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Rosser AEAARTREMERFEIE Rosser [23] 25 Godel D 1 RN EMPHE T 2BICHWEFIE
WKEDWTED 6N, FERTIRIRWAERARTREMEINFED —>TH 5. Rosser AEPHRIREMEARGEIC
LTI 2 RE @M EHD AL LR W Z 22 Kreisel [12] 12X - THRX A TED, HAKS
WTZDOHRFZHEFRFE 27) 0T (7534 ¥LDIERE) L LTI EiFeohkzdic, X<H5
NTW5. ZDHEFEL Rosser AEAARTREMEIRGEDEE 2 P 2MEH OB ORAZ 0T 5720
WWERTHZZEZREBLTED, L7d o> T Rosser AFBHRAJREMMRZEN Y D X S M BEE2E T
2D, FIAEMERILEERHRTREMERGE L R T YD X S EWDIH 2 D2y, WD BWHEI 21X
Kreisel and Takeuti [14] 22 X o TR I N, 25 LEXWRDOH T, Rosser sERARTREMERGE
B XU Rosser BT 2 AR iH5TDY Guaspari and Solovay [6] 12 & - Tha® S, BE DK
BHNTATHDIT WS, 10 i D Rosser AEBHATREMERGEICEY S 2 — XA 3L [26] DA S, FH&
5135 2 Ao et E R 2 B 3 2 178 D —BR T Rosser AERHRTREMEIRFE D 0 217 o T
B, WAWALERHH - 7= ([9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19]).

52 Rt EEIIEER O T JEHEE R T Cony 1T 2EHTH 572, FHAWEEHRIRENM:
DIFFEIZBWTIE, Cong 2 Tidis<, Mm@z R 3w mHE

Rfny = {Prr(Tp ) w0 | p 12 T OFFEDOX}

SHEERAIMNRTH 5. AT RBFFICE L Tld Kreisel and Lévy [13] 12 & % unboundedness

theorem %, Beklemishev [2] 1T &k 2 RIEEEHN—MATREE L THISNTWS. Rosser iF

FAATREME NGRS & AR HERY IR AERA AT BRI INGE DM E 2 THE S 2 — O BFZED T, Goryachev [5] 1

Rosser flEAHA]AEMEIRGEIC D { RFTRMEH OIS 2546 L, Cony DA L IXH# D Ring 12D

WX Rosser Db OEHERRDDEFELLRD 552 BR L. ZUTKEE, Kurahashi
“ARRZL JSPS B (FEES: JP19K14586, JP23K03200) DIIREZII 2 DTH 5.
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[16] & Rosser B @ FFTKMFEHEIEERN LR DD L I1EEZD 5 5 Z &, Rosser 2D [/ MR
12Xt LT3 unboundedness theorem 238135 Z &R E%Z/R LTz, HIZHETIE Kogure and
Kurahashi [10] {235 T Rosser ZL R [KMEE IS0 5 Beklemishev ORFIEEBICEHF
BMFEEITH> TV,

AFElE Z 5 U7z Rosser B fEFT KBRS % if598% H0NZ, Rosser X7 & DRHHS 2 55
BREWXDVWTHEDET, Rosser aEARTREMAREICBI L TZNETRA SN TV ARERZ NS
52t 2BHMET 25D THS. 5 2 BiCIIFEAARTREMAGE L AT RKMEEZEAL, ZhbHD
HARWLHEEHANT S, 5 3 HiIlcBWT Rosser aEPHRTREMIRGEZE A L, Rosser 3XX° Rosser
A1 Henkin 3, % LT Rosser AEBARTREMEINGE IS 2 BHBTREMES R IcOWT, ZhETICH
BN TVARERIZOVWTRANT 5. HRIZRICE 4 HilcBWT, Rosser ZORFTKMFEEICBELTZ
NFETIH/OLN TV IR ZHNT 5.

2 GEBARTREIEINGE & fRFR R BRIRIE

ARETCIIFERARTREMERZE b BT MR 2 BA L, Tho it 2 BAMREREZBNTS. U
Ke, Lo Z—PEEMOZIEL L, T 27 /8l PA OEF B2 Ot EARERIEAERZ R T &
§ 5. —REREMPAREEMEERICB T 2 AR 2 IHIE Hajek and Pudlék [7] % Lindstrom [21]
BRI,

E&E 2.1 GEARTREMERGE). 2TD LA X o WNLT TF ¢ < PAF Prp(T9") Zifi7z3 5y
WHER Prr(z) 2 T OFPEATREMEREE X VW 5.

Godel IR ME T OFEH O HCREH AT REMEIRGE 2 HARICRERR U 7223, & OREHER) 72 3ERH AT
BEMEIRGEZ DURETUE Provy(z) ERT Z 21295, %72, DT Cony Z —Provp(T0=17) O
Wi L3 5.

