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Abstract

In this paper, we give two proofs of the wellfoundedness of recursive no-
tation systems for ITy-reflecting ordinals. One is based on II_;-inductive
definitions, and the other is based on distinguished classes.

1 Introduction

This is a sequel to our [§]. In [§] we proved the wellfoundedness of recursive
notation systems for reflecting ordinals up to IIs-reflection by relevant inductive
definitions.

Let KPIIx (3 < N < w) denote a set theory whose intended models are
L, with IIy-reflecting ordinals 7. It is easy to see that KPIIy proves that
any II;_,-inductive definition eventually reaches to a closed point. We have
designed a recursive notation system Od(Ily) of ordinals so that the order type
of its countable fragment is the proof-theoretic ordinal of KPIIy. An element
of the notation system is called an ordinal diagram. One half of this result
was accomplished by cut-elimination in [7]. The other was to show that KPIIy
proves the wellfoundedness of Od(Ily) up to each countable ordinal in it

In this paper, we give two proofs of the wellfoundedness. One is based
on I1% _;-inductive definitions, and the other is based on distinguished classes.
Proof theoretic study for IIy-reflecting ordinals via ordinal diagrams Od(IIy)
will be reported in a forthcoming paper [7].

Ord denotes the class of ordinals. TI2 denotes the arithmetical hierarchy on
w, while II,, the Lévy hierarchy on sets.

Definition 1.1 (Richter-Aczel [I1])

1. By an operator we mean any function I' on P(w).
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An operator I' determines a transfinite sequence (I'* : z € Ord) of subsets
of w, where I'* = [J{I'(T'Y) : y < z}. The closure ordinal |I'| of T is the
least ordinal x such that T*+! = I'*. The set defined by " is ' = TITI,

An operator T is said to be T2 if {(n,X) € w x P(w) : n € ['(X)} is
defined by a I1%-formula.

. For operators I'p, I’y let

n e [Fo,rl](X) = n e Fo(X) V [Fo(X) CX&ne Fl(X)]

Let ®g, ®; be classes of formulae. An operator I is said to be [®g, P4] if
' = [I'o,T'1] for some T'; € ®; (i < 2).

For n € T its norm |n|r (relative to I') is the least ordinal = such that
n €™l (+ n e I(I?)).

Let L(PA) denote the language of Peano arithmetic. Variables in L(PA) are
denoted by n,m, .. ..

Definition 1.2 Let ® be one of the classes 119, [I12, 119 ] (n,m € w). Then
®-Fix denote a first order two-sorted thoery defined as follows. Its language
L(Fix) is obtained from L(PA) by adding variables z,y, ... for ordinals, and
binary predicates © = y,x < y (less than relation on ordinals) and binary
predicate n € I'* for each I' € ®.

Azioms of the theory ®-Fix are classified into four groups:

1
2

. Azioms of PA in the language L(Fix) and equality axioms for either sort.

. The defining azioms for n € I'*: n € I'" «» Jy < z[n € T(TY)].

3. Axioms for the well ordering < on ordinals: < is a linear ordering and

4

transfinite induction schema for any formula F € L(Fix):

Ve[Vy < 2F(y) — F(x)] — Vo F(z).

. Closure aziom: T'(I'*°) C T for I'™° = {n: Jz(n € T'*)}.

General Conventions. Let (X, <) be a quasiordering. Let F be a function
F:X>aw~ F(a) C X. For subsets Y, Z C X of X and elements «, 3 € X,

put

1.

2
3

a<pfea<pfora=g.
Yja={BeY:8<a}.
Y < Z:e3peZVaeY(a<p).
L Z<Y:=VBeZlaecY(B<a).



5.V <pB:eY<{f}a<Z:e{a}<Z
BLY «{f}<Y;Z<a:x=Z<{a}.

6. FY)=U{F(a) :aeY}.

7. la,8] = {y € X : a« < v < 8}. Open intervals (a,8) and half-open
intervals [a, 8), («, 8] are defined similarly.

