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Abstract

The system Π1

1
-CA0 is known as the strongest system of the big five

in reverse mathematics. It is known that some theorems represented
by a Π1

2
sentence, for example Kruskal’s theorem, are provable from

Π1

1
-CA0 but not provable from the second strongest system ATR0 of the

big five. However, since any Π1

2
sentence is not equivalent to Π1

1
-CA0,

Π1

1
-CA0 is too strong to prove such theorems. In this paper, we in-

troduce a hierarchy dividing the set {σ ∈ Π1

2
: Π1

1
-CA0 ⊢ σ}. Then,

we give some characterizations of this hierarchy using some principles
equivalent to Π1

1
-CA0: leftmost path principle, Ramsey’s theorem for

Σ0

n
classes of [N]N and determinacy for (Σ0

1
)n classes of NN. As an

application, our hierarchy explicitly shows that the number of applica-
tion of the hyperjump operator needed to prove Σ0

n
Ramsey’s theorem

or (Σ0

1
)n 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,
RCA0,WKL0,ACA0,ATR0 and Π1

1-CA0. 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 ATR0 and provable from Π1
1-CA0, and it is strictly weaker

than Π1
1-CA0.

In [8], H. Towsner introduced relative leftmost path principle to give
a new upper bound for theorems located between ATR0 and Π1

1-CA0. He
focused on an equivalent of Π1

1-CA0 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 Π1

3 statement,
the actual leftmost path is not needed to prove a Π1

2 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 Π1
3 statements to

the level of n-th hyperjump. We define β10 RFN(n) as the assertion that for
each set X, there is a coded ω-model M of ACA0 such that X ∈ M and
M |= ∃Y (Y = HJn(X)). Then a witness Y works as a good approximation
of the actual n-th hyperjump. We show that a Π1

2 sentence provable from
Π1

1-CA0 is already provable from β10 RFN(n) for some n.
Intuitively, a sentence σ is provable from β10 RFN(n) means that there is

a proof of σ from Π1
1-CA0 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 β10 RFN(1), and a variant of β10 RFN(1) is enough to prove
TLPP.

We apply the idea of relativization to Ramsey’s theorem for [N]N and
the determinacy for NN. It is known that both of Ramsey’s theorem for Σ0

n

classes and the determinacy for (Σ0
1)n classes are equivalent to Π1

1-CA0 for
n > 1. In this paper, we show that the Π1

2 consequences of Π
1
1-CA0 is coincide

its of the theory ACA0 + {rel(Σ0
n-Ram) : n ∈ ω} or ACA0 + {rel((Σ0

1)n-Det) :
n ∈ ω} where rel(σ) denotes the relativization of σ. These result imply that
the number of use of the hyperjump operator to prove Σ0

n Ramsey’s theorem
or (Σ0

1)n 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 ω for the set of
standard natural numbers and N for the range of number variables in the
language L2 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 arithmetic1. That is, for a given formula T of
second-order arithmetic which represents a mathematical theorem, we find
an axiomatic system Γ and an axiom A such that

• Γ is sufficient to interpret T but may not be sufficient to prove T ,

• A is equivalent to T over Γ.

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

Definition 2.1. Let θ(y, ~x, ~X) 2 be a formula with exactly displayed free
variables. Comprehension for θ denotes the formula

∀~x, ~X∃Y ∀y(y ∈ Y ↔ θ(y, ~x, ~X)).

Intuitively, comprehension for θ states that the set {y : θ(y)} exists.
Some L2-theories are characterized by comprehension schemas.

• RCA0 consists of ‘(0, 1,+, ·, <) forms a discrete ordered semi-ring’, in-
duction for Σ0

1 formulas and comprehension for ∆0
1 formulas.

• ACA0 consists of RCA0 and comprehension for Σ1
0 formulas.

• ATR0 consists of RCA0 and transfinite recursion for arithmetical for-
mulas.

• Π1
1-CA0 consists of RCA0 and comprehension for Π1

1 formulas.

1Sometimes the phrase ‘second-order arithmetic’ means a specific axiomatic system Z2.

However, in this paper, we use this phrase as a general term for axiomatic systems of the

language of second-order arithmetic.
2Here, ~x and ~X are abbreviations of x1, . . . , xn and X1, . . . , Xm. When the numbers n

and m of variables are not important, we use these notations.
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In RCA0, the Turing jump operator and its iteration can be defined. We
write X(n) and X(ω) to mean the n-times and N-times iteration of Turing
jump at X respectively. For the details, see section VIII.1 in [4].

Definition 2.2. We define ACA
′
0 and ACA

+
0 as follows.

• ACA
′
0 consists of RCA0 and ∀n∀X∃Y (Y = X(n)).

• ACA
+
0 consists of RCA0 and ∀X∃Y (Y = X(ω)).

It is known that over RCA0, ACA0 < ACA
′
0 < ACA

+
0 .

2.1 Trees

We introduce some notions on trees. Then we give a characterization of
Π1

1-CA0 by trees.

Definition 2.3. LetX be a set. We writeX<N for the set of finite sequences
of elements of X and XN for the set of infinite sequences of elements of X.
More precisely, each σ ∈ X<N is a function whose domain is {0, 1, . . . , n−1}
for some n and σ(i) 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 σ ∈ X<N, define the length |σ| by the number n such that
dom(σ) = {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}.

Intuitively, we identify σ ∈ X<N and the sequence 〈σ(0), . . . , σ(|σ| − 1)〉,
f ∈ XN and the sequence 〈f(n)〉n∈N.

Definition 2.4. Let σ, τ be finite sequences.

• Define the concatenation σ∗τ by 〈σ(0), . . . , σ(|σ|−1), τ(0), . . . , τ(|τ |−
1)〉.

• We say σ is an initial segment of τ (write σ � τ) if |σ| ≤ |τ | and
∀i < |σ|(σ(i) = τ(i)). We say σ is a proper initial segment of τ (write
σ ≺ τ) if σ � τ and σ 6= τ .

• Let f be an infinite sequence. We say σ is an initial segment of f
(write σ ≺ f) if ∀i < |σ|(σ(i) = f(i)).

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
(∀n)(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
[T ] 6= ∅.
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Lemma 2.6. ([4], III.7.2) ACA0 proves the following Kőnig lemma. Let
T be an infinite tree. If ∀σ ∈ T∃m∀i(σ ∗ 〈i〉 ∈ T → i < m), then T is
ill-founded.

Lemma 2.7. [4, VI.1.1] The following are equivalent over RCA0.

1. Π1
1-CA0,

2. for any sequence 〈Tk〉k of trees, there is a set X = {k : [Tk] 6= ∅}.

Following the above lemma, we give a new characterization of Π1
1-CA0

by using the notion of leftmost path.

Definition 2.8. (RCA0) Let f, g ∈ N
N. We write f <l g if ∃n(f [n] =

g[n]∧ f(n) < g(n)) and f ≤l g if f <l g∨ f = g. This <l forms a total order
on N

N and is called the lexicographical order.
Let T be a tree and f ∈ [T ]. We say f is the leftmost path of T if

∀g ∈ [T ](f ≤l g).

In the remaining of this section, we show that the equivalence of the
existence of a leftmost path and Π1

1-CA0. The key is that a sequence of trees
can be coded by a tree.

Definition 2.9. (RCA0) Let σ ∈ N
<N. For each l < |σ|, define nl as the max-

imum n such that (n, l) < |σ|. Then we define σl = 〈σ((0, l)), . . . , σ((nl, l))〉.
Thus, each σ ∈ N

<N is regarded as a sequence 〈σl〉l<|σ| of sequences.
Conversely, for each sequence 〈σl〉l<L of sequences, define

⊕
l<L σl by

(
⊕

l<L

σl)(n, l) = σl(n).

For each sequences 〈fl〉l∈N of functions, define
⊕

l fl by

(
⊕

l<L

fl)(n, l) = fl(n).

Finally, for each 〈Tl〉l∈N of trees, define
⊕

l Tl by

{
⊕

l<L

σl : 〈σl〉l<L ∈ T0 × · · · × TL−1}.

Lemma 2.10. (RCA0) Let 〈Tl〉l be a sequence of trees. Then, the operator⊕
l is a bijection between

∏
l[Tl] and [

⊕
l Tl]. Moreover, this operator pre-

serves the lexicographical order in the sense that for any 〈fi〉i, 〈gi〉i ∈
∏

i[Ti],

5



1. ∀i(fi ≤l gi) →
⊕

i fi ≤l

⊕
i gi,

2. if
⊕

i fi is the leftmost path of
⊕

i Ti, then each fi is the leftmost path
of Ti.

Definition 2.11. Let T be a tree. We say T is pruned if ∀σ ∈ T∃n(σ∗〈n〉 ∈
T ).

Lemma 2.12. (RCA0) Let T be a pruned tree and σ ∈ T . Then there is a
T -computable path f such that σ ≺ f . Moreover, we can take this f to be
the leftmost of all paths extending σ.

Proof. It is immediate from the definition.

Theorem 2.13. [1, Theorem 6.5.] The following are equivalent over RCA0.

1. Π1
1-CA0,

2. each ill-founded tree has the leftmost path.

Proof. (1 → 2). Let T be an ill-founded tree. Define S = {σ ∈ T : ∃f ∈
[T ](σ ≺ 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 〈Tk〉k of trees, there is a set X = {k : [Tk] 6= ∅}.

Assume that each ill-founded tree has the leftmost path. Let 〈Tk〉k be a
sequence of trees. For each k, define Sk by {〈0〉 ∗ σ : σ ∈ Tk} ∪ {1l : l ∈ N}
where 1l is the sequence with length = l such that each element of it is 1.
Then, each Sk has a path 1∞ = 〈1, 1, . . . , 〉. Thus,

⊕
k Sk is also ill-founded.

By the assumption, take the leftmost path f of
⊕

k Sk and put X = {k :
f(0, k) = 0}. It is easy to check that X = {k : [Tk] 6= ∅}.

2.2 Coded ω-models

We introduce the definition of coded ω-models in RCA0 and give some basic
properties.

