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BB MDD ETFILEEAM

MEK - B % 3] (Makoto KIKUCHI)

U ®IC

EFVHEGE 1960 FRUBAEICHEE L CE - HFERGO—FHTH L. U
B X § Tarski-Seidenberg D EH %2 & DE FVEZRORKHREIFTERBRMISH SR
TE72DS, Bk, MEFOEHED model-completeness 7% Wilkie |2 X » CTEFHI &
NizZ Ell& o T, EFVHEREERBEMOBRI X YT ZoTWwb. K,
Hilbert M5 17 &= Hilbert O F EHD E 7 IV GO T % AV 7-3EH 48 4r
THIERBMLTETVEGBO AMWLHHEIT.

81 TRIERWSEDEEEL L, §2 CIXEFTINVHERZGORDIERNLEHRTH H24L
Vg AT 5. & 512, §3 T Tarski-Seidenberg O EHZ A AL T, §4
TIEZ DI & LT Hilbert @4 17 3 X U Hilbert OFrUEBDE T VHFHD
FHEERAWTPHEZENT S, BB §5 TRIEDFEICHEICMN S,
kB, ARHBOTIREBE LS THEDS £ 5 OB, L DEEL Ay
TPWHITETVEROBREL SR L TR L. B#WLRSEE L LTI van Dalen
[2], Chang-Keisler [1], Hodges [8] 2 E¥H 5. I D% HhTh dMWFWZ DD van
Dalen [2] T, AKF®D 8§81, 2 ODWAENFL DFL L THICHH ENTWA, Chang-
Keisler [1] I X EFVHROHRMNL2ERETH Y, DFENLZANEP O HEHEER
FRBICEALTTEL DI EPFENPNTV A, Hodges [8] IZMENTH Y, BEADFE
FICOWTHIEL DI EHFMNONTVEY, BOTHEIELL, HRFLWI X
DITEFHEF IR,

§4 THINT % Hilbert DHE EHOFHIIHE R LT ROKIEREEICE L T -7
W2 DTY. ZLOBELRBEL T & o okilEAEIEH#HL T 7.
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§1. . E fi_t nEBHBzI

BAEBR T BEOMD 5E & K& SRR Z HIE, BFRaRERBED HIC
BRALEN-BEBLHVAHEICHL, ZOEHTIE, FORKMELENL-SZBLEANL
X7, TOEETHWOBMLEN-GEBHEZ 2T 5.

E#E 1.1. {fiticr, {Rj}jer, {a}ke K zZhZThEEKS (function symbol) ,
4% (REE) 05 (relation (predicate) symbol) , EXELS (constant symbol)
DEREGETZ. CDL3 L = {fi,R),ci}licrjerkex & (—HRAFRRHED) Tl
(language (of first-order logic) ) EWVn .,

ENENORFOEERERETH> T, HREESTH - THERESTH
THHED R, |

ffl 1.2. (1) EFDOERE : Lora = {<}.
( ) ﬁo)glﬁ% LGrp = {'78}.
(3) ”]EF?'{Z[;@%;E £OF = {+a_7'7<303 1}'

Bzt b o THEFNRFhOBBGES, BRI IE5 X2 (rity) PEE -
TWALDET A, BlziE + o5 xHIE 2.

F#% 1.3. LTS 2+HmBELS (logical symbol) &9,

(1) 2% (variable) : vg,v1,v2,....

(2) #E&ET (propositional connective) ;A (and), V (or), = (not), — (imply),
— (equivalent).

(3) ®EitF (quantifier) :V (forall), 3 (there exists).

(4) %5 (eauality) : =

ERRF & 2 OBBRREETHEY, RTOFHEICHBT LT L LT, 20
DR E LR T A, T, BEEFOREE LT,y 2, RETHVS. (@
FEREAT, BIETFLvogGBEH T ) —BITR,)

DT, £ 2FET 5. L O b R 5EOABHE LCTHESB X UHEREED
5, RICWZITEERE T EEEED LICHEE T EHW TR INE BT DA RS
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DS LERY 2 TLOPETHY, HED LIRS EEFTHWTERINSGER
BOEBYTERE 2T LOVHBERTDH S, 2B, FELHELEHWCHSHHE
RERDTH, K%, BELZDDOTIERWN,

EH 1.4. L O (term) EUTO LI ICEDONS.

