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1 EL®IC

Rosser AERARTAEMEREELE Rosser [23] 23 Godel D 1 Ne2MEM 2R T 2 BICH WA FiE
WKWEDOWTED b D, BERNTIIROIEHAREEMERFED—DOTH 5. Rosser aEBHRIREMEIRGEIC
XU CIEER 2 R MDA LW I 228 Kreisel [12] 12Xk » TR TED, HARICE
WT ZDHRFIIERE 27 oFT (7534 LVDFERE] £ LTI EiFeniizdic, X<HS
T3, ZOHEFEIT Rosser AEFARTREMIARZEDEE 2 A2 EH OB ORF 2 0t 355729
WERATHZ2 2Rl L TED, LAdo T Rosser ABARJREMEAREDI Y D X 5 M EZ2H S
D0, FIERLEERHRTREMERGE L R TE D X5 RBEWDH 2 DD, W05 LHHI IR
Kreisel and Takeuti [14] R W Ko THREZX N, 25 LEXXWRDOHT, Rosser AERARIREMEZRGE
B XU Rosser ST 2 AR IFEAHY Guaspari and Solovay [6] 12 & - ThE®D Hi1, BIED
BHNTIT DN TV S, 10 FEFTD Rosser aERARTREMEARGEICRE S 2 9 — XA 3 [26] MURES, HH
5135 2 N MEHE SRR EIC BEE T 2 iF5T D —¥R T Rosser AEBHRTREMAGED 70HT 21T o T
BY, WAWAEREND -7 (9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19)).

52 Ao eME HIIHER QP G2 R 93X Cony (ST 2 EHITH 2203, WAWGERHRIRENE
DIFFUCBWTIE, Cony ZFTIEZL, HEmOMEMN 2R T MR MREE

Rfny = {Prp(Tp") = o | 0 i3 T DFFEDOX }

SHEELRDHINRTH 2. FFTRIEFICE L Tl Kreisel and Lévy [13] 1 & % unboundedness

theorem %°, Beklemishev [2] & & 2 REFHEEHI—RAVLEEH L LTHISNATWS. Rosser FE

AHATREMERGE & B R R AERAFTREME N GE O M 2 LHEX T 2 —H OIS DO H T, Goryachev [5] &

Rosser glERHRTREMEIRGEIZ 3D < JRPT MR PO 2 Bt L, Cony DIE 21X H 72 D Rifngp 12O

WX Rosser 2D b DOMEEN LRI D EFELLIRD S5 %Lk, ZhiZk =, Kurahashi
*ARESEIZ JSPS RIFE (FREHRS: JP19K14586, JP23K03200) DK %237 DTH 5.
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[16] 1% Rosser B EFTRMFEEIERERNR D D L IFEZD 5 5 Z &, Rosser B0 &AM
12X L T% unboundedness theorem 232§ 2 Z &k ¥ % /R L7z, HiZHiL Tld Kogure and
Kurahashi [10] 123 T Rosser B0 Fjff R BLFEEICN S % Beklemishev ORFMHEFICIER S
MR ZIToTV5.

AFRlE Z 5 U7z Rosser B /AT BLFEEIC BE 3 2 8198 % H0MZ, Rosser 7% ¥ DB S 2 7
ZEWZDOVWTHEDE T, Rosser sEFARTREMERGEICEA L TZAE TIZHIHN TV AHERZHENT
2ZrZHNET 2D THS. 5 2 BICIFAARIREMARGE L AR MFHZEAL, ZhoD
HAR 2 HEZHNT 5. 5 3 HIlCBWT Rosser aEHATREMERGEZIE A L, Rosser X% Rosser
D Henkin 3, % LT Rosser AERHR]REMEZFEIC NS 2 EHATREM LM IZOWT, T E TIZH
LRTVWABIERIZOWTIENT 5. BIRICHE 4 BB W T, Rosser LD RFTRMEEICBELTZ
NFETIBELN TV SR ZMHNT 5.

o SERARIAEMHEE v BAT R RREE

AREGCIIEERA AT REMENGE & BT Z B A L, ThoICB T 2 BANREEZHNT 5. UL
K, La Z—FEREMDOEFELL, T 27/ 8ilf PA QT EL O EA IR mE R T &
5. —RERMATEEMEERICE T 2 BEAR L HIHIZ Hdjek and Pudldk [7] % Lindstrom [21]
EHRI NV,

EE 2.1 GEARIREMRGE). 2TD LA-X o KRNLTTEFp <= PAFPrp(T¢") ZHiZzd 3
IR Pro(e) 2 T OEEATTREMREE Y V1 5

Godel 32 EF OFEH O H TRERARTREMEARGE 2 B ARICTHE AL U 7253, Z OREUERY 72 GERH AT
REMENGEZ LIRETlE Provy(z) € R$TZ2I2T 5. %72, LIETIE Cony % —Provy(T0=17) @
Wit 3 5.

