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A NOTE ON A FORMALIZED ARITHMETIC WITH
FUNCTION SYMBOLS + AND +.
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Introduction,

Let @, be the first order language with function symbols /, + and the equality
symbol =. By & we denote the first order language obtained from &, by adding a
ternary predicate symbol P. The theory in € with the following axioms and axiom
schemata is signified by N.

(N- 1) Vz—(z'=0).

(N-2) Vavy@'=y'Dz=y).

(N- 3) Vz(z+0=2).

N- 4 VyVy@+y'=@+y).

(N-5) VYzP(z,0,0).

(N-6) VaVyVz{P(z, y, 2)DP(z, y', z+2)}.

(N-7) VaVyVaYw{(P@, y, 22 AP(, y, w))Dz=w}.

(N- 8) Vz(z=x).

(N- 9 VaVy{e=yD @@ >DAW)}.

(N-100  {A@AV2((A@) DAE'))} DV2A@).

(N-11) s=t, where s=t¢ is valid.

For a term ¢, b(f) means the number of occurrences of bound varibles in #.
For a formula %, b(%) is defined inductively as follows. 1. b(r=35) =max(b(#), b(s)).
2. b(P(r s £))=max(b(#), b(s), b®)). 3. b(MAY=bA). 4. bUAAB)=b(AVB)
=max(b(®), b(B)). 5. b(¥V2¥) =b3zA) =b(A).

In [3] we proved that:

For any formula U(a) of Q; if there is a number m such that, for any natural
number n, there exists a proof B of U(R) in N with the following properties (1)
and (2), then YzA(x) is provable in N.

(I) The length of B is less than m.

(2) For any induction schema B in B which is not a formula of Lo, b(B) <m.

The purpose of this paper is to prove the following theorem.

TBEOREM. There are a formula U(a) and a natuval number M such that: (@)
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YzU(x) is not provable in R. (B) For any natural number un, U(H) is provable in
B with length <M.

We devote § 2 to proving the theorem. In §1 we prepare for the proof.

The author wishes to thank Dr. T. Uesu and Dr. M. Fukuyama, on whose
advices the author could simplify both the form of the formula %(z) mentioned in
the theorem and the related arguments.

§ 2. Preparations for §2.

LeMMA 1. If men=Fk, then P(n, #, k) is provable in it with length 13.

Proor. Using (N-5) and (N-6), we can prove (1-1) and (1-2) with length <5.

1-1 Plun0,0).

m m
(- 2) P, g, at 1) DPG, ', at - +a+m).
By (N-11), (1-3), (1-4) and (1-5) are axioms.

/’”‘\
1-3) 0=0+--+0.
m m
T T
a- 4 a+--+aet+m=a'++a'.

m

(1-5) fittii=Fk.

Using equality axioms with (1-1), (1-2), (1-3) and (1-4), we can deduce (1-6)
with length 10.

1- 6) PUm, 0, 0+--+0OAVz(P(m, %, £+ +2) D Pim,a', &' +--- +2")).

From (1-6) with an iduction axiom, (1-7) is provable with lenght 11.

-7 VzP(im, z, x+--+2).

Hence we can deduce (1-8) with lenght 13 from (1-5) and (1-7).

Q- 8 P(m, 4, k).

LeMMmA 2. If m+n=Fk and n+0, then E+m is provable in M with length 25.

Proor. By (N-11), (1-9) is an axiom.

- 9) k=m+i.

The following formula is provable with length 17.

(1-10) VaVy(z+y=zDy=0).

We can deduce (1-11) with length 21 from (1-9) and (1-10) with equality axioms.

A-11) k=m>Da=0.

Hence (1-12) is provable with length 25 from (1-11) with the axiom (N-1).
(Note that #+0.)

1-12) =(k=m).

We define E-formulas inductively in the following manner. 1. Formulas of the
forms r=s, r#s and P(7, s, t) are E-formulas. 2. If % and B are E-formulas, then
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so are AA®B and AVYB. 3. If A is an E-formula, then so is J29.

LemMA 3. Let %(ay, -+, a,) be an E-formula. Assume that every free variable
of U(ay, -+, ay) is among ay, +++, a,. Then there is a natural number M such that:
for any natural numbers ny, -, #,, if Wy, -+, fy) S true, then (g, -, 7)) is
Drovable in N with length <M.

Lemma 3 is easily proved by the induction corresponding to the inductive difini-
tion of E-formulas. We use Lemma 1 and Lemma 2 in the basis step of the proof.

Let §(a,b,¢) be

Jz[P(b+c, b+c+1, 2)Aa+a=z+c+c].

By formalizing the ordinary informal proof that the function

J@, y) = (-’”‘i‘y)(g‘*’?]‘*‘l) +y

is a one-to-one function from «? onto @, we can prove

(1-13) la b, OAF(a, d, e)—b=dAc=e,

1-14) V2Vy3F(z =, v)
and

1-15) VY23yIF (=, ¥, 2).

