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1 Gentzen
1.1 G. Gentzen DF{iIz&HX [Gentzen34/35]
F A7 #% (Natural Deduction) NJ, NK
LEEREOHEmIZTE 5RO IEWEDRERN L EnEA R Z/ES
el VLA, 1, D (Boid) V2T zR T

HBABA] : YO ko izxzoid5eigmlTtiund GEE5DER)
MREFRA] - EAFRAIDIE D 2 L5 DEIRD S DIk



A Ay Ag A A
Ao n A, M= AE) Gy

AEB(DI) ADBB 4 (5 E)
HARAI (O ZHWS &g AN #5855 ] (closed, discharged) & % \»
IR I NS,

SHINITEFE LICEHTLIHMA(L)A, TUTNK TIEZERED
fREMEA] (—-) BPHVWSONS.



(NJ, NK %) sk aMEEZ2E >TW0WAE WS Z e, I 5IZ

FORIZEL T, BEETFEEDIGRT 5L Z A0 HEha 23Rk
fgﬂﬁu%é&bfb%amo\_t%zbi»of’ét

TO IS MR & I3EREM (Hauptsatz), IEF LEH (normaliza-

tion theorem)

PR 23R 1, IR TR AR E R ERER I AT 52 L
MWTE5B,

B IZ B I Nt O s RE N E SIZULTE AR,
FNIFEDLOELIRNY WS T ETHAB. EHH@?%@%@
aiﬂfb%ﬁﬁ%wi ZTDREREEDTZDITHIRIIZHNE 5 %

BnWEDTHBD, TN —Y OB &L, T DFEIHIZ ITEN
AQA



EHEZIZ 72 > TWAREIATIE, BEAFANZH N TEREFRA ZH W5 &0
5 Z EMRN. AR SEDGEIRIIEREL T <, TNIEAEIZEEI NS -
LTy T
Ap Ay (AT)

AO AN Al 5

Xx7- DO Tl
Al
Y . DT
AEB(D[) 1:47T 5 Ap
B (D )MB

FOEHTIX, GEH p TOIRE ADE ZTAIZ AICEDFEEH T Z2RAL T
W5,




o HARBREDEADKE

Prawitz65] : IEFLEFDFEH D ik & B AR BEEEDERE, cf. [2ndScand71,
Kreisel 71].
Howard82] : Curry-Howard X)its (isomorphism), HABEFE TOIEHE 7 0
77 LONINE KO HMOXIG, T 5IZFEHOZER & BATE 5 L X G
BAZ BT BEIHE & DXL, cf. [GirardR9).

[Martin-Lofog] = BRI

[Tait67] : [Godel58] D T %, Biff & A\-ADPLIR & U T, computability predi-
cate (2 X D5RIEFL (strong normalization, & & W 5 FHEDIF1LME) DFEH.




e sequent calculi LJ, LK D& A

HEAREHE2T &P btﬁﬁf%fﬁbmﬂ?é EMTEL LD
TAHDIIIE, FRZZWZE L ZinBEstE 2 EB iz a7 o
A IS YA :@Eﬁfmt&bu  BARERHEEHELAE Y TH B Z
Clxbhro T\, HENPMIZENIEZEAREH ZEKN I EE7-0DDK
B E2 T TIRLUTIEWS, LAL, B EFERELTB W
X1z, ZoMa L%@bf%¢¢#%%&ﬁu%£®1m5@
DX, ZOZLIXEHTIHZRBIZOABREINTLEIDOTHS.

FEHRALER S U CTORAREHIZIEHER B NI IZOVWTIZENWNWIZ
.ﬁﬁﬂ@“é a#f%éyﬁ: HHEEH NK IZDOWTIEZF S T3, F@E

amER Iz @ mbioﬁiabfmﬁmbfﬁﬁﬁét Wz EmEET R E
421:% S




LK @ sequent I' — A, I' ® A i&igH XD AR 4.
NEE A A

HE SR Al =FEE ORI+ S ELEL 5 ORI+ 77 v b (cut).

I'>AC CA—©O
TASAO ()

ATl —-AB SR I'>AA B A—>©O 7
r5AaAd>8t FAsBrAasnse OD

Mg © weakening (JE*°9°) contraction (£ &%) exchange (%)
(cut) & DITE 2 BATLAAMET A XTFR.

(cut) A TIFHERFLAID FIZH 5 sequent (TN S AIX TITH 5 se-
quent D H L imELNOH D EwE A, A(¢) (X 32 A(x), Vo A(x) DFBrimEE &

L T. cut-free ZRaEAIC BN S 5w =X, BEHH S 11T\ % sequent (2835
ENP DB DER D imE A ITR 5.




r o A A AT = A DA BA—A

AT oA WY 758 WD) s aasa eh
Iy A I 5 ALA A ' SAVA B A

T oA A Wh) oA g ) o35 aa ()
F%A,AZ AZ,F%A

TS A A v VR AoAA T oA M)

Ao,F%A Al,F%A F-)A,AO F%A,Al

dvaToAa VY T AaAa WM
A TR G
P:Z,Aﬁj fgxt()x) (3R) vf zglt();i - j A (VE)
3;4 zgxb():;)lj - %AA (3L) FF—jA,AV’:? zglb()x) (VR)

(3L), (VR) TD bl eigenvariable T IR\,



B8 EFimH D sequent calculus LJ 1&, LK 125 W T sequent %2 [ ZKEI
— DAEIZEENSwHERIEITZD7Z00E D] 2255 DIZHIEL TR L1
%. sequent I' = By,..., B, D’LJ D sequent 2D IE n = 0,1 DGETZIT.

SR T sequent calculus
LN AR
i S FE B+ (cut)
AO Al [' — Ao [' — Al
A A Ay M) T Agnd, MY
Ao/\Al F—>A()/\A1 Ao/\A1—>AZ'
A (AE) T A (cut)

(cut) 1% HIRTERE % sequent calculus THHT 5 & SITHBT 5.
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AR 77y bHEEM (cut elimination theorem) : LK [LJ] (Z
BT 5FEH%Z EFIZEE L TWL &2 2D 6 (cut) DT NTHUD BR
DT (cut) TEL D LK [LJ] DFEHADE S, ZNDNGEHL T\ 5
sequent IZJTDEEHHD ZNE[F U TH 5

o [Gentzen34/35] TOIAEH D )G H
(BT F el e B OO PLE [l E DA & B IR &2 & R 70\ 0 i B
Gt PA™ OFEF JEVERERA.

i HERE LK O P JEME L one element model 1Z & O HI & 5>,

PAT =%5 2 Ve(z+1#0),Vo,ylz+1=y+1Dz=y9),+, OXH,
PA™ IZERE TV U DR 72\,

sequent PA™ — @O LK TOGEHD S (cut) ZFRETNIXZE D X S ZREEIA
FHELUERWZ E R0 5.
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R - FEOFA] Z & £ 72\ one-sided sequent calculus.
T I AR TEHERER (- ITE eI O AER)
ra49 tava™ raae Y
Fv_'A A7A FvAO F7A1 F7A(b)
ra ) Toaaa N Ty ae Y

DA FREROERESTI,A=TUA T, A:=TU{A}.