Fre{%,l, | n>1} &2WT, T I-BE2THZLiF, T ITBVWTHEHATES I XHET
BEETFTALNIZBOWTETHEIEWVS. XRTED S RAMKMEE Rinp(Prp) & T O -2
HrEbLzd0Th 3.

EE 2.2 (JATRMFEH). Prp(x) 2 T OitBARTREMERGEE 252 %, T € {3, 11, | n > 1} i
DWNT

e Rin(Pry) :={Prr(T¢™) — ¢ | pld L4}
e Rinp(Pry) :={Prp("¢") = ¢ | & T XX }
ZEZNZN Pryp(x) CEO K BAARMRERE, I BRARREFEE L WS,

YOES X ITHLT, BTD pe X IZOWTThe tR2E%, THX Y. $9, 1
R R NS — SRR R AT RE T H 5.

R 2.3. T OEREDFEIARTREMEREE Prr(2) 1CDWT, T ¥ Ring, (Prr) TH 5.

EEFH. T+ Ring, (Pry) EIRELTHFEZEL . AHAEHEZHAWT PAF 1 —Prp("r) Zifizz
T Xm2W5. IREXD THPrp("n) - 7w &5, A rODBRDAED T -Prp("r7) —
THRDT, Thn tixd. LEDoTPAFPrp(Tn) THD, HE 7w OWMDA XD PAF 1 %
53, 2 T OEFEEICKT . O



T OEFEM L I1,-BEMEIIEER DT, MdE 2.3 3FE 2 22 EHEo—@Err dnwr b,
7, ¥ RFRMFEFIIGEI T X 235805 5.

MRl 2.4. T 5 S B27% 6, T OFARTREMERGE Pro(x) A7F1EL T, PAF Ring, (Prr) 72 5.

SRR, T 13 -2 F 5. Pro(z) & ) P Prove(z) A (=X1(z) V Truey, (z)) EED 5.
2T Xy(x) & “a DY X XD Godel B # HARICKRIT 2 A(PA) 58 R, Truey, (z) IFMEE
D Xy X o IZD2WT PAE o+ Truey, (To7) Zifi7zd ¥y @ TH 5 (Kaye [8] 3 X T8 Hijek
and Pudlak [7] ZZH8).

30 Prp(x) 2 T OFERARIEEMEIRGETH 2 Z e 2R T 5. La-X ¢ ZEEICE 5. PAL
Prr(To™) 726 PAE Provp(Te ) RDT T H o 2185, 5, TH o %5 PAE Provyp(T¢™) T
HbH., ZZT DT TRINIPAF X (Tp") THD. 5 o 3% THUXT O X-EE
HED NEeTHY, L1-582%ED PAR o 20056 PAE Truey, (Tp ) &85, WIIUIE X
PA F Pry (") DD 0.

BRI o ZEED X X FTHUL PAE S1(T07) 2D T PAF Prp(To7) — Truey, (To) &72
D, PAFPrp(To7) = o 2E5. BLELD PAF Riuy, (Pry) TH 3. 0

H2NERMEEBDOBALD D D5 e LT, BHAREMSEMA D2 & D3 23X <HIHNT
W32, ZhHICEDET, D2 XD SWHERESRME M &, D3 X hifv S-52e skt 2,C
HEALTHL.

ER& 2.5 CHHATHEMSMN).

D2: TED L4-X p, Y IZDOWT, PAFPrp(Tp = ¢7) = (Prp(Te?) = Prp(Ty7)).
D3: fEED LA-X ¢ IZDWT, PAFPrp(Tp ") — Pro("Pre(Te™)7).

M: FED L4 @, p IZDOWT, TFp— 1 7251 PAFPrr(T¢™) — Prp(Ty7).
¥.C: FED ¥ X o IZOWT, PAFo — Prp(To?).

EIE 2.6 (Lob OEH [22]). Prp(z) 28 D2 & D3 %Zii/l 34513, FED LA-X ¢ ITDOWVT,
TEPrp(Te) = pold, THo kiR 5.

Lob OFEHIIE 2 FE2MEHO—MRILTHY, D2 & D3 Zifi/z $AEAARIREMEIREE Prr(z)
IZOWT, Lob OFBICEIIS o 2L TO0=1%22UX TF -Prr(T0=17) FHN5E. K
Godel 12 & % FEBIATREMERGEE Provy (v) IR ATREM SO T XTIz L TWT, LEdoT
TV Conr DALY 5. 77, BHATREMSM 2 720 Pro(x) 120 L Tld Lob OEMAIK
MLBNWZrdbH D Wl ZIEME 2.4 D Prp(z) 2Y). 20X 5 ICEHTREMAREES WL 2D
B FTREMESF 2l 7 T 8 5 D3R RMFEBE O I EZ RIZT 2 e 0id 5.

i 2.7. Prp(z) 2 D2 & 3,C Zii7z 372 51F, —-Prp(T0=17) & Rinp, (Prp) & T ETH
HTH 5.

