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~ “Provability Interpretation of Modality”

Yosaku Nishiwaki

Recently Solovay proved the completeness theorem for G,
according to which a modal sentence is a theorem of G if all
of its translations are theorems of Peano Arithmetic. From
this theorem, many interésting' résults Were obtained and the
relations between modality and provability have been gradually
clarified. , | '

I will prove the completeness theorem for K4 and some
topological properties of K4, where topolgy of K4 models (.1
(W, R)) is defined by derived set & le Simmons or co-derived
set. And then I will consider some of the meta-mathematical

structures of the predicate ‘Bew’.
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R HE oD FE B FT BB AEAR
1. &
~ Hilbert 0EFEMEY = 75 a3 Godel 0)759"%@1’_%%3?&@%1]3%0:‘10
THEINAZ Ll -72, Godel OIFf CEE B E Y £z Licoit
HEE K (self reference) okt Bew (2) (‘z (XFEBATHETH S)
DR TH -1, wEX Bew (#) 11 Godel oFfFEE X, kD3
DOBEH LR LT3, PA % Peano Arithmetic, PA ©%EE F
D —F A EFHST numeral & TF, paF % F » PA DEHE, &
T5&, £ PA ox S, S & LT,
(1) FpaS = FpaBew(I'ST) |
() FeaBew((S—S")1)—(Bew(I'ST)—=Bew(I'S’1))
(Im) l—pABev_v(F STH—Bew(IBew(I'ST1).
Bew(TST) 2Bz, S AENTRTL = bk EHT 5L Th
5. |
Thbadb bl LTRD ZOOHEENTFH IR 5.
1.1 (MAEBomE « UAoEEEL2E i\ PA 0B oRERX
F(z) w3t LT, kX 5% S BFEET 5.
| paS e F(I'ST)
1. 2 (Lob oE#) PA ofFEEOX S Xt LT,
paBew(FSD—S & paS
L 1o F()wr ABew(T ) %% 2, S EF25&, BHEMH)
50 FeaBew(TST). X T, Fra1Bew('ST) AbrpaBew(lST). < hiz
FETHBD S, X, Lob oFBoEM HI h 5 X (Di—3L,
it o—EFEM) Bew(TST) oW, Fea1S & T % &, Fea1S—>
TBew(TST). X T, Fea1Bew(lST). 1. 1 kb, eSS TFE. #-
T, Fea1S. DF D, S« 1Bew(TST) e 6iF, bpaShvo (FF
thod L) FealS. (F—FERMEER) | |
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Con % TBew(TLN) (LIFER) LT+5L, EoFRTLEEEHE T
<paCon EEH I I B, B F() i I1Bew( ) #Ex2 5. (1)
L0, Fral—>S= FpaBew(F[(L—>S)1). (II) 225, FeaBew(l LT)—
Bew(TST). X - T, keaS—>T1Bew(IST) 78 b ¥, HeaS—>Bew(lL7).
Wiz (OI) X b, FeaBew(ShH—>Bew(Bew(SDH1). (1), () »H
FpaSe> 1Bew(lSY) # ff 5 &,  FpaBew(ST—-Bew(I1S7). (1),
(M) &b, FeaBew(STH—>Bew(TTSASY T, Zhiz HeaBew(lST—
Bew(TLD) #&&E+%. WEX LY, FHOBRIFM O 23 % &, S
<> IBew(T L), 2% b, FeSe>Con. LI AT eSS ThoToh
5, bpaCon. o

IhBDFEREYAS E, Bew( 1) i1 PA @ﬂ:mfaE b, gThx [
(BFHREOLREYRLTRHET) TE M2, BHEHFYEZELT
EbH&, | :

(1) FeaS=> IS R

(D) eSS )CrSD-0IS )

() el TSNS e
Einh, BREGRHEOABEELULICb0RELR S, oLt ER L
T [0 % Bew TBRLADL, FEHFREMED 2 2 &S ERRIC 5 O Tl
Te\ady, &S FRENYUKERTL 5. —F, C.L Lewis ko
BRI BT 2 BAL LCBEXBE I hit b ¥ 3 ic fE« o R2EL R
Tz, (ZOREHELIL Lewis 2 LREIAE - T\ 5.) b, ik 2
#ibEEE LTRRL L 5. T5RA 0k LTz, R. Montague i)'iﬁ(@%
Ha T L5 7eliE Nw) 12 PA TRELELLWE E%R Lt .

() FeaN(ST—S
(2) FeaN((N(STH—S)) e
(3) Fea (F(S~—+S’)1)—>(N(FSW)—>N(FS’1))
(4) S PEHEMHAE I HE, FeaN(TST).
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Montague #5581 [1 o syntactical WA HEER I LI REAZS
2, B S—RIEOWTIREDBY THhD. [JA-A R BEL, HioE
HWEMELERT X 5123 %&, Montague O#ER L T [J % Bew &
BRT 5 LR BnbTHS. £ T A4 2B E L
W K—~R oW TBROFESTEE 5 & #5 £, Solovay w X 5kD (
RICBIT ) el Bbhi. ¢ RSN s PA OX~0BRE L,
AL A iR A* 2KRo X5 EHRT 5. |

(1) L1¢=1

(2) Pt=¢(P)

(3) (A>By=(4A*—>B%)

(4) (CJAY=Bew(FA*1)

ZLlT, G % Kk LUHA-A)-1A4 #mx iR 45 &,
(Solovay DSELMER) FEDOHHENL A oW T, A Vo(-ad?).

