEA),TE L3RR 38 IOP G &8, B AR 20 R IF 3845, A1k b, O & A HORE S BAE T A SRR
Uity , AN AE H AL TE 4] PR, JCHR AN RE A R E 2 N . S8, ASBE S BRI B 2201
T~ 5" 20 X SRR EE Y, PR B S0 7 JE S PR, 18 B P RS
X I R SE B s 2 A SN LA IR A FAMIBR AR R] o I, —o 7 TF 2248 v iy BB AT ()4 LnF .

(1) =g 7EMHHEGEN M Fos(—@) "), M HAUEEE [ 7 G(M, @) HEABUESES (B) ¢ A
H, DN Mo’ ) s

(2)—¢ 7E M HAEGEN M Fos(—e) ), G HACEEEK T 1E G(M, @) F8ABUESEIS (B ¢ A
B, 180 M Eerse ™) o

B F AT, —e M FEIO TSR (M, o) BYMEDR , /N BE B 238 2o 2R 000 iy R i Bl X {8 5
FE AT 10 A RESRAF IR o X ULBA , X 5 12 5 0 & 75 22 )2 USR]« X 15 5 %o o HLAAR (1 1554 7
I BURIZIR) 7 & 15 AR TG AR AR (RIS 2R WM A5 2 270 i 5 2 1 A

SN, MRS FOR UG, 78 TF B rp P 5 5 2 S5 bs BRI L, e IF B4 517
RTCAE” AR R AAFIE S . X @ I E , SRR E BIK & —e & ~ @0 TIA, WU A
) — DT R T BRA ~ ~o=0,[Ha~o=¢ AL, ATHAESRF] o>—~e(BPUIRILEK | AH
JEESRE MG IS A B o8 L IAT PSR ) TS BEAS ) — ~ e—o (BN AR B I 3A B SRmS I8 A5 1 A B
PSR ) ©o BARININR & 15 8 215 IF B A 77 (B2 IF 2 ANRETE T G &5 FH 2, fits
#HIF BHAR T SN

(Z)EEHEESXBEETERPRE

B 7 BRI A7 0 (). P. Burgess ) iBVE R3], XHH 75 1 /R H = 410 18 A AR s AN e v, B
YRR FAER o F B, W o T B WA MR, IBA—E A F 4N 0, 1% a=0 JFH B=
~ 0 B S {7 PR ( Craig interpolation theorem ) 7E 5% 42 14738 i v (1) — METS  IZHE L IR FR
A 75 197 2 B ( Burgess theorem) B8 ARAP1 75 307 4 BR A ) S 1 % = 4 i )8 BB T 5 19, (HL IR B T IF
W N TIF B2 X B A 0 ) —Fh ZI i, {7735 B == < (J. Hintikka) J2 5 TF 322585 6045 @
(1% 22 T A SR AT

CEER, TR R ENE R IAG RN ETALT T2EGZHN—/H

EHRBA, AEIAN I BB ERTH SR TALERNE6 R, I TR ey TR Y

FELMAERT TR AR EK, AR F E R, LA R RAT, #IEA LS

SRR L —— AT R 8 TR, —— R R T AR £ TR, B, R

H LT LR T X, FERBARBRATA SR

AR WHE SIS 2 A ST E SGE B AR, A BRA TR RERSE ¢ BIRIRIZORH E ~ ¢ AR
(A 2 iR, ~a ~B~0 B 5 o SHEE, EATA a IEE) S, ABA AT W P H 2518 2 5 Xt
BZ A RE? T SCKA R, B AR AT BAZ 3R F B9 806 45 28 ( bilateral negation ) J&— M8 SUHE T, {HIF]
FEASEORTIEE . FTLA, A 30 PR L2 SR A B AT R AT o

=.BIAZ5E  WiBEEREBIEX
A 6 LT DA S R 4, U2 AR R T B (IR AL -0, | ) TS AR 07 2% X

OFE IF i, —ARE L TR A R, BOA XA TR R . FTLL, ——e Rl ~—o A E XM, WEEERE ~~e fl- ~o,
QP NAEAEME I BB T G 558 T M, IF BRI RIB AR Y TAEAEME W, BT IF BRI G & 8 T H .
(®Burgess J P. “A Remark on Henkin Sentences and Their Contraries” , Notre Dame Journal of Formal Logic, 2003, 44(3) . 187.
@®Burgess J P. “A Remark on Henkin Sentences and Their Contraries” , Notre Dame Journal of Formal Logic, 2003, 44 (3) . 187-188.
(®Burgess J P. “A Remark on Henkin Sentences and Their Contraries” , Notre Dame Journal of Formal Logic, 2003, 44 (3) . 187.
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IR K22 4R (RE SRR 2026 455 1 1

