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Abstract

The system I1}-CAg is known as the strongest system of the big five
in reverse mathematics. It is known that some theorems represented
by a II sentence, for example Kruskal’s theorem, are provable from
IT3-CAp but not provable from the second strongest system ATR, of the
big five. However, since any 11} sentence is not equivalent to I1{-CAo,
I3-CAy is too strong to prove such theorems. In this paper, we in-
troduce a hierarchy dividing the set {o € II} : TI}-CAg + o}. Then,
we give some characterizations of this hierarchy using some principles
equivalent to IT13-CAq: leftmost path principle, Ramsey’s theorem for
0 classes of [N] and determinacy for (X9),, classes of N¥. As an
application, our hierarchy explicitly shows that the number of applica-
tion of the hyperjump operator needed to prove XY Ramsey’s theorem
or (£9),, determinacy increases when the subscript n increases.

1 Introduction

Reverse mathematics is a program to classify theorems of mathematics ac-
cording to their logical strength. In the most typical study of this area, one
uses the so-called big five of axiomatic systems of second-order arithmetic,
RCA(, WKLg, ACAg, ATRy and TIi-CAq. That is, for a given theorem, one
shows the equivalent between the theorem and one of the big five.

In recent studies of reverse mathematics, it is also interested to find
theorems that are not equivalent to any of the big five. For example, it
is known that Kruskal’s theorem on the embeddings of finite trees is not
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provable from ATR( and provable from I1}-CAg, and it is strictly weaker
than I1}-CA,.

In [8], H. Towsner introduced relative leftmost path principle to give
a new upper bound for theorems located between ATRg and IT}-CAy. He
focused on an equivalent of II}-CA called the leftmost path principle which
states that any ill-founded tree has a leftmost path. His argument is based
on the following idea. Since the leftmost path principle is a H% statement,
the actual leftmost path is not needed to prove a H% sentence from the
leftmost path principle. Instead of the leftmost path, it is enough to use a
path which behaves as a leftmost path in a certain range. Such a path is
called relative leftmost path.

In this paper, we extend the idea of relativization of H%, statements to
the level of n-th hyperjump. We define ﬁé RFN(n) as the assertion that for
each set X, there is a coded w-model M of ACAg such that X € M and
M E3FY(Y =HJ"(X)). Then a witness Y works as a good approximation
of the actual n-th hyperjump. We show that a H% sentence provable from
I1}-CA is already provable from 3} RFN(n) for some n.

Intuitively, a sentence o is provable from 43 RFN(n) means that there is
a proof of o from IT}-CAg such that the use of the hyperjump operator in it
is up to n-times. In this sense, Towsner’s transfinite leftmost path principle
TLPP is in the level of single use of the hyperjump operator. Specifically
we show that there is a variant of relative leftmost path principle which
is equivalent to B¢ RFN(1), and a variant of 83 RFN(1) is enough to prove
TLPP.

We apply the idea of relativization to Ramsey’s theorem for [N]N and
the determinacy for NY. It is known that both of Ramsey’s theorem for X9
classes and the determinacy for (3Y),, classes are equivalent to II}-CAq for
n > 1. In this paper, we show that the H% consequences of H%—CAO is coincide
its of the theory ACAg + {rel(X2-Ram) : n € w} or ACAq + {rel((X9),-Det) :
n € w} where rel(o) denotes the relativization of . These result imply that
the number of use of the hyperjump operator to prove ¥ Ramsey’s theorem
or (%Y),, determinacy increases when the subscript n increases.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce basic notions for reverse mathematics. For the
details, see also Simpson’s textbook [4]. As usual, we write w for the set of
standard natural numbers and N for the range of number variables in the
language Lo of second-order arithmetic.

Reverse mathematics is a research program whose aim is to classify math-
ematical theorems according to their logical strength. For this purpose, we
identify the logical strength of a theorem as an axiom which is needed and
sufficient to prove it. The most typical researches of reverse mathematics
is based on second-order arithmetic'. That is, for a given formula T of
second-order arithmetic which represents a mathematical theorem, we find
an axiomatic system I" and an axiom A such that

e [ is sufficient to interpret 7" but may not be sufficient to prove T,
e A is equivalent to T over I.

We begin with introducing some axiomatic systems of second-order arith-
metic.

Definition 2.1. Let H(y,f,)z ) 2 be a formula with exactly displayed free
variables. Comprehension for 6 denotes the formula

VE, X3AYVy(y € Y < 0(y, &, X)).

Intuitively, comprehension for 6 states that the set {y : (y)} exists.
Some Lo-theories are characterized by comprehension schemas.

e RCA( consists of (0,1, +, -, <) forms a discrete ordered semi-ring’, in-
duction for X{ formulas and comprehension for AY formulas.

e ACA( consists of RCAy and comprehension for Eé formulas.

o ATR( consists of RCAg and transfinite recursion for arithmetical for-
mulas.

e I1}-CAq consists of RCAg and comprehension for I} formulas.

1Sometimes the phrase ‘second-order arithmetic’ means a specific axiomatic system Z.
However, in this paper, we use this phrase as a general term for axiomatic systems of the
language of second-order arithmetic.

2Here, & and X are abbreviations of ZTi,...,Zn and Xi,..., X;mn. When the numbers n
and m of variables are not important, we use these notations.



In RCAy, the Turing jump operator and its iteration can be defined. We
write X and X@ to mean the n-times and N-times iteration of Turing
jump at X respectively. For the details, see section VIIIL.1 in [4].

Definition 2.2. We define ACAj, and ACA{ as follows.
e ACA] consists of RCAg and Ya¥X3Y (Y = X ().

o ACA[ consists of RCAg and YX3Y (Y = X @),
It is known that over RCAg, ACAy < ACA[ < ACA(J)r .

2.1 Trees

We introduce some notions on trees. Then we give a characterization of
I1}-CAq by trees.

Definition 2.3. Let X be a set. We write X <N for the set of finite sequences
of elements of X and XY for the set of infinite sequences of elements of X.
More precisely, each o € X <N is a function whose domain is {0,1,...,n—1}
for some n and o(7) is an element of X for any i < n . Similarly, each
f € XN is a function whose domain is N and whose codomain is X.

For each 0 € X<N define the length || by the number n such that
dom(o) ={0,1,...,n —1}.

Intuitively, we identify ¢ € X <N and the sequence (7 (0),...,0(|o| —1)),
f € XN and the sequence (f(n))nen-

Definition 2.4. Let 0,7 be finite sequences.

e Define the concatenation o *7 by (c(0),...,0(|lo|—1),7(0),...,7(|7|—
1)).

e We say o is an initial segment of 7 (write ¢ < 7) if |o| < |7| and
Vi < |o|(o(i) = 7(i)). We say o is a proper initial segment of 7 (write
o=<71)ifoc X7 and o # .

e Let f be an infinite sequence. We say ¢ is an initial segment of f
(write o < f) if Vi < |o|(o(i) = f(3)).

Definition 2.5. Let T be a subset of X<N. We say T is a tree on X if T is
closed under taking initial segments.

Let T € X<N be a tree. A function f € XN is called a path of T if
(Vn)(f[n] € T). Here, f[n] denotes the initial segment of f with length =
n. The set of all paths of T is denoted by [T]. We say T is ill-founded if
7] # 2.



Lemma 2.6. ([4], II1.7.2) ACAq proves the following K6nig lemma. Let
T be an infinite tree. If Yo € T3ImVi(o % (i) € T — i < m), then T is
ill-founded.

Lemma 2.7. [4, VI.1.1] The following are equivalent over RCA.
1. }-CA,,
2. for any sequence (Tj )y of trees, there is a set X = {k : [T}] # o}.

Following the above lemma, we give a new characterization of II{-CA
by using the notion of leftmost path.

Definition 2.8. (RCAg) Let f,g € NN. We write f <; g if In(f[n] =
gln|A f(n) <g(n)) and f <; gif f <; gV f=g. This <; forms a total order
on NN and is called the lexicographical order.

Let T be a tree and f € [T]. We say f is the leftmost path of T if

Vg € [T](f <1 9).

In the remaining of this section, we show that the equivalence of the
existence of a leftmost path and IT13-CAg. The key is that a sequence of trees
can be coded by a tree.

Definition 2.9. (RCAg) Let o € N<N. For each [ < |o|, define n; as the max-

imum n such that (n,l) < |o|. Then we define o; = (o((0,1)),...,0((n,1))).

Thus, each o € N<N is regarded as a sequence {(o;) 1<|o| Of sequences.
Conversely, for each sequence (07);< 1, of sequences, define ,_; o; by

E o) (n, 1) = ai(n).
<L

For each sequences (f;);en of functions, define €, f; by

EP f)(n.1) = fi(n).
<L
Finally, for each (1});en of trees, define €p,T; by
{@ or:{oicr € To X -+ x Tpq}.

<L

Lemma 2.10. (RCAq) Let (T}); be a sequence of trees. Then, the operator
@, is a bijection between [[,[1;] and [€D,T;]. Moreover, this operator pre-
serves the lexicographical order in the sense that for any (f;):, (9i): € [[;[T3),
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L Yi(fi <1 9i) = @, fi <t D; i

2. if €, fi is the leftmost path of @, T}, then each f; is the leftmost path
of T;.

Definition 2.11. Let 7" be a tree. We say T is pruned if Vo € T3In(ox(n) €
T).

