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Abstract

Akama et al. [I] systematically studied an arithmetical hierarchy
of the law of excluded middle and related principles in the context
of first-order arithmetic. In that paper, they first provide a prenex
normal form theorem as a justification of their semi-classical principles
restricted to prenex formulas. However, there are some errors in their
proof. In this paper, we provide a simple counterexample of their
prenex normal form theorem [I, Theorem 2.7], then modify it in an
appropriate way. In addition, we characterize several prenex normal
form theorems with respect to semi-classical arithmetic.

1 Introduction

Prenex normal form theorem is one of the most basic theorems on theories
based on classical first-order predicate logic. In contrast, it does not hold
for intuitionistic theories in general. Therefore it does not make sense to
consider an arithmetical hierarchy in an intuitionistic theory. On the other
hand, if one reasons in some semi-classical arithmetic which lies in-between
classical arithmetic and intuitionistic arithmetic, one can take an equivalent
formula of the prenex normal form for any formula with low complexity.
Akama et al. [I] introduces the classes of formulas E; and Uy which cor-
responds to the classes of classical ¥ and Il formulas respectively, and
showed that the former is equivalent to the class of formulas of ¥j, form and
the latter is so for Il over some semi-classical arithmetic respectively. This
prenex normal form theorem justifies their investigation on the arithmetical
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hierarchy in the context of intuitionistic first-order arithmetic. Unfortu-
nately, however, there are some crucial errors in their proof of the prenex
normal form theorem [I, Theorem 2.7]. In this paper, we revisit their for-
mulation and modify their prenex normal form theorem in an appropriate
way.

In Section 2 we recall the definitions and basic properties. In Section
B, we provide a simple counterexample of [I, Theorem 2.7]. In Section
B, we show the corrected version of the prenex normal form theorem (see
Theorem [B.3). In addition, we also present the simplified version of the
prenex normal form theorem for formulas which do not contain the disjunc-
tion (see Theorem [(.7)). In Section [6] we carry out some generalization of
a well-known result that classical arithmetic is Ils-conservative over intu-
itionistic arithmetic with respect to semi-classical arithmetic. In Section [7]
using the generalized conservation result in Section [6] we characterize sev-
eral prenex normal form theorems with respect to semi-classical arithmetic.
In particular, among other things, we show that for any theory 7" in-between
intuitionistic arithmetic and classical arithmetic, T proves a semi-classical
principle (IT; V II;)-DNE if and only if T satisfies the prenex normal form
theorem for Uy and IIjs for all &' < k (see Theorem [7.3)).

Throughout this paper, we work basically over intuitionistic arithmetic.
When we use some principle (including induction hypothesis [I.H.]) which
is not available in intuitionistic arithmetic, it will be exhibited explicitly.
As regards basic reasoning over intuitionistic first-order logic, we refer the
reader to see [9 Section 6.2].

2 Preparation

Throughout this paper, we work with a standard formulation of intuitionistic
arithmetic HA described e.g. in [7, Section 1.3], which has function symbols
for all primitive recursive functions. We work in the language containing
all the logical constants V,3,—,A,V, L. Let T denote a theory (e.g. HA),
and P and Q denote schemata (e.g. logical principles). Then T+ P denotes
the theory obtained from T by adding P into the axioms. In particular,
the classical variant PA is defined as HA + LEM, where LEM is the axiom
scheme of the law of excluded middle. We write T'+ Q (or T proves Q) if
any instance of Q is provable in T. We write TP+ Qif TH P and T Q.

Notation 1. For a formula ¢, FV (¢) denotes the set of free variables in (.
Quantifier-free formulas are denoted with subscript “qf” as 4. In addition,
a list of variables is denoted with an over-line as Z. In particular, a list of
quantifiers of the same kind is denoted as 3= and Vz respectively.

Definition 2.1. The classes X; and II; of formulas are defined as follows:

e Y, as well as Iy, is the class of all quantifier-free formulas;



o Il is the class of all formulas of form Q177 - - - Qr+1ZTk+1 Pqf;
® Y41 is the class of all formulas of form Q77 - -+ Q)1 Trr1 qt;

where Q; represents V for odd ¢ and 3 for even i and @ represents 3 for
odd i and V for even i. Following [I], we define the classes ¥ and IIj in the
non-cumulative manner (namely, each Q;7; and Q;Z; must not be empty).
A formula ¢ is of prenex normal form if ¢ € 3 U Il for some k.

Remark 2.2. Since the list of variables can be contracted into one variable in
HA by using a fixed primitive recursive pairing function (see e.g. [7, 1.3.9]),
one may assume that for each natural number k£ > 0, a formula in Y is of
form Jz(z) with some p(z) € II;_; and a formula in IIj is of form Va(z)
with some 9 (z) € ¥)_1 without loss of generality.

Lemma 2.3. Let k be a natural number. Let ¢ be in Il and ¢ be in X.
Then, for all natural numbers i, j, there exist @', 1) € Ugy; and o " €
Sy such that FY () = FV (/) = FV (o), FV () = FV () = FV (4,
HAF ¢ < ¢ < ¢" and HAE 4 < ) <> 3",

Proof. Straightforward by the fact that
HAF € < Vz2€ < Jz€
for any z ¢ FV (§). O

Definition 2.4. For a class I of formulas, I'(Z) denotes the class of formulas
¢ in T" such that FV (¢) C {Z}.

Remark 2.5. In the light of Lemma 23] throughout this paper, we identify
the classes ¥ and II;, with the classes defined as in Definition 1] with
allowing the quantifiers @Q; and Q) to be empty. Under this identification,
for all k and k' such that k < ¥, IIx(Z) and Xx(T) are considered to be
sub-classes of Yp/(Z) N I (Z). We frequently use this property in what
follows.

Recall the logical principles from [I] and related principles:
Definition 2.6. Let I and I be classes of formulas.
o "LEM : Vz (p(z) V —¢(z)) where p(z) € I'(x).

° F-(D)ML 2 Vo (=(p(z) Ap(x)) = —e(x) V —b(x)) where p(z),¥(z) €
I'(z).

e I"DNE : Vz (——¢(x) = ¢(x)) where p(z) € T'(x).

e (' VIY)-DNE : Vz (==(p(z) Vi(z)) = ¢(x) Vi(x)) where p(x) €
I'(z) and ¢(z) € T'(x).



e I'DNS: Va (Vy=—¢(z,y) = ==Vyp(z,y)) where o(z,y) € I'(z,y).

e Let P € {I-LEM, I'-DML, I'-DNE, (T vV I'')-DNE, I'-DNS}.
—==P : ==¢ where £ is an instance of P.

Note that our logical principles are equivalent also to those defined with lists
of quantifiers of the same kind (cf. Remark 2.2]).

Remark 2.7. One has to care about the formulation of the double negated
variants. That is, one has to take the double negations of the universal
closure of the original logical principles as in Definition The double
negated variants defined as such are not provable in HA, which has been
overlooked in the proof of [I, Theorem 2.7] (see also Section B]). In fact,
one may think of the double negated versions as variants of the double
negation shift principle (see [3]). In addition, our double negated versions
are equivalent to (the universal closures of) those with allowing free variables
(cf. [3, Remark 2.5]).

Remark 2.8. For any class I' of formulas, I'-DNS is intuitionistically equiv-
alent to =—[-DNS since

Va (Vy——p — 2Vyp)
+—— Vo (Vy——p — =Vyp)
+— Vo= (Yy——p = 7= Vyp)
+— =V (Vy——p — Vyp) .

Next we reformulate the classes of formulas studied in [I]. The classes
Fi, Uk and Ei in Definition 2.I0] below were dealt with in [I] informally.
Here we shall introduce them and two additional classes U;‘ and E,i' in a
formal manner.

Definition 2.9. An alternation path is a finite sequence of + and — in
which + and — appear alternatively. For an alternation path s, let i(s)
denote the first symbol of s if s # () (empty sequence); x if s = (). Let
s denote an alternation path which is obtained by switching + and — in
s, and let [(s) denote the length of s.

Definition 2.10. For a formula ¢, the set of alternation paths Alt(y) of ¢
is defined as follows:

e If ¢ is quantifier-free, then Alt(y) := {()};
e Otherwise, Alt(p) is defined inductively by the following rule:

— If ¢ = =1, then Alt(p) := {s* | s € Alt(¢1)};
— If o= @1 Ao or ¢ = @1 Vg, then Alt(p) := Alt(p1) U Alt(p2);
— If o = 1 — o, then Alt(p) := {s | s € Alt(p1)} U Alt(p2);



— If ¢ = Vapy, then Alt(p) := {s | s € Alt(¢1) and i(s) = —} U
{—s|s e Alt(¢1) and i(s) # —};

— If ¢ = Jzpy, then Alt(p) := {s | s € Alt(¢1) and i(s) = +} U
{+s|s € Alt(¢1) and i(s) # +}.

In addition, for a formula ¢, the degree deg(y) of ¢ is defined as
deg(p) :=max{l(s) | s € Alt(¢)}.

Definition 2.11. The classes Fy, Ui, Ex (from [I, Definition 2.4]), Ug and
E;: of formulas are defined as follows:

o Fr:={p | deglp) = k};
L] UO = EO = FQ;

o Upi1 := {p € Fryq | i(s) = — for all s € Alt(p) such that I(s) =
k+1};
e Epiq = {p € Fry1 | i(s) = + for all s € Alt(p) such that I(s) =
k+1};
° U;r ::UkUUFi;
1<k
° Elj:_ :EkUUFz
i<k

Remark 2.12. A similar property as Lemma 23] also holds for Uz and Ez:
for any ¢ € Ul and ¢ € E], there exist ¢’ € Uy and ¢ € Ej, such that
FV(p) =FV (¢), FV () =FV ('), HAF ¢ > ¢ and HAF ¢ < /.

