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Existence property (EP) & disjunction property (DP) (&, Fiag “WEpktE” %
IRHNCRTHE LTI, HEEZHENRTH 5, 3 & VvV OERIRA G
5. EP & DP 3BEED H 5725 5 L RS h, EE. H4 ORISR Tl
WBEELTWS Z e TWD, )5, FREMEREICEW T, sl
BWICHSLHETH 5, tmmz\ﬁkﬂ@Mtﬁuxﬁmbe%D\z:
it e LC, e OBLTOMEZHE T2 5A, 2OLIS
EP OFWHifi2ERE L TWd, £O—RE LT, HEKTEHLEFHVEP 2% 2
Thiz, ARk, HFESO@EFPREHRETDH 5,

1 FCHIC

Existence property (EP) & disjunction property (DP) \&. Ffiig “E#ERIS X7
LOMME” ZIRANCRIHE L LTSN TE D, BOHERMEEDORIAM D 55
HICES S THEHERNANRTDH 52, ZOHILEELNLED, Zhzndt Vi
HT2METHE, CZTEPEDP IHMirE T o heFEVTEI S, YATALS
DEP 2D ik, RXBWDIUDI e TH%:

JrA(x) 235 S TREHHRIRE = 2 v BFFETEL T A(v) A3 S TREFAR]HE,
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"Wikipedia DFCH [21] TH. “hallmarks” X #EM XN TV, (cf Rathjen[16])

Ik EROPETTEB L &, # < 1& Godel[7], Gentzen[6], Rasiowa[15], Kleene[8] & \\» 72347
MR, HEEIEGE T d Kurahashi[10] R EDH %, THERLRBMIREZDOEZEDFITR LD T,
FE BN DOBIRIIE T TRERL TATIZLL,




SHDP 2O rid. KB DIDZ L TH5:
AV B S CiEFHATRE = A DS S TREBHATEE ¥ 7213 B 23 S CaEAARIBE,

BB, Bah o TR ZRLTWEeEoTInkHicEbhd, 22T
FERLTELVWOREL, EP & DP X MElilt) Z2R3RETH - T, NEB TR
TH5Z ) ORI o TwiRwy, ERE ER RIS ABEA 2L T
1551 2 FHIAFERIED I EP & DP 2850 b O EFES 2 2 e B HI SN T
W33 (Ferrari-Miglioli[2], S.[17, 20])s ZDXkTIX. EP & DPidzhzh, &1 3
LR E Vv O TEEME) 2 RITREEEZI 6N 5,

FRRITHIRE T WS EP R DP I3, BlRZR o TOW A BIRPRRE LD SR EICD
XARIZHIFL TH L3 0RLBIERRICR 5, PIZIE. TzA(z) R AV B R v X5 5l
REWVoZENDH L, £ LEWIEITBL LT, Zhb3 o0 EDHEAR
R, BT b 2 & 2 ATIRREIZR 2BRHMZ  Hid STV S (Friedman|[3],
Friedman-Shard[4], Kurahashi[10] 72 &), —J/7. HHEAFERE T, 2L EHEWITHE
STH B ZeDFHNTWVS (Minari[11], Nakamura[12], S.[19])  Z AU & 2> DA
D RZE, 2D Moo lFAT 2 MM 2HRT 2 Z & 2HfEIC LT, pure 72
MBI O, . FERLT 3) OMBIC OB > TIT b D E X TR
HEDTWVWB,

kT THRARFERE T, Zhs (EP & DP) IZAEWIIHY.TH %) L EWD,
DPUREEZMAAULEDS T2 b TES, ZOKTFERTALS,

E&E 1.1. (S[19]) XoEmHAlZ (ZR) & FES:

AV (p(z) = py))
A

ZZT, p R 1EBREEER. « &y BHEERZERZERT, Ehd AICHBLRVD
DH 5, FRBFEREL X, (ZR)ICOWVWTHLETWS & &, Z-1E# (Z-normal) TH
%WV,

Z- BRSSO DP TH D, BRGNS BAREETH 5% RE2RTIEL W,

3Rl 1.2 (S[19]). (1) HERERIED DP 2R CX, 20U Z EHTH %,

(2) Kripke bases (i.e., partially ordered sets) D2 Z A2 X o THRHEM T 5 HfH
WEERRIE, TRTZ-ERTH 5,