Lemma 2.12. (RCAg) Let T be a pruned tree and ¢ € T. Then there is a
T-computable path f such that ¢ < f. Moreover, we can take this f to be
the leftmost of all paths extending o.

Proof. 1t is immediate from the definition. O
Theorem 2.13. [1, Theorem 6.5.] The following are equivalent over RCA.
1. I}-CA,,
2. each ill-founded tree has the leftmost path.

Proof. (1 — 2). Let T be an ill-founded tree. Define S = {o € T : 3f €
[T](c < f)}. Then S is a pruned tree such that [S] = [T]. Since S is pruned,
S has the leftmost path. Clearly this is also the leftmost path of [T].

(2 — 1) It is enough to show that the second clause implies for any
sequence (Ty)x of trees, there is a set X = {k : [T}] # &}.

Assume that each ill-founded tree has the leftmost path. Let (T )x be a
sequence of trees. For each k, define Sy by {{(0) x o : 0 € T} U{1': | € N}
where 1! is the sequence with length = [ such that each element of it is 1.
Then, each Sj, has a path 1° = (1,1,...,). Thus, @, S is also ill-founded.

By the assumption, take the leftmost path f of @, Si and put X = {k :
f(0,k) = 0}. Tt is easy to check that X = {k : [T}] # @}. O

2.2 Coded w-models

We introduce the definition of coded w-models in RCA( and give some basic
properties.

Definition 2.14. (RCAg) For a set A and a family (X;);, we say A is in
(X;)i or (X;); contains A (write A € (X;);) if Ji(A = X;). A set M is
identified with an Lo-structure (N, (M;);,0,1,+,-, €). In this sense, we call
M a coded w-model.



Remark 2.15. Let M be a coded w-model. For a sentence o with pa-
rameters from M, the satisfaction M = o is defined by the existence of
an evaluating function for ¢ which represents Tarski’s truth definition and
ensures o is true. If we work in ACAy, then M |= o iff the relativization o™
is true. Especially, if o is arithmeical, then M |= o iff o is true.

Definition 2.16. Let o be an Lo-sentence. Define the assertion w-model
reflection of o by

VXM : w-model (X € M AM E o).

Lemma 2.17. Let o be a H% sentence. Then, over ACAg, the w-model
reflection of o implies o + Con(c) where Con(c) is the II{ formula stating
that ‘o is consistent’. Therefore, if Con(o) is not provable from ACA, then
the w-model reflection of ¢ is strictly stronger than o.

Proof. Write 0 = VX3YO(X,Y) by an arithmetical formula 6. Assume
ACA( and the w-model refledtion of 0. We show that o 4+ Con(c) holds.
Let A be a set. By the w-model reflection, take an w-model M such that
Ae MAM EVXIYI(X,Y). Then, M = 3FYO(A,Y) and hence 6(A, B)
holds for some B € M. In addition, since M is a (weak-)model of o, Con(o)
holds. O

The following characterization of ACAS‘ is well-known.
Theorem 2.18. Over RCA, the following are equivalent.
1. ACA{,
2. the w-model reflection of ACAg; any set is contained in an w-model of
ACAy,
2.3 Hyperjump and pS-model reflection

In this section, we introduce the notion of hyperjump and S-models. Hyper-
jump is a X} analogue of Turing jump. As ACA( is characterized by Turing
jumps, IT1}-CAy is characterized by hyperjumps.

Definition 2.19. (Universal ¥{ formula) Let Satypo be a universal 119 for-
mula. We define the %1 universal formula of by

a%(e,x,X) = EInySatng(e,w,X,f[y]).



Definition 2.20. (ACAp) Let M be a coded w-model. We say M is a coded
B-model if

VX € MVe,z(ot(e,z,X) < M = oi(e, z, X)).

Intuitively, a coded B-model is a ¥ absolute w-model. In fact, we can
show the following.

Lemma 2.21. Let (z, X) be a X1 formula. Then, ACAq proves that for
any ($-model M, VX € MVz(0(z,X) < M = 0(x, X)).

Proof. Immediate from the definition of S-models. O

We next introduce the notion of hyperjump. Intuitively, the hyperjump
. 1,X
operator is an operator to make a X" complete set from a set X.

Definition 2.22. (ACA() Let X be a set. Define the hyperjump HJ(X) by
HJ(X) = {(e,z) : o}(e,z,X)}. We write HJ"(X) for the n-times iteration
of the hyperjump.

Lemma 2.23. Let p(z,y, X) be a X} formula with exactly displayed free
variables. Then, ACA( proves

Vy, X,Y (Y =HJ(X) - 3Z <t Y(Z = {z: p(z,y,X)})).

That is, any E%’X-deﬁnable set is computable from HJ(X). Hence, any
H%’X—deﬁnable set is also computable from HJ(X).

Proof. Immediate from the definition of HJ. ]

Lemma 2.24 ([4] Lemma VII.2.9). Over ACA, for any set X, the existence
of HJ(X) is equivalent to the existence of a coded S-model containing X.

Combining above two lemmas, we have that
Theorem 2.25. The following assertions are equivalent over ACAg.
1. I-CA,,
2. VX3IY (Y = HIJ(X)),
3. B-model reflection : VX3IM : S-model (X € M).



We note that all of these assertions are I} statements such that any of
them is never equivalent to a II} statement. In this paper, we introduce I13
variants of the second and third assertions to consider the structure of I13
consequences of H%-CAO.

At last, we see that a hyperjump in the ground model behaves a hyper-
jump in a coded w-model.

Lemma 2.26. Let M and M’ be models of ACAy such that NM = NM'
and SM' C SM. Here, NM is the set of numbers of M and SM is the set of
sets of M. Similarly, NM' is the set of numbers of M’ and SM’ is the set
of sets of M’.

Let A, B € M’ such that M = B = HJ(A). Then, M’ = B = HJ(A).
Moreover, if M’ is a coded w-model in M, then M |= (B = HJ(A)M'.

Proof. Take M, M’, A and B be as above. We first show the following claim.

Claim 2.26.1. Let (X) be a standard %} formula having exactly one set
variable. Then, M = 6(A) ifft M' = 6(A).

Proof of Claim. It is enough to show that M = 6(A) implies M’
0(A). Write §(X) = 3Z¢(X,Z) by an arithmetical formula ¢. Assume
M E 3Zp(A,Z). We will show that M’ | 3Z <t By(A,B). Now
there is a X formula 6 such that both of M, M’ satisfies VZ(p(A, Z) «
3fvnb(A, Z[n], f[n])). Define trees T, S C (2 x N)<N by

T ={(s,0) :V(t,7) X (s,0)0(A,t,7)}
S={(s,0) : 3Z.f) € [T)((s,0) < (Z, f))}

Then, T is A} in A and hence S is ¥} in X. Therefore, S <t HIJ(A).
Moreover, since 3Z¢(X, Z) holds, S is a nonempty pruned tree. Thus S has
a S-computable path (Z, f). Now Z <1 S <1 HJ(X), so this completes the

proof. |
Now B = {(e,z) € NM : M = ol(e,z,A)} = {(e,z) € NM' : M’ =
oi(e,x, A)}. Therefore M’ = B = HJ(A). O

Lemma 2.27. (ACAp) Let X,Y be sets such that Y = HJ(X). Then, for
any coded w-model M of ACAy, if Y € M, then X € MAM Y = HJ(X).

Proof. We reason in ACA(. Take a pair of sets X,Y such that Y = HJ(X).
Let M be a coded w-model such that Y € M.
We first show that X € M. Take a number e such that

VZ(x € Z < oi(e,x,Z)).



Then, X = {z: (e,z) € Y}. Since X <1 Y, X € M.
Therefore, M |= [Y = HJ(X)| remains but this is immediate from the
above lemma. O

Remark 2.28. In general, even if (Y = HJ(X))™ holds for a coded w-
model M, Y = HJ(X) may not hold. This is immediate from some results
in the next section.

3 Approximation of I1;-CA,

In this section, we introduce IT} variants of the 8-model reflection 83 RFN(n).
Then we prove that the theories ACAg + {8 RFN(n) : n € w} and {0 € I1} :
I1}-CAg - o} proves the same sentences.

As we have seen in Theorem 2.25, TI1-CAy is characterized by the hy-
perjump operator or the 3-model reflection. This means that in IT3-CA,,
we can take any (standard) finite iteration of hyperjump or S-models. More
precisely, the following holds.

Observation 3.1. For any n € w,n > 0, the following assertions are equiv-
alent over ACAy.

o H%—CA(),
o VXIY (Y = HI"(X)),
e VXIMy,...,My_1: f-models (X € My € --- € My_1).

From this observation, we can conjecture that theorems provable from
IT}-CAg are classified by the number of the hyperjump operator used to
proved those theorems. The following theorem ensures this conjecture.

Theorem 3.2. Let (X, Y, Z) be an arithmetical formula such that IT1}-CAq -
VX3YVZO(X,Y,Z). Then, there exists n € w such that

ACAo F VX, W (W = HJ"(X) — Y <r WVZO(X,Y, Z))).

Proof. Assume 6(X,Y,Z) be an arithmetical formula such that H%—CAO F
VX3YVZO(X,Y,Z). For the sake of contradiction, suppose that for any n €
w, ACAy + IX, W(W = HJ"(X) AVY <r W3Z-0(X,Y, Z)) is consistent.