ZHLT G oEXFHLITANS Z & T Bew &L EBEHCHE
FBHE LMLl R TH B, 0L 57T 1% Solovay LlEjo
A. Macintyre, H. Simmons BEcHbhTED, T2 T3 1. 1, 1. 2
DB T Lf;:b\ﬂiﬁﬁ (# & 1. suitable theory & #E.3) %E%LLT
ERINT D, '

N, [GHE UCREEH (reflexion principle), 7REjE (fixed point) o
—BIFFENT 2 ) 7 OEERE¥EED 71+~ 7 (R Magari, Bernardi,
Sambin %), de Jongh, C. Smorynski &z X of@?j"ﬁéhf\»g){

D ENREEIEETH B D, AFFTIE, G. Boolos @ ‘The Unprova-
bility of Consistency’ % 5FEiz Lic» b, Macintyre » Simmons 2%
22 L 7- suitable theories i >\ TOEMHBWERLYHL L, £OE5
w@%Oﬁﬁ%ﬁE@%Om%m%Ltm EHK, fOBERE OBk
BB LI LTHRI. | |

)
)
)
)
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2. K4, S4 » Suitable Theory.

Macintyre & Simmons [TEHHS&H (1), (O) &,

(Iv) Bew([ST1) = 1S—Bew(I'ST) ; .
hle e 1T % suitable theory & A 72 (Macintyre & -Simmons,
DI S—HiER L .s). Lok SRR o RS S—Hmed LTxES
hy, BV HERGA Solovay ofEELLHT L 58, Solovay. oIEBE ik
BHRBHE Fpadf = FeA DO 1 % T, Kripke =5 4 OBEAHIFR
EBBEL LR > T B, £ & Tk PA ONAROBERREIIA
bhTkh, %:hﬁ:}iznb’c W e s SR A1l Solovay o EERT
BT B LixTER. 22T, Lob @%ﬁ@%ﬁéﬁxfﬂj@m AT
K4 #EL, koZ k%ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬂ“‘é
(%) F1S* = FwS
(T ¢z 1 TORR.) L&, < of&#%Hk T T % suitable
theory LS Lieds. 22T KA KON EYHLE L, A,
Modus Ponens, Necessitation O#HA|ZFE2ORTHSH . ’

(1) Tautology

(2) CIA—-AN—([A-[14")

() dA-[10A4 R
K4 1z (4) OA->A %z icRh S4 TH5B. ZTEH LI &k
Boolos [1] o p. 161 @Vﬂeﬁx S—H s K4 OIS ALTAHZ & T
BB, Tihbb, |
(E®E 2. 1)

(1) ks R

(2) A 012‘5B@éﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ:O%%Eﬁf&%Tw'Cﬁri—"zfﬁZ>

(3) FxdA | S - ST

4) A DHLPBREERERE S T oFHThHS.
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Eo(D)~BEVEETH 5. |
%ﬁz.1@%%@t&m%ém@%%&ﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁgf
(E#% 2. 2) o s S
BEEER ‘A S A 25 S T o~ TRo&EY
Wl tThoTHB. |
f1=1
‘p=¢(P)
- #A-B)=(*A-*B)
#[A)=(Bew(T AT A*A)
(=T Bew |3 S—Hi#H T CoORETHS.)
(E# 2. 3) '
BRAESC A 2 B PA ~oBB TR OGER il T okt LT 5.
b = | |
th=p
{A—B)=('A—~'B)
{OA=CANA)
(8 2. &) EEOBEX A onT,
SA=(tA)
AR, ADHHMEIBIT2IRMEYHWA2, A »p, L, B-C of
B A=[1D DBEE, ' ' '
 #A=Bew("*D1)A*D)
=Bew(T*DYNHACDY) LH. X 1)
=((I*D)¥ ACD)?)
=(CTFDA‘D)
- =4y
(FERE 2. 5 R KW, R), thieEs3 =51 (W, R, P) izo
W, R BRI 2#BR T, [(R)=R—{2, x)|zRz} £325&, {£
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BEOFHX A TonT,
. (W R, P)k=wA KW, I(R), Pk A ‘
EB. A oM X BT A RME. BB TRV ol A=[D DB4&T
HB. TDEA, | | o
(W, R, PYE,A ‘
& Vae(wRx—><{W, R, P>E.D)
= Valwl(R)xVw=x2—{W, R, P)E,.D) S
& Vawl(R)zVw=2—{W, R, P>E./D) LH. X b)
AW, I(R), PYEWJ D AW, I(R), P)E.'D
(W, I(R), PYELA.
(Ff 2. 6) |
Frd A XHLDPLHEBM T T A TEY.
Fsd & A 12569 5 KA 2HB € 7L T2Y,
RERE. BRAEERERE oMM IR ES .
CGEH 2. 1 OFEH) o o
® W-EB)DIEM. WhET B L, EED ¢ OWT, Fr*A. -
2. 4 Xb, =AY (%) XD, Fxid _ |
@ (W) oFER. Jg(br?A) & E. ﬁﬁ 2. 4 b, (AP
(%) XV FrdfA. XoTC, 2. 6 IVEHHEBHEF LD T,
Jwe WKW, I, PYE"A). R=IU{ =, oylzeW} &35 &, (W, R X
e SHEBRIE e, #E 2. 5 X v, JweW(KW, R, PyE4A).
iR 2. 6 LV s . ;
® B)-Q0FEH. Fxfd ET5. WE2 6 b, HEBHE T
KW, I, P) iz2W T,
AW, I, PYEuA. S o
Yo, #E2 5Xb, {W,R, PYevA, (T R=IU{z,z)|xeW?})
HE 2.6 L0021 BEBRE. LLETE)—(3)=(2)>(1)—{4).
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G 13 PA DIEBFREM G LT % 25, PA ofFE#Ex 5V CHIZS
BB OWTEL bhicod G THs. G 12 G oaEKr [JA-A
%%, Necessitation ORIHRNFHFHRTH D, FeA*¥ < Hexd
PRALT S (ZoT A* i AMOC-CIOC 12 A ofr@wmE}—A %
£bT). COBHEEEFCOWTOREYAbel: Boolos DRI
K4, K4* g onwThHirT 5.