Definition 2.14. (RCA0) For a set A and a family 〈Xi〉i, we say A is in
〈Xi〉i or 〈Xi〉i contains A (write A ∈ 〈Xi〉i) if ∃i(A = Xi). A set M is
identified with an L2-structure (N, 〈Mi〉i, 0, 1,+, ·,∈). In this sense, we call
M a coded ω-model.
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Remark 2.15. Let M be a coded ω-model. For a sentence σ with pa-
rameters from M, the satisfaction M |= σ is defined by the existence of
an evaluating function for σ which represents Tarski’s truth definition and
ensures σ is true. If we work in ACA0, then M |= σ iff the relativization σM

is true. Especially, if σ is arithmeical, then M |= σ iff σ is true.

Definition 2.16. Let σ be an L2-sentence. Define the assertion ω-model
reflection of σ by

∀X∃M : ω-model (X ∈ M∧M |= σ).

Lemma 2.17. Let σ be a Π1
2 sentence. Then, over ACA0, the ω-model

reflection of σ implies σ + Con(σ) where Con(σ) is the Π0
1 formula stating

that ‘σ is consistent’. Therefore, if Con(σ) is not provable from ACA0, then
the ω-model reflection of σ is strictly stronger than σ.

Proof. Write σ ≡ ∀X∃Y θ(X,Y ) by an arithmetical formula θ. Assume
ACA0 and the ω-model refledtion of σ. We show that σ + Con(σ) holds.
Let A be a set. By the ω-model reflection, take an ω-model M such that
A ∈ M ∧M |= ∀X∃Y θ(X,Y ). Then, M |= ∃Y θ(A,Y ) and hence θ(A,B)
holds for some B ∈ M. In addition, since M is a (weak-)model of σ, Con(σ)
holds.

The following characterization of ACA+
0 is well-known.

Theorem 2.18. Over RCA0, the following are equivalent.

1. ACA
+
0 ,

2. the ω-model reflection of ACA0; any set is contained in an ω-model of
ACA0,

2.3 Hyperjump and β-model reflection

In this section, we introduce the notion of hyperjump and β-models. Hyper-
jump is a Σ1

1 analogue of Turing jump. As ACA0 is characterized by Turing
jumps, Π1

1-CA0 is characterized by hyperjumps.

Definition 2.19. (Universal Σ1
1 formula) Let SatΠ0

0
be a universal Π0

0 for-

mula. We define the Σ1
1 universal formula σ11 by

σ11(e, x,X) ≡ ∃f∀ySatΠ0
0
(e, x,X, f [y]).

.
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Definition 2.20. (ACA0) Let M be a coded ω-model. We say M is a coded
β-model if

∀X ∈ M∀e, x(σ11(e, x,X) ↔ M |= σ11(e, x,X)).

Intuitively, a coded β-model is a Σ1
1 absolute ω-model. In fact, we can

show the following.

Lemma 2.21. Let θ(x,X) be a Σ1
1 formula. Then, ACA0 proves that for

any β-model M, ∀X ∈ M∀x(θ(x,X) ↔ M |= θ(x,X)).

Proof. Immediate from the definition of β-models.

We next introduce the notion of hyperjump. Intuitively, the hyperjump
operator is an operator to make a Σ1,X

1 complete set from a set X.

Definition 2.22. (ACA0) Let X be a set. Define the hyperjump HJ(X) by
HJ(X) = {(e, x) : σ11(e, x,X)}. We write HJn(X) for the n-times iteration
of the hyperjump.

Lemma 2.23. Let ϕ(x, y,X) be a Σ1
1 formula with exactly displayed free

variables. Then, ACA0 proves

∀y,X, Y (Y = HJ(X) → ∃Z ≤T Y (Z = {x : ϕ(x, y,X)})).

That is, any Σ1,X
1 -definable set is computable from HJ(X). Hence, any

Π1,X
1 -definable set is also computable from HJ(X).

Proof. Immediate from the definition of HJ.

Lemma 2.24 ([4] Lemma VII.2.9). Over ACA0, for any set X, the existence
of HJ(X) is equivalent to the existence of a coded β-model containing X.

Combining above two lemmas, we have that

Theorem 2.25. The following assertions are equivalent over ACA0.

1. Π1
1-CA0,

2. ∀X∃Y (Y = HJ(X)),

3. β-model reflection : ∀X∃M : β-model (X ∈ M).

8



We note that all of these assertions are Π1
3 statements such that any of

them is never equivalent to a Π1
2 statement. In this paper, we introduce Π1

2

variants of the second and third assertions to consider the structure of Π1
2

consequences of Π1
1-CA0.

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

Lemma 2.26. Let M and M′ be models of ACA0 such that N
M = N

M′

and SM′

⊆ 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 ω-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 θ(X) be a standard Σ1
1 formula having exactly one set

variable. Then, M |= θ(A) iff M′ |= θ(A).

Proof of Claim. It is enough to show that M |= θ(A) implies M′ |=
θ(A). Write θ(X) ≡ ∃Zϕ(X,Z) by an arithmetical formula ϕ. Assume
M |= ∃Zϕ(A,Z). We will show that M′ |= ∃Z ≤T Bϕ(A,B). Now
there is a Σ0

0 formula θ such that both of M,M′ satisfies ∀Z(ϕ(A,Z) ↔
∃f∀nθ(A,Z[n], f [n])). Define trees T, S ⊆ (2× N)<N by

T = {(s, σ) : ∀(t, τ) � (s, σ)θ(A, t, τ)}

S = {(s, σ) : ∃(Z, f) ∈ [T ]((s, σ) ≺ (Z, f))}

Then, T is ∆0
1 in A and hence S is Σ1

1 in X. Therefore, S ≤T HJ(A).
Moreover, since ∃Zϕ(X,Z) holds, S is a nonempty pruned tree. Thus S has
a S-computable path (Z, f). Now Z ≤T S ≤T HJ(X), so this completes the
proof. �

Now B = {(e, x) ∈ N
M : M |= σ11(e, x,A)} = {(e, x) ∈ N

M′

: M′ |=
σ11(e, x,A)}. Therefore M′ |= B = HJ(A).

Lemma 2.27. (ACA0) Let X,Y be sets such that Y = HJ(X). Then, for
any coded ω-model M of ACA0, if Y ∈ M, then X ∈ M∧M |= Y = HJ(X).

Proof. We reason in ACA0. Take a pair of sets X,Y such that Y = HJ(X).
Let M be a coded ω-model such that Y ∈ M.

We first show that X ∈ M. Take a number e such that

∀Z(x ∈ Z ↔ σ11(e, x, Z)).

9



Then, X = {x : (e, x) ∈ Y }. Since X ≤T Y , X ∈ M.
Therefore, M |= [Y = HJ(X)] remains but this is immediate from the

above lemma.

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

3 Approximation of Π1
1-CA0

In this section, we introduce Π1
2 variants of the β-model reflection β10 RFN(n).

Then we prove that the theories ACA0 + {β10 RFN(n) : n ∈ ω} and {σ ∈ Π1
2 :

Π1
1-CA0 ⊢ σ} proves the same sentences.
As we have seen in Theorem 2.25, Π1

1-CA0 is characterized by the hy-
perjump operator or the β-model reflection. This means that in Π1

1-CA0,
we can take any (standard) finite iteration of hyperjump or β-models. More
precisely, the following holds.

Observation 3.1. For any n ∈ ω, n > 0, the following assertions are equiv-
alent over ACA0.

• Π1
1-CA0,

• ∀X∃Y (Y = HJn(X)),

• ∀X∃M0, . . . ,Mn−1 : β-models (X ∈ M0 ∈ · · · ∈ Mn−1).

From this observation, we can conjecture that theorems provable from
Π1

1-CA0 are classified by the number of the hyperjump operator used to
proved those theorems. The following theorem ensures this conjecture.

Theorem 3.2. Let θ(X,Y,Z) be an arithmetical formula such that Π1
1-CA0 ⊢

∀X∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z). Then, there exists n ∈ ω such that

ACA0 ⊢ ∀X,W (W = HJn(X) → ∃Y ≤T W∀Zθ(X,Y,Z))).

Proof. Assume θ(X,Y,Z) be an arithmetical formula such that Π1
1-CA0 ⊢

∀X∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z). For the sake of contradiction, suppose that for any n ∈
ω, ACA0 + ∃X,W (W = HJn(X) ∧ ∀Y ≤T W∃Z¬θ(X,Y,Z)) is consistent.

Let C and D be new constant set symbols. Let L2(C,D) be the language
extending L2 by adding C,D. Define an L2(C,D) theory T by

T = ACA0 + {D0 = C ∧D1 = HJ(D0) ∧ · · · ∧Dk = HJ(Dk−1) : k ∈ ω}

+ {∀Y ≤T Dk∃Z¬θ(C, Y,Z) : k ∈ ω}.
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Then, by compactness theorem, T has a model M = (N, S̃, C,D). Define
S =

⋃
n∈ω{X ∈ S̃ : M |= X ≤T Dn}.

We show that (N, S) is a model of Π1
1-CA0 + ¬∀X∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z). We

note that C ∈ S and Dn ∈ S for all n ∈ ω. By Lemma 2.27, (N, S) |=
Dn+1 = HJ(Dn) for all n. Moreover, for any X ∈ S, there exists Y ∈ S such
that M |= Y = HJ(X). Thus, (N, S) |= ∀X∃Y (Y = HJ(X)) and (N, S) is a
β-submodel of (N, S̃). Let Y ∈ S. Then, (N, S̃) |= Y ≤T Dk for some k and
thus (N, S̃) |= ∃Z¬θ(C, Y,Z). Hence (N, S) |= ∃Z¬θ(C, Y,Z). Therefore,
(N, S) |= ¬∀X∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z).

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

Π1
1-CA0 ⊢ ∀X∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z),

then there exists n ∈ ω such that

Π1
1-CA0 ⊢ ∀X∃Y ≤T HJn(X)∀Zθ(X,Y,Z))).

We give a Π1
2 variant of the statement that any set is contained in a coded

β-model. For this purpose, we consider β-submodels of a coded ω-model of
ACA0 instead of the acutual β-models.

