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AT Ry @ €7 )V iEh Ordinal Analysis
HALRFE A FEF =48 B (Yasuhiro Takahashi)

# =

TR, [1]1CETE 2 BEROESER ATRy I22WTOET IVERH ordinal
analysis Z RN 5. ZOHETIE, cut-elimination %) Z &2 LIZ, ATRy D
proof-theoretic ordinal 253k b 5. F 7z, Kruskal DEEH ATRy T uiEHB'C &%
WZ & % H. Friedman O F§HIHE> TR 5B.

1 ATRy, @ proof-theoretic ordinal
]I B ATR oM T AR EBRB10DIT, W OPEEZ T 5.
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E#E 1.1 ordinal (notation D7 —TIVE) « R T, EAF aln] (BRBEEPH

ordinal notation D7 —F VHDEE~OEY) 2LTOLHICERT 5.
BLTF, A 1% limit ordinal 2HHbTIHDETS.

1. 0[n] =
2. (a+ 1)[n}

3. (e + N)[n] = a+ (\[n)).

4. wotn] = w®- (n+2).

5. (e, N)[n] = p(a, Aln] + 1).

6. p(a+1,0)[n] = ¢2+2(1).

7. pla+1,8+ 1)n] = ¢o"*2(p(a+1,8) +1).

8. 0(2,0)[n] = ¢(Aln], Aln)).

9. o\ B+ 1)[n] = (Aln] +1,0(A, B) + 1).
10. Ty[n] = Yp+1.
11. Toyi[n] = 75t

12. I‘)‘[n] = F)\[n]+1.
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ED oo, B) (TN%E pu(B) LK) I, RD LI 7% ordinal ZHHHLTW5S,

* po(B) =’
e 0. (B)=FED o <a IlTHLT, pu(y)=7 %5 BFHD 1.

72, Y0 = €0, Vg1 = P(1,0) TH Y, T id 0o(0)=a £ %25 EERD a DI ETH .

LLF, M % true arithmetic DBEEFNV LTS, 72, B£E%Z {ag,...,a} LV
'f:ﬂ:‘i, g < - < ag ThHhbLT 5.

T 1.2 M OHFESE A= {ay,...,a;} & ordinal notation o XL,
oA = (- (eladln) - a]
Y33, 72, AD alarge ThHDEI, afA] =0 LRBTILTH 5.
ROBEDAHAE G525 LTOHETH 5.
FE1abeMIZBETTHLHEL,
M |= [a, b] 12T —large
ETH. ZDLE HbHcutaclI<b i M T code S5 finite set S 2% o,
(I,{S{li € I}) = AT R,
225U, S ={z € M|(z,i) € S}NT £ ¥ 5.

EHE 155 ATRy @ proof theoretic-ordinal 1%, LFTD X HIZRKOOLNB. be M %
[a,0] 1& To-large L 22 BADOOLTH. ZOL &, TH1X), b cutacI<b
M T code N5 finite set S A¥H o T, (I,{Sf|lie I}) W& ATRy DETNVERDB. M I
BIIsb05MIY, BB1PLH/ELNI ATRy DET VT, formula

Vz3y([z, y] 1&To—large)

WD v, o T, ATRy TLE® formula iZZEATE W Z &2k %, —AT, ATR,
+ (To TTOBRFEME) & v )R T, LO formula 2 FEHTE 20T, ¥R ATR,
T, Ty TTOEBBRMEIEHTE RV LIZRS. Thbb, ATRy ® proof-theoretic
ordinal iX Ty (BLF) TH 5. (3E. Ty L V/h3\ ordinal a XL, ATRy T WO(a) #*
BEBATE 52 LiconTil, [8] B1)



17

2 TEXE1DEERAE

T8 2.1 M OWSES A= {ao,...,a} (k1 M OBETE) 2L, A O limit T %KD
EDICERT SH: MMM F: N - A ITHL,

I={zeM|FZLeNz< f(i)}

EE 2.2 £6 A = {ao,...,ar} #° spread out THH &I, FED i < k-2 IZHL,
2% < Qi1 E GBI ETHA.

#HRE 2.3 M T code ENBEE A= {ay,...,ar} (k1T M DBHEIT) IZxtL , A 4% spread
out T, I 7% A @ limit 7% 51X,

I |= IAg + (exp).

#lRH. I T Ad-induction 28 Y LD Z & 2RTICIX, AB/MEFRBEISK YD Z & &R |
TE L, ChiE M TR/MEREY R YLD & L, Adformula ik T & M OBT
absolute ThHAHZ LIZ L 5. O

EFE 2.4 o 2EMOESTHETR ACA, &, EAREMAE, Y-induction IZRDAH
(ACA) MR 7-hRTH 5.