Fe{S, I, | n>1} Z2WT, THI-BETHZLE, T KBVWTIEHTES I X2 T
EHEEFIL N IZBWTETHZIE VD, KTED S HITRMEE Rfnp(Prr) & T O T-f#%
HrERL7zbDTH 5.

EE 2.2 (JRPTRWE). Pro(x) 2 T OREHAIREMERGEE T5 8 &, T € {8, 11, | n > 1} I
DWW T

o Rin(Pry) :={Prr(T¢") = ¢ | pld L4 X}
o Rfnp(Prr) :={Prr(T¢") = ¢ | @& T X }
ZEZNZEN Pro(z) ICED S BIRREE, I BFARREFEEL WS,

XOEE X CHLT, 2TD pe X KOVTTHp LRBLE, THX LET. £7, I
P WSS — R A RATHE T 2 5.

& 2.3. T OIEEDFEHAREMERFE Pro(z) 1C2WT, T ¥ Ring, (Prr) TH 5.

SEER. T+ Ring, (Prr) Y IREL TFEZEL. TEIEREEZHAWTPAL 7« —Prp(Tn) Zifi
T Xr 25 AREED THPrp(Tn) =7 &5, 57 ODWMDAED TF-Prp(T77) —
T RDT, Thr &b, LEPoTPAFPrp(Tn) THD, B 7 DBMDAF LD PAF -1 %
85, chux T OEFEMRICKT 5. O
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T ofEFEE e IL-EEMEFEEZOT, M 2.3 BE 2 F7ZelEHo L dnr s, i
73, B RATRMEEIGEENI T E 25805 5.

Rl 2.4. T 25 S 2746, T OFEARTREMSARE Pro(x) AFIEL T, PAF Riny, (Pry) £725.

SRR T 13 X2 5. Pro(z) 2 Xy @R Provy(z) A (-31(x) V Truey, (7)) EED 3.
22T Xi(x) & ‘e DY S XD Godel B & HRICKRET 2 A(PA) FHIER, Truey, (z) FMER
DX Lo iZD2WT PAE o4 Truey, (To) ZiitiZz 3 T, Bl TH 5 (Kaye [8] 3B XU Héjek
and Pudlék [7] ZZM).

F30E Prp(z) 23 T DFEFARIREMRFECTH 2 Z L 2R T 5. La- p ZERICE 5. PAE
Prp(T¢™) 726 PAE Provp(To ) RDT T H ¢ 2158%. {77, TH ¢ 7256 PAE Provy(T¢) T
B3, TIT oM, THIFIUS PAF -5,(Tp7) THA. Ml o 55, THIUS T ® 5-Es
HED NE T, S-588MED PAE o 205 PAE Truey, (T¢") €725, WIFIUIE X
PA = Prp (") HIEED LD,

KR 0 ZERED T XEFTAUX PAEZ1(T07) RDT PAE Prp(To) — Truey, (To7) & 7%
D, PAF Pry(To7) = o 25, MEXD PAF Ring, (Pry) TH 5. 0

FE2ARERMERDOBALOZD D04 LT, BHATRENSM D2 ¥ D3 X AsnT
WA, ZNHICEDLET, D2 XhBHWHRMESSE M &, D3 X hiEw D522 E&t ,C
HIBALTEL.

EH 2.5 (CHHATAEMESRM).

D2: [FED La-X ¢, ¥ IZOWT, PAFPry(Tp = ¢7) = (Prp(T?) — Pre(T¢7).
D3: TED Li-X ¢ IZOWT, PAF Prp(Tp?) — Pro("Prp(Tp™)7).

M: fEBD La-L p, 1 IZDOWT, TF o — ¢ KE5EPAEPrp(Tp?) — Prp(Tg7).
¥.C: FED % Lo 12OWT, PAFo — Prp(To?).

EI 2.6 (Lob OEH [22]). Pry(z) 75 D2 ¥ D3 %ifi7z 34 51F, {TED L41-X p IZDOWVWT,
TEPrp(Te) = o7 blE, THp kigb.

Lob OEEIIH 2 A2 EEO— R TH D, D2 & D3 % TR REMEREE Pro(x)
IZOWT, Lob OFEHICBIIS o ELT0=1223UXT¥F -Prp(T0=17) 2E6N 5. KR
Godel 12 & % AERHATREMSRGE Provey (o) (FBEHATREMSRMFD TR TR/ LTWT, Lid>T
T ¥ Cony WRILT 5. 5, BHAIREMSEMAZ M2 220 Pry(z) 0L T Lob OEED K
SMLRWZEebHD FIZIEEME 2.4 D Prp(z) 72E). 2O X S ICEERARIREMEREED W L 202D
B ATREMES M 2 i 72 T 8 D DR R O E IS E 2 RIZT 2D 5.

i 2.7. Prp(z) 28 D2 & 3,C Z{fiZz372 561, —-Prp("0=17) & Riny, (Pry) & 7 ETH
ETH 3.