Definition 3.4. (ACA0) Let M0 and M1 be coded ω-models such that
M0 ∈ M1. We say M0 is a coded β-submodel of M1 if

∀X ∈ M0∀e, x(M0 |= σ11(e, x,X) ↔ M1 |= σ11(e, x,X))

holds. We write M0 ∈β M1 to mean M0 is a coded β-submodel of M1.

Definition 3.5. For each n ∈ ω, define β10 RFN(n) as the following assertion:

∀X∃M0, . . . ,Mn : coded ω-models (X ∈ M0 ∈β · · · ∈β Mn∧Mn |= ACA0).

Remark 3.6. This form of ω-model reflection is first introduced in [3] as
their ψ0(1, n). They mainly considered any (nonstandard) length of se-
quences of β-submodels, but we mainly consider standard length of those.

It is easy to see that the sequence (β10 RFN(0), β
1
0 RFN(1), . . . , ) is strictly

increasing. More precisely, the following holds.

Lemma 3.7. Let n ∈ ω. Then, over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(n + 1) proves the ω-

model reflection of β10 RFN(n). Especially, β10 RFN(n) is strictly stronger
than β10 RFN(n+ 1).

11



Proof. Assume ACA0 + β10 RFN(n + 1). Take a sequence of ω-models such
that M0 ∈β M1 · · · ∈β Mn∧Mn |= ACA0. We show that M0 |= β10 RFN(n).
For any X ∈ M0, Mn satisfies

∃N0, · · · ,Nn−1(X ∈ N0 ∈β · · · ∈β Nn−1 ∧ Nn−1 |= ACA0)

via taking (N0, . . . ,Nn−1) = (M0, . . . ,Mn−1). Since this is a Σ1
1 formula

and M0 is a β-submodel of Mn, M0 also satisfies

∃N0, · · · ,Nn−1(X ∈ N0 ∈β · · · ∈β Nn−1 ∧ Nn−1 |= ACA0).

Since X is arbitrary, M0 |= β10 RFN(n).

Lemma 3.8. Over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(n) is equivalent to the following assertion:

∀X∃M : coded ω-model (X ∈ M∧M |= ACA0 + ∃Y (Y = HJn(X))).

Proof. Immediate from the fact the existence of HJ(X) is equivalent to the
existence of a β-model containing X over ACA0.

Theorem 3.9. Let θ(X,Y ) be an arithmetical formulas such that ∀X∃Y θ(X,Y )
is provable from Π1

1-CA0. Then, there exists n ∈ ω such that ACA0 +
β10 RFN(n) proves ∀X∃Y θ(X,Y ).

Proof. Let σn be the following sentence.

∀X∃M : coded ω-model (X ∈ M∧M |= ACA0 + ∃Y (Y = HJn(X))).

Then, β10 RFN(n) is equivalent to σn over ACA0.
We show that ∀X∃Y θ(X,Y ) is provable from the theory ACA0 + {σn :

n ∈ ω}. Since ∀X∃Y θ(X,Y ) is provable from Π1
1-CA0, there exists n ∈ ω

such that

ACA0 ⊢ ∀X,W (W = HJn(X) → ∃Y ≤T Wθ(X,Y ))

by Thereom 3.2. Take such an n. Assume ACA0+σn. Let X be an arbitrary
set. Then, there is a coded ω-model M such that

X ∈ M∧M |= ACA0 + ∃W (W = HJn(X)).

Take such M and W . Then M |= ∃Y ≤T Wθ(X,Y ) and hence M |=
∃Y θ(X,Y ). Since θ is arithmetical, we have ∃Y θ(X,Y ). This completes the
proof.
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Since each β10 RFN(n) is a Π
1
2 sentence provable from Π1

1-CA0, the theories
ACA0 + {β10 RFN(n) : n ∈ ω} and {σ ∈ Π1

2 : Π1
1-CA0 ⊢ σ} prove the same

sentences.

Corollary 3.10. For any Π1
2 sentence σ provable from Π1

1-CA0, there exists
exactly one n ∈ ω such that n = min{m : ACA0 +β

1
0 RFN(m) ⊢ σ}.

The previous corollary means that Π1
2 sentences provable from Π1

1-CA0

is classified into the β10 RFN hierarchy. In the following sections, we see the
relationship between the β10 RFN-hierarchy and some concrete Π1

2 theorems
provable from Π1

1-CA0.
In the remaining of this section, we see some basic properties of β10 RFN(n).
We note that β10 RFN(0) is the same as the ω-model reflection of ACA0.

Thus, β10 RFN(0) is equivalent to ACA
+
0 over RCA0. Therefore, β

1
0 RFN hier-

archy is above ACA
+
0 . Moreover, it is easy to prove that even β10 RFN(1) is

stronger than ATR0.

Lemma 3.11 ([4], Theorem VII.2.7.). Over ACA0, any coded β-model sat-
isfies ATR0.

Theorem 3.12. Over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(1) implies the ω-model reflection of

ATR0.

Proof. We reason in ACA0+β
1
0 RFN(1). Let X be a set. By β10 RFN(1), take

coded ω-models M0 and M1 such that

X ∈ M0 ∈β M1 ∧M1 |= ACA0.

Then, M1 |= [M0 |= ATR0]. Thus M0 |= ATR0 actually holds.

In the following section, we will show that there is a very large gap
between ATR0 and β10 RFN(1).

4 Relativized leftmost path principle and β1
0 RFN

As we have noted in introduction, Towsner introduced a family of Π1
2 state-

ments called relative leftmost path principles to give an upper bound of some
Π1

2 theorems provable from Π1
1-CA0 [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
β10 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 β10 RFN(2). Moreover, we
introduce the n-th iteration of ALPP denoted It

n(ALPP) which is equivalent
to β10 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 ≤a

T Y ) if

∃n∃Z(Z = Y (n) ∧X ≤T Z).

Let ϕ(X) be a formula. We write ∀X ≤a
T Y ϕ(X) to mean ∀X(X ≤a

T

Y → ϕ(X)) and write ∃X ≤a
T Y ϕ(X) to mean ∃X(X ≤a

T Y ∧ ϕ(X)).

Remark 4.2. The notation ≤a
T follows from the notation ≤a

W 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 ⊂ ω, we say A is arithmetically
definable from B if there is an arithmetical formula θ(x,X) with exactly
displayed free variables such that A = {x : θ(x,B)}. Thus, A is arithmeti-
cally definable from B is equivalent to the condition that for any ω-model
M of ACA0 containing A and B, M |= A ≤a

T B.

In contrast to this remark, for a non ω-model M of ACA0 and A,B ∈ M,
M |= A ≤a

T B does not mean that there is an arithmetical formula θ such
that M |= A = {x : θ(x,B)}. However, the connection between arithmetical
reducibility and arithmetical definability rather holds in the following sense.

Lemma 4.4. (ACA0) Let M be a coded ω-model of ACA0. Then, M is
closed under arithmetical reduction. Hence, for any arithmetical formula θ
and Y ∈ M,

∃X ≤a
T Y θ(X) → [M |= ∃X ≤a

T Y θ(X)] and

[M |= ∀X ≤a
T Y θ(X)] → ∀X ≤a

T Y θ(X).

Proof. Let M be an ω-model of ACA0. Then, M satisfies Σ1
1 induction and

∀Y ∃Z(Z = Y ′). Thus M |= ∀Y ∀n∃Z(Z = Y (n)).
To show that M is closed under arithmetical reduction, take Y ∈ M and

X such that X ≤a
T Y . Then, there exist n,Z such that Z = Y (n)∧X ≤T Z.

We note that Z ∈ M because the condition Z = Y (n) is absolute for M.
Thus, X ∈ M.

The latter part immediately follows from the former part.
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Lemma 4.5. Let ϕ(X) be an arithmetical formula. Then, over ACA
+
0 ,

∀X ≤a
T Y ϕ(X) is ∆1

1. Similarly, ∃X ≤a
T Y ϕ(X) is ∆1

1.

Proof. Within ACA
+
0 , ∀X ≤a

T Y ϕ(X) can be written as follows.

∀X ≤a
T Y ϕ(X) ↔ ∀Z(Z = Y (ω) → ∀n∀X ≤T Znϕ(X))

↔ ∃Z(Z = Y (ω) ∧ ∀n∀X ≤T Znϕ(X)).

Therefore, ∀X ≤a
T Y ϕ(X) is ∆1

1. The case for ∃X ≤a
T Y ϕ(X) is the same.

Lemma 4.6. Assume ACA+
0 . Then, for any X, the coded model M = {Y :

Y ≤a
T X} exists. Moreover, this is the smallest coded ω-model of ACA0

containing X.

Definition 4.7 (Relative leftmost path principle, See [8]). Let k ∈ ω. We
define ∆0

k LPP as the assertion that for any ill-founded tree T , there is a
path g ∈ [T ] such that

∀f ∈ ∆0
k(T ⊕ g)(f ∈ [T ] → g ≤l f).

We define ALPP as the assertion that for any ill-founded tree T , there is
a path g ∈ [T ] such that

∀f ≤a
T (T ⊕ g)(f ∈ [T ] → g ≤l f).

We call a witness g of ALPP an arithmetical leftmost path.
Finally, over ATR0, define TLPP as the following assertion: For any ill-

founded tree T and any well-order α, there is a path g ∈ [T ] such that

∀f ≤T (T ⊕ g)(α)(f ∈ [T ] → g ≤l f).

We call such g a ∆0
α+1 leftmost path.

Remark 4.8. In the definition of ∆0
k LPP,ALPP and TLPP, we can replace

(T ⊕ g) by g if we work in RCA0.

From now on, we see the relationship between β10 RFN(1), β
1
0 RFN(2) and

ALPP,TLPP. For this comparison, we prefer the base theory to be ACA
+
0

rather than ACA0. However, the following lemma take the difference of the
choice of the base theory away.

Lemma 4.9. Over ACA0, ∆
0
0 LPP implies ATR0.
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Proof. See [8], Theorem 4.2.

Our strategy to prove β10 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 : [Ti] 6= ∅} from given sequence of trees 〈Ti〉i.

