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1 Introduction

Z D/NEE T, Lukasiewicz BRENRERIE LQ TEHERHEAAE L LTH BB HIZEL
T, "THRBROEE w BHTHEENLZTEET) L) EE [Yat0s] 84T 5, hooEn
DIAEMA T L L dic. oY TEEERL b >EARICE T 3 EMOBET#EEIz 5w
EBERIT),

Z DEHEDIHJTEIL Moh Shaw-Kwei @ Paradox[Msk54] & X Of Hajek-Paris-Shephardson
DEE [HPS00] DIHDIEHTH 3, -SHEDERIZ. wBEFHEL TR LTRSS A
TLE) L»IRNT, BEEHEOT TORAWMEIFEYU LIc LA EL. FHaEERD
AT & o THRENEED D ) OW BRI T3k wD L v Skolem O FRICH LEBER
LHEREEZDLDTH S,

B4 DGR & [HPS00| O#SE (LQ ELCHEIERE S > EM2E L5 L 20EMOEFL
RETHEENLERREET) LoBEME, SEEHO T COLAMASEERED T TORE
BEREREBIBREFOLDTH B &\ J 151 [GBI3|[Vis4] IFT - 2EBM B AHIMEZ 2 & D
TH 5,

2 SHEREICOWT
2.1 TEFEBEHERE LD Paradox

The comprehension principle (EAEFEE) I, £ED fomula p 2N LT, {z: o(z)} DIEDE
BOFERRIET 5, SEFEEI Frege ® Cantor I2 & - TEA XN/, JEEICHY BHEREDE
EPREEFFETH D, Frege i3RI SEE & AEFIEIC X o CT T O HIMIIEE % BT
TEBEERLAEIETIHSGNTYS, L LEERBIIHFMHEO ECRFBELEL,

ZOBHEALHITH 2 Russell Paradox DEHE L L TRT LU TOEY TH 3, Hil
WEO T CEAFERBELRET 2, COLEUTORAR THVHERTEE LTRERVELDE
1 REEL LI,

R={z:z ¢z}
CDEE, T RERZPRELTHBE
R e R(IK5E) .
EgR FERA) e pumm

_L .



EFEVEING, RERZRELTHAROFENEINS,

Russell paradox 2R T 570, W O DRBIREBRREI N, —~BELASN TSR
Bz, HBRBIMAEET 20, SEEEZEIRTSE VI OTH S, £OMBIRRFIAEY
HEBRIFCTHAI, ZDIZFCHREL T3 LELNEEASMRIL. iterative conception
of set (REHIRESE) LWHIN TV 5 [Boolos 1971], T#Ud, MHIEAR, 'z tw»ido
DEEINIR, zDTRTDAVN—ycz VBT TILERTHILE, 2 HEDE é"CE') NB5,
LW I EBTEBRES), 2D IDLE, THOHERA VAL LTH2EXVIREST
RV LW D EichD, LEdoT (TRTOEAD S HBEE D IRESTIREV,, fo
T TRussell paradox ZEITHEEI H BV EESTIE RV REOHRERZE,

2.2 Contraction rule ®#IRIC & % Paradox DR

FEEEET 27000 HHEET S, JITiR, GfEFEEERET»bDIc, H#t
S L& CHFENEHTERVRLSLEDSE, LIPYHZEML LI,

3 VOTHENE LI —ERCE2 L, (RKERec RE2EHICHALTWAZ LiIZRATL, &
Dk, HHHE T TACREZMFAETHHEALTLVL] 20 I EBFINTVDS

Contraction rule: "RIUKERMER TS Ky

AATFC
ATFC

Thabb, TA% 20 THERECESRCIE, AR LERETH>CEHHATEL LRAL Thw,
EVnHZEeTH3B,

Grisin 1. = ® Contraction rule #$ Russell Paradox DEH I ABK 2 BHZ R L Tw5s T
LRRLE, D%, HHMRED S contraction rule DA EERE L %% Grisin logic (GL)
PR E %, GL TIREBEE%KEE L T Russell paradox I 6, FEPEELNIL
2R [Grig],