SEBR. 0 = 1 & I, X3 DT T + Rfny, (Prp) F =Prp(T0 = 17) TH 3. flig, 1 X 7 Z1F
BIREWE PAEF 1o 0 2R3 35 XohHehd. FICPAFo - (n > 0=1) RO
T, %&fF D2 XD PAF Prp(To™) — (Prp("n) — Prp(T0 = 17)) &7 5. & 3,C &)
PAL o — Prp(To™) DT, PAF - = (Prp(Tn) = Prp(T0 = 17)) &215%. L7ZdioT
T+ =Prp(T0 =17 F Prp("n") — m BMELNT. O



% 2.8. Prp(z) 2 D2 & 3,C Zii7z 372613, T + Riny, (Pry) - Ring, (Prp) TH 5.

BIZZDY ZE T+ Ring, (Pry) A3 T + Ring, (Prr) & D EIZHW Z 253, Kreisel and Lévy
@ unboundedness theorem ([13, Theorem 16]) ZFEEL L 72 ROEHIC L - THELHNE. DR,
=%, (resp. II,) D& &, 'Y =11, (resp. ¥,) &5 5.

FHE 2.9 (Lindstrom [21, Exercise 4.1] 2ZH&). Prp(x) & D2 & D3 %Zifi’-53%. T €
(S, | n>1} 2L, X 2T XD ce. HAET T+ X DEFEL THUL, T+ X ¥ Rinp(Prr)
TH5.

R COXO X LT, TY X o FEELT T+ BEFEPO T+ X 21253
TSN TWS (Lindstrém [20, Theorem 5)). W% T + X + Rfnp(Prp) ¥IRET 3 &,
T+t Rinp(Prp) THD, mp & T X (L[FME) DT, T+ot Prp(To¢") = —p £785780
T+ Prp(T—¢") = —p TH5%. Prp(r) ® D2 & D3 225 Lib OEEDPEILT 2DT, T —p
LD T+ o OEFEHICKT 5. O

IFe{Z, 1| n>1} D&, Rfnpa(Pry) & T X543 ce. BEERDT, ROR%ERS.

% 2.10. Prp(z) 3 D2 ¥ D3 223255, I'c {2,111 |n>1} D& &, T+Rinpa(Prr)
DT JETL 51F T + Rinpa (Pry) ¥ Rfnp (Pry) TH 5.

i, XD Beklemishev DEHIZ T + Rfn(Prr) 28 T + Rfnp(Prp) & lENTKRE B /258X
ERODITERNILERLTWS., Hii 5,7 1I22oVWT, 2TDT X p IZOWT Sk k5
BT BEHIDOLE, SIET ET-RENTHZ V.

FIE 2.11 (Beklemishev [2, Theorem 1]). Prp(z) 2% D2 & D3 Zik3ko1E, & T €
{Sn, Oyqq | 0> 1} 1I22WT, T+ Rfn(Pry) & T + Rfnp(Prr) £ T-RERNTH 3.

Beklemishev (ZEH 2.11 OFERE%, FAHGAE GL OHAMMNESEZBHL TIToTW3. &
T, GL Z2RBHAUARVWEZNRIAZ2525 22T, EH 211 ZROXSICHBTE .

FEIE 2.12 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 3.1]). Prp(z) 2% D2 27234512, &1 €
{E0, gy | 0> 1} 1I22WT, T+ Rifn(Prr) & T + Rfap(Prp) £ T-REHNTH 5.

3 Rosser iEFARTEEMENEE
ARHilx Rosser AEFHAIREMEIRGEZEA L, ZDEEEEHNT 5.

3.1 Rosser :IPAATEEMIDEE ¥ Rosser X

E 3.1 (Rosser AEWIATREMERG). Prir(x.y) & PAFVa (JyPrfr(z.y) « Provr(x)) Zilfife s
Ai(PA) FREER L Lk &,

Prii(z) = Jy (Prfr(z, y) AVz < y—Prfp(-a, 2))

% T @ Rosser FEPARTEEMEREE Y W S .
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ZZT 2 ld ¢ O Godel D6 —p @ Godel Bz dtHE T 5 FaaBRAIBELICHIST 238, %
7320 E RIS 2w X2 HOAARERIITH 5. T O Rosser aEBHRIBEMERGEZ T DFE
BARTEEMERGECTH 5 Z L HHERTE 2. EF LD PA+ Conr + Vo (Provy(z) <> Prii(z)) TH 3
75, LD L Provy(r) & Prit(z) 1% PA ETIXFAMETIZ?RW. Rosser AERARTBEMEIRGE I3 AZHEN 72
AERHATREMERGE CTLIAOL LR W ROMH 2 R0,

W 3.2. TED L4-X pIZDWVWT, Tk —p K51E PAF PR (Tp) 2725,

FRZ o 2 LTO0=1%22AUEPAF-PrR(0=17) &b, Pri(z) iIcM L TH 2 FE2lEE
P LRNZ e300 5.