Lemma 4.10. There are a Σ0
1 formula ϕ(n,X) and a Π0

1 formula ψ(n,X)
such that

• Over RCA0, ∀n,X(ϕ(n,X) ↔ ψ(n,X)).

• Over RCA0, for any X, T = {n : ϕ(n,X)} is a tree such that 1∞ ∈ [T ].

• Over ACA0, for any X, if {n : ϕ(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 ΦT (X) defined by ΦT (X) =
{n : ϕ(n,X)}.

Proof. Recall that there is a Σ0
0 formula θ such that over ACA0, HJ(X) =

{(e, x) : ∃f∀zθ(e, x,X, f [z])} for any X.
We give a construction of ΦT (X) over RCA0. For given X, define a

sequence 〈Te,x〉e,x of trees by σ ∈ Te,x ↔ θ(e, x,X, σ). Then put Se,x =
{〈0〉∗σ : σ ∈ Te,x}∪{σ : ∀n < |σ|σ(n) = 1}. Finally, put ΦT (X) =

⊕
e,x Se,x

where
⊕

is the operator defined in Definition 2.9.
We show that this construction satisfies desired conditions. It is easy

to see that ΦT (X) is uniformly computable from X over RCA0 and its has
an infinite path 1∞. Thus, it is enough to show that HJ(X) is uniformly
computable from the leftmost path of ΦT (X) over ACA0.

We reason in ACA0. Let f be the leftmost path of ΦT (X). Then, for each
e and x, f((0, (e, x))) = 0 iff Te,x has a path. Thus, {(e, x) : f((0, (e, x))) =
0} = {(e, x) : ∃f∀zθ(e, x,X, f [z], z)} = HJ(X).

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

• Over RCA0, for any X, ΦT (X) = {n : ϕ(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 σ ∈ N
<N. Put

σeven = 〈σ(0), σ(2), . . . , σ(le)〉,

σodd = 〈σ(1), σ(3), . . . , σ(lo)〉,
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where le is the maximum even number such that le < |σ| and lo is the
maximum odd number such that lo < |σ|. Similarly, for a function f ∈ N

N,
define feven = 〈f(2n)〉n∈N and fodd = 〈f(2n + 1)〉n∈N.

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

σ ∈ ST,X ↔ σeven ∈ T ∧ σodd ≺ X.

Lemma 4.12. Let X be a set and T be a tree. Then, over RCA0,

• ST,X is uniformly computable from X and T .

• For any path f of ST,X , feven is a path of T and fodd = X. Conversely,
for f ∈ [T ] and X, the sequence f ⊎X = 〈f(0),X(0), f(1),X(1), . . .〉
is a path of ST,X .

• If f and g are paths of T such that f ≤l g, then f ⊎ X ≤l g ⊎ 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 .

Therefore, by replacing ΦT (X) with SΦT (X),X , we have

Lemma 4.13. There is a Turing functional ΦT (•) defined in RCA0 such
that

• Over RCA0, for any X, ΦT (X) is an ill-founded tree which has a path
uniformly computable from X, and any path computes X.

• Over ACA0, for any X, if ΦT (X) has a leftmost path, then HJ(X) is
computable from that path. Moreover, this reduction is uniform.

Theorem 4.14. Over ACA0, ALPP is equivalent to β10 RFN(1).

Proof. First, we show that ALPP implies β10 RFN(1). Since ∆0
0 LPP implies

ATR0, it is enough to show that ACA+
0 +ALPP proves β10 RFN(1).

Let X be a set. By ALPP, take an arithmetical leftmost path g of ΦT (X).
Let M = {Y : Y ≤a

T g}. Then X,ΦT (X) ∈ M, M |= ACA0 and g is the
leftmostM path of ΦT (X). Thus, M satisfies HJ(X) exists.

We next show that β10 RFN(1) implies ALPP. Let T be an ill-founded
tree. By β10 RFN(1), take an ω-model M such that T ∈ M and M |=
ACA0 + ∃Y (Y = HJ(T )).
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Now, M satisfies [T has a leftmost path] because its hyperjump exists.
Take the leftmostM path g of T . We claim that g is an arithmetical leftmost
path of T . Let f ≤a

T g and f ∈ [T ]. Since g ∈ M and M |= ACA0, f ∈ M.
Since g is the leftmostM path, g ≤l f .

It is shown in [8] that ALPP < TLPP. More precisely, a general form
of relative leftmost path principle Σ0

α LPP for a well order α is introduced,
and it is proved that Σ0

α+5 LPP proves the consistency of Σ0
α+1 LPP. Since

ALPP is provable from Σ0
ω+1 LPP, the consistency of ALPP is provable from

TLPP. Thus we have

Theorem 4.15. β10 RFN(1) < TLPP.

On the other hand, TLPP is strictly weaker than β10 RFN(2). To prove
this result, we introduce a variant of β10 RFN(n).

Definition 4.16. Let σ be a Π1
2 formula. We define β10 RFN(n;σ) as the

following assertion:

∀X∃M0, . . . ,Mn : coded ω-models (X ∈ M0 ∈β M1 · · · ∈β Mn ∧

Mn |= ACA0 + σ).

Lemma 4.17. Over ATR0, any β-model satisfies TLPP.

Proof. Let M be a β-model. Let T, α ∈ M such that

M |= T is an ill-founded tree ∧

α is a well order.

We show that M has a ∆0
α leftmost path.

Let S = {σ ∈ T : ∃f ∈ M(σ ≺ f)}. Since M is a β-model, S = {σ ∈
T : ∃f(σ ≺ 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 ∃g∀f ∈ [T ](g ≤l f) and hence

∃g∀f ≤T g
(α)(f ∈ [T ] → g ≤l f).

The above condition is Σ1
1. Therefore,

M |= ∃g∀f ≤T g
(α)(f ∈ [T ] → g ≤l f).

This completes the proof.
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Theorem 4.18. (ACA0) β
1
0 RFN(1;ATR0) proves the ω-model reflection of

TLPP. Therefore, TLPP < β10 RFN(1;ATR0).

Proof. Assume ACA0 + β10 RFN(1;ATR0). Let X be a set. Take coded ω-
models M0,M1 such that

X ∈ M0 ∈β M1 ∧M1 |= ATR0.

Then, sinceM0 is a coded β-submodel of M1, M0 |= TLPP. This completes
the proof.

Theorem 4.19. β10 RFN(2) proves the ω-model reflection of β10 RFN(1;ATR0).
Therefore, β10 RFN(1;ATR0) < β10 RFN(2).

Proof. Let X be a set. By β10 RFN(2), take coded ω-models M0,M1,M2

such that
X ∈ M0 ∈β M1 ∈β M2 ∧M2 |= ACA0.

Then M2 |= [M1 |= ATR0]. Thus, for any Y ∈ M0,

M2 |= ∃N0,N1[Y ∈ N0 ∈β N1 ∧ N1 |= ATR0].

Since M0 is a β-submodel of M2, we have

M0 |= ∀Y ∃N0,N1[Y ∈ N0 ∈β N1 ∧ N1 |= ATR0].

Hence, X ∈ M0 and M0 |= β10 RFN(1;ATR0). This completes the proof.

Next, let us consider iterated versions of ALPP.

Definition 4.20. Let n ∈ ω. We define Ω(n+1) as the following assertion:
for any X there are f0, . . . , fn such that

f0 ∈ [ΦT (X)] ∧
∧

i<n

fi+1 ∈ [ΦT (fi)]∧

∀g ≤a
T fn[(g ∈ [ΦT (X)] → f0 <l g) ∧

∧

i<n

(g ∈ [ΦT (fi)] → fi+1 <l g)].

We also define Itn+1(ALPP) as follows. Define Θ(T, f, g) be the following
formula:

Θ(T, f, g) ≡ T is a tree and g ∈ [T ] and T, g ≤a
T f.
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For each m < n, define ψn
m by

ψn
0 (T0, . . . , Tn, f0, . . . , fn) ≡ ∀g ≤a

T f0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ fn
∧

i≤n

(g ∈ [Ti] → fi ≤l g)

ψn
m+1

(
T0, . . . , Tn−m−1,

f0, . . . , fn−m−1

)
≡ ∀Tn−m, gn−m

(
Θ(Tn−m, gn−m, fn−m−1)

→∃fn−m ∈ [Tn−m]ψn
m(T0, . . . , Tn−m, f0, . . . , fn−m)

)
.

Then, define It
n+1(ALPP) as follows.

It
n+1(ALPP) ≡ ∀T0 : ill-founded tree ∃f0 ∈ [T0]ψ

n
n(T0, f0).

For example, It1(ALPP) is equivalent to ALPP and It
2(ALPP) states that

for any ill-founded tree T0, there exists a path f0 ∈ [T0] such that

∀T1, g1(Θ(T1, g1, f0) → ∃f1 ∈ [T1]∀g ≤
a
T f0 ⊕ f1(

∧

i≤1

g ∈ [Ti] → fi ≤l g)).

For simplicity, we write (T, g) ∈ Θ(f) instead of Θ(T, f, g). Then,
It
n+1(ALPP) states that for any ill-founded tree T0, there exists a path
f0 ∈ [T0] such that

∀(T1, g1) ∈ Θ(f0)∃f1 ∈ [T1] · · · ∀(Tn, gn) ∈ Θ(fn−1)∃fn ∈ [Tn]

∀g ≤a
T f0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ fn(

∧

i≤n

g ∈ [Ti] → fi ≤l g).

Theorem 4.21. For n ∈ ω, the following assertions are equivalent over
ACA

+
0 .

1. β10 RFN(n+ 1),

2. Ω(n+ 1),

3. It
n+1(ALPP).

Proof. (1 → 3) Let T0 be an ill-founded tree and h be a path of T0. By
β10 RFN(n+ 1) take a sequence of ω-models such that

T0, h ∈ M0 ∈β · · · ∈β Mn+1 ∧Mn+1 |= ACA0.

