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Abstract
In this paper we consider the topological products of modal logics of

S4.1 and S4. We prove that it is equal to the fusion of logics S4.1 and S4
plus one additional axiom. We also show that this product is decidable.
This is an example of a topological product of logics that is greater than
the fusion but less than the expanding product of the corresponding logics.

Keywords: Modal logic, topological semantics, product of modal logics,
McKinsey axiom.

1 Introduction
Topological products of modal logics were introduced in 2006 in the work of J.
van Bentham and co-authors [15]. The product of two modal logics is the logic
of the class of all products of structures of the corresponding logics. The topo-
logical product of modal logics L1 and L2 containing S4 is defined semantically
as the modal logic of the class of all possible products of topological spaces of
corresponding logics. Note that the product of topological spaces defined in [15]
differs from the product known to us from topology. To distinguish between
these two concepts, we will call the van Bentham construction the bitopological
product, because the result is a space with two topologies. In [15], the topologi-
cal product S4×𝑡S4 was shown to coincide with the fusion S4*S4. Completeness
with respect to the bitopological product Q×Q was also established in [15].

In [9], Ph. Kremer proved that the topological product of the logics S4 and
S5 is equal to the semi-commutator (or expanding commutator) of these logics.

[S4,S5]𝐸𝑋 = S4 * S5+□1□2𝑝 → □2□1𝑝+♢1□2𝑝 → □2♢1𝑝.

According to the well-known completeness result for expanding products of
Kripke frames [6, §9.1] this logic coincides with the expanding product of these
logics (S4× S5)𝐸𝑋 .

1The research was supported by RSF (project No. 21-11-00318)
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In the paper by Kremer [9], it is shown that the topological product of two
modal logics L1 and L2 must be between their fusion L1 * L2 and the product
L1 × L2. So far, we know a topological product of logics that is equal to the
fusion, namely S4×𝑡 S4 (see [15]). There is a topological product that is equal
to the usual product (S5 × S5, see [9]) and the product that is equal to the
expanding product (S4 ×𝑡 S5, see [9]). Other topological products of modal
logics expending S4 have not been found yet.

In this paper, we consider the topological product of the logics S4.1 and
S4 and prove that it is equal to S4.1 * S4 + ♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝) and is strictly
between the fusion of the logics S4.1 * S4 and the expanding product of these
logics. This is the first example of such a product

2 Definitions and known results
Let PROP be a countably infinite set of propositional letters then we use the
Backus-Naur form to define a modal formula inductively:

𝐴 ::= 𝑝 | ⊥ | (𝐴 → 𝐴) | □𝑖𝐴,

where 𝑝 ∈ PROP is a propositional letter, and □𝑖 is a modal operator (𝑖 =
1, . . . , 𝑁). Other connectives are introduced as abbreviations: classical connec-
tives are expressed through ⊥ and →, and ♢𝑖 is defined as ¬□𝑖¬. In this paper
we use modal languages with 𝑁 ∈ {1, 2}. If there is only one modality, we omit
the index.

Definition 2.1. A (normal) modal logic is a set of modal formulas closed under
Substitution

(︁
𝐴(𝑝)
𝐴(𝐵)

)︁
, Modus Ponens

(︁
𝐴,𝐴→𝐵

𝐵

)︁
and Necessitation

(︁
𝐴

□𝑖𝐴

)︁
rules,

containing all the classical tautologies and the normality axioms:

□𝑖(𝑝 → 𝑞) → (□𝑖𝑝 → □𝑖𝑞).

KN denotes the smallest normal modal logic with 𝑁 modalities and we write
K instead of K1.

Let L be a logic and Γ be a set of formulas. Then L+Γ denotes the smallest
logic containing L and Γ. For Γ = {𝐴} we write L+𝐴 rather than L+ {𝐴}.

Definition 2.2. Let L1 and L2 be two modal logics with one modality □ (uni-
modal logics), then the fusion of these logics is the following modal logic with
2 modalities:

L1 * L2 = K2 + L′1 + L′2;

where L′i is the set of all formulas from Li with all instances of □ being replaced
with □𝑖.

Let us define logic S4 in a standard way:

S4 = K+□𝑝 → 𝑝+□𝑝 → □□𝑝.
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Definition 2.3. A Kripke 𝑁 -frame is a tuple 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅1, . . . , 𝑅𝑁 ), where 𝑊 ̸=
∅ is a set. Elements of 𝑊 we call possible worlds or point and 𝑅1, . . . , 𝑅𝑁 ⊆
𝑊 ×𝑊 are relations on 𝑊 .

