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BIRIPERR L X ZOHAMDE T A Z M EDRDIZIZR 5 TV LIEFERTH 5.
J. Brotherston |1ZWRHAME F AT & —PERFEFHER I3 2 I BREE AR CLKIDY Z#RE L7 [4].
% CLKIDY 1ZB1FDHy MREMDRIK D iz e FPRUZ 2. TOFHBELWI 2 25R
L7z 1] ONEEMNATD. GEHEKHAZ 5222212k ->Tirbhd., D%, CLKID“’ T
A1y hHY TIFFPTETH DA, Ay bRUTIHFFPATER WY — 27 T b & BARINIZ
5. KBl iedy—7 Ty Mk 2RO IRIGE RS HBLIT 5. 205 OIRIINE S ipm
IZIEESE S ERBONMEERZEZL TV LMRING, KHlLmbY—27 Ty My b
H Y CIHIATREZR Z L IXEARNREEAM 2 525 2 L CRY. Kl by =2y by
FRUTIHEMTERWI L, TOY =27V bOAy M ULAMOFIEZRKEL, CLKIDY
DA OEBRNEC FE S E DI L TRT.

Keyword: fBEREEPAASR (cyclic/circular proof system), 71 NBRE (cut-elimination), JEHABIE
% (inductive definition), V&L (induction), SEBAH (proof theory)

1 [FLC®IC

RIRALBAR R (cyclic proof system ¥ 721X circular proof system) |XFERHKIDOTEDI Y1 7 fFE D
RIZZR > TV BEEHIRRTH 5. DEOBIAN ZRNT, TEBRGEIHERRIE, AL E & A 72 R
IZBEWT, WEEOE A2 | OB HANE S X 72 BT, pﬂfﬁﬁ.a)ﬁxéﬁ"f IS E DAIZHEEE
LR RTHE. N7 I —DERETEREDOHRLL LMIRTE 5.

TEERGEHARRIZB W CREHZ 2 2358, WiEQEH A 2720, TNk 2@ 3 2 imil
Rl 2H5ZRDBEDLV. TOIZ L, AR WS BRIZBEWT, (koL Z UKz L
HARTHEEGEHARDPEN T WS TH 5. EEE, symbolic heap & FEIEN 5 S EEHFLD DK%
@ decision procedure \ZfFERFEHAERITH VSN TWS [5, 15].

AN B%f‘ri (cut-elimination property) EREIRAD R > TWB LB E UL WHAWMEETH 5.
7z 2, —BlEEREOY — 7 Y METRIZB TSy MREMIEE O SN, 0 s
E, B JZU‘ Craig Offifl @M 2E Z Ao T WD G [7] 23T X).

TEERGEIHAR R DS v MR EAMEZ RO, (RO EimMHN e 220 5 2 5mB R A3 7272

&, EHICHET 2 RNOBE PR OHIRT 22208 TEL. 2D 2L, ZTOMEGEHEKRIC
BWC, WRNRGEHBERERH S I L 2ERLTWVWD
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A1y MREVEQEBEMEIZEED S, BN ERIEICN Y SEIREIAAR CLKIDY O v

MREMEDOBEMITIEFEDOMAMUPD E F TH > 7-. Brotherston IFIRD K S IZ P4 % LTz [2].
“Conjecture 5.2.4. Cut is not eliminable in the system CLKID¥. That is to say, there exists
a sequent I' = A of FOL;p which is provable in CLKIDY, but is not provable without the use of
the rule (Cut).”

ZZT, FOLp &\ 5 DFRHANESRN & ~BEEmIMOSHED I L TH 5.

EXHEEZBLIN—TE IO Brotherston D FEMNELWIZ L &R UK [11]. DX D, IRifiE R
fif & — PR FERR I I X 9 A IEERGEARR CLKIDY (2B W TH Yy MREIFTERWI L &R LK. £
DIEHOWIE 2 BN T 2DNZDXEDHNTH 5.