We define E-formulas §,(a, by, -+, b,+1) by induction on v: 1. Fola, b)) =a=b,.
2. F1@a, by, b)) =F(a, by, bo). 3. Fy1(@ by, by, -+, byay, byi2) =32[F (@, By, -+, by, DA
F@5 bys1s byan)].

Using (1-13), (1-14) and (1-15), we can prove by induction on v,

1-16) (@ by, - LD AT (@ €1 o5 Cord) =By =C1 A Aby1=Cpin,

(1-17) V24V, Ty, 0 Tpap)
and

(1-18) Y23y: 31T (@ Y1 0 Ypsr)-

ReMARK. In connection with the definition of E-formulas, we state the following
lemma. But it is superfluous for our purpose. It is proved by formalizing the
proof of the theorem 1 in §6 of the chapter 2 of [2].

LemmMma 4. Let G&(a, b, ¢) be the standard formula which expresses the primi-
tive yecursive predicate ‘a=b". There is an E-formula $(a, b, ¢) such that
®a, b, )=9Ha, b, ¢) is provable in N.

§2. Proof of the theorem,

2.1 Let T(z) be a recursively enumerable predicate which is not recursive.
By [1], there are polynomials f(z, ¥, -, ¥») and g(, ¥y, -, ¥,) with natural
number coefficients such that:

® T@eVY-Vy,(f& yu - ¥) =8, y1, -, Y))-

We can find an E-formula ¥(z, ¥y, -, ¥,) which expresses naturally f(z, y1,--*,¥»)
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=g(2, y1, = ¥»). There is a primitive recursive function ¢(z) such that
¢ ="3y1-3Y, T Y1, = Yu)

2.2 To deduce a contradiction, we assume that, for any natural number #,
Iy1++-39, T, Y1 - Yy) OF its negation is provable in %.

Then

%) AzVy {[Proofs((¥)o $(2)) & (y)1=0]

or [Proofy((y)e Neg($(2))) & (y)1=11},

where Proofy is the proof predicate for %, and Neg is a function such that
Neg("q™)="=9" for any formula .

We define

&(n) =(py {{Proofn((¥)e ¢(m) & (y¥)1=0]
or [Proofp((¥)e, Neg(p(m))) & (¥)1=11})1.

From (*¥) and recursiveness of predicate Proofy and function Neg, we can
conclude that:

(*¥*¥)  ¢(n) is recursive.

Furthermore we can conclude (**%%) by the following arguments (a) and (b).

) Az (T (@) ¢ (2)=0).

(@ Assume T(m). By (*), 3y1--3.TG, ¥ -+ Yu) 18 true.
Because ¥(#, Y1, *-*» ¥») is an E-formula,

(i) Yy Proofy(y, ¢(n).
From the consistency of .

(Rkwkir) -~y Proofe(y, Neg($(n))).
We can obtain the conclusion that ¢(#) =0 from (¥¥#¥¥) (#k#ikt) and the difini-
tion of ¢(n).

(b) Conversely assume ¢(#)=0. Then, by the difinition of ¢(n),
Vy Proofy (y, #(#)). Because every provable formula in % is valid,
Jy1-39,T @, Y1, -+ Yo) is true. Hence, by (¥), T(n).

We can deduce a contradiction from (**¥), (***) and the hypothesis that
T(x) is not recursive. Hence we can obtain the conclusion that:

(kwiply  For some m, 3y:---3¥,T(GM, ¥y, - ¥») and its negation are not
provable in ®t. Furthermore 3y, -3y, T (7, y1, -+ ¥y) is false, because
Fy,- 3y, T, Yy, -+ Yp) is an E-formula.

2.3 We can find an E-formula (¥, '+, ¥,) which expresses naturally
SfCm, Yy, - Yu) #g(m, Y1, -+, Y») and for which

@1 WYy s YD =T1T0n, Yo o Yo)
is provable.

By %(a), we denote the following formula:
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Y139 {(Fr-1(a Yo - YD) AU(YD =5 Yo))
Note that %(e) is an E-formula. In the remainder of this paper, we shall prove
that %(a) has the two properties in the theorem.

2.3.1 Because of (¥*¥¥¥¥x) with (1-18) and (2-1), (%) is true for any natural
number #. Hence, by Lemma 3, we can conclude that: there is a natural number
M such that, for any natural number #, (%) is provable with length <M.

2.3.2 Using (1-16), (1-17) and (1-18), we can prove

(2-2) V2UA@DOVyr-Vy,UWw = Ys).

From (2-1) and (2-2), we can deduce

(2-3) VzU@)D™13yr--yTOR, Y1 -5 Yo)-

Hence, from (¥#**¥¥*) and (2-3), we can conclude that ¥z (z) is not provable.
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