Now M1 satisfies “T0 has a leftmost path”. Take the leftmostM1 path f0.
Then, Mn+1 also satisfies “f0 is the leftmost path of T0”. Let T1, g1 ≤a

T f0
such that T1 is a tree and g1 ∈ [T1]. Then, M2 satisfies “T1 has a leftmost
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path”. Let f1 be the leftmostM2 path. Then, Mn+1 satisfies “f1 is the
leftmost path of T1”. Continuing this argument, we have that

∀(T1, g1) ∈ Θ(f0)∃f1 ∈ [T1] · · · ∀(Tn, gn) ∈ Θ(fn−1)∃fn ∈ [Tn]∧

i≤n

(Mn+1 |= “fi is the leftmost path of Ti”).

SinceMn+1 is an ω-model of ACA0, 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 ω-model M such

that M |= ACA0 + ∃Y (Y = HJn+1(X)). Let f0, . . . , fn be witnesses of
Ω(n) for X. Then, f0 ≤T · · · ≤T fn. By ACA

+
0 , take the smallest ω-

model M of ACA0 containing fn. Then, M satisfies “f0 is the leftmost
path of ΦT (X)” and hence f0 computes HJ(X) in M. Similarly, fi is the
leftmost path of ΦT (fi−1) in M and hence it computes HJ(fi) in M. Thus,
M |= ∃Y (Y = HJn+1(X)).

As shown in [5], ∆0
n LPPs and variants of β-model reflection called ∆0

nβ-
model refections are deeply related. In the following, we see the relationship
of variants of leftmost path principles and variants of β-models reflection.

Remark 4.22. We can show that

• for any n ∈ ω, ACA0 proves that any β-model satisfies ∆0
n LPP,

• ACA
′
0 proves that for any n ∈ N, any β-model satisfies ∆0

n LPP,

• ACA
+
0 proves that any β-model satisfies ALPP.

by the same proof of Lemma 4.17.

In contrast to this result, even ACA
+
0 does not prove that any β-model

satisfies TLPP. To prove this, we can use the same proof as in the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.23. TLPP is equivalent to

∀α : WO ∀X∃M(α,X ∈ M,

M |= ACA0 + ∃Y (Y = HJ(X))),

M is closed under α-jump).
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Proof. First, assume TLPP. Take a well order α. Then, α · ω is also a well-
ordering 3. We note that α · ω is closed under +α in the following sense:
Recall that |L| denotes the field {i : (i, i) ∈ L} of L for a linear order L.
For each (n, i) ∈ |α · ω|, there is a certain embedding from α to the interval
[(n, i), (n+2, 0)] defined by f(j) = (n+1, j). Since ATR0 holds, there is an
embedding g from α to an initial segment of [(n, i), (n + 2, 0)]. Then, sup g
is regarded as (n, i) + α.

Take an arbitrary X. We show that

∃M(α,X ∈ M,

M |= ACA0 + ∃Y (Y = HJ(X))),

M is closed under α-jump).

Recall that there is a total Turing functional ΦT which outputs an ill-founded
tree for any input (see Lemma 4.13). By TLPP, take a ∆0

α·ω-leftmost path
f of ΦT (α⊕X). Define

M = {A : A ≤T f
(n,i) for some (n, i) ∈ |α · ω|}.

Since M |= [f is a leftmost path of ΦT (α⊕X)], M |= ∃Y (Y = HJ(X)).
Moreover, by construction, M |= ACA0 and closed under α-jump.

The converse is trivial because the leftmost path in M is an ∆0
α-leftmost

path in the ground model.

Recall that a coded ω-model of ACA0 satisfies ACA+
0 if it is closed under

taking the ω-jump of a set. Therefore, by the same proof as above, we have

Lemma 4.24. Over ACA0, ∆
0
ω2 LPP proves β10 RFN(1;ACA

+
0 ).

Theorem 4.25. Over ACA0, TLPP is strictly stronger than β10 RFN(1;ACA
+
0 ).

Proof. It is immediate from the fact that TLPP is strictly stronger than
∆0

ω2 LPP.

Corollary 4.26. ACA
+
0 does not prove that any β-model satisfies TLPP.

Proof. We show that if ACA+
0 proves that any β-model satisfies TLPP, then

ACA0 + β10 RFN(1;ACA
+
0 ) proves the consistency of TLPP. Since this yields

TLPP proves the consistency of TLPP, ACA+
0 does not prove that any β-

model satisfies TLPP

3Here, α · ω denotes the order type of lexicographical ordering of N× α.
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Assume ACA
+
0 proves that any β-model satisfies TLPP. We work in

ACA0+β
1
0 RFN(1;ACA

+
0 ). By β

1
0 RFN(1;ACA

+
0 ), take coded ω-modelsM0,M1

such that M0 ∈β M1 and M1 |= ACA
+
0 . Then, M1 |= [M0 |= TLPP] and

hence M1 |= Con(TLPP). Since Con(TLPP) is arithmetical, Con(TLPP)
holds.

Theorem 4.27. Over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(n;ALPP) implies the ω-model reflec-

tion of β10 RFN(n + 1).

Proof. We reason in ACA0+β
1
0 RFN(n;ALPP). Take an arbitrary set A. By

β10 RFN(n;ALPP), take coded ω-models M0, . . . ,Mn such that

A ∈ M0 ∈β · · · ∈β Mn−1 ∈β Mn ∧Mn |= ACA0 + ALPP.

Since ALPP and β10 RFN(1) is equivalent over ACA0, Mn |= β10 RFN(1).
We show that M0 |= β10 RFN(n + 1). By β10 RFN(1) in Mn, there are

coded ω-model N0,N1 ∈ Mn such that

Mn |= [Mn−1 ∈ N0 ∈β N1 ∧N1 |= ACA0].

Since Mn−1 is a β-submodel of Mn and N0 is an ω-submodel of Mn, for
any Π1

1 sentence σ with parameters from Mn−1,

[Mn−1 |= σ] → [Mn |= σ]

→ [N0 |= σ].

Thus, Mn−1 is a β-submodel of N0. Therefore, for any X ∈ M0,

Mn |= [X ∈ M0 ∈β · · · ∈β Mn−1 ∈β N0 ∈β N1 ∧N1 |= ACA0].

Therefore, for any X ∈ M0,

Mn |= ∃H0, . . . ,Hn+1[X ∈ H0 ∈β · · · ∈β Hn−1 ∈β Hn ∈β Hn+1 ∧Hn+1 |= ACA0].

Since M0 is a β-submodel of Mn, for any X ∈ M0,

M0 |= ∃H0, . . . ,Hn+1[X ∈ H0 ∈β · · · ∈β Hn−1 ∈β Hn ∈β Hn+1 ∧Hn+1 |= ACA0].

Thus, M0 |= β10 RFN(n + 1).

Theorem 4.28. Over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(n + 1) proves the ω-model reflection

of β10 RFN(n;∀k.∆
0
k LPP). Here, ∀k.∆

0
k LPP is the assertion that

∀k∀T : ill-founded tree ∃g ∈ [T ]∀h ≤T g
(k)(h ∈ [T ] → g ≤l h).
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Proof. We reason in ACA0 + β10 RFN(n + 1). Take an arbitrary set A. By
β10 RFN(n+ 1), take coded ω-models M0, . . . ,Mn+1 such that

A ∈ M0 ∈β · · · ∈β Mn ∈β Mn+1 ∧Mn+1 |= ACA0.

We show thatM0 |= β10 RFN(n;∀k.∆
0
k LPP). SinceMn+1 |= ACA

′
0, Mn+1 |=

[Mn |= ∀k.∆0
k LPP]. Therefore, for any X ∈ M0,

Mn+1 |= [X ∈ M0 ∈β · · · ∈β Mn ∧Mn |= ∀k.∆0
k LPP].

Hence, for any X ∈ M0,

Mn+1 |= ∃H0 · · · Hn[X ∈ H0 ∈β · · · ∈β Hn ∧Hn |= ∀k.∆0
k LPP].

Since M0 is a β-submodel of Mn+1, for any X ∈ M0,

M0 |= ∃H0 · · · Hn[X ∈ H0 ∈β · · · ∈β Hn ∧Hn |= ∀k.∆0
k LPP].

Therefore, M0 |= β10 RFN(n,∀k.∆
0
k LPP).

Recall that any coded β-model satisfies ALPP over ACA+
0 . Thus, by the

same proof as above, we have

Theorem 4.29. Over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(n + 1;ACA+

0 ) proves the ω-model re-
flection of β10 RFN(n;ALPP).

Corollary 4.30. Over ACA0, the following holds.

β10 RFN(n;∀k.∆
0
k LPP) < β10 RFN(n + 1) < β10 RFN(n;ALPP) < β10 RFN(n+ 1;ACA+

0 ).

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

Definition 4.31. Let M be a coded ω-model of ACA0. We say M is an
Aβ-models if for any Π0

2 formula θ(X),

∃X ≤a
T Mθ(X) ↔ M |= ∃Xθ(X).

Lemma 4.32. Let ϕ(X) be an arithmetical formula with exactly displayed
free variable. Then, ACA0 proves that for any Aβ-model M,

∃X ≤a
T Mθ(X) ↔ M |= ∃Xθ(X).
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Proof. Let ϕ(X) be an arithmetical formula. Then there exists a number k
and a Π0

2 formula θ(X, f) such that ACA0 proves

∀X(ϕ(X) ↔ ∃f ≤T X
(k)θ(X, f)).

We work in ACA0. Assume M is an Aβ-model and ∃X ≤a
T Mϕ(X). Since

ϕ is arithmetical, ϕ(X) actually holds. Thus, there exists f ≤T X(k) such
that θ(X, f). Since M is a model of ACA0, M |= ∃f ≤T X

(k)θ(X, f). Hence
M |= ϕ(X).

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

Theorem 4.34. Over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(1) is equivalent to Aβ-model reflection.

Proof. First, assume β10 RFN(1). Let X be a set. By β10 RFN(1), take a coded
ω-models M0,M1 such that X ∈ M0 ∈β M1 ∧M1 |= ACA0.