FERE B 522 Z 22k >oTiibad. DF D, CLKIDY THY bd O TIEHFEHEETH 5
W, Ay MRUTEHERATERWY =22y PEBRICERS. Kl w2y —2 T2 MTiE2
MO WANREED B 2. 2 S Ol R T EENIZIZE S 55 BRBONEEZ EHRL T
WaERRE NG, Kl w2y —T7 T2 NPy DT CLKIDY IZEEHTE 5 2 L ILGEHN %
BARMICEZ 2 ZETRY. ZDOY =2 TV M Ay MRU TR TERNZ L IFHHEIC L5
CTRT. BARMIZIERBIOY —2 2 b CLKIDY IZ81 2y MR UDGHRNFET 5 Z L %
{R5E U, index, switching point 7% ¥ DEERZE AT S Z & T CLKIDY DK OAREIZFE X
5.

BEEERRZY :  BRHH 1 (modal p-calculus) [1], #EELEHAH p GHE (linear time p-calculus) [6],
Godel-Lob OFERH A MG (Godel-Lob provability logic) [14] (2% L Tl%, #v el THhDO5%
BIIGEGEIHRR D H B Z Do NT WS, 2 LT, i (separation logic) [9], i
AR E e E N> F 5 (Bunched Logic with inductive propositions) [13], —F&8AM; (first-order
arithmetic) [8] ICX LTI, #v MELUTIFHHTERWA Y b s i TE Sy —2 T
VN DFERFISNT WS,

AXHER : 7, H2HiTRNNERME BRFESFHEOEREEZT . 5 3 i CIRNNE T
& A EESEEOIFEREKR TH 5 CLKIDY ZEFHT S. 5 4 f{iT CLKID® DA v MRrEMD K

) % IR 2 BN T 5.
2 IRMBNERN & —REMFESEE

Z OHiTIZIBIMERT & —EREESEE (first-order logic with inductive definitions) % €9 5.

IR ESRMN & —BRESE O 513 —MdFE SO S I EMeNtEEEES (inductive predicate
symbol) Py, ..., P, ZMAT=EDTH 5. LLFNTIX, INRREEG S THRVBEERL S 2 BFDhEE
588 (ordinal predicate symbol) LWEOXAIT 5. IFHANE RN & —FRFESFEOH, (FT) swi
N, HHEZE, REERL 2T —BRGEmE e WRRICERT 5. 2720, SHICEEnsmiils
X -V, A =, Y, 32T 5.

RIZIRFIE R DERA Ty 7ORRLTHZ 7O 0> 3> (production) &\ 5 &% ER
3 5.
EE 1 (TuXxrvay). RamBoaRES S IRMREEE SURFamER0o~RT%2 7080
23V LR,

TOXy Y2 VIGEE, RO L SICEEBRNO & S IZEINDL DL,



Quuy -+ Qpu Puty - Pt
Pt
f:fl[y Qlul, .. Qhuh iLl%o)l_uunaﬁ% Et%% IE‘&; tla ey ijtn“ Pit Li'ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬂ

GRS & A t@%;ﬂfﬁfﬁ_ﬁfﬁ)é
TRy a vy ORRESEBHNERSES (inductive definition set) LTFY, JZMESRM E
— MBS E IIIRMNE R E - RRFESHEOR ST OEA L RMNNEREADORT L LTERS
na.
Bl2. 7uxsvaroflizdifs.
N(z) E(z) O(z)
N(0) N(sz) E(0) O(sz) E(sz)

N, E, O BZNZNEARBAEE, MK, GHL2EEERL TV L E-IICITIRIN5.
UMY E F5 AT & — B BE R I O RERGRNZ B VT, NI FE L B IG 3 5 SR A T IR E SR AR
G SERSND BHTEORNAE L UTERSIND. BN ERAT & — BB 5L o kG
DFIZDOWTIE 3] R &R BT L.