FEBE. 0 = 1 & 1} XKD T T + Ring, (Prp) - =Prp(T0 = 17) TH 3. flAg, 1} X 7 %2
BRENEIPAE -1 0 283 % Xodehd FZPAFo = (> 0=1) KD
T, %&ff D2 &Y PAF Prp(To7) — (Prp("77) — Prp(T0 = 17)) &7%5. & 3,C &D
PAt o — Prp(To”) 2DT, PAF -1 — (Prp("n) — Prp(T0 = 17)) %21§%. LZdioT
T4 —=Prp(T0 =17 F Pry("n7) — 7 3350 7. O
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% 2.8. Prp(x) 28 D2 & £,C {72372 51X, T + Rfny, (Prr) - Rinp, (Prr) TH 5.

HIZZDre & T+ Riny, (Pry) 2% T + Ring, (Prp) & D EIZHRW I A3, Kreisel and Lévy
@ unboundedness theorem ([13, Theorem 16]) ZF&EE{L L 72RO EHIC L > THELN S, DI,
=3, (resp. I,) D& &, T¢ =11, (resp. X,,) £ T 5.

EIE 2.9 (Lindstrém [21, Exercise 4.1] ZZf). Prp(z) (& D2 & D3 Ziiz3r35. [ €
(o, L, [n>1} 2L, X 214 XD ce. AT T+ X PEFEE TR, T+ X ¥ Rinp(Prr)
TH5.

BB CO X9 X LT, I" X o BEELT T+ ZEFELPOT +o - X 2725
ZeFIH5NT WS (Lindstrom [20, Theorem 5]). W% T + X + Rinp(Prp) CIRET 2 &,
T+¢F Rinp(Pry) THY, i3 I X (LFEfE) 2DT, T+ ¢k Prp(T—p7) = —p L7257,
T+Prp(T=¢") = = TH5. Prp(r) D D2 & D3 55 Lb DEEDPHILT DT, TF —p
ERD T+ OEFEEIIRT 2. O

Fe{S, M |n>1} D&, Rfnpa(Pry) T X543 ce. BERDT, ROR%EE5.

% 2.10. Prp(z) 12 D2 & D3 %2723 235, I'e{X,, 11 |n>1} D& E, T+Rfnpa(Prr)
753\;4]\5&%%73: fO 5i T+ anrd (PI‘T) ¥ anp (PI‘T) ’C@ 5.

73, XD Beklemishev DFEHIE T + Rfn(Pry) 25 T+ Rinp (Prp) & HARNTRE (BB X
ERODITERNWIEZRLTVWS. B S, T 1IZ2WT, 2TOI X o iZOWVWT Sk b
WBTHeBEOISeE, ST ET-RENTHZ V.

EIE 2.11 (Beklemishev [2, Theorem 1]). Prp(z) 28 D2 & D3 ZHiA374%6lE, & T €
(S0, py1 |0 > 1} i2WT, T+ Rfn(Prr) & T + Rfnp(Prr) £ T-RENTH 5.

Beklemishev (3EH 2.11 DFfEE%Z, HHHGHE GL OBMNEEEZEHL TiToTW3. &
¥, GL ZBHLAZVWEENLIAZ522 22T, B 211 ZROLSICHETE /.

EIE 2.12 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 3.1]). Prp(z) 2% D2 Ziii7z 3% 51F, & T €
{2, 41 | 0> 1} 122WT, T+ Rfn(Prr) i& T + Rfnp(Prr) £ T-RENTH 5.

3 Rosser SFFARIEEMENEE
ARHiE Rosser RERHRIREMERGEZIE A L, ZDFMEHZHNT 5.

3.1 Rosser :iIFARIEEMNEE Y Rosser X

EE 3.1 (Rosser AEWIATAEMEAE). Prip(x.y) % PA L Va (3yPrfz(z.y) < Provy(z)) Zifie s
Ay (PA) EIR L L7 &,

Prif(z) = Jy (Prfr(z,y) AVz < y —Prip(-a, 2))

% T @ Rosser SEBARTEEMIREE Y W D.



ZZT -zl ¢ ® Godel #hH —p D Godel BZFHHE T 2 FIAHRIIBEAEICHIST 2TH, %
7320 RBT 22 HOWARERBITH 5. T D Rosser ALFHATREMRGEE T DFE
BHRTREMEIRGE CH 2 Z  HERTE 2. EF LD PA+ Cong F Va (Provr(z) < Prif(z)) TH 3
75, L2 L Provy(z) & Pri¥(z) 12 PA L TIXFMETIZ/AR V. Rosser ERAR]BEIERGE IZIEHENT 72
FERARTREMEIREE TR L 7R W RO H 2 Fo.