We claim that M0 is an Aβ-model. Let θ(Y ) be an arithmetical formula.
Assume ∃Z ≤a

T M0θ(Z). Then, there exists n ∈ N such that ∃Z ≤T

(M0)
(n)θ(Z). Since M0 ∈ M1 and M1 |= ACA

′
0, M1 |= ∃Zθ(Z). Since M0

is a β-submodel of M1, M0 |= ∃Zθ(Z).
We next assume Aβ-model reflection. Then, especially ACA

+
0 holds.

Let X be a set. By Aβ-model reflection, take an Aβ-model M0 such that
X ∈ M0. By ACA

+
0 , take M1 = {Y : Y ≤a

T M0}.
Now X ∈ M0 ∈ M1 ∧ M1 |= ACA0. Thus, it is enough to show that

M0 is a β-submodel of M1. Let θ(Y ) be an arithmetical formula. Assume
M1 |= ∃Y θ(Y ). Then, ∃Y ≤a

T M0θ(Y ) and hence M0 |= ∃Y θ(Y ). This
completes the proof.

Corollary 4.35. (ACA0.) ALPP is equivalent to Aβ-model reflection.

Proof. Since ALPP is equivalent to β10 RFN(1) and β10 RFN(1) is equivalent
to Aβ-model reflection, ALPP is equivalent to Aβ-model reflection.

For each n > 0, define Aβ RFN(n) as the assertion that

∀X∃M0 · · ·Mn−1(X ∈β · · · ∈β Mn−1 ∧Mn−1 is an Aβ-model).

Then, by the same argument as in Theorem 4.34, we have

Theorem 4.36. Over ACA0, β
1
0 RFN(n) is equivalent to Aβ RFN(n− 1) for

any n > 0.
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5 The arithmetical relativization

As we have noted, the β10 RFN-hierarchy reveals that how many times the
hyperjump operator is used for prove a Π1

2 sentence. In addition, we can
classify Π1

3 sentences provable from Π1
1-CA0 by comparing their Π1

2 approx-
imations and the β10 RFN-hierarchy. In this section, we summarize the idea
of Π1

2 approximations of Π1
3 sentences.

Definition 5.1. Let σ ≡ ∀X(θ(X) → ∃Y ∀Zη(X,Y,Z) be a Π1
3 sentence.

Define rel(σ) by ∀X(θ(X) → ∃Y ∀Z ≤a
T (X ⊕ Y )η(X,Y,Z). We call rel(σ)

the arithmetical relativization of σ.

For example, ALPP and Aβ RFN(n) are instances of rel(σ). Indeed, if
we take θ(X) to be ‘X is an ill-founded tree’ and η(X,Y,Z) to be (Y ∈
[X]) ∧ (Z ∈ [X] → Y ≤l X), then ALPP is equivalent to rel(∀X(θ(X) →
∃Y ∀Zη(X,Y,Z))).

Remark 5.2. In the case of ALPP, the following rel′(σ) is equivalent to
rel(σ).

rel′(σ) ≡ ∀X(θ(X) → ∃Y ∀Z ≤a
T Y η(X,Y,Z)).

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

We note that if σ is a Π1
3 sentence provable from Π1

1-CA0, then rel(σ) is
a Π1

2 sentence provable from Π1
1-CA0. Thus, rel(σ) is provable from ACA0 +

β10 RFN(n) for some n. Let us write nσ for the smallest n such that ACA0 +
β10 RFN(n) ⊢ rel(σ) for such a σ. Then, we can classify Π1

3 sentences provable
from Π1

1-CA0 according to nσ.
We then give a lemma which is useful to evaluate nσ.

Definition 5.3. Let ϕ ≡ ∀X∃Y θ and ψ ≡ ∀X∃Y η. For a theory T , we say
T proves the lightface implication of ϕ to ψ if

T ⊢ ∀X(∃Y θ → ∃Zη).

Lemma 5.4. Let ϕ ≡ ∀X∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z) and ψ ≡ ∀X∃Y ∀Zη(X,Y,Z) be
Π1

3 sentences such that ACA0 proves the lightface implication of ϕ → ψ.
Then, ACA+

0 proves rel(ϕ) → rel(ψ).

Proof. We reason in ACA
+
0 +∀X∃Y ∀Z ≤a

T X ⊕ Y θ(X,Y,Z). Let X,Y be
such that ∀Z ≤a

T X ⊕ Y θ(X,Y,Z). Take the smallest ω-model M of ACA0

containing X ⊕ Y . Then, M |= ∃U∀Zθ(X,U,Z) via U = Y . Since M is a
model of ACA0, M |= ∃V ∀Zη(X,V,Z). Take such a V . Thus, ∃W∀Z ≤a

T

X ⊕Wη(X,W,Z) via W = V .
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For example, if ACA0 proves ∀X(∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z) → ∃W (W = HJ(X))),
then ACA

+
0 proves rel(∀X∃Y ∀Zθ) → β10 RFN(1). Converseely, if ACA0

proves ∀X(∃W (W = HJ(X)) → ∃Y ∀Zθ(X,Y,Z)), then ACA
+
0 (and hence

even RCA0) proves β
1
0 RFN(1) → rel(∀X∃Y ∀Zθ).

6 Pseudo Ramsey’s theorem and β RFN

In this section, we introduce Π1
2 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 β10 RFN-
hierarchy. Here, [X]N 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 ⊆ [N]N has Ramsey’s property if there
is an infinite set H ⊆ N such that [H]N 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]N denote the class of all strictly increasing sequence
of natural numbers. Let ϕ(f) be a formula for f ∈ [N]N. We say ϕ has
Ramsey’s property if

∃h ∈ [N]N(∀g ∈ [N]Nϕ(h ◦ g) ∨ ∀g ∈ [N]N¬ϕ(h ◦ g)).

In this definition, we identify f ∈ [N]N and its range, ϕ(f) and the class
{f ∈ [N]N : ϕ(f)}. Especially, h ∈ [N]N corresponds to an infinite subset H
of N, h ◦ g corresponds to an infinite subset of H.

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

Theorem 6.3. [4, VI.6.4] Over RCA0, Π
1
1-CA0 is equivalent to Σ1

0-Ram.

We give a finer analysis for this theorem by using the β10 RFN-hierarchy.
We start with giving Π1

2 variants of Ramsey’s property which we call pseudo-
Ramsey’s property.

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

∀X∃f(∀g ≤a
T f ⊕Xϕ(f ◦ g) ∨ ∀g ≤a

T f ⊕X¬ϕ(f ◦ g)).

Define rel(Γ-Ram) as the assertion that any formula ϕ ∈ Γ has pseudo-
Ramsey’s property.
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We note that each σ ∈ rel(Γ-Ram) is of the form rel([ϕ has Ramsey’s property])
for some ϕ ∈ Γ if Γ ⊆ Σ1

0. Moreover, for each n > 0, there exists a formula
ϕ ∈ Σ0

n such that rel(Σ0
n-Ram) is axiomatizable by rel([ϕ has Ramsey’s property]).

Since Σ0
n-Ram is provable from Π1

1-CA0, rel(Σ
0
n-Ram) is provable from β10 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.) (ACA0) Let M0, . . . ,Mk−1 be coded β mod-
els such that M0 ∈ · · · ∈ Mk−1. Then, for any Σ0

k formula ϕ(f) with
parameters from M0, ϕ(f) has Ramsey’s property via some h ∈ Mk−1.

Theorem 6.6. rel(Σ0
kRam) is provable from β10 RFN(k).

Proof. Assume β10 RFN(k). Let ϕ(f,X) be a Σ0
k formula for f ∈ [N]N

with exactly displayed set variables. By β10 RFN(k), take coded ω-models
M0, . . . ,Mk such that X ∈ M0 ∈β · · · ∈β Mk−1 ∈β Mk and Mk |= ACA0.
Now, by the previous lemma, there exists f ∈ Mk−1 such that

Mk |= ∀gϕ(f ◦ g) ∨ ∀g¬ϕ(f ◦ g).

Since Mk is a model of ACA0, ϕ has pseudo-Ramsey’s property via f .

In the remaining of this section, we show that ACA
+
0 +{rel(Σ0

nRam) :
n ∈ ω} proves β10 RFN(n) for all n. In [6], it is shown that over ACA0,

(lightface-∆0,X
2 )Ram → ∃Y (Y = HJ(X)). Here lightface-∆0,X

2 is the set
of ∆0

2 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: ATR0 ⊢ (lightface-∆1

1Ram) → ∀α: recursive well order ∃Y (Y =
HJα(∅))). 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 ∃g ∈
[T ]∀n(g(n) ≤ f(n)).

Definition 6.8. Let f be a function and n ∈ N. Define f+n by f+n(x) =
f(x+ n).

Lemma 6.9. (ACA0) Let T be a tree and f ∈ [N]N. Then, f majorizes T
iff ∀n > 0∃τ ∈ T (|τ | = n ∧ ∀m < n(τ(m) ≤ f(m))). Especially, f majorizes
T is an arithmetical condition.

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

Lemma 6.10. (Essentially [4] VI.6.1) Let θ(n,A) be the Σ1
1 formula defining

HJ(A) over ACA0. Write θ(n,A) ≡ ∃f ∈ N
N∀yR(n, f [y], A[y]) by a Σ0

0

formula R.
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Assume ACA0. For each n ∈ N and A ⊆ N, define a tree T (n,A) = {σ :
∀yR(n, σ[y], A[y])}. For each f ∈ [N]N and A ⊆ N, define F (f,A) = {n :
∃p(f+p majorizes T (n,A)).

Define ψ(f,A) by

∀n < f(0)(f+2 majorizes T (n,A) → f+1 majorizes T (n,A)).

Then, if h ∈ [N]N satisfies ∀g(ψ(h ◦ g,A)), then F (h,A) = HJ(A).

Proof. We first remark that for each n and A, T (n,A) has a path iff n ∈
HJ(A).