3 TEIRELFA{AR CLKID¥

Z DTN E AT & [%“éné%u 23X 9 BIEERAEIHR R TH B CLKIDY %2 EHT 5.
CLKIDY [¥—Z T b ajri%io)éﬁf‘
EH 3 (Y—FT V). Y=oV h (sequent) LF 20RO AEREEDRTTHY,
FFA &EL (72720, T, A lFEmB RO HRE
1R R ZE 0D 72 D D AT % R\ N 72 CLKIDY @i_ﬁru”jﬂﬁu’% Tz, avv © I FESDRE
‘é\’&%\ﬂ*@_%. ¥ 7z, Contraction (ZHBELFFZIFIZHEDLONLED LT L. TNTHORHA D5
A PRz WA e EET 5.
IERHGREE D70 DRI &2 EHT 5. £3, HGELBANZIOWTTH S0, RINIEREGDOE
ZeTIn T A A E R I NS,
Qiui(x) - Qpup(x) Pti(x) o P tm(x)
Pit(x)
ZIFREBESG DL T4, 2O T 48BN
TFQuui(u), A - TFQupup(u), A TFPjti(u), A --- TF P tp(u), A
T+ Pit(u), A
THs. ZOBUOFRILRIIHERIED Pt(v) L EHT 5.
WRIZ /B BIAT case-split tule ZEFEKT 5. T D72HIT case distinction & FFIXN 2 &% AT
5. PulZ2\W\WTC, UfhilEBES DI
Quu(x) ... Quua(x) Puti(x) ... Py tm(x)
Pit(x)

(P Ry)

1253 % case distinction & 1%

Pa u= t(}’)7 Qlul(y): [ERE] Qhuh(y)a Pj1t1(y)7 ey Pj,”tm(y) FA

THb (7770, ylidx LRIUEZ DO fresh variables D). IRANAAEE P, 1263 2 A28 A IR

case-split rule &
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a0

ﬂ (AXIOM)(F NA# @) % (VVEAK)(F’ CT,A C A)

Pred  DogbA rEA
TFA (CuT) ThTr AW

(SuBsT)

ISR

I'key, A
T, mpkA

I'pFA

CL T a R
T,oFA T,9pFA

T pVvykEA

THo ¢, A
TFovy, A

(v L) (VR)

e, v EA
oAy A

T'kFep, A 'k, A
oAy, A

(A L) (AR)

Tke, A T,0FA
T,p oA

Lok, A
Thp—v, A

(= L) (— R)

T, plz:=t|FA
T, Vaph A

'y, A

1) Frves A

(V R)(z ¢ FV(T' U A))

I'pFA F'belr:=1t, A
P2 @L)(wgFVIUA S L el
EETINL ) ¢ FV( ) TF Jzp, A

SRR A

(3 R)

IMe=u, y:=t-Alz:=u, y:=t
R D — o= G T
TClz:=t y:=u], t=utAlz:=1, y:=ul 'Ft=t A

ESHRA

1 CLKID® OEHIFA (JZHBBREED /=D DMANEER <)



N(z)
N(0) N(sz)
I'EA, N()
—F—F (N R —— (N R
I'FA, N(0) (NR») TFA, N(st) (N Rz)
ILt=0FA T, t=sz, N(z)F A
is CAsE N
x is fresh T NOFA (Case N)
E(z) O(z)
E(0) O(sz) E(sx)
IF A, E() TEA Olt)
— (ER _ ' _ .
T+ A, E©0) (B Ry) TF A, O(st) (OR) TF A, E(st) (B R2)
I,t=0FA T, t=sz, O(x)F A
ris fres CASE
x is fresh T EOFA (Cask E)
) I, t=sz, E(z)F A
x is fresh T oA (Case O)

M2 N, E, O ICxd 2EHER

Pu lZ2WT P z2fEin e UTHR DIl E HE A D TIZ LT % case distinction §7XT

CEHET D, ZOMUMOER ILRIIFERTLDO Pu EETS. (Case ) OER LA Pu @
Case-descendant L \IETBTH U K BAI N B IFAPEFEZ LS KXol 255,

Bl 4. Hl 2 TEHBSNZ N, E, O 957087y a vy e EHHIEN 2 2 edrz. itz
BR300, MIETs 70827y gy e AEEHANEHHI MR TENTH S,

V=TV RNETNVELUTRDI T TT, K/ — N ELOBGRA CLKIDY DEHBIAN 72 -
TW5ED% CLKIDY DEHR L ITR, CLKIDY DM TRIZE LR 7T TINKRTHLED%
CLKID® DBEHAR LI, BUF Tk CLKIDY O BILAL A S K E TR D fi M1 A & FHT 2370 &
NTW3&$ 5. CLKIDY OEHMIZBENT, YOEHBAOKRICER-oTWVWARW/ — NEZF
(bud) LWPZR. CLKIDY OEHKIZH T 2 EBTEICR>TWS I LIZIERT 5. CLKIDY D
HEIZBWT, HE2FLFAUY—F TV b2 TNV UCHREDFEPND ) — N2V ZF Y
(companion) & FEZ.