B 3.2. TBD LA-X pIZDOWVWT, TF-p %5I1E PAF -Pri(TpT) &5,

FRZ o 2 LTO0=1%224UXPAF-Pr}(T0=17) &b, Pri(2) LT 2 ReEelkE
HOBIL LW B0 5

PA - or < —Pri(Tpr") %(ﬁt?‘jﬁ or % Pri¥(z) ® (L& T D) Rosser X5,
Rosser X op 2%, T 75 uJ—.EHH%)}qu%)T%ZCL\ i3adE 3.2 ZHWTES ICHEGERTE 5. %7
Rosser X ¢r & Cony & D EIZHH, THbE PAF Cony — g 720 T ¥ pr — Cony TH 3
(Bl 213 Boolos [4] ZZR). HIZ PAF pr < (Pri(Tpr") — ¢r) TH 2 I LICHEE TR, K
WREDERIIRD X5 IC—R{LTZ 3.

38 3.3 (Goryachev [5, Lemma 3]; Kurahashi [16, Theorem 2.7]). fEE®D L4-3 ¢ IZDWVT,
T ¥ (Pri(TpT) — ¢) — Conp TH 5.

B2 T+ Rifn(Prl) - Cong 20 ¥ 5 20i% Priv(z) OBD FIMKIET 2 Z e 0> T3,
EIE 3.4.

1. (Goryachev [5]; Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.8]) Pri(z) ¥ Pri(z) @ II; Rosser X o, @1
BIU ¥ Xop, o1 BFEELT, RHBLLT S .

e PAF g A 1+ Conr,

e PAF (Pr¥(To¢™) — 00) A (PrR(To17) — 1) — Cong.
FHCZD ¥ & T + Ring, (Pr}) F Cong 22 T + Ring, (Pr}) F Cony TH 3.
2. (Kurahashi [16, Corollary 5.3]) Pri(z) 2MFHE LT, T + Rfn(Pr}) ¥ Cony 2723,

T + Rfn(PrR) - Cony DAL T 570D+ 0%&Es B LA TV S.
Cl: fEED L4-X ¢ IZDWT, PAF =Cony — Pri¥(Tp?) v Pri(T=p7).

8 3.5 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Proposition 3.6]). Priv(z) 25%efF C1 %Wz 37 513,
T + Ring, o, (Pr) - Cony £ 72 5.

Smorytiski [25, Application 5] (& T @ L-fl2M e T+ Cony 23 T Lk X-RENTHZ 2D
FEEZRLTVWS. ZORRIFRD XS ITHGRTE 5.

IR 3.6 (Svejdar (21, Exercise 5.2] #5)). or & T OEED II; Rosser X & L7zt &, LI
MNIFAMETH S :

1. TR BETH3.

2. T+or 3T EX,-RIFNTH 5.



T + Ringy, (Pr}) - pr 2DT, EH 3.6 XD T+ Ring, (Pri) 28 T £ S-REHTHZ 2L
T O S-BEERETH S 205, FiZ Ring, (Pr}) & Ring, (Pri) ICEE#Z T
H K.

TEIE 3.7 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.2]). FE® Pri(z) iZ2WT, XKIZFETH 3 :
L TEYHETH2.
2. T+ Ring, (Pr}) 12 T £ S -RFTH 5.

Provy(z) @ Godel UZET Cony & PA ETREMETH D, L7ichio THERS Godel 3TEE
TPA LTRMETH A ZepHIon TV, g, B 3.4.1 @ Rosser X g & @1 1, fiird 3.3
D T ETRfEICZD 2720, [FETRW Rosser XZFFD Priv(z) OIEEE RANTR LD
Guaspari and Solovay [6, Theorem 6.1] TH 5. —fiZ, Rosser XD EMEME Pri(z) OB J5
WZIRTES 5.

EI2 3.8.

1. (Guaspari and Solovay [6, Theorem 6.2]) £T® Rosser X7 PA L THEETH % Pri(z)
PHEET 5.

2. (Shavrukov [24, Theorem 4.4]) Prit(z) 2FFEL T, Priv(z) OEEDOHEL S Rosser 3L
00, p1 WDOWT, PAKF oo+ o1 L2 5.

Rosser i Godel XL IZELZ2MEZ 5, FIZ Congy X T @ Rosser X2l h 272w, X
DS Rosser X &7 % 7= DREADFEMED Arai 12X > THZHNT WS,

EE 3.9 (Rosser M), Rz s ¥ XD (04,0-) Z T @ Rosser &\ :
1. PAF =(04 Ao).
2. PAF Prov ("o, ) < Prove(T—es ).
3. PA+ Provy(To_7) < Provp("=o_ 7).
4 PAF o, Vo < —Conp.
EH 3.10 (Arai [1]). FED L4 0 IZDOWT, DINZFETH 3 :
1. Pri(2) DBEEL T, ¢ & Pri(z) @ Rosser XTH 3.