Theorem 2.2.1 (Grisin) GL L CEEFEZREL THFEREI IR,

GEEBROD LESRPEFETH UL, JOKROPTHARFENE CETRETETHS
DEREET S T ik, Frege DEES (AFEREI ko> THFEOERLEL) BEZETHEHPR
BMdZBEVIEPGS, BRSZETH S5,

¥ AR s S AR, JAFEINTUIRENGEABTOZNERARE(E
BoTwd, HEOBVREBELYEETHS D T—vD—o0, HEEFEORRETRIEIC 2T
H 5, HHBRE LORENGEAHCEANLEEVSBHIETHE I LR L(HMONTVS

25, FU 2 LSRG RE FOEARTTE AEIIR YV, EFFET R RE L THE
P CEBTEsRERT A2 b, BICERELSEHR) ETED X ) BE YD ZDDER
KRB EEEECHETHIES T,

FRCREEERICI > TERINBENE. POk BWEEZF ORI ip, TRHEREIE,
L ZONELE LTOEAIIET S L2 EEL TR LIIBRRS, JORKT Tl
LEAERFET S, [Oka03] 2 228TE S EBDNDL, F LAME L o mE PR —
BeE3bITikAEY, GL L CREEEEL T TRFERZEDI RV,



Theorem 2.2.2 (Grisin) SEFEE O M SHERER \@%fﬁﬁ@‘% & Russell pamdoz%%’i EZ G
LTLES,

DE D AELGEPEAL L TRALZDDEEDZILBH DB DI TH D, bRAIINERE
ABIZDWTHHAT 5, UTDOD equality relation ZEEL 72 &7 3,

Leibniz equality z =y iff (Vz)[z €2z -y € 2],
Extensional equality X =q Y iff (V2)jze X <z €Y.

T=y— T = y BULVHITH B, JDLENEEATIZ, FROEA s,y Il L, FEA
% (z=eqy—r=y) ZRIFTS, bbAA iterative conception of set i extensionality & &
FETHZDT, ZOWEE GL LORAPRRIERBIT2HERO—D2LRo2 T 5,

2.3 Recursion theorem & HITDER

FNTREEFEHZ2HS LT, B2 0BERETA I ENERELRBDES 5% GL+
GAREEEO LR TS 2 (UT. Cofficil GLH-EERE2RET2)., FTaEER
Hickh, BRELREEZEETBHI EBTESL,

e VX0 ={z:z+# =z}
o 1= {0},

o 2= {{0}}, ete.

2T, BT 3 Recursion theorem 12 & O . HAELSBOEES w2, BEOHR
WEZER EWTRETH 3,

Theorem 2.3.1 (Recursion theorem) f£EE®D formula ¢(z,--- ,y) K72 UTRUT AL
(3z)(Vz)[z € 2 &= (2, -+ , 2)]

BEERIE [Can03]iC £ 32, DX Y ZOEHEICE D 2 BEBINRTG A—F— L L THEHNS X 3 ¢ formula
TEEINIEGLERTES, FRNELRY—L0 2EETEDL, INRHUTE2MHAZT,

(Vz)z € 8 « p(z,---,6)
TR L D BEOFRIERITIC R 2, flEBIThI,
Definition 2.3.2 BEREDEA w i, UTZMEAT term L L THAZINS,
(Vzlrewe z=0V(E)lycwnrz = {y}]]
B#omRERIcBEL Tid, NTHSEHTETH 28,
Lemma 2.3.3 (8#) LB D r.e. predicate H weakly numeralwise representable TH 5,

REPITVRHT, fEED re. predicate v C N GJQTLTE@% formula o(z) BHEEL., £ED
neNIXHLT

P(n) <= () is provable in GL set theory
BRILT 5, L) I ETHS [Ter03], ZOMTEEEEDH 2EAH . BficELTH 3
BEOREIEH VO LEBLNS,



