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Abstract

In this paper, a generalized version of the von Neumann universe known as the total universe
is proposed to formally introduce non-well-founded sets that include infinitons, semi-infinitons
and quasi-infinitons in Russell’s paradox. All three infinitons are part of infinitely generated
sets that are generators of non-well-founded sets. The total universe combines the well-founded
sets with the non-well-founded ones and turns out to be a model of ZF minus the axiom of
regularity, which can be shown invalid in defining the well-founded sets. Also, the total universe
is shown to be free of Russell’s paradox.
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1 Preliminaries

1.1 Introduction

The investigation of non-well-founded sets began with the work of Mirimanoff in 1917 [12]. A
number of axiomatic systems of non-well-founded sets such as AFA (by Aczel, Forti and Honsell [1]),
SAFA (by Scott), FAFA (by Finsler), and BAFA (by Boffa), have been proposed thereafter. These
systems introduce non-well-founded sets by replacing the axiom of regularity with separate anti-
foundation axioms. The main problem with these systems is that they lack precise mathematical
descriptions for non-well-founded sets. As the result, non-well-founded sets are not rigorously
defined and the exact process to generate them is unclear.

In this paper, we will present a model for precisely defining the non-well-founded sets based
on the notion of limit of formulas and generating them by enlarging the von Neumann universe.
First, we show that V is incomplete because it does not have limit ordinal ranks, a fact that is
of fundamental importance because it implies that non-well-founded sets are necessarily existent
and should be added to V' as the limit ordinal ranks. Furthermore, limits of finite structures and
formulas along with an algebraic system to handle the limit operations are given to provide enough
mathematical power for describing non-well-founded sets. Consequently, the new complete universe
of sets known as the total universe can be shown to be a model of ZF minus the axiom of
regularity and free of Russell’s paradox. The axiom of regularity is invalid even in defining the
well-founded sets (section . Finally, we show that the total universe can be generated from the
full spectrum of power set operations.
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1.2 Problems in Von Neumann Universe

The von Neumann universe (also known as the cumulative hierarchy) is well known as the class
of hereditary well-founded sets and is defined as follows:

Vo = @;

Vo = P(Va-1), o is any successor ordinal;

Vo = U Vs, « is any limit ordinal;
B<a

V= U Ve (1.1)
a€cO0rd

The structure of any set S can be represented by a tree, in which S can be regarded as the
root and all the objects in the transitive closure of S form the nodes of the tree [6]. A branch
(or path) of the tree is a sequence of nodes connected by “€” from the root to an end node known
as a terminal. Clearly, the only terminal in V'is @. A finite branch consists of a finite number of
nodes, while an infinite branch contains an infinite number of nodes.

A transfinite sequence 7, = (7¢: £ < @) is a function with an ordinal domain where « is its
length [4]. A € —sequence is a transfinite sequence v, that 79 € -+ € ¢ € ve41 € -+ € 74
Obviously, any branch of S in V' can be represented by a € —sequence like @ =7y € --- € 7, = S.
As the result, well-founded and non-well-founded sets can be defined upon €—sequences as follows.

Definition 1.1 Suppose S is a set (with @ as the only terminal) and vo = (ve: < ) is a
€ — sequence in S. Then Sis well-founded (WF) if any v, of S has a < w. Sis non-well-
founded (NWF) if one v, of S has a > w. If all 7, of S have o > w, S is totally non-well-
founded (TNWF).

From definition it follows easily that V consists of only well-founded sets.
Lemma 1.2 V is well-founded and no set in V is non—well—foundedm

Proof. By definition we only need to prove (by transfinite induction) that any €—sequence

in V is of finite length. First, any € —sequence in Vj is of finite length for V; = {@}. Suppose

any € —sequence Zg € V3 has length { < w for 8 < a. If o is a successor ordinal and Z¢ € V,_1

has § < w, then Z¢1, is a € —sequence in V, and { +1 < w. If o is a limit ordinal, for any

X eV, = U Vg, there is a v < a that X € V,. Since any €—sequence Z¢ € V, has { < w, so is
B<a

X. Thus V is WF.
If X € Vis NWF, X has a €—sequence Z¢ with length £ > w, contradicting V' being WF'. m

Rank in V' is defined as follows.

Tn this paper, an existing theorem in set and model theory is listed as a proposition, while a (mainly) new result
is proved as a theorem. Lemmas, corollaries, conclusions and axioms can have both new and existing results.
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Definition 1.3 The rank of X in V is the least a that X € Voi1 (or equivalently X C Va)ﬂ

This definition of rank appears to be originated by Mirimanoff [12], developed by Bernays
[2], and given its current form by Tarski [I8]. Nonetheless, it is inadequate for the following
reasons. Rank in a universe of the sets is a function R mapping each set to a unique ordinal
number and satisfies the property of monotonicity, i.e. for any Y € X, R(Y) < R(X), and also
RH{X})=R(X)+ 1.

First, it is reasonable to assume that a set with one infinite branch (rather than infinite split-
tings) has the rank of a limit ordinal. For example, suppose I, = {---{@}---}. Then we have an

—_——

n
infinite €—sequence as: g € {F}€---€l, € - € IwE| By the monotonicity of R, we have
R(In+1) = R{L.}) = R(I,)+1 = R(@)+n+1 andso R(l,) = w

On the other hand, a WF set with infinite splittings like w should not have a rank of a limit ordinal
because all of its branches are of finite length. More specifically, even if for any n € w, R(n) < R(w),
we can not conclude that R(w) = w because w + 1 also qualifies.

Furthermore, it is natural to define the rank of a set as the first layer in V' to contain the set.
For example, {{@}} should have the rank of 3 for it is in V3 and not in V5. As the result, definition
[[.3]is fallacious because it enforces all sets to be contained only in layers of successor ordinals and
never actually involves layers of limit ordinals.

1.3 Correct Rank in Von Neumann Universe

From the previous discussion, we adopt a more natural and correct version of rank in V as
follows.

Definition 1.4 The rank of X in'V is defined as the least o that X € V,, and denoted as Ry (X).
Lemma 1.5 No set in V has a rank of a limit ordinal.

Proof.  Suppose « is a limit ordinal and Ry (X) = . Then there is a v < « that X € V, or
Ry (X) < a, contradiction. u

Corollary 1.6 For any von Neumann ordinal o € V, Ry () = o+ 1.

Proof. We prove by transfinite induction. First, since @ € Vi, Ry (0) = 1. If a is a successor
ordinal, suppose Ry (o) = a+1,ie. a € Vo1 and a ¢ V,. Then a+1 =aU{a} € P(Voy1) =
Vat2. Also, a + 1 ¢ Vo4 for otherwise « + 1 C V,, which means a € V,,, contradiction. So
Rv(a—l—l) = o+ 2.

If v is a limit ordinal, for any v < o, y € V41 C Vg, ie. aC Vopanda € V. lfa e 'V, = U Vs,

B<a
there is a v < o, @ € V, contradiction. Thus Ry () = a+ 1. "

2A good survey on rank in set theory is given in [8].

3], is called an infiniton as in definition |3.14
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Remark 1.7 Corollary [1.6 shows that the rank of any ordinal in V is a successor ordinal, which
18 consistent with the fact that V contains only well-founded sets and no set in 'V has a rank of a
limit ordinal.

Next, we will introduce the notion of the unpacking operator that is important for the rest
discussion in this paper.

1.4 Unpacking Operator and Nullity

Definition 1.8 Suppose G = {a1,a2,---}. The unpacking operator xG of G is defined as
{*xG} =G, i.e. *G =aj,az,---.

Remark 1.9 Intuitively, the unpacking operator can be considered as removing the curly brackets
of a set, and *G as the collection of a; without the curly brackets.

Example 1.10 Let S = {ay,a9,--- ,b1,bo, -}, G1 = {a1,az2,---} and Go = {b1,ba,---}. Then
S: {*Gl,*GQ}.

The unpacking of the empty set *@ is of particular importance because it represents “nothing”
or “nullity”, a philosophical term that denotes the general state of void or nonexistence. The empty
set & is not “nothing” because it is a set with nothing inside it. This can be understood by viewing
a set as a bag — an empty bag is still a bag. Unpacking the empty set, nonetheless, removes the
empty bag, and thus there is nothing left, or only nullity exists. Since @ = {*@} and & C S, *&
is a member of every set. So we have the following axiom.

Axiom 1.11 *@ is known as nullity. Suppose S is any set. Then
(i) @ <= (VX € 9) (X =x09)

(ii) VS (x2 € 9)

(iii) VX(X € x@ — X = %)

(iv) VS ((S,x9) = (x@,5) = @)

Remark 1.12 The definition of @ is changed from containing nothing to containing nullity as its
only member. In general, if nothing satisfies a sentence in the axiom of comprehension, then the
solution is nullity.

Remark 1.13 %@ s a special object that permeates in every set, but is not involved in the general
set operations. Since every set contains x&, most conclusions in set theory remain unchanged.

Lemma 1.14 {S,x2} = {S}
Proof. By axiom [I.1], for any X
Xe{S} <= X=SVX=x0 < X €{S,x0} n
Lemma [I.14 means that *@ can be omitted in any set.
Corollary 1.15 SXP=0x85 =0

Proof. For any (z,y) € S x @, by axiom [L.11|iv), (z,y) = (z,+@) = *&. So S x @ = @. The
second part is proved similarly. n
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1.5 Membership Dimension

Definition 1.16 The membership dimension of S (with @ as the only terminal) is the measure
that is defined by the recursive function from S to a cardinal number, i.e. D: S — K and

D(S) = sup{D(X): X €S} + 1 (1.2)
Where D(&) =1 for @ is the terminal and @ = {+x@} (aziom[1.11]).

Remark 1.17 Membership dimension is based on cardinal numbers rather than ordinal ones be-
cause it measures the maximum number of curly brackets in a set.

Example 1.18 Suppose n is a finite von Neumann ordinal.
() D(2) = D2, {2}}) =3 (D({2}) =2 and D(2) = 1).
(i) D(n) = n+1.

(iii) D(w) = Ng (D(w) > n for any n € N).

The notion of membership dimension gives a necessary condition on when a set can be a member
of itself.

Theorem 1.19 Suppose S, are sets of finite membership dimension.
(i) S1 € Sy = D(S1) < D(Ss)

(i) S €82 A -+ AN Sp_1 €S, = D(S1) < D(Sy)

(iii) "(S1 €82 A+ ANSp_1 €8, NS, €51)

Proof. (i) By (L2), D(S2) > D(51) +1 > D(S1).

(ii) By (i) and induction.

(iii) If it is true, then by (i) and (ii), D(S,) < D(S1) and D(S1) < D(Sy), which is contradiction.
n = 1 reduces to the case that there is no S; that S1 € 5. n

Corollary 1.20 That a set is a member of itself or contains a vicious cycle happens only if it has
the infinite membership dimension.

Proof. By theorem [1.19(iii). n = 1 reduces to the case that S; € S1 means D(S1) = No.

Note that the converse is not true. For example, D(w) = Rg, but w ¢ w for w is WF. "

Membership dimension allows non-well-founded sets like infinitons to be defined intuitively as
follows[] An infiniton is a set that contains itself as the only member]]i.e.

[:{{Q}}:{{{@}}}: {{@}} :{[} (1_3)

% Ro+1 No

In later sections, we will give a rigorous treatment of these sets based on the notion of limit for finite structures.

5In some literature, it is known as a Quine atom.
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Generally, a set that is a member of itself is known as a semi-infiniton that takes on the following
form. Suppose G = {aj,az,---} and a; € V. Then

Z = {al,CLQ,"' 7Z} - {*G,Z}H
By replacing Z with itself infinite times, we have

Z = {xG,{xG, - - {+xG, o} -} (1.4)

No

Then ((1.4)) is the solution to Z = {xG, Z} for

Z = {xG,{xG,-- - {xG, 2} ---} = {xG,{xG,-- - {xG,2}---}} = {+G, 7}

No+1 No

An infiniton is a special case of a semi-infiniton because Z = {*G, Z} reduces to Z = {Z} if

G = @ (lemma [1.14]).