Let C' and D be new constant set symbols. Let L2(C, D) be the language
extending Lo by adding C, D. Define an Lo(C, D) theory T by

T:ACA()-I-{D() =CANDy :HJ(DO)/\"'/\Dk :HJ(Dk_l) : kEw}
+{VY <r Di,3Z-6(C,Y,Z) : k € w}.
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Then, by compactness theorem, 7" has a model M = (N, S ,C, D). Define
S=Upc X €S : MEX <1 Dy}

We show that (N, S) is a model of II}-CAq + -VXIYVZO(X,Y, Z). We
note that C € S and D,, € S for all n € w. By Lemma 2.27, (N, S) E
D,,+1 = HJ(D,,) for all n. Moreover, for any X € S, there exists Y € S such
that M Y = HJ(X). Thus, (N,S) VX3V (Y = HJ(X)) and (N, S) is a
B-submodel of (N, S). Let Y € S. Then, (N,S) Y <1 D, for some k and
thus (N,S) | 3Z-6(C,Y, Z). Hence (N,S) = 3Z-6(C,Y, Z). Therefore,
(N,S) £ -VX3IYVZO(X,Y, Z). 0

Remark 3.3. We note that this theorem generalizes the result by Montal-
ban and Shore [2, Theorem 6.8.]. They proved that if

I1}-CAo - VX3YVZO(X,Y, Z),
then there exists n € w such that
H%—CAO FVX3Y <r HI"(X)VZ0(X,Y,Z))).

We give a II3 variant of the statement that any set is contained in a coded
B-model. For this purpose, we consider S-submodels of a coded w-model of
ACA, instead of the acutual S-models.

Definition 3.4. (ACAp) Let My and M; be coded w-models such that
My € M1. We say M is a coded S-submodel of My if

VX € MoVe,z(Mg = oi(e,z,X) < My = oi(e,z, X))
holds. We write My €3 M; to mean My is a coded B-submodel of M;.

Definition 3.5. For each n € w, define 8 RFN(n) as the following assertion:
VX3IMo,..., M, : coded w-models (X € Mg €5 -+ €g MuAM,, |= ACA).

Remark 3.6. This form of w-model reflection is first introduced in [3] as
their ¢g(1,n). They mainly considered any (nonstandard) length of se-
quences of S-submodels, but we mainly consider standard length of those.

It is easy to see that the sequence (83 RFN(0), 83 RFN(1),...,) is strictly
increasing. More precisely, the following holds.

Lemma 3.7. Let n € w. Then, over ACAg, B} RFN(n + 1) proves the w-
model reflection of 8} RFN(n). Especially, 8 RFN(n) is strictly stronger
than 83 RFN(n + 1).
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Proof. Assume ACAg + 8¢ RFN(n + 1). Take a sequence of w-models such
that Mo €5 My -+ €5 MpuAM,, = ACAg. We show that My = 8L RFN(n).
For any X € M, M,, satisfies

NG, -y N1 (X € N SCERRNSY Np—1 AN,—1 E ACAy)

via taking (No,...,Nn_1) = (Mo,..., My_1). Since this is a X1 formula
and Mg is a B-submodel of M,,, M, also satisfies

NG, Nuo1 (X €Ng € -+ €5 N1 AN—1 = ACAy).
Since X is arbitrary, Mo = 8 RFN(n). O
Lemma 3.8. Over ACAy, AL RFN(n) is equivalent to the following assertion:
VX3M : coded w-model (X € M AM = ACA) + IY (Y = HI"(X))).

Proof. Immediate from the fact the existence of HJ(X) is equivalent to the
existence of a S-model containing X over ACAy. O

Theorem 3.9. Let (X, Y) be an arithmetical formulas such that VX3IY0(X,Y)
is provable from IT}-CAg. Then, there exists n € w such that ACAg +
B4 RFN(n) proves VX3YO(X,Y).

Proof. Let o, be the following sentence.
VX3IM : coded w-model (X € M AM = ACAy + FY (Y = HI"(X))).

Then, B RFN(n) is equivalent to o, over ACAy.

We show that VX3IYO(X,Y) is provable from the theory ACAy + {0, :
n € w}. Since VXIYH(X,Y) is provable from I1}-CAg, there exists n € w
such that

ACA( F VX, W (W = HJ"(X) — 3Y <1 WO(X,Y))

by Thereom 3.2. Take such an n. Assume ACAg—+o0,. Let X be an arbitrary
set. Then, there is a coded w-model M such that

X € MAM = ACAq + IW(W = HI"(X)).

Take such M and W. Then M E 3V <p WH(X,Y) and hence M E
JYO(X,Y). Since 6 is arithmetical, we have 3Y0(X,Y"). This completes the
proof. O
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Since each B} RFN(n) is a I1} sentence provable from IT13-CAg, the theories
ACA¢ + {BLRFN(n) : n € w} and {0 € I} : II}-CA¢ - o} prove the same
sentences.

Corollary 3.10. For any II} sentence o provable from IT{-CAy, there exists
exactly one n € w such that n = min{m : ACAg +8L RFN(m) I o}.

The previous corollary means that II} sentences provable from II{-CA
is classified into the B} RFN hierarchy. In the following sections, we see the
relationship between the ﬁé RFN-hierarchy and some concrete I3 theorems
provable from I1}-CAy.

In the remaining of this section, we see some basic properties of ﬁé RFEN(n).

We note that 83 RFN(0) is the same as the w-model reflection of ACA.
Thus, 3} RFN(0) is equivalent to ACA] over RCAq. Therefore, 3} RFN hier-
archy is above ACASr . Moreover, it is easy to prove that even ﬁé RFEN(1) is
stronger than ATRy.

Lemma 3.11 ([4], Theorem VII.2.7.). Over ACAq, any coded S-model sat-
isfies ATRg.

Theorem 3.12. Over ACAq, 8 RFN(1) implies the w-model reflection of
ATRy.

Proof. We reason in ACAg + 83 RFN(1). Let X be a set. By 8§ RFN(1), take
coded w-models Mgy and M such that

X e Mg €3 M1 A My ): ACA,.
Then, M; = [My | ATRg]. Thus M, = ATR actually holds. O

In the following section, we will show that there is a very large gap
between ATRy and 83 RFN(1).

4 Relativized leftmost path principle and 3} RFN

As we have noted in introduction, Towsner introduced a family of II3 state-
ments called relative leftmost path principles to give an upper bound of some
1} theorems provable from II1-CAq [8]. Indeed, he proved that Kruskal’s
theorem for trees, Nash-Williams’ theorem in bqo theory and Menger’s the-
orem for countable graphs are provable from one of the relative leftmost
path principles.

In this section, we compare the relative leftmost path principles and the
3% RFN-hierarchy. More precisely, we introduce a variant of relative leftmost
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path principle which we call arithmetical relative leftmost path principle
(ALPP) and show that ALPP is equivalent to ALPP, and we show that the
strongest form of relative leftmost path principle, the transfinite relativized
leftmost path principle TLPP, is weaker than 5& RFN(2). Moreover, we
introduce the n-th iteration of ALPP denoted It"(ALPP) which is equivalent
to B RFN(n).

To define ALPP, we introduce the notion of arithmetical reducibility.

Definition 4.1 (Arithmetical reducibility). Let X,Y be sets. We say X is
arithmetically reducible to Y (write X <% Y) if

I3Z(Z =Y A X <7 Z).

Let ¢(X) be a formula. We write VX <%} Yp(X) to mean VX (X <%}
Y — (X)) and write 3X <% Y¢(X) to mean 3X (X <5 Y A p(X)).

Remark 4.2. The notation <% follows from the notation <{, of arithmeti-
cal Weihrauch reducibility.

Remark 4.3. We note that arithmetical reducibility is an extension of the
notion of arithmetical definability. For A, B C w, we say A is arithmetically
definable from B if there is an arithmetical formula 6(z, X) with exactly
displayed free variables such that A = {x : §(x, B)}. Thus, A is arithmeti-
cally definable from B is equivalent to the condition that for any w-model
M of ACAy containing A and B, M = A <% B.

In contrast to this remark, for a non w-model M of ACAy and A, B € M,
M = A <% B does not mean that there is an arithmetical formula 6 such
that M = A = {z : 6(x, B)}. However, the connection between arithmetical
reducibility and arithmetical definability rather holds in the following sense.

Lemma 4.4. (ACAj) Let M be a coded w-model of ACAj. Then, M is
closed under arithmetical reduction. Hence, for any arithmetical formula 6
and Y € M,

31X <3 Y0(X) - M E3X <F YO(X)] and
MEVX <3 Y0(X)] - VX <G YO(X).
Proof. Let M be an w-model of ACAg. Then, M satisfies 1 induction and
VY3Z(Z =Y"). Thus M |=VYVvn3Z(Z =Y ™).
To show that M is closed under arithmetical reduction, take Y € M and
X such that X <% Y. Then, there exist n, Z such that Z = YA X <r Z.
We note that Z € M because the condition Z = Y is absolute for M.

Thus, X € M.
The latter part immediately follows from the former part. O
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Lemma 4.5. Let ¢(X) be an arithmetical formula. Then, over ACAZ,
VX <& Yp(X)is Al Similarly, 3X <& Yo(X) is Af.

Proof. Within ACAJ, VX <& Y(X) can be written as follows.
VX <& Yp(X) & VZ(Z = Y™ 5 VnvX <1 Zpp(X))
< 3Z2(Z =YW AVRYX <1 Znpo(X)).

