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Gentzen 7* S U5 F % EEBHER D 50 4
- e B it 2 R e U C -

HEKRY - BOERRIER R B s
Toshiyasu Arai
Graduate School of Mathematical Sciences
University of Tokyo

BB & T 1930-80 FAT B DAEWIRRD LAAER - 74 77 %, EFBMENT (ordinal analysis) % & LT
WARTWL HL ZOMAMOMREIZ B 2R 0, 90 EARFEORER S —Hm DAL, M, FldPilkld s I X
NP TRREZDTHIAIXDEFZ L WVWI DI TIEARW. ULizh o Tkl @EPEED L5 EDE T
DOFEFNZHRGE LR WTITHE 720,

Z 2 TIERIEDHIRIZ £ 0 GEH D FEMIZ AN TH 5. sequent calculi (& e-calucli 4 %) IZDW\WTIk
[A2020a] % T2 BB 72\,

1 Gentzen

1.1 [Gentzen34/35]

Z D G. Gentzen DFENFHX I EDGEHHGRE WO BHENEHE072HbITH 6 LHELDTHS. L LA
AT R BMLUTEDTRTCAH % & B0 DI, [Kreisel7lb] AR TWBEY O~ v F v 7 244
IZEERWEA S,

Z DIXIZH T Gentzen 13, anE 2 i % R SAEFR L UTOMmMEEH (logic caleuli) & LTS, AR
1#{#% (Natural Deduction) NJ, NK 7&%7\[1 & 51T sequent caleuli (FECREIEE) LI, LK 28 A U7z, GRELET
#2013 Frege, Russell, Hilbert LA, BEiZ , T O5ERMED K. Godel IZL 2 TREINTW DN, #HizizZ
5 OFRELE 52 HA U 7Bl % Gentzen | ;t [EEXDHRIZTE DR IEV LD AN LEREARZESD ] 728
THolzFHEWTWS (BRI [FIE 73] 1IZ& 5. 1. Gentzen DGR & F NI [FIIE 73] 2 S#E & L),
ZZTNJREESR GG REOZOOHAFEMETH D, NK IEHHEREOZNTH 5. & 512 Gentzen 13
NJ, NK % T2 ME 25 0 TW0H e WD Z2%, IHITOMICE UL TR, BB EBEVERT S 2
A0 iR PRI Z HDTWBE WS ZebbhroTER] LFilT 5. HAFEMIIBWTIE, il
BV, A, D (RSN 3,V 0 D0 & DI U TE ARSI & BRESR & ENn 2 #abill2h 5. Zhoid
BHK f#fl (Brouwer-Heyting-Kolmogorov interpretation) {28l C, WhIEZNZ OGRS GFHAO ($FE3EH
M) BEkEHRET S, BIZIE AITDOWTIE

Ay Ay
Ao A A;

Ao N Ay
Ai

(AD) (NE)

(i=0,1)

FD (A) 1 A DBASR EIFEH, D (AE) IE A DRESAEEENS. £/ 5 2oV TIE

4]
dpen A28 40n

I Z 2 TR = BBIZHRARS sequent THWSHNEZDT, TR 513 1& - TRIELERK O 2.
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D D OBAKAZEFANS LRE AD [#5 5] (closed, discharged) & 2 W5, & 512 NJ TIEF
& LIZBE9 B HH0 (L) A%, Z LT NK T -EATEOREHA (—) BENEFNHV LN,

iR ——A

28— )
ST RGO THa Mk MEE ] & IFEAER (Hauptsatz) [ ERERM Z2EEIH I, 37X TE 5 R 2 BE R
BT HIENTES] WS ZET, WEDSETE ZIXERLEHE (normalization theorem) TH 5. 1
WO TE, BABANZH W TREBAZH WS &0 D Z 720, BRI A 225 OISR Tk
B, TnREIIAREIND ¢
im im
Ay Ay
/10 /\A1 (/(\/\E{)) e

72O TiE
tp ) T
_B_ . A
A :

cB 5"

L DT, 3l p TOIREADE AT ACELZAH 7 #RALTWVWS.

Gentzen (F [BHERIZ B I NZAHO RS AENMEEEZ ~SIZUTE A, T EhEsmn &
WS Z e THhb. AHOBRBEOKRIZEENTVIHRIE, ZTOMRMER S ZOIZBRINIZHNE 3 2B
HEDTH DD, TNLSO YOI, ZOFEHHICIZE NN EBRTWND,

S THAEEOEADKEL T fEFUIZMNTE Z 5. [Gentzen34/35] (ZIXEHAL (normalization) & H# &
ZDFFHRIZIER 5N TWARWDY, Gentzen 1% A. Turing 12 X B BAF & T A XFIHEICKT 2 ERLERE & [F T 5%
HFEIHZ D72 < & dH NI U TiERE > Tz, of. [Plato2008]. EFLEHEOFEHO HIRIZIE [Prawitz65
BRI UL S o 7. T O [Prawitz65] 13 24RO FFHHR I HARTHEOEMEEL B -5 L2 B 5. Hlx
1 [2ndScand71,Kreisel7la] 2 2. 7 AR TOIN L 7077 LAOMGS L g L BOXIG, & 5IZ5E
HHODZEE & BN & 5 L REHRIZ B 51 & O, [Howard82] (25T Curry-Howard %fii (isomorphism)
& UTERMES N CREEGR & BRRME IR 2 O E 725 U7z, of. [Girard89). & 512 [Martin-Lof98] (23
1% T F G IE BHK IR & BREFRICHIE Z T TWa b D e EA NS, )T section 2 Tt 3 [Godel58|
TOIIAT %, BIFE NROILIRE A7 LT, £ Z TOIEIESIL (strong normalization, & & W 2 {1 H DIF
1EME) A% [Tait67] TRENTWD. T ORIEMIELE VWS ZOEEZOL D LY BEZDIE [Tait67] THW S
NTZEEIZ® 5. Z4E computability predicate & WS HERIZ X > TWT, ZHUXIEIZ section 2 THHAT %
(generalized) inductive definition DI > TWd. Z D computability predicate (2 & 5 5RIEFLDFEIL,
F D, BRAITHRE N T W 5.

& T Gentzen %’ sequent calculi LJ, LK %3 A U728 1%, FREE NI, NK TIREREHE 2R3 72912
ZIEDLULLBRNRSEEZE > TS, ALEL %S D [Gentzend4/35] K O 5IHL K 5.

HAEHEZT>ED U TRBILAIETAZ LD TESL L DIZT 5720101, FIZTATE L 7-
FEEEIE A R IC BRI R ooz, ZOHMNOOIIE, BRBMEFIES EYTH S Z
Lidbh o T\, HEHIZ ZIUTHAE I 2 B S ¥ A O OB B 2T TIZRLTIRWA.
LU, BZHEZRELTBEWE & 512, ZOMEICEE U CHh a2 ikt 2 Hd T WA IR Y
i, ZOZ X IFEB EHERFIZOAEEINTLES>DTH S.
DFE Y EHLER L U TOHRAEHIZES EERIE NI 12OV TIFENWIZRARTEHIT L Z 2N TE SR,
HEREE NK 2D WTIEE 5 Tk, i OBz mic ki v o HE & UTE ML L TRE T % 72 135w
FIRAEREEELZDTHS.



sequent calculus LK TREFH I N A MRIE sequent I' - A TH 5. ZZ T % A IFiE R OGRS, Gl
X AIZDOVT A= AW LK TOAFIZY S sequent TH 5. % OHEMFANE, HOE B 2 A & w5
IZBES A HANC AT SNDD, Ay b (cut) (BREEIZBIT 2HHID 0 & D, [Gentzen34/35] TIE) Bshdzh

ENELAOLEDTOTHS.
I'—-AC CA—©O

TASAG ()

(cut) DA O#EE I 5 AL weakening, contraction, exchange TZNE NI 2R, 0 & DIZE L
DD, KT D, KA - OLE[ITIT S BAIZITE TS

I > A AAT — A VA B,A— A
a1 A (Wl (cL) (el)
AT A VT AT - A 7 T,B,AA—AVT
AR S IZ BT A A E VAL TV, D IZDWTRELTHEL.
D — A A, A, ' = A
F‘)A,A[}\/Al (\/R) Ao/\Al,F%A (/\L)
Ao,F*)A Al,F‘)A F%A,AO FHA,Al
avaToa VD TS Aa AL M)
T'— A A(t) (3R) A(t),T - A (VL)
T — A, JzA(z) VrA(z), T — A
Aa),T — A I' - A, A(a)
—— (3L — (VR
Jr A(z),I' - A (3L) I'— AV Ax) (VR)
(3L), (VR) I2B1F 2 HHZE a (eigenvariable) 1F lower sequent (ZB{#172112,
AT - AB I'—-AA B, A—©
r>aa58C°" Zdsprasae OO

IS OHENE (cut) & D IZBIT 2HAILSMNI AL BRI TH 5. 72 (cut) A TIEHERBA O R
B % sequent IZB{N B EHIEAIL N2 5 sequent DH 5RO HERTH L2 2 0h 5. HLZ T
fEED term t 1ZDWT A(t) 1 J2 A(z),Vz A(z) DENZTNHNRERTH S.

Remark 1.1 (3R), (VL) ® upper sequents T term ¢ I lower sequent 7> 5 —EMIZFHATNL V. DF D
term 2% derivation TR7ZTEENZ, KL ITWELZFHICEETETORY. T 51 (cut) TO cut formula C
WIZDOWTHEBHZ K25 EARRE S0, 245 % proof complexity TOHEFF & 72 5.

D EIZEB EEELD sequent caleulus LI (X HGHI D ZH LK 125 \W0WT, sequent 2 [KFI — OAIZH
FNEHMEERIZNENLVLED] L REZEDITHIELTH/SNS. DF 0 sequent I’ — By,....B, LI D
sequent 72 DIE n=0,1 DHELITITHS.

FARE% & ORIER TS A, il 5 OBEABANIARIANC Y 725, HIZE (A) IE (AR) 2. M ThRE
FHNEZEHAT S (cut) DMEETH S.

I'— AO A Al
(=8 A N
i i
f—>A0/\A1 AQ/\Al—)Ai (/\L)
I'— Al (CUt)

DEY (cut) &\ D HANE EHARFAE % sequent calculus THERS 5 & SITHBLT 5.
X TZ Z T [Gentzen34/35] TORAFERIL TLK [LJ] 2B 25FH% EFICAF LTV L2 Ih 5 (cut)
PYRTHY BRPNT (cut) ML O LK [LI] DFEHHE SN, ZHA5EEH L TV 5 sequent 13IGDFEHD Z 1
2 [Gentzens,35] T XEHIE A MAR LA D 2 FEIZ S 5TV 5.
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LRUTHD] LWVHHAEBRDOTH Y MEYEEH (cut elimination theorem) & £ FbNd. ETHEELEZED
IZZD XS EEINZ N BB, FEIIE N T WS sequent IZHN D ENA DL O il 2R 5,
cf. Remark 1.1. ¥72H VB2 HOPZHE 0RO RBEINTLES. ZOFEEISMAUIET 27T AD
IR B W T EA I N T &7z, T OB ORI DZ < 1 [Gentzendd/35] ~DOIEFUT@BE L\ &
FIBISIRIZ S 5 RIS E B VW B IFETH 5.

L ZAT, BEEEREOKRAE L UTIZERBERE NJ (ZER % 1172\, sequent calculus LJ & ZEHIGRIHT
FETIFARR DD, R1% Y sequent calculus IFFHGHAUIRE ST DLW ERS . O & DITiE ETRA /L%
FRCES7ZHAIORE ULTOEL S, ZOGEHIZE T 20 EZWS Z L DARG X, Ex. 22 OHAIO
MR, fE 2 OFELE S BT B A &2 W E A (K9S BT - THids) 32 CHREL S\, TEE, D sequent
ENEBETHETNTOMIERDEBLEMEES > TWEH 572, of semantic tableaux [Beth55, Smullyan68].

Z @ observation #* 5, canonical proof search (Z & 5 T, completeness theorem (for cut-free fragment) &
cut elimination theorem % [FIIRFIZ /%3 Schiitte’s schema (dichotomy) 23T < %, cf. [Schiitte56, Takeuti87].
725 [A2022] TIE Z D Schiitte’s schema % MEEER BT BB 3 HAEIZ S TRO £ 5 £ LTW5. £7z [Afshari-
Rathjen2009, A2020a] TRIT T2 & 52, canonical proof search D HIEIFX NS UAMZHISHAIT N TV S.