(% 2.7 M=C(W, R Py rL, weW,i #ESRKETE. KDL
51 MEQA 2EHTS (ME 13 F EWET.).
EPL
F@p & EFuwp
FQ(A-B) & DA iz EYB
EOA & Ya(wRrz—E A AV <i(=PA)
(8% 2. 8) KM A rountT, nd) #%k0k5EET .
n(L)=n(p)=0
w(A—B)=max(n(A), n(B))
wW([(JA)=n(A)+1
(% 2.9 (1) FIA &= IVj=i(FPA)

ESA 1x ‘Az w THRRERD LHED 5.

(2) A iz M TRRBZY < YwecW(EIA)

CEE 2. 10) EOBHEYT A KowT, kot LXRA%THS.
(1) Fxed ‘ |
2) A XFIXNToHBYE TN TREEY
(3) FxiA* '

FER. Q) B s, {7 FraJC—C. (DR THEL L 5.
FrecA. ERETS. GY OFH BT 3@k L 5. A » tautology
i OB-C—~OB-00) o&EHr bbb, A 28 O0B-B o
Lx, Vizn(AEQA) it Viza(AXEDA), Lil, bLEEos

(8)
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ERRIILT 27D, j=n(A) ext LT BEPLIB->B T, EYB, K9 1B
Yo, EYYOB-B, 2% h, EYUPA ft-T, K& oR/BTT~T
HBHE S THRREY s, X, A L A->B 2B EF A TER
EHL/e 570X, Bohe B dBBELB D, X-T, K4* oFEE
TN TRREY. ()2 EHTE. |
RIZ2>B)EFEA L L 5, Frd* L{EETS. WE2 6 Lb, b3
WBRETAND ST, 5 weW onwT, EhA. RmRERELD
DY ESA THB. T I T EwA* LY, FuwA TA DXARMHyHE
X OC wonTdh EuJC—C THZ D, "
(@) A DFTRTOEHHENR B w2,
EYB & EQB (EED i) -
) A oFXTofsrimER OC wowT,
= @OC-C ,
PRENNE, Eed S EQA L@ 1) ViEPA) TEE 2. 9 X
E3A. i BT BT @), O REELLS. i=o 0¥, @IHL

o LC A ofSREBRLED, FJllCoC ThBeb, EQHC-C,

RoTMBEYT. £ T@), W% i B OWTHRILT S ERKE. B OFEY
FRDOVTORAET@ 2 (+]1) moWTHEETA I EwRES. BH
HThRCEER B=LC ok & Tth 5. EPLC LEE. T5& Vii
(FQC), wRz 7B FTNTD x 22T F.C. X)X v EPC. I
T, EGPOC e, 3L ESPHC e, EQLC #-1, ERYLIC
<= EPOC. @r2WTRNEOREL Y i @20 TRIZ L TWB
5, (+1) K2\ ThEIBZ. X, Br2wTik LIC 28 A o
KRThHhE, C b EH5THY, foT@nb, (+1) i LT EEGYIC
= EQOIC o EGPC & EQLIC. EQOCC TH - foh b,
EGPOC-C. chik G+ ©d LTIz T 3 &R LT W 5.
IhCE), DD B Z EARER, €T, QB)0RE k. Lk

(9)
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(1), (2), B)DREMDIEBAER L.

=T K4* b A B o TIIRDEEMN &yj‘%
GEE 2. 11) FEOHHEI A ©woun<T,

FrdA & Frat'A

T = 3L, S Frid ES A BEED ¢ 1ConT
T CTHEBHE (BH 2. 1), Ferd SPA 3EED ¢ wowt T T
B ((*) oEED L i Solovay WICIEMTEE), Thb, WAL
DIXETHIZND — bR 2. = %R 7. Fe¥d LFEE. M=
(W, R, P) #EHhoRmesr 3588 2. 10 X b, ‘A
M c#iRZES. Thbb, YweW(EHA). RIREK b VDI,
Vwe W(Ew'A). ZDiedicit, HEDOT B rowt,

