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The notion of archetypal rule was introduced by Lloyd Humberstone, cf. [1]. Infor-
mally, we say that a rule r is archetypal for a logic L if, up to provability in L, r is
derivable, not invertible and for any other derivable rule s there is a substitution such
that the premisses of s are the instances of premisses of r and the conclusion of s is
the instance of the conclusion of r. The problem of semantic characterization of ar-
chetypal rules in classical propositional logic was solved recently in [4]. Unfortunately,
the approach which was applied to classical logic cannot be applied to other logics in
a direct way. In this talk we survey some results and shed some light to the general
problem of archetypal rules in case of intermediate logics.
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1The join work with Lloyd Humberstone.