M, AT & LT [Gentzen3d/35] T, FUBL 1 3 ABRELO Yot BB O & BCLINIRNTEE & %
RN RM O T EMIEADS G2 5N T WD, BHEIZOWT—5 3L, L3 HHmE (2L CEB XS
FREE) DM EVE XA A S RIEAR . B ZIE one element model Z# X NIE X\, LA L Z D FETIX Peano
DREEVr(z+1#£0),Vr,y(z+1=y+1Dz=y) ORFERIIEE RV, Bq 2%5 =TT 508, =%
FAERAR TV, y(z=yDa+1=y+1)] &LUT,PA” 2% Vz(z+1#0),Vo,ylx+1=y+1Da=y),Eq
IR UR, HIR 4, R 0BG S ICBE T 2 ABRAD AR EZ M)-HERTEW 02 MAZED L EL
&, sequent PA™ — OFFHAN S (cut) ZRETIVEZ D X 5 BFEIHIFFEIE LAV L8015,

G E O K AR E DT 5121E, BI/E T one-sided sequent calculus 3% < WS 5. ik
one-sided sequent calculus (3 (cut) A OMHGEIZBE S 2B %2 V)& £ L VWD T, ZDIES ML DERRICET
L% T ABIZGER TR LS THE PO TH 5. U UHSHHERIE (substructural logic) D% DD
FKIREFZ A DL, MEIZBT 2B % Gentzen DAL THO L TEVWTANIZDONRENTH -T2 FA D
255,

LIZH M KITDH [Gentzendd/35] 12 & - CEHGRDEEA M3k e S 7z,

1.2 [Gentzen74a,Gentzen36, Gentzen38, Gentzen43]

INSD—EDOHIZALTEZRITNERS VI LAWK DhH 5. T [GentzenT4a, Gentzen36,
Gentzen38] 1, X1 MLAVRTIE Y —FBE O B REGH =24 PA OEFEMIEHTIED 2 D720, Hed T
FREVEREIAL TlEA\0. [GentzenT4a, Gentzen36] 1215372 H DR — U ¥% ffi o> T PA O EMEGEAA 2 6
HBIRDDEHANT VS, [Kolmogorov25, Gédel33, Gentzen74b] (2 3\ T EH L Fiw A & & HLERALA O IR
BEoN, ZTNXD PA 26 BB EEEREGE HA ~NORBELSNT Wz,  UIEBERIC X 2B %
2RE UTEDOHEBIZEIT 2 D05, D &d PA OFPFEMEMEIIK DTS Z L1275, LU Godel,
Gentzen 1Z& HIZZ I EF A o7z, TOELZLHEHEIE T 51EX] © BHK fBFIIEL L E X 0N AR T
Hb. DFY A— BD THk] %, ADMED Tkl % B O THEEK] IZHED1) % operation &% X & 5
3B, A~ BO TR BMATh 32T 2012 THR] 2EPBICIEEATHRVE WTRWT
CiZib. s h VR ARSI LT M) A — BIiE T8 A X0 EME»S 2, TR 2RISR
FBEFLIENZSTH, U THK] WO BDEEEONLLE L TWEDIFENS, 5 LTHEE [HIR
I SR EIEE 2.

PA DR EMGIANE D TEZ L WI L 2RADL LTH, TAUIMNZ U THEER DN 27 H 50T ED
IORBDTHORRRSBVDN?HES, ETV N BELET 505, TEATTHS. T L THEHBLEHTOD
M OBETHIHRETERW. L \W0WoT [Gédel31] IZ& Y, ZDFEHIZ PA TIEERMETERWI Lo TWY



%. D. Hilbert 28 U 723l 5 DBIEREDOH MM L TEIZ® 55 A PA DTFOT 2TV, ARG
EOERIZH DS, TNEBAH S HiEE2 RVWHEIRITNIER SR, D7D Gentzen L LS & U
Dk, NTOEBETH 2L, BRNBRELEITERWESIZ PA ORMERZMINT L2 THE. 2T, PA
THEAT & BEERIE Z DO FTIEL KR TWARWEWITZRW., ZD & S 2fifla >< 5 Z & IZBEIE
FIEMFATIZBRNDTH 5. EFE LI ZORITHE R\, ZNUIFE 1 =2 BELI BV E@RI NS
5ThH5.

TP EMGENIC O WTEZEOE Z 2 Wi> TH <. [A2007] IKF WD TI Z TRV R DS,
FEMGEIZ T 5 2 L E WG R O NEBFCHPERMED 2 S ATH L L EA TV, [P EME
FERHA LR IR 50O n? ] EfbNZ e BELH L. InEBETUERS I TZARZI i
THRERR. BRERSHIZIENRV BEALTE2DEHSLENS] 05285600, ZORWARSIER
2 OFEHMEE R EGETH 5 L EMENBVIAATYS, B L ITEMZZIT 2 o NEEN T S F
ZTWD LEBEDPBVIAATHE PO LS THS. TS5 TRAV. LATWER S HE EORE T E
72w, A L HIRFNCFEREODL EiE. 2R s <EETH 75, BUEmEZEP I AT
WBMEEFUTHS. [REZOHEHEELEZVONR? ] ERAPNTH, SVWRMEDI L E2EX 5725 5.

& T [GentzenT74a, Gentzen36, Gentzen3s, Gentzend3d] 2l U722 02 2 & TF S & [HRDFEHA proof
figure (&, MEPRD (cut) &L DFEIH cut-free w-derivation % encode L TW5, B U K IFHTH IFBE DXL TH
5] WS ZETHASEES. AUIHZE S THIHL X 5.

(GentzenT4a] (Z#FEEELD NI 54, [Gentzen69, Bernays70] (2 & > THIO ThbNDH S L T 5 Lo
725D TH5. M, [GentzenTda] DFFHHPI VPR FHIZ L 200, DF D ED LS ITHRMLINEZRERITD
WTIEFE RS LHLWHBIZ AR 20T Z Tl cf. [Tait2015]. %7z, [Gentzen74a] TIINERF BT A
72RIZHTZF, derivation tree @ wellfoundedness (23272 —f&®D cut-elimination 272 XN T\ 5. HF
B TREAGRIZ B W TAKIIZ WV 5 N7z DId [Gentzen36] IZEWTTHD. TI T EFKE I, E
BIZIF AR OGS LD term & 20 5 OB O FEATHER KNBERDO Z L TH Y, ZOBIZIEFHE Sh T
ordinal term & MERZ &% 5 5. [Gentzend6] 12 DWW T [Godel9s, Tait2005, Buchholz2015] & Fids DAY &\ .

LML TH 5 MG E T 2 TR INAMIRERARNE, R, & 0 T sequent ASIE L W
L iE, T D cut-free w-derivation WFETH I L TH D, L LTWVWD. T2 LFEBRIRIRITNUIRSRVODIT,
PA THFHHTE % sequent BT DEIRTIELWZ & TH O, ZTHUIARBEMIZIX, [Schiitte51, Tait68, Mints75] TD
& 512 w-logic TD cut-elimination & §AUX X V. FABE2 > THHT 5. HHED M one-sided sequent
calculus (ZBWT F T X, sequent 3 T' D cut-free w-derivation BWEFEMET DI L 2EKkT S L LD, ZIZTV
DEANF w-rule TEEHR D Ve A(x) ZTIZEHEEFNZ L LT

I, A(n)
T

Z 2T RITIHERE D sequents T, A(R) (n =0,1,2,...) B’H Y, 7 1 n-FH D numeral (--- ((0+1)+1)---+1)
THb. &> T w-derivation IF sequents @ w-branching wellfounded tree & 72 5.

FTHERLEZVDIE PAFD(a,...) BHIE TEDn, .. . 1IZ2WVWT FI(A,...) EWS 2 THb. ZITH
U732 2 DIIBULTIRANE D HERR AN : Ve A(z) BT IZ&EEND L LT

[,A®D) T,-A(a),A(a+1)

r (1)
&, MR (cut) DELD
T AQ) T,-A(D), A1) T,AT) T,-A(1),AQ)
) T, A(0) T, A2)
r

30 ={Ai}icn OE®RIEV, ., Ai
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BEEMZDLUIRL, 75
Lemma 1.2 FT',-C 2 FC,A %5I1E FT,A.

ERTIEPIKEL 725, Lemma 1.2 13T, -C BEUTF C,A 2FNZFNRT wellfounded trees IZEHT %
JEAECRENS. TD Lemma 1.2 12508505 T’ @ cut-free w-derivation % (1) 1% encode L TW5 &
EZBHDITTHD. Lemma 1.2 & 2N 575 ND RO TH S PA TIEHAT E % sequent T' D cut-free
w-derivation %, % 5 A wellfounded T# %25 Z D depth, height ZEFEHE L THEX T, HRHNPERIZT
% [Gentzen36] 3 F 5N 5.

Gentzen OfEfR% Z 55> TLUE > TEFHHEE . [GentzenT4a, Gentzen36] TIZMLDERZ - T,
MEBRDXF S (infinitary derivation=wellfounded w-branching tree) (25 &3 5 Z & Z#EF T WS, SO tree H°
FAET 5, LW RO YIT, £ D path 24T 2 Fhi & (reduction procedure) UMBERTWARW, 7205 Z0
FEMIEAR D . ZORWRD D [Gentzen38] THE, GEIAZEY E L TW5. [Buchholz97] TIEMEIZHER® 5
N7=DFED, 2 F£TL % & Gentzen 7L TS DI, [Schiitte51, Tait68, Mints75] T infinitary derivation
@ cut-elimination %2 % ® code & %\ embedding D preimage TH S HWDIHIX ETLTWEDES S5 &
GO 25 MR, BT 5EFEHE co = min{A >w :Va < A2 <\)} THD. w FORE LY
3 &GV OI, BEENHEO® W T, IBEES 20 THL TV TIEL VWO, FS T %, 20 depth< o, D
D (cut) D cut formula DEHEE < d £\ D T' D w-derivation BEIET 5 Z t EEET 5L L TOEND
VDML THD.

Lemma 1.3 F(‘}H

P 7%5EF T
d=0DHED S T IET @ cut-free w-derivation TZ D depth< a 725 L DWEFILT 5 Z & 2 KT 5.

[Gentzen38] DR % 5 D ARIZFIRRTE L. FHHTEE (elementary recursive TT 65 %) 2B %E 5 7=
Dripr(p), o:prso(p) 2K 2T, FE (empty sequent) — DFFIARID code p TN LT, r(p) & £72FE
DEEHAK D code T, F7z o(p) 1F ordinal term o(p) < g9 T, o(r(p)) < o(p) &> TWB Z &AL HIRAY
WWRENTWVWS. XoT pWED XS 7% code TH D75, B n-th iterate Z r™ L EIHE a,, = o+ (p))
Meg & O NTOMERE RSN >TUE S DT, BRRIZD < 507 ordinal terms< eg DYHER NEFI1Z722 5
RN & R RNBAAT AU, PA OROPEEDRES .

VTP JEMEREI 22 D 7205, Bl 21X [Gentzen38] DFEH % 4 L\ UL, PA THEHHT & 2/T7 D sequent
12X LT, £ D cut-free w-derivation % eg-recursion TYED Z &N TES. LHH T D nodes IZIFEEITED T
N5 XS IZIERE < g RSN T VS

Z D XD ITHERD proof figure % cut-free w-derivation @ code Tldd % D72A%, —H, [Gentzen38] IZH W
T, proof figure & ordinal term &\ AREDOMNSE (5 5 HMEE DK% denote LTW3) FALAFET D
SNUE, TIPS HBEONRERT L EEICHEHTILEHEEDTH S, cf.section 3.

F 7z [Gentzen38] DFFHAIE, MAEIRIMABDISVEGFIAIC inspiration % 5 2 T &7z, il 21F [Rathjen2015]
& section 2 DHIHAE R k.