2. T @ Rosser ¥ (oy,0_) BWEELT, PAFp<+ -0, 7R3,

3.2 Rosser B® Henkin X

PA I ¢ ¢ Provy (") %ifi723X ¢ % T ® Henkin X2\ 5. Léb OEI LD, Henkin XX
BETT KBWCHEHARBETH 5. RIS, PAF pg < Pri¥(Tog?) 272X ou % Pri(2)
D (HLLIET D) Rosser B Henkin X2 \W5. EH3.10 &[AERIZ, Rosser & Henkin XD
MO %2525 e TE 3.

E& 3.11 (Henkin ¥f). R%ZHi73 Xy XD (04,0-) Z Henkin X\ 5 :
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1. PAF —(0p Ao_).

2. PA+ Provyp(Toy ) VProvyp(To_7) - 04 Vo_.
EIE 3.12 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 3.5]). fEE®D L4-3 ¢ IZ2WT, XRIFFHETH 5 :
1. Prii(z) DFEL T, ¢ & Pri(z) @ Rosser & Henkin X T 5.

2. PAF ¢ <> 0y £725% Henkin ¥t (op,0_) DMEET 5.

M 3.12 W5 Z & T, Rosser B Henkin XIZHK SR WK DIFEINREND.
f38 3.13 (Kurahashi [16, Proposition 3.9]).

1. T ¥ =Cony 7% 51Z, —Cony & T @ Rosser & Henkin X272 5720,

2. T+ =Cony 251E, A(T) TRWEED ¥ 3T T D Rosser 2 Henkin I 6720,
EED Rosser X (04,0-) 1 Henkin X TH 2 Z LN HNSE. DI LITEHE 3.10 B&
EH 3.12 ZHH T 5 2 L TRORDBESNS.
% 3.14. {TED Rosser X pg WKHMLT, 5 Pri(r) BHEELT, —pgr & Pri¥(z) @ Rosser
Al Henkin X 272 5.

PAF ¢ ZBEED Pri(z) IOWT PAE @ < Pri(Tp™) TH D, ¢ 1& T D Rosser % Henkin
Y’C‘Z@% FRRIZ PAF —p O ZdamdEH 3.2 XD ¢ 1 T @ Rosser & Henkin XTH 5 Z &

Db, UL, 2 T @ Rosser B Henkin AW 3 Ld PA R T IZBWTEH ¥ 7213 KGED
TE2LIFRL. EBE, & 3.14 13 T ITBWTHI % Rosser & Henkin XX 2% Pri(z) @
FHEEZRLTWS. fi, T 2BV THILA Rosser & Henkin XDFEET 2008 5 2% Priv(z)
DELD FIEAFT 5.

EIHE 3.15 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 4.2]). Pri¥(z) 2FEL T, FED Li-X » ITDOWVT,
TEPR(e) 2o BB THe 22ETH-p 75,

Henkin MOEBGZ2FHD 2 LT, XX p 25 Pri(Ty7) L WO L AfEY & % 720 D E+
NEEPELNS.

FEIE 3.16 (Kurahashi [19, Corollary 4.5]). fFED L4-X » IZ2WT, UTFEFEETH 5 :
1. Prit(z) ¥ L4-X ¢ DEFELT, PAF o« Pri(Ty7) 215,
2.PAF @ ¢ op 22D PAF —(0yp Ao_) D PAF =Conp — oy Vo_ 725 % XOHM
(04,0-) DIFET 5.
B 3.16 ZFHWT, @& 3.13 O(LRE SN 5.

fied 3.17 (Kurahashi [19, Proposition 4.8]). ¥1 X o 2’fFEL T, £TD Pr%(:(:) YETD Ly-
S ah 1IZDWT PAK o < Pri¥(Ty7) 725,

Y1 X olZOWT, o, E o ZENEN Y XoV-Conyp & 0=1 33U, EH3.16 XD
ROZRDESNS.

% 3.18 (Kurahashi [19, Corollary 4.6)). fEE®D £; X o WK LT, Pri(z) & Lo o HTELE
LT, PAF (0 V—-Cony) < Prit(Ty7) /3.

% 3.18 725, XD FGH THMEH IZEIT 3.

% 3.19 (FGH & ([19] ZZM)). £ED X1 X o I LT, La-X ¢ BFELT, PA+Conr F
o < Provp(Ty7) &2 5.