Note Fy = X = IIy. For each formula ¢ € Ej (resp. 1 € Ug) of PA, one
can take a formula ¢’ € 3y (resp. ¢ € II;) of PA which is equivalent to ¢
(resp. 1) over PA. On the other hand, this is not the case for HA. In what
follows, we study what kind of semi-classical arithmetic in-between PA and
HA captures this property for each k. In fact, Akama et al. [I] has already
undertaken this. In particular, [I, Theorem 2.7] asserts the following:

1. For any ¢ € Ey, there exists ¢’ € ¥ such that

HA +3;-DNE F ¢ < .

2. For any ¢ € Uy, there exists ¢’ € Il such that

HA + (Hk V Hk)—DNE Fo e gD/.

However, the first assertion is wrong as we show in Section [3l



3 A counter example

Recall that [I, Theorem 2.7] asserts that for any ¢ € Ej, there exists ¢’ € X
such that
HA + X4-DNE I ¢ « .

However, there are some errors in the proof. In particular, in [I, page
5, lines 15-17], it is written that “ Since the double negations of DNE is
intuitionistically provable, Fya ——Ag <> ——329.Cy (which means HA +
—=Ap < ——3zoC) in our notation) ”. As studied in [3], however, the
double negations of (the universal closure of) DNE is not provable in HA,
and hence, their proof actually uses some double negated logical principles
in the sense of Definition Our counterexample below shows that such a
use of some additional principle is unavoidable.
Recall the arithmetical form of Church’s thesis from [7, 3.2.14]:

CTy : Vz3y p(z,y) — JeVz3v (T(e,z,v) A p(z, U(v))),

where T and U are the standard primitive recursive predicate and function
from the Kleene normal form theorem. Note that CTy is a sort of combina-
tion of so-called Church’s thesis stating that every function is recursive and
the countable choice principle (see [8, 4.3.2]).

Proposition 3.1. The following sentence
o := Vo (=3u (T(z,z,u) AU(u) =0) V=Fu (T(x,z,u) A U(u) # 0))
is not equivalent to any sentence ) € X1 over HA + X;-DNE.

Proof. We first claim that HA+CT proves g. For the sake of contradiction,
assume

Vo (=3u (T(z,z,u) A U(u) =0) V —-Fu (T(z,z,u) AU(u) #0)) (1)

and reason in HA+4 CTy. Since o1V <> Fk((k=0— 1) A (k # 0 — ©2))
(see [7, 1.3.7]), by CTy, there exists e such that

T(e,z,v)
Vz3u (U(v) =0— —-Ju (T( ) A U(u) = ))

In particular, for that e, there exists v, such that T(e,e,v.),
U(ve) =0 — —3u (T (e,e,u) A U(u) = 0)

and

U(ve) # 0 — —Ju (T (e,e,u) AU(u) #0).



Since U(ve) =0V U(v,) # 0, we obtain a contradiction straightforwardly.

If o is equivalent to some sentence ¢f, € 31 over HA+X;-DNE, we have
HA + X;-DNE + CTy F ¢, from the above claim. Since ¢f, € X1, by the
soundness of Kleene realizability (see [7, 3.2.22]), we have that

HA + %1-DNE F ¢,
and hence, HA 4 31-DNE F ¢g. On the other hand, since
Vo (= (Ju (T(z,z,u) AU(u) =0) A Ju (T (z,z,u) AU(u) #0)))
is provable in HA, we have HA + ¥;-DML F (). Therefore we have
HA +%;-DNE + ¥;-DML 1,
and hence, PA 1, which is a contradiction. ]

Remark 3.2. One can easily see that ¢y in Proposition Bl is in E;. Thus
Proposition Bl shows that ¢ is a counterexample of [I, Theorem 2.7] for
k=1

4 Basic lemmata

In this section, we show several lemmata which we use in the proofs of our
prenex normal form theorems.

Lemma 4.1. For any logical principle P in Definition[2.8 and any formula
¢ (possibly containing free variables), if HA+P F ¢, then HA+-—P F ——p.

Proof. Assume HA + P = . Then there exists finite instances 1, ..., of
P such that HA+11 +- - -+ = . Since HA satisfies the deduction theorem,
we have that HA proves ¢y A- - -Athr, — ¢, and hence, == (Y1 A -+ - A b, — ¢),
which is equivalent to =—1 A+ - - A==, — —-—p. Then we have HA+—-—-P F
—=p. O

Corollary 4.2. For any logical principle P in Definition and any for-
mulas @1 and o (possibly containing free variables), if HA + P F o1 <> @2,
then HA + =—=P F == < 9.

Proof. Immediate from Lemma 4] and the fact that =—(p; <> p2) is intu-
itionistically equivalent to == <> =—s. U

Lemma 4.3. Let k be a natural number. Let 1 and @2 be formulas in X,
and let w3 and w4 be formulas in 1. Then the following hold:

1. There exists a formula ¢ € Xy such that FV (¢) = FV (¢1) UFV (¢2)
and HA F ¢ < o1 A @



2. There exists a formula ¢' € 11y, such that FV (¢') = FV (03)UFV (¢4)
and HAF ¢' < @3 A\ 4.

Proof. Straightforward by simultaneous induction on k. O

Lemma 4.4. For any formulas @1 and @o in Xy, there exists a formula
¢ € X such that FV () = FV (p1) UFV (p2) and HAF ¢ <> o1 V pa.

Proof. Note that ¢ V @2 is equivalent to
Ik ((k=0—=@1) A(k#0— @2))

over HA (see [7, 1.3.7]). Since gt — Jxtp(x) and pge — Vaep(x) are equiv-
alent to 3z (pgr — ¢(x)) and Vo (pqr — ¢(z)) respectively over HA when
x & FV (¢qf), our assertion follows from Lemma 3] straightforwardly. O

Lemma 4.5. Let k be a natural number greater than 0.

1. If o1 Ao is in U: (resp. E:) if and only if both of 1 and po are in
Ul (resp. Ef).

2. o1V 9 isin UZ (resp. E;) if and only if both of p1 and @9 are in
Ul (resp. E).

3. 1 — s is in Ug (resp. Eg} if and only if ¢1 is in E;r (resp. Ug}
and @y is in U} (resp. Ef ).

4. Yz is in U: if and only if 1 is in U;:.
5. Jxpy is in Ez if and only if p1 is in Ez
6. Vxpy is in EZH if and only if it is in U;
7. Az is in UZH if and only if it is in E;

Proof. ({): Assume @1 Ay € U Then I(s) < k for all s € Alt(p1 A pa) =
Alt(p1) U Alt(p2).

o If I(s) < k for all s € Alt(yp1), then ¢y is in U F;, CU{.
i<k
e Otherwise, there is so € Alt(y1) such that I(sg) = k. Then, since

01\ p2 & U F;, we have ¢1 A po € Uy. Then, for each s € Alt(y1)
i<k

such that [(s) = k, we have i(s) = — since s € Alt(p1 A p2). Thus

¢1 € Uy CUL.



We also have @9 € U: in the same manner.

For the converse direction, assume that ¢; and @2 are in Ug. Then, for
all s € Alt(p1 A p2), since s € Alt(p1) or s € Alt(pz), we have I(s) < k, in
particular, i(s) = — if [(s) = k. Thus ¢ A 9 is in U}

As for the case of E;r, an analogous proof works.

@): Analogous to ().
@): Assume 1 — @2 € UJ. Let s be in Alt(p1). By the definition of
Alt(p1 — o), we have s+ € Alt(p; — o) and I(s) < k.

o If I(s) < k for all s € Alt(¢p1), then ¢y is in U F; CE/.
1<k

e Otherwise, there is sg € Alt(p;) such that [(sq) = k. Since so™ €
Alt(e1 — ¢2), we have p; — o € Uy. Then, for each s € Alt(¢1)
such that I(s) = k, we have i(s*) = —, and hence, i(s) = 4. Thus
¢1 € Ey CE;.

We also have ¢y € U',: in the same manner.
For the converse direction, assume ¢ € E;r and @9 € U;. Since
deg(p1) < k and deg(p2) < k, we have deg(pr — @2) < k.

o If deg(v1 — ¢2) < k, then 1 — 9 € U F; C U;.
i<k
o If deg(yp1 — p2) =k, for all s € Alt(¢1 — p2) such that I(s) = k, we
have s € Alt(ps) or s = s for some sq € Alt(p1). In the former case,
we have i(s) = — by ¢2 € UJ. In the latter case, we have i(sg) = +
by ¢1 € Ef, and hence, i(s) = —.

One can also show that o1 — 9 is in Ez if and only if ¢ is in U;r and
(pg is in E,i' analogously.
(@): Assume Vap, € U}

o If Vo, ¢ Uy, then Vap; € U Fi. Since deg(¢1) < deg(Vzp1) < k, we
i<k
have ¢; € U F, C U;.
1<k

e Otherwise, deg(p1) < deg(Vzp1) = k. If deg(yp1) < k, then we have

Y1 € U F; C U;:. Assume deg(p1) = k. Let s be an alternation path
i<k

of ¢ such that I(s) = k. If i(s) # —, by the definition of Alt(Vxy1), we
have —s € Alt(Vxy), which contradicts deg(Vxp1) = k since I(—s) =
k + 1. Then we have i(s) = —. Thus we have ¢1 € U, C U},

For the converse direction, assume g € U:.



o If p; ¢ Uy, then g € U F;. Thus deg(¢1) < k, and hence, deg(Vxyr) <

1<k
k. If deg(Vxp1) < k, then Vayp; € U F; C U:. If deg(Vxp1) = k,
i<k
since i(s) = — for all s € Alt(Vxyp;), we have Yz, € U, C UL
e Otherwise, deg(p1) = k and i(s) = — for all s € Alt(p1) such that

l(s) = k. By the definition of Alt(Vzpy), for all s € Alt(Vzpy), we
have I(s) < k, and hence, deg(Vzyp;) = k. In addition, again by the
definition of Alt(Vxey), we have i(s) = — for all s € Alt(Vze;) such
that [(s) = k. Thus Vzp; € U, C U,

[B): Analogous to ().