D EIVTEIRG S [Gentzend3] IZED W TIERE#HT (ordinal analysis) &\ 5 E D SNz, £ 2 T
SN E S VRS 7O IEHB R & W D SEPMESNIZD D, Gentzen B2 D Z LIZFIET 2 DHh
ED MDDV TIREEIFR TRV, 212h <D [Gentzend3] TRENZZ & 2 MHIZIANS. PAIZ 1 AHKD
WEERLS E 2 IIATPAE) 2185, B IMEEORFEEZRLTWS EFXTWT, BANIRKIEX F 2
BURHERIZBIEINT VNS, BT 523122 22 HABED order type g9 DIERF <., IZDWVWT, ZD
FIRYI T & T OMRIFEHIED PA(E) TIEITES 2 & %53\7'3‘%' % a < g9 (% numeral £\WH T &) ITD
WT PA(E) F Va(Vy <., 2 E(y) = E(z)) = Va <., aE(x). #IZEIMHRATEEZ strict partial order < (< (%
irreflexive and transitive) 1ZB9 Z)iﬁﬂﬁ'ﬁﬁ?ﬂ?fﬁ PA(E) TAtHHRETH D £ T 5. “Di Y PA(E) F Va(Vy <
rE(y) — E(x)) — V2 BE(z). BIMEEOREE2EKL TWBDT, ZAUFBIRIFIAEIRTEIC X &30 Bk



HCTE2LE-oTWVWS. ZOLE |njx=sup{im|x+1:m=<n} & LUT,|<|=sup{ln|]<+1:n €N} <eg
L%, BEOTEHOMMIEZ > Th 3. IE Va(Vy < Ely) — E(x)) D& =3 % HeiHa

IVE(m) - (m=<n)
T, E(n)

T EMAT (cut) & D w-derivation IZBWT, H5 a < gp.d <w IZDPWVWT S E(n) DMEED n iZ2WT
ROLD. T (cut) EMOBRIFIE, B3 B <20 122WTH] E(R). 2OEE E(R) ® cut-free derivation ©

B IFHEARIZ I
E(m) ---(m=<n)

E(n)

LoTHY, LD E(m) £ TO cut-free derivation  £72 LA 0 TH 5. T2 - En) &0 |n|. <855
5. 25 UT PA OFFHGIIETE PA| =g THD I LAREIND. ZITHIBEOEMAEGOAMRA T
DFEHERIINE B, T - Va(Vy < 2 E(y) — E(z)) — Va E(x) & 7225 H 6872 strict partial order < DI
FR < | D LEROZ e THS.

Z DEEIE, PA(E) + Vz(Vy < 2 E(y) — E(z)) — Vo E(z) O{EDH & THIZ order type DFEIET
| <] <20 ZRUTWBETTEHRL, AULIRTNE y <2 = f(y) <., f(z) 2D LI RIEFEMKED f 5
(elementary) recursive in < TIN5 Z & EH/R L TW5, cf. [Takeuti63, A98]. —MIZIL | < | <o &\ HE
Mol 2OXS5% fIFA] THND Z & DHERTE 57210 TH 5. [A2020a] T well-ordering principle % AF
1Z%H D theory @ cut-elimination (ZFFEAIREZR f DELEDSH W SNz,

2 1950-70

1950 AR & 60 ERUFAFIFRO SR AE S5, FERHEAED SN2 L VRITH 572, T 2Tl [IPT70]
ETOHMYEHRD PEY 72N D> TIFZ 5.

section 1 TH.7z & 512 [GentzenT74a, Gentzen36, Gentzen38, Gentzend3] 125 W T, HAREGH PA L IEFE
g0 PO THU DI 6NZDTH D, HEFUETE LD o FFERITEN W, BT IRE I Z OF RO BE RN
AR &R L TH <. [Ackermannd0] i, Hilbert OSSP [EVEGEHHD it & & © EEEIZER L T W5 epsilon
substitution method IZ & % PA OFEMIHTH 5. 5X 5NZHIRMAD e-axioms A(t) — A(sx.A) 5
WIZEHARBGRTIE A(L) — c2.A <t A A(sx. A) DFNIH LT, D% B % LEEl % epsilon substitutions
ez A n(n€N) DFEFESTWL. 2D & S IZHEIZZR D DA, T OWEFIHF BRIF DT LD # (2 fif 12 25
TH5IL, THROLZTDORANREZSNZHARHD e-axioms 2T RTIELLTEHEIIIRDILERT I LI
H . [Ackermannd0] TIFFNZX U TIEPE < g9 ZWISS T ZOIEFED P> TV Z 22X Y, STl
DEEMEERLTVS.

5T [Godel95] 2 SAdl Z 5 & 512, Godel 13 [Gentzen36] % FMIZ MG LT, ZDfEHE L LT [Kreisel52
1281} % no-counterexample interpretation [ZEEL TWz & 5 TH D, cf. [Tait2005]. Wil Z 1L SEATHE
DGR A = JaVyIovw B, y, z,w) 2HFZ 5. ADPIEL K RIFNIE VeIyWzIw -B(z,y, z,w) TH 2 H»
5, KM (counterexample) % 52 57 A O OB f,g 1T&Y Va,z-B(z, f(z),2,9(x,2)) 7257255,
FoTADVELVORLZD XS BKH f,g FHEIELRWETZD S, -3, gVr, 2-B(x, f(x), 2, 9(x, 2)) <
Vf, g3z, 2 Bz, f(x),2,9(x,2)). ZDEEHDINBBF,GIZEVERED f,g 1220 T A = B(t, f(t),5,9(t,9))
(t = F(f,9),s = G(f,9)). [Kreisel52] i% [Ackermannd0] DFEHH”? S, £ LE PA F A &5 H5 < -
recursion CEHINBPBEMF, G BFHELT A BRELWI EE2RLTW5., &<IZ A =Va3y B(z,y) HT15-
AR & F T, < g-recursion TEFRI NDE f 12X 0 Vo B(z, f(z) &5, Zhik, S9-ifl T #
ENTVWD LD PATHIATED &SRR, DF D TNEFET DT 0T T LADEILEN PA THEIND S
# (AHE) 25485 B (provably recursive, provably total recursive) t&, HUZE[ B AREE W5 7217 T2 < &
DINEWTFTRAZBT IR HRDL 0D 2L THD. TNt [Kreisel58] TR S N7z, frd D 2 23k
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PO ZDMBEDEL IPAEDOHHAMEHZ S &5 7B 5 F A (unwinding of proofs) DHIIZZ->THEH, Z
O MEERIGTIROIGHIZ B W THICE#R I N T E 2. 2z 2V TiHIR I [Kohlenbach2008] 2 R &. &
D IR AXESC [Kreisel58] DX A MVAMWIEES & 512, THEPIEMIEH] LIFIENTWAHEHIX, Zhh XD &
D RIERT TR U TCOBF BN TH L2002 HEMT DI 2k, BEETRIANRSETLEILTH
DIRDS, TOHMET DL DMV EFHD TFEFMIEA] 0BT LWESICEXS. T DI
AR N Z L FREWR S, 25 TH 2 5P FEETIERMOMPZIHL TV L EATATE &
MBS, LWL THAD D, of. [Godel9s].

[Godel58] 13745 < [Gentzen36] DIFZEN SHFLNTZEDTH 5 515, T ZIZHEWTH RO G RN
BE% (primitive recursive functionals of finite types) D2 7 A T ZE AL T, ZhIZ k> T HA DR % 5 2
TW5. TOEMIE [Godel58] DX A ML TBIEETHWS N Z & DRWARDIIGD H BHLIRIZDWT] 12
JEINTVD. DF Y [Gentzen36, Gentzen38] TONETE g0 725 D (FIAFHRIY) IEFBE O EEDOR
BLLTOT WS ZEThHAD. BB, TIZET 2 HRM LD < eg-recursion TTA 5. TD
FIIHIZIE [Tait6s] TRENTWVWS. ZOFHHD T 1 F 7 1& [Schiitte51] 12351 5 w-rule % £ 7= infinitary
calculus T® cut-elimination % ¥ 4T, P E MROFNZIEHHT S Z L 12dh > 7=, FIZIXINER F » G, H
A*5 primitive recursion T F(0,a) = G(a), F(n+1,a) = H(n,a,F(n,a)) LEBINTWVWZ 56, ZIUTHIG L
THBIE DI {F,}, & FHIRIIZ Fy = Ma.G(a), Fy1 = Aa.H(n,a, F,(a)) LEHELT, F &2 2 O8RS {F,},
TEHSMWATEAD. MaGDME o L& RANIEN » 0 28> TWT, fHIZ {F,}n(m) = F, T
»H5.

2.1 CA, AC, DC

BEIZ [Hilbert-Bernays39] {28 W T, 2 BT Second Order Arithmetic (SOA) $ U < \Z@EBE D BREG X, =
ZTCHFERAMT 25 e LTERINT W, UL L 2O RZ ML T2 o DO EERPIE
HIRRINER & P O ¥ OFIF £ THE OMAAER TR T E 2 0074 EOREHHANIZILY I S5 hizo
1 [Stanford Report63] T -7z & &5 . LIFEH T [Stanford Report63] IFRRTH 5. LN LEDE S DE
431% [BFPS81] @ I %% [Feferman77] TH&E TN TV 5.

2T SOA ZEFLTH L. LT 2MOLHE X, Y, Z,... TRY. INSIFHARBY SR EEERT L5
Z T\ 5. pairing function 21X (ng, n1) = (10 + nl)(7;0 +mtl) +mng EEDH ((ng,n1)); =n; (i =0,1)
LD, X((noym)) 2EABZ T 2EBIAEOERIEANKL TEV. (X)n = {m: X((n,m)} £B<.
A((X)p) FEEER AV IZBWVWT, Y () &2 (X)n(m) := X((n,m)) TEEMATHONIMHENEERT. 2 B
DFRHETIE 2 B D quantification D 7z D HE &k Al

A(R),T A(Y),T
IXAX),T  VXAX).T

EAND. 22T RIIERDBRGE T, Y X eigenvariable. 5 &4 5 EFIZHT 2 AH FHZ VX, 2,y(z =
y— X(z) = X(y) BAND. DEORMKA4%2%E X 5: CA=Comprehension Axiom, AC=Axiom of Choice,
DC=Dependent Choice

CA: IXVz (X (2) <+ A(2))

AC: VY A(z,Y) — 32Vz A(z, (Z).)

DC:  VX3IVAX,Y) = VX3IZ[(Z)o = X AVY A((Z)y, (Z)y41)]
ZITAIF QED) FEORHENT, (2) =X & W(2)o(y) & X))

ZDEE Ly 1FESAE 0 2 B LT, A (KMRX) 12 PA™, CA BN NEE — DDA TEHE WL
IND := (VX(X(0)AVy(X(y) = X(y+1)) = VaX(a))) V5.



DENINSOAHMRDOK A 2 EHT 2720ICHMHRD Y 7 A2 EHT 2. KT 1) = 5) £ Z 22BN
TW3 quantifiers 239X T bounded (restricted) Ju < ¢,V <t THEMHEANPSHD 7 7 AL LTHL. 5
BRI FUIA IR A RTEBGIE R H 2 L T, 207 7 AZETHRE AL 2 B O ABOA A D A IR
FRREEZ L TWD. DEITI = 5 & 2 O quantifiers N RWIREEAN 55 27 7 AT, TZIXET
AT 1 B oI R & DR G IR & XN S . RATHIBSRE (arithmetic hierrarchy) % &3 § 2 il X7z
HTH5. ZUTVY,INRNRT S 2D quantifiers DF & matrix B B} THS A =VX13Xy--- QX B, T
ZTn MERRS Q =3, BARS Q =V, LEFEIFZHmHEAE T-mERNE VW, 2o holkd s 7 A% 1L,
ZOHEETEHE I ZMHMAD Y 5 A% ] TRT. MHIRE (analytic hierarchy) IZB I HEE%2EHT 2 X
=HThHb.

WE O EWHADY FTAL Lke &, 0-CABAMKA CAIZBEWT Aec ® LHIRLZABMAZ KT
O-AC,d-DC LFARKTH 5.