Definition 2.4. A valuation on a Kripke frame 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅1, . . . , 𝑅𝑁 ) is a
function 𝑉 : PROP → 𝒫(𝑊 ), where 𝒫(𝑊 ) is the set of all subsets of 𝑊 . Pair
𝑀 = (𝐹, 𝑉 ) is called a Kripke model. The truth relation “ |=” at a point in a
model is defined recursively:

𝑀,𝑥 |= 𝑝 ⇐⇒ 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑝), for 𝑝 ∈ PROP;

𝑀,𝑥 ̸|= ⊥;

𝑀,𝑥 |= 𝐴 → 𝐵 ⇐⇒
(︀
𝑀,𝑥 |= 𝐴 ⇒ 𝑀,𝑥 |= 𝐵

)︀
;

𝑀,𝑥 |= □𝑖𝐴 ⇐⇒ ∀𝑦(𝑥𝑅𝑖𝑦 ⇒ 𝑀,𝑦 |= 𝐴).

Formula 𝐴 is valid in a frame 𝐹 if ∀𝑉 ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑊 (𝐹, 𝑉, 𝑥 |= 𝐴) (Notaion:
𝐹 |= 𝐴).

Definition 2.5. Let 𝑋 ̸= ∅. A topology on 𝑋 is a collection 𝑇 of subsets of 𝑋
satisfying the following conditions:

• ∅, 𝑋 ∈ 𝑇 ;

• if 𝑈1, 𝑈2 ∈ 𝑇 then 𝑈1 ∩ 𝑈2 ∈ 𝑇 ;

• if 𝑆 ⊆ 𝑇 then
⋃︀
𝑆 ∈ 𝑇 .

Pair (𝑋,𝑇 ) is called a topological space. Elements of 𝑇 are called open sets.
A collection of open subsets 𝐵 of a topological space is called a base for the

topology if every open subset is a union of some elements of 𝐵.
A bitopological space is a triple (𝑋,𝑇1, 𝑇2), where 𝑇1 and 𝑇2 are topologies

on 𝑋.

Definition 2.6. A valuation on a topological space X = (𝑋,𝑇 ) is a function
𝑉 : PROP → 𝒫(𝑋). Pair 𝑀 = (X, 𝑉 ) is called a topological model. The truth
relation is defined as in Kripke model with a difference in the last point:

ℳ, 𝑥 |= □𝐴 ⇐⇒ ∃𝑈 ∈ 𝑇 (𝑥 ∈ 𝑈 & ∀𝑦 ∈ 𝑈(ℳ, 𝑦 |= 𝐴)) .

This definition can be naturally extended to the language with two modali-
ties. In this case, the models are based on bitopological spaces.

Formula 𝐴 is valid in a space X if ∀𝑉 ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑊 (X, 𝑉, 𝑥 |= 𝐴) (notation:
X |= 𝐴).

For a class of topological spaces (Kripke frames) 𝒞 we define the logic of 𝒞
as

𝐿𝑜𝑔(𝒞) = {𝐴 | ∀𝑆 ∈ 𝒞(𝑆 |= 𝐴)} .
For a one-element class we omit the curly braces and write 𝐿𝑜𝑔(X).

Let 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅) be a Kripke frame and 𝐹 |= S4 (or, equivalently, 𝑅 is
transitive and reflexive, see [5, §3.8]). We define topological space 𝑇𝑜𝑝(𝐹 ) =
(𝑊,𝑇𝑅), where 𝑇𝑅 is a topology with base {𝑅(𝑥) |𝑥 ∈ 𝑊 }.
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Definition 2.7. Let 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅1, . . . , 𝑅𝑁 ) and 𝐺 = (𝑈, 𝑆1, . . . , 𝑆𝑁 ) be two
Kripke frames. Function 𝑓 : 𝑊 → 𝑈 is a p-morphism from 𝐹 onto 𝐺 if

1. 𝑓 is surjective;

2. 𝑥𝑅𝑖𝑦 ⇒ 𝑓(𝑥)𝑆𝑖𝑓(𝑦) (monotonicity);

3. 𝑓(𝑥)𝑆𝑖𝑢 ⇒ ∃𝑦(𝑓(𝑦) = 𝑢 & 𝑥𝑅𝑖𝑦) (lifting).

Notation: 𝑓 : 𝐹 ↠ 𝐺.

The following theorem is well-known (see [5]).

Theorem 2.1 (p-morphism). If 𝐹 ↠ 𝐺 then 𝐿𝑜𝑔(𝐹 ) ⊆ 𝐿𝑜𝑔(𝐺).

For a reflexive and transitive frame 𝐹 we can define 𝐿𝑜𝑔(𝐹 ) = 𝐿𝑜𝑔(𝑇𝑜𝑝(𝐹 )).
In general 𝐿𝑜𝑔(𝐹 ) is the set of all valid formulas in 𝐹 .

