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Brouwer meets Kripke: constructivising modal logic

Posted on August 19, 2022 by Anupam Das and Sonia Marin

Intuitionistic logic and modal logic each admit meaningful projections of classical theories. While intuitionistic
logic can interpret classical logic by a host of —~— translations, thus yielding computational interpretations,
modal logic can be employed to understand notions of provability and truth. However, the enrichment of
intuitionistic logic by modalities is far less canonical than its classical counterpart, giving rise to two prevailing
approaches. In this post we survey the state of the art and revisit the role of intuitionistic modal logicin
providing computational interpretations for classical medal logic.
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Diamond-free parts of intuitionistic modal logics

Posted on October 3, 2025 by Anupam Das, lan Shillito and Jim de Groot

A post by Anupam and Sonia in 2022 ignited a surge of interest from the modal logic and proof theory
communities: until then, it was commonly believed that different inuitionistic versions of modal logic K agreed
on their (-free parts, but this turns out to be false. After 23 comments, 3 papers, 1 further blog post, and 1 hunt
for an elusive PhD thesis, we can now finally provide a classification of (-free parts.
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