EFE 5 (CLKID® DHFEM). CLKIDY DHAMREHA o2 & 2 OZFIIN L TH—DDa vy =F
RIS EH BB ¢ DL (2, C) % CLKID® DIFEEH (pre-proof) 7= 138 BFEER & IL.5.

CLKIDY DHHEH (22, ¢) 12BWT, ¢ IC&o> TSI Szt a v R=F v &H—HT 5
T Lo THEONZIELNE (2, 0) DTZ7 LIHY, ¢(2, c) LEL.

CLKID* OHHFEWIII Y a v =4 v ORIz &> T, BER#EEDRH L L Aot s. ERiEE
ZROTULE D720 M 3 D&IICFEZEFEEAALIBRWHRIZEITLUES. £0kd), K
1 b L — M L IFIEN D S % 72 STHEREA O A% CLKIDY DREIH L T2 MENH 5.

Kk bV — A2 ELETHD, NL—RE2EHTS.

(CasE I%)

o1
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() -
L 1L
= =" — (Cur
C(T) L@
3 FEAEE CLKIDY DHFEIEA

(V) N(2) - E(z), O(x)

4 CLKIDY DEEERDPAI

T 6 (M—2). T 2B, (TiF A, & T QR ET B, (DiF Ay D ML—RE
RIRD5M % T T IRIRDI (1)gc;c,, THB.

()7 \ET; DILTH > T, Wik aE % £F S Jil 7B =
()L Ty FA; 012k 5 (Sust) DEFTHIE, 7 = 7501[0)
BBLT A Pt=uz2EmHRET S (= L) O ThE, = Flr=t, y:=u] »D
Tiy1 = Flo :=u, y:=t.
(4B U A B (Case P) DIiiTH B LT 5.
eTi1 lE T EALTHB, £k
o7 WEGMIERTH > T 7541 1X 75 D case-descendant
®“EDGE, i % ML —ZXDHESHE (progress point) L F .
()b UL T FA; BZDMOEHMAI DGR TH 2HEE 11 = 70

R OMEAR T 2D M L — X 2 B\IRICHES T 2 ML —R (infinitely progressing trace) &I,
EFE 7 (KK N L —Z%AF Global trace condition). & 2 & HKAIRDEM %2729 LT 5.
Ft: TOHEHEMOHOT RTOMILE (v;),5, IC2WT, TR (tail of the path) (v;),5,
(k>0) HEERIZHEST 2 F L —22RKD.
oL E, TOEHKIEKRIY N —REMH (global trace condition) Zii7=3 & 5.
EFE 8 (CLKIDY DFEHI). CLKIDY D#FFEHIT, TD 7 I 7R ML — 2% 20i-TH0%
CLKID* ODEERR & I35
3 OFEEIH X case-split rule WWHBIL W &5, AT EENED LS EIizxd L THAF
fELZR\V. 2z, I OBREIIERIE b L — 25 & iz X 2.
Bl 9 (CLKID* DFEHADH]). X 4 1 N(z) F E(z), O(z) (X9 % CLKIDY OFEHOFITH 5 (KK D
HAETEHBAD T XL O —HFRIZEME L), (V) EFHELav =X voxitEHRL, NRIZMEE
IS S MRICHES ST D L =22 R LT WD,

(

S
I
T
)
[
~
il

272G, RO REETT.
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I'F A, Addy(a, b, c)

Add; R Add; R
I'F Add, (0, b, b), A (Addy Ry) I+ A, Addy(sa, b, sc) (Addy Ra)
I'F A, Adds(a, sb, c)
Add, R Add, Ry)
T Adds(0, b, b), A (Add; Ry) TF A, Addsy(sa, b, c) (Add; R2)

INa=0, b=y, c=yFA T,a=sz, b=y, c=sz, Addi(z, y, 2) F A
I, Addi(a, b, ¢) - A

(772U, 2,9, z¢ FV(TUAU{Add(a, b, ¢)}) T, @, vy, z (THEL D)

Ta=0,b=y,c=ykFA T,a=sz, b=y, c =2z, Adds(z, sy, z) - A

I, Addy(a, b, ¢) - A
(772U, 2,y, 2 ¢ FV(UAU{Addy(a, b, ¢)}) T, z,y, z (FHHELS) .