(3) 5¢fi Heyting fREXD 27 5 12 X o THRENMN I S 2 REdRGEEmR#IE. T Z-
EHTH %,

S ZAE, WEE M P Vo (A(z) V—A(z)) A==z A(z) — 2 A(z) ZEBEFRAEREICNZTES
N5 HEAFERRENE EP & DP 280, ZOMMTIE, I OMHEMIEBERFHO D D2 IR N T

W3 EkS5ICRZ%, FLTEITO IS EP ZHIFLTVWA,
1B A4 BIERHETIERV, Z-IERTROHBRGERIE S EREFET 2,

(ZR)
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Z-IEHMERNET A, EPIZDP #EL, Thbb:

2 1.3 (S[19]). FHEARFERELIX Z-EHTHZ 35, LAEPESTEDP %
£,

ZofElE. EP N DP 2 HFE LT3 Z L DP I L T (nudge) S4UE. DP
EROXIICHRE, LEoTWVWEEIICHRZ %,

Tld. DPIZFHVWEP 2R T Z T, FAL X RBIRITEZ SR0WIEAH S H?
CDXIBRBREDNE. HVEP ZRODPELRT L5 2ndiz, £D5 X T, DP(B
FUOZOMHE) LHAGDEAT, EARKNZDZFARNTITELWV, ARRIZEDO—IR
¥ LT, BERLSTZDimHER (negated formulas, AR TIXRICEERER & FER 2
YIZTR)ICHIRLZZEP & X TA, LWIEDIHEIDL ZADMETH S, &
VR, DIFLWVEEDID 2 EIZFVEHIV, WP, XX DEATHRVONIEER
LIATH %, BBEOZEHBEEOIRNETH D, /2. ISP XY b 2EIIT %,

AEDERKICDOWVWT:

FHEREERREEE & 02 @ Kripke EMRGMICEE T 2 BAAHIHIZ, FE2EROBEHECH ([23,
24)) THMALTED, ZNHDRFHEAY P TEBICAFTELZ2DTERKT S, ¥R
LTIELVRDATzD, HERGERECHEH SN2 BN, WHW 3 pure first-order
language (cf. Church[1]) T, BIBGEE SEKRERGEGS b3, FEbRLRNI L5,
o T, H (terms) IMEREBOATH D, FELRHD I, T/, H(EEZEE) oK~
ADBRIEAZ I D THZ2 ) 22 TR LT, ARZamER e WS S (B 7%
A E T 572X BETHZ Z e, ARETIE, EEICR 2 DEET 5 7-012, fElg
RN THEEE S, UTN TR SR WIR D, FRIAFEREZ B el 2R,

HWofiT., TNETEALTH->7259\WEP 2D REEEIEICOWTHIICHENT
%, Z LT, AFTH«KS 59 EP(SEMMEICHIR X 4172 EP, EPneg) %8 A3 %,
SHITHEDLP> TV I BidR S, FAHTIE, FLHESEHOMILICHITITOa
XY M EARRDB,

{1

2 §5LVExistence Properties

F3, FRHEAFERED EP &, T TWKEALTHS EP D520 WHETH 5
wEP & sEP DEREMNLTEB I 5, 20 DFHBMEHDORIC, AFRTHDIS (&
SO0, BEMEFTHEIN X SIEDEATORW) 55WEP 28 AT 5%,

EFE 2.1. (1) @M L 23 ezistence property (EP) 2o &1k, L CTiEARTRERIERE D
JrA(x) IR UT, &2EERERES w BFEL T, A(w) L CitHAIRETH 2 Z &
3%,

SN Z IR T 2 FFEL B A TEBITIEDLHL DR TVTH S 5,
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(2) (cf. Prawitz[14], Komori[9]) ¥ L 2% weak existence property (WEP) ZHiD &
&, L CEEARTREZRAERE D o A(x) 1T LTy A(w) V A(v;, ) V -+ V A(vg,) 23 L TaERA
AIRETH S 2L T 5, TIZT. widdzA(z) ITHHRLUBZWEERZET, {v,,..., v, }
13 3z A(x) DEBHZBORIATH 5,