PA F or < —Pri¥(Tpp") Zifi7z 33X pp % Pri(z) ® (B L& T @) Rosser XL\ 5.
Rosser X pr 23, T Sl KAED TERWZ 3@ 3.2 ZHWTAEBICHERTE 5. £
Rosser X g & Cony & D EIZHHW, T7hbHB PAF Cony — pr 725 T ¥ ¢p — Cony TH
(1 213 Boolos [4] ZZR). HIZ PAF pp <> (Pri(Tpr") — pr) TH 3 I LITERTIUR, F
WCHREDERIEIRD X S Ic—&kILTE 3.

fp8 3.3 (Goryachev [5, Lemma 3]; Kurahashi [16, Theorem 2.7]). fEE®D L4-3Z ¢ ITDWVT,
T ¥ (Pr¥(Tp") — ¢) — Cony TH 5.

B2 T+ Rin(Pr}) F Cony 0¥ 5 201% Prii(z) OB D HFIKET 2 2 e 9h > T3,
EIE 3.4.

1. (Goryachev [5]; Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.8]) Pri{(z) & Pri(z) @ II; Rosser X @, ¢1
BLUS S X oy, oy PFELT, RDBWKILT 5 !

e PA g A1 <> Conp,

e PAF (Pri(To0™) — 00) A (PrR(To17) — 1) — Cong.
FHZZ D& & T 4 Rfapy, (Pri) F Cony %2 T + Ring, (Pr) - Cony TH 3.
2. (Kurahashi [16, Corollary 5.3]) Pri¥(z) 2MFE LT, T + Rfn(Pr}) ¥ Cony &7 5.
T + Rfn(Pri) F Cony DSBOLT 320D FA5%td B LA TN 2.
Cl: FED L4-3 ¢ IZOWT, PAE —Conp — Pri(T) vV Pri(T—p7).

& 3.5 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Proposition 3.6]). Pri¥(z) 235&fF C1 i/ 57 513,
T + Ring,ur, (Pr%) FConp 72 5.

Smorynski [25, Application 5] (& 7" D L2 T+ Cony 3 T £ S1-RFHITHZ Z 2D
FEEZRLTWS. CORRIZRD L5 ITHRTE 5.

TEIE 3.6 (Svejdar ([21, Exercise 5.2] #5H8)). pr & T OfEED II; Rosser X ¥ L7z &, B
NIFAETH 3 :

1. TS -H2TH3.
2. T+op ¥ T £ X -RENTH 3.
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T + Ring, (Pr}) - pr DT, ®H 3.6 &b T+ R, (Pr}) 287 kS -REHNTHEZ LD
T O -EEELFAMBETHZ D%, BIZ Ring, (Pri) 1% Rfng, (Prh) ICE &2 T
H K.

T 3.7 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.2]). {FE® Pri(z) i22oWT, KIZFHETH 5 :
1. TS -HETH2.
2. T+ Ring, (Pr}) 13 T & 3 -REFENTH 5.

Provy(x) @ Godel XIELET Cony & PA L TRETH D, Lizhio THER S Godel XiF2
T PA LCHEMETH 2 ZepHIoNT WS, i, FH 3.4.1 @ Rosser X py & 1 1%, fiid 3.3
&0 T ETHEIZ D 20, [AfETRW Rosser X &2 Prii(z) OFEZR RINR LD
Guaspari and Solovay [6, Theorem 6.1] TH 3. —f&Ic, Rosser XD FfEMIE Prii(z) OELD K
WP 2.

EIE 3.8.

1. (Guaspari and Solovay [6, Theorem 6.2]) £T® Rosser X% PA L TRIET® % Priv(z)
DHFIET 5.

2. (Shavrukov [24, Theorem 4.4]) Pri¥(z) DMFEL T, Prii(r) OIEEDHEL 2 Rosser X
0o, ©1 WDOWT, PAKF oy« ¢ e B.

Rosser X% Godel XEIZRLZ2MHEZ DB, KT Cony & T @ Rosser XIZIFH 2720, X
D Rosser X ¥ 7% % 72D DREADEMD Arai IZX o THALNTWVS.