FGP B EW'B

RRBE I, BFA LY, THkER i wowt, EQA HioER
DIEHF D@ LD, EQA, 0% ), EoA i o TEHIEH I 5.
2T, o= DfEHIir BoBEHI AT RWE LS. 2 ThH
HTlhhvwour B=LIC oBE&RTTHD. ZOBH, RMEORETE
B, EGVC< EPIC. &R 2. 7 X h EQVIC & EQLICAC.
t OEH LD EGPOCAC S ESPHC). X, EYYOCAC &
@ IICA I GYIC (R QLICAC) A ERICES EQ(TIC). X >k
DS RERTES, |
CLEozint G & PA oG, K4 & S—HEmoMicd T
HT Lot BRI LG, BOSEa@N Goder (krvbixd
AEBRPTRHER TS E2ELE S—EBROFOBRRIRVERL
FEEbR7gW, 2, Bew ORERBELYE L SBICIL G THh->ThH K4
Th o> THREHRE V. L LAMHERED ke 1k K4 wknT
HdINRBEVSTINTHA .

(10)



W % T2 &

3. Bew, [, & ke

S4 o O LBEAT I 2Lt I ENHARAEERF C olici
HFOER DY, THIEH L - ® » Mckinsey & Tarski ¢TF -
72( Mckinsey & Tarski). X, ZEH 2. 1 X PA OBE s &
—~a*A (Boolos [3)) &7c52%, S4 Grz ofrikgsr Grzegorezyk iz

Lo THge It (Grzegorezyk). WwFhoEasd [JA->A 28T 5
i, WhITEER R EAT S & L R TH . K4 A
BATHNDIC S4 OMEMELZTF I D1 K4 o2 -Tas s
L9 5. |

BeMiEe (W, R (W % R o field &35%.) & 2o,

AW, R)={P (W), U, N, —, C> |
(T PW) iz W omgs, (PW), U, N, —> 12 Wolihsg
HEDT = RE) HE2 L. CX={y|dzcX(yRx)} &£T5. R MNREMW
D DHERB [ e UK, - o
1) XeCX, - (2 C(Xu Y) CXuCy,
(3) CCX=CX, (1) CO=0 (0 137%H),
it T o ik C OBELLHOLNLTHAS. Thbb, C AR ER
Feiend oz LD S4 OMHENETANELRDC LIL X CHD
hTw%. 2, R BHEEBH TR ZPREMTRVEE, 2% K4 o
BHBOBE I ERD X 5 iz i, flzid, REH Tk vk,
XcCX B L7is D TH 5.
(F3% 3. 1) EEoBHEeR LT AW, R) ~oBifi e KD L5
WEERTS.
e(L)y=0
e(p)=X (XeP(W))
¢e(A—-B)=—e(A)Ue(B)

(1)
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e ([(JA)=1(e(4))
xe X2HDEFN (W, R PY » P icis LT\ 5.
T, EwA S wee(A) LEFETHIEM FIES & (forcing relation)
BELN B, |
: _ Eul A & Ve(wRr—EA)
ERTHED, B 3. 1 © e((JA)=(e(4)) 12,
wez(e(A)) << Va(wRr—zee(A4))
Lies. R oHBHE»bROBEIFLND.
(R 3. 2) |
| (1) «W=W
2) «(XNY)=cXn<Y
(3) 7X<7zcX
CFEBH. (1) Wit R o field Tthrmnb weWAwRx—xzeW, OF b,
wetW. (2) wer(XNY) <& Ve(wRr—zeXNY) & Va(wRz—zec X)
AVrwRz—xeY) & werXN<Y. (3) werXAwaAny — wRy A
yeX. X T, wRxAxzRy—yeX, 0% b, wereX.
CITHEELTCEEEVO, 0=0, (XUY)=cXUzY, tX=rcX
PR L\ A Th 5. R BRETHIIE, 10=0, cX=ccX RET
L, © BEEIERTFO&EML#E- T Licics.
i 3. 2 D(l), (2), 3DIxHY7=BIFR,
(1Y ¢0=0
2) o(XUY)=¢XUeY
(3 geXcoeX
il T o BEIZDIRG. COXSFRATFRERT AT ER 3. 1
DB e oEHEY A oy o>wToiErhifl v, 1, p, A-»B
oW Ti e ERT ¢ T, -
¢'(JA)=—1(—e(4))

(12)



HoO% ERE

EL, s X=—t—X 35, FHES3 21560, 2, @ rEHES
hs. e
(& 3.3) AW, B k1, C 1 ©rhZhifa, BEERT
ET%L,
IX=:XnX
CX=0XUX

Lish.

iER. WHRTH 5 0 T IX OB OWTORERT 5. BERER
Fo&tt RidoFEERTO&EBN~GOIH) Eilik T & 5 HEx
E I IXSX g on, IW=WnW=WnW=Ww kX, IW=W.
IXNY)=«(XNYVNXNY)=XnNYNXNY=IXNIY. MX=7(X
NX)NtXNX=reXNt XNt XN X=rXnX=1X. Xx-7, T xpisire
RTLiss. ’

ZHT R BHEBRHEED AW, R) ~DORHOBANTHE & 7t %
25, T o 1X 13, |

zelX & Vy(ze X A(zRy—ye X))

