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Abstract

It is shown that Darwiche and Pearl’s postulates imply an interesting
property, not noticed by the authors.

1 A short remark

In [?], Darwiche and Pearl propose postulates for iterated revisions, noted (R*1)
to (R*6) and (C1) to (C4). In particular, the postulate (C3) reads:

(C3) If WVoal= p, then (Popu)oa k= pu.
It will be shown that, in the presence (R*1) to (R*6), (C1) and (C3) imply:
(xx) I Poal p, then (Topu)oa=Toa.
First, a lemma.
Lemma 1 Assuming (R*1) to (R*6), if Yo u =, then Wou=To (A ).

Proof: SinceVoukEp, Vopulk (Tou)Ap. By (R¥), (Topu)ApETo (uAp).
Therefore ¥ o = Vo (uA ).

If oy is satisfiable, then, since Wo u = ¢, (Vo pu) A p is satisfiable and, by
(R*5), Wo (uAw) E (¥opu)Ap and therefore Uo (uA ) = Vo pu.

If ¥ o p is not satisfiable, then, by (R*3), u is not satisfiable, and p A ¢ is not
satisfiable. By (R*1), then, o (uAp) = Popu. |

Lemma 2 Assuming (R*1) to (R*6), (C1) and (C3), if Voo |= p, then (Topu)oa=TVoa.

Proof: Suppose Woa |=p. By Lemma [, Woa=WTo(aApu). By (Cl),
Uo(aAp)=(Vopu)o(aAp). But, by (C3), Vo poa = pand, by Lemma [l
Vopoa=Popuo(aAu).

We conclude that Woa=Wopuoa. |
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