PAURCHAEZ 725 SOA & LT, FEAE 0 2 Bl Ec, AR (MA) 1& PA™, IJ-CA, IND ThH5hH%
MoTHL, IhE (TI§-CA)y &KRT. D LTHERR (IIJ-CA) (AKX ¢-CA 2N IMATH S D SOA %
(D-CA)y T, 72 & SIZHEENIRANEDO AHRIR Ind := {VY, y[A(0,Y,y) AVz(A(z,Y,y) — A(z+1,Y,y)) —
Vo A(z,Y,y) : A€ I3} (E = U, I1}) 2MA7ZD% (B-CA) TKT. D DIFF 0 ZBANRMESESIZ
HFIRXNTWD Z e %RT. (B-AC), (P-AC), (B-DC), (P-DC) b AMIZEZE I NS, 512 AL-CA 2K
DRI LT %:

V2(A(z) <+ =B(z)) — AXVz(X(2) ¢ A(2)) (A, B € 11})

ZorEY <-a:§:\7b>éﬁé4;%t LT (II1-CA)y C (AL, ;-CA)y C (BL,4-AC) = (1I1-AC)o C (IIL-DC)y =
(Z}LH-DC)O. ZITCXR = iHTE ZMmMAehE2EEL AR LU TORKR. EiloME Cc ONTHD DS
FHAINTIFEFEL <, BEDIEZ S TRV, n=0,1 DHEIZInERRUE, &7 (T],-AC)y (o
( 1 1-CA)o) & (ITL-CA)o @ TIL - PRAFHE K (I}, ,-conservative extension) T 5. fi1i T (] ,4-DC)g
1 (I -CA)o & b EIZHRW, BIZIENTHE I SBEOMFEMAZIHT 2. TZITINSD SOA DHKRERZ S
721 CA % & 2R ABEARIBIIER < (3> TRV RS ABAZ X oz, HIZIE IIH-CA 25 A THS.
A2, X) eI IZDPWTHEAY = {2 € N: N  A(z, X)} & jump operator X — X' = {n € N: {n}¥(n) |}
EAREEL THONIZEELSFIHAETH L. LW0WI T LIFI-CA 2 < 2> TV IERT &I1E, jump
operators & HIRIIZHED RS Z L1245, ZO LI BESEREHTAME (IIL-CA)F £ EZS. £ <
SDINMES Tz e HF DIBYI T D & ETEDIHF I o <o TH D & EITHRDVIT (II-CA)y & EHL. &
72 (II3-CA)5® = Uy o IIE-CA)S. Bl ZIE (II)-CA)5« & (III-CA)g DL, B TIHALEAIRE LA jump
AR D RER . DFE D (TIF-CA)F = (I§-CA)y THS. Z1E ACA( (Arithmetical Comprehension Axiom
with restricted induction) & #HERKY . i THE T jump % w-EHEVELCTESHE >, 0 205D
WA TH 5. jump operator DD Y (T hyper jump operator X +— OFX 2F X 5 Z L2 &Y [}-CA %2&R
MZHE D KT A (T]-CA)F ¥ a < e D& ED (II}-CA)g, (II}-CA)FY WEHI NS,
HEQMERGD L LIZHIS N TV BEFRERRD &, 0 =0,112D\WT (XL,,-DC)o 1 (I1L-CA)F" D IIL -
REHRTH Y, (BL,,-DC), (Bh,,-AC) 3 & HIZ (IIL-CA)5® D IIL  -REHERTH D, ZOEEEHDIZ
ARUTDE [IPT70] IZA > T3 [Friedman70] 72252 D FEFFHO L S LWETIVIMIZE 5.

2.2 Predicativity

Z Z Tl [Feferman64, Schiitte65] TOFGREBARL & 5.

predicative( A iR ) /impredicative &\ 5 NLIEEM P(x), 2 UTHME P) L& 284S = {z e X |
P(2)} (BBWVIE—HITIERASHORR) OEHICEbD>TEbND. HTHEEIL, £k THAMIZ
DLH6NZEDUNF TRV, £E S ONEINERED predicative TH D721, TNEED 5504
P(z) OEWED, MOEA S OFEL IFMERICHETE L T RITNIER S R\, £4 S OFEE T D EEIHE
ETHZLeEZHR26E, EFRIEAONENE 2 IZDWT, P(r) DRILDO O DERMENES ST, -
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T P(z) DEAL/ AENTRFE L TR S 2w, HIZIXEABOES%Z -3 VX ¢ NB(X,n)iZ&?
S={neNVX CNBX,n)} LEHZELLS>LTE. ZOLEEM VX C NB(X,n) OEKZHEEIESIZ
X TEEOEBRBEDSMAES X C NI BPIREFSTOVARVEWITIZRWA, WEIEIZDL A5 L TWHHES
SAHSCNTHAIIro, TARBDOELEARE] PR OB IZMIZITEFELTWS L FERT,
Bl - BB LTWEDEEZLRS, BRLTVWS LSO D220\, ZORBNIX vicious circle % it
1} 5720125 2 &7z (Poincaré, Russell) DTH A 505, MFOHEMAZZ LS T2 L E12, COHPHD
B F Tl predicative £\ D K D LR FGETREHTELIONPRED L KD, TOL S IZMBEIZRDN
predicative/impredicative DHE%2 T2 L THAD.

& ZADEEIZ predicative TH D Z L&A D &35 &, EBEHMED BHK fifFIEZ T AN SN,
(72 518) HRIEE 725, cf. subsection 1.2. £72 [H25ME2AZTR/NDHR ICX->o THRBEZEHL
£, THLE TOLRMIZ EEOHEHAEI Vn € N B A> TWTIERIEY predicative Z IFE A2\, T2
TEZHLUT, BRBE WS DR EBIICIHS A TH 205 BRBMEIEN L \WH & DIXFET 5, > THR
BUZBIT % quantifications Vn € N,3n € N ZERARDE L LS. ZOREIZ - 72 2 ili& e LT
N TlZ predicativity 24 2 5.

FTOEERPEEF>TWVWDEILEH - T, EED predicative TH DL L THAD. ELFELERINT
W DELBZDRS, BERNPEESL WD T L% absolute THHIZ L LEETHTLRHS. DEVEED
M,N Cc PN) IZ2\WT(N; M) = An] & (N;N) = A[n] 7> TW2 An] IZ2WTHEAER {n e N| An]}
ERDBLNDHZLTHD. £H7%56 A-CAIFRER . LA L I/ Tl predicative IZ2 < LA A X
RERWEAS. £ 2T predicative IZEHKTE 2 HRMDOEAT2H %, Russell D ramified type theory (27
5-0TC2L 35, BTHRB EOTMTREVGHHEAREREIIER < 20> TH <. JEFH (EZBRIEZ D code
THh2EBE) o THRAMNTON-BRBOEEKE Ry ZFHIRINIZ Ry =0, Rot1 = Df(Ra) % U THRRIET
BAZOWTIE Ry =y R T T2HOSFRINT 218 (w-model) Ry = (N; Ry) IZ2WT S CN A
SE€Df(Ry) THEDI, SHR, LTEHMRERL E, DXV H D 2HOMEA Az, X) & X € R, I220T
S—{neN|Ra b Aln,X]} ERBHATHS. BIXIE Ry KRBT BTS2 LD EGKTHS. =
5 LTSN {Ry}a % ramified analytic hierarchy &\ 5. ZHEE X € R, A predicative TH 5 X5 0 T
137K, AR Ry RRDPHEENIREREZRDZ L 2RONIE, TIN6EHEIND Ry BEITHAS. T
13 {Ro}a ZDH DB predicative IZEFRI N E FA 572550 7 HEE TEHTE] H 50 TEHET
LW D BERDS predicative L IZEARWE ZAIZHD. T I THITEZRD predicativity 7211 2 EIZ T 5 DTl
<, ZDEFED well-defined TH 5 Z 2D [GEHA] O predicativity & bR INIE72 6572 < %5, £ L TIHT
# « %% predicative TH 2 & 1F, o F TOBRIFINE (o) & VX [Va(Vy < 2 X(y) = X(2)) = Vo < a X (x)]
7 predicative IZFEI N Z & &, LEDD. TREHALL LD I(a) DFEIA predicative L AL WD &, F
U I(«) A a-stage & D HHTIT predicative & RO KR TIFHEIND I L2 F .

ZDEREWMRMNZET 012, PADSEEITHK BITH LT Ry DEHEAEDLR X (i <w) ZMZ 5. #
HRIE term ¢ 122WVWT XA(1) BFEIHRIER DV & DT, 2 BD quantifiers VX, 3XP £ H 3. \WE SOA D
SETOMMER A 12DV T, A% T ADFO (free or bound) B8 X % XP TESMA -mHERAERT LT
5. AL UTZOSHETOBANRMNIEL B <a DX & AXV2(XY(2) «» A%(2)) 2Fio72k%% RA L&
WTHL. ZDL EEFEH o 128 LT, R RA, DRHERTHDD1F, TOTIZEHN LK XP 2iA%
B<a&laoTWbILEED, £/ RA DM RA, OFFHTH 5 DX, T OFFIHICEIN BB AR TR T
RA, DX TH oL &L 95, ZDOL &K% (predicative IZFEIHT E 2l ADHES) RA %, RAy C RA,
I8 < a(RAg+ I'(a)) = RA, C RA TE®H . —DHI PA IF predicative W5 Z &, "D HIFZ o $TOM
BRIGHNEEDY o KD /NE W BIZDWT RAp TRFMEI N 72720 5, RA, TREIE 11723 D1 predicative IZGET X
NELBRT, LE-TWNB.

ZD&SIZLTHES N RA OFEHGRMNIERT % 5lik 3 5 72912 (binary) Veblen function p ZE %7 5.
0a(B) = paf LESZ LT B, Q =w LOEHE LT ¢, FHRERFRNHDEHE (normal function) T
HY, ZOMERK ran(p,) 1% Q T club (closed and unbounded) 72 5. %3 po(8) = w?® LT, a > 01ZD



WT ran(pa) = Nycq F2(py). TITB € Fa(py) & ¢4(8) = 8. TOLE T := min{fa > 0: V4,y <
alps(y) < @)} TBHE|RA[ =Ty THY, £72 RA = RAcr, = Uyop, RAa 25, NG oM LT
& O predicativity DRF & iz, |[RA| < Ty (D ED Lemma 2.1 12 & 5. subsection 1.2 ® Lemma 1.3 &
Lemma 2.1 TO o = 0 DA TH 5. (cut) formula OEHE X 13F OFmERIZBN 5 28 XP O superscripts 3
b oRD S,

Lemma 2.1 I—gﬂ)u | AR }—g”(ﬁ) T.

2.3 Inductive definitions

[Godel58] 134 B AL D A IR LR Z N C HA 2L 72 D72 572, T 2 D B REGH Zo (THETR
L72D 7 [Spector62] TH 5. Z Z THDMN7ZDA bar recursive functional of finite types &\ 5 R¥YITH
5. primitive recursion % N (253 2 AR IZ G IG U 72 €% TdH 5 DK LT, bar recursion & bar
induction \ZXJE U 72N DE R TH 5. BAY 0 @ bar induction Z I WANEIZ (D F D HHGHET) 55
& o DE DAERSIN S KD wellfounded tree T 2B 2 RIFNED Z &, 20 o DE/ DAR
Bl c BT DGR Ale) 25, c € T = A(c) 7D Vu : 0 A(ex (u)) = Ale) ZHi7= LTz o285 1% A %7z
T, VWO FMTHE. TITu:0 FE/ udBA o WS ZET, (coy..vycn1)* (u) = (coy...\Cno1,u).
bar induction DGFFH IFEGTMINII D DD DN, O o IZH L TER LD &T5 L ISH@TESARW.
o = N 725 T % w-branching wellfounded tree TH 255, b L. L UHIZIE 0 = (N = N) 7Z&, tree
T DT HEFARDIREDH 2 Z L1k D, BHHAZEZXLNTWVWLHN - N DO/ BREENLREEZTTH
A58

LE 5 < H G Kreisel 1% [Stanford Report63] 12 5T FARBED IEEHRIC & 2 NN E Z O AR
ID (theories of positive inductive definitions over N) AL, ZDRAHD S [Spector62] TD bar recursive
functionals ZIEXM{EL &S & U7z, FEEE U TIZDMAIED L WA -7ZDEN, TONMR ID % il
U722 &%, impredicative theories DFEHIGRIS AT ANDE —~ 52 G272 WO HEVDH . ID 2EHT 572D
2T (0772 1 £28e LT <L) BRidE X A EIZUABINAR W (occurs only positively) 1 B o
RAX,y) 252 5. 2O XS %A% positive operator form &I, N _ETHFHZ (monotonic) /FF %
F:xX—{neN|NEAX.n} (X CN) 25 &I 9. UL VIHFE o THREMNT 517z N DS EETE
{TIn}a 7 lo = {n € N| AlUg, Ip n]} TEHEIN, TNIIBIE 22 f<a=T3C 1. TITIA=,Ia
LB, TWAERART ORNAEm e 25 I ={X CN|T(X) =&} ={X CN|T(X) c X}

ANHLZA ID i positive operator form A OF/NAE A 2 K TEFRRLS PA &, ThICBET 308 %
PA TR TRS NS, BFENIWEE PA 2 B 0MERICEI NS, BT PAICETIAHEL LT,
A(PA) € PA, ZhUd Vy[A(PAy) — PA(y)] O, BuNMEE KT 720 O AR L LT, BIRIFNED A
LIFEN DS A(F) C F — PACF 2, FHZ PADBIN TR VR FIZ20WTANS.

1 Z 13 positive operator form A(X, z) %%, 7RA S DOFIHAAEERIR < 12X 5T AX,2) & (Vy < 2 X(y))
LEBINT VWD L EITIE, TOE/NAEE T4 1XBIR < D wellfounded part & 72 0 | HFHDFELHR (notation
system of ordinals) X9 % wellfoundedness proofs TOEFTH 5. i, BFRD wellfounded part %45 2 T
wellfoundedness proofs %3 2 & D 1% [Godel58] DIEIEIZ L1 [Ackermann51] D &5 TH 5.