Definition 2.8. Let X and 𝒴 be two topological spaces. Function 𝑓 : X → 𝒴
is called open (continuous) if the image (preimage) of any open set is open.

The analogue of a p-morphism for topological spaces is a surjective, open
and continuous map. The corresponding theorem is also true (see [7]):

Theorem 2.2 (topological p-mophism). Let X and 𝒴 be topological spaces and
𝑓 : X → 𝒴 be a surjective, open and continuous map. Then 𝐿𝑜𝑔(X) ⊆ 𝐿𝑜𝑔(𝒴).

Such maps we will also call p-morphisms. There will be no collisions because
of the following

Lemma 2.3. For Kripke frames 𝐹𝑖 = (𝑊𝑖, 𝑅𝑖), such that 𝑅𝑖 is reflexive and
trasitive (𝑖 = 1, 2) a surjective map 𝑓 : 𝑊1 → 𝑊2 is a p-morphism iff 𝑓 is open
and continuous with respect to 𝑇𝑅1 and 𝑇𝑅2 topologies.

The proof is rather straightforward and we leave it to the reader.

Definition 2.9. Let 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅1, 𝑅2) be a 2-frame such that both 𝑅1 and
𝑅2 are reflexive and transitive. We define a bitopological space 𝑇𝑜𝑝2(𝐹 ) =
(𝑊,𝑇𝑅1

, 𝑇𝑅2
).

Definition 2.10. ([15]) Let X1 = (𝑋1, 𝑇1) and X2 = (𝑋2, 𝑇2) be two topological
spaces. We define the (bitopological) product of them as the bitopological space
X1 × X2 = (𝑋1 × 𝑋2, 𝑇

ℎ
1 , 𝑇

𝑣
2 ). Topology 𝑇ℎ

1 is the topology with the base
{𝑈 × {𝑥2} |𝑈 ∈ 𝑇1 & 𝑥2 ∈ 𝑋2 } and topology 𝑇 𝑣

2 is the topology with the base
{{𝑥1} × 𝑈 |𝑥1 ∈ 𝑋1 & 𝑈 ∈ 𝑇2 }. We call topolgy 𝑇ℎ

1 horisontal and topology
𝑇 𝑣
2 vertical.

The topological product of modal logics 𝐿1 and 𝐿2 is the following logic with
two modalities:

𝐿1 ×𝑡 𝐿2 = 𝐿𝑜𝑔({X1 × X2 |X1,X2 — topological spaces, X1 |= 𝐿1,X2 |= 𝐿2 }).

Theorem 2.4 ([14]). S4×𝑡 S4 = S4 * S4.
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3 McKinsey axiom
Formula 𝐴1 = □♢𝑝 → ♢□𝑝 is known in the literature as the McKinsey axiom.
It is well-studied in the context of Kripke semantics. In [8] it was shown that
this formula is not canonical2. The topological aspects of this axiom was studied
in [14, 3, 2]).

Lemma 3.1. For a transitive frame 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅) the validity of formula 𝐴1 is
equivalent to the following first-order property

∀𝑤 ∈ 𝑊∃𝑢 ∈ 𝑊 (𝑤𝑅𝑢 ∧𝑅(𝑢) = {𝑢}),

where 𝑅(𝑢) = {𝑡 |𝑢𝑅𝑡}.

The proof can be found in [5].

Definition 3.1. In a topological space X point 𝑥 is isolated if set {𝑥} is open.
X is weakly scattered if the set of all isolated points of X is dense in X, that is
if any open subset includes an isolated point.

Theorem 3.2 ([7]). S4.1 is the logic of the class of weakly scattered spaces.

Lemma 3.3. Let X1 and X2 be topological spaces and X1 is weakly scattered.
Then

X1 × X2 |= ♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝).

Proof. Let us take ⟨𝑥, 𝑦⟩ ∈ X1×X2 and a horizontal open neighborhood 𝑈×{𝑦},
where 𝑈 ∈ 𝑇1 and X1 = (𝑋1, 𝑇1). Since X1 is weakly scattered, set 𝑈 contains
an isolated (in X1) point 𝑥′.

It follows that for any 𝑦′ ∈ X2 point ⟨𝑥′, 𝑦′⟩ is isolated in horizontal topology,
and hence ⟨𝑥′, 𝑦′⟩ |= ♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝. Then ⟨𝑥′, 𝑦⟩ |= □2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝) and ⟨𝑥, 𝑦⟩ |=
♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝).

Lemma 3.4. For any S4.1 * S4-frame 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅1, 𝑅2) it is true that

𝐹 |= ♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝) ⇐⇒ ∀𝑥∃𝑦(𝑥𝑅1𝑦 & ∀𝑧(𝑦𝑅2𝑧 ⇒ 𝑅1(𝑧) = {𝑧})).

