BRI 2 354200 (PR 3 Frif) eEA S

%&%ﬁ?ﬁ%RPTm%ﬁ<%ﬁi@%ﬁ@%ﬁm

3B—14
ANE= S
WAL
1 @ELsic RPT ©#Aty R S (Judgement) . BUF o 2 F

FrxoBWNR. EFINARBURCESE, B0
EEC 7 w77 AoMEOIHYHAE LTEFTES
BUERHEL., 0 E20Y 27 AQHT, BHIHHC S
v 73 L0 BEREETOCETHE, crT  E
B L 3 5 RMEBAR AR (ESEEN) ko, A
NeBBREINZTATY L%, 707 FLDWT
HEMCHE T3 B8 TE 3, ftoT, THOVRFA
OHTIX, FEHOVEREER T a7 5 I v 7 L AT
¥3ctichd,

BRNBEZEOER R, HE, Tu7 780D DORE
ELTHRCHRI AL TE Y, HER LOKBHOR D
Martin-Lof ORIBEFRIC IS\~ 7% Constable & D Nuprl[1]
%\
Feferman @ Ty KIES W AchhkD PX[2] RERDD, i
Trxb, LILOHMDEHIC, R SST LEBESE
AZRAVYRFLARRELTVS (3]0

NG AR 55 :

e REHRKEINE vy LSBT, 3
VAFLEREBR LD, YATFLOHERZ EIE
HOMTRLB T LEHBTE B,

o MBI, HEORFEOEERXE T TAL . BE¥
(GrER) DEEZ BRKHERIEL. T3 %
EATwv3,

EWnS 2HTHB, ChbDEERTRELT, AD
THicsih3 3 Church-Rosser OFBEOIHEY H1F B0 F e~
£ DOBEEOEBROFERILL D WTBBIKD~R 3,

2 Fregei®&& RPT

B2 BH B HRIE. K#ED RPT(Reflective Proof The-

ory) TH 3 [4]o RPT k. P. Aczel @ Frege s
ABEEZTO¥, ThE2IBLERTH B, 4T
& RPT B3k R Tk A <. Martin-Lof ozﬂﬂ%a
FRRICEMREOBELZ b Tnd,

ﬁ%ﬁ@”ﬁﬁ LT ij-\ go)ﬁﬁ:t‘iﬁé néo
it AEMICEEOZ W A EHOMFR LB L TH 355,
INEHACVCEEHY R F ARERT 2D, BHE. X
if Rlet(~2—v<ovFLHv3) DELBATH T
30 ¥7cn A BREORBRS ST Z2HRChLEH
WTEBKERI N TS LT 5, FHEHRERT 3,
RPT 0ELMk» b5 2B BT v 77 LEF LA 2 X
So A B BEHEIE. lazy evaluation CTH 3%,

“0560 (a,b ﬁﬁ\ iﬁg%ﬁ?b%o)
b

X+ 3 b 2355 i-level © BB (Proposition) TH 3 &
PERL
a |‘.' b

tx~ b 2385 i-level ® Proposition ¢, 2>, HHa RKED
HEHCHZC L EFETS

Ric, TR ENORBEIESOBRSTHEIND, 2
4. pF AANBit. T At B# & dIKIEL W Propo-
sition TH V., ThOoOIHHEZ P L dbDHEpTHS
TE]| tEE D,

BFED i k. Metaness 2F 3+, R BFILELETA
HRERXAED A DO A tautology THB | L HEwn
FHET 55, BEORBERCR. ToOXEKR Meta
EHELAE->TLES, LLy RPT . [t ai-level
DREXTHZC L] #i+ l-level DRER L LTtk
T% %0 f- Ty LOEEYD,

Az Ay.0 ki Vz(Eiz) D (Azz b2 D )
¢t 1 8o Judgement CTEEHTE 3,

Ccofts, B4, Propositional Function & [@—$8%
priick Y BAETNhZ, HRAE. VR b+, SKAED
F—RAHEEEROE S 20, BNEREBI TS,
ﬁof\HA&&ﬁmowxéRPTo¢@ﬁﬁ15c
b4 7.’»’(’% Z)o

3 RPT oFthER

flco_k5ic, 4] ClE. RPT OBHRD H» 5
Bz bhTw3h, RPT OfH Y 27 A% #HE#K L
EHT B 2D, XU REEL 3 8BHED S, FiEe
HEHEX Y, E2ARRILBFRTREECH 585, RPT D
BRI ) BARCE: 2 HRBAE BAESKRTHL
bL\ﬁikéhkRPTkLko%Oﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&ﬁ
Hi% 5 %,

ah—b
a"l‘-.-b/

(a-a b=1¥)