A set that contains a vicious cycle is called a quasi-infiniton and is illustrated as follows. Suppose

S1 = {xG1,S}, So = {*xGa,S1}, -+, Sp—1={*Gp_1,—-2}, S ={*Gp,Sn_1}
Then S € 51, -, Sp—2 € Sp_1, Sn_1 € S form a vicious cycle. Let
S = {xGp, {*Gp_1,- -, {xG1, - - {xGp, {xGp_1, -+ , {xG1,0}---} (1.5)
n - n

Then S is the solution to @ = {*Gp, {*Gp_1, -+ ,{xG1,Q}---} for

S = {*Gna{*anla'” 7{*G1,"'{*Gna{*G’n*17"' 7{*G1?®}}

No+n
— {*Gna {*anla e ,{*Gly {*GTH {*anlv et 7{*G17 e {*GTH {*anlv e 7{*G17 @} e } o }

Ng
= {*Gna {*anla e 7{*G1?S}' ' }

n

Obviously, generators of a quasi-infiniton form a finite cycle, and a quasi-infiniton ((1.5]) is
reduced to a semi-infiniton (1.4)) if all G (1 < k < n) are identical.

5%G is the unpacking operator as in definition
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2 Limit of Structures and Formulas

In this section, we will investigate limits of (finitely generated) structures and formulas which
provide a rigorous mathematical foundation for understanding non-well-founded sets . The
limit of finite structures is an infinite structure that can be described by an infinitely long formula
of Ly, w, involving countably many conjunctions, disjunctions and quantifiers. An infinitely long
formula involving countably many quantifiers may be undecidable [5] but is always decidable in
L., . with only a finite number of quantifiers [I6]. First, we discuss the limit of structures in a
general language of L., ..

2.1 Limit in General Language

We begin with a brief review of some background knowledge in model theory. A (finitary)
formula is a finite well-formed sequence of symbols from a given alphabet that is part of a formal
language. A sentence is a formula that contains no free variables. A theory is a set of sentences
in a first-order language £ that is closed under logical implication. A model of a theory T is a
structure (a set along with relations, functions and constants) that satisfies the sentences of T.
A consistent theory T is a theory in which there is no sentence ¢ that T'F ¢ and T Fp. A
complete theory T is a theory in which for any sentence ¢, either ¢ € T or 'p € T

Furthermore, given a L-structure 9t of a consistent theory T and a n—tuple a1,--- ,a, € M, a
set of formulas y(x1,--- ,x,) of L satisfied by a1, -- ,a, is an—type of T. A complete type in T’
is a maximal consistent set I'(x1, - - - , x,) of formulas in the variables x1, - - - , x,. Any non-complete

type of T is called a partial type. A type of T refers to either a n—type, a complete type or a
partial type in 7. The theory of 9t (denoted as Th(91)) is the set of the sentences satisfied by 9.
In a complete theory T, a formula ¢ is called complete in T if for every formula ¢, T = ¢ — ¢
or T E ¢ —"¢. A type I'(z1,--- ,x,) is called an isolated type in T if, for any vy € T, there is a
complete formula ¢ that T = ¢ — v ([3] and [11]).

An atomic theory T is a theory in which every formula v that is consistent with T can be
derived from a complete formula ¢ in 7', i.e. T = ¢ — . A L-structure 2 is an atomic structure
if every n—tuple aq,--- ,a, € 2 satisfies a complete formula in Th(2(). Obviously, every type in
an atomic theory is isolated. A L-structure 91 is called k—saturated if for all subsets A C 9 of
cardinality less than x, 9t realizes all complete types over A. 9 is called countably saturated
if it is Ng-saturated. A countable L-structure 9t is homogeneous if any isomorphism between
its two finite substructures can be extended to an automorphism of 9. More precisely, for any
two tuples @ = (ai,---,ay) and b = (b1,--- ,by) in M that realize the same types, there is an
automorphism of 9 taking @ to b. An atomic or saturated structure is always homogeneous. ([3]
and [19])

A Nyp-categorical theory in £ has exactly one countable structure up to isomorphism. A
Ng-categorical structure is a countable structure whose theory is Ny-categorical. We list the
following theorems without proof. Proposition states that a Ng-categorical structure is made
up of only finitely many countable atomic structures. It is central to Ng-categorical theories and is
essentially due to Engeler, Ryll-Nardzewski, Svenonius and Vaught.

Proposition 2.1 Any atomic structure is homogeneous.
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Proposition 2.2 Two countable homogeneous structures that realize the same types are isomor-
phic.

Proposition 2.3 [3, Theorem 2.3.13] Let T be a complete theory. Then the following are equiv-
alent:

(i) T is Ng-categorical.

(ii) T has a structure that is both atomic and countably saturated.

)
)
(ili) For each n < w, each type I'(x1,--- ,xy) of T has a complete formula.
(iv) For each n < w, T has only finitely many types in x1,- -+ , Ty,

)

(v) For each n < w, there are only finitely many formulas ¢(x1,- -+ ,2y) up to equivalence with
respect to T

(vi) All structures of T are atomic.

Now we discuss the limit of structures and formulas in an infinitary language of L, ., for a
Ng-categorical theory. First, we define the neighborhood of w based on the cofinite topology.

Definition 2.4 The cofinite topology on w is defined as T = {y Cw: y =@ V w—y is finite }.
A neighborhood of w (w—neighborhood) $ is a member of ¥, i.e. $ € T.

Lemma 2.5 $) is a neighborhood of w if and only if AN € w such that Yn > N,n € 9.

Proof. Suppose $ is a neighborhood of w and for any N € w, thereis n > N, n ¢ §. Then w —
is not finite, contradicting definition On the other hand, if there is a N € w such that for any
n> N,n € $, then w — 9 is finite and H € T. n

Definition 2.6 Suppose L is an infinitary language of L., o, and T is a Ro-categorical theory of L.
Let ¢y, be n—types in T and M, be L-structures that M, = ¢n. If there exists a w—neighborhood
9 that for any k,n € 9 (k > n), My = ¢n, then {(Mp, ¢dn): My, = ¢ An < w} is known as a
homogeneous sequence of structures described by ¢, in TE]

Theorem 2.7 Suppose T is a No-categorical theory of L and {(My, ¢n): My, = o An < w} is a
homogeneous sequence of structures in T'. Then there is a unique formula ¢ in L (up to equivalence)
and a unique countable atomic structure M (up to isomorphism) for {(My,, )} such that M = ¢.
In addition, there is a N € w such that ¢ = /\qﬁn which is the complete formula of M.

N<n<w

Proof. By lemmal[2.5, 3N € w such that Vk > n > N, My |= ¢pn. Let ¥ = {¢,,: n > N}. Clearly,
3. is consistent and any finite subset of 3 has a model. So by the compactness theorem, 3 has a
model. Since arbitrary large number of ¢, can be realized by 9, ¥ has an infinite model. Let

"In the rest discussion, we assume £ is an infinitary language of L., ., T is a Ro-categorical theory of £, ¢, and
pn are formulas in 7', 9M,, and N,, are L-structures, and § is a neighborhood of w unless further specified.
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M be a countable structure that satisfies ¥. Then 9 = /\ ¢n = ¢. Since ¥ is in a type of T', by

N<n<w
proposition (Vi), M is a countable atomic structure. Since any ¢, can be derived from ¢, ¢ is

the complete formula of 9.

Suppose 1 is another countable atomic structure satisfying ¥. By proposition both 9t and
I are homogeneous. And by proposition M ~ I. So M is unique. n

Corollary 2.8 Suppose in a sequence of structures {(My, dn): My = dn An < w} of a Vo-
categorical theory T, there are finitely many homOQeneous subsequences of structures {(My,, dn,):
My, = dn, Ani < w}. Then there is a unique formula qﬁz in L (up to equivalence) and a unique
countable atomic structure M; (up to zsomorphzsm} for each {(My,, dn,)} such that M; = ¢i. In

addition, there is a N; € w such that ¢Z /\qbn which is the complete formula offm
N;<n;<w

Proof. Let ¥; = {¢n,: ni > N;}. By the proof in theorem >; is consistent and belongs

to a type of T'. So by proposition it is satisfied by a unique countable atomic structure 20;
described by a complete formula ¢;. n

From definition theorem [2.7] and corollary we have the following definitions.

Definition 2.9 Suppose {(M,, dn): My = ¢ An < w} is a homogeneous sequence of structures

in a Ng-categorical theory. The unique countable atomic structure M (up to isomorphism) in

{(M,, dn)} is known as the limit of M,, and is denoted as Um M, = M. The unique formula
n—w

@ (up to equivalence) is known as the limit of ¢, and is denoted as lim ¢, = ¢. In both cases, we
n—w

also say that the limit of ¢, or the limit of M, is unique.

Definition 2.10 Suppose in a sequence of structures {(My, dn): My = dp An < w} in a V-
categorical theory, there are finitely many homogeneous subsequences of structures {(smni,%):
My, = ¢dn, Ani < w}. Then each hm‘)ﬁ is known as a sublimit of M,,, and each lim ¢, 1

1—w
known as a sublimit of ¢,,. If some subl@mzts of My, /by, are different, we say hm Dﬁn/ hm qﬁn exist

(but not unique).
In the rest discussion, we will not distinguish “=” and “«<” for formulas. So we have
Lemma 2.11 <limq§n = lim g0n> <= <lim¢n <= lim (pn)
n—w n—w n—w n—w
Corollary 2.12 Suppose lim ¢, and lim ¢, are unique. Then
n—w n—w

(i) limg = ¢

(i) lim gy = lim oy (p <)
(iii) (Vn € 9) (dn = pn) = <hm¢n = lim gon)

n—w

Proof. By theorem and definition "
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Corollary 2.13 Suppose lim M, and limN,, are unique. Then
n—w n—w

(i) lim M = M

n—w

(if) lim 2, = lim M, (p < w)

n—w

(iii) (Yn € ) (M, = N,) = (nm m, = lim‘ﬂn>

n—w n—w

Corollary 2.14 Suppose M,, = ¢, and for any n € w, = ¢py1 — ¢n. Then

lim¢, = lim N ém = \ én

m<n n<w

Proof. Let §=w. By lemma forany 1 <n < k <w, E ¢ — ¢,. Since My, = ¢, for any
k>mn>1,{(OM,,d,)} is a homogeneous sequence. Thus by theorem [2.7] li_I>n On = /\ ¢n. Since
n—w

n<w

for any 1 <m <n, = ¢n = om, /\ Om & ¢n. So by theorem again, AI_IE) /\ Om = /\ ¢n. m

m<n m<n n<w

In addition, the following axiom holds for the limit operations.