(3) (S.[23, 18]) & L 23 sentential existence property (sEP) ZHiD &1k, L Tk
AJRE7R AR @ sentence JrA(x) WX LT, FzA(z) ITHBE LR WERZER v DIFAE L T
A(w) L CAEHAA[RETH 2 2 L & T %,

wEP % sEP % £ O T Kripke frame TEFK T Z 26l%2 25 TE Z 5 (S.[23])s

il 2.2. (1) Kripke base 25#EIEFEEE T H % Kripke frames THREO T &1 5 5w
Lin |Z wEP ZHD,

(2) Kripke base 232 = {0,1}. domain 23 D(0) = {0}, D(1) =w = {0,1,2,... } Tk
% % Kripke frame (2, D) THREO U 61 25 LV X sEP 250,

EBLOLHHTH A, FOEP DU DTH 2 wEP ZRETHIE. DPIZEP %
LS EP. wEP. sEP O =F M HEEHEZRIZ. T3 HIHIZ:

e EP 2 CIZ wEP 25D
e wEP Z#TIXsEP 2§50
ZeDbrd, ERENDOHIZOVTIE, KD LI ITHEo>TWD (S.[23], cf [18])o

R 2.3. (1) #l 2.2(1) ® Lin & wEP 25, EP 270, 3T72bb, wEPX
EP ZEh 70,

(2) Bl 2.2(2) D LV 1% sEP 2 ¥§iH. wEP Z2¥572720 74D, sEPIX wEP %8
7200,

< LTEP, wEP, sEP OO EEHERIZ. XKEOK 1 TRLENS, X -V
X, X5 Y BEINLE I ERT, (ROKTRIENS ] ik, TORZIE— %
MIMZehBEN e Z2E>TWVW3,

TlE. AETEELZWVWEP O WHEEZEAL X5,

EE 2.4. il L 23 existence property for negated formulas (EPneg) %D ¥ 1%,
L CREFAATRERAER D Jz—A(x) 1R LT, EARZEE v 23 FE LT, —A(v) 23 L Tak
HHA[RECTH 2 Z & & T 5,

EPneg (&, EP Z&EH N (~A(2)) ICHIERLZMEEICZ > T0WEabII TH 2, B
BRI Z Z0DIE, PIZIE AN B VyA DIEOFmHEIICE X TR T LIZR L 2 HE

SPawitz[14] (X E B EFRRFERE O DP & wEP 2/ RT 2 ZREH LT, 2D EP 2/RLTWV53,
Komori[9] TH. BEMERMZFELZME o T, [ UK TDH 25 PHEAFERED EP Z/RL T\,
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EP
}
wEP

|
sEP

X 1: EP. wEP. sEP OfHHEH %

FERTDHILHTELIN, TRHEFTANTEP LEMEICZ>TLES DT, GEH
HUCHIR S 2 EPneg DG AR INPARENTH 5, HHIOHIEE LT, EPneg 2’ wEP
R sEP & ¥ WO BRI > TV A2 ZiHNZV, T TIZF> TV wEP & sEP @
56 v iE > T, EPneg Mo EP OffifEd 5E N2 008 5 0k, TEFE1SHA) &
R HRVWDTY, BREZET S, flificbrrdZt LT

8 2.5. WM LAY EPneg ZF5D0 Z 23 ROMHE (x) 2RO Z L LAETH %,
(*) L CRERARTREZRAER D JrA(2) I LT, & 2EAZE v BIEEL T, ——A(v)
L CAEFHAIRET D %,

%72, $12.2(1) D Lin 1 wEP %55 EPneg 2727202 & 25, @ 2.3(1) ik
AETARRDHER TRT TN TE S, 7405, wEP X EPneg ZED 7210,

3 IREFTIChh>TWBE&oELI=CL
ZOHEHIDOHMX, ROWMEERT I ETH b,

8 3.1. wEP ¥ EPneg 231255, EP 2H -V FET 3, Thbb,
EPneg ¥ wEP Z3IZARE LTS EPIFEI NI,

T3, fHELME32EHAET 5, TN foT, EPneg 2o Z 2 D105t % 5
25 (fE34), Z0EFAL T, mE31 OEEMHEKT %,

g 3.2. A(viy, .., 0i) B oy, ..., v, SONCEHZER R 0is#E T, 5B 1
BOAGERBE CAEFARAIREL §7 5, 2D &, i Z w = {0,1,2,... } L T2 1REE
BARFEFRER DM I DMFE LT, Al ..., in N T THICKR B, 22THE (j=1,...,n)
i € wDBFETH D, Aliy, ... 0, ) 1 A(viy, .., vi,) OTEEREE vy, .. 0, ITZER
ZHig, ... i, ZIRALTIE S5 sentence TH 5,