(1) £ oEHEis B L UERIIHE.

(2) thy.on b D, f B 0 BIROBBEEDE X f(ty, - t,) EH
(3) DLEAABREERYELTHEOND D DODAHH.

f5il 1.5. 1) {Lorad PH}={7 R},
(2) {»COF O } = {Z FRBOLEX }.

T 1.6. £L OF ¥R, (formula) EUTOLSICEDOLNAS.

(1) t1,...,tn 2, R % n SIBOBELED L X R(ty, ..., tn) AFHER.
(2) ¢, DRHERDE E-4, 0 A, ¢V P, — ¥, ¢ « ¢ ITFwER.

(3) ¢ BmBR, = FEHDE & Vb, Jog EHER.

(4) Bz A mREgD & ELCHELND D DDA G,

LUF, stu,... THEZ, ¢,4,p,... TwHXZRT.

EFE 1.7. (1) Quantifier DHp»5EH T FFEEH (bound variable) , 255 7%
WEH F HHZR (free variable) &9, '
(2) HHZE & T 2VWiHHEA % L (sentence) &V39,

5l 1.8. ROBHEREEZS !
=y — Jz(z =y).

BAICHENLS 2 12iE Ve b F2 3o T RO THHZER., RICHEHNLS z &
quantifier V (CABET 222 O CHREEK L D BHERE D E LRV, RERICHN
5z ZHEEER. COFHERICHERIAL vy ZThIBEHER. /-, ZomEL
HHZEEZ&ELO T TRV, fziE

Vedy(z =y — Jz(z = y))



(29"

G FEHZRICOWTOML 2O FRTH Y, [0 I EED- L &
CEBHPRILTRTDHS.

E#E 1.9. LOESZHEHE (theory), b LIEAHR (system of axioms) &9,

5l 1.10. (1) BHOHGE  Torp = HORBOES.
(2) EMBROEG : Trer = ERROLBEDES.

AHRAR LEHEOBRMIMTH L. ZLDAICE > T ORERIIPGARD HEY
PEN VDS, B L) RERLIEBF OB Ciibh Tw 5, - 2 IESER
Y P2 AN AP TTL S]] &) FibaE®RTo [BE] ER5 X0,
BREV) B b3R5 EMERRELETR R EL LA MR XTHEER T

EAWICELERROBEBEEZZZI VT2 L3%0w,. oLk, FHAICL-TE
BInTws B, ZHALEDTXFINC L o TRAbINTnwBERLZE
%?%ii.%ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ?%ﬁbb’ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁbf%@ﬁ%ﬂﬁf%é.

Kz, WERXEHVZ, EHOBRILICOWTHRS, BHICWIE, TP E
BROWMM 2 EFEWMZ L EZ L0 EHRKTH 5.

E#E 1.11. DTORE L7-GmHEA % logical axiom &7,
(1) HERX (tautology) : ¢ — ¢ R A — ¢ DX HIT, WERKEFOMEbIE
ZIPLIELWE L s HmBAFEERE W,
(2) quantifier axiom : '
() Vz(p - ) = (¢ = Vay) (2L ¢ ik z HHEEE LTEET W),
(i) Vzo(z) — ¢(t) (t ZHEZDIHE) .
(3) equality axiom .t %M, ¢ ZaB& LT,
() z=g,
(i) z =y — t(z) = t(y),
(ili) z = y — (¢(2) < ¢(y)).