Axiom 2.15 Suppose ¢, and p, are consistent, lim ¢, and lim ¢,, are unique in a Ng-categorical
n—,w n—w
theory. Then

(i) lm (¢ A ¢p) is unique and

n—w
ay (B P on) = o 1 10 P

N )
n
(i) lim "¢y, is unique and
n—w

lim ¢, =7 lim ¢y,
n—w n—w

(iii) lim 3z ¢y, is unique (x is a variable in ¢y), and
n—w

lim 3z ¢,, = dx lim ¢,
n—w n—w

Lemma 2.16 Suppose ¢y, and @, are consistent, lim ¢, and lim ¢, are unique in a Rg-categorical
n—w n—w
theory. Then

(i) 7}1_1)% (6n Vn) = Al_rgﬂ)n \ h_rfb Pn

(i) Lim (dp = pp) = (lim bp = lim @n)
n—w n—w n—w
(i) Jim, (9n <= o) = (fimon < Jim o)

(iv) lim Yz ¢, = Vo lim ¢,
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Proof. (i) By axiom
li (én v Son) = lim " (j(lsn A —lSOn)

im
n—w n—w
=" (j lim ¢, A 7 lim cpn>
n—w n—w
= lim¢, V lim ¢,
n—w n—w
(ii) and (iii) follow from (i).
(iv) By axiom
lim Vz ¢, = 7 lim dz7¢,,

n—w n—w

= Tdz7 lim ¢,
n—w

= Vz lim ¢,
n—w

Corollary 2.17 Suppose M, = ¢y, and for any n € w, = ¢p—1 — én. Then

lim \/ ém = \/ on

m<n n<w

Proof. Let $ = w. Then for any n € 9, = "¢, — '¢,—1. So by corollary

lim g, = lim A Tgn = /\ Ton

m<n n<w
Thus by axiom [2.15
lim \/ ¢m =T lim /\ "6y,
m<n m<n
_ 1 /\ b
n<w
n<w

Corollary 2.18 Suppose M, are ascending L-structures that M, |E ¢,. Then li_I>n m, =
n—w

..

n<w

Proof. Since My O M, for any k > n, My = ¢, {(M,, #n)} is a homogeneous sequence. So by
theorem [2.7, lim ¢,, is unique. Also, since for any 1 < m < n, = ¢p, — O, \/ Om < ¢n. Thus by
n—w

corollary msn
A o = mn}!ncbm = Vo
Since | J M b \/ @, Jim 90, = [ J o, .

n<w n<w n<w
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Proposition 2.19 Suppose ¢, = Jx /\ (x >m). Then 111_1}1&)(;571 = Jx /\ (x > m).

m<n m<w

Proof. Let ¢, = (x > n). Then Vn € w, = pnt1 — ¢©n. So it follows by corollary and
axiom This confirms that there is an arbitrary large number in nonstandard number theory.m

Now we give the limit of formula for the e — N formula.
Corollary 2.20 Suppose a, = (am: m < w) is a sequence in a separable space and
on = J2IN, Vm (m > N,, = |ay, — 2| < 1/n)

Then the limit of formula for lim a,, = x is:
m—w

Al_r}}d /\gpp = Hx/\EINan(m > N, = |am — x| < 1/n)
p<n n<w

Proof. For any n € w and any m > N,, since |ay — 2| < 1/ (n+1) = |aym — 2| < 1/n,

E ¢ni1 — @n for any n < w. So it follows by corollary and axiom [2.15] "

Note that a Ny-categorical theory (or atomic theory) is absolutely necessary in the above defini-
tions of limit and axiom because of the following exampleﬂ Suppose Iy = Gg and I,+1 = {I,,}
where Gy # {Go}. Let x = Vo (z # {z}) and ¢, = ¢, A x where ¢, is given in theorem [3.13((iii).
Since I, = ¢, and lim I, is unique, by theorem Tl(i), I, = {I,}. So lim ¢, is unique but

n—w n—w

it must also satisfy y, which is a contradiction. This can be avoided by the fact that Th(Z,) is
No-categorical (theorem ii)). So by theorem [3.16iv), I, is atomic and there is a complete
formula ¢, for Th(l,) such that x ¢ Th(Z,) for ¢, ="x.

2.2 Limit in Language of Set Theory

Next, we will study the limit of structures in the (infinitary) language of set theory £’ = {€}.

Axiom 2.21 Suppose M, are L'-structures in a Wo-categorical theory and lim M, is unique.
n—w

Then the atomic formula of L' is:

lim (A € 9M,,) (Ql € lim zmn)
n—w n—w

All formulas of £’ involving the limit operations are formed recursively based upon the atomic
formula above satisfying axiom [2.15

Theorem 2.22 Suppose M,, and N,, are L'-structures in a Ng-categorical theory, li_) M, and
n—w

lim 9, are unique
n—w

8This example is suggested by Martin Goldstern.

9Tn the rest of discussion of this section, we assume 9, and N,, are L'-structures in a No-categorical theory,
lim 9, and lim D, are unique unless further specified.

n—w n—w
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(i) lim (9, UD,) = lim M, U lim N,

n—w n—w n—w

(i) lim (9, NN,) = lim M, N lim N,
n—w n—w

n—w

(iii) lim (M, —N,) = lim M, — lim N,

n—w n—w n—w

Proof. We only prove (i). By axiom and lemma [2.16]

VB € lim (M, UMN,) < lim (VB € (M, UN,,))

n—w n—w

= lim VB (B € M, VB €N,

— VB (% € lim M, VB e lim’ﬁn>
n—w n—w

<— VB € lim 9, U imN,,

n—w n—w

Theorem 2.23 lim (M, =2A) <~ (lim M, = 22[)

n—w n—w

Proof. By axioms and lemma [2.16
lim (M, =2A) <= lIm VB (B €M, <= B )
n—w n—w

— V%(%e&iﬂuﬁﬁn@%em)

— (nm m, :21)

n—w

Corollary 2.24

(i) lim (D, = 0N,) <= (hm N, = lim mn)

n—w n—w

(ii) lim (M, € N,) <= (lim M, € lim mn)

n—w n—w

Proof. (i) is proved similar to theorem
(ii) By theorem [2.23]
lgn (M, €eN,) = ligl 3, =3 AN3eMN,)
= 3 ((fm o =3) 7 (3¢ timona))

— (nm M, € gi&mn)

n—w

Corollary 2.25 li£n {M,} = {h_r)n M, }
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Proof. By theorem [2.23

VB (% c gigi{smn}) = lim VB (B € {M,})
<~ lim VB (B = M,)

n—w

— VB (% — lim smn)

n—w

— VB (% = {gig}umtn})

Corollary 2.26 Suppose ¢, are L'-formulas in a Ro-categorical theory.

(i) lim (VB € M) by = (\7% € lim zmn) lim ¢,
n—w n—w

n—w

(i) lim (3B € M,) b < (3% € lim smn) lim ¢,

n—w
Proof. We only prove (i) and (ii) follows easily.

(i) By lemma
lim (VB € M,,) ¢, <= lim VB (B € M,, = o)

n—w n—w

— VB (% € lim M, = 1im¢n)

n—w

— (VSB € lim 931”) lim by,
n—w n—w

Corollary 2.27 lim (39, € Ny) by = (3 lim 9, € lim mn) lim ¢,
n—w n—w n—w

n—w

Proof. By corollary and theorem [2.23]

lim (3N, € Ny) G <= lim I3 (M, =3 A 3 €My A G)

n—w
— T3 (hm M, =3 A3e EmdM, A lim¢n)
n—w n—w n—w
— (3 lim 90, € lim mn) lim 6,
n—w n—w n—w
|
Lastly, we show that the theory of dense linear order without endpoints can be obtained through

the limit of formulas.

Corollary 2.28 Suppose T is the theory of DLO without endpoints and 9, = U (Z + %)
1<j<n

Then lim o, =Q and T = Th(Q).

n<w
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Proof. Suppose @, Pn, I, are sentences specifying the properties of linear ordering, a dense
subset and set without endpoints for 9t,. Then

on = (Vo,y,z€ M) (z<2zAN(z<yr Ny<es =z=y)AN(ze<yAy<z = < 2))
On <= (Vr,yeM,)(z<y = (FzeM)(I>nANzx<z<y))
Op <= (Ve eM,) (FyeM,) (y<z)A(FyeM,) (x <y))

For any z,y € M, (z < y), set N, = 2n. Then Vk > N,,, Iz € My, that z < z < y, i.e. My | oy,.
Since Z = @op A 0y, Mi = ©n A én A 9y So lim M, is unique. By corollary [2.26
n—w

li_I}ngon = <Vx,y,z€ lgrlﬁﬁn)(xéx/\(:vgy/\y<x = z=y)A(z < z = 1w < 2))
lim ¢, <= <V:c,y€ limi)ﬁn) (m<y = (Elze limi)ﬁn) J;<z<y>
n—w n—w n—w

lim 5, < (Vxeii_r)rimn) ((ayegg}dsmn) (y <) A <3y€ lim 90 ) :L'<y)

n—w

Since T is Wy-categorical and hm Pns hm gbn, hm5 are axioms of Th(Q), hm M, = Q and
—w
T =Th(Q). "

3 Non-Well-Founded Sets

3.1 Introduction

In this section, we will study infinitely generated sets and three of their types known as infinitons,
semi-infinitons and quasi-infinitons. First, let’s review existing theories of non-well-founded sets.

The investigation of non-well-founded sets was initiated by Mirimanoff in 1917 [12], in which he
formulated the distinction between well-founded and non-well-founded sets. A number of axiomatic
systems of non-well-founded sets have been proposed thereafter. Since the Zermelo—Fraenkel set
theory bans €—sequences of infinite length by the axiom of regularitym (also known as the axiom
of foundation), most of these systems incorporate non-well-founded sets by replacing the axiom of
regularity with distinct anti-foundation axioms and are essentially models of ZF minus the axiom
of regularity. A notable exception is New Foundations by Quine [I3] that allows non-well-founded
sets without a specific axiom and avoids Russell’s paradox by permitting only stratified formulas.

There are mainly four anti-foundation axioms by far — AFA (by Aczel, Forti and Honsell [1]),
SAFA (by Scott), FAFA (by Finsler), and BAFA (by Boffa). Each of them defines a different
notion of equality for non-well-founded sets. For example, AFA bases hypersets (including non-
well-founded sets) on accessible pointed graphs (APG) that two hypersets are equal if and only if
they can be pictured by the same APG. In the universe of AFA, a Quine atom (called infiniton
in this paper) is shown to be existent and unique. The anti-foundation axioms of AFA, SAFA,
FAFA and BAFA specify an increasing sequence of universes over the von Neumann universe, i.e.
VCACSCF CB. In the universe of BAFA which is the largest of the four, the Quine atoms
form a proper class.

10This is actually fallacious because the axiom of regularity can also hold for many non-well-founded sets. See
section E}
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The main problem of the above axiomatic systems, however, is that they lack precise mathe-
matical descriptions for non-well-founded sets. For instance, a non-well-founded set such as a Quine
atom in AFA is an APG that can be unfolded into an infinite tree. As we learn later, a tree with an
infinite branch is a countable structure that must be handled by the limit of finite structures and
formulas. Consequently, AFA only describes countable structures intuitively and does not provide
enough mathematical rigor for depicting their structures and operations.

Furthermore, there have been efforts to introduce non-well-founded sets by enlarging the von
Neumann universe (through removing the axiom of regularity). For examples, in [I5], V' is modified
through the iterative conception of a set that includes some non-well-founded sets; in [20], V' is
expanded through the process of bisimulation. However, these attempts are inadequate because
they fail to identify exactly why V needs be enlarged, as well as precisely how the non-well-founded
sets are generated.

In this paper, we will present a new way to generate non-well-founded sets by enlarging the
von Neumann universe along with the precise reason why V needs be enlarged as well as the exact
process to generate these sets. First, we can see that V' is incomplete because it does not have
the limit ordinal ranks (lemma . This fact is of fundamental importance because it implies
that non-well-founded sets are necessarily existent and should take on the limit ordinal ranks in a
complete universe of setsH Then non-well-founded sets are added to V' as infinitely generated sets
with limit ordinal ranks to form the total universe . Furthermore, limits of finite structures and
formulas discussed in the previous section can provide rigorous analysis for three types of infinitely
generated sets as infinitons, semi-infinitons and quasi-infinitons that appear in Russell’s paradox.
Consequently, the total universe is a model of ZF minus the axiom of regularity and free of Russell’s
paradox.

3.2 Infinitely Generated Set

An infinitely generated set is a generator of non-well-founded sets and contains only one infinite
branch. It is the limit of well-found sets known as finitely generated sets. As discussed in a
previous section, an infinitely generated set is an infinite structure that is (generally) described by
an infinitely long formula of L., ., involving countably many quantifiers. A L, ., formula may be
undecidable but is always decidable in a language of finitely many quantifiers Ly, ., ([5] and [16]).
First, we introduce the notion of a finitely generated set.

Definition 3.1 Suppose G € V,, (0 < k < n). A finitely generated set is a finite L' -structure
that is defined as:

Hy(Gn,- - ,Go) = {¥Gp, {xGp1,- - {xG1,Go} --- 17 (3.1)

Where Gy, (1 < k < n) are principal generators and Gy is a base generator of Hy,. It can also
be defined recursively as:

Hn(Gn) o aGO) = {*Gannfl(anla' T 7G0)}

1)\ ore precisely, only generators of non-well-founded sets known as infinitely generated sets take on the rank of
limit ordinals in the total universe. However, (many) non-well-founded sets can have the rank of successor ordinals.

124G is the unpacking operator as in definition
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An infinitely generated set is defined as the limit (definition [2.9)) of finitely generated sets in
V- In a later section, we will extend it to well-founded sets of higher ranks in the total universe.