ThHB. 22T R BREMTHIE, 2R X v zeX f)sf%f‘ohé@'c,

' zelX & Vy(zRy—ye X) ' @
Libh, BE0 IX LRk . "

iz R BB EH OB AW, R), 2%h S4 oe5irk
o T BEA, maoiékﬁﬁgh5®<%65# T DWW
m&®ﬁ%ﬁWJ?% |
(B 3.4 AW, R) T I 2B IEA T DR,

zer’ X ¢ rel (XU {2})

EEETHE, A 3 2 o (1), (2), Q) EWML, IX=/XNX &
5. |

EB. B zeW wownwT, W=WUlz} o IW=W b,

(13)
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WU{g=I(WU{s}). X-T xel(WU{a}) &7 ()AL 2h
xec’(XNY)
¢ el (XN YU
S xel (XUPHNI(YU{a)
& xer’ XNT'Y
<, Rar. xel(XUui{a}) 7o, 2ell(XU{x})., IIXU{x)cI(I(XU{x})
Ufah) v, xecr’X. L - T3S T
xelX 7ob1F, x2eX IXulicI(Xu{a))., X -T xelX 7ebid,
xel(XU{x})). o, zelX-xer’XNX., 2% v, IXC/'XNX
i oxer’XNX L35 E, X=XU{r v o/ X=IXUuah)=1X X-
T, xelX. jgic IX='XNX.
CORETD o AW, R) TEXLTALE, R BRHITH DD
b @A) &b,
x€l (XU {x}) & Vy(xRy—»y=aVyeX)
BELRE. Tihbb,
xec’! X & Vy(xRy Ax=y—yeX)
Lieh, ZoFARHE 2.5 T I(R)=R—{{x, x)|xRx} 5% &,
VyxI(Ryy—yeX) Lign. I(R) 3HEHITIRzWhD, EH 3. 10
e((JA) oE#HE—%T 5.
SETOZERTEDD L,
(2 3. 5) |
(W, R, Py iw2>C, ep)={pIP(p) BE} X, YeP(W) o\,
XR'Y % e (X)Re (YY) &35 &,
A DB LWy R, Py THE S e(A)=W
Ekh, .
(1) R »HEBAR B, e(JA)=1(e(A))
(2) R MG SHERBE B, e((JA)=1(e(A4)) .

(Z14 )
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(o IX=:XnX)

P EoBithE S—HE#HTD Bew LIEVODIFBLEE 5B THS H D
¢ % K4 256 S—Him T OX~NOEERE TS &, FriAea 4P ThH -
7. L ZTHRMSC A konT, S SR

r(e(A))=e(Bew(TA* Ty~ . (B)
Ek< &, Bew OfIHPHEEIBLRETHS .
(B 3.6) t kB TEETHL « BHE 3 2 o), (2, 3ok
Bl L, S '
I(e(A))=e((Bew(TAP T A A)
C(e(A))=e((Bew(l TA! ) )—A)
LB, - AN

. X B DI EAEHELATH LD, FHATTREM OEH &Mt &
OO TELTHRLS. rT Xh FBew(T Tl o, |
(e(T)=eBew( TN-D=W. 5%, cW=W. z(e(AAB))
=e(Bew(I’A¢ AB#1) ) =e(Bew(lA¢7)¢* ABew(l:B¢7)¢~1)
=e(Bew(TA?1)*") Ne(Bew(I B 1)) =c(e(A) Nr(e(B)). X, HMEHE
(V) X9, FBew(lTA*1)—»Bew(IBew(TA*N1). —e(Bew(FTA*1¢-1)U
e(Bew(TBew(TA*NNEDN=W. #-7T, t(e(A))Srele(A)). I(e(A)) 118
F#EH OB, X, Cle(A)=—1-(e(A4) Lv, Cle(A)=e(TBew(lT
AN HUe(A)=eBew(l TA*T)? 1> A). - : L

ST o KOVTUL B IHETHERAL EDL Sk DLNETHAS D
M, o X=—1t—X THHLD, ‘

- ole(A))=e((IBew(T 14Dy -~ ©
Licsh., B & O IR TH L0 bHE 3. 6 IRy /s iE 2 7
L, Ie(4) & Cle(A)) 13#i& 3. 6 L —F7 5. Simmons ¥ ) &H
\»T CX %73 Li- (Simmons) #5, W, R, AW, R> %% EicL
TR BEAT LRIIATHROBR L & NN BRELRLTS. L5
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T, i 3. 4 T X={zlxel(XU{})} & LA, ¢ DHBR/IREDL ST
ERERDLEA I X OFBOWHEELS &,
xecX > xe—r—X
& xe—-I(— XU {a})
— #¢C—(—XU{x})
& xeC(X—{x})
ThHo b, cX={xlxeCX—{)) &7cb. Tibb, oX it X 0BEL
Thh, veoX 12 X 0EBEROTHE. -, FELT, AW, R)
ZRWT, o X 12 X 0BESTHY, X 3Eh &AW RESTHS.
ZH5LTr ¢ WTFhEAVWCLAEREATE, Tt I, CixH
Ldnéhndiddbhotk. ThbLDZ EuIEHRCEE T 5 b
i, ROXSWCEHTEALTHASS.
(1) K4 efie@A LS E3hg, o @ik W, R, Xz
AW, Ry &z,
xerX & Yy(xRy—yeX)
TrX 28HEL, IX=cXNX 3T XV B2 W IRIe,
xecX & Ay(xRy AyeX)
T oX BEHEL, CX=0XUX LFhiT L.
() S4 rBAIRTWHMEEEDF T K4 o ] o @RI,
B 2. 3 To (JA=CTAA'A) Lixvbife,
xer X & xel(XU{x})
xe0X & xeC(X—{x})
ELTHEzbhD. S4 0 O RUMHERTOMEALTSE, Ki O
BEEFSHIET S Ltk %
(M) S—EiHTo Bew L\ ouEE: K4 ©o OB L, # -
<, AW, B) T ¢« eiIET 5. PA To Bew R ¢ oGt
5. Zhur G oE [(UA-A)-A Mo BEA ARt