B FG s (substructural logic) D DERDFHREEFE Z 5 L, FiEIZE
T 5K % Gentzen DL T HH L THEWTKNT Do %,
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1.2 [GentzenT74a, Gentzen36, Gentzen38, Gentzen43|

(Gentzen74a, Gentzen36, Gentzen38) T/RINTWASH Z & %, PA OFgHY

ISP EMEREACH B L HME L T WIT 72w,
[Kolmogorov25, Godel33, Gentzen74b] : PA — HA.

PA O EMEEAAIX, T )V N OfFEF, BHK #8IRTco (FERZ2 &)
MR D&, TIEAH].

LT DEERRE DA BRI FIRIE PA TIREAMLTE 5725 5 % 5 H,
|Godel31].

13



BRI GIEDIEREIZH D BB S, TN e BAH S AikzRVWHT Z &,
PA DI, W THREENTE R WHIRZ 52 5.

HIRDEER proof figure (&, fERRD (cut) MU DFEEAA cut-free w-
derivation % encode UL TW5A, H UK IXFTZF B E DKL TDH 5

A, K D —fRIZ I  sequent AIE LW & 1E, £ D cut-free w-derivation
WFETEHI L TH S
- T" : sequent I' D cut-free w-derivation H3F1E.

I', A(n)
I'

w-derivation & sequents @ w-branching wellfounded tree £ 782 %.
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Y ANE
PAFT(a,..) %o, FEDn,.. 1Z2WT FI(n,...).

AR 1L, [Schiitte51, Tait68, Mints75] TD & 5 12 w-logic TD CE.
WU VAR O HEGm AL AL -
[,A(0) T,-A(a), Aa+1)
r

Z (cut) DERD

[, A0) T,-A(0), A1) T,A(1) T,-A(1),A()
I, A(0) T, A1) I, A(2)

I'
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Z I CHER>EZRTI L
Lemma 1.1 FT'.-C 7»2 FC,A %25iX FT,A.

Lemma 1.1 1IZF T, -C BLUF C,A %2 ZNZ N7 wellfounded trees
IZET HImMNEETRIND.

Lemma 1.1 £ ZNN S5/ NSBROZW T H 5 PA TEEHH T & 5 se-
quent I' D cut-free w-derivation (&, wellfounded Tdh % D> o € D height %
IEFEL e UTHEAT, IHFHARIZHTL 5.
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59 S MEF A (ordinal term) (X gp = min{\ > w : Va < A(2% < \)}.
w & DRIV BFENIERNE
FREEEE 20 TR C WA MEMEIZLATIZ L 5.

o T @ depth< a, £ DHD (cut) D cut formula DEMES <d 2 W5 T D
w-derivation D’MEET 5.

Lemma 1.2 F§ , I' 725 IFHEZT.

d=0DGEDES THET O cut-free w-derivation TE D depth< a 725 %
DOPFET DI &2 EKRT 5.
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[Gentzen38] : proof figure & ordinal term & WD HRDOXWHR (EH 56 %
MR DX R % denote L TWD) FLEMVEIZFETDIFSNT WS,

[Schiitte51, Tait68, Mints75] T infinitary derivation @ cut-elimination %

Z®D code & 5\ embedding D preimage Tdh D AEDFFHHX ETL TW
%, cf. |Buchholz97].

AR AREREZ e rip = r(p), 0ip = o(p) P< 2T

¥ & (empty sequent) — DEEHA D code p 12X UT, r(p) ® £
722 J& DFEHX D code T, % 7z o(p) 1% ordinal term o(p) < &y T,
o(r(p)) < o(p).

MERMIIZREI NS, BARIZ D < 51172 ordinal terms< g DMERR T 451
1278 57\ BRI T I Z X, PA DEF EVEDRED .
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Wi 3 [Gentzend3] : EFF 2% AT (ordinal analysis) DX D (7)
T OFEHEmWINEFZ : T Va2 (Vy < 2 E(y) — E(z)) — Va E(x) £ 725 &
LA HE7R strict partial order(irreflexive and transitive) < OEFE | < | D
EBR.

PA(E) 4]1_‘ O):L_ﬁ ;Ef?:ul%@— 1 gé&@l_nnnaﬁ E %ftl‘ ﬁﬁﬂK%
order type go DIESF <, IZD2WVWT, Fa<egllDWNWT

PA(E) FVx(Vy <., v E(y) = E(z)) = Vx <., a E(x)
WZFH R AT EE 7R strict partial order < (Z2\WT
PA(E) FVz(Vy < x E(y) — E(x)) = Vo E(x)

o | <|=sup{|n|x+1:n €N} <e. |n|lx=sup{|m|<+1:m <n}.

19



PA(E) FVz(Vy < x E(y) — E(x)) — Vz E(x)
TOREVr(Vy < 2 E(y) — E(x)) D& Z 5 % HESmH A

I'E(m) ---(m<n)
I', E(n)

TEEH#Z 72 (cut) i Z D w-derivation IZEWT, H5 a < w?,d<w T2
WT FY E(n) PMEZED niZDWTHD LD,

cut-elimination UT 8 = 24() < g9 l22WTH, E(R) 725D T |n|4 <
s.

PA O EiEBHERINE R 25 |PA| = <.
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2 1950-70

[GentzenT74a, Gentzen36, Gentzen38, Gentzen43] DR : [Godel58]
BEZTHOWo N Z EDBRWARDILEDH L IRHRIZDWNWT

[Gentzen36, Gentzen38| TDEFE e H> © DIEF SN OIFIEEDRE L U
T DARE D 45 AN B Z (primitive recursive functionals of finite
types) D27 7 A T.