5 Add;, Add> DEHIEFR

(Case Add,)

(Case Addy)

4 CLKIDY DAy MNREMD KA

ZOHiDHINIIRDOEB DT DN & Hi T2 Z L TH 5.
B 10. 0 2GS, s & 1 3IBEEEGEIS L 95, Addy, Addy ZIRD LD ICEHK I NS 3 HFE
TR EE & 9 5.
Addy (z, v, z) Addy(z, sy, 2)
Addy (sz, y, sz) Addy(0, y. y) Addy(sz, y, 2)

)

Addl (07 Y, y)

IDEE, RO2ODEEMNKD L.

(1)Adds(z, y, z) F Addy(z, y, 2) I& CLKID® (2B W TRERA Al gE.
(2)Adds(z, y, 2) F Add;(z, y, z) & CLKID* IZHWTH Y MU TIZFEHTE 220,

FEHL 10 1% Addo(z, y, 2) F Addy(z, y, 2) £\WVWDI ¥ =2 T2 hHCLKIDY Dy MREMED KH
THbIez2FRLTWVAS.

D 72O Addy, Addy IZRT BEHBIANE X5 12 HTHL.

Add, & Addy FERMNREHZDES RETHS. LHrL, YL HABDOMEZEHRL
TW2 L EBAICIZER I NS, T D), Addy(z, y, 2) F Addy(z, y, 2) EWH ¥ =2 T b
A CLKIDY CREHITRETH 5 Z & W Wifs s s, £, 6 D& D7 CLKIDY DFEHN S 5.
6IZBVT, (1), () FEHFLIV A=A VOMIEERL, FHRIZEEEICNET 2 MR
HEAHTLZPL—Z&2RL TV, GEHMAIZ (Cur) b TWD Z EIZHERLTIEL V.
Addy(z, y, 2) F Addy(z, y, 2) @ CLKIDY TOREMANRH 2 Z 2o, EH 10(1) 13K T 5.

DUF Tl 8 10(2) OFEHH OIS Z bR 5. GEflIE [11] 22 E .,

Addy(z, y, 2) = Addy(z, y, 2) DH Y MR UGEMH (Det, Cop) WCIZRRDOTEM A DD Z L 2R LT
F )& & & <. CLKID IX cycle-normalization & \\5 [T IRT 5 3 V=74 > %2 DM LI HIR
LTH (v ML) SEHMEEEZED S 2] LW HEER>TWS 2. ZOWERS, Z0
Hw B VR (Der, Cor) 12 BT BFITHIET 2 3 0= VI3 HOMETH B L LTR.

H1y N7 UGEM (Det, Cop) WCHBIT 2L s2, "0 DWTNRDFEE L TWS Z L ILHET 5.
DU O CIHIHDE % sha, 570 (CHIR L Ciliind 5.
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(%) Addy(z1, sy1, z1) F Addi(sz1, y1, 21)

——(Add; R

AL ) g )

F Addi(s0, y1, sy1) (Addy Ro) Addi (22, sy1, z2) F Addi(sw2, y1, 22)

’ ’ (Addl Rz)
sy1 = y2 F Addi (s0, y1, y2) Add; (22, syi1, z2) - Addi(ssz2, y1, s22)
1 =0, T1 = 822,
sy1 = y2, F Addi(sz1, y1, 21) sy1 = y2, Addi(x2, y2, z2) F Addi(sz1, y1, 21)
21 = S22,
(CAsE Add,)

zZ1 = Y2
(%) Addi (21, sy1. z1)Add (sz1, 1, 21)
o) Addz(m
Addi (21, sy1, z1) F Addi(sz1, y1, 21)
(Cur)

Adda(z1, sy1, z1) F Addi (21, sy1, 21)
Addz(z1, sy1, z1) F Addi(sz1, y1, 21)

(Add; Ry)

= Addq (0, y1, y1)
T = sx1,

y =1, Adda(xi, syi, z1) - Addi(z, y, 2)

x =0,
y =1, FAddi(z, y, 2)
z=1 zZ =2z,
(CasE Addz)
() Adda(z, y. 2) b Addi(x, y, 2)