2.4 BERBORSHR
2.4.1 Lukasiewicz HER{ERERIE LQ

GL  EfEFEEIC X > T8 I ¥ Tl RESEE 2 ORlAD L TRIETE 20> & ) M
BLT, ZO/NRTIE GL D extension &7 5% LQ O L TEHEEB2B >EGWH LTI o/l
HEREETZ, JOMTHE. TT2OREREE22RELQ 2EBNT 3,

Lukasiewicz ERERFERE LQ 13, GL L HHGEAOHMICMZEYT 5 ZEREO—ETH %,
syntactical I IZFEHICHHE T, recursively axiomatizable TV 2 WS NTV2 B [Scab2],

predicate logic Cristn logic ——» EQ — a4
Hilbert AL o X °
g] 1: L.m:: Eﬁ@

LQ 13 Hay I & o TEREO#HRBHU 2o cERL & 117z [Hay63], RERDEALIZE
FARNLELTH S, 205 EREEBEEN LTV EEA LT LQE2EETHI LI
Lz,

Definition 2.4.1 L ZM T 2FOEFEL T 5,
e 2-ary predicate €,

logical constant —,—, V.

EED plz) itz l, {z:9(z)} & term L LTRD 5,

o — Leibniz equality: x =1y iff V2)[z € 2 y € 2]
— constant symbol 0 %, term {z:z # z} DBEELE L THAT 5,

PN M = (M, re, (Me)econstant) EEZ B, 72E L
o M IZEATM+0, £ED const. ciZwlm.e M
o re: M2 —0,1],
Definition 2.4.2 EFAVM ET oM 25 o O M KBITHEHEETHS LIF
o FED a,b 2L T ||a € blm =re(a,b)
o |-pllv =1~ [eilm,
¢ [lvo = pallm = min(1, 1 — fleolim + lle1lim),
o [|(vz)p(z)[lm = inf{||e(a)llm : @ € M}

Definition 2.4.3 LQ LOEEOHER T TN L,
e MBTODEFNTHD LR, |ellm=1foranyp € Ti))ﬁji_l.?‘% LEDC E: 0,

o o ST CHBTWETHS LiZ, FEOTOET NV M CEEMENS1 LA IEEV ),



242 HKERH
ET,. LQOTT, BEFEERFEEE» LI LPHSNTVRS,
Theorem 2.4.4 (White) LQ TR EEFEELREL THFELZREI EHV,

White Iz X 2 3FHH 1. BRI X Dbz (proof search tree @ infinite branch % & %
T BT ko TEEHHTRE % closed formula DEMESZERT 3),

Definition 2.4.5 LQ ETAME L CEEFEEOAZROE/RRET H LS LTS

H |3 White i2 X » T, Hay D&HIICB BATHAI N,
Lukasiewicz SEIERBECEEREL2HEL L FELZBIZIAVES ) ERPIRBLZD
{X Skolem 72%0%%., #kiZZ2 DEARTIZ

it may be possible to derive a significant amount of mathematics in a set theory

BEOBELE L ZBHTEZESI) Lvo T3 [Skob7)%
predicate logic Grisin logic S LQ—S HlumE

@ﬁﬁﬂ c s} X

SDEIAFSNT VAT, LQ FEFEFEEZKEL COFELZRIEIBRVREOHFT, b
Ly HEBREIEY GEBAOOREY:) 3DD—2TH B, o7, BFFHOATHEEENLE
CETRBETEZORLWIRA»S IR, BLVAHNORERDO—DOTHEH TEIETH
WMBEDEETEP LW 2 2E 23 2 LREEOHZHMETH S22 9,

3 HIKEITDwDEEILDOWVWT

3.1 BENBRMOFR

2428 THALLZEII, HIBLTRHABERFDO (HHGE LD) BEBREHTE S
DTRBVLPEINETPFEINTE S, LPLEEOMEIC LD, i H TRERNEEE
ERDPRDEBESOERMI I BT ER, BT, EH23.1 I HITBWIKAEDOHF
WERZRABEL T2, LarL I HHERE LOBRNER L IKE B> EEE2RD,
ZNZIHNCTRT OV T OEETH % [Yat05),