(16 )



B ¥ ETE

B THB. —F o1t K4, G vrhtfh UABew(T1 1) wxhind %2
L. -

4. NHEIREEEE

t0=0 L+35&, —t0=W Ltibh, zhi PA TELDE, el
Bew(FL1) &7 %.: ea1Bew( L1)e>Con TH YD, FralBew([ LD—
L) ABew(T L) Thotemb, HARELHETE (raCon) X b,
b<pa 1Bew(l LT), Xi% Lob oEE1 S ps1Bew(T L) 8%, 7
bbb PA et s AW, R) Tiz <00, Tty cWx=W. #-
T, W—eW=x0. xeW—0oW 13 W OIIETH-Trd, TEEhE
Bt Lob ofE Rz, AW, R) I EExH2O2C Lk
5., ZOFMLRThHbn Lo, S—H#HE PA K4 L G h*
NIz o DB D 5 MHENIG RS 5. ThbD 5 bo#oh%
I THRNTARD T LT 5.
(8% 4. D
(1) xels(X) & xerX—X
xels'(X) & xe X—0X
(2) ' L={x|xeL(X VU {x})}
L' ={x|xeC(W—{x})}
3) AW, R) 33t & tW=0
AW, R) 11Hf < oW=0
(4) X AWACHEE & X—X=0
X RECHRE & X—eX=0
(5) X s & X=X
X #5g & X=X
6) X 2348 < 1IV(Yx0AYCXAYCY)
X 3598 & N1IY(YSOAYCXAYCoY)

(17)
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(8 4. 2) S—HzxH T o A% wonT,
(1) pA*—>Bew(l A7)
< e(4) VHER
(2) +Bew(l A*1)—A?
= e«(A) KR ECHE.
REBA. (1) - e(A) D BAKES
= e(A)=7(e(A) Ne(A)
& e(A)Sr(e(A))
& FriA—-JA
&S A Bew(FA%7)
(2) e(A) BWETHE
& rle(A) ce(4)
& FrJA-A
& rBew(TA)—- A%

COED (N T < Bew(l 1) 2% ~Bew(lfA1)—»Bew(IBew(TAN1)
Efen e, Bew(h Dz AW, R) CHEA LA 2 LaFE®R LT
W3, PA Tk 3—eonT (1) oMERBLEIRTHhE 2 b, 21—
Xix AW, R) TH#ESG L -TW3E (FEOX A ”2oWnWT Bew(rm)
2 21— THBD, (1) oOBBEERHECTN S—X Tl D FET
5. :

(2) 13 A? E DOV TOREFERENMERTELZLERLTED, Thd
WEHECHBCHIE LTnBZ EEfXT 5. Lob o & B ic X fuid,
FeaBew(TA*1) - A% & FraA? ZRETHENE, o) BHESR TH
h, ThAPEEOEERLOPWTRILT 2 I E2BNTW5. o TRFE
HAGER AR CThHIE, AW, R) =M & 7t D, To#d BT
5. O ERPIDECHTERTRE, Lo A% i L %F21C, bFea
1 < e(1)=0=10=:0 &&%. X, (1), QxFLDsL,

(18)



—rA? «> Bew(lA¢7) |
 e(A) BEEALOWNHDESE
k75, Henkin—¥ o R Z5 & 7 5
(B 4. 3) S—E% T o 4% o,
F1Bew(FA*)— A% 7t 51 -pA¢
< W 2348
AERH. W X4
S VY(YSOAYCWorVEY)
S VY(Y50-:Y—Y%0)
& VY (Y50-I5(Y)%0)
T (A=Y LtBL,
e(TA)Xx0->Is(e(TA)x0
E e(A) % Wes Is(e(A) % W
&S (F1A? = 1qBew (T A#])—>A9)
& (FBew(T A1) A? —> -1 A%)
(& 4. 4 - .
paCon & 0=20

AW, = 132 DOEOPITIER Lz, —eaCon,
LD &332, “hiz —0=W. Tihbb, t0=0,

5o

ey

— PA 1 Bew

i 4. 2 225 Henkin—3r o (741355 41 @Bhtﬁ: ﬁﬂ@fﬁUik

DWTEES THA 5 THHLDXEBIFTEH S L,

(1) Godel—xr
Frad e 'I BeW(FAD
(2) Rogers—
- Frad &> TBew(M 1 A47)
- (3) Jeroslow—
Frad > Bew(l TAT)
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TH5. Thbixthrth, BNoFEYE, FEEOEWTENE BEifo
FEEZER LTS, (1), (2, QIofEnFERzThTh,
(1) e(A)U(e(AN)=W
(2) e(AUr(—e(A)=W
(3) e(AU—z(—e(A)=W
& 7o b, Henkin—37 1,
(4) e(A)U —z(e(AN=W
Eled. TOREAND, Ththoxx W ondlofthoEEThs
bbb, N, (D)~A)DFRERERRZRD X 51l > T 5.
(1) Fell(pe>10p) — Ll(pe—>T01L)
(2) Fad(pe=>10010) — C(pe=1L)
3) kel N(pe>11 p) — [LI(pe> 1)
4) Fel(pe=1p) —> LI(pe>T)