3.3 Rosser GEEARTAEMEDEE & EHPTREM ST

Rosser aERARTREMEREE Pri(z) &%t LT 2 Rog 2 MBSO LR\, Priv(z) 12 D2 &
D3 O b —H R IRV G5, Kreisel and Takeuti [14] % Pri¥(z) 25 D2 %
7z 32, LW MWEIEE L7223, Guaspari and Solovay [6] L < & Shavrukov [24] IZ& -
TEFHINFHEGREOSEMZ Aviug, D2 & D3 22X 2V Pri(z) OBFEZERIC
IRTZENTES., HIZ, 2T Rosser ALARTREMEIAGEICHE U CTRHAL T 2 E IXaE 3.2 D

Hi % DATH DI eD7h > TWwb (Kurahashi [15, Theorem 6.4]). —7 T, D2 &
-/ I‘T SO

D3 o zhzhziizd Pri(x) BHEEL, L2 ->T D2 & D3 ORI Priv(z) OED I

KET 5.

TEIE 3.20 (Bernardi and Montagna [3, Example 3]; Arai [1]). D2 %{i#/= 3 Pr}(z) 2FET 3.
I 3.21 (Arai [1]). D3 Z¥i2 T Pri(z) BFEET 3.

IHHDEHICED, D2 & D3 O—7772 0 CiEEB 2 e EEmMABI RN 230k s,
DE I, WL O DEH ARG 21t 72§ Rosser AERHRTREMERNGEZ/E 5 Z & CTH 2 Tee
EHORFR RS Z 8 BT E 278, Rosser AFHATREMERREIZES 2 e 2MEH & W 5 B 5
SHEHT®H 5.

Kurahashi [18] (3 D2 XA TW L DD 521723 Rosser AERARTREMEINFEDFAEZ R L,
55 2 Noe et B L EHATREER G O BRI OV TH L TV A, D2 Ziiiz T Prii(z) HET 5
BRIEEREE PL(Pry) (& KD Z2 8D IERMBMEFRETH D, Kurahashi [17) KB W THHATHNT
W3, ROZHIHE 3.2 % Priv(e) ZHVWTERMELEZ D TH S :

C2: fEED LA-X ¢ IZOWVWT, PAF Pr}(T=p7) = Pri(T=Pri (M) 7).

KD KR 0-A — 0-04 2R 5 22 TROMS ERHEHEEZ KDR cEH XT3
E, RBWILT 5.

FEIE 3.22 (Kurahashi [17]).

1. (Theorem 3.1) PL(Pr%) = KD 7% Pri(z) DHEHET 3.

2. (Theorem 4.6) KDR C PL(Pr}) &7 % Prij(z) DMFET 5.

3. (Proposition 4.5) KDR C PL(Pr}) ¥ 72 Pri(z) 1% C1 &z X720,
fI%E 3.23 (Kurahashi [17, Problem 4.14]). KDR = PL(Pr}) ¥ %% Pri(z) BFET 20 ?

Kikuchi and Kurahashi [9] Ti&, D2 #{i7z 3 Pri(z) 2EMOE TS L OBSELS2H L TN 2.
EE 3.24. T O Rosser AEHARTREMERGE Prit(z) & PA DEFIL M ITHL T,

Th(M;Prf) == {p | ¢ I& L4-XT M | Prit(p7)}
95,
ZorE, D2 2ETAZHVTH2BHRTREOI S L TE 5.
3 3.25 (Kikuchi and Kurahashi [9, Proposition 3.3]).
1. Pri}(z) 23 D2 Zii7237%5, fEED M = PA IZ2WT Th(M;Pri) ZEFETH 5.
2. Pri¥(z) 28 C1 %{i/2L, £ED M | PA iIZ2WT Th(M;Prl) 2MEFER 5, Pri(z) &
D2 %7z 3.
LZ5 9] B2 D FEEE C1 X DBWKREZAVTERT WSS, C1L THITH2 I LIZAZ ITHErDONS.
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Ml 3.2 O DEBOBILE FRT2ROEHEEZS. HIZIEEHE 3.15 O Prii(z) 3205k
e iiif- 5.

C3: {TED LA-X 9 IZOWVWT, Tk -Pri(TpT) 25 T F —p.

ROFEHIBMDET VN L TRWIRS#E W% T % Rosser aEFHRIREMIRFEDFEZRT H D
TH3 GX 9] TEID X S7% Prit(z) 2= "—F 172 Rosser AERARTREMIRGE & FEATW ).
EIE 3.26 (Kikuchi and Kurahashi [9]).

1. (Proposition 3.4; Theorem 4.7) Pri(z) 3 D2 & C3 %i{fi/= 545, T OEEOEFEE

SIAHH U LT, MET DPHFELT, TEBD Li-L e KOWT Ukyp < pc
Th(M;Pri) 7 3.