Theorem 3.1.1 H T, "w A THERNLERE 2 ST LBRTE 23X EINIHAETH S,
COETRIOBBEDIHHERNT 3,

3.2 EM3.1.1 DR

ZDEEDIHIE, Moh Shaw-Kwei @ Paradox[Msk54] OBHAEDIEHTH 55, £EDH
REmIT -, ZUTO L) KERNICEET 5,



e A—p-AlZ -~ATERL.

o EEDi<mitizL, Ay -4 lE, A— (A—; A) TEBT S,
Claim 3.2.1 FR DB (standard) B HAB n e NIZ7z\w L,
1A —n =Alm = min{(n + 1}(1 - [[Allm), 1}
HIKALT B,
w DEER LR BRBO B EEATOE LRKET S, I&H
R,={z:(@n)zecz—nzdr}

REBTL, BELLT, FEOAREm N LT =, 2ESWUHETH S 2 LIZHHETH 205
IZTHTL 3L9% 3m)A =, B &) formula DVERARED £ SR L THHTE R,
428iTHD k) LEEBREOHZEMOBETHNEERTRTH S I L 3HEBETHL, WA
DBAIL 3.2.1 #iT Recursion theorem 2 L TEEZ 5 X %,

XTR,DPERTERLELT, |Ry € Rullm 3D B7E55% 7
o |[Ry€R,m=1LFET S, ZDLE
|Rw € Rollm = [[(Gn)[Ru € Ry —n By & Rulllm
= sup{min{(n +1)(1 ~ |y € Rullm), 11}
= sup{min{(n+1) x 0, 1}}

new

= 0
Lz, FETH %,

e S |Ry €Rylm=p <1 tRET R, COLE, HBIERBmPFEL T, mx(1-
p)>1ERBRETTHS, (2T

|Ry € Rulm = [|(3n)[Rw € Ry —n Ry € Rulllm
2g£{min{(n +1)(1 - ||Rw € Rullm), 11}

sup{min{(n + 1)(1 — p), 1}}

new
min{m X p, 1}

1

[T

v

kb, IH5LFETH S,
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3.2.1 —, D7 A—VILEER

7 #—2icid, D -, 13 recursion theorem 2> TEERTE S, term § ZUTD X H i
EEL X,

(n,z) €6 = n=0Az &l

VIBkew)n={k}A{z €z — (k,z) €0)]

DFD (nz)cbllzcz—na g BET,
CHDLEMUTDXGI2ET 3,

R, ={z:(3n €w){n,z) € 6}

3.2.2 Paradox (DLSIKRZ3HD) DEER

BiffilcBWT, #ER R, € B, ODEBEEIRDSNT, PEEEITIOIIKKRA L, L
L White DEHL LI I HIZEFEDRZTTH S, 20 (A1) ED) paradox DEERE
RUTOBEDTH 3B,

o | Ry € Byljps = 1 D9RIZT B,
RO 1S ERET B L, REEDEMEFL . w DFFENR DA TR, €
RUJHM =1 i)i‘%gﬁ'é’ hT L i '30

o BIEMZEAE n KL TIE, ||(n, Ry) € 0llm = 0DSEET 3,
o wZHITEENLZERYIZEATED,
e, Ro,) € Ollp >0
BRIZL TS, DFD claim 3.2.1 1%, ZOBENZERE IO THEREL TV 3,
BlEizkb,

o BEERE n iU |In,R,) € 0|m =0 &2 K, BENZdRNLTIE|(,R,) €
Oim >0 THZDED S, (d,R,) €013 TdIZBENLERE LBARTEAXTHL,

o $7|R, € Rllm=1. %0 (3n){n,R,) €0 VO L EBEN1TH S (0FH LQ
THHETETH3),

EWVH T LRBRBD, HD o Twididhd non-EBENLBAKESD, CBRTEBXER, € R,
HEERRAEETH B, O

I w D crispness IC2WTa Xy b 2T 3,

Definition 3.2.2 (Crispness) o @R o(z) ¥ crispTH 2 Lid, EED alTH L, ||p(a)|m
BOBLZ1ichdZLThs,