E# 3.9 (Rosser ). X&fhi/zd L1 XOM (01,0-) Z T ® Rosser L5
1. PAF —(05 Ao).
2. PA F Prove ("o, ) < Provp(T=oy ).
3. PAF Provy(To_7) < Provy(T—o_ 7).
4. PAF oy Vo_ < —Cony.
FEIE 3.10 (Arai [1]). fFED LA-X o 1ZOWT, INIFEETH 5 :
1. Prit(z) BPEEL T, ¢ 13 Pri¥(z) ® Rosser XTH 5.

2. T @ Rosser X (o,,0_) BEELT, PAFp < o, 5.

3.2 Rosser M Henkin X

PA ¢ <+ Provy (") Ziili7z 33X ¢ % T ® Henkin X \W5. Léb OFEHE L D, Henkin X
BFET T ICBWTAEARIRETH 5. FIREIC, PAF on < Prii(Tpp?) 223X pg % Pri(z)
D (B LT D) Rosser B! Henkin X2\ 5. FEH3.10 ¥ FEIC, Rosser & Henkin XD
RO %2522 2N TE 5.

E#E 3.11 (Henkin Xf). XEHMZ3 L) XOM (0,,0_) % Henkin X\ :



1. PAF =(opx ANo_).

2. PAF Provy(Toy ) VProvy(To-T) o4 Vo_.
TEIE 3.12 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 3.5]). fEE®D L4-X ¢ IZ2WVWT, RIFFEMETH 3 :
1. Pri(z) DEEL T, ¢ 1% Pri(z) @ Rosser ! Henkin XTH %.

2. PAF ¢ < oy ¥722% Henkin X (04,0_) DIMFET 5.

EPH 3.12 ZW3 Z 2T, Rosser ! Henkin X2/ SR WK DIFEINRINS.
%8 3.13 (Kurahashi [16, Proposition 3.9]).

1. T¥ —Conyp 72 561%, —Cony & T ® Rosser & Henkin IZ72 572\,

2. T+ —=Cony 7251F, A((T) THRWEED ¥ 3UE T D Rosser B Henkin 3LIT7 57200,

EE D Rosser Xf (01,0_) i Henkin M TH 2 Z L BHEIDHNDE. 2D LITEHR 3.10 B&
OEM 3.12 ZHAT 2 TRORVELND.
% 3.14. {TE®D Rosser X pr LT, 5 Pri(zr) BEELT, ~pr (& Pri(z) @ Rosser
Bl Henkin X ¥ 72 5.

PAF ¢ BBERED Prit(z) IZOWT PAL ¢ < Pri¥(Tp?) TH D, i T D Rosser ! Henkin
S‘(’C%% FIFEIC PAF —p DY 2 3.2 D o1& T @ Rosser 2 Henkin XTH 3 Z &3

D%, L, #IZ T @ Rosser B Henkin X303 L H PA R T IZHWTHEH % 7 13 KGEED
TEZLIEFRH2WV. EBE, R 3.14 & T IZBWTHIZA Rosser B Henkin X% #2 Prii(z) @
HFHEZRLTWS. fif, T IZBWTHIZ Rosser & Henkin XHTEIET 200 5 D& Priv(z)
DI FFIHRIET 5.

EIE 3.15 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 4.2]). Pri(z) DFEL T, fEED L4-X » IZDOWT,
THEPRY) o RO THe 2R TH-p 2725,

Henkin XfOZ&EEFFD B LT, X ¢ 2 Pri¥(Ty7) L WHHOX L FEEYL 725 72D DB+
DEEDELNG.

I 3.16 (Kurahashi [19, Corollary 4.5]). fEED L4-3 ¢ IZOWT, UTFEFEETH 3 :
1. Prif(z) & LA ¢ DMFELT, PAE o < Prif(Ty7) &5,
2.PAF o< o0y D PAE =(op Ao_) 22D PAF —=Cony — oy Vo_ Y72 X XD
(04,0_) DFET 3.
JERE 3.16 ZHWT, @ 3.13 oL e s.

78 3.17 (Kurahashi [19, Proposition 4.8]). ¥; X o0 BFELT, TP Pri¥(z) L 2TD L4-
X ) IZDWT PAF o < Prii(Ty7) 725,

¥ XolZDOWT, op o ENENRY X oV-Conr & 0=1¥34UF, &# 3.16 & D
ROZDVELNS.

% 3.18 (Kurahashi [19, Corollary 4.6]). {EE®D %) X o IR LT, Prii(z) & L4-3X ¢ DL
LT, PAF (o0 Vv —=Cony) ¢ Priv(TyT) 725,

% 3.18 5, XD FGH EHAEHIZET 3.

% 3.19 (FGH /&# (19] ZR)). FEED X1 L o 1L T, L4-X ¢ DFEL T, PA+Cong F
o < Provp(TyT) 72 5.