2. (Theorem 4.2) D2 ¥ C3 %iii/z ¥ Priv(z) DFEET 5.

D3 %ifi7z 3 Priv(z) ORMHRIEICOWTIX Kurahashi [15] % Kogure and Kurahashi [11] iZ
BWTHEMmE1T-> C\W5. Rosser sEPHRAIREMEARGEIX D2 & D3 ZHICH/Z3 2 & idnDd, D2
Z M IZ§D 5 Z 2 TRHFD LD,

TEIE 3.27 (Kurahashi [18, Theorem 11]). M & D3 ¥ C1 %723 Pri(z) BEET %2

L7edioT, M & D3 7213 TI3H 2 N EEARIT VW2 e A0 5. Ll IhbD5
HI3ER, HLHOEPEEDOANARENZE S 2HF-> TV 5.

E&E 3.28. T OFEAARIBEMEAGE Pro(z) 1T L, T OEEFEMHEZ R TR Con]%rT HRTEDD .
Cond,, == {=(Prr("¢") APrr("=¢")) | ¢ 1& L4 }.

EHE 3.29 (Kurahashi [18, Theorem 4]). Prp(z) 78 M & D3 %iifiZz 37251 T ¥ Conp,, T
H5.

SEHE 3.27 LEH 329 ALY BRI LT, THF con§r¥ T Prii(e) OFEDI DD 5. %
ZoZers, —MUC ~Prp(T0=17) & Conp,, HFEMETERWI E2MES. 7L, D2 %
#5723 Pro(z) ICOWTIEZINHIZFETH D, 2O & LEH 329 »5H, D2 & D3 %iiizd
Pry(z) IZOWTC TF —Prp(T0=17) 722 205 2 L2 EH (Lob OEHOIRE) %
ZedTES.

ROEHED S, Rosser AEFHRIREMRGEIE 31 C ZifiZz TEEAARTREERGED DT ICH WS Z 21
TERW.

TEIE 3.30 (Kurahashi [18, Proposition 4]). £;C #ifi7z 3 Prit(z) IZ1FE LAV,

4 Rosser B DBARRERIE

AREITI Rosser B FIFTKBUFHE Rfn(Pr}) I&DWT, Goryachev [5], Kurahashi [16] Z LT
Kogure and Kurahashi [10] IZBWTHE SN TV SHIRITOWTHNT 5.

X (18] IZBWT C1 ZHHRLIZ L TWARWS, ftZHDIE C1 2322003,
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4.1 Rosser BOBARMEEDEMEE

Rosser RERAATREMGREE 1IC D < BATREE Rin(PrY) O 3#71& Goryachev [5] 12 & » THA®
LA, FHS Goryachev 1% Rfn(Pry) & Rfn(Provy) & OHENICHER L. FEED Pri(2)
IZ2OWT, PA F Pri(z) — Provy(z) DT PA + Rfnp(Provy) F Rinp(Pri) TH 2. fih
PA + Cong F Provy(z) — Pri(z) 2®D T, Goryachev O OH % ML L 72 R DFERDIF D A7 D.

8 4.1. FEDO T € {I1,, %, | n > 1} ¥ Rosser AEPARTEEMERGE Prit(z) 122V T, MR FEME
TH5:

1. T + Rfnp(Pr}) F Cong.
2. Rfnp(Provy) & Rfnp(Pr}) 3 T L CRHETH 5.
Al 4.1 ZEH 3.4.1 & EDEIUIKALD AL,

% 4.2. Pri}(x) DBHEEL T, 2TO T € {%,, 10, | n > 1} IZDWT Rinp(Provy) & Rinp(Pri)
3T ECHEETS 5.

flif5, Rfn(Provy) & Rin(Pr}) 23 T ECHIETHR W Pri(v) OFED M 4.1 ZEF 3.4.2 &
BhEIUINMES. L7d-> T, Rfm(Provy) & Rifn(Prl) OFIEMEZ Pri(z) OB D HICKET 2
Db, T, Rf(Provy) & Rin(Pr}) 2SRETIE R WIEEC, MR Rin(Provy) 23
HLTVRED &S BMWED Rin(Pri) IS5 Ekp 02, £REEDLNIZDES I D,

%3, unboundedness theorem (FEIE 2.9) X Rosser AEAAATREMEARGEIC XN L THKILT 5.

I 4.3 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.5]). ' € {£,,,1I,, [n > 1} £$ 3. T9 XD ce. BH X IZ
DWT, T+ X PEFERSIZ, TED Pri(zr) K2OWT, T+ X ¥ Rinp(Pry) ¥k 3.