(@): Assume Vzyy € Eg—kl‘ Since i(s) = — for all s € Alt(Vxyr), Yap; is
not in Ex11. Then Vzp, € U F;, and hence, deg(Vzer) < k.
o If deg(Vxp1) < k, then Vxp; € U F, C U;r.
i<k
o If deg(Vxyp1) = k, since i(s) = — for all s € Alt(Vzp;), we have

Ve € U C UZ.

. . . o« . + . +
The converse direction is trivial since U} C U F; CE; 41

i<k+1
([@): Analogous to ([@). O

Lemma 4.6. Let k be a natural number. For all p1 and @o in 1y, there ex-
ists ¢ € Iy, such that FV (¢) = FV (p1)UFV (¢2) and HA+—-—%;_1-DNE (HA
if k= 0) proves =—(p1 V @2) <> 7.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume k& > 0, ¢1 := Vzpi(z) and ¢y :=

Yypa(y) where p1(x),p2(y) € Xg_1 (see Remark 22). By Lemma [44] it
suffices to show

HA + ==34_1-DNE = = (Vo py (@) V Vyp2(y)) <> 2=V, y (p1(2) V p2(y)) -

The implication from the left to the right is straightforward. The converse
implication is shown as follows:

==V, y (p1(w) V pa(y))
—=Va,y (mop1 (@) V e (y)
(

i

|

™M
B
LI
=
Z
=

Va, y== (==p1(z) V ==p2(y))
=3z, y= (mp1(x) V =p2(y))
=3z, y (—p1(z) A —p2(y))

= (m=3z—p1(x) A ==Fy—pa(y))
= (=Vz——p1(x) A =Vy——p2(y))
== (Vo——p1(x) V Vy——p2(y))
== (Yapr(z) V Yyp2(y)) -

ITITTT

——3%_1-DNE
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Lemma 4.7. Let k be a natural number.

1. For all ¢ € IIy, there exists 1 € Xy, such that FV (¢) = FV (¢) and
HA + X, -DNE proves —p <+ 1.

2. For all ¢ € Xy, there exists ¢ € Iy, such that FV (¢) = FV (¢) and
HA + 3 _1-DNE (HA if kK = 0) proves —p <> 1.

Proof. By simultaneous induction on k. The base case is trivial. In what
follows, we show the induction step for k + 1.

Let ¢ := Vap(x) where p(x) € Xi. By induction hypothesis, there exists
p'(z) € Il such that FV (p(x)) = FV (p/(z)) and

HA + X, _1-DNE F —p(z) < p'(x).

Then HA + ¥;41-DNE proves

—Vap(z)
H _|v /1
,-DNE roople)
— —|—E|$—|p($)
— —=3zp’(z
[LH.] £, _1-DNE
3 /
o e zp'(z),

which is in ¥gq.
Next, let ¢ := Jzp(z) where p(x) € II;. By induction hypothesis, there
exists p/(z) € Xy such that FV (p(x)) = FV (p/(z)) and

HA + X4-DNE - —p(z) < o/ ().
Then HA + ¥,-DNE proves

/
~Enp(e) o Vapla) | Vapl(a),

which is in ITg4. O

Lemma 4.8. Let k be a natural number. For all p € I, there exists i € Yy,
such that FV (¢) = FV (¢) and HA + ==X;-DNE F —p <> ).

Proof. Let ¢ € 1Iy. By Lemma L7 (), there exists 1» € i such that
FV (¢) =FV (¢) and HA 4+ X;-DNE F —¢ <> 9. By Corollary [4.2] we have
HA + —|—|Ek—DNE [ P —|—|1/). ]

Lemma 4.9. HA—i—U:-DNS F ==X _1-LEM for each natural number k > 0.

11



Proof. Fix an instance of ==X _1-LEM

@ = 2V (p1(x) V i (),

where ¢1(z) € Sx_1. Note (p1(2) V —¢1(z)) € Fr_1 € U;. Since HA proves
Vo= (¢1(z) V =¢1(z)), we have that HA4+ U -DNS proves =z (¢1(z) V =1 (z)),
namely, . O

Corollary 4.10. HA + UZ -DNS F ==3;_1-DNE for each natural number
k> 0.

Proof. Immediate from Remark 28] Lemmal[£9and the fact that ¥ _1-LEM
implies ¥;_1-DNE. O

Remark 4.11. By Remark 2.12] U,Jg—DN S is equivalent to Ug-DNS over HA.
Then U;r—DNS can be replaced by Ug-DNS throughout the paper.

5 Prenex normal form theorems

In this section, we show the modified version of [Il, Theorem 2.7]. Prior to
that, we first show a variant of the prenex normal form theorem:

Lemma 5.1. For each natural number k and a formula ¢ (possibly con-
taining free variables), if ¢ € U,i', then there exists ¢ € Il such that
FV(p) =FV (¢) and

HA + U -DNS k= == 3 =y

Proof. By simultaneous induction on k, we show the following two state-
ments (which are in fact equivalent):

L. if ¢ € E}f, then there exists ¢’ € II; such that FV (p) = FV (¢') and

HA + U/ -DNS F ¢ <> =—¢;

2. if ¢ € U, then there exists ¢’ € II; such that FV (p) = FV (¢/) and

HA + U -DNS F == +» ==

The base case is trivial (one can take ¢ as ¢ itself). In what follows, we
show the induction step.

For the induction step, assume the items [[l and 2 for £ — 1. We show the
items [l and Rl for k£ simultaneously by induction on the structure of formulas.
When ¢ is a prime formula, by Lemma 23] we have ¢’ which satisfies the
requirement. For the induction step, assume that the items [I and 2l hold for
1 and po. When it is clear from the context, we suppress the argument on
free variables.
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The case of o1 A ps: First, assume @1 A o € E;: By Lemma [435] we
have ¢1,p2 € E;. By induction hypothesis, there exist ¢}, 5 € IIj, such
that HA + U/-DNS F (-1 ¢ ==¢}) A (292 <> ==¢h). By Lemma EG,
there exists ¢’ € I}, such that FV (¢') = FV (¢}) UFV (¢)) and

HA + ==X, _1-DNE F == (¢} V ) < ~—¢'.

By Corollary [£10, HA + U;—DNS proves

(1 A p2)
—> _\(_\_|(p1 /\ —|—\802)
— ~(=) A )
[LH] U} -DNS
— (] V —5)
— -,
——X4_1-DNE

Next, assume 1 A o € U,i'. By Lemma L5l we have ¢1, @2 € U,i'. By
induction hypothesis, there exist ¢}, ¢} € Il such that HA + U;-DNS +
(=1 & 9)) A (52 <> ——ph). By Lemma 3] there exists ¢ € Iy,
such that FV (¢') = FV (¢]) UFV (¢)) and HA F ¢ < ¢} A ). Then
HA + U:—DNS proves

~(P1Ap2) < 1A LH ]?DNS T PI ATy > 2(P1ARE) & g

The case of 1V po: First, assume o1V s € E;: By Lemma 3] we have
¢1,p2 € Ef. By induction hypothesis, there exist ¢}, € IIj; such that
HA + UF-DNS F (=1 <> ==¢h) A (2 <> =h). By Lemma B3] there
exists ¢’ € ITy such that FV (¢') = FV (¢} )UFV (¥}) and HA F ¢’ <> ¢} Agh.
Then HA + UZ‘—DN S proves

(1 V ¥2)
— 1 A T2
> ) A gy
[LH.] Uf-DNS
— () A )
< —|—|g0,.

Next, assume @1 V @9 € U;- By Lemma [£5] we have ¢1, 2 € U;- By
induction hypothesis, there exist ¢}, ¢} € Il such that HA + U;{-DNS +
(=1 ¢ @) A (52 <> —ph). By Lemma [0, there exists ¢ € Iy,
such that FV (¢) = FV (¢}]) UFV (¢}) and

HA + ==} _1-DNE F =—(} V ) ¢ ~—¢.

13



By Corollary .10, HA + U:—DN S proves

11

[LH.] Uf-DNS
— (] V)
/

s
——Y4_1-DNE

The case of p1 — @o: First, assume o1 — o € E; By Lemma (4.5 we
have ¢ € U: and @9 € EZ‘ By induction hypothesis, there exist ¢}, ¢h €
ITj, such that HA 4+ U}-DNS proves ——p1 <+ ==} and —p2 <> =), By
Lemmal[4.3] there exists ¢’ € Il such that FV (¢') = FV (¢]) UFV (¢}) and
HAF ¢ < ¢} A ¢h. Then HA + U -DNS proves

(1 = ¢2)
—> —|—|801 /\ —|902
— ) A gy
[LH] U{-DNS
— —= () A )
+— —=’.