ZDESITERINZAHR D 1% SOA (I}-CA), LIEWHHMIIZAETH 5, of. [A2018]. T ZTEMED
YAFA — IFH}-CA TO MR A(2) 2 2O EHEREZEELVWHDICHIRT 22 L 2KT. 20 &>
BEERE R L ITES . 28 (I1-CA)y ITIF TI-CA IZE D T WA, of. p.48 and p78 in [BFPSS81].

%3 ID TORBER C ITHNZBRELS PA %, I -#ERA [4(2) o (VX(AX) C X = X(2)) TBEE
B2 THoNE 2BOMERE O b EBERT LTS, WE A B4 E% positive operator forms & U T,
BOEIIRAIELAEL (C(0, PA, 2) AVy(Cly, PA,2) = Cly + 1, PA,2)) = Cla, PA,2)),

PA T B8 (A(PA) C PAY, (A(F(PP)) C F(PB) — PAC F(PP)) #winb (II-CA); THEH

TETLES. (APA) C PA) WHEINZRE S, BEENRMEATEOBARIZIE T -AER No(a,2) o
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VX[C(0,X,2) AVy(C(y, X,2) = C(y+1,X,2)) = C(a, X, 2)] 25 ZNEXE L, BIRFAEDO ABLORIERIZ I
H-#ER Br(y) o VX[AF(X)) C F(X) = F(X,y)] & 20 X\,

WU T - A(2) ISR LT 3YV2(Y(2) < A(2)) % (TT3-CA)o (RHF IR 7= 2B (TT}-CA), % ID i<
BT 5121, £F [i-complete 72 W % #X4IZHLS . Bl ZIE W & U TIE, computable 7 cut-free w-derivations
D codes 4xk% inductive definitions THR/NAE) L L TEHETNIX LWV, £ LT 2 EOD quantifier YXB(X)
% Vo (Vy{a}W (y) I= B({y : {z}W (y) ~ 0})) TEEHZ S, IX B 25 LT 2HOMAKN C »5E5
NLERE OW L EHLZLIZT S DF Y ZOMITIE T[S % computable sets in W ZHIBRL TW 5.
IO E (AYVY(2) & AR)Y, D0 Iy Va{y}W (z) L AV2({y}V (z) =~ 0 > AW (2))] #° ID CIEHITE
5. Ik (M}-CA)y FC %5, IDFCY. Lhd 20T inductive definition 1& W23 55 D
EYTEN. Z0E ID(W) EBIHE, ID s, (IT-CA); <5y ID(W) E53. 22T T sy S, TASIZ1
B Z2 BT I T ES 2 e 2 £ T.

& 51T [Feferman70] 13, inductive definitions % a-[FIf# DT Z & A TE Q%R ID, 28 AL T, [I}-CA
DIED R UDFEGRINZ 2 o IZgETE L 2 L 2R LTz,

Mz < ZIEFEIA ¢ D 5D D IZHE- 7= FARK L DR TRNZIERE £ § 5. ID, T, 567 A(X,2,Y)
% 2580 X~ positive (X occurs only positively in it) ZRFHERE LT, 2O LS54 AITDWT 2 ZHE K
5 PAEEAT S, PMy) = PAu,y) BLU P4, =Y, PA(disjoint union) ¥ LT, u < a D& &
12 208 positive operator form A, (X, z) := A(X,z, PA) OB/NABHERT. DD o TONEF < IT
Ro T, BUNRE A A BRI O 57250 TH B, ko T PAIZET 3 AHIE Vu < a (A (PA) C PP,
Vu < o (Au(F) CF — PACF), FEBGRiIS PAPE, . 2 & ARZTRD L BOREN. £UTID, =
Us<aIDs. ID % ID; 2% 8<.

TOLE a<eglT20nT, (M-CA)SY" 1E IDeye LEFHIFRINCFAS (A< L HEATE 5 -3
OHPHIZFA L) L7 0, subsection 2.1 DEHETHRARIZFER L HbENIE, (B3-DC)y 1 ID.w &, (23-DC),
(S1-AC) & 12 Doy, ¥ ZNZNAMRINICASTH S Z 2125 5.

Z 5 LT [IPT70] DEFEIT, (B1-DC) 2 €D SOA I inductive definitions D& 0 3K U (ZFEFHFRITIZ & X
N7z, ZORERITIRD X 5 k% reductive proof theory GREICHRMIEEIH) ICHBWTHD. ST inductive
definition (%, Z DBUNABIE T4 HY stages [, WWARETET T4 = |J, Lo, & stage ¥ I, = {n € N |
AlUpeq s} EXNETIZDOL 5NTz stages 725 arithmetically definable, 2% 9 T15-CA & @M L TE
EINTWE., 2D Lh b stages DIRETHDIEFEH o WL 0125 D, 25 WIEENEFEIRIZANN
X, Hifig U135 & 55 2 5. KT positive operator form A(X, 2) (2 & » T ATFERILR < D wellfounded part
ZIFARNIZEH T 5 & SITIZEBMIZHERL P TV, O & 574 inductive definitions % FHWIVE, P15 22
impredicative T %\ < 25D SOA DREHGRINIZIFE TE 2 D720 5, I, TOWRTOIEFH o  ZRMITA
TIE, SOA KV EDRVLBRETIIRE IANKLETVWD L ARES. (HU, BEIL ID, 258 Iz KD
RERTHDH I LT, TOREMTIIRZYFED SOA MHERIN 2 FHUZHE L B2 LI E 2 R WRIE - 72,

3 Takeuti
PRWERA B AT Z Tl [Takeuti6?] 12 F 5388 % 2B > TH <.

3.1 [Takeuti53]

FARF A8 (Fundamental Conjecture, FC) [Takeuti53d] 1 & DFEE I HIZBIHD 5 H DD TZMN%E one-sided
sequent calculus T 2 BEDOHEITEALTH I 5. 2 BED quantification % IX F(X),VX F(X) £ &L, 22T
X FRASDDE > 01Z2D0WT k-Z28D 2 BOZE. SR Az, ... 25) & 1TEOEK 2q,..., 2, IZD2WTRS
B {z1, .. o AT, .. wk) & R-ZE abstract £V DL BRIZLHAAZ T A (v, xp) | Alzy, .. 7))
T 5. abstract 13V H72 0 DXFTHT . abstract V = ({z1,..., 2} A(z1, ..., 21)) & -ZHD 2 DL

X BLOHMHEA F(X)IZ20WT, F(V) & FOHFHD X(ty,...,t) & A(ty,. .., ty) TESHZTH S S



REHRT. 20L& E 2BOMEEEH GILC I, 1 D sequent calculus (2 2 BED quantification 1283 2 HEdm i

A& LT
I, F(Y) I, F(V)

rvxr 7 maxreg &)
ERFIMZTESNS. (V) IZBIDEBY IF eigenvariable. (32) IZ81) % abstract V ITEEDBH D, D F
D 2 BED quantifiers 23\ < S F ZIZBINTH L.
(F) 225 CA IXVry, ..y op (X (21, ..y 2p) & V(wg, .. xp)) BT L 5. £723002 CA & HERRI
I,F(X)
,3X F(X)

T (3% 2RAT B, Vo, oz (X (21,00, 28) © Ve, o) = (F(X) < F(V)) 2F200E k0.

AR L T2 5N % &R (finite-order) DFERHLEIEE sequent calculus Z GLC THXT. ZD & SEATH
FC 1% T2 B0 sequent calculus G'LC B X OFHERED 24 GLC 12 B 1) 2 FEHH XN XT3 % BAKIY 70 $520F % fa [a] 2>
TEZLILES T EREILG 2 5NTGEAKD S (cut) ZHOBRS 2 TES. Lhrd ZOEREDRIBOAR
PEIE, Gentzen DFFHAD & 5 R ERNBFEDIER EIZdH 5 HIETRINE] THAD, LWnWS 2L Thd. ¥
M WS kob [[HE] &2 Hilbert’s program TD [7H 25 A1 1230, FC ERIZIZEEIARIA O EIE L
BARRIZGZ 5N TWSIRTIE AL, £/ THRNBIZOLE LIZH 5 HIE] BP0 sb0rbikR 5T
WV, BUAENS ZAKIZHERLTHNTWI S WS ZETHSS.

HDIZHER L TH < & GILC TO cut-elimination theorem, D% » [GILC THEHT & % sequent 1F (cut)
ELUCHAEMATE S &\ D XA IR, BIRHNZIE GILC O cut-elimination theorem 5 2 ¥ H
KB Zo D (1-)consistency D3 BRITIZHE S . [ABRIZ GLC @ cut-elimination theorem 7> & & [ H SR8 Z,, D
(1-)consistency BHBRANIZHED Z & 6 0h 5. 2 BEOGREA

N(a) := (VX(X(0) AVy(X(y) = X(y+1)) = X(a)) 2)

WZ&oT T lZEBKTH S BEITLUEIDLSTHS. D UMNHT S &, BEENRIEDONE IND %
N IZHI L 72 INDN & (VX (X(0) AVy(N(y) = X(y) = X(y + 1)) = Ya(N(a) = X(a)))) HAEHTETL
5.

INEY Zy THFEVMPHI NS5, GEHHRI2R%E N IZHIIRT 5 &, subsection 1.1 KETO I1{-sentences
PATIZDWT GILCF —PA™, -VXVz,y(x =y — X(z) = X(y)) &7%5. 2T term t IZDWT N(t) »°
RELPA™ 2 6HED T LITHER.

IHITEX) = Vnylr=y— X(z) = X)) £T5&, VXV, y(E(X) 5z =y — X(z) > X(y)), 2
EU) (vxvr Yz =y — X(z) = X()° EAHATE 205, HOHHHE £ 1HIRLTGILCH -PA™ &7
5. ZZT% abstract V(X,...) IZ2WT &(X),... = E(VE(X,...)) Wl TE 5 Z ITHER. D sequent
® cut-free proof % HAUZE, %Z’L T 1 BEDFEIHTH 5755, subsection 1.1 KETD [Gentzen34/35] & [A LR
R, INEHVBFERNI L LD,

Z 5 LT 2 BEEREGH Zo DIEFFEMEIX GILC TO cut-elimination theorem (2@ X 4, & HAREGH Z.,
DIFEFEM L GLC @ cut-elimination theorem IZ2WTH ﬁﬁ'@ﬁ) 5.

HAFH FC X2 d 2 0IEEBARBGE 22,2, ORTFEMEEZRT LV, POBFENLREEZNH S
N, MW o THIE BRI AR OB A ﬁ%rémm\m\ﬁﬁit’ éﬂ(%ﬂ’ﬂiﬁ%%xf LERB. DEY
G'LC,GLC O cut elimination % Gentzen D FEDILEIZBEWTRT & WO RENMEZERIL LD EH
2%, cf. [A2005)].

72525 G'LC, GLC @ cut elimination HAAYEK O 32D Z & A% [Schiitte60, Tait66, Takahashi67, Prawitz68] (2
JZ STHN->TH, 2N5OFFHIE FC IZIZFE LR, 55 A cut elimination 2358 0 32D Z & B33 h o720

¥, M OMELPMI 722 WO ERAEH S L, IELWIZ LT TEAPNITNOFEH AR TLUTIE S 2800k
iif)%) HUERTIX, G'LC @ﬁ[ﬁﬁj\ﬁi%@ cut-elimination & 739 Z & &, MItT 5 Zy DISTD 1-consistency
ERTOEY, HAMNIES LIFBZ 0. GULAHT, BEDIFINPOPRTVWI b EEH D, cf. [A2020b).
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3.2  [Takeuti55]

ECFC OREMNAL & 5. JoF [Takeutibs] OFGERE [A88,A9] (T & - THILL 722272 5 DFIAN S
H 5. GILCIZHWT 2 FED existential quantifier DA (32) 2IRXD K S ITHIR L 72A%R % LBl ¥ & T Z
LIz 5.