Definition 3.2 Suppose H,, is defined in and G = {Gy: G, € V,, n < w}. An infinitely
generated set (IGS) (at w) is defined as:

Ho,(G) = lim Hy(Gy,- - ,Go) (3.2)

n—w

Where Gy, (n > 1) are principal generators and Gy is a base generator of H,,.

Remark 3.3 FEach IGS has one infinite branch. A non-well-founded set with multiple infinite
branches can be formed from IGS through power set operations. So IGS are generators of the
non-well-founded sets.

From definition we can see that the limit of finitely generated sets exists if H,, is a homo-
geneous sequence in a No-categorical theory. As the result, it is essential to find out conditions for
Th(H,) to be Ry-categorical and homogeneous. First, let’s review more background knowledge in
model theory.

A countable L-structure 9t is homogeneous if any isomorphism between its two finite sub-
structures can be extended to an automorphism of 9. A first-order theory T has quantifier
elimination if, for every formula ¢(z1,---,z,) there is a quantifier-free formula ¢(z1, -, zy)
such that T F Vay - Va,(p(T) <> ¢(7)) [10]. The skeleton (or age) of a countable L-structure
M is the class of all finite L-structures, each of which is isomorphic to a substructure of 9. An
amalgamation class (or Fraisse class) is a class of finite L-structures with the hereditary, the
joint embedding and the amalgamation properties ([10]). We summarize the above in the following
propositions without proof.

Proposition 3.4 [10, Corollary 3.1.3] Let M be a countable L-structure which is homogeneous
in a finite relational language. Then Th(OM) is Rg-categorical.

Proposition 3.5 [10, Proposition 3.1.6] Let M be a Ng-categorical structure in a relational lan-
guage. Then M is homogeneous if and only if Th(IMN) has quantifier elimination.

Proposition 3.6 A countable class of L-structures is an amalgamation class if and only if it is
the skeleton of a countable homogeneous L-structure 9. The amalgamation class is unique and is
the Fraisse limit of M.

Now we apply the above results to study the limit of H,, in the language of set theory £’ = {€}.
First, we need the notion of an amalgamation class in V,,.

Definition 3.7 An amalgamation class K of V, is a collection of finitely generated sets in V,,
that satisfies the following properties.

(i) (Heredity) If H € K, then any J that is isomorphic to a finitely generated subset of H is
n K.
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(ii) (Joint embedding) If Hi,Hs € IKC, then there is a J € K and embeddings f: Hy — J and
g: Hy — J.

(iii) (Amalgamation) If Hi, Hs,J; € K and embeddings fo: Hi — Hs and fi: Hi — Ji, then
there is a Jo € KK and embeddings go: Ho — Jo and g1: J1 — Jo with goo fo = g1 0 fi.

Lemma 3.8 Suppose H,, is defined in and G ={Gn: Gy € Vy,n <w}. If {Hy,: n < w} is
an amalgamation class, then Th(Hy,) is No-categorical.

Proof. Since H,, is the only (isomorphic) copy of finite £'-structures (finitely generated sets) of
rank n, its skeleton is {H,,: n < w}. By proposition {H,} is homogeneous. So by proposition
Th(H,) is Ro-categorical. "

Corollary 3.9 Suppose H, is an amalgamation class.
(i) If H, is a homogeneous sequence, then li_r>n H,, is unique.
n—w

(ii) If H, consists only of finitely many homogeneous subsequences, then there are finitely many
sublimits for lim H,.
n—w

Proof. By lemma 3.8 definition [2.9) and "

The axiom of extensionality for infinitely generated sets is as follows.

Axiom 3.10 Suppose H,(G1) and H,(Gs) are unique where Gy = {GL: GL € V,, n < w} and
Go = {G?: G? € V,,, n <w}. Then

The following concept is significant for the rest discussion.

Definition 3.11 Suppose Hyy = {+*Goivy, Hyrry—1} where Goqy € Vi, (v 2 1). If for any o > w,
there is a (successor ordinal) B > o that Hg = H,,, then H,, is called w—invariant.

Remark 3.12 Generally, an IGS does not have an immediate member, i.e. there is no z € H,,.
The significance of w—invariance is that a w—invariant set always has an immediate member. For
example, if H, is w—invariant, i.e. there is a § > w that Hg = H,,, then Hg_1 € Hg = H,,,.

Next, we will study three types of infinitely generated sets that are fundamental in Russell’s
paradox.

3.3 Infiniton

An infiniton is a set that contains itself as the only member, i.e. I = {I}, a fact that will be
proved rigorously next.

Theorem 3.13 Suppose for each n < w, I, is a finitely generated set and I, = {I,—1} with
Iy = Gy €V,. Then
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(i) In = {---{Go}---}.
N———

n

(ii) Th(I,) is No-categorical and has quantifier elimination.

(iii) lm I, is unique.
n—w

Proof. (i) follows easily by replacing I,, recursively n times.

(ii) For any 4, j < w, suppose I; is mapped to I;. Since this can be extended to an automorphism
of I, {I,: n < w} is homogeneous. So by proposition and Th(I,) is Rp-categorical and has
quantifier elimination.

111 uppose ¢y, means there exists a unique €—sequence ot length n in 5, 1.e.
iii) S S h i i fl hnin S, i
$n(S) = | (Vu=5) A N\ Y3V 1 (Vi eY)) ||
1<jsn

Clearly, for any n < w, I, | ¢,. Furthermore, for any n < w and any k > n, I = ¢,. So I, is a
homogeneous sequence. By (ii) and definition lim 7,, is unique. "

n—w

Definition 3.14 In theorem lim I, is known as the infiniton generated by Go and is denoted

n—w
as:

liml, = I, = {-{Go} -} = {Go}z
——

n—w
Ro

Where Gy is a base generator of 1.
Definition 3.15 S|z = {{Go}z: Go € S} is known as the set of the infinitons from S.
Theorem 3.16 Suppose for each n < w, I, = {I,—1} and Iy = Gy € V. Ther@
(i) Lo = {L}.
(i) I, is w—invariant.
(iii) A type of 1, is that there exists a unique €— sequence of length w in I,,.

(iv) I, is atomic and there is a complete formula for Th(l,).

Proof. (i) By theorem 1, is unique. So by corollary and

1, :A%In = A%{In—l} = {ggnwln—l} = {Iw}

13The symbol 3! means there exists only one.

Y11 the rest discussion, I or I,, is presumed to be an infiniton generated from Go unless further specified.
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(ii) Obviously, for any a that w < o < w2

In ={lp 1} == {-AL,} -} = L,

Then it follows by transfinite induction that for any «, I, = 1.
(iii) Let v, = (I;: j < n) be the unique €—sequence of length n in I,,. Then I, satisfies

on = NN (Laely) <= N\ ILNG (Lo el) AN,y (I € 1)

1<i<n 1<j<n—1

Since 711_I>I(1U I, = I,, by axiom corollary and

0 = lim ¢, < /\H!In Ny (I el,) AL, (I, € L)
n—w

n<w

By theorem I, = ¢ where @, describes v, = (I,;: n < w), the unique €— sequence of length
win I,.

(iv) Since Th(l,) is Nop-categorical, by proposition 1, is atomic and ¢, is a complete formula
since any tuple of Iy, - - , I, satisfies ¢,. Furthermore, any (finite) type of Th(1,) can be derived
from ¢,,. m

Corollary 3.17 Suppose I, = {---{Go}---} and I, = {I],_,} for each n < w. Then lim I =
—_————

n—w
k
lim 1,,.
n—w
Proof. Since I,, = {---{Go} -}, I], = L,+k. So it follows by corollary [2.13 "
—_———

Remark 3.18 Corollary[3.17 shows that different base generators could generate the same infini-
ton. By choosing the one with the least rank, an infiniton is unique to its base generator.

Definition 3.19 The base generator G of an infiniton I, is the one with the least rank (in
V)

Corollary 3.20 2 infinitons are identical if and only if their base generators are the same.
Proof. Suppose I,, = {---{Go}---}and I}, = {---{G{} - }. If Gy = G}, then I, = I, for any
N———— —————

n n
n < w. So by corollary I, = I/,. Conversely, by theorem if I, = I/, then I, and I/, have
the same €—sequence of length w. Thus by definition Go = Gj. "

Corollary 3.21 Suppose I is an infiniton and S|z a set of infinitons.

(i) [ #2.
(ii) D(I) = D(S]z) = Ro.
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(iii) Any infiniton and set of infinitons are TNWF.
(iv) I ¢V.

Proof. (i) Since I € I and @ ¢ @, I # .

(ii) If D(I) < Ng, then by (L.2)), D(I) < D ({I}) = D(I), contradiction. And by definition
D(S|z) = D(I) = No.

(iii) By definition and

(iv) By lemma and (iii). "

The tree structures for infinitons and a set of infinitons are shown in Figure [1} Intuitively, any
infiniton consists of one infinite (broken) branch, and all branches of a set of infinitons are infinite.

o, Xp € Vi, Go={{X1}, X2} S ={Go,X1,---, Xn}

Figure 1: Diagrams of infinitons and a set of infinitons.

Theorem 3.22

(i) S1C S2 = Silz C Salz

(ii

(iii

)
) (S1US2) |z = Si|zU S|z
) (S1NS2) |z C SilzNSalz
(iv) Si|lz — So|lz C (S1— S2) |z

0 (Y)Y

aeD
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Proof. (i) is obvious.

(ii) “ > 7 follows from (1) for (51 USQ) ’I D) 51’1 and (Sl USQ) ’I D) SQ|I. For any {G0}|I S
(Sl U SQ) |Z, Go € S1US,. So {GO}’I € Sl|z or {GOHI € S2|_’[. This proves “ C ”.

(iii) By (1)
(iV) For any {Go}‘z € Sl|z — SQ’I, Go € 51 and Gy ¢ Sy. So {GO}‘_’[ € (Sl — SQ) |Z-
(v) By (i), for any o € D

Salz C (Usa) andso | J Saly C (Usa)

aeD T aeD aeD T
For any {Go}|z € ( U Sa> , there is a § € D that Gy € Sz. So
acD T
{Go}lz € Spl; < | Salz
aeD
Thus (v) follows. "

Corollary 3.23 The axiom of reqularity fails for any infiniton and set of infinitons.

Proof. Suppose I = {I} and S|z = {I): I = {Ix} N k € N}. AR fails for I since I € I. For
each Iy € S|z, Iy N S|z = I for I, € Ix. Since no y € S|z satisfies y N S|z = &, AR fails for S|z
too. [

Corollary 3.24 Any set of infinitons is not a member of itself.

Proof. Let S = {I,I>,---} where I} are distinct infinitons. If S € S, then S = I; = {I;}. This
leads to Iy = I = - -- = I, contradiction. n

Corollary can be extended to any set like {{{I1,I2}, I3}, 14}, i.e. all sets of infinitons, all
subset of sets of infinitons and so on (corollary [4.36)).
3.4 Semi-Infiniton

A semi-infiniton is a set that is a member of itself, i.e. X € X. From (1.4) and (3.2), we can
see that an infinitely generated set with only one principal generator is a semi-infiniton.

Theorem 3.25 Suppose for each n < w, Z, is a finitely generated set and Z,, = {xG, Z,_1} with
Zy = Gop eV, and G €V,. Then

(i) Z, = {xG,{xG,---{xG,Gp}--- }.

n

(ii) Th(Z,) is No-categorical and has quantifier elimination.
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(iii) lim Z, is unique.
n—w

Proof. (i) follows easily by replacing Z,, recursively n times.

(ii) For any i,j < w, suppose Z; is mapped to Z;. Since this can be extended to an automorphism
of Zn, {Zn: n < w} is homogeneous. So by proposition and Th(Z,) is Ro-categorical and
has quantifier elimination.

(iii) Suppose ¢,(S) means there exists a unique € —sequence of length n in S and with each
sublevel of S containing the members of G, i.e.

ou(9) = | Ya=9) A \ Y A1 (Y1 €Y)) A (V2 € G) (2 €)))

1gysn

Clearly, for any n < w, Z, = ¢,,. Furthermore, for any n < w and any k > n, Z; = ¢,. So Z, is
a homogeneous sequence. By (ii) and definition lim Z,, is unique. "

n—w

Definition 3.26 In theorem lim Z,, is known as the semi-infiniton generated by G (G # @)
n—w

and Gg, and is denoted as:

limZ, = Zy = {-{+G,{xG.Go} -} = {G,GCo}le

Ng

Where G is the principal generator and Gg is a base generator of Z,,.

