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This example is to show the *simplest possible* case of a
cut in an MLS+cut proof, itis not intended as a general
case, but a best case scenario to show what is intended
by the splitting procedure
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In this best case scenario, we are able to extract
the pieces of the proof that are necessary to rebuild
a cut-free proof of the same conclusion
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This example shows how we iterate splitting in order to eliminate even
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