Take h ∈ [N]N such that ∀g(ψ(h◦g,A)). We show that F (h,A) ⊆ HJ(A).
If n ∈ F (h,A) then f+p majorizes T (n,A) for some p, and hence [T (n,A)] 6=
∅. 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+(n+2) majorizes T (n,A). Let g0 ∈ [T (n,A)]

and define g(n) = g0(0) + · · · + g0(n). Then g ∈ [N]N and it majorizes
T (n,A). Assume h+(n+2) does not majorize T (n,A). Take k > 0 such that
∀τ ∈ T (n,A)(|τ | = k → ∃m < k(τ(m) > h+(n+2)(m)). Define f by

f(x) =

{
h+(n+1)(x) if x < k + 1

h+(n+k+2)(g(x)) otherwise.

Claim 6.10.1. Now we have

1. f+(k+1) majorizes T (n,A) but

2. f+1 does not majorize T (n,A).

Proof of Claim. (1.) For any x ∈ N, f+(k+1)(x) = f(x + k + 1) =

h+(n+1)(g(x)). Since h ∈ [N]N, we have h+(n+1)(g(x)) ≥ g(x) ≥ g0(x).
Hence g0(x) ensures that f+(k+1) majorizes T (n,A).

(2.) For a contradiction, assume f+1 majorizes T (n,A). Then there
exists τk ∈ T (n,A) such that

|τk| = k ∧ ∀m < k(τk(m) ≤ f+1(m)).

Now, for any m < k,

f+1(m) = f(m+ 1)

= h+(n+1)(m+ 1)

= h(m+ n+ 2) = h+(n+2)(m).

Therefore, ∀m < k(τk(m) ≤ h+(n+2)(m)). However, this contradicts the
definition of k. �
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For each k′ ≤ k, define gk′ ∈ [N]N such that

gk′(0) = 0,

gk′(1) = 1,

gk′(x+ 2) =

{
x+ k′ + n+ 2 if x+ k′ + 1 < k + 1

g(x+ k′ + 1) + (n + k + 2) otherwise.

Then, for any k′ ≤ k, gk′ ∈ [N]N and f+(k′+1) = (h ◦ gk′)+2. Indeed, for any
x,

f+(k′+1)(x) = f(x+ k′ + 1)

=

{
h(x+ k′ + n+ 2) if x+ k′ + 1 < k + 1

h(g(x + k′ + 1) + (n+ k + 2)) otherwise

and

(h ◦ gk′)+2(x) = h(gk′(x+ 2))

=

{
h(x+ k′ + n+ 2) if x+ k′ + 1 < k + 1

h(g(x + k′ + 1) + (n+ k + 2)) otherwise.

Especially, (h ◦ gk′)+1 = f+k′.
Now we have

1. f+(k+1) majorizes T (n,A),

2. for any k′ ≤ k, if f+(k′+1) majorizes T (n,A) then f+k′ majorizes
T (n,A).

The second condition is proved as follows: now n < n + 1 ≤ h(n + 1) =
f(0) < fk′+1(0) = (h ◦ gk′)+2(0). Therefore, by the assumption on h, if
fk′+1 = (h ◦ gk′)+2 majorizes T (n,A), then (h ◦ gk′)+1 = fk′ also majorizes
T (n,A).

By these conditions and arithmetical induction, we have f+1 majorizes
T (n,A). However, this is a contradiction.

Definition 6.11. (ACA0) For f ∈ [N]N and A, define Fn(f,A) by

F 0(f,A) = A,

Fn+1(f,A) = F (f, Fn(f,A)).
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Definition 6.12. Define an arithmetical formula Φn(f,A) by

Φn(f,A) ≡
∧

i<n

ψ(f, F i(f,A)).

Lemma 6.13. Let k ∈ ω. Then ACA0 proves that for any h ∈ [N]N and A,
if

(∀gΦk(h ◦ g,A)) ∨ (∀g¬Φk(h ◦ g,A))

then (∀gΦk(h ◦ g,A)) holds.

Proof. Take h and A as above. For the sake of contradiction, assume
(∀g¬Φk(h ◦ g,A)).

For each n define gn by gn(0) = 0, gn(x + 1) = n + x + 1. Then, since
¬Φ(h ◦ g,A) holds, there exists m < h(g(0)) = h(0) such that

∨

i<k

(h ◦ gn)+2 majorizes T (m,F i((h ◦ gn)+2, A)) but (h ◦ gn)+1 does not.

We note that (h◦gn)+1(x) = (h◦gn)(x+1) = h(gn(x+1)) = h(n+x+1) =
h+(n+1)(x) and (h ◦ gn)+2(x) = h+(n+2)(x). Hence, for each n, there exists
m < h(0) such that

∨

i<k

h+(n+2) majorizes T (m,F i(h+(n+2), A)) but h+(n+1) does not.

Claim 6.13.1. For each i < k and n, F i(h+(n+2), A) = F i(h,A).

Proof of Claim. We will show by (meta-)induction on i.
The base step is immediate. By definition, F 0(h+(n+2), A) = A =

F 0(h,A).
For the induction step, assume F i(h+(n+2), A) = F i(h,A). Then

F i+1(h+(n+2), A) = F (h+(n+2), F
i(h+(n+2), A))

= F (h+(n+2), F
i(h,A))

= {x : ∃p((h+(n+2))+p majorizes T (x, F i(h,A)))}

= {x : ∃p(h+p majorizes T (x, F i(h,A)))} = F (h, F i(h,A)).

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

∨

i<k

h+(n+2) majorizes T (m,F i(h,A)) but h+(n+1) does not.

Put θ(i, n) ≡ h+(n+2) majorizes T (m,F i(h,A)) but h+(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
n0, . . . , nk be such that n0 < · · · < nk and m(nj) = m for all j < k. Then,
for each j < k, there exists an ij < k such that θ(ij, nj) holds.

We claim that if j 6= j′ then ij 6= ij′ . Let j < j′ ≤ k. If ij = ij′ , then

h+(nj+2) majorizes T (m,F ij (h,A)) but h+(nj+1) does not ∧

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

However, since nj < nj′ and h+(nj+2) majorizes T (m,F ij (h,A)), h+(nj′+1)

should majorize T (m,F ij (h,A)). This is a contradiction.
Now {ij : 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.

Lemma 6.14. (ACA0) For any h ∈ [N]N and A, if ∀gΦn(h ◦ g,A) then
F i(h,A) = HJi(A) for any i ≤ n.

Proof. Take h and A as above. Then, for the formula ψ in 6.10, ∀g(ψ(h ◦
g,A)) holds. Hence F (h,A) = HJ(A). Thus, ∀g(ψ(h◦g,HJ(A))) also holds,
and hence F (h, F (h,A)) = F (h,HJ(A)) = HJ2(A). Iterating this argument,
we have F i(h,A) = HJi(A) for any i ≤ n.

Corollary 6.15. Over ACA+
0 , {rel(Σ

0
nRam) : n ∈ ω} and {β10 RFN(n) : n ∈

ω} prove the same sentences.

Proof. As we have proved in Theorem 6.6, β10 RFN(n) implies rel(Σ0
nRam)

for each n.
We show that β10 RFN(n) is provable from {rel(Σ0

nRam) : n ∈ ω}. Assume
ACA

+
0 +{rel Σ0

nRam : n ∈ ω}. Take an arbitrary n ∈ ω. Let X be a set.
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We will show that there exists a coded ω-model M such that X ∈ M and
M |= ∃Y (Y = HJn(X)).

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

∀g ≤a
T h⊕X(Φn(h ◦ g,X)) ∨ ∀g ≤a

T h⊕X(¬Φn(h ◦ g,X)).

By ACA
+
0 , take M = {Y : Y ≤a

T h ⊕ X}. Then M |= ACA0 + (∀gΦn(h ◦
g,X)) ∨ (∀g¬Φn(h ◦ g,X)). Thus, by Lemma 6.13, M |= ACA0 + ∀gΦn(h ◦
g,X). Therefore, by Lemma 6.14, M |= ∃Y (Y = HJn(X)).

7 Pseudo determinacy and β1
0 RFN

In this section, we introduce a Π1
2 variant of determinacy which we call

pseudo-determinacy. Then we consider the hierarchy of pseudo-determinacy
for (Σ0

1)k games. First of all, we introduce the notion of difference hierarchy
and the determinacy.

Definition 7.1 (Difference hierarchy). Let k ∈ ω. We define the class (Σ0
1)k

of formulas as follows:

• a formula is (Σ0
1)1 if it is Σ0

1,

• a formula ϕ is (Σ0
1)k+1 if there are a Σ0

1 formula ψ and a (Σ0
1)k formula

θ such that ϕ ≡ ψ ∧ ¬θ.

We call the hierarchy formed by {(Σ0
1)k : k ∈ ω} the difference hierarchy of

Σ0
1 formulas.

Definition 7.2. We call a function S : N<N → N a strategy4. Let S and
S′ be strategies. We say a function f ∈ N

N is the play along (S, S′) (write
f = S ⊗ S′) if

∀n(f(2n) = S(f [2n]) ∧ f(2n+ 1) = S′(f [2n+ 1])).

Let ϕ( ~X, f) be a formula for f ∈ N
N. Let ~X be sets. We say ϕ( ~X, •) is

determined if

∃S0∀S1ϕ( ~X, S0 ⊗ S1) ∨ ∃S1∀S0¬ϕ( ~X, S0 ⊗ S1).

4Usually, a strategy is a function defined over
⋃

n
N

2n or
⋃

n
N

2n+1.
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Especially, if a strategy S0 satisfies

∀S1ϕ( ~X, S0 ⊗ S1),

then we say ϕ( ~X, •) is determined via a strategy S0 for player 0. If a strategy
S1 satisfies

∀S0¬ϕ( ~X, S0 ⊗ S1),

then we say ϕ( ~X, •) is determined via a strategy S1 for player 1.
We also say ϕ is determined if for any ~X, ϕ( ~X, •) is determined. Let Γ

be a class of formulas for f ∈ N
N. We say Γ is determined (write Γ-Det) if

any ϕ ∈ Γ is determined.

It is well-known that over RCA0,

• ATR0 is equivalent to Σ0
1-Det, and

• Π1
1-CA0 is equivalent to (Σ0

1)k-Det for k > 1.

In this section, we consider Π1
2 variants of the second clause.