3.3 Rosser ERARTREMEREE & EH ATREIE SR

Rosser AEAARATAEMEZRZE Prit(z) W0 U T 2 Roe @A L7g Wz o, Priv(z) 13 D2 &
D3 0P b — RN LA 9h 5. Kreisel and Takeuti [14] 1 Pri(z) 28 D2 %
fifi7z 3722, LW HMWZIEE L7253, Guaspari and Solovay [6] % L < 1& Shavrukov [24] 12X -
TR XN BHEREE O M 2 Fviug, D2 & D3 2Hiciliz X 2w Prii(e) oGFEEZBESIC
MY ZENTES. B, £TD Rosser AEPARTREMEAREICHGE U TRAL T 2 HE I3 A RE 3.2 DM

Al % DHTH S Z LM ho>TW5S (Kurahashi [15, Theorem 6.4]). —4T, D2 ¥
- I‘T‘ gp

D3 Oz znZifizzd Prit(x) BEFEEL, LD ->T D2 ¥ D3 OMILIE Priv(e) OED AT

WHFET 5.

I 3.20 (Bernardi and Montagna [3, Example 3]; Arai [1]). D2 2723 Prii(z) 21FET 3.
EH 3.21 (Arai [1]). D3 {7z s Prii(x) DFEET 3.

CNODEHICED, D2 & D3 O—H1 Tl 2 FE2EEEP BT RN e 0 h 5. 2
DX HIT, W O DBEHATHEN S %1725 Rosser AEFARTEEMRFEZES 2 & TF 2 T2tk
TEHORAZRL Z e N TE 2729, Rosser sEFHRIBEMERGEIXEE 2 RE 2 EH v WO BlEH» S
LEHTH 3.

Kurahashi [18] (& D2 IR TW L D0 D5M 21723 Rosser aEFARTREMRGEDIFIEZ R L,
55 2 Foe et LA REM SO BRSOV TR L TV 3. D2 223 Pri(x) iICHEs 2
FRAHERIE PL(PrY) 1% KD Z 8T IEHREGRIETH D, Kurahashi [17] KBV THMDTHIT
W3, ROZMIEME 3.2 % Prii(z) ZHVWTERLLEZDTH S :

C2: fEBD L4 o IZ2WT, PAF PR (T=¢7) — Pri¥(T=Pri}(Tp)7).

KD I 0-A - 0-0A4 Z2f1Z % Z e TELN 2 ERMHREZ KDR &L 28275
E, ROBBALT 5.

TEIE 3.22 (Kurahashi [17]).

1. (Theorem 3.1) PL(Pr}) = KD ¥ 7 % Prii(z) BEHET 5.

2. (Theorem 4.6) KDR. C PL(Pr}) 72 Prii(z) DMFET 3.

3. (Proposition 4.5) KDR C PL(Pr}) ¥ 2% Pri(z) ¥ C1 Zifilzx 20,

& 3.23 (Kurahashi [17, Problem 4.14]). KDR = PL(Pri) &7 % Pri(z) ZFET 20 ?

Kikuchi and Kurahashi [9] Ti%, D2 %{ii7z 5 Prii(z) ZBMOEFNOBSE, HH/H LTV S,
EE 3.24. T @ Rosser AEMARTREMERZE Prii(z) & PA OEFL M IR LT,

Th(M;Pr}) := {p | ¢ 1& La-3XT M = Pri(Tp")}
55,
ZDrE D2EETAEHOCTHL2ERTREOT 2N TES.
##8 3.25 (Kikuchi and Kurahashi [9, Proposition 3.3]).
1. Prii(z) 28 D2 %7z 375, FED M = PA 22T Th(M;Pr}) 3EFETH 5.
2. Pri¥(z) 23 C1 27z L, FED M |= PA I29WT Th(M;Prl) 2EFER S, Pri(s) &
D2 %3l
IHH [9] 320 EEE C1 X DBRWMIEZAWVTRRTWSA, CL THATHS I LIFERICHE I DOND.
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M 3.2 OWOERDOHLE TIRT 2ROKMEEZ 5. BIZIZER 3.15 O Prii(z) 3 D%k
it 3

C3: TED L4 ¢ IZOWT, TF-Pri(Tp") 251E T —p.

RDOFEFIEMDET VTN LTRWIRS# W2 S % Rosser sERARIREMRFEDFIEZ R T DD
TH5 GIL [9) TIEZD &S 7% Prii(z) 2= =975 Rosser AFFARTHEMRRE L IFA TV 3).

I 3.26 (Kikuchi and Kurahashi [9]).

1. (Proposition 3.4; Theorem 4.7) Pri{(z) 73 D2 ¥ C3 Zifi/=3/4 5, T OEEDEF /G
EIRHER U LT, MET BPHELT, BED Li-X o OVWT UL p < pE€
Th(M;Pr}) 723,

2. (Theorem 4.2) D2 & C3 %iii/z ¥ Prit(z) MMEET 5.