Theorem 3.27 Suppose for each n < w, Z, = {xG,Z,_1} with Zy = Go € V,, and G € V,,.
Therl™]

(i) Z, = {*G, Z,}.
(il) Z, is w—invariant.

(iii) A type of Z,, is that there exists a unique € — sequence of length w in Z,, with each sublevel
n(n <w) of Z, containing the members of G.

(iv) Z,, is atomic and there is a complete formula for Th(Z,).

Proof. (i) By corollary and theorem [2.22]
Zy = lim (+G, Zy 1}
— lim (G U{Zy1))
=GU {AI—IBJZR_I}

= {xG, Z,}

'5Tn the rest discussion, Z,, is presumed to be a semi-infiniton generated from G and Gy unless further specified.
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(ii) Obviously, for any a that w < o < w2

Zo = {xG, Za_1} =+ = {xG, - {+xG, {xG, Z,}} -} = Z,

a—w

Then it follows by transfinite induction that for any «, Z, = Z,. Also for any z € G, z € Z,,.

(iii) Let v, = (Zj: j < n) be the unique € —sequence of length n in Z,, with each sublevel j
(j <n) of Z, containing the members of G. Then Z,, satisfies

Op < /\ 3! Zj Ell Zj 1 (ijl € Zj) A (VzeQ)(z€ Z]’))

1<jsn

Since Algclu Zn = Z,, by axiom corollary and

0, <= lim N 32,3 Z;1(Z;1 € Z;) A (V2 €G) (2 € Zy))
1<j<n

1 | 7.(3 7. . . .
— g%ll\ 13. Z;NZ; 1 (Zia € Z) N (V2€G) (2 € Z;)) A
\]\nf

li_r>n NZ, (A Zy1(Zn-1€Zy) NVz€EQ) (2 € Zy))

= NNZ, (3 Zn1(Zn1 € Zn) A (V2 €G) (2 € Zn)) A

n<w

N2, (Zw € Zy) N (V2 €G) (2 € Z,))

By theorem [2.7} Z,, = 8, where 4, describes v, = (Z,: n < w), the unique €—sequence of length
w in Z,, with each sublevel n (n < w) of Z,, containing the members of G.

(iv) Since Th(Z,) is Rg-categorical, by proposition Z,, is atomic and J,, is a complete formula
since any tuple of Zy,--- , Z,, satisfies §,,. Furthermore, any (finite) type of Th(Z,) can be derived
from &,,. [

Now we give another condition for an IGS to be a semi-infiniton.

Corollary 3.28 Suppose H, is a finitely generated set . If lim H, = H,, and lim G,, = G,

n—w n—w
then

(i) H, = {*Gy, H.,}.

(ii) H, is w—invariant.

Proof. (i) By corollary and theorem [2.22]
H, = lim {+Gy, Hy_1}
n—w
= lim (G, U{Hp_1})
n—w
= limG,U{limH,_;}
n—w n—w

= {xG,, H,}
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(ii) Obviously, for any a that w < o < w2

Hy, = {#Gy,Hy 1} = = {xGy, - {Go, {xGy, H,}}---} = H,

a—w

Then it follows by transfinite induction that for any «, H, = H,. In addition, for any z € G,
z € H,. n

The tree structure for a semi-infiniton is shown in Figure Intuitively, a semi-infiniton has
one infinite (broken) branch.

7 ={xG,Z}, G={X1,Xs, -}

Figure 2: Diagram of a semi-infiniton.

Corollary 3.29 Suppose Z is a semi-infiniton.

Proof. (i) Since @ ¢ &, Z #+ &.
(il) If Z ={Z}, Z is an infiniton, contradicting definition
(iii) If D(Z) < No, then by (1.2), D(Z) < D({Z}) = D(Z), contradiction.
(iv) Since Z has an infinite branch, it is NWF. By lemma Z¢V. "
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Definition 3.30 S|g = {{G,Go}|s: Go,G € S} is known as the set of the semi-infinitons
from S.

Corollary 3.31
(i) S1C S2 = Silg C S2ls
(ii) (S1US82)le D Sile U Sals
(iii) (S1NS2)le C Sile N S2le

(W) 2y

I a€eD

s ()

aeD

= U Sa|6

S aeD

Proof. (i) is obvious. (ii), (iii) and (iv) follow from (i).

(v) For any {G,Go}ls € (U Sa> , there are 71,72 € D that G € S,, and Gy € S,,. Let
aeD S
v = max{y1,72}. Then G,Gp € S, and {G,Go}ls € Sy|g C U Salg- This proves “ C 7 and it

aeD
follows by (iv). "

The following shows that an infiniton is a special case of a semi-infiniton.
Corollary 3.32
(i) {Go}z = {2, Go}le
(ii) S|z ¢ Slg

Proof. (i) Suppose for each n < w, I, = {l,,_1}, Z,, = {x9,Z,—1}, and Iy = Zy = Gy € V,,. By
lemma I, = Z,, for all n. So by corollary T{l_r)ri[n = Ai_ran, or {Go}zr = {9,Go}ls.

(ii) follows from (i). "
A semi-infiniton is also related to an infiniton in the following result.
Corollary 3.33 Z e Z N Z is transitive < Z = {Z}
Proof. If Z ={Z}, then Z € {Z} = Z. Also, Z € Z means {Z} C Z. So Z C Z,ie. Z is

transitive. Conversely, Z € Z means {Z} C Z. Since Z is transitive, Z € {Z} means Z C {Z}. So
Z =A{Z}. ]
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3.5 Quasi-Infiniton

A quasi-infiniton is a set that contains a vicious cycle, i.e. Q € X1, X1 € Xo, -+, Xp_1 € Q.
From (|1.5) and (3.2)), we can see that an infinitely generated set whose principal generators form a
finite cycle is a quasi-infiniton.

Theorem 3.34 Suppose for each n < w, Qy is a finitely generated set and Q,, = {*Gpn, Qn_1}
with Qo = Go € V,,, and its principle generators G,, form a finite cycle, i.e. there are onlyl (I > 1)
distinct Gj € V,, (1 < j <) and |G1| < |Ga| < --- < |Gi|. Then there are l sublimits for Q, which
are decided by formulas as:

¢n(S) = | Vora =95 N 3V (

g<ysg+i-1

Yo iy (Y-t € Yo-1)4j11) )
A (V2 € Gji) (2 € Ypo1)i4j41)

Where n =pl+q (p,l,q<w,0< ¢ <), Gjy1 =Gy, j+1=rmod [ forr #0, and j+1=1 for
r =0. Thel sublimits of Q,, are distinct and are as follows (0 < q <1):

Qug = {*Giiq, {(*¥Glig—1, - {¥Gg41,Quqg}t - }

Proof. First, we prove the case of ¢ = 0. Clearly

Qi = {xGi, {#Giy, - {+G1, Go} -+ }
Qo = {*Gi, {+Gi1, - {+G1,Q1} -}

Qp = G, {xG1_1, - {*G1, Qp_1y} - }

Since for any 4, j < w, the mapping from @Q; to @;; can be extended to an automorphism, @, is
homogeneous. So by proposition Th(Qp) is Vo-categorical. In addition, @ is satisfied by the
following formula (n = pl):

$n(S) = | Vu=5) N\ 3V 1y

0<j<i-1

( Y145 Yop-1)i45 € Yip-1)i4j+1) )
A (V2 € Giy1) (2 € Yp1yi4j+1)

Since for any p < w and any k > p, Qu = épi, @Qp is a homogeneous subsequence of @,. So by
definition @, lim @, is unique. Consequently, by corollary [2.13] [2.25 and theorem [2.22
p—w

Quo = AE{L{*G“ Gy, {xG1L Qo) - }
= {xG, {xG1_1, - {*thi_I)IUlJQ(p—m} o}

= {xG, {*G1—1, - {*G1,Quo} -}
Forg=1

Qip1 = {*G1, {*Gy, - {¥G2,Q1} - - }

Qpiv1 = {*G1, {¥G, - {¥Ga2, Qp_1yi41} -~ }
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So the subsequence Q41 of @, has the unique limit as:
Qu1 = ]}i_I}UlJQle = {xG1, {xG, - - {*G2,Qua} -}

Since G1 # G1, Qu,o # Qu,1- The above proof can easily be extended to any Qp44. Thus there
are [ distinct sublimits for (), in total. L]

Definition 3.35 Suppose for eachn < w, Q, = {*Gy, Qn_1} with Qo = Gy € V,,, whose principle

generators form a finite cycle, i.e. there are only | (I > 1) distinct G; € V,, (1<j <), and

|G1| < |Ga| < -+ < |Gy]. By theorem li_r>n Qn has 1 distinct values, each of which is known as
n—w

a quasi-infiniton generated by G = {G: G, € V,,, 0 < k <, |G1| < --- < |G|} and is denoted
as (0< g <):

Qug = {#Girq {*Glag-1, - {¥Go11, Qug} -} = {Gk, I}
Where for 1 < j <1, Gi4; = Gj. The collection of the limits of Q,, is denoted as:
A%Qn = Qu = {Qw,q3 0<qg< l}

Where Gy, (1 < k < 1) are principal generators and Gy is a base generator of Q,,. Fach quasi-
infiniton contains a vicious cycle of length | known as the length of Q..

Theorem 3.36 Suppose Q,, is defined in definition . TheTPE
(i) Fach Qu.q of Qu is w—invariant.

(ii) For each 0 < q <, Quqg+1 = {¥Gyr1, Qugq}-

(iii) The type for each Qu.q of Qu is that there exists a vicious cycle of length | with each sublevel
J (1< j <) containing the members of G;.

(iv) Qu is a No-categorical structure with I atomic substructures.

Proof. (i) WLOG, suppose Quo = {*Gi,{*G_1, - {*G1,Qu,0} - }. For any a that w < a <
w2, if (m—1)I<a—w<ml let f = w+ml. Then

Qs = {(xG, {xGi—1, - - {*G1,Q(m—1y} - }
- {*Gl7{*Gl—17"‘{*Gla{*Gh{*Gl—l)'"{*GlaQ(m72)l}}“.}

= {*Gb cee {*Gl, {*Gl, s {*Gla Qw,O}} T }

Bw

= Qw,O

16T the rest discussion, @, is presumed to be the collection of quasi-infinitons, and Q a quasi-infiniton from the
base generator of G and [ principal generators of G, (1 < k < 1) unless further specified.
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Then it follows by transfinite induction. Other quasi-infinitons of @, can be proved similarly.
(ii) We only prove Q1 = {*G1, Quo}. By corollary and theorem m
{xG1, Quo} = {*G, ;LH‘}]sz}

= ;R{*Gl,{*Gl,--'{*Gz,Q(p—l)ZH}“'}

= {*Gh{*le"'{*G27Qw,1}"'}
= Qw,l
(iii) Since (n = pl)
Qpu = {(*Gi, {*Gi-1,- - - {*G1,Qp—ryi} - } = {*Gi,- - {*G1, {xGy, - - {xG1,Qo}} -+ }

p

The type for @, is:

o= N N\ FQuonjn

1<i<p 0<j<i—1

< NQui1yi+5 (Qui—1yi+s € Qui—1)145+1) )
A (Vz € Gip) (2 € Q—1yi4j+1)
In general, the type for Qp1q (R =pl+¢q, 0< g <) is:
N Qi—1)145 (Q(i—l)l—i—' € Qui—1)i+ '+1)
Xpl+q < /\ /\ A Qu-1)i+j11 < ’ ’ ’
1<i<p q<j<q+i-1 A (Vz € Gjt) (Z € Q(i—l)l+j+1)

By theorem each Qpi14 (0 < ¢ <) is homogeneous and has a unique limit. So by corollary
and theorem |3.34

< lim
Xw,q prXlerq

< lm A A FQu-niin

1<i<p—1 q<j<g+l—1 A (Vz € GJ'H) (Z € Q(i—l)l+j+1)

N Q115 (Qu-1y1+j € Qo-1y45+1) )
A (V2 € Gin) (2 € Quo1yitjt)

< NQui—1yi+5 (Qui—1yi+s € Qui—1)14j+1) )

A lim A 3!Q(zol)lﬂ'H(

q<j<q+i-1

I Qp—1)14j (Q( 1) € Qq —1)l+'+1)
PN /\ /\ Qg1 < p i \¥(p j P j

p<w g<j<q+i—1 A (Vz € Gjy1) (Z € Q(pfl)lJer)
AN N Quit (3'Quy (Quy € Quijrt) A (V2 € Gj1) (2 € Qujpr))
q<i<g+i-1
By theorem Qu.g E Xw,q Where x,, 4 describes a vicious cycle of length [ with each sublevel j
(1 < j <) containing the members of G;.