The proof can be easily obtained by modifying the proof of Lemma 3.1. We
leave the details to the reader.

Lemma 3.5. ♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝) /∈ S4.1 * S4.

This lemma can be proved by providing a S4.1 * S4-frame that falsify the
formula. Please see such a frame on Fig.1.

Corollary 3.6. S4.1×𝑡 S4 ̸= S4.1 * S4.

Lemma 3.7. ♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝) ∈ (S4.1× S4)𝐸𝑋 .

The proof is left to the reader.
2The definition of a canonical formula is given at the beginning of Section ??.
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Figure 1:

4 Completeness and decidability theorems
The canonical model construction is a well-known method that is often used
to prove the Kripke completeness of a modal logic. A modal logic is called
canonical if all of its formulas are valid in its corresponding canonical frame.
The canonical frame of any logic falsify all formulas that are not in that logic.
Therefore, any canonical logic is also Kripke-complete. For details see [5, 4, 13].

Let us denote
L = S4.1 * S4+♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝).

Theorem 4.1. Logic L is canonical and, as a corollary, Kripke complete.

Indeed, logic S4.1 * S4 is canonical since all its axioms are canonical. The
canonicity of ♢1□2(♢1𝑝 → □1𝑝) can be obtatianed by a straightforward modi-
fication of the proof of canonisity of McKinsey axiom (see [5, Ch. 5, Th. 5.21]).
The details of the proof are easy to reconstruct.

A logic is said to have the finite model property if it is the logic of a class of
finite frames3.

Theorem 4.2 (Harrop, cf. [5, §16.2]). Any finitely axiomatizable logic which
has finite model property is decidable.

Theorem 4.3. Logic L has the finite model property and is decidable.

Proof. To prove the finite model property of L we use filtration with prior par-
titioning. The details of this method can be found in [12]. Let 𝐴 be a formula
and 𝑀 = (𝐹, 𝑉 ) a model such that 𝐹 |= L, 𝑀 ̸|= 𝐴 and 𝐹 = (𝑊,𝑅1, 𝑅2). We
define partition 𝑊 into to two subsets 𝑊 = 𝑊1 ⊔ 𝑊2, where 𝑊1 is the set of
all 𝑅1-maximal points and 𝑊2 = 𝑊 ∖𝑊1. Let us define relation ∼:

𝑥 ≡𝐴 𝑦 ⇐⇒ ∀𝐵(𝐵 is a subformula of 𝐴 and (𝑀,𝑥 |= 𝐵 ⇔ 𝑀,𝑦 |= 𝐵));

𝑥 ∼ 𝑦 ⇐⇒ 𝑥 ≡𝐴 𝑦 and ∃𝑖 ∈ {1, 2} (𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑊𝑖).

Let 𝑀 ′ = (𝐹 ′, 𝑉 ′) be the transitive filtration of 𝑀 via ∼. It is easy to
check that 𝑅1-maximal points will be preserved and hence 𝐹 ′ |= L. By the
filtration lemma we have 𝑀 ′ ̸|= 𝐴 and 𝑀 ′ is finite. The finite model property
is proven.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.
3The finite model property is equivalent to the finite frame property (cf. [5, Section 8.4]).
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Theorem 4.4. S4.1×𝑡 S4 = L.

Let T2,2 be the infinite transitive (2, 2)-tree with two relations: T2,2 =
(𝑇2,2, 𝑅1, 𝑅2), where 𝑇2,2 = {𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑏1, 𝑏2}* is the set of finite words in a 4-
letter alphabet. For any 𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗ ∈ 𝑇2,2 we put

𝑎⃗𝑅1⃗𝑏 ⇔ there exists 𝑐⃗ ∈ {𝑎1, 𝑎2}*, such that 𝑏⃗ = 𝑎⃗ · 𝑐⃗;

𝑎⃗𝑅2⃗𝑏 ⇔ there exists 𝑑 ∈ {𝑏1, 𝑏2}*, such that 𝑏⃗ = 𝑏⃗ · 𝑑.