Next, assume @1 — o € U;. By Lemma (4.5 we have o1 € Ez and
@2 € Uf. By induction hypothesis, there exist ¢},p, € II; such that
HA + U} -DNS proves =1 > ==} and ==y <+ =—¢h. By Lemma [0
there exists ¢’ € Iy such that FV (¢') = FV (¢}) UFV (¢}) and

HA + ==X, _1-DNE F == () V ¢h) < ==/
By Corollary .10l HA + U:—DN S proves

——(p1 — @2)
_\(_\_|(p1 /\ _‘SOQ)
—(=¢) A —g5)

11

[LH.] Uf-DNS

11

(@1 V )
/
~=%,_1-DNE v
The case of Vap:(z): First, assume Vg (z) € E;. By Lemma A5 we
have Vzy(z) € U;ll. By the item Bl for k& — 1, there exists ¢’ € II,_; such
that
HA + U, |-DNS F ==z (z) < ¢

By Lemma 8] there exists ¢’ € X1 C Il (see Remark 23] such that
FV (¢') =FV (¢”) and

HA + —|—|Ek_1—DNE [ —|g0/ — —|—|g0”.
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By Corollary .10, HA + U:—DN S proves

Va1 (x) “— -/ — -,

[LH.] U ,-DNS —=3—1-DNE

Next, assume Va1 (z) € Uf. By Lemma 5] we have ¢;(z) € UJ. By
induction hypothesis, there exists ¢/ (x) € I such that

HA + U -DNS F =1 (z) + =—¢) ().
Then HA + U;—DN S proves

——Vrpi(x) +— Vropi(x) “— Vo= (z) +— -—Vay)(z).
U} -DNS [L.H.] U -DNS U} -DNS

The case of 3z (z): First, assume Jzg(z) € E;. By Lemma A5 we
have ¢1(z) € Ef. By induction hypothesis, there exists ¢} (z) € IIj, such
that

HA + U -DNS F =1 (z) < ¢ (2).

Then HA + U;—DNS proves

—Jzpr(x) & Vopi(z) «—  Vegi(z) +— Vo) (x).
[L.H.] Uf-DNS U} -DNS

Next, assume that 3z (z) € U}. By Lemma EEF, we have 3z (z) €
E;r By the item [l for & — 1, there exists ¢’ € II,_; such that

HA + U |-DNS F =3z (z) <> =¢.

By Lemma 8] there exists ¢’ € X1 C Il (see Remark 23] such that
FV (¢') =FV (¢") and

HA + ==%;_1-DNE b =g/ ¢ ¢

By Corollary 10, HA + U;—DNS proves

——3Jzp () — ¢ e =y

[LH] U/_,-DNS —8,-1-DNE
O

The following lemma is used a lot of times implicitly in the proof of our
prenex normal form theorem (Theorem [(.3]).

Lemma 5.2 (cf. Fact 2.2 in [I]). Let k be a natural number.
1. HA + 24 1-DNE - (II, v II;,)-DNE.

2. HA + (Iz41 V 14 1)-DNE £, -DNE.
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3. HA + (441 V g4 1)-DNE  ~—%;,-DNE.
4. HA + £, -DNE I, -DNE.

Proof. ([{): For formulas @1 and 9 in Ik, ¢1 V @2 is equivalent (over HA)
to
J(E=0—=p1)AN(k#0— ¢2)),

which is equivalent to some ¢ € ¥y such that FV (¢) = FV (¢1 V ¢2) over
HA by Lemma L3l ([2]). Therefore any instance of (Il V II;)-DNE is derived
from some instance of ¥ 1-DNE.
(@): Any instance of ¥;-DNE is derived from some instance of (Il V II;41)-DNE
since ¢ € X is equivalent to Vyp € Il;1 with a variable y not occurring
freely in ¢ (cf. Lemma [2.3)).
@): Immediate from (2)) and Corollary
@): Note that =—Vap(x) implies =—Vax——p(x), which is intuitionisti-
cally equivalent to Vx——¢(x). Then any instance of II;;1-DNE is derived
from some instance of X;-DNE. O

We are now ready to show the modified version of [I, Theorem 2.7].

Theorem 5.3. For each natural number k and a formula ¢ (possibly con-
taining free variables), the following hold:

1. ifpe E:, then there exists ¢’ € Xy such that FV (¢) = FV (¢') and

HA + ,-DNE + U} -DNS F ¢ + ¢/;

2. if ¢ € Uy, then there exists ¢’ € Il such that FV () = FV (¢') and

HA + (IT; V II;)-DNE F ¢ ¢ /.

Proof. For the proof, we prepare the following auxiliary assertion (which is
in fact a consequence from the item [2)):

3. if p € E}f, then there exists ¢’ € II; such that FV (p) = FV (¢/) and

HA + =—(II), V IT;)-DNE F =g ¢ ~—¢.

We show the items [I] Bl and Bl by induction on k simultaneously. The base
case is trivial (one can take ¢’ as ¢ itself). In what follows, we show the
induction step.

Assume the items [ 2 and B for ¥ — 1. Since HA + II,_;-DNE
I, _1-DNS, by the item 2 for k£ — 1, we have

HA + (IT;_; V II;_1)-DNE I U} -DNS. (2)
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We show the items [1 @l and Bl simultaneously by induction on the structure
of formulas. When ¢ is a prime formula, by Lemma 23] we have ¢/ which
satisfies the requirement. For the induction step, assume that the items [I],
and [3 hold for ¢ and 3. When it is clear from the context, we suppress
the argument on free variables.

The case of 1 A po: For the second item, assume @ A g € U:. By
Lemma .5 we have ¢1,p9 € Uz. By induction hypothesis, there exist
o, ¢ € 1T, such that HA + (IIj, Vv II;)-DNE proves ¢1 <> ¢} and @2 <> ¢.
By Lemma 3] there exists ¢’ € I such that HA F ¢’ + ¢} A ¢,. Then
HA + (I Vv II;)-DNE proves

/ / /

»1 A\ @2 (LH] (Hmk)—DNE A2 R
For the first and third items, assume @1 A @2 € E; By Lemma [£.35],
we have @1, 9 € E;: Then we have ¢/ € ¥ such that HA + X;-DNE +
U;—DNS F o1 APy <> ¢ as in the second item. On the other hand, by induc-
tion hypothesis, there exist ¢, ¢ € I} such that HA + —— (Il Vv II;)-DNE
proves -1 + =l and -y +» ——l. In addition, by Lemma (6] there
exists ¢” € Iy, such that HA+—--X;_1-DNE F —=—¢" <> == (¢ vV ¢Y). Then,

by Lemma 5.2, we have that HA 4+ ——(Il; Vv II;)-DNE proves

(1 A 2)
—|(—|—|801 /\ —|—|802)
—\—|(—|g01 \/ —\802)

111

[L.H.] =—(IT; VII;,)-DNE

— = (=] A=)

— (e V ¢5)

H —\—|g0/l_
——Y_1-DNE

The case of @1 V @9: For the second item, assume 1 V gy € U;. By
Lemma 435 we have ¢1,p9 € U;r. Then, by induction hypothesis, there
exist p1(x1), p2(z2) € Xk_1 such that HA + (II; Vv II;)-DNE proves ¢; >
Vaip1(x1) and pg <> Vaope(xs). By Lemmalb.2l HA+ (1T Vv 1T )-DNE proves

Va1p1(z1) V Vaapa(z2)
— Vaq, x2 (p1(z1) V p2(22))
— - (3.%'1—\[)1(.731) A 3.%'2—\[)2(.732))
— - (—|—E|$1—|p1($1) AN —|—|E|,I2—|p2($2))
— - (—\Vajlpl (.731) A —\VJJQ[)Q(JZQ))

Yr_1-DNE
— - (Vxlpl(xl) \/\V/$2p2($2))
V. (VA .
(HkvﬂDNE z1p1(21) V Vopa(z2)
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By Lemma [44] there exists &(x1,22) € X1 such that HA F &(x1,z9) +
p1(z1) V pa(z2). Then we have that HA + (1T, Vv II;)-DNE proves

p1V

LH.] (Hmk)-DNE Vzip1(x1) V Vaopa(z2)

v \Y,
(HkvaNE w1, 72 (p1(71) V p2(T2))
— Va1, T £($1,$2) e 11;.

For the first and third items, assume @ V @9 € E: By Lemma [£35]
we have 1, pg € E;r By induction hypothesis, there exist p1(x1), p2(22) €
II;_; such that HA 4 X,-DNE + U:—DNS proves @1 <> Jx1p1(x1) and @y <>
Jzopa(z2). By the item 2l for k — 1, there exists &(x1,x2) € IIx_1 such that

HA + (Hk—l V Hk_l)—DNE H f($1,$2) — pl(xl) V pg(xg).