YVz(z €Y « ¢(z))

72721, ¢ iX arithmetical formula T& 5. |
o 2 EEMDOIAER ATRy 13, ACAp I& KDAHE (ATR) 2 MR 7242 TH 5.

WO(<) — IYVWz(z € Y; + ¢(z, Yas))

72721, ¢ i arithmetical formula T& 5.
o (1-AC) LT RORELT S,

Vz3Yp(z,Y) = IYVzp(z,Y,)
72721, ¢ i Ti-formula TH 5.

EF 2.5 oH£E SH ILACD w-model TH5BLIL (ACA) & (X1-AC) O HxHbH
BYIVLDZ L& THB. 12721, second-order formula ¢ D S ~DFxHMLE X, FIZIE,
@ A VXIYI(X,Y) (i arithmetical) @ & &1, VzIy0(S,, S,) & ZE#L 72 formula
ThH5.
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CEL SHBET 26T BI-AC ® w-model TH B LIX, S i £}-AC D w-model
THY, HBHIIHLTS=T ,%2ABILTHAS.

o 4 H % clevel nested Z1-AC hierarchy TH D &id, F0<i<c ML T, H; i&
H. &0 T1-AC D w-model £ 252 LTH5. '

%4 T L, T @ Turing jump T %, T' = {z|Trse(z, T)} LEFET 5. /2L,
Tryo(z, Z) = yO(x,y, Z) & complete ¥ truth predicate relative to Z T, © i A] TH
5. £72, %% Z) = {e < a|Fy < bO(e,y,Z)} £ T 5.

EH 2.6 £E5 A= {ap,...,a} (k>1), S, T id finite set £§2. AXBVT ST
@ Turing jump ZEPT B Lid, RERY MO L TH 5.

o EED i < k’ L T, jai,a¢+1(T) :j‘“’“"‘(T).

o j%-1%(T) = {z € S|z < a1}

FE 2.7 £4 H »° a-level jump hierarchy TH 5 L id, RPED IO L TH 5.

ey<akbid, Hy = (Hs).
e )\ < a 7% limit notation % HIX, Hy, = H.,.

T 2.8 B8 A={a,...,a} LT 5. AIZBVTHES H id a-level jump hierarchy %
ERT 5L, REFYIEDOZLTHS.

oy =<a,[y] <a (6 <k) %5, {ai,...,a} KBWT Hyy & He, O Turing jump
2T 5.
e )\ < a »% limit notation T [A] < ax % b, Hy = Hx,.

HEE 2.9 KDOMEE% b D IA, + (exp)-definable function
TruthCode([91, z)

BHAET S: (N, {H}) = IA¢ + (exp) + (H & a-level jump hierarchy)
ThY, P(X,,...,X,) & 5% formula THoT, a = B> (sup{n,...,n}+m) 25,

(N, {H}) | Y(Hy, ..., Hy,) ¢ TruthCode([4], §) € H.

E 2.10 M T code ENBESR A= {ay,...,a} (k1T M DOFBHEIT, AL o-large, spread
out), S 1& M O finite set £ §5. AICBWVT Sid £1-AC D w-model Z:EBT 5 & 13,
M T code S 5%#4 H & ordinal notation DHRF (o), (B) BB > T, Re AT
ZEThA.
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o A—{ag} BT H iF w-level jump hierarchy % ¥ifld 5.

e0=qp <oy < =g =< =B <Py =wolsol

ei<k—4%bIE, 0 & f O code tE 2% X YHEW.

e o(X) iZ arithmetical formula T a;_1(0 <i<k) YT T code SNBHLL,

TruthCode([(X3,)], fo) € Hp,
olE, D5y THoT,
TruthCode([¢(X,)], Bo) € Hpg,-

® Ta; .y = {e|TruthCode([y(e)],7) € H,} (FANHEAZLUTTIE, HALH» <) & ¥
5L,
S = @ f'T,(a'ia'Yad)

a; €A y<a;,d<ay,

72721, d X Y(z) D code TH 5.

EFE 211 A, T M Tcode SNBEALEL, A= {ay,...,a} (k1T M DBHEIT), S
X M O finiteset £ 3 5. AICBWT SIE T 28T T1-AC @ w-model ZHELLT S &
i, AICBWT S it X1-AC D w-model ZEBPL, Hy=T £ %2BHZEThSD. (HIZE
#21003H0))

TS 2.12 A, HiZ M T code SNBEALL, A= {ap,...,a:} (ki M DEBEIT) &
T5%. AIZBWT H 1Z clevel nested L1-AC hierarchy 20835 L1, £ 0<i<c i
WML, AICBWT H; 1 H,; 250 31-AC ® w-model ZEP$THZ L TH 5.

