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AL S (Signed) FHEH . T REIMERFEY —MEH"D, B8R LP CHIEME, HRA]
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TABLEAUX FOR LOGIC OF PARADOX

[in Zuoquan T.i Wei

(T nastigwee of Computer Science  Skantow University  Shantouw 5150620

Abstract The LP(logic of paradox ) is a paraconsistent logic. One of the motivations
behind paraconsistent logic, namely LLP, is that it should not allow that everything follows

from a single contradiction. However it has one important drawback : that some classical
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inferences would be invalid in LP. The LP.(logic of minimal paradox) can overcome this
drawback, such that paraconsistent logic would be equivalent to classical logic when there
was not direct effect of a contradiction. Originally, LP and LP, were only defined in se-
mantic. Although some proof theories for I.P were introduced, it has left open how to ob-
tain a satisfactory proof theory for LP,. This paper propose the.sound and completes
tableaux with respect to the semantics of LP and LP,,, respectively.

Key words Tableaux, paraconsistent logic, logic of paradox. logic of minimal paradox.

minimally inconsistent models.
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