FHAE ISR o 1977 N2 TCHATIREY . 2498, HIBGE AR BR324 % FAR 4, FRArTmT
PAXT 2 2 A BASIEH  EE 3 SR TF 2SR IEAT BN , R A A DRy ok IO A 1) AT A2 3.
TAET O, FATTA] LAAE 22 M i By Bl — > — ﬁﬁ@ﬂ’]lﬂw\ﬁiﬂo XA BT 457 P A G2 A 1143 3k
Rt , A ik ke [T A2 4 14 75 S RIS L8 S B
(—) FABZEER A FIIE X
1. F] PN 2 4549 o] i
i LA AR ITE P Oy LYB3EIA b -, i L3, AT A2 4R 24 Xl a8 UE % SCAnTR
e =P(t - t) I ~P(t, - t) I, =t ~t, =t I TILI—gle Aele Vol Ixel Vxe®
5 1F HUR[R], B BB R HEOP 6 15 8 YA E R AR B 4h 1], F 60 18 15 e BRI A e B i - A U2 i aX
Fe—ok , 2 i ( BA U R) AH S TA S - A BGZ R F B,
2. F] TAIZ 45 4 H) PR35 S
B MO, D O MRS B (AL =2) , T o M BRI FTEA, X O T #9838, X cVar,
HIBAT 2 M EIRAE o WIS , o R X—-Do O TR Rl p9TE 3, B 176 2800 5 B e o (d/
) BT AR BB o B F O T BARR P R T -0 (D), B H A T A B 58 0 — A% SERTBA
(Supplementing team) T = {o(d/x)Is €T, d eF(s)to & F(s)=D, WHRSHERIBA Ny T #5141 B
(duplicating team) ,iC 4 Ty, o BCPERTBAASIEIECN X' =X U {xi . HIBRZHAXAHE KRR GEHIM
T)F @) AE XAF
M, THEP(t 1) S HACSHERER 0 €T (1,7 1,7) eP™

M, T} E~P(t; ), S HACYIHMEER 0 €T: (1,7 1,7) gP"

{M, T} Et =t, Y HICYIHERE R o €Tt =t,

(M, T} F ~t,=t,, 4 HAUYRIHEER o eT:t, " #1,°

[M, T} Fr A5 T #oi 1

[M, T} EL, 5 HAY T=0

M, T} Fma, M HACS (M, TiEa

(M, T} Ea AR, M HATHS M, T FaFHIM, TIEB

M, T} FaVB, YA T=T,UT,, (M, T,| }m;{nﬁ M, T, EB
M, T} F3xa, 24 HACYAFAEANTE R EL F . T—0(D) 13 IM, T\ | F
{M, T} }:VXOL,éIH1XéI{M, T(D/x) }=0t

AHER Y, T ATE LA A0 2 T8 580 SO TR, B ER B0 A 2% oy AT BATRRARL, [R) R 5 A 4
Gk BFMIERZEAS A B TDE’JIﬂ/A\:EE JIt LA B AN 32 A8 TR 1 52 M) - B2 2 0 A R 25 A A 2 B, 22
LA AR A AT, B M, FEo i M E @,

(Z) AR Z B 1) & E MERR

XTLC AT AT, 2 M2 BRI G A (IR ST 2 ) VR AR AR B2, 1), TF 25U 5 (JRFR IR

QP b, R IS T IRE T AR ORI Y 77 =X o T.jﬂlﬂlﬂj FAR PN HEIRIBE SCEEE TR R
AR 7 2, 00 R B A BARRAE 125, B 4 v AE R E A DR . 2 W . Hodges W. “ Compositional Semantics for a Language of Imperfect
Information” , Logic Journal of the IGPL, 1997, 5(4) . 539-563; Hodges W. “Compositionality Is Not the Problem” , Logic and Logical Philoso-
phy, 1998, 6(6) : 7-33; BUhZE: iy AAF AR ST) , RIS R4 AL 2024 4R R, 55 114 BT,

QTEIXA— B A BAZ HE LA E IR0 25 Fh 25 A Al 22 i 5, TR S A RAS 1O P A2 o 514, A MRS 7 = (x, y) 7 (LWL
B SOy MEACE AR T x ({E. TE/NEFEHILE R b)) TR Ty Lz CEIL S U2 4508 x MH, 2 B T y 1)
) EEETxCy” (EME S AERIA X o, A4S x BOEARS y AO(E) FIHERR IR 7 x| y” (S SO AEHTBA X o x il y B0A A 7]
MOMED) , sk AT A5 3 i ARl a2 45 ph <732 %5 (independence logic) £ 2 %2 %5 (inclusion logic ) FIHERR 2 %5 (exclusion logic) .