TIWZET 32 HRB EDBEBOFHE L < gp-recursion TIT A %, [Tait65].

[Schiitte51] IZH 1) D w-rule Z1¥ - 7z infinitary calculus T® cut-elimination
z TRT, PLERZ RO I .
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|Ackermann40)]
no-counterexample interpretation [Kreisel52, Godel95, Tait05].
prenex nf A = daVy32Vw B(x,y, 2, w).

—A < VedyVzdw-B(x,y, z,w) < Af, gVx, 2 ~B(x, f(x), 2, 9(x, 2))
A ¢ —3f gVx, z—B(x, f(x), z,9(x, 2)) <> Vf, g3z, z B(x, f(x), 2, 9(x, 2))
~ JFGVf, g A
A" = B(t, f(t),s,9(t,9) (t = F(f,9),s =G(f,9))

[Kreisel52] : PAF A 72 61X, & % < gg-recursive functionals F, G D3 FAE
LTA DPIELW.

22



AT - RUTDWT PA F Vady Bz, y) 72 5, < go-recursive func-
tion fIZ K O Vo B(x, f(x))(combinatorial independent results).

7077 LAOEIEMED PA TIEWH T & % 51 R Al 88 BI%X (provably recur-
sive) 1, BIZEIHEAIGBEE WO T TR KD/ WI T RAITET.

(|[Kreisel58]) What more do we know if we have proved a theorem
by restricted means than if we merely know that it is true?

T RE DL AR 6 T DATEDIE L A DR Z ST 7T u s 5
A (unwinding of proofs).

AR & UTCoOmPEHAEH 2w s 5 Z &1, %o [P )E
PEGERH) KD BT ITH LW, JEPEMETIT A S D223 L T
HEEZTCAHATEEINASD.
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2.1 SOA

[Hilbert-Bernays39] : 8% 2 XL 9 53770 & L T O 2 [EEAMT Second Order
Arithmetic (SOA) U < [F&FE D HIRBGH.

[Stanford Report63, BFPS81, Feferman77] : SOA D& HR AR Z2 fif H LU
TEZN 5 OM HREFRPFEHERAVIR X, B D & OHIPH £ TH EDH DR
TIEAMLT & 5 DH 72 & OB E D B o,

2 AN SOA : HREMNOMAEAEZRT2BOEHR XY, Z,. ...
2 [ D quantification D7z OHEFmIRAI. ZE MRS R & eigenvari-

able Y IZDWT
A(R),T A(Y),T

IX AX),I VX AX),T
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F SN E R oFFICHTLINE VX 2, y(z =y — X(z) = X(y)).
CA:  JXVz2(X(2) < A(2)) (Alx 2FED) EEDRHEA)

Zo \3EFE SN ED 20w ET, 2NH (M) T PA~,CA &
IND = (VX (X(0) AVy(X(y) — X(y + 1)) — Va X(a))).

A D7 I A
Iy = ZO quantifiers 239 X T bounded dr < t,Vo <t TH BHim.
B a2/ BT EREE R 1) = X)) 1I21F 2 B D quantifiers 3B 3178\,

—nﬁﬂfiﬁ A=VX{dX,-- -QX,B (B ~ H(l))
AedXl & -Aelll.
O-CAIIAHMA CAIZBWT Acd LHIRL AKX EZEKT.
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AN CHEMEIZ 75 SOA(II)-CA)y : FaffE D 2mP LT, AF (X
) 13 PA-, T10-CA, IND,
(@-CA)g 1%, (TII5-CA)o IZABX K O-CA Z T ITMA S,
(#-CA) TIZIND Db DIz A e 112 = | 11}
Ind : VY, y[lA(0,Y,y) AVax(A(x,Y,y) — A( +1,Y,y)) = Ve A(x, Y, y)).

ALCA ZATNOREFHA L T 5:
Vz(A(z) ¢ —B(z)) — 3XV2(X(2) « A(2)) (A, B € H}l)
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2.2 Predicativity, [Feferman64, Schiitte65]

S={x e X|P(x)} DEHIX, & P(x) DEKRD, BOES S DIFLE & i
BEAFRIZHERE L T\ 5 & E 1T predicative( AT HY) &\ 5

HARBDES S % -5 AVX C NB(X,n) ICX D EHKT 5
S={neNVX C NB(X,n)} ®l&impredicative.

FME VX CNB(X,n) OERZMHEEIELHITHL>TESES C NOME
SNTWRNEWNF R,

BB O A ERERIR] DA< DR IFHNITFEL TWDH &

29, BEEFHEE - ERLTWKEDEEZALL L, fHERLTWS.

Y OHiFH £ T predicative £ \VD K D L GIETCHFEVPRETE D07
predicative/impredicative O [#]E 73,
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B ZZ predicative TH A D &9 5 &, EHEFE HimnH D BHK IR
(25l ® THEEMF (E8Vne N, IneN) ZA7-dwm/NDBEIRE
ICE>THRMZERT DI & H AT,

Z LT, HAE0,1,2,... L WO L DIIEEBIWIZHS N THSEH 6 H
R ERN & WD HDIFFEET S, /> THARBIZET % quantifications
Vn e N,3n e N IZERZR 2 LU LS. ZTDIREIZAL - 72X 2 &
U CLLAR Tl predicativity 2% 2 5.

predicative < EIEDHEE < absolute.
EED M,N C P(N) IZDWT(N; M) E An] & (N; N) E A[n] £72>T
W5 An] IZDOWTEEGERK {n € N|A[n|} 23D NI, AL-CA IXRIEZ .
LU Z37Z1) Tl predicative IZ DK NAEFIIRESLWZAD.
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predicative IZEFE T & 2 HRBDES (Russell D ramified type theory).

w-model M = (N; M) (M c P(N)) ECTEZFzZA[gE’2 S C N, S € Df(M),
X, 55 2BEOHIEK Az, X)L X € M I22WT
S = {neNM k= Aln, X]}.

AN EDETEATRE R B AT < 12 DWW T, HARMDERE R, & Bl
I, Ry =0, Ros1 = Df(Ra) = DF((N; Ry)), Ry = U, Ra (Aclimit).
Bl : Ry=BANINEEE & T R A DEREIE.

{R,}o= CBHHT <2 X %) ramified analytic hierarchy, (& predicative?
MEFPZ &5 WIiE TEFNER ] & W5 & predicative 278 72
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TE 7 D predicativity 7217 T <, ZDEHED well-defined THH Z & D
[GEHH] O predicativity A 5 .