Therefore, VX <2 Y(X) is Al. The case for 3X <& Y(X) is the same.
O

Lemma 4.6. Assume ACAa'. Then, for any X, the coded model M = {Y :
Y <4 X} exists. Moreover, this is the smallest coded w-model of ACA
containing X.

Definition 4.7 (Relative leftmost path principle, See [8]). Let k € w. We
define Ag LPP as the assertion that for any ill-founded tree T', there is a
path g € [T] such that

Ve AT @ g)(f €[T]—g<if)

We define ALPP as the assertion that for any ill-founded tree T', there is
a path g € [T] such that

Vi<k (Teg)(felll—=g<if)

We call a witness g of ALPP an arithmetical leftmost path.
Finally, over ATRg, define TLPP as the following assertion: For any ill-
founded tree T and any well-order «, there is a path g € [T] such that

Vf <o (T@g) ) (f €T~ g<if).
We call such g a AY_; leftmost path.

Remark 4.8. In the definition of Ag LPP,ALPP and TLPP, we can replace
(T @ g) by g if we work in RCA,.

From now on, we see the relationship between 8} RFN(1), 8 RFN(2) and
ALPP, TLPP. For this comparison, we prefer the base theory to be ACASr
rather than ACAj. However, the following lemma take the difference of the
choice of the base theory away.

Lemma 4.9. Over ACAg, AJ LPP implies ATR,.
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Proof. See [8], Theorem 4.2. O

Our strategy to prove B RFN(1) from ALPP is essentially the same as
for the proof of Theorem 2.13; to make a hyperjump, it is sufficient to make
the set {i: [T;] # @} from given sequence of trees (T;);.

Lemma 4.10. There are a X! formula ¢(n, X) and a 119 formula t(n, X)
such that

e Over RCAy, Vn, X(p(n,X) < ¢¥(n, X)).
e Over RCAy, for any X, T = {n: ¢(n,X)} is a tree such that 1> € [T].

e Over ACAy, for any X, if {n : ¢(n,X)} has a leftmost path, then
HJ(X) is computable from it. Moreover, this reduction is uniform.

We may assume that there is a Turing functional ®7(X) defined by &7 (X) =
{n:¢(n,X)}.

Proof. Recall that there is a X formula ¢ such that over ACAq, HJ(X) =
{(e,xz) : AfVz0(e,x, X, f[z])} for any X.

We give a construction of ®p(X) over RCAg. For given X, define a
sequence (T¢ z)e, of trees by o € T, , <> 6(e,xz,X,0). Then put S, =
{(0)x0 : 0 € T, . }U{o : ¥n < |o|o(n) = 1}. Finally, put ®7(X) = @, , Se.»
where @ is the operator defined in Definition 2.9. 7

We show that this construction satisfies desired conditions. It is easy
to see that ®7(X) is uniformly computable from X over RCA( and its has
an infinite path 1°°. Thus, it is enough to show that HJ(X) is uniformly
computable from the leftmost path of ®7(X) over ACA,.

We reason in ACAq. Let f be the leftmost path of ®7(X). Then, for each
e and z, f((0,(e,z))) =0 iff T, , has a path. Thus, {(e,x) : f((0, (e, x))) =
0} = {(e,z) : IfVzl(e,z, X, f[2],2)} = HI(X). O

We note that we can modify the second condition as follows :

e Over RCAy, for any X, &7(X) = {n : ¢(n,X)} is an ill-founded
tree which has a path uniformly computable from X, and any path
computes X.

For this condition, consider the following transformation.
Definition 4.11. Let 0 € N<N. Put

Oeven = <U(O)7 0(2)7 s 7U(l€)>7
Oodd = (U(l)v 0(3)7 s ’O-(lo)>7
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where [, is the maximum even number such that [, < |o| and I, is the
maximum odd number such that I, < |o|. Similarly, for a function f € NV,

define feven = <f(2n)>n6N and fodd = <f(2n + 1)>n6N-
Let X be a set and T be a tree. We identify X and its characteristic
function. Thus, X is regarded as an infinite binary sequence. Define a tree

St,x by
S ST,X < Oeven € T N 0oqq < X.
Lemma 4.12. Let X be a set and 1" be a tree. Then, over RCAy,

e St x is uniformly computable from X and 7'

e For any path f of ST x, feven is @ path of T"and f,qq = X. Conversely,
for f € [T] and X, the sequence fw X = (f(0),X(0), f(1),X(1),...)
is a path of St x.

o If f and g are paths of T such that f <; g, then fW X < gw X.
Especially, if f is the leftmost path of T', then the corresponding path
f @ X is the leftmost path of St x.

Proof. This is immediate from the definition of St x. O
Therefore, by replacing ®7(X) with Sg,.(x) x, we have

Lemma 4.13. There is a Turing functional ®r(e) defined in RCAy such
that

e Over RCA, for any X, ®p(X) is an ill-founded tree which has a path
uniformly computable from X, and any path computes X.

e Over ACAy, for any X, if &7 (X) has a leftmost path, then HJ(X) is
computable from that path. Moreover, this reduction is uniform.

Theorem 4.14. Over ACAq, ALPP is equivalent to 83 RFN(1).

Proof. First, we show that ALPP implies 53 RFN(1). Since AJLPP implies
ATRy, it is enough to show that ACAS +ALPP proves 33 RFN(1).

Let X be aset. By ALPP, take an arithmetical leftmost path g of ®7(X).
Let M ={Y : Y <% g}. Then X,®7(X) € M, M |= ACAj and g is the
leftmost™ path of ®7(X). Thus, M satisfies HIJ(X) exists.

We next show that B} RFN(1) implies ALPP. Let 7" be an ill-founded
tree. By [3 RFN(1), take an w-model M such that T € M and M
ACAy + 3Y (Y = HI(T)).
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Now, M satisfies [T has a leftmost path] because its hyperjump exists.
Take the leftmost™ path g of T. We claim that g is an arithmetical leftmost
path of T. Let f <% g and f € [T]. Since g € M and M = ACA, f € M.
Since g is the leftmost™ path, g <; f. O

It is shown in [8] that ALPP < TLPP. More precisely, a general form
of relative leftmost path principle X2 LPP for a well order « is introduced,
and it is proved that £Y  ;LPP proves the consistency of X0, LPP. Since
ALPP is provable from X0 ; LPP, the consistency of ALPP is provable from
TLPP. Thus we have

Theorem 4.15. 3} RFN(1) < TLPP.

On the other hand, TLPP is strictly weaker than 8} RFN(2). To prove
this result, we introduce a variant of 3} RFN(n).

Definition 4.16. Let o be a II} formula. We define 3} RFN(n; o) as the
following assertion:

VX3IMy,..., M, : coded w-models (X € Mg €g My --- €5 My A
M, E ACAy + o).

Lemma 4.17. Over ATR(, any S-model satisfies TLPP.
Proof. Let M be a f-model. Let T, o € M such that

M E T is an ill-founded tree A

o 1s a well order.

We show that M has a A2 leftmost path.

Let S={oceT:3f € M(c < f)}. Since M is a f-model, S = {0 €
T:3f(c < f)}. Now, S is a nonempty pruned tree and hence its leftmost
path g is computable from S. Moreover, g is the leftmost path of T.

Now we have 3gVf € [T](g <; f) and hence

gV <1 g (f € [T] > g <i ).
The above condition is %}. Therefore,
ME3g9f <p g@(f €Tl =g < f).

This completes the proof. O

18



Theorem 4.18. (ACAy) 83 RFN(1;ATRg) proves the w-model reflection of
TLPP. Therefore, TLPP < 3} RFN(1; ATRy).

Proof. Assume ACAg + B RFN(1;ATRy). Let X be a set. Take coded w-
models Mg, M1 such that

X e My € M1 A My l:ATRQ.

Then, since My is a coded [-submodel of M7, My = TLPP. This completes
the proof. O

Theorem 4.19. 3} RFN(2) proves the w-model reflection of 35 RFN(1; ATRy).
Therefore, 8} RFN(1; ATRg) < 83 RFN(2).

Proof. Let X be a set. By A3 RFN(2), take coded w-models Mg, M1, My
such that
X € My eg M1 €g Ma A Mo E ACA,.

Then Ms = [M; | ATRg]. Thus, for any Y € My,
My = INY, MY € Ny €3 N1 AN | ATRy.
Since My is a S-submodel of My, we have
Mo EVYING, MY € Ny €5 N1 AN, |= ATRg).
Hence, X € My and My = B} RFN(1; ATRy). This completes the proof. [
Next, let us consider iterated versions of ALPP.

Definition 4.20. Let n € w. We define Q(n + 1) as the following assertion:
for any X there are fy,..., f, such that

fo € [@r(X)IA N fir1 € [Br(f:)] A
<n
Vg <% fallg € [20(X)] = fo <t 9) A N\ (9 € [@0(f:)] = fir1 <1 9)].
i<n
We also define It"T1(ALPP) as follows. Define ©(T), f, g) be the following

formula:

O(T,f,g) =T isatree and g € [T] and T, g <% f.
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For each m < n, define ¢}, by

¢8(T077Tn7f077fn)5\v/g§an0@®an(g€ [E]_)fz Slg)

i<n
n T(], oo 7Tn—m—17 @(Tn—my In—m; fn—m—l)
wm-i-l =VTl—m, In-m n .
f07 oo 7fn—m—1 _>E|fn—m S [Tn—m]wm(Tm cee 7Tn—m7 an R fn—m)

Then, define It"**(ALPP) as follows.
It" "1 (ALPP) = VTy : ill-founded tree 3fy € [Ty)y™(To, fo).