D3 %7z 3 Prii(z) ORAEFRIEIC OV TIE Kurahashi [15] % Kogure and Kurahashi [11] 12
BOW TR 21T > TW5. Rosser AEARTREMERGRIE D2 & D3 Z3kiciifi7z§ 2 L 1372WwA, D2
Z M 2§ 3 2 TROHD LD,

I 3.27 (Kurahashi [18, Theorem 11]). M ¥ D3 & C1 %7z d Prii(z) 2FET %2,

L7=MoT, M ¥ D3 2 TIEEE 2 REeWEElNEF N e ghd. LELINSDSE
%72, BHAFOEFEEDIEHFAREEZE LRI ZRH->TV 5,

EH 3.28. T OAEARAEMAZE Pro() IS L, T 0P EEEZRTHR Cong,, EXTED S :
Con%rT = {—\(PrT('—gp—') A PrT('——mp—')) | o1& La-X}.

FIE 3.29 (Kurahashi [18, Theorem 4]). Prp(z) 23 M & D3 Zifi7z3R 513 T ¥ ConlsprT T
H5.

SEFE 3.27 LIEHE 329 #ADESHI LT, T ¥ Conf 5 Zitirz s Pri(z) OFEL DD B, %
rzozehs, IS -Prp(T0=17) & Con},, #H{ TRRBRWZEMES. KL, D2 %
fii7= 3 Prr(z) OL\’C&;t NoRFRMETHD, ZOZ L eEH 3.29 225, D2 & D3 %Ziifilz s
Prp(z) IZ2WT TF -Prp(T0=17) 782 WS 2 RELEER (Léb OEHORR) %E
{ZLdTES.

ROEFD S, Rosser sEFARTEEMRFEIX X1 C & i/ TAEFARTBEMIRFED HHTIcH WS Z 21k
TERW,

I 3.30 (Kurahashi [18, Proposition 4]). $;C %{ifi/z 3 Pri(z) &fFE LRV,

4 Rosser B O RHPTRMREIE

AREITIX Rosser B BAHTRKMEE Rfn(Pr}) 122\ T, Goryachev [5], Kurahashi [16] Z LT
Kogure and Kurahashi [10] {ZBW TR STV 2HERITOWTHNT 2.

PFSC (18] IKBWT C1 2HFIE L TWARWA, FEAZFDIE C1 i3 2 290 5.



4.1 Rosser BOB/FAIRMFREDEEE

Rosser AERARTRENMERGE 123D < AT Rin(Prl) O9H1d Goryachev [5] 1 & » Thhsd
LD, FHZ Goryachev 1% Rfn(Prl) & Rfn(Provy) ¥ OHBICHEE Lz, 2 3TEED Pri(a)
IZ2WT, PA F Pri(z) — Provy(z) 22D T PA + Rfnp(Provy) F Rfnp(Pry) TH 2. fih
PA + Conp F Provy(z) — Pri¥(z) 72 DT, Goryachev DO 2 FEE(L L 72 RDIERA D 370,

W 4.1. TEBD T € {I1,,, %, | n > 1} & Rosser AEARTREMREE Prii(2) 1oV T, UFIFIE
TH5:

1. T + Rfnp(Pr¥) - Cong.
2. Rfnp(Provy) & Rinp(Pri) 13 T L CRMETH 3.
M 4.1 ZEH 3.4.1  AbEIURRDK D LD,

% 4.2. Pri(2) PEFELT, 2TDO T € {%,,I0, | n > 1} IZDOWT Rinp(Provy) & Rinp(Prk)
3T ECTRETH 5.

ftt77, Rfn(Provr) ¥ Rfn(Prf) 3 T _ETHMHETRW Prii(z) OFED @ 4.1 ZEH 3.42 &
BbHEIUINES. LD > T, Rf(Provy) & Rin(PrR) OFMEMEZ Prii(z) OB 5 ITHKFET %
e, b. TIE, Rfn(Provy) & Rin(Pr}) 2RETIRRWEEIC, UM Rin(Provy) 23
HLTWBED XS BHED Rin(Prf) 125 S 3, LEKONZDES S D,

%3, unboundedness theorem (FEH 2.9) 1 Rosser aERARTREMERGEICNT LT HKILT 3.