By Lemma [5.2] we have that HA + ¥;-DNE + U;r—DNS proves

)
— Elxlpl(xl) vV E|$2p2($2)
[LH] £x-DNE, U -DNS
— Elxl,xg(pl(xl) \/pg(xg))

«— 3.%'1,1‘2 5(1‘1,1‘2).
[LH.] (Il VII;_;)-DNE
Thus we are done for the first item. For the third item, by induction hy-
pothesis, there exist ¢/, ¢ € Iy, such that HA + =—(IIj Vv II)-DNE proves
—p1 <> @ and e <> gl In addition, by Lemma [£3] there exists
¢" € Iy such that HA + ¢" < ¢ A ¢ff. Then HA + ——(II; v II;)-DNE
proves
- \V <~ A —> - ,//\—|—| " < ”/\ ! <~ ”,
(Prvee) & mpihmpe N LT (P1AP2) e

The case of 1 — po: For the second item, assume @1 — @9 € U:. By
Lemma [£5] we have ¢ € E; and o € U;. By induction hypothesis, there
exist p1(z1), p2(z2) € Xg_1 such that HA + ——(II; vV IIx)-DNE F —¢;
—=Vxyp1(x1) and HA + (TII, V I )-DNE F 9 <> Vagpe(x2). By Lemma [4.5]
we have that —pj(z1) — pa2(z2) is in E;r Then, by the item [l for k — 1,
there exists £(z1,z2) € Xk_1 such that

HA + £4_1-DNE + U} |-DNS + &(z1,22) > (mp1(z1) = p2(22)) .
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Then, using Lemma [5.2] and (2]), we have that HA + (I Vv II;)-DNE proves

Y1 — P2
—> — Vx x
[LH.] (I, VII)-DNE 1 202(22)
T 1 — VT2pe(72)
— ) — Vagpa(22)
— —|Vx1p1(x1) — —|—|\V/$2p2($2)

[LH.] ~—(I1; VII;,)-DNE

— B P Y
Sk_1-DNE z1-p1(21) xop2(x2)
Vg, 2 (op1(21) = p2(22))
— —|—|V$1,$2 5(3?1’322)

[LH.] 5_1-DNE, U}_,-DNS
1I.
B Vi, w2 &(21,22) € 1l
For the first and third items, assume @1 — g € E;: By Lemma [4.35] we
have o1 € U} and ¢, € Ef. By induction hypothesis, there exists pa(z2) €
II;_1 such that HA—i—Ek—DNE—i—UZ'—DNS F w9 <> Jxapa(x2). In addition, by
Lemma 5.1 there exists p1(z1) € Xg_1 such that HA 4+ U;‘-DNS F o &
——Vz1p1(x1). By Lemmaldbl we have —pa(xa) — —p1(x1) is in szl' Then,
by the item 2] for k£ — 1, there exists &(x1,x2) € IIx_1 such that

HA + (-1 V —1)-DNE & £(z1, 22) <> (mpa(z2) = —p1(21)) -

Then, using Lemma [5.2] we have that HA + X;-DNE + U;—DNS proves

Y1 —7 P2
— 1 — Jxopa(z2)
[L.H.] -DNE, U{-DNS
_\_|3
EIHGE Y1 — xop2(x2)

— —p1 — 3 xepa(22)
— —=Vaip1 (1) = ~—3wepa(2)

U -DNS
— —=3xg (Vo1p1(21) — p2(2))

. e —=3wy (—p2(r2) — ~Va1p1(z1))

v e T2 (—p2(72) z17p1 (1))
— ——3xo=—3wy (—p2(r2) = —p1(21))
— ——3xy, 22 €(21, 2)

[L.H.] (IT;_1VII;_1)-DNE

!

dxq1, 29 E(x1,29) € 2.
e 1,22 &(21, 72) k

Thus we are done for the first item. For the third item, by induction hy-
pothesis, there exist ¢}, ¢} € IIj such that HA+ (II; V I )-DNE F ¢1 < ¢
and HA + ——(II; VII;)-DNE F —¢y <> —=¢,. On the other hand, by
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Lemma F.3] there exists £ € I such that HA = ¢} A ¢y < &. Then

HA + —— (I Vv II;)-DNE proves

Tt ) o Creinnee) L e e AT & (@A) & ot
The case of Va1 (z): For the second item, assume Vg (z) € Uf. By

Lemma [£.5 we have ¢q(x) € U;r. By induction hypothesis, there exists

¢ (x) € 1Ty such that HA+ (11, V I )-DNE F 1 (2) < ¢} (z). Then Vzp, ()

is equivalent to V) (x) € Iy over HA + (II;, Vv II;)-DNE.
For the first and third items, assume Vap;(z) € Ef. By Lemma A5

we have Vxpi(x) € U;—l' Then, by the item 2 for & — 1, there exists

€ € Ilx_1 C X (see Remark 2.5]) such that

HA + (Hk—l \Y Hk_l)—DNE = Vmgpl(x) & (3)

By Lemma B2, we are done for the first item. For the third item, by
Lemma A7), there exists & € Y1 C Il (see Remark [Z5]) such that HA +
Y,_1-DNE F —=¢ < &. By Corollary 2] we have HA + ——%;_1-DNE +
=& < ——¢’. In addition,

HA + ==(ITg—1 V IT;—1)-DNE b ~=¥ag (z) ¢ —¢

follows from (B]). Then, by Lemmal[5.2] we have that HA+—-— (11 Vv II;)-DNE
proves

Va1 (x) ¢

— =& —
[IH] —\—\(Hk_lvﬂk_l)-DNE ——X,_1-DNE

Thus we have shown the third item.

The case of Jxp1(x): For the second item, assume Jxp(x) € U;. By
Lemma L5, we have Jzpi(z) € Ef ;. Then, by the item [ for k — 1,
there exists £ € X1 C Il (see Remark [27]) such that HA 4+ ¥X;_1-DNE +
U/ ,-DNS F 3z (z) > £ By Lemmal5Zand (2), we have HA+(ITj, v 11, )-DNE
Jzpi(z) <> &

For the first and third items, assume 3z¢;(z) € E;. By Lemma [LF]
we have ¢1(z) € E}. By induction hypothesis, there exist ¢} (z) € Xj and
@ (z) € I such that HA + $4-DNE + U-DNS F ¢i(z) < ¢} (z) and
HA + ——(IIj V II;)-DNE F —¢4 (x) <> =—¢!(z). Then Jxpq(z) is equivalent
to Jz¢(z) € &), over HA + X;-DNE + U} -DNS. Thus we are done for the
first item. For the third item, since HA 4+ == (Il Vv II;)-DNE proves

_|E| - —_— !
vor(e) & Veoei@) e Vel (a),

we have that HA 4+ ——(II; Vv II;)-DNE proves
-3z (x) & Vo=l (z).

On the other hand, the latter is equivalent to =—Vz¢](z) in the presence
of ==II;-DNE. Thus we have HA + ——=(II; VII;)-DNE F —3z¢;(x) <
=Vl (z). O
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Corollary 5.4. HA + ——(II; v II)-DNE F U} -DNS.

Proof. Since U} -DNS is intuitionistically equivalent to ==U}-DNS (see Re-
mark [Z8), it suffices to show HA + (II; V II;)-DNE + U -DNS. By The-
orem (.3l (2), any formulas ¢ € U,Jg is equivalent to some ¢’ € Il such
that FV (¢) = FV (¢) over HA + (II; V II;)-DNE. Since HA + II;-DNE +
IT;-DNS, we have HA + (II; V II)-DNE + U} -DNS. O

Remark 5.5. Corollary 5.4 shows that Lemma 5] (equivalent to item [ in
the proof of Lemma [5.])) is a stronger statement of the item [ in the proof
of Theorem 1.3l On the other hand, it is still open whether HA + U;‘-DN S
is a proper subsystem of HA + ——(II; V I )-DNE.

Remark 5.6. It follows from Theorem [(.3] and the results in Section B that
HA + >;-DNE does not prove UT—DNS.

At the end of this section, we study the prenex normal form theorem
for formulas which do not contain the disjunction V. In fact, the proof of
Theorem [5.3] suggests that the unusual form (II; V II;)-DNE of the double
negation elimination is caused from the argument especially in the case of
©1 V 2. On the other hand, if a formula ¢ does not contain V, one can
intuitionistically derive the original formula ¢ from a formula of the prenex
normal form which is classically equivalent to ¢ (cf. [9, Lemma 6.2.1]). Then
the proof of the prenex normal form theorem for those formulas becomes to
be fairly simple.

Theorem 5.7. For each natural number k and a formula ¢ (possibly con-
taining free variables) which does not contain V, the following hold:

1. if ¢ € B, then there exists ¢ € Xy such that FV () = FV (¢') and

HA + X, -DNE F ¢ ¢ ¢';

2. if ¢ € UY, then there exists ¢’ € Il such that FV () = FV (¢') and

HA + %5,_1-DNE (HA if k = 0) F ¢ < ¢

Proof. We mimic the proof of Theorem (.3l Thus we first prepare the fol-
lowing auxiliary assertion (which is in fact a consequence from the item

2):
3. if p € E}f, then there exists ¢’ € II; such that FV (p) = FV (¢/) and

HA 4+ ==X _1-DNE F —p < ¢,
Then we show the items [, 2] and Bl by induction on k simultaneously. The

base case is trivial. Most of the parts for the induction step is the same as
those for Theorem (.3l The same proof works since the logical principle in
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the items M and 2 implies both of them for k — 1 and the logical principle in
the item [B]is the double negation of the logical principle in the item [2] as in
Theorem [5.31

Only the difference with the proof of Theorem [(.3]is in proving the item 1]
for ¢ := @1 — @y € B, where we use Lemmal5.1l Here one can use the item
instead of Lemma 5.1l This is because Y-DNE includes ¥;_;-DNE while
the verification theory of the item [[lin Theorem [5.3] contains the verification
theory of Lemma Bl To be absolutely clear, we present the proof of this
part: Let @1 — @9 € Ez By Lemma 4.5 we have ¢ € U;r and @y € E;r
By induction hypothesis, there exists pi(x1) € Yg_1 and po(z2) € i1
such that HA + ¥;_1-DNE F 1 <> Vxipi(x1) and HA + X3-DNE F 9 <
Jxope(w2). By Lemma ELH, we have —pa(22) — —pi(z1) is in Uf ;. Then,
by the item 2] for k£ — 1, there exists &(x1,x2) € IIx_1 such that

HA + 3j_9-DNE F {(21, 22) > (—p2(22) = —p1(21)) -

Then HA + ¥-DNE proves

Y1 = P2
AN — 3
[LH] ,-DNE w1 T2p2(72)
A — =3
SpDNE w2p2(22)
[LH, =,_,-DNE r1p1(21) T2p2(T2)
— —|—|E|$2 (V$1p1(x1) — p2($2))
M, 1-DNE w2 (mp2(w2) — —~Va1p1(21))
Sk—1-DNE —— 3z (mp2(22) = ——Izi—pi(21))
<—— —|—\31’2—\—|3x1 (—\[)2(1-2) - _‘pl(xl))
— —|—|5|561,562 5(:61’552)
[LH.] $4_o-DNE
¥,-DNE Elxl’xQ £($1,$2) S Ek

O

Remark 5.8. It follows from Theorem [5.3] and Corollary [£.4] that E:—LEM,
U} -LEM and U} -DNE are equivalent to X;-LEM, II;-LEM and (IIj, V II;,)-DNE
respectively over HA (cf. [I, Corollary 2.9]). This may not be the case
for E;‘—DNE and YXp-DNE. On the other hand, Theorem [5.7] implies that
HA + 3;-DNE proves the double negation elimination for all formulas in Ez
which do not contain V.