(iv) From the above results, we can see that each @, satisfies one and only one of xp44. So there

are only finitely many (I) n—types. By proposition Th(Q.) is Rp-categorical with | atomic
substructures of (), 4, each having a complete formula of x,, 4. m

The tree structure for a quasi-infiniton is shown in Figure [3] Intuitively, a quasi-infiniton has
one infinite branch and the nodes of the infinite branch form a finite cycle.
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Q = {xG1,Q1} = {xG1,{xG2,Q}}, G1 ={X11,X12, -}, G2 = {Xo1, X002, -}

Figure 3: Diagram of a quasi-infiniton.

Corollary 3.37

() Q¢Q and Q £ 2.
(ii) D(Q) = Ny and Q ¢ V.

Proof. (i) If Q € @, the length of @ is 1 and @ is a semi-infiniton. Also, no Q1 € &. So @ € Q4
and Q1 € @ are impossible.

(ii) By theorem [3.36(i) and (1.2), D(Q) = Ny. Since @ has an infinite branch, it is NWF. So
QevV. n

Definition 3.38 S|q = {{G},l}|a: Gr € S,0 < k < [,1 > 1} is known as the set of the
quasi-infinitons from S.

Corollary 3.39
(i) S1 C Sy = Si|la C S2|a
(ii) (S1US2)|a D SilaUSz2la
(iii) (51N S2)|a C SilaNSa2la

(iv) (U&) > | Salg
a€D

Q a€D
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= U Salg

9 aeD

(V) So 1 = (U%)

aeD

Proof. (i) is obvious. (ii), (iii) and (iv) follow from (i).

(v) For any {Gg,l}|q € (USO‘> , there is a v € D that G, € Sy for 0 < k < [. Thus
aeD I}

{Gk,1}a € 841 C U Salg- This proves “ C 7 and it follows by (iv). u
aeD

4 Total Universe

In this section, we will present and investigate a hierarchy for combining the well-founded sets
with the non-well-founded sets known as the total universe. We will also show that the total
universe is free of Russell’s paradox.

4.1 Definitions

First, we need to generalize the w—neighborhood and the limit of formulas.

Definition 4.1 Suppose « is a limit ordinal (o > w) and o the limit ordinal immediately below
a. The cofinite topology on « is defined as: T = {yCa:y=2 V (ag Cy N a—y is finite)}.
A neighborhood of o (a—neighborhood) $) is a member of T.

Lemma 4.2 § is a neighborhood of « if and only if 36 € a — ap that Vv (B <y < a) = v € 9.

Proof. Suppose § is a neighborhood of o and for any 5 € o — g, there is a v that § < v < «
and v ¢ . Then a — § is not finite, contradicting definition On the other hand, if there is a
B € a — ag such that for any v of 8 < v < a, v € $, then a — § is finite and $H € T. n

Definition 4.3 Suppose L is an infinitary language of Ly, ., T is a Ng-categorical theory of L
and o is a limit ordinal (o > w). Let ¢~ be types in T and M., be L-structures that My = ¢~. If
there exists a a—neighborhood $ that for any B,y € $ (8 > ), Ms = ¢, then {(My, d,): M, =
¢y Ny < a} is known as a homogeneous sequence of structures described by ¢., in T.

Definition 4.4 Suppose {(M, ¢,): M, = ¢y Ay < a} is a homogeneous sequence of structures
in a Ng-categorical theory. The unique countable atomic structure M (up to isomorphism) in
{(M, d4)} is known as the limit of M, and is denoted as Um M, = M. The unique formula

Yo

¢ (up to equivalence) is known as the limit of ¢, and is denoted as ,}15%9257 = ¢. In both cases, we

also say that the limit of ¢~ or the limit of M., is unique.

Definition 4.5 Suppose in a sequence of structures {(My,dy): M, = ¢y Ay < a} in a V-

categorical theory, there are finitely many homogeneous subsequences of structures {(My,, d~,):

My, = ¢y Ny < a}. Then each lim M., is known as a sublimit of M., and each lim ¢, is
Vi Vi—o

known as a sublimit of ¢~. If some sublimits of M, /¢, are different, we say lim M., /lim ¢, exist
Y=o Y=o

(but not unique).
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(Almost) all conclusions in section [2] hold for the limit ordinals as well. We can simply replace
n with v (v is any successor ordinal in a neighborhood of a limit ordinal o above w), and lim with

n—w
lim. Now we define the total universe based upon the von Neumann universe.
Y=o
Definition 4.6 The total universe is:
Ty = @;
To = P(To-1), « is any successor ordinal;
T, = U Ts U U Ts , « is any limit ordinal;
B<a B<a o
T = U T, (4.1)
acOrd

Remark 4.7 Note that is based on the generalization of definition and . Since the
total universe contains the well-founded sets, it is similar to . The key difference is that the
infinitely generated sets are created at each limit ordinal in addition to the von Neumann universe.

Definition 4.8 Suppose a is a limit ordinal and H., is the same as H, in and except
G, € U T3 (y <w) and G = {G: Gy € U T3,v < w}. An infinitely generated set (at o) is

B<a B<a
defined as:
Ha(g) = %E}I}l H’Y(G’W o 7G0) (42)

Definition 4.9 S|y = {Ha(9): G = {G4: Gy € S,y < w}} is known as the set of the in-
finitely generated sets from S.

Remark 4.10 All G,, € V,, in definition |3.14), [3.26 and|3.39 are changed to G, € U T3 (v <w).

B<a

The axiom of extensionality for IGS can be modified from axiom [3.10

Axiom 4.11 Suppose G = {G%: G% € U T, v <w} and Go = {G%: G% € U Tg, v <w}. Then
B<a B<a

(Vy <w) (G} = G2) = Ha(G1) = Ha(G2)
Corollary 4.12
(i) S1 C Sz = Silx, C S2lx,
(i) S1lr, US2lr, € (S1US2) |x,
(iif) (S1MS2) [yy € Stlxy N S2lx,

(iv) |J Saly, C (U&)

aeD aceD

No
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Proof. (i) By deﬁnition for any Ha(G) € Sily, and any G, € S1, G € S2. So Ha(G) € Say, -
The rest follow from (i). n

Corollary 4.13

Uzs || v UTs]| < | UTs

B<a S B<a aQ B<a o

Proof. By definition and (4.1)). n

Rank in the total universe is the same as that of the von Neumann universe (definition |1.4)).
Definition 4.14 The rank of S inT is defined as the least o that S € T, and denoted as Rr(S).
The notion of w—invariance (definition [3.11]) can be extended to any limit ordinal.

Definition 4.15 Suppose « is a limit ordinal, H, is an IGS and Hove = {¥Gate, Hote—1},

where Goq¢ € UT5 (& = 1). If for any v > «, there is a (successor ordinal) >~ that Hg = H,,

d<a
then H, is called w—invariant.

Lemma 4.16 Suppose « is a limit ordinal, H, is w—invariant and G¢ € UT5 (& < B). Then
<a

Hy = {xGp, {xGp_1, - - {*Gat1, Ha} -}

Proof. Suppose ¢ is the limit ordinal immediately above a. WLOG, by definition assume
for any v (o <y < o), thereis a 8 (y < 8 < /) that Hg = H,. Then

Hg = {xGg,Hg_1} = {xGp,{xGp_1, - {*Gay1,Ha} -} = Hy

where G¢ € UT5 for £ < B. "
o<

Remark 4.17 Lemmal[{.16 shows that a w—invariant set always has an immediate member, while
(in general) an IGS does not have one.

Furthermore, the union operator and transitive closure need be extended to the transfinite case.

Definition 4.18 Suppose US ={2:3y(yeS A zcy)}. The o union operator is defined
(recursively) as:

(i) If « is a successor ordinal, then
Us-UU™s (U's-9)

(ii) If « is a limit ordinal, then

U's = UU's

B<a
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ope . . a at+l .,
Definition 4.19 Suppose g is the least ordinal o that U S = U S. Then the transitive
closure of S is:

ros) = |J s (4.3)

a<sag

Corollary 4.20

(i) For any o < w, Vo, =T,. Otherwise, Vo, CT,.

(i) V C T

(iii) Ty, contains all ordinals less than a. T' contains all ordinals.

Proof. (i) By (l.1) and (4.1, for any o < w, V,, = T,,. Clearly

T,=Umu (U 2UL=%
B<w B<w o B<w

Suppose Vg C T for any 3, w < 8 < a. Then if « is a successor ordinal

Ta = P(Ta—l) 2 P(Va—l) = Va

=

If « is a limit ordinal, then

=UnulUn|l 2Un2 U=
B<a [B<a o B<a B<a

(i) By (i), (CI) and ().

(iii) By definition 4.8 U Ts contains no ordinals since any set in it is NWF, but all
B<a Xo

ordinals are WF. So T, has the same ordinals as V,, and by corollary T, contains all ordinals

less than . By , T contains all ordinals. L]

Corollary 4.21

(i) Each T, is transitive.
(ii) T is transitive.

Proof. (i) We prove by the transfinite induction. First, since 77 = {@} and @ C T3, T} is
transitive. Suppose it is true for any S < a. Then if « is a successor ordinal, for any X € T, =
P(Th-1), X CTy—1. Soforany Y € X,Y € T,,_;. Since T, is transitive, Y C T,—1 and Y € T,.
Thus T, is transitive.
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If a is a limit ordinal, then for any X € T, if X € U T, there is a v < a that X € T,. Since T
B<a

is transitive, X C T, CT,. If X € U Ts and X is w—invariant, then by lemma [4.16
[B<a No

X = {«Gy, {+xGy—1,---}---}, Ge € UT5 C T, for &< .

B<a

Then there is a v < « that G, € T,. Since T, is transitive, for any 2z € G,, z € T, C T,.
Furthermore, {*Gy_1,{*Gyp_2,---}---} is also w—invariant and

{*anla{*Gﬂ*Q,'”}'”} € UTB C Ta
B<a No

So X C T,. If X is not w—invariant, then X does not have immediate members. Both cases show
that T, is transitive if « is a limit ordinal.

(i) By (i) and (L1). .
Corollary 4.22

(i) For any o, Ty, C P(Ty)

(i) a< B = Ty C1p

Proof. (i) By corollary T, is transitive. So for any X € T,, X C T,,. Thus X € P(T,)
and (i) follows.

(ii) Suppose it is true for any ao < v < . If 8 is a successor ordinal, then by (i)
Tﬁ = P(Tg_l) D) T,B—l o T,
If 8 is a limit ordinal, then

7 = | Jrnu [ UTy > J1y o T,
v<B <8 R, <P

4.2 Rank in Total Universe

Now we investigate more on rank in the total universe.

Lemma 4.23 Suppose X € T. Then

Y eX = Rp(Y) < Rp(X)
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Proof. Suppose Ry (X) = a. Then by deﬁnitionm X € T,. By corollary T, is transitive.
Thus for Y € X, Y € T, i.e. Rp(Y) < o "

Lemma 4.24 If Rp(X) is a successor ordinal, then
YeX = RT(Y) < RT(X)

Proof. Suppose Rp(X) = a is a successor ordinal. Then X € T,, = P(T,—1) and X C To_;.
Thus Y € To—1 and Rp(Y) < a— 1 < Rp(X). n

Corollary 4.25 If Rp(X) is a limit ordinal, then X is an infinitely generated set.