« BEX WerispThHBLiZ, BERz e X Berispit 32 LTH 3,
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EH3.1.1 DEHIRB LT, wddcrisp THRVEE. TEENLEHRYL dB0<|dew| <1 2%
HLTO2BABHDAS (ZI3v)de TEREL LBATLLOREFEZELS), b L
w Dcrisp BEFATHNL, ZOEFNTRLT w WBENZERREELEE X, EHILL
DFEED TLWIRTES, OWOZERT B LMBTES, EL, flAwdcaispEATH-
TH, 6§ R, Wcrisp i BREEIZ 20,

3.3 %: w®dorder type lEDWT

XTw D order type KOWVTHITILEEZEDTH L), HIRICBVT, BENRH
R n 1OVT, (n,R,) ¢ 0 OEBEPS LICRBI L, $7H2EENREREPHFEL T
{d,Ry) € Bllm > 0 L% BT &R LI, ROFEMBEHRILT 20, 2% ||(n,R) ¢
B =1 %5 n IEENRERKTHLLVLABDR, LRI IETHB, BLEXBDRGIE,
W ={n€w:(n, R, &0} 1w D standard part ISEWEE 2R (w25 crisp % 5 i standard
part 2B DI B) TLithd, Ly LRAPRILRIBENLZLOTH S, WL dHic,
HizBwT, TwRERAOBENLARR2ET) LARNTES L) h—EOBREEHET S
TLEMTES,

T o%E% inductive IKERT 5,

o w0 = w, R0 = R,

e M ={necw®:(nR )¢}, Ryowy={z:(3ne W (n,z) € 8}

®

o WD = (k€ w™ : {k, Ryw) €0}, Byen = {z: (3n € ) (n, z) € 6}

ﬁ&@%%d\d”(ﬁL(uﬁbf%%nKﬁLTwm)ﬁ%@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁ&éh?
WTIELY, F0uIIETHE, LELBERSSUTHIEHIHETETLE ),

Lemma 3.3.1 f£80 (BER) HRAnicowT, HiBoT Wit 3BBENRaR/SEE
T, EFEIRTX B CHSEIRHTIRETH B,

mmfllfﬁn=1®7—xﬂﬁﬁ%?%cRMQGRMQWEﬁﬁéﬁi%k\ﬁQSiI&
£ FEUHEPS

oE%wﬁﬁw&ﬁﬁﬁkmﬁwahaﬂ»e@@ﬁ@ﬁuou&b\
o HLBEHZEARKANLT||(d, Ryw) €0 >0 2D,
s R,nmER,m (%9 Bne w(l)){(n, Rwu)} € 91) DEBEEIZWOL 1 ER5,

SEh it Tw® BBENREABEEATYS) LRRTESXER, W € Ryn ¥WH Tk
AL W) T kit 3, O

Ml HETRZF =N
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o FED (BN BARE n, k22w T, ke =123 2 I Ldbhrb, S5,
w M crisp THNE 0™ BHEFEEBUc O T T3,

o FEREICHIED SEED jItouT |lj e ™| 2 |j ew™ | TH D, @%@E*@ WD)
1 w™ O initial segment T 3, ‘

b L w i erisp THIUL, w™ 12w+ D proper initial segment i7% D, BEBEBUCOWTHL
72 (EIZNX ) initial segment ZERIC TFOHIZ, LoTWIIB LI 2 Eithd, ZOHEE
i, Tw BN ERBOERTHRI2ET: L bBRTE S5, Zd, PAIKKES 5 Friedman
DEB LS PRIRITH D, BREFORRE WA 205 Lk,