For example, It'(ALPP) is equivalent to ALPP and It?(ALPP) states that
for any ill-founded tree Tp, there exists a path fo € [Tp] such that

YTy, g1(O(Th, g1, fo) — 3f1 € [TVg <F fo® f1(\ g € [Ti] — fi <1 9)).
i<1

For simplicity, we write (T,g) € O(f) instead of O(T, f,g). Then,
It"+1(ALPP) states that for any ill-founded tree Ty, there exists a path
fo € [Tp] such that

V(T1,91) € ©(fo)3fr € [T1] - Y(Tn, gn) € O(fn—1)3fn € [T0]
Vg <t fo@ @ ful \ g €T = fi <1 9).

i<n

Theorem 4.21. For n € w, the following assertions are equivalent over
ACA(J)r .

1. B§RFN(n + 1),
2. Qn+1),
3. t"TL(ALPP).

Proof. (1 — 3) Let Ty be an ill-founded tree and h be a path of Ty. By
B4 RFN(n + 1) take a sequence of w-models such that

To, h € My €3 €3 Mpi1 A Mt l: ACA,.

Now M satisfies “T has a leftmost path”. Take the leftmost™ path f.
Then, M4 also satisfies “fq is the leftmost path of T”. Let 11,91 <% fo
such that T3 is a tree and g; € [T1]. Then, M, satisfies “T7 has a leftmost
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path”. Let f; be the leftmost™? path. Then, M, satisfies “f; is the
leftmost path of T7”. Continuing this argument, we have that

V(legl) € ®(f0)5|f1 € [Tl] o 'V(ngn) € @(fn—l)zlfn € [Tn]
/\ (M1 E “f; is the leftmost path of T;”).

i<n

Since M,,+1 is an w-model of ACAy, it is closed under arithmetical reduction.
This completes the proof.

(3 — 2) This is trivial.

(2 — 1) Let X be a set. We show that there is an w-model M such
that M = ACAy 4+ Y (Y = HI""(X)). Let fo,..., fn be witnesses of
Q(n) for X. Then, fo <t --- <1 fo. By ACA{, take the smallest w-
model M of ACAq containing f,. Then, M satisfies “fy is the leftmost
path of ®7(X)” and hence fy computes HJ(X) in M. Similarly, f; is the
leftmost path of ®7(f;—1) in M and hence it computes HJ(f;) in M. Thus,
M E IV (Y = HI"T(X)). O

As shown in [5], AY LPPs and variants of 8-model reflection called A9 3-
model refections are deeply related. In the following, we see the relationship
of variants of leftmost path principles and variants of S-models reflection.

Remark 4.22. We can show that
e for any n € w, ACAg proves that any S-model satisfies AY LPP,
e ACA|, proves that for any n € N, any S-model satisfies AY LPP,
° ACASr proves that any S-model satisfies ALPP.

by the same proof of Lemma 4.17.

In contrast to this result, even ACAS’ does not prove that any S-model
satisfies TLPP. To prove this, we can use the same proof as in the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.23. TLPP is equivalent to

Vo : WOVXIM(a, X € M,
M |= ACA +3Y (Y = HI(X))),

M is closed under a-jump).
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Proof. First, assume TLPP. Take a well order o. Then, « - w is also a well-
ordering 2. We note that « - w is closed under +« in the following sense:
Recall that |L| denotes the field {i : (i,7) € L} of L for a linear order L.
For each (n,7) € |a - w|, there is a certain embedding from « to the interval
[(n,7),(n+2,0)] defined by f(j) = (n+1,j). Since ATRg holds, there is an
embedding ¢ from « to an initial segment of [(n,7), (n + 2,0)]. Then, supg
is regarded as (n,i) + a.
Take an arbitrary X. We show that

IM(a, X € M,
M |= ACA + 3V (Y = HI(X))),

M is closed under a-jump).

Recall that there is a total Turing functional &7 which outputs an ill-founded
tree for any input (see Lemma 4.13). By TLPP, take a A2  -leftmost path
f of @p(a @ X). Define

M={A:A <7 f™ for some (n,i) € o w|}.

Since M = [f is a leftmost path of &7p(a ® X)], M = FY(Y = HIJ(X)).
Moreover, by construction, M = ACAy and closed under a-jump.

The converse is trivial because the leftmost path in M is an A%-leftmost
path in the ground model. O

Recall that a coded w-model of ACAg satisfies ACASr if it is closed under
taking the w-jump of a set. Therefore, by the same proof as above, we have

Lemma 4.24. Over ACAy, Agz LPP proves 3% RFN(1; ACAy).
Theorem 4.25. Over ACA(, TLPP is strictly stronger than 83 RFN(1; ACA{).

Proof. Tt is immediate from the fact that TLPP is strictly stronger than
Agz LPP. O

Corollary 4.26. ACAS’ does not prove that any S-model satisfies TLPP.

Proof. We show that if ACASr proves that any S-model satisfies TLPP, then
ACA, + B4 RFN(1; ACA{) proves the consistency of TLPP. Since this yields
TLPP proves the consistency of TLPP, ACAS’ does not prove that any (-
model satisfies TLPP

3Here, a - w denotes the order type of lexicographical ordering of N x a.
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Assume ACASr proves that any B-model satisfies TLPP. We work in
ACA0+56 REN(1; ACA(J{). By ﬁé RFEN(1; ACAS’), take coded w-models Mg, M1
such that My €g M; and M, |= ACAJ. Then, M; = [My = TLPP] and
hence M; = Con(TLPP). Since Con(TLPP) is arithmetical, Con(TLPP)
holds. O

Theorem 4.27. Over ACA, 3} RFN(n; ALPP) implies the w-model reflec-
tion of 8L RFN(n + 1).

Proof. We reason in ACAq + ﬁé RFN(n; ALPP). Take an arbitrary set A. By
B4 RFN(n; ALPP), take coded w-models My, ..., M,, such that

A e Mg €5 €4 M, _1 €3 M, AN M, ):ACAQ—I-ALPP.

Since ALPP and 3 RFN(1) is equivalent over ACAg, M, = 3} RFN(1).
We show that My = B3 RFN(n + 1). By B RFN(1) in M,,, there are
coded w-model Ny, N7 € M,, such that

M, ): [Mn_1 S No €3 N AM ): ACAO].

Since M,,_1 is a fS-submodel of M,, and Nj is an w-submodel of M,,, for
any H% sentence o with parameters from M, _1,

M1 = 0] = My |= 0]
— [No ):O']

Thus, M,,_ is a S-submodel of Njy. Therefore, for any X € My,

My E[XeMyesg - €g My_1 €g Ny €g N1 AN = ACA).
Therefore, for any X € My,
My ETFHo, ... Ho [ X € Ho € - €8 Hno1 €5 Hn €8 Hpt1 A Hnt1 = ACAy)].
Since M is a B-submodel of M,,, for any X € My,
Mo |EFHo, ..., Hpnpa[X € Ho € -+ €8 Hno1 €8 Hn €8 Hnt1 A Hng1 = ACA].
Thus, Mg = B¢ REN(n + 1). O

Theorem 4.28. Over ACAy, ﬁé RFN(n + 1) proves the w-model reflection
of B RFN(n; Vk.AQ LPP). Here, Vk.A? LPP is the assertion that

VEVT : ill-founded tree 3g € [TIVh <7 ¢ (h € [T] = g <; h).
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Proof. We reason in ACAq + 3} RFN(n + 1). Take an arbitrary set A. By
ﬁé RFEN(n + 1), take coded w-models My, ..., M, 11 such that

Ae Mg €g - €g My €g Myyp1 AMpq = ACA.

We show that Mo = 8§ RFN(n; VE.AY LPP). Since M, 11 = ACA), My41
[M,, = Vk.AY LPP]. Therefore, for any X € Mo,

My E[X € My €p -+ €5 My A M, = VEAY LPP).
Hence, for any X € My,
M1 = FHo - Hu[X € Ho €p -+ €5 Hn A Hy = VEA) LPP].
Since My is a S-submodel of M, 11, for any X € My,
Mo | FHo - Ha[X € Ho €5 -+ €5 Hn A Hy = VE.A) LPP].
Therefore, My = 84 RFN(n, Vk.AY LPP). O

Recall that any coded S-model satisfies ALPP over ACAS’ . Thus, by the
same proof as above, we have

Theorem 4.29. Over ACAy, 53 RFN(n + 1; ACA(J{) proves the w-model re-
flection of 53 RFN(n; ALPP).

Corollary 4.30. Over ACAy, the following holds.
B3 RFN(n; VE.AJ LPP) < 85 RFN(n + 1) < 85 RFN(n; ALPP) < 85 RFN(n + 1; ACAY).

In the remaining of this section, we give another characterization of
ALPP.

Definition 4.31. Let M be a coded w-model of ACAg. We say M is an
AB-models if for any I19 formula 6(X),

X <& MO(X) ¢ M = 3X0(X).

Lemma 4.32. Let ¢(X) be an arithmetical formula with exactly displayed
free variable. Then, ACAq proves that for any AS-model M,

X <& MO(X) & M = IX0(X).
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Proof. Let ¢(X) be an arithmetical formula. Then there exists a number &
and a II9 formula 6(X, f) such that ACAq proves

VX (p(X) < 3f <o XX, ).