Definition 7.3 (pseudo-determinacy). Let ϕ( ~X, f) be a formula for f ∈ N
N.

For given sets ~X, we say ϕ( ~X, •) is pseudo-determined if

∃S0∀S1 ≤
a
T S0 ⊕ ~Xϕ( ~X, S0 ⊗ S1) ∨ ∃S1∀S0 ≤

a
T S1 ⊕ ~X¬ϕ( ~X, S0 ⊗ S1)).

If ϕ( ~X, •) is pseudo-determined via S, then we say S is a pseudo-winning
strategy for the game defined by ϕ and ~X. If ~X is clear from the context, we
just say S is a pseudo-winning strategy for the game defined by ϕ. If ϕ( ~X, •)
is pseudo-determined for any ~X , then we say ϕ is pseudo-determined.

Let Γ be a class of formulas for f ∈ N
N. We say Γ is pseudo-determined

if any ϕ ∈ Γ is pseudo-determined. Let rel(Γ-Det) denote the assertion that
every game defined by a formula in Γ is pseudo-determined.

We note that the statement [ϕ is pseudo-determined] is of the form rel(ψ)
for some ψ. Moreover, each rel((Σ0

1)n-Det) is axiomatizable by a Π1
2 sentence

of the form rel(ψ).

Remark 7.4. For any (Σ0
1)k formula ϕ(X1, . . . ,Xn, f), there is a (Σ0

1)k for-
mula ψ(X, f) such that RCA0 ⊢ ∀X1, . . . ,Xn, f(ϕ(X1, . . . ,Xn, f) ↔ ψ(X1⊕
· · ·⊕Xn, f). Therefore, when considering rel(Σ0

1)k-Det, we may assume that
any (Σ0

1)k formula has exactly one variable X and one function variable f .
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Let ϕ(X, f) be a (Σ0
1)k formula. We may assume that for any X, all

strategies for the game ϕ(X, •) 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(12n+1). Similarly, if S is a strategy
for player 1, then we may assume that X(n) = S(12n). Therefore, ϕ(X, f)
is pseudo-determined if

∀X(∃S0∀S1 ≤
a
T S0ϕ(X,S0 ⊗ S1) ∨ ∃S1∀S0 ≤

a
T S1¬ϕ(X,S0 ⊗ S1)).

We note that for any k ∈ ω, k > 1, rel(Σ0
1)k-Det is a Π1

2 statement prov-
able from Π1

1-CA0. Thus, each rel(Σ0
1)k-Det is provable from some β10 RFN(n)

over ACA0. We show that β10 RFN(k;ATR0) is enough to prove rel(Σ0
1)k-Det.

To prove (Σ0
1)2 determinacy from Π1

1-CA0, Tanaka proved the following
lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Let ϕ(X, f) be a (Σ0
1)2 formula with exactly displayed free

set variables. Assume ATR0. For any X, if HJ(X) exists, then ϕ(X, •) is
determined.

Proof. See [7].

We extend this lemma to (Σ0
1)k formulas.

Lemma 7.6. Let k ∈ ω and ϕ(X, f) be a (Σ0
1)k+1 formula with exactly

displayed set variables. Over ATR0, for any set X, if HJk(X) exists, then
ϕ(X, •) is determined.

Proof. We will show by induction on k ∈ ω. The case k = 0 is trivial because
ATR0 proves Σ0

1 determinacy.
Let k ∈ ω. Assume that ATR0 proves that for any X, if HJk(X) exists

then any (Σ0,X
1 )k+1 game is determined.

We reason in ATR0. Let X be a set such that HJk+1(X) exists. Let
ϕ(A, f) be a (Σ0

1)k+2 formula. Then, there is a Σ0
1 formula ψ(A, f) and a

(Σ0
1)k+1 formula θ(A, f) such that ϕ(A, f) ≡ ψ(A, f) ∧ ¬θ(A, f). Moreover,

ψ(A, f) is written as ∃nη(A, f [n]) for a Σ0
0 formula η. Take a coded β model

M such that X ∈ M |= ∃Y (Y = HJk(X)). Define W by

W = {σ ∈ N
<N : η(X,σ) ∧M |= player 0 wins for ¬θσ(X, •)}.

Here, ¬θσ(X, f) is the formula ¬θ(X,σ ∗ f) and σ ∗ f denotes the concate-
nation of σ and f . Let ϕ′(f) ≡ ∃n(f [n] ∈ W ). Then, the game defined by
ϕ′ is determined.
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Case 1: player 0 wins the game ϕ′ via S0. Now, for any σ ∈ W , M |=
∃Sσ

0 ∀S
σ
1¬θ(X,σ ∗ Sσ

0 ⊗ Sσ
1 ). Take a sequence 〈Sσ

0 〉σ∈W . Then, each Sσ
0

satisfies ∀Sσ
1¬θ(X,σ∗S

σ
0 ⊗S

σ
1 ) because M is a β-model. Consider a strategy

for player 0 such that

• while the play is not in W , the strategy mimics S0,

• once the play σ is in W , the strategy mimics Sσ
0 .

Then this strategy is a winning strategy for player 0.
Case 2: player 1 wins the game ϕ′ via S1. Now we have that for each

play σ consistent with S1, if η(X,σ) then

M |= player 0 has no winning strategy for ¬θσ(X, •).

By induction hypothesis, M |= θσ(X, •) is determined. Hence for each σ

consistent with S1, if η(X,σ) then M |= ∃Sσ
1 ∀S

σ
0 θ(X,σ ∗ Sσ

0 ⊗ Sσ
1 ). Take a

sequence 〈Sσ
1 : σ is consistent with S1∧η(X,σ)〉 such that M |= ∀Sσ

0 θ(X,σ∗
Sσ
0 ⊗S

σ
1 ). Then, since M is a coded β-model, for each Sσ

0 , ∀S
σ
1 θ(X,σ ∗S

σ
0 ⊗

Sσ
1 ) holds. Consider a strategy for player 1 such that

• while the play σ does not satisfy η(X,σ), the strategy mimics S1,

• once the play σ satisfies η(X,σ), the strategy mimics Sσ
1 .

Then this strategy is a winning strategy for player 1.

Theorem 7.7. For each k ∈ ω, k > 0, β10 RFN(k,ATR0) proves rel(Σ
0
1)k+1Det.

Proof. Let ϕ(A, f) be a (Σ0
1)k+1 formula.

Assume β10 RFN(k,ATR0). Let X be a set. By β10 RFN(k,ATR0) take a
coded ω-model M such that X ∈ M |= ATR0 + ∃Y (Y = HJk(X)). Then,
by the previous lemma, M |= ϕ(X, •) is determined. Without loss of gener-
ality, we may assume that M |= player 0 wins for ϕ(X, •). Let S0 ∈ M be
a winning strategy of player 0. Then, for any S1 ≤

a
T S0, S1 ∈ M and hence

ϕ(X,S0 ⊗ S1).

We next see the implication from pseudo-determinacy to β10 RFN. First
we see the implication from rel(Σ0

1)2-Det.

Lemma 7.8. There exists a (Σ0
1)2 formula ϕ(f,X, Y ) such that ACA0 proves

the following.

∀α : WO ∀X(ϕ(•,X, α) is determined → ∃Y (Y = (HJ(X))(α)).
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Proof. See [7].

Theorem 7.9. Over ACA+
0 , rel(Σ

0
1)2-Det proves TLPP.

Proof. By 4.23, it is enough to show that

∀α : WO ∀X∃M(α,X ∈ M,

M |= ACA0 + ∃Y (Y = HJ(X)),

M is closed under α-jump).

Let ϕ(f,X, Y ) be the formula in the Lemma 7.8. Take a well-ordering α
and a set X. By rel(Σ0

1)2-Det take a pseudo-winning strategy S for the game
ϕ(•,X, α · ω). Let M be a coded ω-model of ACA0 containing X,α · ω, S.
Then M |= ∃Y (Y = (HJ(X))(α·ω)).

We define a coded ω-model M′ by

M′ = {A ∈ M : M |= ∃n(A ≤T (HJ(X))(α·n))}.

Then, M′ is a coded ω-model of ACA0 closed under α-jump. Moreover,
since M′ ∈ M and M |= [HJ(X) ∈ M′], M′ |= ∃Y (Y = HJ(X)) by Lemma
2.27.

Corollary 7.10. β10 RFN(1) is not enough to prove rel(Σ0
1)2-Det.

Proof. It follows from β10 RFN(1) < TLPP ≤ rel(Σ0
1)2-Det.

Remark 7.11. In his paper, Tanaka pointed that ACA0 is not strong enough
to prove “Π1

1 comprehension implies (Σ0
1)2-Det” by using the axiomatic sys-

tem lightface Π1
1 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 (Σ0
1)p(n) formula Gn(X, f) such

that ACA0 proves that

• ∀X(Gn(X, •) is determined → HJn(X) exists.)

• Any winning strategy for Gn computes X.

Here, p(n) is a certain primitive recursive function.

Proof. See the proof of Proposition 6 in [3].
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Theorem 7.13. Let n > 0. Then, over ACA
+
0 , rel(Σ0

1)p(n)-Det implies
β10 RFN(n).

Proof. We reason in ACA
+
0 +rel(Σ0

1)p(n)-Det. Let X be a set. By rel(Σ0
1)p(n),

take a pseudo-winning strategy S for the game Gn(X, •). Let M be an ω-
model of ACA0 containing S. Then M |= [Gn(X, •) is determined via S],
and hence M |= ∃Y (Y = HJn(X)). This completes the proof.

Corollary 7.14. rel(Σ0
1)n-Det is just the Π1

2 part of Π1
1-CA0.

Remark 7.15. We have proved in Lemma 3.7, Theorem 7.7 and 7.9 that

• TLPP ≤ rel((Σ0
1)2-Det) ≤ β10 RFN(1;ATR0),

• TLPP < β10 RFN(1;ATR0).

Thus, at least one of TLPP or β10 RFN(1;ATR0) is not equivalent to rel((Σ
0
1)2-Det).

Question 7.16. Can we separate rel((Σ0
1)2-Det) and TLPP or β10 RFN(1;ATR0)?
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