TZOTHARIN L EWSREN DL, B S AKEL,
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AEAE. 28 1 RS ILAREGRE O e 2 EH ORI 2 EERSITAIETE S DT, &
TR T 2HBEEZRVTH A5, @HEAZWK T 2E5E0 pure TH S Z LITHERE
T5E. XOFEHR LRIV, )

I, TOBREEITR S Kripke frame (M, w) ZEA T %,

& 3.3. (M,w)id, w=1{0,1,2,...} ZEMHERE L. XTEDZEIEFEAM %
Kripke base £ 35D TH 5,
M=w={0,1,...}with<:i<jei=0o0ri=j . ( FXSIR)

0
X 2: M

1

##RE 3.4. W L BRDST20DE&M T2 T 2T %,

(1) L F Va—=—p(z) —» -—Vap(z),

(2) L CRFFAmTREZ2smBE %, (M, w) TEHETH 3 (ie., (M,w) THIZE),
ZDEE, LIX EPneg &,

BEBRS. GmEE L D3Rzt 35, ARERDO LR T {vy,v1,v0,...} £ T 5,
Vo, - - ., U AN HHEB 2 F 722 Wil Jo- Az, v, .., 0,) ZF R 5, EEOEK
R (i=0,1,...,n,n+1,.. ) IHNLT, ~A(vi,vp,...,v,) 23 L CAEFAARAIRET &
3 RE LT, Jo-Alx, v, ..., v,) DL CTIHEHRAEETH 2 Z ¥ BR T,

() &b, Fi(i=0,1,...,n,n+1,... ) ITRHLT-A(v;, v, .. .,v,) DA HLRGE
P CAIFAARATRETH 2% Wi 321C& > T, &) (j=1,2,.. ) ITH LT, w ZfEKE
T 3 25 1 B BUAGERIE O [; BFEE LT, —A(j — 1,0,...,n) 23 [; TIHT
HBEIITTES, ZhHZMOD ;G (5 =1,2,...) 18D )T Kripke frame (M, w)
LR E T2, fEDADPLHLIIC, FED i € wiZXLTO £ -A(,0,...,7)
ThHhbd, £oT, 0 Ir-A(x,0,...,0) &b, F&HF2) &b, oAz, vy, ..., v,) 1F
L CAEIHARAIRET H %, O

Tld. TE DM (WEP & EPneg ZH1CHi b, EP 2F7720) OMBICEF L L 5,

8 Z DAEIH% w12 E < iE. ARERORADERD 11#2%) %kt 2 TRINEITR 555, AEM
TREEVDTIEDLLTICBEL, FH1HD IFEOEBIZOWT) 2SR TLEX W,

9Glivenko-Kuroda DEHIZ K 3, 1E¥ A ¥ Folklore TH 325, #il 213, sequent calculus LK @ cut
HEEH 2o TIT S i T D Glivenko OEM DA Z AGERIFICE XA 22 2EZ. (1) D
INEBIZAMIANCES e Z2FFE, Z0FFH->TLES, CWOIAHERLLHISATY S,
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E&E 3.5 (5.[23]). (1) (N, D) Z&/ T Oy Z i Kripke frame & L. V Z D(0y) D
ZETRHROVETRELE TS, MILWILOZHEL. Zh%E N OR/INTO MTH Lni/h
TLE LTHMLUTELNZFIEFESEZ 01T N EL, 20 0B 2 EKMEEE V
LREDIUL, HARIZ 01 N LICEARBEEAERTEY, ZHUTL>T0 1T N % Kripke
base & § % Kripke frame BN ER T X %, ZO® Kripke frame Z V 1+ (N, D) £ FH<, V
NERESGDL =, V1 (N,D)iX. (N,D) 58RI 1T TR/SNZLE S,

(2) Kripke frames DEE € %, EF% 3.3 TED K (M, w) \IZERME (L rEZ &) D
BIRAY 1+ 21T - TR 5N 5 Kripke frames DAL 55, (M,w)ld €€ DILTH 5, )