Here and further on · denote the concatenation operation on words.
By T2,2+2 = (𝑊,𝑅′

1, 𝑅
′
2) we denote a frame that we get by putting a copy of

the infinite reflexive and transitive 2-tree T2 = (𝑇2,⊑) above every point in T2,2,
here 𝑇2 = {1, 2}* and ⊑ is the relation of being a prefix. Let 𝜀 be the empty
word which is the root of T2. The copies of T2 themselves are connected by 𝑅′

1,
while inside the trees the points are connected by 𝑅′

2. The precise definition is
as follows:

1. 𝑊 = 𝑇2,2 × {®} ∪ 𝑇2,2 × 𝑇2, where ® is a new special symbol;

2. 𝑎⃗𝑅1𝑎⃗
′ ⇒ ⟨⃗𝑎,®⟩𝑅′

1 ⟨⃗𝑎′,®⟩;

3. ⟨⃗𝑎,®⟩𝑅′
1 ⟨⃗𝑎, 𝜀⟩ for every 𝑎⃗;

4. 𝑅′
1 is the minimal reflexive and transitive relation which satisfies items (2)

and (3);

5. 𝑎⃗𝑅2𝑎⃗
′ ⇒ ⟨⃗𝑎,®⟩𝑅′

2 ⟨⃗𝑎′,®⟩;

6. 𝑎⃗ = 𝑎⃗′, 𝑏⃗ ⊑ 𝑏⃗′ and 𝑏⃗, 𝑏⃗′ ∈ 𝑇2 ⇒
⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩
𝑅′

2

⟨
𝑎⃗′, 𝑏⃗′

⟩
,

7. 𝑅′
2 is the minimal reflexive and transitive relation which satisfies items (5)

and (6).

From this definition it follows

Lemma 4.5. The following equities are true

𝑅′
1(⟨⃗𝑎,®⟩) = 𝑅1(⃗𝑎)× {®, 𝜀} ;

𝑅′
1(
⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩
) =

{︁⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩}︁
, for 𝑏⃗ ∈ 𝑇2;

𝑅′
2(⟨⃗𝑎,®⟩) = 𝑅2(⃗𝑎)× {®} ;

𝑅′
2(
⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩
) = {𝑎⃗} × ⊑(⃗𝑏), for 𝑏⃗ ∈ 𝑇2.

Lemma 4.6. 𝐿𝑜𝑔(T2,2+2) = L.

Proof. It is easy to check that T2,2+2 |= L.
Let us assume that 𝐴 /∈ L. Logic L has the finite model property, so there

exists a rooted finite frame 𝐹 , such that 𝐹 |= L and 𝐹 ̸|= 𝐴. To finish the proof
it is sufficient to show that T2,2+2 ↠ 𝐹 .
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In [14] a p-morphism 𝑓 : T2,2 ↠ 𝐹 was described.
By Lemma 3.7 for every 𝑤 ∈ 𝐹 there exists 𝜇(𝑤) ∈ 𝑅1(𝑤) such that all

𝑢 ∈ 𝑅2(𝜇(𝑤)) are 𝑅1-maximal. And for each 𝑤 we fix a p-morphism ℎ𝑤 : T2 ↠(︀
𝑅2(𝜇(𝑤)), 𝑅2|𝑅2(𝜇(𝑤))

)︀
. Now we define 𝑔 : T2,2+2 ↠ 𝐹 :

𝑔 (⟨⃗𝑎,®⟩) = 𝑓 (⃗𝑎);

𝑔
(︁⟨

𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗
⟩)︁

= ℎ𝑓(𝑎⃗)(⃗𝑏).

Let us check that 𝑔 is indeed a p-morphism.
The surjectivity of 𝑔 follows from the surjectivity of 𝑓 . The monotonicity

follows from the monotonicity of 𝑓 and ℎ𝑤 and transitivity of all relations. The
lifting follows from the lifting of 𝑓 and ℎ𝑤. It is sufficient to consider two cases:
𝑥 = ⟨⃗𝑎,®⟩ and 𝑥 =

⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩
.

To finish the proof of Theorem 4.4 we need to construct a weakly scattered
space X and a space 𝒴 such that there exists an open and continuous surjection
𝑓 : X × 𝒴 → 𝑇𝑜𝑝2(T2,2+2). In order to define such X and 𝒴 we first introduce
several new notions.

Definition 4.1. A path with stops on T2 = ({1, 2}* ,⊑) is a tuple 𝑥1 . . . 𝑥𝑛,
where 𝑥𝑖 ∈ {0, 1, 2}. We define 𝑓𝐹 recursively on the set of all paths with stops:

• 𝑓𝐹 (𝜀) = 𝜀;

• 𝑓𝐹 (⃗𝑎0) = 𝑓𝐹 (⃗𝑎);

• 𝑓𝐹 (⃗𝑎1) = 𝑓𝐹 (⃗𝑎)1;

• 𝑓𝐹 (⃗𝑎2) = 𝑓𝐹 (⃗𝑎)2.