6 Adda(z, y, 2) - Addi(z, y, z) X9 % CLKID DEERA
T 11 (). [t =t € T 8ol ¢ Zp o] 2 THEEAOES EOBND ARG the
smallest congruence relation % =y & &<,
t 2t WD T DETIVT ¢y =ty BRALT 5 Z & 2 EEINIZIFERL TV 5.
EFE 12 (~r). HEROES EOBR t) ~r to ZIROD LS IZED .

tq ~r tg <= s"t; = 8"t for some n, m € N

o~ ty BELBFABBRTHEZ2ICEETS. 2o DBFREZHWT index & \WHHEEZER

T5.
EFE 13 (index). ' - A ¥ =27 TV 29 5. Addy(a, b, c) € T IZDWT, T' F A X813

Adda(a, b, ¢) D index ZIRD K D IZEHT 5.
(RO Addy (), U, ¢) € A KZDWT bobp o/ DEE, TFA IZBF2 Adds(a, b, ¢) @ index

% L LERTD.

(2)Addy(d/, V', ¢) € A IZDWT s"b =Zp 5™ (n, m € N) D m—n P -REIIPREL L E,
I+ A IZBIT5 Adda(a, b, c) @ index & m—n LEHKTD (ZIZT, m—n P -E&iF
["'b=p 5™ 23D Addy(a”, V', ') e ATRSE m—n=m'—n' | ZFEKT3).

Addy(a’, V', ¢) € A ZDWT s"b Zp sV (o, m € N) W m—n P -ETHRVE EIX

undefined THh 2 Z LICERET L. 7z, MO=Z/UTEERET 3.

eindex 28 L TRW2 &, #AMNTIE, ML —AD index X225 (X 7).
eindex A L THWE &, #AELUSATIE, PL—ZAD index ZEZ WD, LIZZDBEHPDWN

ThhHTH 5.
eindex 25 L DL ZFZDWD ML —ZAD index 1$Z D 5\,



T =sT1, Yy =1y, 2 = 21, Addy(z1, sy1, z1)[1] F Addy (=, y, 2)
Adda(z, y, z)[0] F Addy (z, vy, 2)

(Cast Addy)

7 ESKTHE, PL—ROD index 3EZX 2
E# 14 (switching point). (CASE Addy) DFEGIZR > TH D DD ZDEGMEAD index A% L 1T
7> TWAIHM % switching point & LS.
EF 15 (index sequent). ¥ —Z LTV bk T F A PROFM%ET RN THi72 T & & index sequent &
I 38,

(DteBi(TFA),ue CTFA)IZDWT, s"t%p s"u for any n, m € N.
(2)s™b=p s (b, b € Bi(TFA)) 5 1En=m.

Bi(T' F A) = {b|Add,(a, b, ) € A},
C(TF A) = {c|Addz(a, b, ¢) €T or Addy(a, b, c) € A}.

Addy(z, y, z) F Addy (=, y, ) %' index sequent TH B Z LIZIEKT 5.
R 16. index sequent DFIFIZHBIT 5 Adds(a, b, ¢) D inder IFFIZEHZINS.

SEEA. T+ A % index sequent &9 %. Addy(a, b, c) €T & T 5.

fEE®D Addy(a, b, ) € AZDWT botp b DL E Addy(a, b, ¢) D index I& L TH5.

Addy (a), b), ch) € AITDWVWT brp by EARET D, TR 12 525 smob Xy s™ob)) 723 HIREK
no, mo HFIET 5. mo —ng D—EMEZRT72DIZ, Add,(d), V], ¢}) € A ITDNWT s™1h 2y ™),
EANE T B, snotmap xp gmotnipl D gtnop o gmitnop TH B NS, smotripy o gmatnop
EFE 15(2) 6 mo+ny =my+ng. £2T, my—ng=my —n;. PZRIT, Adda(a, b, ¢) D index
& mg —np LEHRINDS. |

EE 17 (index path). NA (T F Ay)je,o, PIRDEM 2 T NTHT & F index path LIS

(1)Lo F Ap & index sequent.
2)BL Iy FA; (> 0) 2 (CasE Addy) DEDIKETH S5 Ty F Ay & switching

point.

index sequent 7 SIEE 5 —FAH MDA index path TH S Z LIZHET 5.
878 18. index path IZHIHT 5T RTDOY—27 TV M index sequent.
SEBAMER.  index path DR T IZDOWT ORI & 5. |

switching point BAZh®D (CaASE Addy) IF index ZHMIETLES 2Lk, GEHKNOER path
IZ1E (CASE Adds) DERRIZFIET 2 2 & & &b 5 LIROFED L 3D,
& 19. (T; F Ai);so % infinite index path L35, MOEMENT e N PMFEET 5.