(3) € W Lo TR sh 2B %E L, &3 5,

DLy i 3.4 DEMEZHT I IIHLNTH 5, Lo TL 1E EPneg 20,
F72. S.[23, MifE3 4 BMHS 2, LA WEP 2RO NEX 5, HLIEL BEP %
FeleimwZ e 2Rl kv, EHFEEP ORFIE 2 258mH 2 RLTH KW0d, o004
BZOT(?) B1IEHIOMEL3 2B S5, ZD7DIIFROME L TREIT KW,

##78 3.6. (1) L1 Z-EHTH 3,
(2) Ly \& DP ZF§7z720

GEEA. (1): FmBEEK A DLy CTREANAIRECARE T %, 1 ZRORGEL R p L HEZ 2
EMAZ R v & y T, ARHIALZVWHDZH - T, AV (p(z) — ply)) 23 Ly TREAA
FJRETH 5 2 & ZRT. A&, ..., v, BADHHZEBSHI LBV L TEW, A%
Avg,...,v,) £FL (BBAA 2 yldvg,...,v, EIZER D, )

L 3G I XoTRBENT 52025, € D Kripke frame (N, D) & dy, ... ,d, € D(0y)
DEIELT, Oy ¥ A(do,...,d, ) TH2, TITTONENDRINTTHS, 0EDOD
Jee € D(Oy) ZEXD, Zhopat —rFT35XK freshite, ZHET %, FneNOD
% E(n) = D(n) U {es} £ LT, Kripke frame (N, E) 2{E%, (N,E)3% Otk
AL TRV, (NVE) LOBRE ZED K51, AHIT 5 m ZBGRFEZER g 10
LTlE e L e BEWIMMDa -3 X5 EIXIE-> TRkD 5:

nk= q(fi,. .. fm) & nkEqlfl,.. f) .
T fid fiPe; D EFey THD, ZRLUMNE f; BHTH S, ZL T, piZo
WTIERRD L 51T %:
nE=p(f) © n#0yor f=e .

Oy ' Ady,...,d, ) 222 0n ' pler) — pley) THZH 5, Ox FE Aldy, ... dy )V
(p(e1) = plez)) THH. AV (p(x) — p(y)) 1&Z D Kripke frame (N, F) T valid TR
11\0 J:OT\ Ll TEIEHHZ:E‘E\EZE%O

WEAKINZ 01 N ED domain E 2FL 4 56: E(0) =V, E(n) = D(n) (n € N).

UKripke frames fi]® p-morphism % Z17 U OFE &, (N, D) iX (N, E) ® p-morphic image T
2,5 LHLETFUERED 2133 TH S, (of S.[19, §2.2])
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(2): HEZZMEZ p, ¢ ZHW->T, (pV-p) = Vig— (pV—p) BEDED
Kripke frame T® valid THBHZ & &, (pV-p) —qgdbqg— (pV-p)d (M,w) T valid
TRHRWZ E ZlERDIUT LW, O

ZDFEHDEIFEY Y LT, XDbhb,
% 3.7. PREARGERIEICBWT, Z-EFRMZIRE L TH. EPnegld DP &E»7i 0,

BEDPoTWEDIE, ZOLADETTH S, WNERRTZLRD X512k 5,
X /YR X 25 Y PEINIZNI e 2RT, BiOR10BED X512 TRON
TREINZ] 2W0I 2 ZAETIEHEATVERLY,

1i
?eg + wEF’\A
EPneg . | X wEP
X
sEP

X 3: EP, wEP, sEP., EPneg O HEHBIR R5EMK)

4 HHOIC

AT, J9WVWEP 22D —8 Y LT EPneg 23 A L. #IZHbW7=130 b ORI
DOWTEARBEZEN Lz, ZOWEY EP. wEP. sEP O HEEHBRICOWTIE,
K3DE ZAETIEOLoTWEMN, ELZITIEE->TWS, FEHOENDTH S, 4
HOMEE LTIX, ROMEZE X720,

RIRE 4.1. EPnegl¥. wEP % % \MX sEP %3 /n?