4 LQLEDEMBEESH
4.1 F:Hajek ODEEE H LOHETORMT S

Skolem DIREICEIEL T, ZOHITII HITBIT 2HNORAT#BELZEET 3, fILERL
B 2HEBOTERABTHELEIDELTHRLI), RLEDY S 7 Plus(z,y,z) (E7ZL
r4y=2%2ERT5) BFITEE 231 X DEBIRAETH S, Lo L Plus D crispness P, Plus
ST plus(z,y) =z REBBL-EZ TN ELRZ T L, T 51T plus(z, y) D totality 72
ERGHEROZD 6 RTHERASONATwRY, 826, IN5E2RTDICITEBEFRER
MATESIBOAB /N —ABBEIIR2 LBbh 3,

Hajek iZ. 8% 5 RETTRENT % PALTY KEEE2HB T, H AT induction scheme %
RET 2 Z LT EDREBEMIPBEARE» Z R L 72 [Hajo5],

Definition 4.1.1 induction scheme on w &%, F£ED formula ¢ I
@(0) A (Vn € w)p(n) < p(n + 1) infer (Vz)[z € w — o(z)]
EWIHE LTV,
Z D& E H bTinduction scheme on w Z{KE L 7z FRicB VTR, DTHEEHHARETS 5,
o whicrisp B (EFE3228) k3,
o BLE, DI3E% L OWSRIEEDS crisp 72 total funciton & L THEETE 3,
e TRTOPADERL ZOBRTIHT S Z LHITE 5,
Lo LZDOBT, HRUTOBENLEREZTLTWS,
Theorem 4.1.2 (Hajek) H iZ induction scheme on w ZMMZ % L FEEREL T,

proof induction scheme Z{KE L & 9. LIZ LR ||R, € R, =1 (%Y ~(Vn)[(n, Ry) & 6])
ZEEH L, ZOEE

o [I{0, Ry) € 0l = [|Rs € Ru| =1,



b ]Kn!Rw) §29H =1 %{ﬁ%j—é &

Hn+1,R,) €6 =1~||Au € By — (n,Ru) €0 | =1
HEE 1 (EE DB 0

WO 2 Z L RERIC bR S

f€- T, induction & H (Va)[(z,Ry) € 0] PEHHE N B Z LI 3H, ZHERLDREICK
%, 0

HHEERE B PA LBV TIE, EFVORCEENL AR ERNZERBERN TS 2 &
TEHRLI LIS NATYS (F LT2NEEENRERECLS). —F. HARTERS
NBEMc BT, BRE n ERATH 25EHER (n, Ry) € 6 OEEEMNOICZD, &
RN BRI LT|(d,R,) €8] > 01272 L) BERT, BERRERE LEEN
REARBKORUMHSETETH 2 (2 LT2DLOMPNIBMELRET 5 I LTERV), 20
BT, MERENETHS,

ZOFEE 41212 X b HIZ induction scheme on w 2RI MA T & ) REREFEZL B I LWTE
B8, Z2DR® wdcrisp TH D J B30, BRLUEL oW 2B crisp % total function
PLCEBTE 2000, REFCEDP TRV, Hajek bUTOREMEZREAL T35,

can we add consistently to the theory axioms guaranteeing the existence of the crisp
structure w of natural numbers and further add all the axioms of Peano arithmetic
for w?

ZOBREIZRA L LCopen TH B, BEDLEI S, LOFEREEZ S L Hajek IZ & 5 HAK
D coding N T TREEWRMERITEEN S,

4.2 BEERZFEEZHOEMICEITIEUOERE DL

IHNETCREEREDD BESROLIT, HRAEFELZESLRKIEIZ LRI LWL
HEELTER, ZOHREZE A‘HTQF%% LQ LoBEMzB I 2ABORER QLT
BEHRAE S B BM PALTY i 817 2 Hajek, Paris and Shepherdson O/E&) & B L 7\,

13

Definition 4.2.1 Bff PALTYr &, PA@? WA CEEBRE Tr 22 LQ LOBERTH -

3, ZONEE ruleld

o PA DT RTONEE XU deuction rule

e Binary relation @ Successor S(x,y), equality = 8 & U 8-ary relation D addition A(z,y, z),

multiplication B(z,y, z) L, DUTHEEME 1 £7%%
(VE)P(Z) v —P(&)

o MG Tr 205, MTEMLT

~ TrizB8d % equality aziom
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~ “the dequotation axiom schema”
¢ < Tr(p)
DMEEDBRHER o 12O WTHIL (@ 12 o D Gddel number).