E 220 o 73 predicative TdH b & 1, o F TODHERIFINIE
I[(a) & VXV (Vy < 2 X(y) — X(2)) = Vo < a X (z)] » predicative {Z
REFHEI NS & Z.

I(a)) DEEIAD? predicative & %, I(a) H¥ a-stage & D HHIIZ predicative &
DT ARRTREHEI NS Z &,

PADSFEIZK BIINUT Ry DEREEZESIEH X 2NA 5.
2 D quantifiers VX7, 3X7.
SOADEETOHER AIZDOWT, AP TADHDEHR X %2 XP THE
ZlzimlAE R T 295,
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RA DAMIEZ D FEET ORI &
FXV2(X(2) < AP (2)) (B < @)
DY RA, DB AT H B DIX, TDOHFIZEHN BB X Az B <

.
RADGEAMN RA, DFET®H 5 D%, £ DFEHICEN 2w A3 R T
RA, DA TH L & &.

predicative (ZGEHH T & il XD ES RA %, RA; C RA (PA & pred-
icative) 38 < a(RAg F I'(a)) = RA, C RA (a £ TOMRIFHNIED o
FOD/NZWVBIZDWT RA; TREBHI N7 6, RA, TiEHHEI Nz DX
predicative IZGEH] & 17z & A7R9).
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(binary) Veblen function ¢ : ¢, (8) = paf. Q = w; EOEH L LT g,
(3 2% B N A D e (normal function) T D, £ OfHIK rg(p,) 1% Q
T club(closed and unbounded) &7 %.

p0(B) = w’, rg(pa) = <o F(py) (@ > 0), B € Fa(p,) & ©,(8) = 8.
|RA| =T :=min{a > 0:V06,y < alps(y) < a)},

RA = RA 1, = Uyop, RA. %3, Nigiven D % & TO predicativity DFRST.

|IRA| < T lEDE D Lemma 2.112 X %. subsection 1.2 ® Lemma 1.2 1%
Lemma 2.1 TO a =0DIHETHS. (cut) formula DEHES 1T DX
IZEN BB X D superscripts S72H R HHRD B,

Lemma 2.1 2 _T7oid I—?a(ﬁ) I.

d-+w®
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2.3 Inductive definitions

G. Kreisel 1 [Stanford Report63] 235\ T HAE EOIEEAZEZIC X 5 N
HIEZRD NHR ID (theories of positive inductive definitions over N) % 4
i U, impredicative theories DREHHGRIN DT ANDE—H % 5. 2 7=,

1 28RS X PIEIZ U BN (occurs only positively) 1 FED
P A(X,y) % positive operator form & FEL.,  Z3IE N _ETHEHZ
(monotonic) fEHZ=RT : X — {n € N: N E AX,n]} (X C N) Z4]
SHIT. INTEVIERE o THREN TN NORIEEE {1,},
7b§]a = {n e N : A[U5<a[5,n]} TREEIN b < a = [5 c I, &7x
5. ZZTIA =, L, 2BTIE, TUWEHZET OB/NAREIRE 5
MT=M{XcCcN:T(X)=X}={XCN:T'(X) Cc X}
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AN ID X, positive operator form A D E/INARE) AL T4 %2 3R 3 B4R
g PAY TNIZETEINHEEZ PAIZMNITIIATESND.

o BFMIFHNIEIX PA %2 &L inPENIZ PR,
o A(PA) C PA & VylA(PA,y) — PA(y)].
o HAMRIFIMIED NI : AF)CF — PACF 2XE0wER F (12,

BIZ LR ARG < Lo T AKX, 2) & V<2 X(y)) LEZEIN
TW3B & EIZiX, ZOBNARE A T4 13E6R < D wellfounded part 23R 7.

e ID & SOA (IT-CA); H\MZARFRATHE.

(I-CA), TIEI-CA % 280 HHZEH 2 & £ W I - BT IR, H
L ACA = II}-CA IZE DR\,
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[Feferman70] 1%, inductive definitions % o-[Al## D K9 Z LB TE 5 M
% ID, ZB AL T, [1{-CA DD B UMGEIHGRINIC I NS IZRETE S Z
EZxZmUTz. ID., = U5<a IDs. ID%ZID; &b F<.

(IT1{-CA)g, (AL-CA)p1Z D, &, (23-DC) 1% D &, (X3-DC) IX D,
Y & NE NEERHERIIZ R S

SOA % inductive definitions D%V K UIZEEHERINICIRAE L7 Z & D
reductive proof theory (fiﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁﬁ AbAHER) TOEFE.

BUNAE AL 1A DS stages I, IWAHRTET 14 =, 1., % stage & =1
PAHT D stages 725 arlthmetlcally definable, D% 0 II}-CA Z#EMH L TE
#w#IND, I, ={neN:AlU;., 5 1]}
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positive operator form A(X, z) (T & o TEFEATEERE LR < D wellfounded
part Z JFMNICER T 5 Z L ISEBICHEAEL X3V,

Z ® & 5 7% inductive definitions Z F\W VL, B S A2 impredicative T
B BN DD SOA MEEHERNICIHE TE 5D77Z0 6, 1, TORFDH
o X ZAARNITAAREIL, SOAXDENRDEEZT I REIANKELET
Wb EARES.

B L, FEIX ID, A BERIEICE DWW AR TH D I LT, ZORRK
TIERZHFED SOA DR RFEEIZIE LB L IEFEARWRNZ - 72,
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3 Takeuti

2 B Daw B ET R GILC % one-sided sequent calculus T5-Z 5. abstract V =
{x}A(z) (—HRIZIIZ L) L 2DER X 8 X UEwmHEN F(X)IZDW\WT,
FWVIEFOHFDX(t) % A(t) TESZHHZ 5.

LEY) o _LEV) o
F,VXF(X)( ) [, 3X F(X) &)

(VHIZBT BEEY IE eigenvariable. (3%) IZ2H 1) % abstract V IJMEE.
(F*) 25 CA IXVz (X (z) < V(x)) BDHTET, FUTCA &V REHD
mED (F?) T () 2RATES.
FIRRIZ L T2 <K 615 & (finite-order) DEmHLEHAE sequent calculus %
GLC TZ7.