6 A conservation result

In this section, we generalize a well-known fact that PA is Ils-conservative
over HA in the context of semi-classical arithmetic (see Theorem [6.14]). The
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fact is normally shown by applying the negative translation followed by
the Friedman A-translation (see e.g. [0, Chapter 14]). As for the negative
translation, there are several equivalent forms (see [7, Section 1.10.1]). Here
we employ Kuroda’s negative translation among them.

Definition 6.1 (cf. Definition 10.1 in [5]). Let ¢ be a HA-formula. Then
its negative translation ¢ is defined as ¢V := ~—ppy, where ¢y is defined
by induction on the logical structure of ¢ as follows:

[ (QDp)N ‘= oy, if ¢p is a prime formula;
o (p10w2)y = (p1)y 0 (02)y, Where o € {A,V, =}
o (Fzpr)y = Jz(p1)y;

o (Vopr)y = Ve-(e)y-
Remark 6.2. By induction on the structure of formulas, one can show FV (¢) =

FV(pn) =FV (goN ) for all formulas . When it is clear from the context,
we suppress the argument on free variables.

Lemma 6.3. For any HA-formula @ of the prenex normal form, HA proves
Y — ¢N-

Proof. By induction on the structure of formulas of the prenex normal form.

O

Proposition 6.4. For any HA-formula o, if PA - @, then HA - o,

Proof. By induction on the length of the derivations (see the proof of [5],
Proposition 10.3]). O

Lemma 6.5. Let k be a natural number.

1. For any HA-formula ¢ € ), HA + X,.-DNE proves ¢ < .

2. For any HA-formula ¢ € I, HA 4+ X;_1-DNE (HA if k = 0) proves
oV < .
Proof. By simultaneous induction on k. The base case is trivial. For the
induction step, assume the items [l and 2 for & to show those for k+1. For the
first item, let Jzp; € Y41 where 1 € II,. We have that HA + X;1-DNE
proves
)N = —\—ax(tpl)N e —\—ax—'—\(tpl)N < —|—\31'(,01 <—— 3.%'(,01.

(395@1
[LH.] )_1-DNE Yi41-DNE

For the second item, let Vzy; € Il where ¢ € ¥g. Since Ilx1-DNE
is derived from ¥;-DNE (see Lemma [5.21()), we have that HA + 3;-DNE
proves

W= aVo(o1)y - Vopr V.

Vo
( [L.H.] =,-DNE I, 1-DNE
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Let HA* denote HA in the extended language where a predicate symbol
x of arity 0, which behaves as a place holder, is added. In particular, HA*
has 1 — * as an axiom. To make our arguments absolutely clear, we prefer
to add the distinguished new predicate * rather than discussing about A-
translation inside the original language as done in [2[5].

Definition 6.6 (A-translation [2]). For a HA-formula ¢, we define ¢* as a
formula obtained from ¢ by replacing all the prime formulas ¢, in ¢ with
¢p V *. Officially, ¢* is defined by induction on the logical structure of ¢ as
in Definition In particular, 1*:= (L V%), which is equivalent to x over
HA*. In what follows, —, ¢ denotes ¢ — *.

Remark 6.7. By induction on the structure of formulas, one can show FV (¢) =
FV (¢*) for all HA-formulas ¢.

Proposition 6.8 (Cf. Lemma 2 in [2]). For any HA-formula ¢, if HA F ¢,
then HA*  o*.

Proof. By induction on the length of the derivations. O

Remark 6.9. An analogous assertion of Proposition holds for HA +
¥1-LEM and HA* + ¥;-LEM instead of HA and HA* respectively (see [0,
Lemma 3.1]).

The following substitution result is important in the application of the
A-translation:

Lemma 6.10 (Cf. Theorem 6.2.4 in [9]). Let X be a set of HA-sentences
and ¢ be a HA*-formula. If HA* + X F ¢, then HA + X F o[/*] for any
HA-formula ¢ such that the free variables of 1 are not bounded in p, where
[ /*] is the HA-formula obtained from ¢ by replacing all the occurrences
of * in @ with 1.

Proof. Fix a set X of HA-sentences. By induction on k, one can show
straightforwardly that for any k and any HA*-formula ¢, if HA* + X F ¢
with the proof of length k, then HA+ X F @[ /] for any HA-formula v such
that the free variables of v is not bounded in ¢. The variable condition is
used to verify the case of axioms and rules for quantifiers. O

The following lemma is a key for our generalized conservation results.
Lemma 6.11. Let k be a natural number.

1. For any HA-formula ¢ € X, HA* +X,_1-LEM (HA* if k = 0) proves
(o) on V.

2. For any HA-formula ¢ € TIj,, HA* +X;-LEM proves (on)" <> on V *.
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Proof. We show the items [I] and [2] simultaneously by induction on k.

The base case: Since every quantifier-free formula ¢ such that FV (p4¢) =
{Z} is equivalent to a prime formula ¢(Z) = 0 for some closed term ¢ (see
e.g. [5 Proposition 3.8]), by Proposition [6.8] it suffices to show the asser-
tions only for prime formulas. Since ((gop)N)* =pp = ppVr=(pp)y Vv,
we are done.

The induction step: Assume that the items [ and 2] hold for k. We first
show the item 1 for k + 1. Let ¢y € II;. Since

(Cre1)y)" = 3z (p1)n)" =32 ((91)n)"
by induction hypothesis, we have
HA* + X,-LEM F ((3ze1) y)" <> 3z ((p1) 5 V %)

Since HA* proves 3z ((p1)y V*) < (Fz(p1)y V) = ((Fzpr)y V *), we
have
HA* + S-LEM F ((Gzg1) )" < ((Fzpr) y V *) .

Thus we have shown the item [ for & + 1.

Next, we show the item 2 for k + 1. Let o € Xi. We shall show
that HA* + £;-DNE (and hence, HA* + 3, -LEM) proves (Vzgs)y V * —
((Vapz)y)*. By Lemma G5l (), we have

HA 4+ $4-DNE F @3 < (02) = ==(2) y- (4)
Then we have that HA* + X,-DNE proves
(Vzpa) y V* = (Vo=(p2) y V %) < Vo V.

By Lemma [6.3] HA proves p2 — (p2)y. Then, using induction hypothesis
and the fact that X,-DNE derives Y;_1-LEM, we have that HA* + ¥X,-DNE
proves

(Vo) V * ERE Vaps V x
— Va(p2)y V *
— Va((p2)y V *)
ATy Va ((p2) )
— Va (((p2)n)" = %) = %)
— (Vzpa)n)"

In the following, we show the converse direction:
HA® + 351 1-LEM F (Vzp2) )" = (Vaps) v V *. (5)

Reason in HA* + X5 1-LEM. Suppose ((Vzy2) )", equivalently,

vz ((((e2)n)" = %) = %) (6)
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By induction hypothesis, (@) is equivalent to Va (((¢2)y V * — *) — %), which
is intuitionistically equivalent to

vz (((p2)y = %) = #).

Then we have
Jx(p2) y — *. (7)

By Lemma A7 [2]), there exists 1o € Il such that FV (p2) = FV (¢2)
and -9 is equivalent to y. Since Jxy € Yji1, by Xp1-LEM, we have
Jxape V ~3x1hs, and hence,

Jx—pg V V=g,

Then, by (), we obtain

= (p2) §y V Vo (02) §-

In the former case, we have * by (7). In the latter case, we have (Vays) .
Thus we have shown (&]). O

Lemma 6.12. Let ¢ be a HA*-formula.
1. HA* F o — =,
2. HA* Vo0 < = Jze.
8. HA" F —ym—i0 = .
4. HA* F Jz—y—0 — o dxe.

Proof. (), ) and (B]) are immediate from the definition of -, (see Definition

[6.6). @) follows from (), (@) and (B]). O

Lemma 6.13. For any HA-formula ¢ of the prenex normal form, HA* +
o= (¥N)".

Proof. Since there exists a closed term t such that HA F @q¢(21,...,25) <
t(x1,...,2) = 0 for each quantifier-free formula ¢q¢ such that FV (¢q¢) =
{z1,...,x1} (see e.g. [B, Proposition 3.8]), by Proposition and Proposi-
tion [6.8] one can assume that formulas of the prenex normal form consist of
the formulas of form Qiz1 ... Qrxr ¢p Where ;s are quantifiers and ¢y, is
prime. We show our assertion by induction on the structure of formulas of
this form.

For a prime formula ¢y, it is trivial to see that HA* proves

N*
Op = Pp VE = e (pp V *) ((Spp) ) .
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Assume the assertion for ¢. Then, using Lemma [6.12] HA* proves

Az — 3z (V)" = Tz (——pw)" & Frmae (on)" = 3z (on)”

(L.H.] .
& (Bzp)Y)

and
MY =V ()" ¢ Vo (pn)" = Vo, (on)

— <(Vx<p)N>*.
O

v v
e z (¢

Theorem 6.14. Let k be a natural number. For any formulas ¢ € Ilyo and
¥ of the prenex normal form, if PAF ¥ — ¢, then HA + Xi-LEM - ¢ — .