Proof. Suppose Rp(X) = « is a limit ordinal. If X € U Tjp, then there is a v < o that X € T,
B<a

ie. Rp(X) <7 < a, contradiction. So X € U Tp . "
B<a No

Corollary 4.26 Suppose « is a limit ordinal and H is w—invariant. Then Rp(H) = «.

Proof. By lemma |4.16), H = {*G., {*Gy_1, - {¥Gaq1,H} -}, where G¢ € U Tg for £ < .
B<a

Let Hy = {*Gy_1, - - {*Gqy1,H} - }. If Rp(H) > «, then by lemma Rp(H) < Rr(Hy) <
Rp(H), contradiction. Thus Rp(H) = «. "

Note that there are sets that appear to have successor ranks, but actually have limit ordinal
ranks.

Example 4.27 Suppose a,b € V,, and Q = {a,b,2}|q. Then Rp({b,Q}) = w.

At first sight, {b,Q} € T,+1 for {b,Q} C T,. But by theorem {a,{b,Q}} = Q. So
{b,{a,{b,Q}}} = {b,Q}, i.e. {b,Q} is w—invariant. By corollary Rr({b,Q}) = w.

The total universe can be partitioned by rank as follows.
Theorem 4.28 (Partition Formula by Rank) E| Suppose Aq ={X: Rpr(X)=a N X €T}.

(i) If « is a successor ordinal, then A, =T, — Ty

(ii) If « is a limit ordinal, then

A =Ty - Ty = | UTs - UTs = ) (T - Tp)

B<a B<a Ro B<a B<a

780rd is the set of all successor ordinals and LOrd is the set of all limit ordinals.
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(iii) In general, T' can be partitioned by rank as:

T= @-Toyu U (Ta-Tp

aeSOrd a€LOrd B<a
Proof. (i) If a is a successor ordinal, then by definition Rp(X) =« if and only if X € T,
and X ¢ Ty—q.

(ii) If o is a limit ordinal, by definition Rp(X) = aif and only if X € T, and for any 8 < a,
X ¢ Tpg. So by (4.1)

Ay =To - T = o (U || -Ums =(Uzs])| - U

B<a B<a B<a o B<a B<a o B<a

On the other hand, clearly we have
To — JTs = () (Ta—Tp)
B<a [B<a

(iii) For any X € T and Rr(X) = a, if a is a successor ordinal, then by (i)

XeTo—Tor C |J (Ta—Ta)
a€eSOrd

If v is a limit ordinal, then by (ii)

XeT.-JTs ¢ |J ) (Tu-Tp)

f<a a€LOrd B<a

Obviously, each category is disjoint from others. n
We also have the following theorems for rank in the total universe.
Theorem 4.29 Suppose X € T.

(i) If Rp(X) is a successor ordinal, then there is either a Y € X that Rp(Y) = Rp(X) — 1, or
a sequence Y, € X that Rp(Y,) — Rr(X) —1 as n — oo.

(ii) If Rr(X) is a limit ordinal and X is w—invariant, then there is one and only one Y € X
that Rp(Y) = Rp(X).

Proof. (i) Suppose Rp(X) = « is a successor ordinal. By lemma for any Y € X,
Rr(Y) < a—1. If thereis a Y € X that Rr(Y) = a—1, then done. So suppose thereisno Y € X
that Rp(Y) = a — 1.

If a — 1 is a successor ordinal, then for any Y € X, Y € T,_2. So X C T,—9 and X € T,_1, i.e.
Rp(X) < a— 1, contradiction. If & — 1 is a limit ordinal, then there is a sequence Y,, € X that
Rr(Y,) — a — 1. Otherwise suppose there is a § < o — 1 that for any Y € X, Rp(Y) < §, i.e.
Y €Ts. So X CTgand X € Ty, ie. Rp(X) < B+ 1 < a, contradiction.



4.3 Set Theory for Total Universe 39

(ii) Suppose Rr(X) = « is a limit ordinal. Then by lemma X = {(xGy, {xGy—1,---}--- },
where G¢ € U Tg for £ <. Let Y = {*Gy_1,{*Gy_2,---}---}. Then Y is w—invariant and by

B<a
corollary [4.26, R7(Y) = «. Furthermore, since G, € U T3, Rr(G,) < a. So by lemma |4.23 for
B<a
any a € G, Rr(a) < «, i.e. Y is the only one in X that Rp(Y) = a. "

Corollary 4.30 Suppose X € T.
(i) If Rp(X) is a successor ordinal, then

Rp(X) =sup{Rp(Y): Y e X} +1

(ii) If Rr(X) is a limit ordinal and X is w—invariant, then
Rp(X) = sup{Rr(Y): Y € X}
Proof. (i) By lemma for any Y € X, Rp(Y) < Rp(X) — 1. Then it follows by theorem
129(1).
(ii) By theorem [4.29(ii). u

4.3 Set Theory for Total Universe

In this section, we will introduce an expanded theory of Zermelo-Fraenkel set theory known
as EZF to handle both the well-founded and non-well-founded sets. The language of EZF is the
language of ZF with the primitive symbol of “€”. The axioms of EZF are similar to those of ZF
[4] with modifications in the axioms of extensionality and union. The main result is that the total
universe is a model of EZF. First, we list the axioms of EZF as follows.

I. Extensionality.

(i) If X and Y are IGS (an IGS A (G4) is generated by G4 = {G:?: G’;‘ €5, v<w}), thenﬁ
(Vy <w) (GF = GY) = X(Gx) = V(%)
(ii) If X and Y are any other sets, then

Vz(zeX <= z€Y) = X=Y

II. Non-well-foundedness. Suppose a > w is a limit ordinal and «g is the limit ordinal
immediately below a. Then

3X< A 3X%3X, 0 (X,aeX)n \3X,3X _1(X7_16X7)/\XQ—X>

apLYSQ y<agp

8This is the same as axiom [4.11
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ITI. Union. Suppose UaX is given in definition 4.18, Then for any o > 1

VX 3y (Y - Uax>

IV. Pairing.
VeVy3dSVz(z €S8 <= z=axVz=y)
V. Power Set.
VXY Vy(yeY «— yC X)
VI. Infinity.

IS(@eS A NVzel) (zU{z}es))
VII. Replacement. Suppose ¢ is a formula and p is a tuple. Then

VaVyVz (¢(z,y,p) A p(x,2,p) =y =2) = VX IV Vy(y €Y < (v € X) ¢(z,9,p))

VIII. Separation. Suppose ¢ is a formula and p is a tuple. Then

VXVpIYVy(yeY < ye X Ady,p))

Since infinitely generated sets (generally) do not have immediate members, the axiom of ex-
tensionality for EZF must be modified to handle IGS. As the result, I(i) is added to decide if two
IGS are equal. For all other sets, the axiom of extensionality in ZF applies. II means that there
are sets in EZF that have infinite € —sequences (non-well-founded sets). The axiom of regularity
is dropped in EZF because it can not even define the well-founded sets (corollary .

Since non-well-founded sets contain infinite € —sequences, the union axiom in ZF must be
modified as well. III is based on definition [£.18 and means that the result of any union operation is
a set. The rest axioms (IV,---,VIII) of EZF remain the same as those of ZF. Consequently, EZF
is essentially ZF minus the axiom of regularity. We have the following conclusion.

Corollary 4.31 T is a model of EZF.

Proof. Extensionality. All sets in T are either WF or NWF. For a NWF set, it either has
immediate members or not. I(ii) applies for all WF and NWF sets with immediate members. For
two IGS without immediate members, I(i) can decide if they are equal by checking the equality
of their generators, which can be either WF or NWF sets at lower ranks. Thus by transfinite
recursion, I holds for all sets in T

Non-well-foundedness. By theorem I, contains an infinite € —sequence. (By corollary
I, also fails the axiom of regularity.) Thus II holds in 7.

Union. Suppose X € T and Ry(X) = . If v is a successor ordinal, X C T),_;. By corollary
and theorem (4.29} for any y € X and z € y, z € T,_1 and so UX € T,. Suppose for any 3 < a,

Uﬁ X € T,. By definition [4.18] UaX € T,. If v is a limit ordinal, suppose X is w—invariant. By
lemma |4.16 UaX € T4 In both cases, we have UaX € T. Thus III holds in T
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Pairing. For any sets a,b € T, a,b € T,. So {a,b} C T, and {a,b} € To41. Thus IV holds in 7'

Power set. For any set X € T, X € T,. By corollary XCT, SoforanyY C X, Y C 1T,
and Y € P(Ty) = To+1. Thus P(X) C Th41 and P(X) € To42, and V holds in T'.

Infinity. Since w € T, VI holds in T'.

Replacement. Suppose f = {(z,y) € T: ¢(x,y,p)}. Then the first part of VII implies f is a
function. Let Y = f(X). Then there is a (least) a that f € T,, and X € T,,. So f(X) ={f(x): x €
X} € T,. Thus

Vy(yeY < (Fre X)((z,y) € f) < (Er € X) (6(x,y,p)))

And VII holds in T

Separation. Let p(x,y,p) = (x =y A ¢(z,p)). Clearly, ¢ is a functional formula. So for X € T,
by VIL Y ={y: (3z € X) ¢(z,y,p)} € T and

Vy(yeY <= FreX)(z=yA¢(x,p) < (y€ X ANod(y,p)))

Thus VIII holds in T'. n

4.4 Solution to Russell’s paradox

In this section, we will show that the total universe is free of Russell’s paradox. First, we have
the following conclusion.

Lemma 4.32
(i) Tlg = U Tols
aceOrd
(i) Ty = J Talg
acOrd
Proof. By (4.1)), corollary [3.31|v), |4.22(ii) and [3.39(v). "

Definition 4.33 The infiniton class T of the total universe includes all the semi-infinitons
and quasi-infinitons in T. The non-infiniton class N of T is the complement of T in T, i.e.
N=T-1T.
Theorem 4.34 Suppose X € T.

(i) If X € Z, then Rp(X) is a limit ordinal.

(il) If Rp(X) is a successor ordinal, then X € N.
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Proof. (i) Suppose X € 7 and Rr(X) = a is a successor ordinal. Then X € T, = P(T,—1) and
X CTy 1. f X € X, then X € T,—1 and Rp(X) < a — 1 < «, contradiction.

If X is a quasi-infiniton, suppose X € Y1,Y; € Y3,---,Y,, € X. Then by lemma Rr(Y,) <
Rp(X). Thus by lemma Rr(X)< Rr(Y1) < --- < Rp(Y,) < Rr(X), contradiction again.

(ii) If X ¢ NV, then X € Z. By (i), Rp(X) is a limit ordinal. .

From theorem lemma and we can see that no well-founded sets are in the infiniton
class, i.e. no well-founded set is a member of itself or contains a vicious cycle.

Corollary 4.35 VNZT =90

Corollary 4.36 Suppose X € T. Then
(i) X is not a semi-infiniton except X € Tg.
(ii) X i4s not a quasi-infiniton except X € T'q.

Proof. We prove by transfinite induction.

(i) First, for any X € V,,, Rp(X) < w. So by theorem [4.34(ii), X ¢ X. Suppose it is true for
R7p(X) < a. Then for Rp(X) = a, if v is a successor ordinal, X ¢ X. If « is a limit ordinal, by

(@)

corollary |4.25, X € U T . Thus X € X if and only if X € U T3 CT|g-

ﬁ<O‘ NO ,@<Oé S

(ii) is similar to (i). "

Remark 4.37 Corollary[{.36 shows that all semi-infinitons and quasi-infinitons in T are infinitely
generated. Thus all semi-infinitons and quasi-infinitons in T are precisely determined.

Corollary 4.38
(i) T =TlgUTl|g

zc |J (Tu-TycT
aeLOrd B<a

i) T=NUZ and NNZI =9

W N=|] -0 = J M
acOrd acOrd

(v) T contains no ordinals. Ny, contains all ordinals less than «. N contains all ordinals.

Proof. (i) By definition and corollary

(ii) By theorem and
(iii) By definition [4.33]
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(iv) By (iii) and (4.1)).