I, F(V) )
I,3X F(X) ()
LBl THFE N DI
abstract V 2O & Eh, £ IX F(X) B 0o & (3)

IX F(X) A Si-gafBl e WS Z 23 F(X) 752 B D quantifiers 2 & £ 720 1 EOGRAAE WS HEKTH 5.
%59 LBl TO cut elimination 2* & 1 B 488G PA OIEFEVELAIRIMNIZHES 22 A3, GILC & Zy & D
ELARIZON . PADFEIZEDGEHNE (2) TOERBMEERT D -3 N(a) 1ZHIBRT 5. BFAKR
MIEAEE Yo (A0) — Vy(A(y) — Ay + 1)) — A(x) 12D & & Vo(N(z) — AN(0) — Yy(N(y) — AN (y) —
AN(y+1)) = AN(2)) &725 D5, N(x) % (parameter-free @) TR DT V(z) = (N(x) A AN (1)) 12
o T LBI CitBii L 725, o T LBl —-PA™ 2720 cut elimination L TH DGR VI L3915,
T TTIELBI DRI A S 5% 5 T (cut) ZBRET 202 FHT 5. RO 2 B O quantifier &L

(cut) TH5 :
F(V),A
IXF(X),A

(#)
F,VX;F(X) Ix F:(X)., r
r

P b (4)

ZZTOIE 1D sequent & T 5. FEFFHED-HZ S PA™ A 1HED sequent 72205 TN T X\,
MR E LTIESIERATE F(V)DIEI D IX F(X) K0 EHHZR 018505, (cut) DEETX ANV %
HUIZRALTH D £ VAR, £ 2 TA LT inversion U TREIAX %

Po(X) = B, -F(X) (%)

EEESMZL. TAUTE VA EPMEA 0T, HOREHK L O Y TH D, Ko T HRIENEOMAE L0 1
BED sequent ®, = F(X) ® (cut) EL OFEMAR PE7(X) 213555, 2hiE 1 B0 LK TOIEMNTH 5. FEHN
P (X) I2BW TR X 1T abstract V 28 AT 2UE &, —F(V) © CKERIZIZ) 1 B P (V) 935
N5, 2T (cut) EAWT

L B(v)
O, -~F(V) F(V),A
IX F(X),A,®

(cut)
[,VXF(X) IX F(X),I. ®
T o

P o, P (6)



PY (V) 12 1 BRI 2 5 i Th 5. Lo THS NI (cut) 2 E DAFPI P IZLD P XY Hake U
T iy Th D, BEARIIZITFEARNIZ BN S sequent (2 [Gentzen38] & FAFKIZ L T ordinal term< gq % A1
5. 22T 1 BOMHMAZITWMBIEFBIIERTH L. 257D ()DL I ATHwERELTEITIRE
W, G A OEMEX dg(A) <w 2EHRT LU, SR (B X IH-#EAS) dgBX F(x)=0¢&
LT&W. 25 UTLBID 1D sequent @ IZE LM P I, AU < ® D cut-free 22 ZEHHN % 3G X & %
P+ CE(P) ? gp-recursion TIEND Z D3390 5.

DA - DEERTIE, HERR AR
F(V),A

d 2
Xrx).a )
% 1D sequent U 725128 LT U, ~F(X) O cut-free LK-proofs Q(X) D52 5N 726, Thn s AT O
FEHIZ PE D T operation ¥ H X TWS. KTEL &, T, ~F(X) @ cut-free LK-proofs Q(X) TR TEWART

D QX)
U -F(X)[X:=V] - F(V).A
IX F(X),A, T

& HIe LT, HEBRRRIEDIRE & D155 N D RFE DL Py(X) ZH(Y HHL TW5. section 4, [Buchholz77]
285 Quui-rule LRI UEHRFHEE TH D, cf. [Buchholz2001].

3.3 [Takeuti57, Takeuti58, Takeuti61]

YIRS DFERERIZ B 1 2 FH T EN D E A L b iud, #0F [Takeutis7, Takeutiss] 2% 5. Zh o
IZ &5 TH-CAp (ZHM 3 % GILC DFAZRD cut elimination 2% [Gentzen38] DERAR - TR Sz,
[Takeuti58] 1235\ T cut-elimination 25L& 4172 GILC OFBMER I 72 0 ML £ D7D T, il L

TR 3 & el

I, F(V)
I, 3X F(X) ()

abstract V 232D & &, 7213 IX F(X) A isolated TH B & & (7)

IZHIR U 72ARTH 5. T 2 T isolated AN & 1 Z O FIZEHNT WS 2 BED quantifiers 25 nest LW 2
&,DFEY IAX(-VY (- X)) 20D quantifiers DFLASE AN LD Z L. isoltaed 7 amEER A H IR
Nz EZE T, 1 ORI & T, Di-#H1E isolated. isolated ZRFmE F(X), A(y) B S5MRAIL & 5T
BonzimiER F({y}A(y)) $ isolated.
D EIT [Takeuti6l] &R D GLC OIFHARD cut-elimination 27 L TWAH A, T Z TIHMEHD8 2
TEILER-> TH L. GILCIZB W THERMA
r,E(V)
I,3X F(X) (

F)
X F(X) P2 BOABEREGELnE & (8)

WHIBR U725 % GILCT e BEXRT I 2129 5. AXF(X) X2V TIX 2 O HBZLME G LR, L WVWH DL
NDZM % RO 7N T IX F(X) 232 B HEZRE B OIE abstract V AEBO & ETT S (F2) AL
522N TER. & o T initial sequent & U TEROFHER A IZDWT

I, -A, A

ZR 5.
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VEDOEET DL, GILCT Tabstract V 2D & JIZIE 3X F(X) A2 BOBHMEREEGATVWTS &
W, X (F) BT B AMEERILTL 5 LAROMRIR A 1KDWT CA IYV2(Y(2) & A(2)) HFEHTET
LES. BRERSIEZTDOL E, VXY V(Y (2) & X(2)) BV2(X(2) < X(2)) 26D () Ik ->THTE
TUEI®PS. &> TED cut-elimination I Zy ® (1-)consistency % A RAIZE <

15T GILCT TR 2O HMAERZE LW A IOV T IYV2(Y(2) & A(2) FFEATE S, 2L T
G!LC™ T cut-elimination {& ID,, ® (1-)consistency % A RIMNIZEL Z 23575, et 51F X-positive
operator form A(X,z,Y) IZ2WTZDRNAFR PA(n=0,1,2,...) 52 ORI THIRIZ

IAM2) e (VX (AXIZ,) C X — X(2))

EEFTLESINSTHS. BAUMHET S L, ID, DR B 128 L T, predicates P % 12 T
A THEONG 2HWOMMAE B! THKT. T5 & section 2 TH7Z & 51T, ID., F B 72 S IEHEE IRRE
75 BIHGILCT ETHRS 222395 5. THUEMRIER I I 2 O HHEBDREENTOARVRSTH 5.

EARINTIZE T V2 (A(IA, 2, TA) — TA2) 2R 720, AIA 2, 14) & AX,TA) € X 2ET 5. »
T IA(y) T UE, SO HORE & 0 HERRA (32) T X(y) P05 5. y LB L >=hSs IACc X THDEN
5, X-positivity & 0 —DHDRER S, 1 BEERET AX, 2,14, L% 5. ZOHDERS S ~EHWT X(2)
%85, X ZEBERE 726 [A(2) &1 5.

WIZEHER C1IZDWT A(C T4, C C ZRELT, IA € C 2RTOIT, I1(2) 2IKET 5. T5& (F?)
E2MDOEHMABE ALV [A(2) ICHEHALT AC,IA,) C C — C(x) 2B5DT, HIDDIEIZ LD C(2)
L.

D EGEN AWK LT 1 BED quantifiers % (2) TOEAMERTHMIEEA N THIRLZZb 0% AN T&T.
N2 2 O EHBEEAEENTOARWT 2IZIEET L, (Vo(A0) AVy(A(y) — Ay + 1)) — A(z)™ #»
GILC CHHITE 2 I L na. EfHHHl (32) TO 3X F(X) & 3X FN(X) 12213505, ZhTH 2
BEDEHHERA B RN 2IZIFED Y 2R\, 25 LT sentence BA D, - B 51X GILCT F-PA~ (BH)N
iR E N, B Y-SER DL i12lid BT=B»2 BY 5 B 755 1D, - B = GILC” +-PA™,B.

& T [Takeuti58, Takeuti61] T cut-elimination procedure (Z 3BT, HEFwALAI (32) ~DHIBE (7), (8) 1,
FEHNZEIN 3N (D occurrences) YN w-lHFIZUND72DIZEFH I NZHDTH L. LrLIng
T B LR RZDOTREMRAGEIIOVTHIIL & 5. 2 B EREGH Bl 2, BEENRINIEIZERED 2
BEOMELRITEAT & U, fElEHE 1L subsection 3.2 TO LBl &3 5. KR #ERHAI (32) 1XHIR (3) o % &Iz
DHEZ S, BI5HIZ ID, 1% BHIZHEDIAD 5.

XTBITIHATES 1 EOMIENALRNTELWI EE2/RTZDIZ, AD cut-free w-derivation D1F
ExERZESETD. TNE LBl DL T LFEKIZPAS L L TAHS. 1 BED sequent ® DFEIAK (4) 22 S5 H L
< 1D sequent ©,—F(X) DFEHE Po(X), (5) 22K o T, HRIFHEDIE 25 ¢, -~F(X) D cut-free
w-derivation PSY(X) %8729 5. Lh L —MIZIF cut-free w-derivations 725 @ depth 13 Q = wy (BT
1FZ O recursive analogue w&X) TUMIZ 2 Z L ATERVOT, P (X) © depth ® ERIE Q TH B 5,
EVHRT (PR)DLIATHFH QO 2RLTHELZEITLTH, P (X) D depth D EfRE Q X H/AINET
AT G Lawnwewidhw, 20, @BREWIETRE D & LTWAHHE Bl TIHHTE % 1 B D sequent
1% cut-free w-derivation 2Ff2] TIHHBRELZDTH 3. L 0iE< Bl TD 1 D sequent & DEEH] P 1Z%f
LT, ® @ cut-free w-derivation T% D depth 23E % o(P) < w{K L2 L ONBEFET 5] 2RTHELVDH 5.
FF AN (5) Po(X) AR HEGRBIL (32) 2 B ABR 2D TZDIHREH a = o(Py(X)) 1E, eqyr & D IF/AI W
PO EDIFRELLET DR/, TITa> QIENUTIERE (o) < Q%25 Z57%5A 59D collapsing
function ¢ BHEIZIRS.

Z ZTldZh % [Rathjen-Weiermann93] T® collapsing function (Z & > TEFET 5. Z1UZ X % notation
system T® K/NEAFR < 1 [Takeuti57] T ordinal diagrams O(2,1) TD < 1245, cf. [A88,A99]. #I&DIZ
a < eqp WOWTIHFRBOARES Eo) 2E#35. E0)=EQ)=0. ag <+ <ap <eq1 &LT



BE(w™ + -+ w) = Uiy B(ai). a < Q% znumber & UT E(a) = {a}.
DEENERFI o, B < cqir 12D WTIEFBDES Ola, B) C cair LIHFE 9() < Q % o IZHT 2 IRHE
THRIFIZERT 5.

1. {0,Q} U B C C(a, B).

2. 7,0 € Cla, B) = 7+ 6,w" € Cla, B).

3. velCla,B)Na=9(y) € C(a, B).

4. 9(a) =min{B < Q: C(a, B) NQ C B, E(a) C C(a, B)}.

HHIEFH BIZDWTHEE C(a, B) BHETH S, ZOFENS, fj = max E(a) +1 < Q25O T, IR
1Z Bpy1 =min{B < Q: Cla, B) NQ C B} LEDTWLT, B =sup, B, < QEeBIHE E(a) C Cla, B) M
D C(a,B)NQC B ERD EED a < cosr KOWTI(Q) < Q ERBIEDAND, E1EHE,S, 9(a) I
BT, E(a) C Cla,9(a))NQ &Y E(a) < ¥a) = VB € BE()(B < (). 2025 d(a) < 9(8) DD
SEOBEFFERME, a < 82D Ela) <I(B) PERIFI(a) <EB) L5 THd. ThoDIlehs
Cleas1,0) 1, i85 0,0 w,+,9 EOD terms DEE L AT, TITORNIFR o < g IFFIHEAGEE RS Z L
7372 %, Collapsing function 1 @ < a— 9(a) < Q 225D TH 205, HFIIRF LRI LR H#l
ZUE Q> 0(Q) EH0(Q) < 9(0(Q)).