37



AR TP (Fundamental Conjecture, FC)[Takeuti53]
G'LC, GLC(Z BT BREHKIZ N3 5 BARN 72 ¥ 2 ] [a] 224 5 Z

iz kT, DS (cut) D RDND. T OEIEDEED
AIRYE L, HRIBEOER Eih 5 HiETRING.

G!LC T cut-elimination theorem [G!LC TFERAT & % sequent I (cut)
HLUTHIATE 5] 25 2 BREGH Zo = (I15-CA)o D (1-)consistency
DAEIRMIZHES (EIXFESE) . GLC & S B REGR Z, ® [FIRR.
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CEDIREDEH ETZF 1L — PA™ + L.
N(a) = (VX (X(0) AVy(X(y) = X(y+ 1)) = X(a)) (1)

IND = (VX(X(0)AVy(X(y) - X(y+1)) = VaX(a)))

GILCH VX [X(0) AVy(N(y) = X(y) = X(y+1)) = Va(N(a) = X(a))].
Zo DFEAM &R Z N IZHIR U T Zy DAFE T 10X

G!'LCF —PA™, -VXVz,y(x =y — X(z) = X(v)).

E(X) = (Vo,y(r =y = X(z) = X(y)))
GILCHVXVz,y(E(X) wz =y — X(z) = X(y)).
MR OGEEAR %2 EIZHIR LT G'LC - —PA™.

CE U TLKF =PA™.
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HAFHE FC X2 H 5 WG BEBREGE Zy, Z,, DIEFEMZ R T &
WS, MBI IIERIED B DM EH R I N T W WL, BF W
#5272 EZ25. DF D GILC,GLC D CE % Gentzen O HIEDIEEIZH
WTRT WS EFEMREL2EAML U7~ AL, FC BARIZIZEEAK A D
EILERINIZEZ 5 NTWAERTIE L, £7- TERMWBZOREE FIZh
5 HE] ORI EEDONEBRSENTWRW. ©ULAZNS % [FEIRHIZH
RUTHNTWZIHEWH I ThHAD.

GILC,GLC D CE BKAIE D 32D Z & & [Schiitte60b, Tait66, Takahashi67,

Prawitz68] THED D 6 N7zHY, T 6 OFEHIX FC IZIEEF S L2V,
PAR, FC DER 57 .
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3.1 [Takeuti55]
L, FV)
C,3X F(X)
abstract V 23D & &, 2T IX FX) X0 s (2)
12 (3)? 2 HIBR U 7-4A%% LBI. F X1 0w

(&)

LBI TD CE 75 PA DR G NG RINZHES .
PAF 1 = LBlF—-PA~ =““PA~ | 1.

PA DL % (1) TOHAREZEET 5 N(a) IZHIBRT 5. N(x) P II1-
AR DTV (2) = (N(@) ANAN(2) 1Tk o T
LBl - V(N (x) — AN(0) — Vy(N(y) — AN(y) — AN (y + 1)) — AN (2)).
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e CE procedure for LBI.
FRE72 D 1% 2 B D quantifier D& L (cut) TH 5

FOV),A
X F(X),A )

[ WX-F(X) 3XF(X),T
T

. P
X EWDTZD7 5 PA”RES 06, & IX 1D sequent & LT XL,
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F(V), A )
X F(X), A &)

I WX-F(X) 3XF(X),T

—E(X)
—F(X)

=

=

L
P = O
B (V)
¢, ~F (V) F(V),A (cut)
IX F(X), A, @ .
I, VX—F(X) 3X F(X),T,®
T,
D, P

43

Po(X) = &, ~F(X)

I1H




PV IZ 1 BEDFEBZZ 25 ‘i TH B, &> TESNT (cut) DX
DR P I E0 P & D bAtke LTl T 5.
AEBHIZ BN 5 sequnt 12 [Gentzen38] & [F#RIZ U T ordinal term< g %
5. 22 T1BOREHMAZ TS HFRIIAERTH L. o T
HD(FNDEIATRwZREZLTETIXLW.

ZI5 LUTLBID 1D sequent @ IZEBGEAAX P2, AU < ® D cut-free
REEIAN 2 0 s S5 P — CE(P) % gg-recursion ’Cﬁfﬂ’bé EMRIND
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3.2 [Takeuti57, Takeuti58, Takeuti61]

(IT13-CA) 124243 5 GILC DE AR D CE.
[Takeutisg| :
[ 3AX F(X)

abstract V 0D & &, £72133X F(X) W isolated THH & & (3)

(ZHIFE. isolated ZEREE X TIXZ DHIZENT WS 2 fED quantifiers 73
nest &9, Y- Az EA, RAIZL>THUITWS.
[Takeuti6l] : GILC™

X F(X) P20 HHERE G ZRVnWE & (4)
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e ID_,F 1l = GILC F-PA™ =CFPA L.

728752 51X X-positive operator form A(X, 2, Y) IZDWTZ DE/INAE] A
PA(n=0,1,2,...) B2EOmEANTHRMIZ2EBOHBEE KR Z & E 20
DIz

Iz) e (VX(AX,IZ,) C X — X(2)))
CEITTLRY, T6I2(1) TOAREZ X T MmN IZE 2[BDOHEBER
BBREENTVRNWDRS.

[Takeuti58, Takeuti61] TD CE procedure 2B \WT, #EamiHl (%) ~D

HlBE (3), (4) 1%, GEHICHN S EmEE N (D occurrences) % Y12 w-lIHfF (2
R DT DIZEFF S NIZH D.
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e SOA BI T® CE procedure

BRI ED 2B OB IZEAH T & U, swPEEHA 1$ subsection
31fanBur¢6f%mﬁﬁﬁ%weyuﬁwaeyb%auﬂwﬂézé.%
YN ID1 — BI.

Tt TEB 1 HOmMAANRZNTELWZ EZ2RT72DIZ, AD
cut-free w-derivation DEFELEZ LBID & X L[EFRIZIRT D E L TAS.