H 5 @B DT logical axiom 72 &9 I DRHEARDIE 21T 55 55 5 O THW
HICHETZ 5. |
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TE 1.12. ROGBHAOERZHGEHH] (rule of inference) &35,
(1) modus ponens . ¢ & ¢ — ¢ BH ¢ P,
(2) generalization : ¢(z) *5 Vag(z) &L,

EE 113, T #HHmEL, ¢ ralXe 35, DTOEMA 2T RmERDARYY
Bo, b1, s bn DT HEE, ¢ 13 T OFEHHTRE (provable, derivable) TH5

Ewvn, TH¢ &EL 72, 20RBROAWRYZAIN, n 22 OHROK
S LIS,

(1) ¢n = 9.
(2) BED i=0,1,...,n IZOWTROWT DAL,
(i) ¢; & T @78, F 7214 logical axiom.
(i) ¢; FEN XY ENCHN 2 H AR O HRBH 2 AV CEINS.
T, —REIC ¢ — o RET A0 ¢ FIEL T ¢ FETITIV, ROE
BRI U eSO RMMEENIGERATHR Y LD Z L),

FI 1.14 (EETEIE, The Deduction Theorem). T ZHz, ¢,9 2L T 5.
)R

TUFY S TFEF ¢ — .
< iZH 5 2. (modus ponens P LEHICHELNAS.) = TFHROEIICETA
R CREHTZ 5.

§2. STEMEE

B I D FEH OB A & R IR LTV 585, BIETICEB W AR HEA
HADOELHIED T YHEL TR, 2L T, Ths o/BERHERRUSLE LS
b DTHBHEETETLONEENERTHS., COEHTIE, ZOEEBERDH
5.

EE 2.1. L OIS T rHBE2RHROEE% L OWEE (structure for £) &9,
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Bl 2.2, (1) BRECHE < ICWIET A ZHBRDE S > TV B HREDS Lora DHERE.
(2) BABGES - ICHIST % 25| 2 BOBIBE e ICHIET B TTAEE o T 2560
£Grp 0)%%. -

EE 2.3. M % L OEE, ¢(21,...,2.) TWERX, a1,...,0, TMOTWEL TS,
M DET ¢lar,...,an) P2 EEME ¢(ay,...,a,) EFL.

5l 2.4. R = (R,+,—,-,<,0,1) * Lor DR AR E X,

- REVz(-z=0—Ty(z-y=1)).

EFE25. T % LOBEGwmETS.

(1) M% L OMWELTE. BBOT DT 6 KOWT MESDEE, MIZT D
ETFTNTHLENY, MET &EL.

(2) ¢ #XETE. T ORBOEFV MIZOWT ME$DEE, T ¢ LEL.

Bl 2.6. Tgrp DETNEFHDZ L. Ther DETNVERERKEDOZ &
E2.7. MET,THé=>ME¢. GEHIROESICHT 2RBMECEH SRS .)

BT, TRTCOMOLTHEY) oM@y [REICHTAEH] LT, (Thid®
FOBEOBEBIZRS LTEIAARLIETREPS).) 2%, Tarp E o D
EE Lo DL ¢ BBECHETAEHETHS L), EiE, BICETsERIITRC
HORED»G, FEICED AW ZAEHOBRCIHEHTRE RS, ZOZ i —
WM TV ) DY EEUERTH .

I 2.8 GEe2MEHE, The Completeness Theorem). T+ ¢ & T = ¢.

= IO GEBHROESICHET 2BME) . REMNZOREmMETH S, HH
XRHBET A DI s meER T WS,

EE 29 (1) D2HBER o PHFHELTCTF oA DEE, T IFETA
(inconsistent) & w29,

(2) THEFELENWEE, TIZEFETHS (consistent) THbHEWT,



#E 2.10. (1) T I3FE o BBOHFHEX ¢ 12OWT T ¢.
(2) T+ ¢ = TU{~¢} BTE.
(3) TH ¢ TU{-¢} BETE.

SH. (1) < 3EW. = BEEDOL 6,9 KOV THA ¢ - o PEERRZ L
PHHS .

(2) = BIAS >, « #RF. TU{~¢)} B5FET S ERETS. SOLE, &
R o LT TU{-d} Fo A, BREHRLY TH-9d - pA &ERD,
THa(pA—p) —¢. 2T -(pAp) FEERZDOTTE 4.

(3) & (2) oxfE. O

T 2.11 —B{LE /-2 EHE, The Generalized Completeness Theorem
). T BBFE < T BSETFTIVERD.