BEDd T PI(X) © LS o = Py(X) 1I22WT d(a) THRHNE I LHNH 5. %7z sequent
@, —F(X) DAROIEME Py(X) 55 cut-free w-derivation P (X) ZFETH S, 255 X (T abstract V &L A
LT ®,—F(V) ® cut-free w-derivation PSf (V) %135 % TOEMERIAE O L D OHFHBIA substitution (sub)

DTz THENT,
O, -F(X):«
o -F(V):0(a)

eRT. ZZTcany  OLAMO aFFZ I ETOFMAMICG A ZIEFMTHD. T5& (4) DiFAM

(sub)

F(V),A:d .
XFX),A:0+5 )
[,VX-F(X) IX F(X),T

Ty

d:a

25 (6) DD D IZKDIERIAE S NS

<D7—|F(:)():C!1 b
5P o) Y p) s
IXF(X), A0 0(ar) +0

(cut)
IVXF(X) 3IX F(X),T,®
ey

P,y
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LTERLATNERS VDL, —H, SR 22T U £ S HEaHH (sub) ZEALEZSZNITE-T
() O AR IX F(X) 2RO (cut) £ TOMTERLLTLUE SBALSZ. Lol Ihidd Dk, 4t
25 (sub) D EIZH LA @, -F(X) X 1 BEOLDOERSTH 5. D VHERIXF(X) BHDIRY,
& ZATIE (sub) 1ZME\W. £t > TE Z Tl collapsing function v 2MEH L TWRWO T, BIR 9(ar) < Q A=
LTy <y %35,

DEIZIDBRE ay < a ETHNT 27DITIE, JTOFEMHK (4) 1IZBWT, T 55 ¢ ORI S HERHH] (sub)
MHoTERD. o T LD (sub) ZHWIEHHIKDOEFEHZIZHENT, HL W (sub) 2 EAT 250 ¢ %, T
L0 FD (sub) DFT—FHL (HLZDES % (sub) BdIUR) LTI L1245, ZITHNE az <a TH
BUED D T az) < I(a) BRY LD, BERS E(as) C () U{d(a)} THY, Ea) < I(a), L
H ) <V a) THEIPOTHD. B o <a D Elay) C E(a) <d(a) K0 50n5.

ZS5ULT [BI CHEAHTE % 1 BED sequent 1, Z D depth H* d(cqr1) & D /NE W cut-free w-derivation %
R0l WREn5.

FEEFIA T D cut-elimination procedure (2 2W TR IZHEHFIZfl 5. Bl 21X (32) O EawH R IXF(X)
M2MOHBEREE LT, F(X) P 1 BORER,»SEH X 28 F 20 IH-, SRR RA LTRSS N
BtEFEZD. THL O, -F(X) DifiAiE7z L X cut-free TH o> TH LBl TOHmHIHI (32) 2 AL LItk d
DT, subsection 3.2 DItk Tl 7z HEiREIA (3%) OFIR% i 9™ & —FED infinitary derivation 2R L T2 &
FHZ 5N, TOD depth ® EFUERIEY Q L LTHEL LA L, ZHUME-> T collapsing function 2SBEIZ78 5.
fBU, SEFIETIE 1 D sequent D cut-free ZRFEHXIZAHBRTH 2 DT, (F?) O LR IXF(X) 1IZBWNWT
F(X) 21 BEOFRBA D & E121E subsection 3.2 £ [ABEDEH S A T X,

[Takeuti58, Takeuti61] Tid il D —EORME, @4 11-, M- 2D EOZN S5 2 D quantifi-
cation % —JE U 7-#EE A, REBROBEEIZIEIZEIN TS, TOOIZEEHRER a > Q, =w, & o/ <Q, IZ
DT collapsing functions BB EIZ4R 5. & 51 [Takeuti67] TIX I DHEED w £ TEIXINT, 2OHER
B TH-CA+BI & 2 W FEHERIICIZFA% 2 ID,, QP EVEGEIEAY [Gentzen38] DLEREAR ETH A 5T
5. = TN DA [Takeutis7] % fERRIZ £ TREIX L 7 [Takeuti60] T - 7z.

4 Buchholz-Pohlers-Jager

S. Feferman & [IPT70] D& IZFEE N7ziEBHIR O K E 7235818 LT TID,, % EHF: HikHicH-5 < IDL(0) IZFE
PRI RE S 52 8] LT (EnEEUT) 1D, OFIIERINIETE % EIkD 252 5 notation systems T
KT L) 2T TV5E. FIEETO O 13 Kleene 12 & 2 Z R ATHEEHAETE O codes T, £ % IDL(O) BT
inductive definition THEKT 5. O D & 57 XV EEDE > & b L7z inductive definitions (ZFR D, L& EE]
EBETOAENEHMT LI LT, RFOIEFHR o BELHBIEF WAIE ) THBEY, DL (O) 1M
e Al 5. £7-5%EOFEIE, [Takeuti57, Takeuti60] T® ordinal diagrams (FWHIEREEDE DR DT,
ordinal diagram % 4% 9 % BHE O FEPBEA REHRIA) (20 54w, Tha EikH M < & 57 notation
systems CEIMPI7-VWEWVWH L THA .

%3 [Pohlers77, Pohlers78] 125\ T [Takeuti67] & 2D cut elimination procedure T [ID,| O LA AR
DENT=. IDL(0) TO FRDFEHIZ [Buchholz-Pohlers78] (2 & 2. 24U & b L Of@EIZE 12 9 < 1T R
W7z, UL LZD ERDOFEIINVET [Takeuti67] 12 & > TWT, 5% FICITME S Eahro7z. 22
THi7272 cut elimination DFIEVER I NT [BFPS81 IZITEEL 222405, LN THAINLFIEE ST
DR L & 5.

4.1 Qgi-rule

[Buchholz77] (2B W TEA X N7 UWHERRBI Qpqrule ZFHHL & 5. ZHIdB B &% [Gentzen3s):
[Schiitte51]: [Tait65]= [Takeuti57]: [Buchholz77]: [Howard72] & WS ERIRIZH 5. ZHIZ L > T II-CA
HBWIEEN LS ID O infinitary derivations 2BU TR 6N S, 2 Tk b iR



ID = ID; £ Z D7Dl Q-rule (IZ2WTH X 5. JeTBEENIRINEDO NI w-rule (2 & > T TFERH] LT
L% 5. DEIT subsection 2.3 TOAH A(PA) C PA ZHERBIAITERL T

T, A(PA,n), PA(n)
T, PA(n)

EANG. ZZETORANC L2657 % IDYP &<, IDJ° Tl negative 72 ~PA(n) % B AT 2 HAIHHENZ
CIZHEL &S, X o TENFARBEMITIE initial sequent (ZBWT T, =PA(n), PA(n) & LTOABENS.

DEBRIFINIEDONE AF) C F - PACF % (3] $222%2%2%. ZOAHOKRED
Va(PA(z) — F(2)) & w-rule I2& 0 {PA(n) — F(n) | n € N} 25 HTL 5. 22T PA(n) 73 negative 12
BFNTWS#MER PA(n) — F(n) % TEEH T2 HAIZEAT 5720, ZDEEE [Gentzen34/35] B L < 1%
BHK-fRBIZ K> THE X 5. Fhix [PA(n) @ TREHAL 226 F(n) © T3EHA] %255 B (BfF) Z2fKF->Tw
5] 7255, 22T [PA(n) O] £F->T0W5H0%, TPAR) O IDYF T cut-free derivation d] &
f#d 5. ZDL EE T IXI DX D7 derivations d & F(n) @ TEEHH] 7(d) IZA#Hd 5. % 2 T derivations
d \Z PA B positive 1IZ UHENTWRWRE A 5K 5 sequent Ay B> =5EE#TI2I2LTE
D & 572 derivations 2fK% D, TERT. d € D, 1%, d B3 IDJ° TD7RA 5 M D positive sequent Ay, PA(n) O
cut-free derivation TH 5 Z & Z/RT. 512 [F(n) DFFAI % X 0 —#IZ Tsequent T’ OFFHH] 2L THE,
BT DEIEDONFEE DN T 212 U T D, -branching 7 rule 2735 :

w(d)
ALT - (deDy)
-PA(n),T

Z 2T T HEE D sequent T, rule D k13 positive sequent Ay, PA(n) @ derivation d € D,, T&1Z Ay, T D
derivation 7 (d) 23 A TW5.
cut elimination 2% 2% & &, Z®D rule D& FTOD cut

m(d)
Ad,F (dED")
T, PA(n) -PA(n),T
T

% rule IZHAAATEWZIES DL VWDOT, 2TH5LTOED Qrule IZE 3 :

L 7(d)

r,PA(n) --- Adfr - (deD,) ©

Q-rule ® A - 7z infinitary derivations DAR% 1D & #HL . wHA PAn) OEMI X0 L EHT LI LT
ID® @ derivations (2 &2 FT %2155, {HL Q-rule T Z 5E® 5. subsection 3.3 TD ordinal term o D
IZHNS Q @ occurrence O & DIZEH LT a=a[Q] £EHL. HU Z D Q @ occurrence 1 collapsing function
9 D scope NIZIFZRNWET D, 2 < QIZDWVWT afz] Ta[Q DFDOEHLTWS Q D occurrence % 2z Tt &
WA TSNS ordinal term 2K T, 2Dl EFc<w 2 LT, TR D PAR) ThHB LT 5. 510
D positive sequent A, PA(n) & 2 < Q LT, F2 A, PA) o HE AT ToH32L 3%, MED KT,
Lo T LED .
Fg A, PA(n)
RO PAMY 0 FEEAT (2 < QA C Pos)
Fer

2D Q-rule 12 & VIBRIRIED NI A(F) € F — PAC FEFIAL & 5: FT —(A(F) € F),-~PA(n), F(n).

Qrule IZBWT T = {~(A(F) C F),~PA(n), F(n)}, R F OBMI k <wiZOWTa[Q] =2k +2Q &8
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. FTHEHETHIT, PAM). WE 2 < QIZDWT F A PA) TH5LT5. torxrl AT s
EHDEDESIZLTHMND. F A, PA(n) 2R T cut-free derivation d IZBWT, fEFRDOHFD PA(n) IZER
LR PAZTARTEF CEEMA 5. T LU TIDEE T derivation IZRSRNWEZAE2DED LS IZE S

25

F2RE22 00, T, F(m), A(F,m) F2¥ —=F(m), F(m)
k2 11, PA(m), A(PA, m) F2RE2HL T T F(m), A(F, m) A =F(m) 3
FZHUIL PA(m)  ~ FER P2 T T, F(m)

ZZTHMTO () DERIERIEF -(AF) C F) = (A(F,2) A—F(x)). ZT5LTQrule ik ST,

15T Lemma 1.3 IZ3ZDEETHY VD, TTBLID FPAN) THDER6, HDc<wliZDVTIDYP
IZBWT R PAMR). ZnE D a=2,(0+w?) IZ2WTHY PA(). 2245 || =min{8 | n € Iz} %
MZ572DI21F a >0 % < QIZ collapse TENUX L.

Lemma 4.1 (Collapsing Lemma)
positive AT IZDWCT HE T THBLTH. DL & H) T

Proof. o IZBI9 2 BIFIIEIZ LS. F§ T 2% Q-rule DIEHRTH 255 kli Fl T pA(R) & o YD
T, PA(n). positive 7 T, PA(n) & z = 9(af0]) 122V T Qrule DRE LY A T ko D Z 2 ¢
2 < Q& alQ TD QD occurrence IZBT 2{E & D alz] < a[Q]. 52 E(afz]) € E(a[Q))U{z} < d(al]).
£ 5T 9(af4]) = 99 (of0])]) < ¥(alQ). o

ZITa = 2,(0+w?) EDWT HY PA(n) THo7% 5, Lemma 4.1 £ 0 F) PAm). Zhky
Inla < 9(@) < I(eat).

PAE®D Q-rule 12 & 2FEMH & [Takeutib7] & OFBUIH 522725 5, cf. [Buchholz2001]. 2 UHIHEIZT 572
BT section 3 TD SOA Bl & 2T, LBI TOHlE (3) Db & TD

T, F(V)

I,3X F(X) (3)

% [FEHH] 2 Qrule 252 5. TD7/= de Dp % 1 BED sequent Ay, =F(X) D cut-free derivations & 3
5. ZITEHRX 1T A 12BN, T2 TOD Q-rule %

m(d)
[,-F(X) - Adfr - [dEDr) o

&3 5. BUANIRINE % w-rule T TEEMH) U C BI % infinitary calculus BI® TEE#2 5. {HL BI® T (3?)

2V BPERDLEDOA F(V) 6 3XF(X) 28 <. FT 1 BI*® TO infinitary derivation DIF/EERT. WE

LBITD () TFE X1 BOMRMATH2L LT, FI,IXF(X),F(V)THd2T5. LT F,F(X),-F(X)

£V D 3XF(X),-F(X). 2&I1Zd e Dp 71D sequent Ay, —F(X) @ cut-free derivation TH 2 & LT,

d i (F2) BMELNTVARNWZ ZIZER LT, 28 X 12 abstract V 2/RA LT Ay, —F (V) @ derivation d(V)
2135, ZhE FT,3XF(X),F(V) &9 (cut) iI2& D F Ay, T,3XF(X). &5 T Qrule TFT,3XF(X).