F(V),A )
IX F(X), A &)

IYX-F(X) 3XF(X),T [, - F(X)
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FV),A L,
HXF(X),A( )

IYX-F(X) 3X F(X),T [, - F(X)
T I =F(X)
P= i) ~ Py(X) = O, -F(X) ~"" PY(X) = @, -F(X)

— i1 1E cut-free w-derivations 725 @D depth 1£ Q) = w; TUNZ B
ZENTERVDT, PYX)Ddepth D EFIZQTHEHh 5, L0 HRT
()DL ZATIEFEQZRLTHL Z&IZLTH, PY(X) D depth D 1
HEQIODNIWEZATEHE L WiTiwn.
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Bl TAEEHHT & % 1 [& D sequent (& cut-free w-derivation % f5F 2

&, BRFENE TR IIZIIFERE S, XD iE<

BI TD1FED sequent ® DEERH PIZx) L T, ® D cut-free w-derivation
P TED depth 3 E 4 o(PY) < Q=w &2 DWFET S

ZRTRBEDNDH B

Py(X) = @, ~F(X)

HAADHEGRFLR] (32) 2 &5 AR D TEDIEFH a = o( Py (X)) 1, e &
DIZNZIWVDAQEDIFIKRELSBRSIBZ/RN. £ZTa > Ol ﬁb’ﬂ”ﬁ
T (o) < Q%252 5720510 collapsing function ¥ MWHEITL 5.
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Rathjen-Weiermann93, Takeuti57] T® collapsing function ¥(«a) < €.

a < eqi ICDOWTIHFRBDARES F(a) 2, aZz w 2K Ed % Cantor
nf CaZzFZFWe& EITHND eccnumber< Q BIRTERT S
Cla, ) Ceqrr(a,8 <eqi1) & Ha) < Q% alZBT 5 ImENEE TRIRIZ.
1. {0,Q}Up C C(a, B).
2. 7,0 € C(a,B) = v+ 6,0 € C(a, B).
3.veC(a,f)Na=I(y) € Cla, B).
4. ¥ a) =min{f <Q:C(a, 5)NQ C B, F(a) C Cex, B)}.
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1. {0,Q}up cCl(a,B). 7,6 € Cla, B) = v+ 0, € C(a, B).
v € Cla, f)Na=9(7) € Cla, f).

2. %) =min{f <Q:C(a, ) NQ C B, E(a) C C(cv, B)}.

A EIEFEH SIZDOWTESE C(a,B) BARTH D, Qldregular 720 & fF:
BEDa<eqll20WTHa)< Q&b eDprb.

Y(a) 1§ e T, E(a) C Cla,¥(a)) NQ D Ela) < d(a).

Y a) <I(B) e (a< BAE(@) <)) ViIa) < EB).

Cleqs1,0) 1, B 0,Q,w, +,0 LD terms DESH L ALY, I TOKX
INBEI R o < B IFETE T HE.
NB. Collapsing function ¥ Q < a— ¥ a) < QRE5LDTHL0 6, A
FPIEERF L7, BIZIE Q > 9(Q) 7228 9(Q) < 9(9(Q)).
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o o( P (X)) D EFZE a = o(Py(X)) 122WT d(a) THZ LN,
— D AR

Po(X) = @, ~F(X) ~ P (X) = @, <F(X) ~XV B (V) = &, <F(V)
2R % O & DOHEFRHIH] substitution (sub) D237z H TEWT,

¢, -F(X):a
S, -F (V) (a)

(sub)

¥R
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O, -F(X):
¢, -F (V) : (o) F(V),A:9
3X F(X),A,®: 6+ 0(an)

(sub)

(cut)

I VX—F(X) X F(X),T, ®
F, d : Y2

db:a, O3



(F) DEFHHAIX F(X) D FD (cut) £ TORT (sub) TEILT S Z &1

RN RS (sub) D BIZH HEHEAR ¢, ~F(X) IZ 116, /oT%
Z TlZ collapsing function ¥ 2MEFH LU TWRWD T, BAfR J(ay) < QHE
NN Yo < 7Y w15 5.

(I),_IF(X) . (1

FOV),A: 6 ; & F(V) (e ) By A t
3XF(X),_A:5+Q( ) X F(X), A8 0+ d(an) (cut)
F,VX;F(X) X F:(X),F F,VX;F(X) X F():(),F,CD
I - 7y F, D . Y2
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L6 O DFENIT (sub) D720 E UT, as < aBD 9 az) < Jda).
BERS Elaw) C E(a) U{d(a))} TH Y, E(a) < ().
729 (o) < Ha). BHFF o <a DD Elay) C E(a) < Ha).

O, -F(X): (sub)
F(V),A: 5 ; O, ~F(V): ) ) F(V),A:S o)
XFX) A o1rq ) IX F(X), A, @ : 6+ 0(ay) .
I VX-F(X) 3XF(X),T I VX-F(X) 3X F(X),T,®
I Ly I CID. L Yo
d:a d: 9

Z5 LT IBITIEHTE % 1D sequent &, £ D depth 239 (eqi1) £ D
INZ W cut-free w-derivation Z2H;fD | BRI NS.
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[Takeutib8, Takeuti6l] TIXARDFEREIZH T S NTGwEXZH D 72D
2, B o > Q, = w, & o < Q, D27 collapsing functions 73
WM 78 5. X 51T [Takeuti67] TIEZ DREED w £ TIEIFINT, 2D
H 24X 56 @ I-CA+BI & % W ZEFBIRIZIZFASE 2 1D, D& \%E@nﬁﬁﬁﬁ*
[Gentzen38] DIEEM ETHEZ5NTWS. £ 2 TNz H [ Takeutis7]

% PR IZ £ TIEIX U 7z [Takeuti60] TdH - 7=.
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4 Buchholz-Pohlers-Jager

IPT70] DRRITHR S N7 GERTGER D K & 7231 (S. Feferman)

ID, % E#E&HZinHIZH D < IDL(O) IZEEHFRINIZ s X &, ID, D
Al FHEmBINE 2 2 % BIR A3 73 2 5 notation systems TRY Z &

HiE X, XD EHENIL- E D L7 Kleene O @ inductive definitions (2R D |
Uivh BB % ECORTNERMT B2 & T, RFDME B a P& <7
BER (HlzxiXey) THBRD,ID.(O) IIMEHN & AkED. £-HBED
ik, [Takeutis7, Takeuti60] ’C ® ordinal dlagrams FWDIEHEZDE
0)7310)(, ordinal diagram % 4 %9 % HE DO ZERVPEGTRIIZ 77 5 780,

[Takeuti67] DFEIZ L 0, [Pohlers77, Pohlers78, Buchholz-Pohlers78| T
Z DRI — D DFIR 2 ATz D3 e D3N < IR TIE R o 72,
[BFPS81] TEA I N HiEkZE I T=DHA L &K 5.
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4.1 Q,;;-rule [Buchholz77]

ZNZ X o TI-CA H B W iEZh & FASFEZLR ID OFEHGRA ST 1A infinitary
derivations Z B U CHEONSE. ZZTIEmBEHERID =D &2ZFD=D
DOFHA] Q-rule IZDNWTH Z 5. ST BFARIFED AT w-rule ITX 5T
[GEAH) LTULE 5. DEIC subsection 2.3 TONHE A(PA) ¢ PA % H#tdw
FAITERL T

I, A(P4, n)

I, PA(n)
ZZETOHMANT X245 % IDF £FE <. IDY° Tl negative 72 —P4(n) %
HATAHHBAPENZ LIZHER. Lo TENITAEWIZ X initial sequent
IZBWVWTT, -PAn), PAn) L LTOAENS.
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o HBIRIFMIED A A(F) C F — PA(n) — F(n) % TREHH] 9 5.