Definition 4.2. A pseudo-infinite path on T2 is an infinite sequence of 0, 1 and
2 which contains only finitely many non-zeros numbers. The infinite sequence
of zeros is denoted as 0𝜔. So 𝛼 is a pseudo-infinite path if 𝛼 = 𝑎⃗0𝜔 for some
𝑎⃗ ∈ {0, 1, 2}*. Let 𝑊𝜔 is the set of all pseudo-infinite paths on T2. Next, we will
define functions 𝑠𝑡 : 𝑊𝜔 → N and 𝑓𝜔 : 𝑊𝜔 → 𝑇2. Let 𝛼 = 𝑥1 . . . 𝑥𝑛 . . . ∈ 𝑊𝜔,
then

𝑠𝑡(𝛼) = min {𝑁 | ∀𝑘 > 𝑁(𝑎𝑘 = 0)} ;
𝛼⌈𝑘 = 𝑥1 . . . 𝑥𝑘;

𝑓𝜔(𝛼) = 𝑓𝐹
(︀
𝛼⌈𝑠𝑡(𝛼)

)︀
;

𝑈𝑘(𝛼) = {𝛽 ∈ 𝑊𝜔 |𝛼⌈𝑘= 𝛽⌈𝑘 & 𝑓𝐹 (𝛼⌈𝑘)𝑅𝑓𝜔(𝛽)} , where 𝛼 ∈ 𝑊𝜔, 𝑘 ∈ N.

Lemma 4.7. A family of sets 𝐵 = {𝑈𝑘(𝛼) |𝛼 ∈ 𝑊𝜔, 𝑘 > 0} is a topological
base.

Proof. Note that for arbitrary 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ 𝑊𝜔 and 0 < 𝑘 ≤ 𝑚 one of the following
two items is true:
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1. 𝑈𝑘(𝛼) ∩ 𝑈𝑚(𝛽) = ∅;

2. 𝑈𝑘(𝛼) ⊆ 𝑈𝑚(𝛽).

Hence, 𝐵 is closed under intersections and is a topological base.

Let 𝑇𝜔 be the topology generated by base 𝐵 and 𝒴 = (𝑊𝜔, 𝑇𝜔).
Next, we will define function 𝑔 : 𝑊𝜔 × 𝑊𝜔 → 𝑇2,2. Let 𝛼 = 𝑥1𝑥2 . . . ∈

𝑊𝜔 and 𝛽 = 𝑦1𝑦2 . . . ∈ 𝑊𝜔. Let us remind that 𝑇2,2 = {𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑏1, 𝑏2}*. For
convenience, we assume that 𝑎0 = 𝑏0 = 0.

𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽) = 𝑓 ′
𝜔(𝑎𝑥1𝑏𝑥1𝑎𝑥2𝑏𝑥2 . . .),

where 𝑓 ′
𝜔 is the function that analogous to 𝑓𝜔 and deletes zeros in infinite se-

quences of symbols from set {0, 𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑏1, 𝑏2}. Since 𝛼 and 𝛽 have tails of zeros,
then 𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽) be a finite sequences, i.e. an element of 𝑇2,2.

Proposition 4.8 ([10]). Function 𝑔 : 𝒴 × 𝒴 ↠ 𝑇𝑜𝑝2(T2,2) is a p-morphism.

Let us denote set {𝑘 ∈ N | 𝑘 ≥ 𝑛} as N≥𝑛.
We define X = (𝑋,𝑇 ) as follows:

𝑋 = 𝑊𝜔 × N,
𝑈 ′
𝑘(𝛼, 0) = (𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× {0}) ∪ (𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× N≥𝑘) ,

𝑈 ′
𝑘(𝛼, 𝑛) = {⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩} , where 𝑛 ≥ 1.

Family of sets 𝑈 ′
𝑘(𝛼, 𝑛) forms a base for topology 𝑇 . To check the correctness

of this definition it is sufficient to show that any two sets of type 𝑈 ′
𝑘(𝛼, 𝑛) are

either do not intersect, or contain each other.
Points ⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ (𝑛 ≥ 1) are isolated, hence any element of the base contains an

isolated point. It follows

Lemma 4.9. Topological space X is weakly scattered and X |= 𝐴1.

Lemma 4.10. X× 𝒴 ↠ 𝑇𝑜𝑝2(T2,2+2).

Proof. To construct a needed p-morphism we will use the p-morphism 𝑔 : 𝒴 ×
𝒴 ↠ 𝑇𝑜𝑝2(T2,2) from Proposition 4.8.

We define 𝑓 : X× 𝒴 → T2,2+2 as follows:

𝑓(⟨𝛼, 0⟩ , 𝛽) = ⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽),®⟩ ;
𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽) = ⟨𝑔(𝛼⌈𝑛·0𝜔, 𝛽⌈𝑛·0𝜔), 𝑓𝜔(𝛾)⟩ , where 𝛽 = 𝛽⌈𝑛 · 𝛾.