Ld(V)

I 3XF(X),F(V) Ay —F(V)

[3XF(X),-F(X) --- Ay, T,3XF(X) -+ (d € Dp)

I 3XF(X)

(@)

BI*® T® Collapsing Lemma 4.1 23FEFRIZ 1 BED sequent T (IZDWTHL Y 2D,



4.2 Local predicativity

[Pohlers81, BFPS81] TEA I N7/2H 5 V& DD /% local predicativity % #il1 9% . positive operator form
ADBNREIIE TA = U, Lo & LTEET, Fstage i F [ = {n e N| AUy, Ip,n]} THDIH 5, ZHIET
NETD g o I 25 TH-CAIZE D DL SNT WS, > TI D hierarchy {I,}q & local IZ1F predicative
ThdrEEZHNE L, TNIIED B cut elimination & subsection 2.2 TD RA, & FFKIZTE 5. BAARIZIE

M AR
vaa(n)vA[Uﬁ<a ]ﬂvn] Fv_‘]a(n)7_‘A[Uﬁ<a ],@’n]

T, Io(n) L, =la(n)

EHEZNFTEV. TOXSITH-CAITE>TOL 6NEES [A % stages ITATA AT B, HBWVIEDI
(ramifications) I THEA S Z LIIBDTHRTH Y 7h%5, [Pohlers81, BFPS81] PARTIZIEH £ 0 R onado
727 7H—FTHb. ZTHIUI X - T subsection 4.3 TN S EEFHY, L ViRWAERDGEHGRN TS TTREE
oz,

MERDIFEEAATA(n) .= Faly(n) 2WTATA) C I 20 Vo (A({y | Fal.(y)}, ) — Jal,(z))
2B % cut elimination TH 5. HIZE S & TOREYUAND & Z AT ID %72 Y §iIZ infinitary derivations
ANHEDAEND. FIZIX AF)CF - IACF &, RKE AF) CF ObH&Ta M7 5 RIGMEIZED
I, CF ZREIE R0, AF AT C I3 L & 5 37200 THEGR A

L A{y | Jala(y)}in)
I, 3aly(n)

(@

TEESWATHEL. HL I ZTOIERE o, 3,. .. 1% subsection 3.3 T®D notation system C(eqy1,0)NQ IZJET
% ordinal terms ZE > TWVWAHE L TEIWI DD 5. Jal,(n) i unbounded existential quantifier % & $
DT V- R L IR Z L2 U T, G N 0 HE X 1%, IERFZED unbounded quantifier % & & 72 1 AV IXHEHEX
FOLLTHDD. T2 IDFIARSIE 5k <wiZOWTHEE T &5, Zhd& b a=wi(Q k) < 2q41
IZDWT HS T 2135, infinitary derivation @ depth a 7 Q £V KEL RS T 22/ LRVORIEFE < Q %
£ 52 KT F % unbounded universal quantifier 23BN 505 TH 5.

VWETHAD R PORB L EICELE a < QIZDVWTHT 2R>TWa5 (@ .= {B® | BeT}
BEUL B> TWTIELWY. 22T (I(n)® = (3¢ < al(n)) THB. T3 THNUL Y I Te(n) 5
[nja < a 2322 21275, ZD7-HIZIF unbounded existential quantifier OEABANZ 5T, infinitary

derivation @ depth A%
Foo T, 1y (n)

Fo T, 3¢ Ie(n) 9)
< aTHEIZDARSLT n<alBoTVRVEWITRN. DED YT &40 5 BIfRH subsection 2.2 TD
predicative 78 RA, (2K 2 Hffizd DT, —EDEMERDWIZEDIZEZDMBENH D, X HI1IT—RIZ
Fa>QTHEILEEZDL, 32D AE>TWVWD LD ICARBEAE M RIT LR SN 2Tk
5. TNEMEDOP L TRAS &

Lemma 4.2 T 13 3, -#HEA LI hromks &9 5.

1. (Boundeness) a < QIZDWT F¢ T 251X 0@ AEL L.

2. (Collapsing) F§ T 2 S3% 7% o/ < Q BRHEET Y T
Collapsing 4.2.2 DIF5 O [HY472 '] DOLDDfRE o/ = ¥(a) THS. Collapsing 4.2.2 % /"¢ & 2]
B 7 WAL (C1) 2205, ZNDAOBAIIEBL TS I a < 8251 9(a) < 9(8) BERARLO
T, RIREHFEMEEL TODR., £ 2 THR S K/NEFRE D HHROEIFR (collapsibly less than relation,
essentially less than rel.) ZE A3 5.

aL e a< f&E@) <I(p).
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Tira<B=0) <IB) THEDPH,F¢ T DEHRIZBVT, IED ap EHFEHD o &Py < a L2
TWIWEE X ZES5THD. LA UEREBZEE® unbounded universal quantifier ME A (] Z 138 BRI 7L
Yz (V¢ < £C(C) — C(€)) — VEC(€) @ infinitary derivation) (25T

F O 1 B() (n < Q)
Fr I,VEB(E) (10)

D n < QIDWT a(n) < a AERTHZLETERN, AERSELZ 555 dan) < Ia) L5
RNELED, n="09(a) LWNIEn € E(a(n) THHMY MHTH 5. £ Z THHFTHELD unbounded universal

quantifier O AL Tl
}7?0 F/
P

) K aZBERLT, L2 (9) Tllay<aDALELT n<atBWRkTS a<Q=a<d(a) &b, INT
Boundedness 4.2.1 3§72 5. Z LT (10) Tl a(n) < a THD an) < a#n M-I NTnb I & &E
#4352 2T# 1 natwal sum. T FZE T = 5O D ZRBER . BERS 22 TO cut elimination
IR EIE, < DY transitive I X ¥ o K w®, a < BROIF afty < BHy, w < WP, T LT ap, a1 < B
BHIE woHw K WP 5 TH B, %I T Collapsing 4.2.2 % o/ = d(a) THEAD. AEMNRGEET A
YA L O KB L LT

5 Ay | 3¢ Le(y)}in), T

5 T, Ve ~Le(n) EEFAON
F¢T

(cn

ZITE Ky, f#y<a. 6o <Q%,§ <QR5 5 =06. TITRINUL 6 =9(8) BL. TDLE 5 (n), %)
BB BLI<QBS Ay | 3 Ic(y)}n), T & F Ay | 3CIc(y)},n), T 2EH%KT 2L LTEN. 25T
g YO A({y | 3¢ I (y)} n), T Wiz # & Boundedness 4.2.1 & 0 A({y | 3¢ < 6o Ic(y)}, n), T,
£ 5T I, (n),T0) . -0 D Ve =T (n) H* 5 inversion LT F5#% T =I5 (n). 6y < 9(B#00) < ¥(a) IZHEELT
P@@) 21T Lemma 4.2 2% o [ZB 9 2 BRIRHATEIC & O R E iz,

4.3 £&8HA~

[Jiger82] FNEFEYET DG %E, ZNETD SOA OEEIMAN LML, FEL LU TERASH LWL L
13722 72D, T ORHUZ K D AFIH DR A S R0 7zDAR 5§, RN EE A LR LI ERITK
E.

ZZTORIDNRE o7 DI, ERAHSS & D Kripke-Platek &7 KPw TH 5. T DAFLL extension-
ality, pair, union, infinity (21X T foundation scheme Va(Vy € z A(y) — A(z)) — Vo A(z), Ao-Separation
Va3b[b = {z € a|B(z)}], Ag-Collection Vz € aJy B — IVx € aJy € bB. ZI T AMMEREDFHEAT B X
Ag-iwHl N, DF 0 Z DD quantifiers 123X T bounded Vz € ¢,3z € c.

Kripke-Platek #&7fil% computability (recursion) theory DR 5% HARK N 2 & — i, & IZEEAN
—iRAL T DERITH T 7z, of. [Barwise75]. Godel @ constructible universe L = J, Lo 122\ T L E KPw
THh 5L ZIZNEFE o 1E recursively regular £ FFEN S, H/ND recursively regular ordinal 1d w{X. i RIIE
JFHE o  recursively regular 22 D&, Lo, LOERED S-BI f 1220 T VS < a(sup,o5 f(y) <a) 722 & &
THD. ZHITAMTIE Ag-Collection 1224 5.

%3 KPw 1% IDy LAFHHGRIICFESETH Y, [KPw| = [IDy]. #lZ1E subsection 2.3 T?D ID; T® positive
operator form A2 & 2 H/NAE L T4 1% KPw TlE {1} % T-recursion TEHELTn e [4 < Ja(nel,) &
S-HHATERSND. INP5D 2 &5, BRBOEEN N LT I-MBATERI NS I L, Lox BT
SR TERETEDRZLBEMETH 5. &\ D 2 1T KPw OFFERMIETR R E £ 2 5121%, T2 THTE 5%



Si-aEE R D witness ZHIZ UL I D E VIEFE |KPw|y; = min{a < w{X | VA € 51(KPw - A= L, = A)}
DLEHRTHS.

LS A RD D7D cut-elimination (2 & 2k DOMMIIX I 5 TH 5. constructible universe D E & I%
subsection 2.2 @ analytic hierarchy {Ro}o £ Z2< D TH5B: Ly =0, Lor1 = Df(Ls) % U TREFRNER £
MZOWTIE Ly = Uyer La. 22T Df(La) 1M (Lo, €) ETEBRBTRELREALA. L oT RA, ITNT
54 2.1 1% L, % constants & U TEHTHILAIZ & 2 sequent calculus IZHUNTMEE L T D LD, H & id
Ag-Collection UL IE V =L O & TENLFASEFZ IIr-Reflection VoIy B — Jbltran(b) A Ve € by € b B|
(ZZTtran(b) & Vo € bWy € z(y € b) IFEA b BRI L WS Z &) 1I2OWT, S-#BA» 52 D IZoWn
T I',Vady B DIEIF cut HEE\ infinitary derivation %, depth< Q /\ collapse TE 5 Z & ZRzHIE LW, Z0D
collapsing % /R 3 /i 1% subsection 4.2 T local predicativity £ IFIEF U TH 5.

BB T NERE BRI D L AT DI TER D D > 7D %2 FHT 5. T11-CA B L X2k A%k
recursively regular ordinals OEFEBIRMT A —IGD5ERE R, IIZE Z 2 HIET»E 25 &, SOA TIKI]
DREIPS T o TUE IR, 25 B IFED RV, 2 IAPEERTHNIE, IFHIFEEO Iz HREE
DWEED B 5. (weakly) inaccessible cardinals, (weakly) Mahlo cardinals, (weakly) compact cardinals, etc.
72 6 Z 6 D recursive analogues % # A T, recursively inaccessible ordinals, recursively Mahlo ordinals,
II5-reflecting ordinals, etc. % universes IZFFDELSHMEZNEZIZEZEZTHL LW BN B TEHNSDIFT
H5.

HARMIZIZZ 5 TH o7z, 1H-CA DHEDOREHE L U T, [Jiger-Pohlers82, Jiger83, Buchholz-SchiitteS3,
Buchholz92] #2817 %. ZN51% SOA 7518 A-CA+BI, £ 5 KPi, constructive mathematics T
1E [Feferman79] TO Ty (X4 BNEFES#TTdH 5. Ty 1% [Bishop67] TOMMAE T % B AMLT 572012 X
51726 DT, KPi I, recursively inaccessible ordinal o (Z2\WT L, = KPi £72% & 5 728 A&7w. ordinal A°
recursively inaccessible &\ D&, T3V H & 3 recursively regular T UL %% recursively regular ordinals 0D
BUZ 2o TWEZ & THD. DT KPi MW ZF L Wo 72l TH 5.

Z OHITRIZ [Buchholz92] 1, BIfETHIER BRI O Fik e U THHERZR L O TH Y fiild T2 xEEL
BERTH 5.

&2 AW 80 FEARMITED T 5 D recursively inaccessible ordinals (253 2 IE 7 £ fiif D %, 80 FAH
X 1% recursively inaccessible ordinals OfEFE T % recursively regular ordinals, 2 F U recursively hyper
inaccessible ordinals 7% £ OHFZEIZ8E £ > Tz, £ LT 80 AR DD 0 BEIZ [Rathjen91, A2000, A2003] 2
$BWT recursively Mahlo ordinals OEFEEN1E SNz, Z I TORMIIMOTHMTHSD. THZH
collapsing functions o +— ¥(a) ¥ [Buchholz86] TD a + q(a) D7 9(a),va(a) < Q LRI E VS &,
QA (recursively) regular 7255 TdH 5. fifi T, regular ordinal M A% weakly Mahlo T®» % D, M O N
IZ regular ordinals ¥ stationary 122 &£ \W\WH Z & ThHD. 7295 collasping function a +— 1y (a) < M 1,
o =y (a) B regular IZHND 725 5. XoTH D~ collapse TET S 1h,(8) <o &b, T DB
@ collapsing functions % A\ U recursively Mahlo ordinals D846 KPM OEFEREIT N TE 5.

Z DI 90 ERLAFEDFHIZ R A DT, FT5HIZINED.,
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