@IXA™ A1 BN 14 A B8 AN AR SCHY F 3K MR B4 A A B X 5 . Z BT LAS I BRI A B REA R — . 201 Lick
M. Team Logic: Axioms, Expressiveness, Complexity. PhD Thesis, Leibniz University Hanover, 2020, p.17.

@25K , T LA HIRZRIR I8 SR S e LA BZ AR ) ML, BIBCRK 1 1E Gy, 1) (@) A GE— A9 (uniform ) M o
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529 % R A < DT A B ) 1 s MR L g SR

SE ) VE R WAL 1), DA A R 7 5 75 5 2 V0 B TR 4 1), H o 18 75 2 PR o 1 2 U T A 2 i &
WX 7B R IF X 75 R AR MR, B i — 2 X 4 T L (R
ZEAIBAI I ) oL (SE N NE, ZREHXT LIGATBAAEZS ) (=T (e L, F R B 5T AT L) =~ ¢ (T
N B, F7R1E SR AT B\ P 2 /D7 7E S LR 2 o, ATAEME LR (TV (=LA @) D),

WA, P B AL MB B R — NS IE U T, HAE IF B P S 6 E A R A SS i
T 2 25 A AE A 75 5 22 b I U T P E T HAE TR AT 20T, ~e B EA X ¢ 1
ML o 5 2 R [RBTG5 A 1 0 B 445 ) , 100608 75 i R 1 20 L7 a2 Wi T AR
RVFI IS M)FT AR E G AR Z T X E 78 [ BAZ 55 rh 52 Br | g — Ak & e
JEE AT WHEYL, A T AR ~ o B S, W A0 o 32 %R AR G R O 75 N 7 A ~
B JR T AR BIRETIH " QA TRBEM o 5 B Z WG LM ~ o 5~ B Z Wil XS M, BRT
B 7 R S — N AT E R A PGB R AT 75 il A A 1 T B PES,

BRI S, AT DA R I AT — AR AE———25 P A, BV A P AR 2 0 25 T TG L o K Rk
B ENITF & T E B2 AT AL o Bt , FRA TR BRI A 30 @ KE LB F BFHE—eo “IX
Fhebe AR b B o 28 L 10 JF 75 AR AR R IR A A R VAR 4, ] %0 i — SR B9 58 4 7 X i
SE I RS T G 75 MO 75 i H e L — 2 A D A T T AR A% A 3 2 24 T BA 12 i
VB IR A DRI 75 o ME AL

(Z)“BiE-REBREWNEE

T ] A 75 A T R S S, TR PPAG A 2 S O, T — R B ( the
“assertion-rejection” model ) ST HIE LA AE o X i ib 5 12 5 Ay fA7 BRI B 0L, FF L5 P BAIE 2 il s
TG MRAR 7 =X ARG i S JoAH — 2

TG, 40 A BAIE SRR oSG8 S, A DX 43 BATE VAl 2 2 3 S0 ThT 473 386 B W R A ) £ - 45
SEVETE UG R (FR T EE, 100 B) RIS e P 62 (R T B, e k) .

HUE X — DT EME——RGH T E . B M BT S M B IRE BN, @ 1 BAB 2
X, o MXGATEE (LN @) AT E LK -

(1)IM, T} ke ¢ HHAY (M, T} 4 ¢;

(2)iM, T} 4o ¢ HHAY (M, T} F¢®,

B @ BSEHE R S (full meaning) o XUAE EEH AT o IR (I N[ o]) , RINER
LR o ABRMBRIGIE R 2 0] ) s MUTFEFIE o I EMEEL @], MHATEHEE ¢ | I
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The Negation Problem in Team Logic and Its Solution Strategies

YAN Zhongjun
(School of Marxism, Hunan University of Science and Technology, Xiangtan 411201, China)

Abstract; Negation is a tricky connective in team logic. Compared with classical logic that regards
contradictory negation as the initial conjunction and semantic operator, IF logic regards dual negation as the
initial conjunction and non-semantic operator, team logic seems to be facing a dilemma: it does not have
downward closure under contradictory negation, but dual negation does not have semantic operation functions.
So, team logic needs to adjust the way of evaluation of formula’s meaning and integrating contradictory negation
and dual negation with a more thorough bilateral negation. This strategy is relatively simple and intuitive,, and
is consistent with the spirit of the change of the traditional assignment method in team logic.

Key words: team logic; bilateral negation; dual negation; team semantics; game-theoretical semantics
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