(1T & Ay 1 switching point.
(2)Fl+1 = Al+1 =8 (CASE Addg) @E@’Uﬁﬁg

99
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Bud

Left-asp.
co I, Adda(a, b, ¢)[L]FA

(Case Adds)
Bud

Left asp.
C1 F, Addg(a, b, (‘)[L]FA

(Case Addy)
Bu

Left asp.

Case Add
o T, Adda(a, b, O[L]FA (Case Addy)

Adda(z, y, 2)[0]F Addy (z, y. 2)

8 (ci)ien DI
PAEDMEED TR, Dy FIZHRED ) — N¥3H2Z 2R, FHEEEL.

IR 10(2) DIIEAMERE. Doy DR S MO 2 —FAMDIEIL index path TH D Z &b, —&FLH
MOEITIE bud HBZ e EThhrs. 7z, ZTOHED EIZIE switching point D3FAET S Z &
HEDhMb. DX D74 switching point D55, —~HFD/ —F%& ¢ £T 5.

XTC, co DEMDIE index sequent TH B0 5, co DLEMDINED S E 3 —FHMDEIZ
1% bud 2% L2 index path TH 5. & o> T, % 2T switching point BFFET . TD LD
73 switching point D T—HFFD/ — K% ¢ T 5.

¢y DEMDIFET index sequent THD. T5&, ¢ ODEMDOINED SMhE 5 —FAROEIX
bud 23% 9 U2*$H index path TH5S. ko T, & ZIZIX switching point DAFET 5. TD X I 7%
switching point D T—FERND /) —N%& ¢y £ 55, ZZFTORNZE M 8 IR L.

ZOXS5 TR AEMYIRT L, MEOHELMAESND. UL, CLKID® OFEHIZHIBT 5
EHRIEARBRDOTINEIFETHS. O

UEDZENnS, Addy(z, y, 2) - Addy(z, y, 2) D3AY M2 U TId CLKIDY ZEHHTE R WI &
DHomsb. DRIT, Hv ME CLKIDY IZEWTHREWRE TRV, X O FZAEEH I (1] 23BN
7z,

5 BbHYIC

CLKID¥ TitHARIRETH 2%, Hv MR UTCIEHTE WY =TV "2 5272 ZhY X,
CLKIDY IZBWT Ay MREIETEE TR,

REAEHARRIZB VT, [HEY—7 TV by MELTIHBTERWI 2] OBREMSNT
WAFFIZB L TWB 727 = 71, ERIEARROGEHIZLET -2y bOHRMEE
flioTWbdZeTH5 (9, 13,8, 11, 12]. &I AT, CLKIDY IZB W TIEHIHOE % MO & S DA



IHER U 7R R TH B LKIDY 1FHy MREMRETH D Z L AFISNTWD [3]. Zhid—RE&EdD
JEH OFEHRRIZEWT, IMEONRD D IZ w Bl WS MR 2B A L L&y MRE
WROILOI L (L ZIF[10,16) 2R E) & THRMZIETLE, By FRETEDLI1ThD]
VIO ETHUL TWA Z EIFHIRE N, 25 0Wo72Z enn, THREE 7y MNRE] OREKIC
FEZL->TWVWA5.

DWEGE, RN GE % BIFIZHIR L CH CLKIDY D77 MRREMEIZEL D 1727202 L A% h o
72 [12]. ZNTIE, CLKIDY 12X D & D RHIRE TS v MREMAK O NLDDIZS 5 57 i
fillivzz THBRMEE 77y MRED L WS BIRNS, THRAT Y I CTHBHEDTES] DX b PEA
BETH D TV AN— =BT D IFERGERRIE A v MREARETIE R WAL FHLTHWS.