#E 213 A HiZ M Tcode SNBEAS, I % ADHEED limit £ L,cel LT5.
oLk, |

M = AIZBWT H i c—level nested £} — AC hierarchy % L9 5

% bIE,
(I,{H"}) = H'iZ c—level nested £] — AC hierarchy.

#EE 2.14 M OBSEE C & ylarge THDHETH. ZDLE, M T code S5
go-largeset ACC & HH» FELT, AIXBNT H i clevel nested Y1-AC hierarchy
x|
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nested T1-AC hierarchy & (ATR) 1213 KD & ) 2B H 5.

ﬁ% 2.15 AGA() _t'(‘“,jvbf&?) DASS
“IEED X ICHLT, X 28T Z1-AC ® w-model BFFET %57 — (ATR).

S, EEO X KHLT, X 280 SLAC ® wmodel FEETHEL, < % well-
ordering £ ¥ 5. ¢(z,Y) % HEEO arithmetical formula & L7z & X1, ¢ 2L o TES
XN 3 < 2% o7 hierarchy BFEET B Z L Z2REE IV, o(z,Y) DFDOFTXTO set
parameter % code TAT LICL D, 1DDBELADLIEDNTES. Lo T, HEKK LD,
Z N D parameter ¥ &t L1-AC @ w-model S BFET 5.
IR HEDO cIZHLTHAEEWin SHFH-T,
Vb < Va(z € Wy > oz, Wap))

MDD, b A ¢ D predecessor TRIFNE, W, =0, % 5.
(XROFEA) bL, 55 cWHoT, EALEEW NS 2ESTH,

Vb < Vx(z € Wy ¢ o(z, W)

B EnEThE, (ACA) 1LY, ZD X I % c EEROBEDTHEL, < 2% well-
ordering THBZ DL, < IZDOVWTE/ID c Db, ZOLE FEBD d<clIHL
Tid, HHEE W in S BT,

Vb < dVz(z € Wy « p(z, W)
Y75, (S1-AC)in S #EHIT LICLY, BB Win S FHFEL T, EED d < c ITRL,
Vb < dVz(z € (Wa)s > ©(z, (Wa)<b))
L% B2, (ACA) in S LY, 20 W %o, |
Vb < Vz(z € Yy > o(z,Yap))

Y sBAY in SHPEONS. Y X ¢ $TD hierarchy 20T, IREICTET 5.
(RO DY)
FBLY, (B-AC0)in S & (ACA) in S % (EROEHDH & AFRIZ) FE-T, < OF
RTOTLICH L TEHZRENT: hierarchy DL BT EHFTES. O
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TEIE 1 DFEEA. [a,b] A% Dy-large THHZ DD, [a+1,b] I vyoyr-large TH B, Lo
T, fi2141280, 5 golargeset AC[a+1,0] & THEHEELT, ACBNT T
(a + 1)-level £1-AC hierarchy Z BT 5. I & A @ limit, J % {0,...,a + 1} O limit
LY. & e ITRL, T, W T #&t T-AC ® w-model kDT,

(LAT)ilie I,j € I})

X, “EEO X 1L T, X 28T T-AC @ w-model KFEET B ZRYMAED
CLHFbPL. (T, HI OBOEEEZEATVLI L, (ACA) dEDILD)

$oT, ME215128 ), (L{(T))ili € I,j € J}) & (ATR) 2B Lz¥ 5. H LT,
{(T))liel,jeJ} ZH#EHEiTcode $§HZ LICLY SHHBLNRS. ]

3 Kruskal DFEEBD ATR, \H\T B EERAARRIREME
EE 3.1 FEF < # b OHFMREAS T 2 finite tree TH B LIE, RSEV DI L THh 5.

o T IZF/IITLEdD. (ZOTTE T D 100t & LK)
e B beT ZML, {acTla<b} iF T DRIMEFHWASEE.

E# 3.2 Ty, T, % finite tree £ 3 5. Ty ® Ty ~® embedding 1%, 11 B4 f: T1 —
T, T, fEED a,be T, 1ZHL, f(aAb) = fla) Af(b) L BEHBDIETHAH. 72751,
aNb tiZ,a & b X DPAIVTEOHDOFERTEHLDT. 72, embedding f: Ty — T
PHEETHLE, T <T, 5K, |

EHE 2 (Kruskal) finite tree DEEO T (Tilk < w) ICHL, $5 i, BFELEL T,
iI<j<wdPDOT,<T; L% 5. '

§IEA. [5) M. | O
BIF, T % 3T finite tree DAL L, Kruskal DEEDEMEE WQO(T) L bbb

¥, 72, T £ D/hE W ordinal IZXF9 % notation system 7% well-ordered T 5, & \»
) ERE WO, tHbbT.