— (SN ER s AVAESNEEOIME. TEé=>TH¢ 2LV,
TWH¢ E¥s. CnLE, WMOME,PS TU{~¢} FETE. LoT, —Kiban
P RMEEBIC X ) TU{-¢} BEFV M 2HD. SO MIEOWTMET 2
Mo LOTT S, O |

BT, —RALINT-EBEROFERZED, T HPFETIUTET VR 22w
LIS, LoTH (LOEBETH-TWADd ZO8G) Eagidvn, Zh
i, TV EFETCHAIEFRELT, EBICT OETIVEESLZ EI2X - TAEH
ha. -

2D, T DEFVOIFADTERD RN 7% 2 J7 B RLOFAOLI L &
IBTVD, REBMELEES I, 520N EOTERBICROSHAL
W, 2hPROLERICHET 2 5] tAEL T tokizicmz, #Lz
FEBARCHEl - THRIcT 5, &) e THERERYEL, Zho0NEst
Y5, EFVEELBAICESERE LB DI Tug(z) L) BORERE
B, FREFLORBRICHET 2 ERLE 2 HELTH LOFHEIIMR B L)
WER TERRERYEL, BRCERTT0ES Y2 AENECEH>TZD
S50 IR ED D, RENBAOFREDOTRD & X IZEERL LD DO TR
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%<, Jz(f(z) =0) LV ) RORERELERD LEZE, 2OHEUMIT L hBHL
NTHHI.

B, REWHOOIFAEDIEN & Ak, TatEB I b BIRAB IS UEIC
5. BFEARROEROFHICERAEIFTHANOLNTNE Z LIEANKE KL 2
AL B0 LRV, BICHD S 2 WRY, EMRUNOEF L Rk, Bk
WHRTOVLELRDDIIMTHMES .

EEMEMIL L DAL FHOD, £ ORs, 2elefzodbokypdar
N7 MEEBROFHMENR T,

R 2.12. T+ ¢ 2ol T OFRESTHEES T BSHFHELT T F 6.

A, T 25 ¢ 2B GEAROPICHENS T Ol B4 B RELZ 2 L L8 2.
O

EIE 2.13 (327 MMEEIE, The Compactness Theorem). T Y EF V2 #
2o T OREBEOABRBIEEGFET VRO,

AERH. = 2B, < 2T A, TR TR 2HR-20nweT s, ot x, 24t
EFEPS T RFFEL, WOMHENIS T OBEBEIEEST BEELT T b FE.
SEEHEBIZL T, O T REFVER/- 2w, 0O

ME2120DZdas Ny MEEBERAZ LT A.

§3. TARSKI-SEIDENBERG O EIE
ﬁoF ﬁl(ﬁTRCF 75_"4;%)\;.5

EFE 3.1. Quantifier Z& F ZWEHRA %L open (I L {I& qunatifier-free) formula
v,

E# 3.2. X CR” £35%. X 7% open formula TEFKWEE < open formula ¢(z, 7)
EbeR™ PHELT X ={a e R™R E 4(a,b)}.

& 3.3. X CR" %% open formula TEZFKTHES X %% semi-algebraic.
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T2 3.4 (Tarski-Seidenberg OFHE). EEDFHER 6(Z) 123 L C open formula
»(z) BHFELT,
Tror FVZ(¢(2) & (7)),

W DHMETD ¢ DHMABICEINL T LICER.)

C DEHIZMD Taski 12X o CTFEBHEN, #£1C Seidenberg 12 & o CTHEEAE-2.
bz, 72, COEBRIE ¢ OFICEFTNAS quantifier ZIHFETEX S 2 L 2 &EHkKT
HDT, Trer WZB¥ % qunatifier elimination theorem & FHINTWE, TOE
BEFEY 5720113 D open formula ¢(z,y) 124 LT open formula o (z) %S
fFAELT

Trer FVZ(ye(z,y) & H(z))

Ed Z EEREIT, CHEHEAOBRES GERXICHI2ZHEE0H)
WK A2RMECIHEHTE 5, 22T, WIZE W2 X 912 open formula TEHT
ABL semi-algebraic TH 5 Z L DEMELR DT, §(F,y) TEZXRINSLEAE semi-
slgebraic £ 7% 1), Jyd(z,y) TEZRINLEEIEIZ D projection 127% 5. FHIFH
open formula TEFHWEE, T72b L semi-algebraic 1275 V9, X 5T, Tarski-
Seidenberg & semi-algebraic ?® projection #¥ semi-algebraic 127 5 & & % Bk
T5. o
CIZ»5iE Lor, Trer CBLT, —BROSHEL, BH T 2 FE2 5.