2 CLKIDY DFEAMDIED 7 7 A %R U725 1y MREMED NI T 5 £ 512705 Z L 25
NTW5, LIZEfilinzn, EHKOR % HRO & X OARICHEE L 7282 TH S LKIDY 1Ay b
FREFRETH 5. FEiE, FFIZZEHAMDIE % Recursive tree (ZHIR L TH AEBARES I IX[AEL DA v b
REMETHDZLbbn>TWD 3. HEADZ FTAL WS BRM»S5T 5L, CLKIDY I LKIDY
DFEHK D% Regular tree IZHIR L 72kR & L 5252 HTE 5. Tk, LKIDY DK OE
DHIFE L TED LD BRIERAD 7 7 ZIZHIB L 72HETHNIEL, Iy MREIKAREIZRSDTH
%95 1 ? Regular tree & Recursive tree DD 7 7 ATZED L SRR ARD 7 7 AIAFET D72
HIMIIDI WO MITHI LT, THEMEE Y MREDOBR] 2L 01d->E 0 LAEEE
TRHETED LTI 2HHFLTVS.

S Bk

1] B. Afshari and G. E. Leigh. Cut-free completeness for modal mu-calculus. In 2017 32nd Annual
ACM/IEEE Symposium on Logic in Computer Science (LICS), pp. 1-12, June 2017.

[2] J. Brotherston. Sequent Calculus Proof Systems for Inductive Definitions. PhD thesis, University
of Edinburgh, 2006.

[3] J. Brotherston and A. Simpson. Sequent calculi for induction and infinite descent. Journal of
Logic and Computation, Vol. 21, No. 6, pp. 1177-1216, 2011.

[4]  James Brotherston. Cyclic Proofs for First-Order Logic with Inductive Definitions. In Bernhard
Beckert, editor, Automated Reasoning with Analytic Tableaux and Related Methods, pp. 78-92.
Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2005.

[5] James Brotherston, Nikos Gorogiannis, and Rasmus L. Petersen. A Generic Cyclic Theorem
Prover. In Programming Languages and Systems, Vol. 7705, pp. 350-367. Springer Berlin Hei-
delberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2012.

[6] Kai Briinnler and Martin Lange. Cut-free sequent systems for temporal logic. The Journal of
Logic and Algebraic Programming, Vol. 76, No. 2, pp. 216 — 225, 2008.

[7] Samuel R Buss. An introduction to proof theory. Handbook of proof theory, Vol. 137, pp. 1-78,
1998.

[8] Anupam Das. On the logical complexity of cyclic arithmetic. Logical Methods in Computer

Science, Vol. 16, No. 1, 2020.

[9] Daisuke Kimura, Koji Nakazawa, Tachio Terauchi, and Hiroshi Unno. Failure of cut-elimination

o7



98

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

in cyclic proofs of separation logic. Computer Software, Vol. 37, No. 1, pp. 39-52, 2020.

Georg Kreisel. A survey of proof theory. The Journal of Symbolic Logic, Vol. 33, No. 3, pp.
321-388, 1968.

Yukihiro Masuoka, James Brotherston, and Makoto Tatsuta. Counterexample to cut-elimination
in cyclic proof system for first-order logic with inductive definitions. arXiv:2106.11798, June
2021.

Yukihiro Masuoka and Daisuke Kimura. A study for recovering the cut-elimination property in
cyclic proof systems by restricting the arity of inductive predicates. Proceedings of PPL2022,
2022.

Kenji Saotome, Koji Nakazawa, and Daisuke Kimura. Failure of cut-elimination in the cyclic
proof system of bunched logic with inductive propositions. In 6th International Conference
on Formal Structures for Computation and Deduction, FSCD 2021, Vol. 195 of LIPIcs, pp.
11:1-11:14. Schloss Dagstuhl - Leibniz-Zentrum fiir Informatik, 2021.

Daniyar Salkarbekovich Shamkanov. Circular proofs for the godel-16b provability logic. Math-
ematical Notes, Vol. 96, No. 3-4, pp. 575-585, 2014.

Makoto Tatsuta, Koji Nakazawa, and Daisuke Kimura. Completeness of Cyclic Proofs for
Symbolic Heaps with Inductive Definitions. In Anthony Widjaja Lin, editor, Programming
Languages and Systems, pp. 367—387. Springer International Publishing, 2019.

Anne Sjerp Troelstra and Helmut Schwichtenberg. Basic proof theory, Second Edition, Vol. 43

of Cambridge tracts in theoretical computer science. Cambridge University Press, 2000.