R44.Tc{X, 1 |n>1} T35, EED Prii(z) IZ2WT, T+ Rinpa(Pr}) 2MEF G
513, T + Rfnpa(Pr) ¥ Rinp(Pr}) TH 3. HIZ, FED Prii(z) 2WT, T ¥ Riny, (Pr})
TH5.

i 2.8 1X D2 & %,C %723 Prr(z) 2% T + Rfng, (Prr) + Rinp, (Pry) 725 205
FIRTHYH, ZDZLE Provy(z) KNLTHMILTS. dH53A% 4.2 O Prii(z) K2V Tik
T + Rfng, (Prf) + Rin, (Prf}) TH 2. {15, ROEE LD T + Riny, (Prfy) 2% Rinp, (Pr}) %
AFEATE 208 5 20% Prii(z) OB HIHKET 5 2 e 39h 5.

TEIE 4.5 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.16)). T + Rfny, (Pr}) ¥ Reny, (Pry) ¥ 722 Prl(z) 2FE
5.

4.2 Rosser 2OBFIRMEREIE Y Beklemishev DRFIEEIE

ARGD B ODFEE & LT, Rosser B0 R RIFEIIZ NS % Beklemishev OERIFIEEH (@B
2.11) OFRLRIICE T 238FERZ AN T 5. TED Rosser B FFTRKMEIE Rin(Pri) 128 L
T Beklemishev ORIFHEH & KD ERIFBILT 572550, 3, EH 211 can 4.1, B
FOEH 212 &b, RIIHASPTH S,

M 4.6. [ € {X,, 11,11 |n>1} 2 T3, dL Prii(z) BROZODEHD DL ¥ b—F %1
3 ediuE, T+ Rin(Pr}) & T+ Rinp(Prl) £ TREFENTH 2 :
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1. T + Rfnp(Pr}) F Cony.
2. Pri¥(z) 13 D2 i ¥.

%42 Trhd Priv(z) o, ®H 320 Tehd D2 %ifi’zd Pri(z) COoWT, 2TOT ¢
{2, i1} 12OWT, T+ Rin(Pr}) 28 T + Rfnp (Pr}) E T-fRIFHITH %.

Z&fE C1 13 T+ Rfn(Pri) F Cony 7227 D+5E&METH - 72 (i 3.5). EH 3.22 25
D2 %ifi’z 35 C1 Zifi/z X 72w Prii(z) OFENRED S, BICRDRILT 5.

FEIE 4.7 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 3.8]). D2 %723 2% T + Rfn(Pry) ¥ Cony &
7% Prit(x) BEET .

TEFE 4.7 13FH 3.4.2 OWBRTH 5. fif5, ©H 3.27 @ Prii(x) & C1 %/ 325 D2 %1
ERBROWZER TN E. LMo T, FHCHE 4.6 1ICBEET % 2 00%MH “T +Rin(Pri) - Cong”
& D2 ZHEWICHBNRETD 5.

2 2 E CIRMRIFEEIED AL T % Pri(x) T 2558 TH - 7223, RFEMTEEIZE T Rosser
FERARTREMERGE IS L CTROL T 2 DU TIERW. ROFEI L DR, £2TOT € {%,, 11, | n > 1}
W3 LT8R I -RIEMED R D AL 72700 Prii(z) OTFEERR LTS,

TR 4.8 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 4.2]). Pri¥(z) SFEL T, & T € {X,, 11, | n > 1}
IZDWT T+ Rinpa(Pri) & T + Renp(Pri) b I ARFEHI TR,

B 4.8 @ Pri(x) (XME 4.6 XD T+ Ri(Pr}) ¥ Cony TH D, %72 D2 20
g E. Ko TEM 4.8 137EH 342 ORBRTHH 5. HIZ, T z2EE TS IL-REEDT
AL TH 5 2 DRl 1I; X Cony T 328 dTES. LI ->T, T+ Rinp(Pri) - Cony
YA T ZEHBICAY PE— LT BRI EMNTES.

TEIE 4.9 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 4.1]). & T € {%,,,II,, | n > 1} IR LT, Pri(z)
DIEFEL T, T+ Rinpa(Pr}) F Cony 222 T + Rinp (Pr}) ¥ Cony TH 3.

B 4.8 EEH 491X T DI IZ2OWT IMRFHEDR—RICIIAZ LW Z 2R L TW A3,
S ARTEEIC O WTIERD EHD AT T 5.

EIE 4.10 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 5.6]). KIZF{ETH 5 :
1. TS EeThb.

2. FBD Prii(z) EEBD T € {%,,II, | n> 1} X LT, T+ Rn(Prk) i& T + Rinp(PrR)
S RENTH S.

3 fFED Prii(z) KL T, T € {X,,11, | n > 1} HFEL T, T+Rfnpa(Pri) 1& T4+Rfnp(Pri)
E S -RENTH 5.

HIEE
AR L THL ORBEAZE IR Y b LTLEE o P KEOMHNE 2 I E#H 2 LE T
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