PA(n) 2 negative IZBHNTW BRI PA(n) — F(n) % TFEH] 388
HIZE AT 5720, ZDEKZ [Gentzen34/35] B U < 1& BHK-EFRIZ &V

PA(n) @ TEERH] 226 F(n) ® TEERH] 215 5 #4E

ZZT IPA) DFEA] L E->T0waED%, TPAn)DIDYP TD cut-free
derivation d] & HfEd 5. £D & TEAE 71X T D X S 7 derivations d %
F(n)®D [EEH] #(d) IZE#T 5.

% Z T derivations d (Z P4 positive 1Z U T WA WERE D 5 &
% sequent Ay DM TN - 7256552 £IZ U TED X 5 7% derivations
iK% D, THKT.
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d € D, X, d W ID° TD7 A SO positive sequent Ag, PA(n) D cut-
free derivation THdZ & Z/R3. I 6T [F(n) DFEA] %2 X 0 —f&IZ
[sequent I' DEEHH] IZLUTHE, BT HHEEONELZDBRNWI £I1ZL
T D,-branching 7% rule 2155 :

: m(d)
Ad,F (dEDn)
-P4(n),T

Z Z T IHEED sequent T, rule ®_EIZ positive sequent Ay, PA(n) D
derivation d € D,, T & 1Z Ay, I’ @ derivation 7 (d) DM A TW 5.
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cut elimination 2% 2 5 & &, ZDrule DE FTO cut
- (d)
Ad,F (dEDn)
I, PA(n) -P*(n),T
[

Z rule IZAHARATEWZIESDNEWVWDT, 25 L TOED Q-rule T2 5 :

I, PA A§71:(d) deD
: (n) dI’, ( c ")(Q)

Q-rule D A - 7z infinitary derivations D&% % 1D £ ZE <. IDYF D deriva-
tions IZ X H T 2155, HU Q-rule TIFIRD XD ITED .
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ordinal term a DH D Q D occurrence 0 & DIZEH L Ta = a[Q]. {H
L Z D QD occurrence 1 collapsing function ¥ D scope WIZ X772\ & 9 5.
2 < QIZDWVWTalz] TED QD occurrence % z CEEHA D,
=5 A, PA(n)
ol I, PA(n) --- ol AT - (2< QA C Pos)
Felp

o T T = {-A(F) C F,-~P4(n), F(n)}.

AR F OB k< wliZDWVWTalQ] =2k +2Q. &3 )T, PA(n).

2 < QIZDWT F A, PA(n) 2/ cut-free derivation d 1235 W THEFHD
F D PAR) IZBDZHBMRAPAETRTFCESHMA T AT %255,
Z5ULTQrulell &0 YT,
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2 A, PA(n) 2287 cut-free derivation d 125 W THEGRDHD PA(n) IZ
ENR2mBEAPAZIRTEFCEESHZS .

IR I T, F(m), A(F,m) F2F =F(m), F(m)

-2 T1, PA(m), A(PA, m) ST, F(m), A(F,m) A —F (m)

STUILPAGm) o P, F(m)
['={-A(F) C F,=P*(n), F(n)}.
IDi F PAR) TH B85, H5bc<wliZDWTIDXIZBWTHI pA(p).

INED a=2.(0+w)iZDONVTEHS PAn). 2255 |n|y = min{Bn €
I} ZMMA D712 a> Q% < Qi collapse TENIX L.
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Lemma 4.1 (Collapsing Lemma)
positive R T IZDWCT AT ThBLd 5. 2D T

Proof oz E@?%ﬁlﬁ'%m?ﬁ £5. B T2 Qrule DFEFR T H S5 E
i, HOO T PAR) Ko HD© F}M()mmm@anpﬁ)tz:ﬁmm)
IZDWT Q-rule DIKE & D I— Ir ko< |_g(a[z]) [ 2ZTz<Q&alf
TD Q D occurrence 0155@_%4&%& D alz] < af2]. T HIT Elalz]) C
E(aQ)u{z} <3 aQ]). &> THalz]) = a[d(a]0])]) < Ha[R2]). O

—_

ZZTa=20+w)iZ2VTH; PAn) TH-7-55, Lemma 4.1 &
0 FND PARY. ZHE D |nfa < 9a) < I(eas).
Q-rule iZ X SFERH & [Takeuti57] & OFELUIHH S 22725 5 | cf. [Buchholz01].
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4.2 Local predicativity [Pohlers81, BFPS81]

positive operator form A DE/NRE 5 [A = U, La D 2% stage
I,={neN: A[U5<a Ig,n]} XXX TOD Uﬁm I o I-CAIZL DD
CHNTWS. it > T D hierarchy {1}, t&local IZ1Z predicative TdH %
CEZoNBH L, TNIZEPD S CE ld subsection 2.2 TD RA, & [AlfkK.