[zF;a]
EFia b
EiaDb

Formalizing Metamathematical Theorems based on Constructive Logic RPT

Yukiyoshi Kameyama.
Tohoku University



a; app(b,c)
[a.c] F; 3b

BO0SAE., SEck VS LVEHCEER»ATHR
W ERFF. 2BHOEAEY, aDbiks aBBO
Proposition % &+ b #% Proposition TZ&{ Th, Propo-
sition IC% 5o BEOHAIGHFEOBARATHY., &
("8 (J P

4 HEEE~OEHR

Bolic. A ONEREEER L. FIDME. Kyoto
Common Lisp _EICER L Zcd. HEOEM D LBRED
Rk C BETEBRLTV %,

KiK., Ak ->TRPT oFEHv A7 LE¥FEH L ko
AR DRDIC, “E—v<y FOBBEA Y 2FFO LS
R Tnb,

oy 27 LaRACT. TEOEHA Y EBRICH S 7o

5 ¥pbLUBEFORL

R & ORRALOREICIE, TFOPEKET Th SBH
2y a¥nz, RPT CEBWTH. Bishop HORERKAIE
2 VR ERT 3 C 2 REENCRBETH 5o LL,

r zCik. RPT % A ES BT 3 BB EE RN
%3 A, WAL R 7 LHEES RPT oBRILOZEHHD
Fry L THC eI L7,

Church-Rosser DE®R a,b,c ® ADEELTH L&,
ab*b o abrchbiE b d hocdd L AEDEIN
FAET B0 (D> 1 A D 1-step fiF3. D>* it £ OHBHER
o )

N. Shankar . Boyer-Moore 3R VT, B 5
BB oM A BHHICHT 5
Church-Rosser #:% 28 L % [5]c Boyer-Moore ¥ 25 A
. s EFEEEHEE LT 3o TEHOFENE
%25, EE% quantifier-free ARERICERT 5. F
OFHEBLT LB TCEAEVL, 2T b,

Fa ity FVEEIC X LI (4] ich b\, Dyl
FIf&Y) & ax(a FOAEFCBITE LTOERBIL
b D) BEEL TS

cabbiblab,b
oab,bhbiEan"h

o a by bhDc b, d BbE ald by bold]
e ab,bibilbbyax

o abD*bAbDIEbD, (- (ax)*---%)

2 FEETCIEHA L. b bAAN Thbidinformal &
FHETH Y, EBOIFHPCR, il 1TTHOE
Bix. VaVb.Term(a) A Term(b) D --- &5 Propo-
sition plCEEh%. a F; ptia ¥ Bo0 558N
»3o BHEMIC X ZIHERSZERIL. AHORY %
Fxv7F3CLofl, TOXS B AEREEHRE
CRLTHRZHARCT 2WMERD 5,

CTCHWEAHER, ax 2 WSlIEAVSC L
X b, Shankar DFEH X DM TH 5. Bx DFEROK
. A B35 ® Church-Rosser % FH L 72T & TH %o
¥7%. chick Y, (RPT OFEFBELIRETHIE)A 5
EEEASE AV EHBREN

ROEE L LT, HHEOFERIEEEREDIT oS,

E#{tER RPT Tak; bHIEHTENE, Ef A
&FFH (normal proof) #SFFEET 5.

REROHS LFEE, RPTTb, ol bOFEREN
a tit. BERUCHEEGEH-Tw3. LrL. RPT D%
&1y HROFERSOBASAICK Y FEFEHOPIC,
A VEAES TN XD D, HoT. W
EL YOS LA LCHHT 2 BERED 5. IE
BILEErRPETEY M 0T, KRNT (BDBEHD
e AT 3 L3 TCER ., #o T RPT 3 biEi
ExRwickRoERtEE% RPT ¢ L L T
F3, twnsrehaELDNS,

6 FLH

RPT ¥ A 2k 3 5EHHE EOREA Y 2 7 AlCD
WTRRT & co BEAAFEE LTEhESRKOD
630%1%?-1{035& DEBEDIHIC DO VTR~ 7o
[1] Constable et al, Implementing Mathematics with
the Nuprl Proof Development System, Prentice-Hall,
1986.

[2] Susumu Hayashi and Hiroshi Nakano, “PX: A Com-
putationla Logic”, MIT Press, 1988.

[3] Masahiko Sato and Yukiyoshi Kameyama, “Con-
structive Programming based on A”, TFKIP, 1989.

[4] Masahiko Sato, “Reflective Proof Theory”, 1990.
[5] N. Shankar, “A Mechanical Proof of the Church-
Rosser Theorem”, JACM, vol. 35, No. 3, 1988.