Surjectivity of 𝑓 follows from surjectivity of 𝑔 and 𝑓𝜔.
Let us check that 𝑓 is open and continuous.
(𝑇ℎ

1 -openness) Let us take a horizontal neighborhood 𝑈 ′
𝑘(𝛼, 0)×{𝛽} of point

(⟨𝛼, 0⟩ , 𝛽). We can assume that 𝑘 ≥ max(𝑠𝑡(𝛼), 𝑠𝑡(𝛽)) since any set 𝑈 ′
𝑘(𝛼, 0)
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is a union of similar sets but with greater 𝑘. The image of this neighborhood
equals

𝑓(𝑈 ′
𝑘(𝛼, 0)× {𝛽}) =

𝑓 ((𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× {0})× {𝛽} ∪ (𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× N≥𝑘)× {𝛽}) =
𝑓 ((𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× {0})× {𝛽}) ∪ 𝑓 ((𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× N≥𝑘)× {𝛽}) =
𝑔(𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× {𝛽})× {®, 𝜀} .

The last equality is true since if 𝛽 = 𝑥1𝑥2 . . . 𝑥𝑛𝑥𝑛+1 . . . and 𝑛 ≥ 𝑘. So

𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽) = ⟨𝑔(𝛼⌈𝑛 · 0𝜔, 𝛽⌈𝑛 · 0𝜔), 𝑓𝜔(𝑥𝑛+1𝑥𝑛+2 . . .)⟩ =
⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽), 𝑓𝜔(0𝜔)⟩ = ⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽), 𝜀⟩ .

Point ⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽), 𝜀⟩ is 𝑇ℎ
1 -isolated, so it is open in horizontal topology.

Set 𝑔(𝑈𝑘(𝛼)× {𝛽})× {®, 𝜀} is open since 𝑔 is open.
Consider point (⟨𝛼, 𝑘⟩ , 𝛽), where 𝑘 > 0; it is isolated in the horizontal topol-

ogy. It is easy to check that its 𝑓 -image is also an isolated point.
(𝑇ℎ

1 -continuity) If 𝑛 > 0, then points (⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽) and 𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽) are both
isolated in corresponding horizontal topologies.

Let us consider the case when 𝑛 = 0. The minimal neighborhood of point
𝑓(⟨𝛼, 0⟩ , 𝛽) = ⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽),®⟩ equals

𝑅′
1(⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽),®⟩) = 𝑅1(𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽))× {®, 𝜀} .

We need to check that preimage of this neighborhood is open in horizontal
topology of space X×𝒴. To do this, we ensure that any point of this preimage
has a neighborhood that is also in the preimage.

Let 𝑓(⟨𝛾, 𝑘⟩ , 𝛿) = ⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽), 𝜀⟩. In this case 𝑘 > 0 and point ⟨⟨𝛾, 𝑘⟩ , 𝛿⟩ is
isolated in 𝑇ℎ

1 .
Now let

𝑓(⟨𝛾, 𝑘⟩ , 𝛿) ∈ 𝑅1(𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽))× {®} .

Then 𝑘 = 0 and 𝑔(𝛾, 𝛿) ∈ 𝑅1(𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽)). Since 𝑔 is continuous, there exists a
neighborhood 𝑈𝑙(𝛾) × {𝛿}, such that its 𝑔-image is in 𝑅1(𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽)). Hence, 𝑓 -
image of neighborhood 𝑈 ′

𝑚(𝛾, 0)× {𝛿}, where 𝑚 = max(𝑘, 𝑙) = 𝑙 is included in
𝑅1(𝑔(𝛾, 𝛿))× {®, 𝜀} ⊆ 𝑅1(𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽))× {®, 𝜀}.

(𝑇 𝑣
2 -openness) Consider 𝑇 𝑣

2 -neighborhood of point (⟨𝛼, 0⟩ , 𝛽)

{⟨𝛼, 0⟩} × 𝑈𝑘(𝛽).

Its image is

𝑓({⟨𝛼, 0⟩} × 𝑈𝑘(𝛽)) = {⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽′),®⟩ |𝛽′ ∈ 𝑈𝑘(𝛽)} =

= 𝑔({𝛼} × 𝑈𝑘(𝛽))× {®} .

And this is a vertically opened set since 𝑔 is a p-morphism.
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Let 𝑛 > 0 then {⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩}×𝑈𝑘(𝛽) is a vertical neighborhood of point (⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽).
Then

𝑓({⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩} × 𝑈𝑘(𝛽)) = {⟨𝑔(𝛼⌈𝑛0𝜔, 𝛽′⌈𝑛0𝜔), 𝑓𝜔(𝛾)⟩ |𝛽′ ∈ 𝑈𝑘(𝛽), 𝛽
′ = 𝛽′⌈𝑛 · 𝛾 } =

=
⋃︁

𝛽′∈𝑈𝑘(𝛽)

{⟨𝑔(𝛼⌈𝑛0𝜔, 𝛽′⌈𝑛0𝜔), 𝑓𝜔(𝛾)⟩ |𝛽′ = 𝛽′⌈𝑛 · 𝛾 } .