I E, UTFOEEIKILT % [HPS00],
Lemma 4.2.2 1. LtEOEROL oIk PAF ¢ iff PALTrt ¢ &2 5,

2. {EBD formula p(z) KX LRAESTETSH S 1 X o BWEELMUTARILT 5,

PALTY F 4 < o(¢)

Theorem 4.2.3 (HPS) 1. PALTr BEFETH 3

2. PALTY DEEDEFNICBWT, w kD THENZBRELZED,

proof 2 DFEFIX, NA{LERIZLD
PALTr - ) & (3z)Tr(A-,-0)
Eleb N BRBETB, TDABRADR, e R, EALHERZRELT, O

ZDRTED21%, Yatabe DEEEXMEL T2 LEZ T, ¥RFAGERIZIERLTH 5,

UHEFEOT TORAME L EBBEOR ATV B 2 & i, Visser[Vis84] % Gupta-
Belnap[GB93] % Lic ko T DELIEHINTELZ L THH B, Visser i3 Russell paradox D
i & Grelling’s paradox D % Ui even identical TH % L IEFE L T35, %72 Gupta-Belnap
. SEREOT TCOEREMSVECT IR D THE LB,

Concepts with circular definitions behave in ways that are remarkably similar
to the behavior of the concept of truth.

EBVTWE, BRLOEHIZ, 20 THHEMIMITVSE) LwnIZRic, HLLEME2ATNLS
bDTHBEEZLBTEAS,

5 Conclusion

L3 DT, Lukasiewicz ERERERE LQ TEABEFHE2REL-BA. "THAK £
Aw B TEBENLETTE ST LRINTE BT THE I ER2R L, JRIZEERE
DI TOESRTHFRU LM T, HRNEE? H TERE L0 L) FEICTER LR
WrE25, ERSHOEEIE, EEREZFOEMICET 2 HPS DEROERRIKTH S &
WA, HEGRGE L ORFEI X 2EA L oMOBIERIcEH - 22 I MATw 3

Faculty of Engineering,

Kobe University

Kobe 657-8501, Japan
yatabe@kurt.scitec.kobe-u.ac.jp



Notes

L ORI Hajek 12 & % [Hajos]

2HEHF—REI XU, Z DEFIZ Cantini DBICHEEK & 1Y Girard 12 X » THIS7 I HEHE
STk

S pfElz, TAGL DS “BEEOREN—NAZED E£-7 BCK HEO L CcEEREY
REL £ ETHHAZI N,

4% & Chang[Cha63]. Fenstad [Fen64] 3P EELIAFT 5720, ZFC DEFNDOHTH
BEINCET AR Z L &) & L, HONER (BFEEOWERZRHRLBIHRL b
D) DHTHDbT,

5[Skob7] i¥ FA VEETH b, HIChDFI X [WhiTd] i X 3,

8Moh Shaw-Kwei @ Paradox[Msk54] i3, fEEOBHARE m € NIXXN L., Lukasiewicz m-fEi
:ggﬁﬂhfﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%'ﬁ'é EFEIBIB I EEFRTHDTH S, Lukasiewicz m-TEDEER
B, R EBREOERDL {0 v, B2 Lo b, EEEHROFEREQ LEUTH S, &

1m 17 S m—11?

Ty KBV TEEFREZRKET 2, COLEUTOES
Rp={z:z€z—np1z¢z}

REZB, TOLEclaim 3.21 X0, BERR, € R PEBHEIZVDELEDTHIFEER
H{,

"Hajek 1Z [Hajo5] B W T EQ & D A DB WiHE (Lukasiewicz logic 1Y) L TEEER
B2 0845 (weak Cantor-Lukasiewicz set theory CLg) LTI OEHEZFHAL 7z, ZDEE
Bz, H T induction scheme on w Z{RKET 5 &, FHD PA DEBTXTITMAZ, self-referring
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