We work in ACAg. Assume M is an Af-model and 3X <} Me(X). Since
¢ is arithmetical, ¢(X) actually holds. Thus, there exists f <t X (k) such
that (X, f). Since M is a model of ACAg, M |= 3f <1 X*9(X, f). Hence

M p(X). ]

Definition 4.33. Define the AS-model reflection as the assertion that for
any set X there is an AS-model containing X.

Theorem 4.34. Over ACAg, 3L RFN(1) is equivalent to AB-model reflection.

Proof. First, assume 33 REN(1). Let X be aset. By 53 RFN(1), take a coded
w-models Mg, M1 such that X € My €3 M1 A My |= ACA,.

We claim that My is an AS-model. Let 8(Y') be an arithmetical formula.
Assume 37 <4} Mof(Z). Then, there exists n € N such that 37 <t
(Mo)™0(Z). Since My € My and My |= ACA)),, M |=3Z6(Z). Since M
is a B-submodel of My, M = 3Z6(Z).

We next assume AS-model reflection. Then, especially ACA(J]r holds.
Let X be a set. By AS-model reflection, take an AB-model Mg such that
X € M. By ACAJ, take M; = {Y : Y <& Mo}.

Now X € My € My AM; | ACAg. Thus, it is enough to show that
M, is a S-submodel of M. Let 6(Y) be an arithmetical formula. Assume
M = 3YH(Y). Then, IY <§ Mpf(Y) and hence My = 3Y4(Y). This
completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.35. (ACAj.) ALPP is equivalent to AS-model reflection.

Proof. Since ALPP is equivalent to 8} RFN(1) and 8} RFN(1) is equivalent
to AB-model reflection, ALPP is equivalent to Ag-model reflection. O

For each n > 0, define ABRFN(n) as the assertion that
VXIMp-- - My (X €g -+ €g Mp_1 A My is an AB-model).
Then, by the same argument as in Theorem 4.34, we have

Theorem 4.36. Over ACA, 3L RFN(n) is equivalent to AG RFN(n — 1) for
any n > 0.
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5 The arithmetical relativization

As we have noted, the 8} RFN-hierarchy reveals that how many times the
hyperjump operator is used for prove a H% sentence. In addition, we can
classify IT} sentences provable from I1}-CAq by comparing their I} approx-
imations and the 601 RFN-hierarchy. In this section, we summarize the idea
of TI} approximations of H})) sentences.

Definition 5.1. Let 0 = VX (/(X) — 3YVZn(X,Y,Z) be a II} sentence.
Define rel(o) by VX (6(X) — IYVZ <} (X @ Y)n(X,Y, Z). We call rel(o)
the arithmetical relativization of o.

For example, ALPP and AGRFN(n) are instances of rel(c). Indeed, if
we take 6(X) to be ‘X is an ill-founded tree’ and n(X,Y,Z) to be (Y €
(X)) A (Z € [X] =Y <; X), then ALPP is equivalent to rel(VX(0(X) —
IYVZy(X,Y, Z))).

Remark 5.2. In the case of ALPP, the following rel’(o) is equivalent to
rel(o).
rel' (o) =VX(0(X) — IYVZ <5 Yn(X,Y, Z)).

In general, rel(o) and rel’(o) are not equivalent. The equivalence of rel(o)
and rel’ (o) is related to the notion of cylinder in Weihrauch reduction.

We note that if o is a II} sentence provable from I1}-CAy, then rel(o) is
a I3 sentence provable from I1{-CAq. Thus, rel(c) is provable from ACAq +
B4 RFN(n) for some n. Let us write n, for the smallest n such that ACAg +
BLRFN(n) I rel(o) for such a o. Then, we can classify IT} sentences provable
from T1-CAg according to n,.

We then give a lemma which is useful to evaluate n,.

Definition 5.3. Let o = VX3dY 60 and ¢ = VX3Y. For a theory T, we say
T proves the lightface implication of ¢ to ¢ if

T +VX((3Y0 — 3Zn).

Lemma 5.4. Let ¢ =VX3YVZI(X,Y,Z) and ¢ =VXIYVZIn(X,Y,Z) be
Hé sentences such that ACAg proves the lightface implication of ¢ — .
Then, ACAZ proves rel(¢) — rel()).

Proof. We reason in ACAS’ +VXIYVZ <4 X @ YO(X,Y,Z). Let X,Y be
such that VZ <} X @ YO(X,Y, Z). Take the smallest w-model M of ACA
containing X @Y. Then, M |= 3JUVZ(X,U,Z) viaU =Y. Since M is a
model of ACAg, M |= 3VVZn(X,V,Z). Take such a V. Thus, IWVZ <;
X @Wn(X,W,Z) viaW = V. O
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For example, if ACA( proves VX (IYVZO(X,Y,Z) — IW(W = HJ(X))),
then ACAJ proves rel(VX3YVZ6) — B RFN(1). Converseely, if ACAg
proves VX (IW (W = HJ(X)) — 3YVZO(X,Y, Z)), then ACA{ (and hence
even RCA) proves Bt RFN(1) — rel(VX3IYVZ0).

6 Pseudo Ramsey’s theorem and §RFN

In this section, we introduce I3 variants of Ramsey’s theorem for [N]N which
may be seen as an instance of the arithmetical relativization of usual Ram-
sey’s theorem. Then we see the relationship between them and the 601 RFN-
hierarchy. Here, [X]" denotes the class of all infinite subsets of X. Topo-
logical Ramsey’s theorem claims that certain subclasses of [N]N has Ramsey
property in the sense that a class A C [N]Y has Ramsey’s property if there
is an infinite set H C N such that [H]Y is a subset of A or its complement.

We first recall how to formalize Ramsey’s theorem in second-order arith-
metic and some existing results. For the details, see also [4].

Definition 6.1. Let [N]Y denote the class of all strictly increasing sequence
of natural numbers. Let ¢(f) be a formula for f € [N]N. We say ¢ has
Ramsey’s property if

3h € [N]N(Vg € [N]Vp(h o g) v Vg € [N]'=p(h o g)).

In this definition, we identify f € [N]Y and its range, ¢(f) and the class
{f € NN : @(f)}. Especially, h € [N} corresponds to an infinite subset H
of N, h o g corresponds to an infinite subset of H.

Definition 6.2. Let I' be a class of formulas. Then, I'-Ramsey’s theorem
(write I-Ram) is the assertion that any ¢(f) € I' has Ramsey’s property.

Theorem 6.3. [4, V1.6.4] Over RCA, IT13-CA is equivalent to ¥3-Ram.

We give a finer analysis for this theorem by using the 3} RFN-hierarchy.
We start with giving I13 variants of Ramsey’s property which we call pseudo-
Ramsey’s property.

Definition 6.4. Let ¢(f, X) be a formula with exactly displayed free vari-
ables for f € [N]N. We say ¢(f) has pseudo-Ramsey’s property if

VX3f(Vg <5 f® Xp(fog)VVg <F f& X—¢(fog)).

Define rel(I'-Ram) as the assertion that any formula ¢ € I has pseudo-
Ramsey’s property.
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We note that each o € rel(I'-Ram) is of the form rel([¢ has Ramsey’s property])
for some ¢ € T if T' C 3§, Moreover, for each n > 0, there exists a formula
¢ € X9 such that rel(X9-Ram) is axiomatizable by rel([¢ has Ramsey’s property]).
Since X9-Ram is provable from IT}-CAy, rel(X0-Ram) is provable from 33 RFN(p(n))
for some p(n). We show that p(n) = n. It follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. ([4], VI.6.2.) (ACAg) Let Mo,..., Mp_1 be coded 5 mod-
els such that My € --- € My_;. Then, for any X9 formula ¢(f) with
parameters from My, ¢(f) has Ramsey’s property via some h € My_1.

Theorem 6.6. rel(X2Ram) is provable from 8} RFN(k).

Proof. Assume B3 RFN(k). Let ¢(f,X) be a X9 formula for f € [N]N
with exactly displayed set variables. By 3} RFN(k), take coded w-models
Moy, ..., My, such that X € Mg €5 --- €g My_1 €g M}, and My, |= ACA,.
Now, by the previous lemma, there exists f € My_1 such that

My, = Vgp(f o g) VVgae(f o g).
Since My, is a model of ACAg, ¢ has pseudo-Ramsey’s property via f. [

In the remaining of this section, we show that ACAS +{rel(X)Ram) :
n € w} proves B RFN(n) for all n. In [6], it is shown that over ACA,
(lightface—Ag’X)Ram — Y (Y = HJ(X)). Here lightface—Ag’X is the set
of AY formulas having no set parameters other than X. Moreover, it is
commented without proofs that this result can be extended to the transfi-
nite level: ATRg I (lightface-AiRam) — Va: recursive well order 3Y (Y =
HJ*(2))). In this section, we give an explicit proof for finite level.

Definition 6.7. Let T be a tree. We say f € [N]N majorizes T if 3g €
[T)vn(g(n) < f(n)).

Definition 6.8. Let f be a function and n € N. Define fi, by fi,(z) =
flz+mn).

Lemma 6.9. (ACA) Let T be a tree and f € [N]N. Then, f majorizes T
ifft Vn > 031 € T(|7] = n AVm < n(r(m) < f(m))). Especially, f majorizes
T is an arithmetical condition.

Proof. See the proof of Lemma V.9.6. in [4]. O

Lemma 6.10. (Essentially [4] VI.6.1) Let §(n, A) be the ¥} formula defining
HJ(A) over ACAg. Write 0(n, A) = 3f € NVWyR(n, fly], Aly]) by a %
formula R.