EHE 3.5. HEOT OEFIL DMy, My &, M, =M, %72 T2h 0 OWAHEE
M, M, Ik LT
oy C My C My

M, C My C M
M = M

W7z T OETIV I, MY 54T S & & T 1% isomorphism condition % i#7-
ERA2WE
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# 3.6. Artin-Schreier DEHA>S Trep ° isomorphism condition #ii7=¥ 2 &
Whhrs.
EHE 3T M CMZ2W/ITHEED T OFEFI MM L4ED open formula
é(z,y), FEED M DIt a l22WT
M = Jyd(a,y) < M = Jyd(a,y)

7% L X% T L submodel condition #i7=3 &9,
E 3.8. Trer i submodel condition % {723,

ROEBPZOHOHETS 5.
T 3.8. L 1RS48 5, T 7% isomorphism condition & submodel comdition

729 7% 5 T T qunatifier elimination 2% ) 2. T2bbh, HEOHERX ¢(7)
12X L C open formula ¢(z) 23FAEL T,

T+ Vz(¢(z) « ¢¥(T)).

DT, L3EER #HoLT5. EEELLET RN seﬁ‘pence % variable free
7z sentence &\ V3, variable free 7 sentence 2N S L AEE5% VE, ¢35, [§
BRIC, ZEEEEE RV term % variable free 72 term &\ 2\, variable free 7
term 2P L 58EG% VE, &35, L PERLE2FEOLIREL-DT, VF,
BLXOVF, 3ZBE£E5TE R,

EEE 3.9. L OBE M IconT
Agr = {¢ € VF,|M = ¢}.

#% 3.10. ¢ % sentence £ §5. H£ED T DEFNV M, My I22OWT, Agy, =
A, %512 '

MEeME
EThH, ZOEE Y e VF, BPEELT,

TE ¢« .



AEHA.
F={ e VF,|TF ¢ — ¢}

EBL.TUTE ¢ ERET S, 2237 MEEHEDP L T OFBREGES (Y1, ..., %}
PHEAELT,
TU{sh1,...,¢%a} F 6.

=Nty EFTBE S EVE, TTU{IF ¢ &Y, THy — ¢ 72
i=1,2,...,n DNV TCTH¢—th; ZOTTH¢ - &4, THpeo ., Ko
T TUTF ¢ ZREIE DN,

TUTVW ¢ &35, i 123 5 TUTU {~¢} ZEFIE. LoT, —BiLs
N E&MEBIZE > T TUT U {-¢} EZEFV M 28>, HE2IC T C Agy.
TU Agn F—¢ 275 L7200,

M % TUAgy OEFEOEFNETE, M = A L) Aoy = Age. Lo,
MEOPTEPS ME ¢ & M | ¢ L2y, M E ~¢. M FHEEL70T
T U Agy F —¢. |

AN MEERD S Aoy DAEBRIBTES {1,...,¥n} EELT

TU{¢1,...,¥n} F .

V=1 A A, EBL BHOPIZ Y eVE, TTU{YIF¢. EoTTHY - ¢
k), Thg— o, COLET OERNPSD el LB, TCAyp o/
DT YpEAm. LoTME W, /2, FEDi=1,...,nlZ2VT, ¥; € Ay
Po MEY;,. LoTMES. FA.
WRICTUTF ¢ &40, MBEGEHINZ, O

EH 3.8 DFEH. T %% isomorphism condition & submodel condition %73 &
T5. HED-D, HED open formula ¢(y) 2% LT open formula (= D&
sentence) ¢ VMFAE LT