ZEF% 3.3 primitive recursive mapping 0: 7 — [y 2 RD X HICEHTS. (T e T Ixt
L, T OFROEEE [T| £5<)
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1L.|T|=10k %, oT)=0.

2T #1 DLE& ZOLE, root(T) i, HRMED immediate successor by, ...,bn
(m>1)2b2. T D subtree T ={ceTlc>b} £THLE, oT) BERDLHIT
EETB. (o(TY) = ofT?) = --- = ofT™) ELT L)

r

B, m=10Dt¥%
B+a, m=20DLE
oT) =14 ¢(a,B), m=3%2p<p(a,p)DLE
B+oa, m=3D2pF=¢(a,p)DLE
L v(B,a), m>4DLE

722U, B=o(T"), a=0o(T?) TH 5.
8 3.4 FED a <[y ITXL, 5 finite tree T ¥H o T, 0(T) = L2 5.

SRR EED 0 < a <[y LT, a;, 8 < oo, B:) < a (1 <i<n) 272§ L9
7 ordinal @, ...,0n, By .., B0 B—BIHEEL T, a= p(a, ) + -+ @(an, Bn) 2
(o, B1) = -+ = plan, Bn) BT BDT (6] BH), oT) DERICL 2T, T 2K
nF L. O

#5E 3.5 finite tree Ty, Tp WXL,
T1 < T2 — O(Tl) = O(Tz).
EEBA. Ty & D/N& W ordinal o, B, a1, o, B, Bo WXL T, ROMWEAELY IL2. ([6] Z%HE)

ea=<pB b, =B+ 0a=p8,a).
ea=<pBhDB<e(aB) 2biX, B+a=p(ah) =< eBa).
® Qg j Q2 75)0 131 j /32 &Bbfa (10(0'/1’ 61) j (10(0‘21:82)'

INHLOWEE ofT) DEHRL VOIS, m|
fEE 3.6 WQO(T) — WO(Ty).

SERA. Tp & V/h&\ ordinal @ EMRF (aplk < w) B0 T, o = o (VE > 0) &
T5. HE3.4 &V, finite tree DdH B HF (Thlk < w) BB 2T, o(Tx) =0y L2 5.
—%, Kruskal DRBUC LD, 55 i < j HBdoT, [ <T; LRBOT, HE35ICLD,
o(T;)) 2 o(Ty), $ebb, s 2a; L%V, (alk <w) DEDHICFET 5. O
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EI 3 ATR, T Kruskal DEBIIEFEHT & 2\,

AERR. b L, EEATEBETHL, W36 12X D, ATR, T WO(Ty) PREATEDZ
KRB, CRIIERLI»SBON-BRICFETA. O

FEFE 3.3 L [FFRIC, finite tree IZ T,y T ordinal ZXBEEBT LX), KOFHE
PED D, ([7] BER)

#E 3.7 WQO(T) - WO(T,,).
LEOWEE ROEHICL Y, ATR, THIE3.6 DM, T2bb,
| WO(Ts) — WQO(T)

FEPHTERZNI b2 3.

EE 4a0,beMIIBETTDHS v L,
M |= [a, b] i&T,,~large

5. ZDLE, HbHcutacI<b & M T code SN 5 finite set S 2°H-T,
(I,{S]li € I) |= ATR

72721, ATR kX, ATR, i full second;order induction %z f:ﬁk%i’%&.

EB EHATELNIEF VTR, WOT,,) BY I 20w0T, HE3.7 L ), Kruskal
DEFIK Y 3727\, —F, ATR @ proof-theoretic ordinal ix T, DT, ATR DE
FNTWOT,) RRY IO, Thbb,

(I,{S{li € I}) E WO(T's) + -WQO(T).
X oT, MifE 3.6 OIL, ATR, TREHATE 2\,
T, BE A DHIX, ROEREL FHE, O EH 1 OFEH L FKRTH 5.
EZE 3.8 £4 H »° w-level nested T1-AC hierarchy TH 5 &%, F£ED i >0 2L T,
H; % H; &% T1-AC @ w-model £ %22 Z L TH 5.

EF 3.9 A HiZ M Tcode SNBEEBLL, A= {ap,-..,m} (kiZ M OBET) ¥
5. AIZBWT H i w-level nested X}-AC hierarchy ZHMT L1, 0<i<a;; &5
iE, {aj41,-.., 0} KBOT H; i3 H; 281 $1-AC ® w-model 2 HBT 2L TH 5.

#H%H 3.10 M DOEFTHEE C & Ty-large THB LTS, ZDLE, M T code 33
a-largeset AC C & HPFHFEL T, A ICBWT H i w-level nested X1-AC hierarchy
ZAEPT 5.
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