Proof. Let ¢ := Vxdyp, where ¢1 € 1. Since one can freely replace the
bound variables, assume that the free variables of Jyp; are not bounded in
1 and x does not occur in ¥ without loss of generality.

Suppose PA + ¢ — Vadyei. By Proposition [6.4] we have that HA
proves == (¢ — Yo——3y (¢1)y), which is intuitionistically equivalent to
——pn — Vz==3y (¢1) 5, namely, P~ — Vz——Ty (p1),. Then we have

HA F N — ==3y (1) y-

By Proposition 6.8, we have
HA* - (™) = =3y (91) y)" s

and hence,

HA* - 1/) — —|*—|*E|y ((@1)]\[)*
by Lemma [6.13] Then, by Lemma [6.111(2]), we have that HA* 4+ ¥;-LEM
proves

Y = =3y ((p1)y V *)
which is intuitionistically equivalent to

T;Z) — —'*—'*3?/ (Qpl)N-

Since the free variables of Jyp; are not bounded in 1, using Lemma [6.10]
with Remark [6.2] we have

HA + Zp-LEM F ¢ — ((Jy (p1) y = Jyeer) — Fyer) - (8)
On the other hand, by Lemma [G5l([2]) and the fact that 3;-LEM derives
> r-DNE, we have that HA + ¥X;-LEM proves
)N

(p1)y = 1)y = (1 ©1.

—
$_1-DNE

and hence, 3y (¢1)y — Jypi1. Then, by (§), we have HA + X;-LEM - ¢ —
Jyp1. By our assumption, x does not occur in ¢, and hence, HA+X;-LEM F
1 — VaIyp, follows. O
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We have shown Theorem in order to prove the optimality of our
prenex normal form theorems in Section [ (see Section [[). On the other
hand, the conservation result on semi-classical arithmetic itself is interesting.
This will be studied comprehensively in [4].

7 Characterizations

Notation 2. Let T be an extension of HA. Let I" and I' be classes of HA-
formulas. Then PNFTp (T',T”) denotes the following statement: for any
¢ €T, there exists ¢’ € I such that FV () = FV (¢/) and T ¢ < ¢'.

Under this notation, Theorem 5.3 asserts (modulo Remark [2.2) that for a
semi-classical theory T' containing HA + (Il V II;)-DNE, PNFTp (U, i)
holds for all ¥’ < k as well as the analogous assertion for E; and ;. It is
natural to ask whether the verification theories are optimal. In this section,
among other things (see Table[Il), we show that this is exactly the case:

1. For a theory T in-between HA and PA, T' + (II; V II)-DNE if and
only if PNFTp (Ug/, i) for all &’ < k. (Theorem [7.3])

2. For a theory T in-between HA + II;_;-LEM (HA if £ = 0) and PA,
T - X,-DNE+ U -DNS if and only if PNFT 7 (Ej, $y/) for all ¥ < k.

(Theorem [7.TT])

Lemma 7.1. Let T be a theory in-between HA + Xj_o-LEM (HA if k < 2)
and PA. If PNFTy (Ug,1L), then T F (I V I1)-DNE.

Proof. Fix an instance of (Il V II)-DNE
=V (- (e1(2) V ga(z) = @1(2) V pa())

where p1(x),p2(x) € Ig(z). Since == (p1(x) V p2(x)) and ¢1(z) V @a(x)
are in Uy, by our assumption, there exist p(z) and p'(x) in IIx(x) such that
T proves p(z) < @1(x) V @a(x) and p'(z) < == (p1(z) V p2(z)). Since
PA I ¢ and PA is an extension of T, we have PA F p/(z) — p(z). By
Theorem .14l we have that HA + X;_o-LEM proves p'(z) — p(x), and
hence, Vz (p/(x) — p(x)). Since T is an extension of HA + ¥;_o-LEM, we
have T F Va (p'(z) — p(z)), and hence, T + ¢. O

Lemma 7.2. Let T be a theory in-between HA and PA. If PNF Ty (U, IIj)
for all k' <k, then T+ X, _1-LEM.

Proof. By induction on k. The base case is trivial. For the induction step,
assume PNFTp (Ug/, i) for all & < k+ 1. Then, by induction hypothesis,
we have T+ X, _;-LEM. Fix an instance of X;-LEM

@ = Va(er(z) V —pi1(2)),
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where ¢;(x) € Ei(z). Since ¢ € Ugio, by our assumption, there exists a
sentence ¢’ € I q such that T F ¢ <> ¢'. Since PA F ¢, we have PA F '
Then, by Theorem [6.14] we have HA + 3, _1-LEM F ¢, and hence, T' + ¢'.
Thus we have T + . O

Theorem 7.3. Let T be a theory in-between HA and PA. Then T & (11, V II;,)-DNE
if and only if PNFTp (Ug, ) for all K < k.

Proof. The “only if” direction is immediate from Theorem [(5.3] (2]) and Lemma
231 We show the converse direction. Assume PNFT7p (Ug,IIi) for all
k' < k. Let k > 0 without loss of generality. By LemmalZ.2, T + X, _-LEM.
Then, by Lemma [I1], we have T F (IIj, V II;)-DNE. O

Definition 7.4. Let T be a class of formulas. Then T'M denotes the class
of HA-formulas ——¢ where ¢ € I', and I'™ denotes that for - where p € T'.

Lemma 7.5. LetT be a theory in-between HA and PA. If PNFTp (Uk/dn, Hk,dn)
for all k' <k, then T + ==X _1-LEM.

Proof. By induction on k. The base case is trivial. For the induction step,
assume PNFTp (Uk/dn,Hk/dn) for all ¥ < k + 1. Then, by induction hy-
pothesis, T proves =—X;_1-LEM. Fix an instance of =—X;-LEM

@ = =Vz(p1(z) V —er1 (7)),

where ¢1(z) € Yp(x). Since ¢ € Upy 1%, by our assumption, there ex-
ists a sentence ¢’ € Il such that T F ¢ < ——¢’. Since PA F V(1 (z) V
—p1(z)), we have PA - ¢’. Then, by Theorem[6.14] we have HA+Y;_1-LEM +
¢, and hence, HA + ==Y, _1-LEM F =—¢' by Lemma Il Then Tt ¢. O

Theorem 7.6. Let T be a theory in-between HA and PA. The following are
pairwise equivalent:

1. PNFTy (Ep™ ) for all k' < k;
2. PNFTT (Uk/dn,Hk/dn) fO?" all ]{3/ S k,’
3. T+ U} -DNS.

Proof. The equivalence of (1) and (2] is trivial (cf. the proof of Lemma
£0). In addition, (Bl —[2) is immediate from Lemma 51l In what follows,
we show (2 —[3)). Assume PNFTyp (Uk/dn,ﬂk/dn) for all ¥ < k. Since
U/ -DNS is intuitionistically equivalent to ==U;-DNS (See Remark 28], it
suffices to show T - —|—|Uz—DNS. Let k£ > 0 without loss of generality. Fix
an instance of ~—U;-DNS

Y= -V (Vy—\—'(m(w,y) — _‘_‘vyﬁpl(%y))
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where ¢1(z,y) € Uf(z,y). By Lemma 5, we have that Yy——¢;(z,v)
and Vyo1(z,y) are in UJ (z). Since i(s) = — for all alternation paths s of
Vy——p1(z,y) and Yy (z,y), it is straightforward to show that there exists
k' < k such that Vy——pi(z,y) and Vypi(z,y) are in Ug/(z). Then, by
PNFT7 (Up, I;,97), there exist p(z), p/(z) € M (z) such that T proves
——p(x) > —Vypi(x,y) and ——p'(x) < ~—=Vy—=—p1(x,y). Since PA is an
extension of T and PA | ¢, we have PA F p/(z) — p(z). Then, by Theorem
6141 we have that HA+ Xy _o-LEM (HA if k' < 2) proves p'(z) — p(z), and
hence, Vx (——p'(z) — ——p(x)). By Lemma 1] we have

HA + —==3_o-LEM F ==z (—==p(z) = ——p(a)) .

On the other hand, by Lemma and our assumption, we have T F
——%,_1-LEM. Then we have

and hence, T I ¢. O

Remark 7.7. Theorem shows that the verification theory for Lemma [5.1]
is optimal.

Definition 7.8. Let T be a class of HA-formulas. T'Y denotes the class of
formulas in I' which do not contain V.

Lemma 7.9. Let T be a theory in-between HA + II;_1-LEM (HA if k = 0)
and PA. If PNFTr (Ep¥,2y) for all k' < k, then T+ ¥,-DNE.