(v) Since all ordinals are WF and all sets in Z are NWF, Z contains no ordinals. So Ny =T, -7
and N contain the same ordinals as T, and 7. And it follows by corollary [4.20((iii). n

The total universe is shown in Figure 4} The non-infiniton class is not a member of itself and
the total universe, a key fact which enables us to show that the total universe is free of Russell’s
paradox.

Infiniton class Z

Infinitely generated sets
Tw+1 = P(Tw)

Non-infiniton class N T, = Vo, UVylx,

Figure 4: Diagram of the total universe.

Theorem 4.39
(i) N¢éN
(i) N ¢ T
(i) T¢ T
(iv) T¢ N
(v) There is no vicious cycle for N in T.

(vi) T is free of Russell’s paradozx.
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Proof. (i) By corollary v), N contains all ordinals, but no N, contains all ordinals. For
any X € N, suppose X € N,. So X contains the ordinals less than a. Hence N' # X, i.e. N ¢ N.

(ii) By corollary [4.20|iii), 7" contains all ordinals, but no T, contains all ordinals. So N ¢ T for
no X €T containing all ordinals.

(iii) and (iv) are similar to (ii) and (i).

(v) Since N contains all ordinals and no T, contains all ordinals, there are no My € T that

NEMl,M1€M2,---,MnEN.

(vi) In the axiom of separation, ' (z € y1, y1 € Y2, - - , Yn € ) must be considered along with
x ¢ x because it can also lead to contradiction (p129 - 131, [13]). By definition and corollary
4.38(i), N contains all the non-semi-infinitons and non-quasi-infinitons in 7. Thus (n = 0 reduces
to x € z)

reEN <<= zeTAN (€ ANy1 €Eya A+ A yp € T) (1)

Forn=0,set z =N and 2 =T in (1)
NeEN = NeTANEN and TeN =TeTANT¢T

By (i) to (iv), in both cases, the left and right side are false. So there is no contradiction.

For n > 0, set x = N in (1)
NeN =S NeTANTNeM AMieMayA -+ ANM,eN)

Again both sides are false and there is no contradiction. Thus T is free of Russell’s paradox. =

4.5 Spectrum of Power Set Operations

In this section, we will introduce the notion of the power set spectrum from which the total
universe (4.1)) can be derived. First, we have the following definitions.

Definition 4.40 Suppose P(S) = {x: x C S}. Then the o power set operation (on S) is
defined (recursively) as:

(i) If « is a successor ordinal, then

PEI(8) = P (PE(s)) (PO(S) = )

(ii) If a is a limit ordinal, then
P(S) = Lim PO (S)

Y

Definition 4.41 A spectrum of power set operations is defined as:

ep = | JPW (o) (4.4)

a€ef)

Where € is a collection of ordinals and is known as a domain of the spectrum.
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First, we show that the von Neumann universe is the power set spectrum at the successor

ordinals.

Lemma 4.42 V = U Pl (@)
aceSOrd

Proof. We prove for any successor ordinal o, V,, = P (). Clearly, P (2) = V;. Suppose it
is true for any successor ordinal 3 < o. Then by definition and ([1.1)

Va = P(Var) = P (PO(2)) = P(2)

If « is a limit ordinal, let V,, = U P(*B)(Q). Since V, is transitive, V,, C Vy11. Thus

B<a
V= Va= U Vau |J Va= J Vo= |J PY9
a€eOrd aeSOrd a€LOrd aeSOrd aeSOrd

In order to prove that the total universe is the power set spectrum at all (limit) ordinals, we

need the following results.

Theorem 4.43 Suppose n < w and H,(Gy, -+ ,Go) is defined in , where G; € V,,. Then

(i) (3X € PW(2)) (X = Hy).
(ii) (Yn <k <w)(P™(2) c PH(2)).

(iii) U P (@) is homogeneous.

n<w

(iv) PWN(@) is unique.

(v) (3X € P@)(2)) (X = lim Hn).

(vi) (Vn <w) (PM(2) c PW(2)).

(vil) A type of PW)(D) is that there exists a unique €— sequence of length w in P (@) with each
member of P (@) (n < w) being a subset of P~ ().

Proof. (i) We prove by induction. Since P1) (@) = {2}, let Gy = *@ and G; = @. Then
X = H(2,*@) = @. Suppose it is true for n < k, i.e. there is a H;, € P*)(2) that

Hk: = {*Gk‘v{*Gk—la"'{*GlaGO}"'}

Then for any Gy1 € P®(@), X = {+Gry1, Hp} € P®(@). So X € P*+D (@) and X = Hyyq.
(ii) For any n < w, PM (@) € PD(z). Since P (@) is transitive, P () c P+ (2). So

(ii) follows.
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(iii) We prove U P)(2) is an amalgamation class. Then (iii) follows from proposition
n<w

First heredity is obvious. For joint embedding, suppose X;, X; € P(”)(Q). Since for X3 O X; U X},
there are embeddings fo: X; — Xj, fi: X; = Xi and X, € P+ (), joint embedding holds.
For amalgamation, suppose X;, X;, X}, € P (2) and embeddings fo: X; — Xjand f1: X; — X
Then thereis X; D X;UXy, go: Xj — Xi, g1: X — X and goo fo = g10 f1. Since X; € 77(”+1)(®),
amalgamation property holds.

(iv) Let ¢,,(S) be a formula that there exists a unique €—sequence Y; € --- € Y,, = S with each
Y;j+1 containing all the members Z of Y; and Z C Y}, i.e.

1<jsn

6u(S) = ((Yn =5 A N\ YAV (G eY; A (VZeY))(ZC ij)

Clearly for any n < w, P (@) k= ¢,,. Since for any n < w and any k > n, P*) (@) k= ¢,, P (2)
is a homogeneous sequence. So by (iii), proposition and definition lim P (@) is unique.

n—w
(v) By (i), (iv), theorem and corollary
lim <3X c 73(”>(@)> (X = H,) < <EIX € hmP(")(@)) lim (X = Hy)
n—w

n—w n—w

= (ax = 7><W>(@)) (X = lim Hn>

n—w
Since for any n < w, (3X € 73(”)(@)) (X = H,) is true, (v) follows.
(vi) By (ii), (iv) and corollary
lymvx(x e PM(g) = X ¢ 7><k>(@)) — vx(x e PM(g) = X ¢ 7><°J>(@))
—w

Since the left side holds, P (2) c P@)(2).
(vii) Clearly, P (@) satisfies
&= N\ 3PV (@)3PI () (PU(2) e PU(2) A (V2 € PO(2)) (2  PU(2)))

1<i<n

Since lim P (@) = PW) (@)

n—w

¢w <= lim &,
n—w

- () (-1)
< lim A 3PV (2)A PN ()
1<j<n—1

p(j—l)(@) c P(j)(g) A
( (VZ € PU(2)) (Vz € Z) (2 € PUD(2)) )

A lim 3P (z) 3 Pr—D (o)

n—w

PD(2) € PM(2) A
(VZ € PM(2)) (V2 € Z) (2 € P D(2))

— N3P (2)ANPCV(z) (PWU(@) e P () A (vz € 79<">(@)) (z c 7><"*1>(@)))

n<w

A P (g) (PM(@) e P () A (vz e 7><W>(@)) (Z c 77“%@)))
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By theorem PW(@) = €, where &, describes 7, = <77(”)(®): n < cu>, the unique €— sequence
of length w in P« (&) with the members of each P(") (@) (n < w) being subsets of P~ (2). =

Theorem [4£.43] can be easily extended to any limit ordinal and we omit the proof.

Corollary 4.44 Suppose « is a limit ordinal and He(Ge,--- ,Go) is defined in with G¢ €
U Tg (£ <w). Let~y be a successor ordinal. Then
B<a

(i) (Vy < a) (BX € PY(2)) (X = H,).
(ii) (Vy <n<a)(PD(2) c PW(2)).

(iii) U PO)(2) is homogeneous.

y<o

(iv) P)(2) is unique.

(v) 3X € P(2)) <X = lim H7>.

Y=o
(vi) (V7 <) (PD(2) C P9(2)).
(vii) A type of P(®) (@) is that there exists a unique €—sequence of length a in P(®) (&) with each
member of P (@) (v < a) being a subset of PO~ ().

Theorem 4.45 T = U P ()
ac0rd

Proof. First, we prove for any successor ordinal o, T, = P(a)(z). Clearly, P(l)(g) = 1Ti.
Suppose it is true for any 5 < «. Then by definition and (4.1))

To = P(Toar) = P (PO0(2)) = PO)(2)

If « is a limit ordinal, we prove the following.

T, = P (o) = | JPW(2) U (UPW(@)) (1)
B<a B<a o
By corollary [4.44]v), let
(U P<ﬁ>(@)) = {(X: X ePY(2) A X = lim H, } (2)
Y=o
B<a Xo

First, consider & = w. For any n < w, by theorem M(Vi)

P (2) ¢ P9(@) andso |JP™M(2) c PW(2)

n<w
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So by (2), we have

c P@(2)
No

JP"(2) U ( U 7><”>(@)>

. So

On the other hand, for any X € P« (@), either X € P (2) or X € (U P(”)(®)>
Ro

n<w

P@(@) c | JPM (o) U (UP(”)(®)>

n<w n<w

Ro

Thus (1) holds for w. The general case of (1) can be proved by corollary and transfinite
induction. Hence by (|4.1])
T=|JT.= | P9

aeOrd ace0rd
|
Remark 4.46 Theorem [{.45 shows that the total universe and the non-well-founded sets are the
results of the power set spectrum at the limit ordinals. The von Neumann universe only involves
the power set spectrum at the successor ordinals (lemma and thus has only well-founded sets.

5 Conclusion

First, we discuss the validity of the axiom of regularity. Suppose Z = {&, Z} is a semi-infiniton.
Then @ is the €-minimum element of Z. So the axiom of regularity holds for Z, but Z € Z. This
example suggests that the axiom of regularity not only can not exclude non-well-founded sets but
rather holds for a (large) number of them. As a matter of fact, a well-known result that proves no
set being member of itself by the axiom of regularity is actually erroneous.

Conclusion 5.1 The standard theorem which uses the axiom of reqularity to prove that there is
no set being a member of itself is flawed.

Proof.  The proof is by contradiction [I7, p54]. First suppose A € A and A = {a,b,---, A}.
Then A € AN {A} for A € {A}. Since A is the only member of {A}, by AR, An {4} = &,
contradiction. So we get A ¢ A.

The problem in the proof is that if A € A, {A} C A. Then AN{A} = {A} # & since A # @.
Thus we can not prove AN{A} = &, which means that AR actually can not prove that no set can
be a member of itself. n

Conclusion can also be understood in the following way. Suppose S = {X: AR holds for X'}
and T|g is the semi-infiniton class in T (lemma [4.32(i)). If the axiom of regularity implies no X
that X € X, then SNT|g = @. But clearly, SNT|g # @ for Z = {@,Z} € SNT|g. Consequently,
AR can not imply that no set is a member of itself.

In addition, the claim to prove that every set belongs to the von Neumann universe based on the
axiom of regularity is also flawed [4, lemma 6.3] because the axiom of regularity holds for (many)
non-well-founded sets and V' only has well-founded sets.
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As the result, we conclude that the axiom of regularity is not valid even in defining the well-
founded sets and so is dropped in this paper. All well-founded sets are defined in definition (1.1
which is stronger than the axiom of regularity as in the following result.

Corollary 5.2 If every branch of S is finite, then there is a x € S that t NS = @. The converse
18 not true.

Proof. Suppose x € {y: y € S, Ry(y) = min}. Then 2N S = @. Conversely, let S = {&,S}.
Then S N @ = &, but S has an infinite branch. n

In this paper, a new model is proposed to define non-well-founded sets rigorously upon limits
of structures and formulas. In addition, the expansion of the von Neumann universe is shown to
be necessary because it lacks the limit ordinal ranks. As a result, non-well-founded sets that are
initially added to V as limit ordinal ranks become an integral part of well-founded sets, forming a
new complete universe of sets. The three types of infinitely generated sets are rigorously investigated
based on the limit of formulas. The new universe of sets known as the total universe is shown to
be a model of ZF minus the axiom of regularity and free of Russell’s paradox. Furthermore, the
spectrum of power set operations can offer a new perspective on the nature of non-well-founded
sets (and well-founded sets).
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