F, A[U5<a [5, n] F, _"A[U6<a [5, n]
I, I,(n) I',=1,(n)

ZDEIIZIE-CAIZ Lo TOL 5N EE [4 % stages ICAT A AT B
Z LMD THRTH D R 5, [Pohlers81, BFPS81| BARTIZIZH £ D /S
NP2z 7 70 —FThHb. T3 &> Tsubsection 4.3 TN HEH
i, & DIRWAHRDGEIHERI DS AIRE L 7R o Tz,
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e ID @ infinitary derivations & A A

A(F)CF - IAC FIE RE A(F) C F O3 & TalZB7 2 ERIFNE
iz &0 I4(n) := Bal,(n)) C F.
NEEAIA) C IA, Vo (A{y|Fa I.(y)}, ) — a1, (x)). Ak A

IV A{y|[Fa la(y) b n
I, da I,(n)

) ()

Z_ C_’. TOIEF «, B, ... IXsubsection 3.2 T notation system C'(eq,1,0)N
IZJ& 9 % ordinal terms % £ 5.
Eloz I,(n) & S-iwBERE IR IDET A5, 5k <wlZDOWTHEE T
LD INED a=wp(Q k) < e0 IEOWTHIT 285 . RmED 213,
Yq-cut formula 23> TWAH I & 2KT .
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eI CY,a<QIZOVWTHT = I'™ .= {B®|B cT}.
ZZT(HL(n)Y = (T <al(n). TNLD F3EI(n) = |njg < .

on F? L?(”)
T, 3¢ Ie(n)

Tay<aTHBEIDAROLT n<adLoTWRWVWEWITRW,
T &0 D BFRAY subsection 2.2 T predicative 72 RA, (X9 5 B2
EDTIERL, ~EDEHMEROWTIZEDIZEZ LR ERH 5.
Lemma 4.2 I" C ;.
1. (Boundeness) o < QIZDWT T = T,

2. (Collapsing) F§ T 25 M 7 of < QAR THY T
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o HY TS YR o < QB RBETHY T

[EHM7 o/ ] DOEDDfRIT o = I a) THD. —MRIZ a < B16IF
Ia) <I(B) IFEZABRVDT, RINZHEENEBLELTONGW. £ZTH
725 R/NBEFR K D £ 5 WEEFR (collapsibly less than relation) Z & A9 5.

a L f:sa<f&Ea) <d(f).

To52a< =0 <dB)THEN6, FHTOERIZBVWT, IRED
ap EEEFRD a b Mayp < a b mo TVWNIE L X Z5TH BN
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LB <) 0 FPD LM o
=2 I, VE B(€) = I, 36 Ie(n)
o (V) TVn < Qa(n) < a)lFHEH. Vn < Q0 (a(n)) < d(a)) Ty
an) <aD aln) < a+rn.

e (N THRW<KaDARLIT < a. a<Q=a<da) &b,
Boundedness 4.2.1 F¢ T = TI'® (o < Q) &7z N 5.
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o ST =T (T cmy).

=) A({y|3¢ Ic(y)},n),T
-0 T, V€ —Ie(n) F0H 3¢ I (n), T
o T

(C)

ZIZTh+ika. 6>0 &L T
Sy = V(8) 12 DWNWT I, (n), T
|_119(5) A({y|3C I:(y)},n), T & Boundedness & 0 A({y|3¢ < 6 I:(y)},n), %),

H0 T, V& —I¢(n) 55 inversion LT FOT0 P 5 (n).
6o < V(B + ) < I (a) ITIERELTIOW) 2485,
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4.3 E&HHEA

[Jager82] (INHfP BRI DR %Z, TN E TD SOA 7S HEAFRN LI L
7. FIEE UTIERASTH LW 8F D o/=0770, T OHHIZ X DT
HOBERP A G LoD AM 5T, EORZEEZFBURUEZESEITK
X\,

ZZTORONRE IR - 7zDIE, HRABAT E O Kripke-Platek 4
i KPw TH 5. £ DML extensionality, pair, union, infinity (212 T
foundation scheme Vz(Vy € v A(y) — A(x)) — Vx A(x), Ag-Separation
Va3blb = {x € a|B(x)}], Ayp-Collection Vx € ady B — IbVr € ady € b B.
ZIZTAFMEEDwRHEAT BIF Ap-iwBlX, DX b £DH D quantifiers 1
9 X T bounded Vz € ¢, 3z € c.
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Godel D constructible universe L = |, Ly (IZ2PWT L, EFKPwTH D &

S IZIEFEL o 13 recursively regular & FEIZN 5. B /ND recursively regular
ordinal 1% w{™.

KPw 1% 1D, & ZERHGRANIZ[FSE, |KPw| = |ID4|. #1l Z 1K subsection 2.3 TD
ID; T® positive operator form A 12 & % H/NARE) T T4 1E KPw Tl {1},
% Y-recursion TEZEL Tn € I & Ja(n € 1,) & - RN TEZEIN
5. IS5 &5, HRBROESGMN LT - TERI NS
Zr&, Lox ETE-BATERTELILRAMTHS. Wil
X KPw DREHERMIIET Z %2 % 2 5121%, £ Z TRt T E % Y- D
witness Z 1 2 1UX K\ 1 D F D HF

IKPw|y, = min{a < w{* VA € £ (KPwF A= L, = A)}
DERTHS.
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ESRERDZ272OD CEIZLSFEMOMAILIZ > TH 5.

constructible universe M € & & subsection 2.2 @ analytic hierarchy { R, },
o DVTHD: Ly=0, Lor1 = Df(L,) T UTHRIERE AT DWT
(Z Ly =Uyor La- ZTZTDf(L,) \3HEE (Ly; €) ETEERREREG 2K

X oTRA, T T AfeE 2.11% L, % constants & U TE T AIZ &
% sequent calculus (ZHEUNIZEIE L TR D 32D, & & 1% Ag-Collection H L
CIE V=Lt & TENLEFL 1,-Reflection

Va3dy B — Jbltran(b) A Vx € b3y € b B]

IZDWT, I',Vady B (I C %) DIFIX cut 2V infinitary derivation %,
< QN collapse TE 5 Z & & /REIE L. GEHHIE subsection 4.2 T local
predicativity £ IZIXFE U TH 5.

73



o JIE Fr BUR AT D5 &~ D HE 1 0D IR

III-CA & U < 1ZZF 1 &[5 7 recursively regular ordinals D JIE 7 2T
M—IaD5ERE B, IRIZE ZZBHIgdH»H X 5 &, SOA TIXIL DR
oIl eRoTUE 575§ 9 —ZFITITHED RN,

E ZADPEEIMTHNIL, IEHIEEED LIZERIEBOREENDH 5. (weakly)
inaccessible cardinals, (Weakly) Mahlo cardinals, (weakly) compact cardi-
nals, etc. 7275 £ 35 D recursive analogues %z # A T, recursively inac-
cessible ordinals, recursively Mahlo ordinals, Il3-reflecting ordinals, etc.
% universes IR DEGIHZIHAZIZEATITK LWO BRI WP TEHH S

DIFTHS.
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Z 1T Gentzen 2* & 50 £ DA = 7=

fmElTE-VT
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