TEIE 4.3 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.5]). T' € {£,,,II,, | n > 1} 3 5%. T9 XD ce. BEH X I
DWW, T+ X PEFERLIE, RO Prii(z) 2WT, T+ X ¥ Rfnp(Pr}) 7423,

% 44.Tc{Z, | n>1} T3, FED Prii(z) IZ2WT, T + Rfnpa(Prit) 2MEF G742
51&, T + Rinpa(Pr) ¥ Riap(Prf) TH 3. FiZ, {EED Prif(z) 2WT, T ¥ Riny, (Pr})
TH5.

il 2.8 1k D2 & 2,C %723 Prp(x) ' T + Ring, (Prr) F Rinp, (Prr) 2722205
FERTHD, O L& Provy(z) KHLTHHILT 5. 3Hb2AFK 4.2 D Pri(z) oW TiE
T + Rfng, (Pr}) F Rin, (Prf) TH 3. 5, ROEEED T + Riny, (Prf) 28 Rfng, (Prf) %
AT E 208 5 203 Prii(x) OB FIKTET 2 22390 5.

I 4.5 (Kurahashi [16, Theorem 6.16]). T + Rfny, (Pr&) ¥ Renyy, (Pr}) & 722 Prli(z) 231
T5.

4.2 Rosser 2DFRARMEIE Y Beklemishev DRFHTEIR

ARDREDEEE L LT, Rosser B0 RATRKMHMIIN S % Beklemishev DIRFEMER (EH
2.11) OFLLRIUICEE T 2 78R 2 BN T 5. (LB D Rosser O FFTRMEE Rfn(Prit) &xfL
T Beklemishev ORFHEEH & RO ERIZKILT 2722550, 3, EH 211 tmE 4.1, B
FUEH 212 XD, REASLTH 5.

WEA46. T c{¥,, 1,11 |n>1} 255, dL Pri(2) PROZODEHKD DL v b—F %l
3 e3iug, T+ Rfn(Prl) 1 T+ Riop(Prl) £ T-REHTH 3 :
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1. T + Rfnp(Pr¥) - Conr.
2. Pri¥(z) 13 D2 %7,

% 4.2 Thd Prii(z) S, EH 320 TN 3 D2 %3 Prii(r) K2WT, £ THT €
{80, i1} 12OWT, T+ Rin(Pri) 25 T + Rfap(Pr) k T-REFHTH 5.

&M C1LIE T+ Rin(Pri) - Cony &7 2720D+55&MTH -7 (MfE 3.5). EH 3.22 256
D2 %723 C1 iz X2\ Priv(e) OFEDNED DS, FEICRDHBILT 5.

EIE 4.7 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 3.8]). D2 %7323 7'+ Rfn(Pry) ¥ Cony &
7% Pri¥(z) HEET 3.

TEFE 4.7 13FH 3.4.2 OWBRTH 3. flf, ©H 3.27 @ Prit(x) 12 C1 %ifi/=§2 D2 %ifi
ERNZ e, D. Lo T, FHCHE 4.6 ([CEHET 3 2 DD “T +Rfn(Prk) - Congy”
¥ D2 IZHEWICHEFREETH 3.

T E TR EID OIS % Priv(e) IS 2558 TH o 7223, (RIFEEHIZE T Rosser
FERAATREMERREICN L CHOL T 2 DI TldRwv. ROFHIZ L DR, 2 TOT € {3,,11, | n > 1}
W3t U TR TL-RIFEDS D 3272720 Prii () OTFEZRL TV 5.

TR 4.8 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 4.2]). Pri(z) BFELT, & T € {%,,1I,, | n > 1}
IZ2OWT T + Rfnpa(PrR) & T + Rinp(Pr) b I R TR L.

FEFE 4.8 @ Priv(z) XM 4.6 XD T + Rfn(Pry) ¥ Cony TH D, £ D2 &SR0
EDGHL. Ko TEE 4.8 13EM 3.42 OWRTHH 5. HiZ, I ZEE T IL-REEIR
AL TH 5 Z & D% 1) X Cony T2 328 dTES. LEdo>T, T+ Rinp(Priy) - Cong
YB3 D AEHBIICAY MO —L T BN TES,

TEIE 4.9 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 4.1]). & T € {X,,, 11, | n > 1} IR LT, Pri(z)
DPEEL T, T + Rfnpa(Pr}) = Cong 222 T + Rfnp (Pr}) ¥ Cony TH 5.

EF 4.8 LEH 4913 T DI iIZOWT IMRFES—RICIZBL LRV Z 2 2R LTV B,
SR O W TIERDEFDEALT 5.

EIE 4.10 (Kogure and Kurahashi [10, Theorem 5.6]). XIZFMETH 3 :
1. TES-BETHS.

2. D Pri(z) EBD T € {8, 11, | n > 1} IR LT, T +Rfn(Pr¥) 12 T + Rinp(Prh)
E S RIFHTH .

3. RO Pri(z) LT, T € {X,, 0, | n > 1} DEEL T, T+Rfnpa (Pri) 1& T+ Rfnp (Prh)
S RN THS.

E I

BRI L TEL OBRERZ IR Y F LT EE o MEREOMPEZ RICE#H N LET.
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