5. K4, G LfthofRiEROER

Boolos ((1], p. 23) oMz X iZ,

K —K4-—G |

} '
T — 5S4

} \
B — S5

LT3, S—Hz, PA, EHEFHRE, Dummett o LC (BEHE
RAHTR (p=V(g—p) #ABWE L Tz =R 0BHEE K4, S4,
K4.3, 54.3, G HDFHARBROBERLBELCARDLEED LI ZD
THAH 0. |

(1) Mckinsey & Tarski (1)) OFR T 12 el <& HaT(4) (IC
EBEERE) YRIILILDOTHo. X, HHETA 2o,
Frid & Al FréA D Fad TH oo b, FrAPm T

(20)
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(4), Fr*A & FT 1CA).

(2) MEMUBR T VD&, Fud & s T(A) 2332 > T
% (Dummett & Lemmon, p. 253, 84). FsisA=—lsiard (5S4 Grz
12 S4 © OCA-A)—»A)—A #nzicd DT, ksl & et
S A DFRTOEBEFRN PA 0% L5 (Boolos (1)) #3412
E, Fred = FfTA) B"8Bbh3. £ZT FsusA == Fauend
BEALT B ENELTH LY. bsiend & 6tA AW, sl
= A BT AN E 3% G oW T® Tree (Boolos (1] o 8)
THANBZENTES. Thbh, FudA= 4 BRI LTWEND
S4 wftmEhs S4.3 oH, -

L~ VECe—Lp) ©

It RIERS SRR G CEBL B NENEEIE L. ko
NERY 2 = TEINTWAHEEF T Tree 22 F $F 5 iz
V. il e D OTERBRE D X 5 e e B BARRT o B
S5Ths (i Tree DALY, - TEBE LRV EMNY =~ <X
BERALTHELRERCOWTRIZTIE, BHRrETs 213 TE3).
Fsisd = o'A HEh L Tree & A7 TH R OB)DOFERL Hiod
50T, ThETELZBRLLS. ' o

- 3) G OA-A ofhic Lib @%i?gwdr“bt /\E @CA—~A)
—»0A ZFoTwB i, LT HA-A 288354 PA o
BRoEeMeRT s, G & T LOoMADIERERD X5 hES
HY 7SRRI R IR FEEE gy (Boolos (1], p. 30). ZodZ &1k G iwonCH
B THDDTIERL, S4Grz wonThvi b, S4Grz ik S4 X b
FEW2Y SS g Ehivl, (Do#R T 2E57%bil, Frd D
Fsear T(A) BRALT 5 (Grzegorezyk, p. 230, }2). 2 bR DOKERH
Bbh T\ (Sobocinski). A<B % B ' A OEOYRTHB LT3
&,
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S4 < S4+Grz < S4.24+Grz < S4.3+Grz.

#®oT, S4 55 S5 FToRIe Grz xRk S5 REFhicLC

k2 b, |
 QCERLEARELTRL 5. S eusd = Famd X LTA

5. O S4Grz TEEEKD. FThbb, Fsubrzes OAGrz BT

LT3, f85TC, bsesarsd = Fsiard. —JF, o Sobocinski miE

Bng S4Grz < S4.3Grz. ZhIIFE. #iz, FssAT92 send.

IHhHOMOBRIIRD L S RRTESLTHA 5. — T < kb

EXL
S4 — S4Grz

| l

S4.3 — 54.3 Grz

4) Q)cELhLERL K4.3 & G 0BA Bt s Th5 5.
CHIZB)DFHBE2HTORER I RO ERDI SIS, &, 1T
BOBHEL A T2 T A%Er, FrudA=— A LRELTA 5.
3 2. 1 & Boolos ((1], p. 161) D#EHE» 5, K4.3 wouwt 8o

B DF D rdA S s BT S D LB BICEN TE .
COEREAVEE, EORED D, Fssd = bFeased BERITT
5. DTHELRERER, Fsd T Fasesd KK T 3205, Fres'd
4> A, f65T, K4.3 < G Titfe\n o Edvbh s, |
MEDHELZ DL, &% CHAROVHEERTHDLELLAT
o BELES>THD) S—F% &, Bew TR ITHE r K—RE Triani
DRIs -1 IEEE TS D L ot X, EEMRNATRK S4 Grz 4
S4—S5 DEHBITAH LIcE Z ACB LTS, ChbDZ Einb,
AR TTREM: E D EEMD, A SRIBE D CONRMECEAN & znT
Lb—F LB L RSATESTHS S,
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6. %5 I

$EC Bew wis O 0ofFRE2hLREOIDEYATEL. BES
REL ORBENEANR IR TV 2HRFTH Y, Raimi &t
N THAH 5. 7 Solovay DfER L EME LT Bew OF D4 & 5HHE
S FHEREZAC TR VERCi-f, 21384 %. Lixvz,
HRHEREEZHVDL I & TA 2 RENBEDOTNTHBAINSD, Lo
CwErHTIEbRTE RV LE YOI, BR A YA VTR L ERER
DYXDERTHY, Bew k2 [ OBFIIFETH S, Lok, T
tdb, [ ikXs Bew OO LOARE TRV D TH 5.
WHXX A OBERE s S—HH L PA XX Lo s LT 2 s\
BHTHS.

