Abstract

We can extract some information from a wrong testimony.
There have been some systems of propositional modal logic called
logic of beleaf and knowledge, and they explain this extraction.
On the other hand, predicate logic for wrong testimony has not
been studied enough. This work proposes a logical system of
predicate modal logic which explains such extraction. Espe-
cially, our logical system explains the extraction from a testi-

mony which involves misidentification of individuals.
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