Note that 𝑈𝑘(𝛽) can be represented as a union of similar neighborhoods but
with greater 𝑘. Hence, we can prove vertical openness of 𝑓 for all 𝑘 greater than
some number. Let 𝑘 > max(𝑛, 𝑠𝑡(𝛼)) then 𝛼⌈𝑘0𝜔 = 𝛼 and⋃︁

𝛽′∈𝑈𝑘(𝛽)

{⟨𝑔(𝛼⌈𝑛0𝜔, 𝛽′⌈𝑛0𝜔), 𝑓𝜔(𝛾)⟩ |𝛽′ = 𝛽′⌈𝑛 · 𝛾 } =

= {⟨𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽⌈𝑛0𝜔), 𝑓𝜔(𝛾)⟩ |𝛽′ ∈ 𝑈𝑘(𝛽) 𝛽
′ = 𝛽′⌈𝑛 · 𝛾 } = 𝑅′

2(𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑘⟩ , 𝛽)).

Indeed, let 𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽) =
⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩
, where 𝑎⃗ = 𝑔(𝛼, 𝛽⌈𝑛0𝜔) and 𝑏⃗ = 𝑓𝜔(𝛾), 𝛽 =

𝛽⌈𝑛𝛾, then
𝑅′

2

(︁⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩)︁
=

{︁⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗ · 𝑐⃗

⟩
| 𝑐⃗ ∈ 𝑇2

}︁
.

Hence, 𝛽′ = 𝛽⌈𝑛 ·⃗𝑐 · 0𝜔 and 𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽′) =
⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗ · 𝑐⃗

⟩
. The inverse is also true

since for any 𝛾 𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽⌈𝑘·𝛾) =
⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗ · 𝑓𝜔(𝛾)

⟩
∈ 𝑅′

2

(︁⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩)︁
.

(𝑇 𝑣
2 -continuity) Let us show that 𝑓−1 (𝑅′

2 (𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽))) is vertically open.
We assume that 𝑓(⟨𝛼, 𝑛⟩ , 𝛽) =

⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩
and 𝑓 (⟨𝛼′,𝑚⟩ , 𝛽′) ∈ 𝑅′

2

(︁⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩)︁
. Hence,

𝑓 (⟨𝛼′,𝑚⟩ , 𝛽′) =
⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗ · 𝑐⃗

⟩
,

𝑔(𝛼′⌈𝑚0𝜔, 𝛽′⌈𝑚0𝜔) = 𝑔(𝛼⌈𝑛0𝜔, 𝛽⌈𝑛0𝜔) = 𝑎⃗ ∈ 𝑇2,2,

𝑓𝜔(𝛾
′) = 𝑏⃗ · 𝑐⃗ and 𝑓𝜔(𝛾) = 𝑏⃗, where 𝛽′ = 𝛽′⌈𝑚·𝛾′ and 𝛽 = 𝛽⌈𝑛·𝛾.

Let 𝑘 > max(𝑚,𝑛, 𝑠𝑡(𝛼′), 𝑠𝑡(𝛽′)), then the 𝑓 -image of neighborhood {𝛼′} ×
𝑈𝑘(𝛽

′) is included in 𝑅′
2

(︁⟨
𝑎⃗, 𝑏⃗

⟩)︁
.

Theorem 4.4 follows from Lemma 4.9, Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 2.1.

5 Conclusions
We are only in the beginning of the path in researching topological and neighbor-
hood products. The neighborhood product is a generalization of the topological
product for arbitrary modal logics. By now only very basic problems are solved.
Further research can include the following problems:

1. Find logics S4.1×𝑡 S4.1, S4.2×𝑡 S4, S4.2×𝑡 S4.1 and S4.2×𝑡 S4.2.
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2. Find sufficient conditions for the topological product of logics to coincide
with the fusion (the semiproduct or the product) of corresponding logics.

3. By interpreting modal operator ♢ with the derivational operator in a
topological space one can prove the topological completeness for logics
weaker then S4 (see [1]). In [11, 10] it was proved that D4×𝑡D4 = D4*D4
and K4×𝑡 K4 = K4 * K4+∆, where ∆ is a certain set of closed formulas.
In this setting one can study the products of extensions of logics D4 and
K4 with axioms 𝐴1 and 𝐴2.
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