TF3yd(y) & ¢
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ERBZEERFHT S, (¢ By DNOEBEFROLETY, EREHEULITLVE
BB ItB XM A EICLoCZOGEIFERHTELDT, ZOBEFDATY

-
~—

REMREZHITRTELEVRS.)
#(y) % open formula &3 5. WOMEICLY, HED T OFETIN My, My |

DWW, Agﬁl =Agm2 % OIE

M = Jyd(y) < My = Jyd(y)

b Ik RREE L
M, My & Ay, = Ao, 3T T OEFNVET S, i=1,2 12200 T te VE,

DVERY M DITE toan, THEL,
2))‘(1 = {tgmi ‘t € VFt}
EBL. M L OBBICELTHALETWA2DOTM,; OFSEEE 25, M =M,

2R LIz,
9, M o M, OB f &, te VF LT

fltm,) = tom,
Lo TEHKTS. BED VF, DT t,t' l2onT
to, =tgn, © M=t =1
THY, Am, = Ao, 22 t=t € VF, ZDT
MEt=tesMEt=",

Lo TZ DEFHIL well-defined & 7% V), %7z isomorphism (275, @212 D = M.
T % isomorphism condition i/ 3 DT, M = M) %Hi/zT T OETF IV

my omy BEELT,
m; C MY C M.



T 1 submodel condition #7723 DT
M; = Jyé(y) & M = Fys(y).
T/, M 2, ORI

MY = Jyé(y) & My E Jy(y).
My = Jyd(y) & My = Fys(y).

PLEIC X o T 3.4 DSEEBH S L.

hDEZE Lr = (+,—,-,0,1) D LORBYEAKDBE Tacr b isomorphism con-
dition & submodel condition #{{72 3D T, Tacr 2BV T D qunatifier elimination
N/ BYASN

B, I TR LGB Shoenfield (9] (2 X 5. %7z, Tarski-Seidenberg @
EH OB OFEEL van den Dries [6] IZFEL V. '

§4. ISH
Z O TIE quantifier elimination DS ZHNT 5.

TE 4.1 HEOHER G ICHELT TR T/ETE ¢ Pz BEET IS
(complete) TH5HE VI,

FIE 4.2. T T quantifier elimination 255 9 32%, HEE D open sentence ¢ IZBJ L
TThH¢ FRETE ¢ PFRELELIET RTA.

% 4.3. (1) TroF IE5E4.

(2) Tacrp CEEN n THDHZEEZRTHRERNT AR 7235 Tacr, B5TE.
Tror WRELRZEDS Trer HHRENRE, Thbb, Lor DILBG5z b

EE, FOXH Trer POAWTRIE) PHETATVITY ALAPHFETSH I L

b, Tacr, IZDONT LREIETH 5.
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X 4.4. Tacr X5 TR, LOBBOBYOEM WM S 2,

EFE 4.5. M M % L OWHEET 5.

(1) HFBEOXL IOV T MEGSM E ¢ DY LoE &M & M ITHWES
IZ[FfE (elementarily equivalent) T&H 5 &y, M= LFEL.

(2) MCM &35, HEORER ¢(z) & M DT a IZ2VTM E ¢(a) &
M b= d(a) HSEY LD & &M T M OWMERNIR/HERE (elementary substructure)
ThHb eV, MM EEHEL.

F4.6. (1) THEEES T OEBEDOETLVM, M IZOWT M=,
(2) MM 2SI M= 7525, MCMW o M=M TH MM &k
BR 5 22w,

XC, qunatifier elimination & %#7% BARD H % BEE 12 model-complete & V39
DBDWHAH. @ model-complete & V29 #& % # L T quantifier elimination Dt
RAefints.

% 4.7, T OEROTFN M, M 12OWT
M C M = M < M’
VR oL &, T rﬁodel—complete ThrhrEnI,
FI2 4.8. T T quantifier elimination A% Y 2% & T & model-complete.
% 4.9. Trer, Tacr 13 model-complete. (b5 5 A Tacr, b model-complete.)