8. When (X, <) is a linear ordering with its least element 0 and Y is a finite
subset of X, maxY denotes the maximum of elements o € Y with respect
to the ordering <. If Y = (), then, by convention, set max @ := 0.

9. Let X<% denote the set of finite sequences on X. Then <., denotes the
lexicographic ordering on X <* with Vs € X"Vt € X" (s <jer t). If < is
a linear [well] ordering, then so is <je,, resp.

In each system of ordinal diagrams the Veblen function ¢.(8) = ¢af is
built-in as a constructor so that ¢03 = w”. Natural numbers are defined from
this as usual and denoted by i, 5, k,l,m,n

Now let us mention the content of this paper.

In Section 2 we recall briefly the system Od of ordinal diagrams (abbreviated
by o.d.’s) in [8]. The system Od is a super-system of all systems of o.d.’s
considered in this paper.

Let Od' be a subsystem of Od which is closed under subdiagrams. The
Section Bl is divied into two subsections. In the first subsection Bl following
Setzer [12] and Buchholz [10] [, we define sets C*(X) C Od' for o € Od', X C
Od'. In the second subsection we examine operators related to the sets.
Almost all of these materials are reproduced from [8], and proofs are omitted.

In Section [ we introduce a system Od(IIx) of 0.d.’s for each positive integer
N > 4.

The section is divided into seven subsections. The first four subsections are
intended to give a set-theoretic interpretation of o.d.’s which is suggested by
our wellfoundedness proof in [4] and in Section

The first subsection 1] begins with defining iterations of Mahlo operations.
These are intended to resolve a Ily-reflecting universe. Since the resolving of
IIy-reflecting universes by iterations of Ily-recursively Mahlo operations is so
complicated, we first explain the simplest case in subsection Namely II3-
reflecting universe M2 on Ilz-reflecting ordinals. The subsection consists in
three subsubsections. In the first one L.2.1] we define Mahlo classes to resolve
M3 by iterations of IIy-recursively Mahlo operations. In the second one
we define the subsystem Od(M2) C Od of ordinal diagrams for M. In the third
one 2.3 we prove the wellfoundedness of the countable fragment Od(M2)|S) by
means of a [[19, [13]-inductive definition.

In subsection .3 we define Mahlo classes for Il y-reflection, and in subsection
4.4 we associate Mahlo classes to o0.d.’s in Od(Ily).

n the previous article [§] , I attributed techniques on distinguished classes totally to
Buchholz [I0], some of which were actually developed by Setzer [12]. I have learned the fact
from the review [13] of [8] written by Setzer.



In subsection L5 we define the system Od(IIy) of o.d.’s.

In subsection a finer analysis of relations <; on Od(Ily) is given. The
analysis inspires us about the ramification procedure in subsections and [£.4]
and enables us to prove the wellfoundedness in Sections [ and

In subsection 7] we introduce decompositions a(s) of ordinal diagrams «,
where s denotes a function in [#%)2 (2 <i<k<N-—23). In the next section Al
we define a suitable 113, _;-operator Iy through the decompositions.

In SectionBlwe prove the wellfoundedness of Od(II1y)|2 by means of a ITx_;-
inductive definition as an extension of [§].

In subsection [5.1] we define operators G; (1 <4 < N — 1) on Od(Ily) recur-
sively. Using these operators, a 113, _,-operator I'y is defined. In subsection
we show the adequacy of the operator I'y. In subsection [5.3] we conclude the
proof.

In Section [6] we show that KPIIy does the same job, i.e., that for each
a < Qin Od(Ily) KPIIN proves that (Od(Ily)|a, <) is a well ordering. The
wellfoundedness proof is based on the distinguished class (in German: Ausgeze-
ichnete Klasse) and is an extension of ones in [2], [3]. The proof is essentially
the same given in [4].

In the first subsection [61] distinguished classes are defined and elementary
facts on these classes are established. In the second subsection [6.2] we introduce
several classes of Mahlo universes and establish key facts on these classes. This
is a crux in showing Od(Ily) to be wellfounded without assuming the existence
of the maximal distinguished class Wp, which is ¥} on w and hence a proper
class in KPII. These classes imitate the ramification procedure described in
subsections and 4l In the third subsection we conclude a proof of
wellfoundedness of Od(Ily).