Assume ACAg. For each n € N and A C N, define a tree T'(n, A) = {0 :
VyR(n,oly], Aly])}. For each f € [N]N and A C N, define F(f, A) = {n :
Ip(f4p majorizes T'(n, A)).

Define ¥(f, A) by

Vn < f(0)(f+2 majorizes T'(n, A) — f+1 majorizes T'(n, A)).

Then, if h € [N]Y satisfies Vg(1(h o g, A)), then F(h, A) = HIJ(A).
Proof. We first remark that for each n and A, T'(n, A) has a path iff n €
HI(A).

Take h € [N]" such that Yg(1)(hog, A)). We show that F(h, A) C HJ(A).
If n € F(h, A) then f,, majorizes T'(n, A) for some p, and hence [T'(n, A)] #
@. Thus, n € HJ(A).

Conversely, assume n € HJ(A) and show that n € F'(h, A). Now, T'(n, A)
has a path. We claim that h.(,;9) majorizes T'((n, A). Let go € [T'(n, A)]
and define g(n) = go(0) + --- + go(n). Then g € [N]N and it majorizes
T(n, A). Assume h_(,19) does not majorize T'(n, A). Take k > 0 such that
V7 € T(n, A)(|7| =k — Im < k(7(m) > hymy2)(m)). Define f by

flz) = {h+(n+1)(x) ife<k+1 .
hs(niis2)(9(2)) otherwise.
Claim 6.10.1. Now we have
L. fi(ks+1) majorizes T'(n, A) but
2. f41 does not majorize T'(n, A).

Proof of Claim. (1.) For any » € N, f, i (v) =
hy(n+1)(9(x)). Since h € [NJY, we have by i1y (9(2))
Hence go(z) ensures that f, ;1) majorizes T'(n, A).

(2.) For a contradiction, assume f,; majorizes T'(n, A). Then there
exists 7, € T'(n, A) such that

fle+k+1) =
> g(z) = go(x).

’Tk’ =kAVYm< k(Tk(m) < f+1(m))
Now, for any m < k,
Fram) = Flm +1)
= hi(nr1)(m+1)
=h(m+n+2) = hygiz(m).

Therefore, Ym < k(7x(m) < hy(n49)(m)). However, this contradicts the
definition of k. [ |
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For each k' < k, define gz € [N]Y such that
gk/(O) 0
g (1) =1,

L9 r+E+n+2ifc+k +1<k+1
"\
gur( g(x + K +1) + (n + k + 2) otherwise.

Then, for any k' < k, g € [N]Y and f+@41) = (h o gr)42. Indeed, for any
x,

Frtny (@) = flz+ K +1)
{h$+k"—|—n+2) fe+k+1<k+1

h(g(x + k" 4+ 1) 4+ (n+ k + 2)) otherwise

and

(h o gw)+2(x) = hgw (x +2))
_Jh+E +n42)ifr K +1<k+1
*\ hlg(z + K +1) + (n+ k + 2)) otherwise.

Especially, (h ] gkl)+1 = f—i—k"
Now we have

L. fi(k+1) majorizes T'(n, A),

2. for any k' < k, if fi (441 majorizes T'(n,A) then f,p majorizes
T(n,A).

The second condition is proved as follows: now n < n+1 < h(n+1) =
f0) < frr+1(0) = (h o gxr)+2(0). Therefore, by the assumption on h, if
frre1 = (h o gpr)4+2 majorizes T'(n, A), then (h o gp)11 = fir also majorizes

T(n,A).
By these conditions and arithmetical induction, we have fi; majorizes
T(n, A). However, this is a contradiction. O

Definition 6.11. (ACAq) For f € [N]Y and A, define F"(f, A) by

Fo(va) = A4,
F'HL(f, A) = F(f,F"(f,4)).



Definition 6.12. Define an arithmetical formula ®,,(f, A) by
Ou(f, A) = N\ O(f, F'(1,4)).
i<n

Lemma 6.13. Let k € w. Then ACA, proves that for any h € [N]Y and A,
if

(Vg®i(hog, A)) V (Vg-Px(h o g, A))
then (Vg®x(h o g, A)) holds.

Proof. Take h and A as above. For the sake of contradiction, assume
(Vg—®k(h o g, A)).

For each n define g, by ¢,(0) = 0,g,(x + 1) = n+ = + 1. Then, since
—®(h o g, A) holds, there exists m < h(g(0)) = h(0) such that

\/(h 0 gn)+2 majorizes T'(m, F*((h o gn)42,A)) but (ho g,)41 does not.
i<k

We note that (hogy)4+1(x) = (hogy)(z+1) = h(gn(x+1)) = h(n+z+1) =
hyns1y(7) and (h o gn)+2(7) = hy(nq2) (7). Hence, for each n, there exists
m < h(0) such that

\/ Py (nt2) majorizes T(m,Fi(h+(n+2),A)) but h(n41) does not.
i<k
Claim 6.13.1. For each i < k and n, F'(hy (19, A) = Fi(h, A).

Proof of Claim. We will show by (meta-)induction on 1.

The base step is immediate. By definition, F' 0(h+(n+2),A) = A =
FO(h, A).

For the induction step, assume F*(h.(,42), A) = F'(h, A). Then

FF N g2y A) = F(hy(nsay, F (hy g2y, A))
= F(hy(ny2), F' (h, A))
= {2 : Ip((h4(n+2))+p majorizes T'(z, Fi(h, A)))}
= {z : Ip(hy, majorizes T(x, F'(h, A)))} = F(h, F'(h, A)).

This completes the proof. |
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Now, for each n, there exists m < h(0) such that

\/ h (n+2) majorizes T'(m, F'(h, A)) but h(n+1) does not.
i<k

Put 0(i,n) = hy(,4+2) majorizes T'(m, Fi(h, A)) but Pt (n+1) does not .
For each n, define m(n) be the smallest m < h(0) satisfying the above
condition.

Claim 6.13.2. For each m, at most k-many n’s such that m(n) = m.

Proof of Claim. Fix an m. For the sake of contradiction, assume let
no, ...,y be such that ng < --- < ny and m(n;) = m for all j < k. Then,
for each j < k, there exists an i; < k such that 6(i;,n;) holds.

We claim that if j # j’ then i; # i;. Let j < j' < k. If i; = i;/, then

Py (n;+2) majorizes T'(m, F'(h,A)) but Py (n;+1) does not A

h+(nj,+2) majorizes T(m,Fij(h, A)) but h+(nj,+1) does not .

However, since nj < nj and hy,,2) majorizes T(m, Fi(h, A)), h+(nj,+1)
should majorize T'(m, F (h, A)). This is a contradiction.

Now {i; : j < k} should be a k + 1-element subset of {0,...,k—1}. This
is a contradiction. ]

Now, m(n) is a total function such that {m(n) : n € N} is bounded by
h(0). However, for any y € {m(n) : n € N}, there are at most k-many n
such that m(n) = y. This is a contradiction. O

Lemma 6.14. (ACAg) For any h € NI and A, if Yg®,(h o g, A) then
F'(h, A) = HJ'(A) for any i < n.

Proof. Take h and A as above. Then, for the formula v in 6.10, Yg(¢(h o
g, A)) holds. Hence F(h,A) = HJ(A). Thus, Vg(¢)(hog,HJ(A))) also holds,
and hence F(h, F(h, A)) = F(h,HJ(A)) = HJ?(A). Tterating this argument,
we have F(h, A) = HJ'(A) for any i < n. O

Corollary 6.15. Over ACA], {rel(XYRam) : n € w} and {B} RFN(n) : n €
w} prove the same sentences.

Proof. As we have proved in Theorem 6.6, S RFN(n) implies rel(39Ram)
for each n.

We show that 43 RFN(n) is provable from {rel(X2Ram) : n € w}. Assume
ACA{ +{rel~0Ram : n € w}. Take an arbitrary n € w. Let X be a set.
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We will show that there exists a coded w-model M such that X € M and
M E Y (Y = HI"(X)).

Now ®,,(f, X) is an arithmetical formula for f € [N]N. Therefore, there
exists an h € [N]N such that

Vg <5  hed X (®,(hog,X))VVg <F hd X(—P,(hog,X)).

By ACA{, take M = {Y : Y <& h & X}. Then M = ACA( + (Vg®,(h o
g,X))V (Vg—®,(hog,X)). Thus, by Lemma 6.13, M = ACAg + Vg®,,(h o
g, X). Therefore, by Lemma 6.14, M = 3Y (Y = HJ"(X)). O

7 Pseudo determinacy and S} RFN

In this section, we introduce a II} variant of determinacy which we call
pseudo-determinacy. Then we consider the hierarchy of pseudo-determinacy
for (X9)), games. First of all, we introduce the notion of difference hierarchy
and the determinacy.

Definition 7.1 (Difference hierarchy). Let k € w. We define the class (£9)
of formulas as follows:

e a formula is (X9); if it is XY,

e aformula ¢ is (X9)41 if there are a ¥ formula 1 and a (39); formula
0 such that @ =¥ A 6.

We call the hierarchy formed by {(X9)x : k € w} the difference hierarchy of
30 formulas.

Definition 7.2. We call a function S : NN — N a strategy?. Let S and
S’ be strategies. We say a function f € NV is the play along (S, S’) (write
f=5S®y9)if

vn(f(2n) = S(f2n]) A f(2n+1) = S'(f[2n + 1])).