3 4.10. Complete 7225 & V25T model-complete 127 5 L IiZPR S Z2vy, Model-
complete 7225 & \> o T complete 1275 & BRE 20,

(complete) < (quantifier elimination) = (model-completete)
(complete) ¢ (model-complete)
Trer, Tacr, % model-complete T 3D oM T 5.

EIE 4.11 (Hilbert OF 1THE). F(z1,...,2,) € R(zy,...,2,) T 5. HE
DFEE ay,... a0 KOWT 0 f(a1,...,a,) BOE fIER(21,...,20) DILD 2 5
DI TRES.
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COEBOFRHICROFMET HW5.

#WEE 4.12. F # ks 5. BED F OJt a WOV, a ¥ F DILD 2FDOHT
FKFpZ L a N FIABHEDONFE < T0<a &RBIENFRAMEERS.

P 4,11 OFFH. fAS2|OMTEEZNWET S, 412 LD f <0 &F 5 R(7)
FONEE < BHEATA. R E (R(7),L) DEREETS. 20L& RiETrer T
R C R. Trer 1 model-complete ZOTR < R. (T # R DOILEHART) RE f(2) <0
HOT & REMERT) R 32(f(@) <0). R=<R 20T R | 3z(f(z) < 0).
O

=8 4.13 (HIlbert NEAEE). F *RBWEKE L, I % I+ Flz] 2727
Flz] @ ideal £§ 5 &,
() =vI.

SEB. VI CI(V(I) @H5 2. I(V(D) C VI ZARLI. g € Flz]\ VIET 5.
g & V(D) #7F. |

I ={JCFlg|:ideallI C J,g & V'T}

B TeT X T4, 3727 FEHERTHEFEGEZHL, 351 closed
under unions of chains 7@ T Zorn OFEA 5 T 121 maximal element J AFAE.
J %% prime ideal TH 5 Z & Z/RY. ; ,

J %% prime TRWEREST D, D& X, h-kelJ &hi/¥ h k€ Flz]\ J &F
FAE. J @ maximality 2°5 g € \/J+(h)ﬂ\/J+(k). > T J DIT 71,72, F[a?]
DT ay,a2, EREL ny,na(>0) PHAAELT |

gn1=j1+al'h,gn2=j2+a2‘k-

THLE, gutme ] hb geVJ LRV FAE.
J %% prime %O T Flz]/J (& integral domain. K % Flz]/J OBAOREAZ
Y5, J£FE] X FCK. pe Flz]\J < LT p & Flz)/J ORMERE
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[p] TEY. DL E, ge Flz)\J &Y K | [9(2)] #0. (22T [z] & [21],- -+, [zm]
DBE.) T2, BOHPIC K Eg([2]) =[9(2)] 2OTK Eg([z])) =0 —F, BT
DIE hIZ2WT, heJ 5 KE[h(E) =0 %25DT K E h(z]) =0.

XC, Hilbert @ basis theorem 2*5 hy,..., hn € I BFAELTI = (hy,..., hy).
CD hy,y... hy IZOWT,

K = g([a)) #0A A\ hi(la]) = 0.

o7, .
K = 37(g(2) £ 0 A /\ hi(Z) = 0).

Tacr & model-complete 2D T F X K. - T
F = 3e(s() 20 A\ hi(2) = 0)
i=1

&Y, g I(V(I). O

%3, prime, radical &\»9) BE& % real prime, real radical % EICEZRR 5
EL 5T, &L FAMOFETERBICAT 2B HEHRO—FE (real-stellensatz) »% -
FEHHT X 5,

§5. BEDEE

§4 TH7-X 912, Tarski @ quantifier elimination theorem 7>& Th(R) ASHE
TR 2 &b S DS, Tarski 2D L ZFEHL-GXD L1 T
[Th(R, exp) PG EEA ? |
Evy9, WbWws Tarski OFEZ IR L Tw5b. (FiBIX £ |2 exponentiation %
£bT 1 EHABEEEMAZD D, ) Th(R,exp) ® L TIE quantifier elimination
theorem (ZHI L 2O T ORES R DS L RAMBOFETH ZLIETER W,
van den Dries & Z @ Tarski OBEDHFHICHIT R OO [Bw] HEREIEZH»
5L BDPEGHL ([3]), £z b &IC Kight, Pillay, Steinhorn & O-minimal &
VWO A EEA L7z ([10, 11, 12)).