BFOFMZHID oW S, 7477y M EeBRbO, BHIGEWELE
WV, b oriud, K3z7wR LT TREENS) 32528 TES,

TZT, BELTRICESHEWVWLS ODENTEZ 9,

1. F1ETHEREZBRETH S EP 2§V DP 21725 [DP 255\ EP %2 {f
TR ZHFARZHHEICOT, wEP £ sEP BERXDP ¥ Z-IEMMEIC 00 BERI D



WTlik, DroTWnbZeddHb, ROK4TIE, 202l THD, TZOKTRL
XN KRWITI>TWb, ZAUZ EPneg ZMMAT2W0WHIFTH2H, M1 [E
MV e fERE NG, EPneg. wEP, sEP IE—EICIEWATOWRVWDT, o
CEMERNC R 27255, B4R 522000, ISR D,

EP+DP

N

EP+Z-normal «—» WEP+DP

NN

wWEP+Z-normal sEP+DP

\/\./\

sEP+Z-normal

\/\/

Z-normal

4: EP. wEP. sEP 8L U DP, Z-IEHM

2. FEAGERIEOSEE I pure TH 5 Z & 12id, wwHEEKOME, ZL CE&ILTZD
bODMNEZZZ % LTOMREH 2 -5, LarL., ERERGES - BABGEGSH D

SBTHEZDLHD, EP (ZDEEIX term existence property) @EE%%EE%’E
HWIeR2ZDTES, PHDEREZ Z S LAEFETE X TEP ICBE L&
%Né:tmomf\Spﬂ?¢ﬁ%&ﬁ%%bf%éoz%%%%ibﬁﬁfm&m
DD, FBEDBHEFETIZEITTEL, HEOEWIRIIrD 5, ZEA - ZiEHz
WziZElzW,

3. H1HITH RNz 2, EP & DP(D variants) &, BEMIZ202bH % & 2 A TIEFEMHE
WRBBRVPE N2, PREBERETEZ > TWAHR L EHMTREZ > TV 2 HE
. RERRARANZOD? 2R THID b Tws EP & DP O variants (ZFEH]
TRRRIRZ e BRDOD?? HBHVIIHAD THTRIEH] PRI TVWEE VWS RO
B 0bo TELNZEMARD ZERZHITNIFERETDH 5,

4. LESLHEIPSET 4 AH vy arE L T0EARKRCIA (FHILKE) L ORBIT. X
DESBRMENHEAZI L L VWIFEICR -T2 nD 5,

EE 4.2 (Counter Example Property, CEP).
LF ~VzA(x) o3, D2 o BFAELTLE —A(v).
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CEPX. ZO%D#ED TKHNET S EP)] 2 WVWoTd SWVWHARLRERE A9,
7zv ZAUZ EPneg DR b A HN 5, ROMGEDLE > TV 5,

iRl 4.3 (KAR). MHBEERMEOERD S [ HAGERID subsystem TH B &
SRMEEAVTNREIRT b D%, BESTERAFERE L PR, 3T !
HEE B EFRARGERIE L DY CEP 2R 272 0 DRAE+75MHE. L+ Jzp(x) — ~—Vap(x)

Z DI XD, PRERFERELOHIPHTIX CEP Z2R2 b DRFFEL IRV RS,
Z D &5 EmHiE. contra-classical @M & 72 5, ZHUE. EP ORHE, b o L FEMmHY
WEFIVOREEZEZS S 2T, BEMNREZILT T L AlREE 2R L TEWvwik
W72 5 5 57 Omori-Wansing[13] THbH ATV % connexive logics Tld, EP X DP 2%:#
S AL TV 5, Connexive logics I contra-classical logics D—fT, $TIZH7 D O
BHHEAEROLNT WS, SEROBEELRTEFRE ISR > TITo TIE LW,

EIfR

HEMERICER T 28T, KR X ARG [5]) TOIFEMILE (FHEEGK S
A AFRBRS A, IBIEZEFIA, BHIUERZA) EOBART 4 X h v a i3
N BRIV, T, —BIEE CHRRZEN KA RFERE LA, BfEX
HALKZERZERED) DT 4 ATy D EoMPFITH otz ARIAEHLET, (H
FELWEB LR VDI, 7. EEHBOEDIZIFTHDTT,)

AFE. HARZMHRELS BEARE MBS JP20K03716, JP21H00694 DB % 21
=BT OMFED—H 73 T3,

BE 3k
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