Proof. By induction on k. The base case is trivial. For the induction step,
assume the assertion for k and let T' be a theory in-between HA + II;-LEM
and PA. Assume also that PNFT 7 (Ep, £/) holds for all k" < k+1. Then,
by induction hypothesis, T proves 3;-DNE. Since T' contains HA+1Ip-LEM,
we have T+ X,-LEM by [I, Theorem 3.1(ii)]. Fix an instance of ¥j;-DNE

¢ =V (=—p1(z) = p1(2)),

where ¢;(x) € Xgy1(z). Without loss of generality, one can assume that
©1(x) does not contain V (cf. [5, Proposition 3.8]). Since ——¢p1(z) € Exq
By PNFTp (Ek+1df,2k+1), there exists ¢/ (z) € Xg41(x) such that T+
—=p1(z) <> ©j(z). Since PA is an extension of T and PA F ¢, we have
PA = ¢} (z) = ¢1(x). Then, by Lemma [2.3] and Theorem [6.14, we have that
HA + 3-LEM proves ¢ (z) — ¢1(z), and hence, Va (¢} () — ¢1(x)). Since
T is an extension of HA + X-LEM, we have T F ¢. O

Lemma 7.10. Let T be an extension of HA + ——X;_1-DNE (HA if k = 0).
If PNFTp (Ep, X4) for all k' < k, then PNFTp (Ek/n,l'[k/dn) forall k' < k.
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Proof. Assume PNFTp (Ex, Xg) for all £/ < k. Fix ¥/ < k and ¢ € Ep.
By PNFTp (Exr, Xpr), there exists ¢’ € 3y such that FV (¢) = FV (¢') and
T+ ¢+ ¢ Then

T+ Y —|g0/.

On the other hand, by Lemma ET.([2), there exists ¢” € I such that
FV (¢') = FV (¢") and HA + ¥j,_1-DNE F —¢ <+ ¢”. Then, by Corollary

4£2 we have
HA + == _1-DNE I =g ¢ ——/".

Then FV (m¢) = FV (==¢") and T + —p < ——¢”. Thus we have shown
PNFT7 (Ep®, Sp). O

Theorem 7.11. Let T be a theory in-between HA+1I;_1-LEM (HA if k = 0)
and PA. Then T F ¥;-DNE + U:—DNS if and only if PNFTp (Egr, Xgr) for
all k' < k.

Proof. The “only if” direction is immediate from Theorem [(5.3] (I]) and Lemma
231 We show the converse direction. Assume PNFTp (Ej, X)) for all
k' < k. Let k > 0 without loss of generality. By Lemma [Z9] we have
T + Yp-DNE. In addition, by Lemma and Theorem [.6] we have
T+ U} -DNS. O

Remark 7.12. 1t is still open whether the assumption that T" contains II;_-LEM
can be omitted in Theorem [T.T11

Remark 7.13. Akama et al. [1] shows that II-LEM does not derive X;-DNE
and X;-DNE does not derive (IIj V I )-DNE. Theorem[T.ITlreveals that the
prenex normal form theorem for E; and ¥; does not hold in HA + II,-LEM,

and Theorem [7.3] reveals that the prenex normal form theorem for U and
II; does not hold in HA + ¥;-DNE.

Corollary 7.14. Let T be a theory in-between HA and PA. Then T F
Ek—DNE—F(Hk V Hk)-DNE Zf and only lfPNFTT (Ek’7 Ek’) and PNFTT (Uk/7 Hk’)
for all K’ < k.

Proof. Let T be a theory in-between HA and PA. The “only if” direction
follows from Theorem B3] Corollary 5.4 and Lemma 2.3l

For the converse direction, assume that PNFTr (Eg/, ¥y/) and PNFTp (Ugr, g/ )
hold for all ¥ < k. By Theorems [T.3] we have T + (Il Vv II;)-DNE. Since
IT;_1-LEM is derived from (IIj V II;)-DNE (cf. [I, Theorem 3.1(1)]), by
Theorem [Z.11], we also have T+ X;-DNE. O

In the following, we show the optimality of Theorem [5.7] (see Theorem
[Z.14]).
Lemma 7.15. Let T be a theory in-between HA +1I;_o-LEM (HA if k < 2)
and PA. If PNFTy ((Uk,dn)df,nk,) for all k' < k, then T - 24_,-DNE.
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Proof. By induction on k. The base case is trivial. For the induction step,
assume the assertion for k£ and let T" be a theory in-between HA+11;_;-LEM

and PA. Assume also that PNFTp ((Uk/dn)df,ﬂk/> holds for all ¥ < k +
1. Then, by induction hypothesis, T' proves X;_1-DNE. Since T contains

HA + II;_1-LEM, we have T'F ¥;_1-LEM by [I, Theorem 3.1(ii)]. Fix an
instance of X,-DNE

¢ =V (=—p1(z) = p1(2)),

where ¢ (z) € Xi(z). Without loss of generality, one can assume that ¢; ()
does not contain V (cf. [5, Proposition 3.8]). From the perspective of Remark
2.5 ¢1(z) is in 41 (z). Then, by PNFTr <(Uk+1dn)df, H/H_l), there exists
oy (z) € g (z) such that T F ——p1(x) <> ¢)(z). Since PA is an extension
of T and PA I ¢, we have PA I ¢} (z) — ¢1(2z). By Theorem [6.14], we have
that HA+X;_1-LEM proves ¢} () — ¢1(x), and hence, Vz (¢} (x) — ¢1(x)).
Since T is an extension of HA + ¥;_1-LEM, we have T+ ¢. ]

Theorem 7.16.

1. Let T be a theory in-between HA + 111 -LEM (HA if k = 0) and PA.
Then T + $x-DNE if and only if PNFTy (Ep™, Sy/) for all k' < k.

2. Let T be a theory in-between HA + II;_o-LEM (HA if k < 2) and
PA. Then T + ¥j_1-DNE if and only if PNFTr (U TIy/) for all
K <k.

Proof. ([I): The “only if” direction is by Theorem [B.7L(I). The converse
direction is by Lemma [Z.9
@): The “only if” direction is by Theorem (.71 ([2]). Note that any formula

. daf . . . .
in (Uk/dn) is in Up 9. Then the converse direction follows from Lemma
(.10l O

At the end of this section, we characterize some variants of prenex normal
form theorems.

Theorem 7.17. Let T be a theory in-between HA+1I;_o-LEM (HA if k < 2)
and PA. Then T - Ek_l—DNE—i—U:—DNS if and only if PNFTp (Uk/dn, Hk/)
for all k' < k.

Proof. We first show the “only if” direction. Let k > 0 without loss of
generality. Assume T F ¥ _1-DNE + U',:—DNS and fix ¥’ < k. Since T +
U;,—DNS, by Lemma Bl for any ¢ € Uz,, there exists ¢’ € I}/ such that
FV (p) =FV (¢') and

T+ BRIl g —|—|g0/.

Since T+ Xj_1-DNE, by Lemma B2l #]), we have T F ——¢’ + ¢, and
hence, T F == < ¢/. Thus we have PNFTp (Uk/dn, Hk/).
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Next, we show the converse direction. Assume that PNFTp (Uk/dn, Hk/)
holds for all ¥’ < k. By Lemma [ZI5, we have T+ X _1-DNE. On the other
hand, by the assumption, we have PNFTp (Uk/dn, Hk/dn) for all £’ < k, and
hence, T + U;‘-DNS by Theorem O

Theorem 7.18. Let T be a theory in-between HA + ——1I;_o-LEM (HA if
k < 2) and PA. The following are pairwise equivalent:

1. PNFTy ((Ek,n)df,nk,dn> for all K < k;

2. PNFTT <(Uk/dn)df,nk/dn> fOT’ all k' < ]{?,'
3. T+ ——-%,_;-DNE.

Proof. The equivalence of (1) and (2)) is trivial (cf. the proof of Lemma[5.T]).
In addition, (B —[Il) is immediate from the item [ in the proof of Theorem
B Then it suffices to show (Il —-[3). We show this by induction on k. The
base case is trivial. For the induction step, assume the assertion for k£ and
let T be a theory in-between HA + ——II;_1-LEM and PA. Assume also that
PNFTp ((Ek/n)df,ﬂk/dn) holds for all ¥ < k + 1. Then, by induction hy-
pothesis, we have T'F —=—X;_1-DNE. Since T contains HA + ——1II;_{-LEM,
we have T' F —=%;_;-LEM by [I, Theorem 3.1(ii)]. Fix an instance of
~-¥,-DNE

p = Vr(ompr(x) = @i(x)),
where ¢ (z) € Xi(z). Without loss of generality, one can assume that ¢ ()
does not contain V (cf. [5, Proposition 3.8]). Note Va(——pi(x) — ¢1(z)) €
U1 Y, and hence, ¢ € (Ek+1n)df. By PNFT <(Ek+1n)df,l'[k/dn>, there
exists a sentence ¢’ € gy such that T+ ¢ < —=—¢'. Since PA is an
extension of T and PA F ¢, we have PA - ¢/. By Theorem [6.14] we have
HA + X, _1-LEM F ¢'. Then, by Lemma 1], we have

HA + —|—|Ek_1—LEM - —|—|g0/.
Since T is an extension of HA + =—%;_1-LEM, we have T ¢. O

All of our characterization results are of the following form: For any
theory T in-between HA+Qy and PA, T + Py, if and only if PNFTp (I'yr, Ag/)
holds for all ¥ < k, where Py, Q) are logical principles and I'y/, Aj are
classes of formulas. Based on this representation, our results are summarized
in Table [I, where it is also possible to replace U:—DNS by Ug-DNS (see

Remark [A.1T]).
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Py | Tk, Ag) | Qk \
~-¥,_-DNE ((den)df, den> ——IT;_5-LEM | Theorem [[I8
U/ -DNS (U, 11, ) 0 Theorem
Y,_1-DNE (U, 1) ;_o-LEM | Theorem [Z.16L ()
Y4—1-DNE + U} -DNS (U, L) II;,_o-LEM Theorem [T.17]
¥,-DNE (ExT, %) ;_1-LEM | Theorem [Z.16L ()
¥;-DNE + U} -DNS (Bi, Z) ;,_;-LEM Theorem [T.11]
(I, v I )-DNE (Up, IIy) 0 Theorem [7.3]
Y-DNE + (I, V I )-DNE | (U, i) & (Eg, k) 0 Corollary [Z.14]

Table 1: Characterizations of the prenex normal form theorems
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