F% 5.1 (O-minimality). M 2 2EFVFED LN TWAEEEL TS M ET(M
BT ASET) EETRE M ORGEEVHEME AORBRNEGDO L E M
¥ O-minimal T#H 5 &\ 9.

Tarski @ HIEIZEI# L C van den Dries iX [(R,exp) (& O-minimal 7> ? | &w»
) EZ R LT 5 ([4)).

R |2 semialgebraic sets 24, & L < I piecewise linear sets 2K &A1 MR 7:4%
FEPALT O-minimal & 725 b D% MO TR L/A-DIE van den Dries TH 5.

E# 5.2. (Finitely subanalytic sets). X C R™ &¥5%. f: R™ —» R™:

(21,...,2m) — (1/\/1+22,...,1/{/1+2%) 12X 5 X DOEH subanalytic D & &
X X finitely subanalytic TH 5 &V,

FIE 5.3. (van den Dries [5]). R {23 XC® finitely subanalytic set 27N
7-HE 5 1L definability 2B L CH U Cv: % O-minimal 2H#ETH 5.

L#* L exponentiation (25 7) & finitely subanalytic TZRWDT, ZDEHR
1355 van den Dries ®RIEICE 2 TV 220,
van den Dries & Tarski OFEICBIE L T, ROEHELXRLTWA.

i"'EiE»5.4. (van den Dries [7]). Th(R,exp |jo,1],sin [jo,r]) i model-complete.

Wilkie & [13] T Th(R, exp) ® model-completeness IZB7 % &0 kR % H
LTwWa., 5T, R 12 [0,1] LIZHIR & #L7- Pfaffian functions Z4HF Mz 72
K5 1853 % theory 4% model-complete &7 5 Z & #7R L ([14]), £z d &I
ROFEHZFTHL T2,

FI 5.5. (Wilkie [15]). Th(R,exp) & model-complete.

ZOEHD? S (R,exp) ¥ O-minimal & 725 Z &EW¥DP5.

REFERENCES

1. Chang, C.C. and Keisler, H.J., Model Theory (3rd ed.), North-Holland, 1990.

2. van Dalen, D., Logic and Structure (3rd ed.), Springer, 1994.

57



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

. van den Dries, L., Remarks on Tarski’s problem concerning (R,+, -, exp), Logic Colloquium

’82 (L.G. Longo and A. Macintyre, eds.), North-Holland, 1984, pp. 97-121.

, Tarski’s problem and Pfaffian functions, Logic Colloquium ’84 (J.B. Paris, A.J.

Wilkie, and G.M. Wilmers, eds.), North-Holland, 1986, pp. 59-90.

, A Generalization of the Tarski-Seidenberg theorem, and some nondefinability results,
Bull. AMS 15 (1986), 189-193.

; Alfred Tarski’s elimination theory for real closed fields, J. Symbolic Logic 53 (1988),

7-19.

, On the elemenatary theory of restricted elementary functions, J. Symbolic Logic 53

(1988), 796-808.

. Hodges, W., Model Theory, Cambridge, 1993.

. Shoenfield, J.R., Mathematical Logic, Addison-Wesley, 1967.

Pill&y, A. and Steinhorn, C., Definable sets in ordered structures, Bull. AMS 11 (1984),
159-162.

, Definable sets in ordered structures. I, Trans. AMS 259 (1986), 265-592.

Knight, J.F., Pillay, A., and Steinhorn, C., Definable sets in ordered structures. II, Trans.
AMS 259 (1986), 593-605.

Wilkie, A., On the theory of the real exponential field, Illinois J. Math. 33 (1989), 384-408.
———, Model completeness results for expansions of the real field I: restricted Pfaffian
functions, J. AMS (to appear).

——, Model completeness results for expansions of the real field II: the exponential func-

tion, J. AMS (to appear).

657 P TS HENT 1-1 FE RFREBE BRBHEH IR

E-mail address: kikuchi@godel.seg.kobe-u.ac.jp

58