Let gp()z,f) be a formula for f € NN, Let X be sets. We say ¢()Z,.) is
determined if

3SoVS10(X, So @ S1) V 351VSe—p(X, So @ S1).

1Usually, a strategy is a function defined over U, N2" or U, N2l
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Especially, if a strategy Sy satisfies
VS10(X, S0 @ S1),

then we say cp()? ,®) is determined via a strategy Sy for player 0. If a strategy
S satisfies

VSo—o(X, So @ Sh),

then we say cp(X e) is determined via a strategy Sl for player 1.

We also say ¢ is determined if for any X, (X, e) is determined. Let T
be a class of formulas for f € NN. We say I' is determined (write I'-Det) if
any ¢ € I' is determined.

It is well-known that over RCA,,

e ATR( is equivalent to Z?—Det, and

e I1}-CA, is equivalent to (X9)x-Det for k > 1.

In this section, we consider IT} variants of the second clause.

Definition 7.3 (pseudo determlnacy) Let gp()z, f) be a formula for f € NV,
For given sets X, we say cp(X o) is pseudo-determined if

35V <% Sp @ X(X, S0 @ S1) V IS1VSy <% 81 & X—¢(X, Sy ® S1)).

If cp()? ,®) is pseudo-determined via S, then we say S is a pseudo-winning
strategy for the game defined by ¢ and X. If X is clear from the context, we
just say S is a pseudo-winning strategy for the game defined by . If gp()f ;o)
is pseudo-determined for any X , then we say ¢ is pseudo-determined.

Let T be a class of formulas for f € NN, We say I is pseudo-determined
if any ¢ €I is pseudo-determined. Let rel(I'-Det) denote the assertion that
every game defined by a formula in I' is pseudo-determined.

We note that the statement [¢ is pseudo-determined] is of the form rel())
for some 1. Moreover, each rel((39),,-Det) is axiomatizable by a II} sentence
of the form rel(z)).

Remark 7.4. For any (X9), formula ¢(X1, ..., X,, f), there is a (£9)}, for-
mula (X, f) such that RCAg F VX1, ..., X, f(o(X1, ..., X0, f) < (X1 @

-+® Xy, f). Therefore, when considering rel(X9);-Det, we may assume that
any (X9); formula has exactly one variable X and one function variable f.
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Let p(X, f) be a (X9); formula. We may assume that for any X, all
strategies for the game (X, o) computes X. Indeed, if S is a strategy for
player 0, then S is enough to be defined for sequences with even length.
Thus, we may assume that X(n) = S(12*t!). Similarly, if S is a strategy
for player 1, then we may assume that X (n) = S(1?"). Therefore, ¢(X, f)
is pseudo-determined if

VX(HSQVSl SaT So(,D(X, So ® 51) Vv 351V.Sy S% Sl—N,D(X, So ® 51))

We note that for any k € w, k > 1, rel(X);-Det is a I} statement prov-
able from II}-CAq. Thus, each rel(X)-Det is provable from some 83 RFN(n)
over ACAg. We show that 83 RFN(k; ATRy) is enough to prove rel(%9);-Det.

To prove (X)s determinacy from I1}-CAg, Tanaka proved the following
lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Let ¢(X, f) be a (X)s formula with exactly displayed free
set variables. Assume ATRj. For any X, if HJ(X) exists, then ¢(X,e) is
determined.

Proof. See [7]. O
We extend this lemma to (£9); formulas.

Lemma 7.6. Let k € w and (X, f) be a (X9),41 formula with exactly
displayed set variables. Over ATRg, for any set X, if HJ* (X) exists, then
©(X, ) is determined.

Proof. We will show by induction on k € w. The case k = 0 is trivial because
ATRg proves E(l) determinacy.

Let k € w. Assume that ATRy proves that for any X, if HJ¥(X) exists
then any (E(I]’X) k+1 game is determined.

We reason in ATRy. Let X be a set such that HI*+1(X) exists. Let
©(A, f) be a (X9)442 formula. Then, there is a X formula (4, f) and a
(39)g11 formula 8(A, f) such that o(A, f) = (A, f) A —0(A, f). Moreover,
Y(A, f) is written as Inn(A4, f[n]) for a X9 formula n. Take a coded 3 model
M such that X € M |=3Y(Y = HJ*(X)). Define W by

W = {o € NN n(X,0) A M = player 0 wins for —67(X, e)}.

Here, =67 (X, f) is the formula —0(X,0 % f) and o * f denotes the concate-
nation of o and f. Let ¢/(f) = In(f[n] € W). Then, the game defined by
¢ is determined.
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Case 1: player 0 wins the game ¢ via Sy. Now, for any o € W, M
ASGVST-0(X, 0 * S§ @ S7). Take a sequence (S§)sew. Then, each S§
satisfies VS{—6(X, 0% S§ ®S7) because M is a f-model. Consider a strategy
for player 0 such that

e while the play is not in W, the strategy mimics Sy,
e once the play o is in W, the strategy mimics Sg.

Then this strategy is a winning strategy for player 0.
Case 2: player 1 wins the game ¢’ via S;. Now we have that for each
play o consistent with Sy, if 7(X, o) then

M = player 0 has no winning strategy for —67(X,e).

By induction hypothesis, M = 67(X,e) is determined. Hence for each o
consistent with S, if n(X, o) then M |=3S{VSTO(X, 0 * S§ ® S7). Take a
sequence (SY : o is consistent with S;An(X, o)) such that M = VSJ0(X, o
S§ ®S7). Then, since M is a coded S-model, for each S7, VS7(X, 0% S§ ®
S7) holds. Consider a strategy for player 1 such that

e while the play o does not satisfy n(X, o), the strategy mimics S,

e once the play o satisfies (X, o), the strategy mimics SY.
Then this strategy is a winning strategy for player 1. O
Theorem 7.7. For each k € w, k > 0, B RFN(k, ATRy) proves rel(X9);41Det.

Proof. Let p(A, f) be a (£9)x41 formula.

Assume B} RFN(k,ATRg). Let X be a set. By 83 RFN(k,ATRy) take a
coded w-model M such that X € M = ATRg + 3Y (Y = HJ¥*(X)). Then,
by the previous lemma, M = ¢(X, o) is determined. Without loss of gener-
ality, we may assume that M = player 0 wins for (X, e). Let Sy € M be
a winning strategy of player 0. Then, for any S; <% Sy, S1 € M and hence
o(X, S0 ® S1). O

We next see the implication from pseudo-determinacy to é RFN. First
we see the implication from rel(3)s-Det.

Lemma 7.8. There exists a (X{)s formula o(f, X,Y") such that ACAg proves
the following.

Vo : WO VX (p(e, X, ) is determined — 3Y (Y = (HJ(X))®).
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Proof. See [7]. O
Theorem 7.9. Over ACA, rel(X9)2-Det proves TLPP.

Proof. By 4.23, it is enough to show that

Va: WOVXIM(a, X € M,
M = ACA) + Y (Y = HI(X)),

M is closed under a-jump).

Let o(f, X,Y) be the formula in the Lemma 7.8. Take a well-ordering «
and a set X. By rel(3))s-Det take a pseudo-winning strategy S for the game
o(e, X, - w). Let M be a coded w-model of ACAy containing X, « - w, S.
Then M = 3Y (Y = (HJ(X))@).

We define a coded w-model M’ by

M ={AeM: ME3In(A <t (HI(X))@™)}.

Then, M’ is a coded w-model of ACA( closed under a-jump. Moreover,
since M' € M and M = HJ(X) € M'], M’ |=3Y (Y = HJ(X)) by Lemma
2.27. O

Corollary 7.10. 3} RFN(1) is not enough to prove rel(%{)s-Det.
Proof. 1t follows from 83 RFN(1) < TLPP < rel(%9)2-Det. O

Remark 7.11. In his paper, Tanaka pointed that ACAg is not strong enough
to prove “Ili comprehension implies (X)s-Det” by using the axiomatic sys-
tem lightface H% comprehension. The previous corollary is another expres-
sion of this fact.

At last, we see the general case. The point is the following lemma.

Lemma 7.12. Let n > 0. Then there is a (39),(,) formula G, (X, f) such
that ACAg proves that

o VX (G,(X,e) is determined — HJ"(X) exists.)
e Any winning strategy for G,, computes X.
Here, p(n) is a certain primitive recursive function.

Proof. See the proof of Proposition 6 in [3]. O
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Theorem 7.13. Let n > 0. Then, over ACA], rel(E?)p(n)—Det implies
B& RFEN(n).

Proof. We reason in ACAJ +rel(X9),,,)-Det. Let X be aset. By rel(X9),,),
take a pseudo-winning strategy S for the game G, (X,e). Let M be an w-
model of ACAq containing S. Then M = [G,(X,e) is determined via 5],
and hence M = 3Y (Y = HJ"(X)). This completes the proof. O

Corollary 7.14. rel(XY),-Det is just the I1} part of TI1-CA,.
Remark 7.15. We have proved in Lemma 3.7, Theorem 7.7 and 7.9 that
e TLPP < rel((X9)2-Det) < 84 RFN(1;ATRy),
e TLPP < S} RFN(1;ATRy).
Thus, at least one of TLPP or 3} RFN(1; ATRy) is not equivalent to rel((X9)2-Det).

Question 7.16. Can we separate rel((X9)2-Det) and TLPP or 3} RFN(1; ATRy)?
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