— XU {x) &onT —
BETHEAOWAHIA L LT LXUW) 2 L, £k
HEOH NP HEH LTHE 5.

(1)
1) (X=-Y)&CtX—-7Y
(2) Lz)TXi.(;T(LiJXi)
- (3) T(OX@)QOTXq;
(4) TeX=rX=7IX
(5) XCY—seXccY

FEBA. b?h%E%Akob1@%$%E®ﬂﬁ%kﬁﬁf%%
(2) X »"WHCHERL X, 1IX mﬂmé’&%é

ZFBH. cXC€X &F%. IX=:XNX=7X. Lo e TXCZ'TX £y,
AdX=reXnNeX=cX=1X. ko< IX=cIX.

(@RE3) [0S0 nbis, HUES, HREAR VTR REDRETEH

(23)
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5.

FFHH. H L X REESAH1E, X=W-=-Y T YcoY. #-7T, X
=t(W—-Y)CtW—zY (&&1(1). W=W X b XSW—-2Y. W—:Y
cW-Y=X. iz tXcX. _
IX=0 ¢35, tXNX=0 t7iA. X-oT XNt X=70. X<t X
T 0€O ThHhHArmnbh, tX<0O, X -7 «XcX

FEARNIEE ORI BER O MR HER TORMRE BT 2 & & TfT
TESD, X OFMHZERGRATHD 5RENC OV UL SR OBEFRET
»5. ‘

ok, Fo#FEeEoEH i Kuratowski (§9), Zaryeki #&E 1 L
7c.

3
(1) ZTOFEEBLUL Boolos ((1], p. 16) & Hu~1c.
(2) Solovay jﬁﬁﬁ Solovay m5e&MEBEOFHIL Kripke 4‘:7/1/& PA 1B
BRI BERHS. Solovay OIS EES Ric B I I O TIE,
Boolos ((13, 12) # & M.

(3) #HSOMEBESL T, Macintyre & Simmons, Simmons &M, #5H
7> suitable theories »IESFESFWEIL CIZ 3 &R R L.

(4) 429 70EBBREFEED 71— 7 OWIIL 1975 £ EH 2 & Studia Logica
FHRLODEREREIR TS, XX ZCREBFRW2, O % ¢ Wi EHE
FrEHL, v BEOL 5% 7 — 4 % (diagonalizable algebra X IEi¥
hs) b2 LT, TEHROFE HEOATEPFOLCHE I hTE
Twb. —f, oLz de Jongh, Smorynski I X - Ch R
ERERGE LR T3 (Smorynski (3] 2R). X, RERER 2w Tk
Smorynski (1) #8f. REsEEEo—RNBIIIL Smorynski (2) %

(5) = oIFHIE Solovay (§4) &R,

(6) zofRE (x) » Simmons =3\ T open problem 'C;b«,t ,

(7)) PRoiE, BLaFk Boolos (13 €5, ## 2. 4, 2.5 ¢k Boolos (1]
» lemma 6, 5 (p. 165) &G L T\ 5.
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(8)

(9)
(10)
(11)

g% BN2HE

 DFEBIZ OV~ Tik Boolos ((2], pp. 4-6) # 2B, oA CoEHEIT
Boolos (2] LMUTHB. # 5T, ;?JEB)aL;: 5L TWbEHE 2 10 X
Boolos ‘D #ERO—# (L TH 5.

Z DI\ Tt Boolos ((2), 588 1) X 5.
G L tA OBIRIZOWTHHBIZL TV % Z &1k Boolos (2] &8,
Simmons 7% ¢ REARC L TELORMFHEEEH TCOM LS (EFE, &
BE, THESS) YBRATAEDKR, ¢ L Bew @E#%@Wi}%:%%k

i

e, kEZbRI T E S . (XU {2}) AHEREERPITED X 5 ITE

(12)

(13)

(14)

O, £ X3 EBREERICTHEONTIRIES R Emiha B o T,
I(XU {2}) OEAWEEC OV CEAREYER.

8 4. 2.(1) DUBEEXHTHEE, 0% Y T={Alrpad—Bew(TAT)} &
S—XDBRIONTE, 2 & S—X0EFETHE, ST ORIT
5z Ed Kent 12 X o TEEBI I T % (Kent). ‘

Henkin—3 1% Fpad < Bew(FTA1) 75X A D Z & T, Lob 2 Lob o
RELFEN T 2EREZ AT, Frad, 0% b, Henkin—33gH &
BT LhR LT (Lob). L y
S4 Grz 1% Grzegorczyk Wik T 5. X, ZhEREORIZ Sobocinski
KXo ThHEEIh TS (Grzegorczyk Sobocinski).
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