We rely on the previous [§], and state some lemmata without proofs since
we gave proofs of these in [§]

2 The system Od

In this section let us recall briefly the system Od of ordinal diagrams (abbrevi-
ated by 0.d.’s) in [§]. The system Od is a super-system of all systems of 0.d.’s
considered in this paper, and each of them is obtained by posing restrictions on
the construction (o, o, ¢) — d%« in Definition

Let 0,9, 7, +, », T and d be distinct symbols. Each o.d. in the system Od is a
finite sequence of these symbols. ¢ is the binary Veblen function. {2 denotes the
first recursively regular ordinal w{'¥. 0% denotes the next recursively regular
ordinal to o.

Lo denotes the number of occurrences of symbols in the o.d. a. Let sd(«)
denote the set of proper subdiagrams (subterms) of a. Thus « ¢ sd(«). Also
put sdt(a) = sd(a) U {a}.

The set Od is classified into subsets R = {7}UDQUSR, SC, P according
to the intended meanings of o.d.’s. P denotes the set of additive principal
numbers, SC' the set of strongly critical numbers and R the set of recursively



regular ordinals. Ordinal diagrams are denoted «, 3,7, ..., while o, 7, ... denote
0.d.’s in the set R.
Let us reproduce generating clauses of 0.d.’s not in [2].

Definition 2.1 Od.
1. 0eD&0<k<w=ot"c SRA

2. Let o € Od& o € {r}USR = {Q}U{x** : k € Dk > 0}. Put n:=d,a
and define

b(n) =, Q(n) = 0,c(n) = {a} UQ(N) = {a}.

Assume that the following condition is fulfilled:

Bso({o} Uc(n)) <b(n) =« (1)
Then n =d,a € SC.

3. Let a € Od& o € {r} UD® & q = jrtv C Od, where q = jrkTv denotes a
non-empty sequence of quadruples juy, KmTmVm of length [+ 1 (I > 0). Put
n:=dla € DY and define

b(n) =, QM) = ¢ = {Jms Fm, Tm, Vm : m < 1}, ¢(n) = {a} UQ(n).

Assume that the condition () is fulfilled.
Then n = dla € DY.

D, denotes the set of diagrams of the form da. o < /3 denotes the transitive
closure of the relation {(o, ) : « € Dg}, and p < 0 & 7 < ¢ for p € D,. For
any « € Od, set a < 77 = 0o where 7™ = oo denotes an extra symbol not in
Od.

Finite subsets of subdiagrams of 0.d.’s a, K% C D N sd*(a), Ka € SCN
sdt(a), Bs(a),Bsq(a) C sd(a) and K,a C sdt(a) N D are defined as in [2],
[8]. Specifically for « € D,

K,({r}Uc(a)), fo<T
Koa=<( K,T, ifr<o&tAo
{a}, ifa<o

Lemma 2.2 1. a<pB=B<laka<f.

2. If B € Kya, then B < o, B is a subdiagram of o and o is a proper
subdiagram of a.

S.a<oc&K,a<f<o=a<p.

2In proof-theoretic studies, i.e., cut-elimination in [5], [6] and [7] the construction o + o+
is not needed. The construction helps us to define the system Od(IIx) smoothly.



4. Koa < a.
Jd.aeD&r<o=>Kia<a,anda=17eED &r<o=>K.7<a.
As in [5] we see the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3 For o, 8,7 € Od, a < <7 = B;(a) <B.(8).

Lemma 2.4 For o, € Od, a < € D= b(5) < b(a).

3 Sets C*(X) and operators

Let Od’ be a subsystem of Od which is closed under subdiagrams: « € Od’ =
sd(a) COd'. X,Y,... ranges over subsets of Od’'. In this section we define sets
C*(X) COd for a € Od', X C Od’, and examine operators related to the sets.

Almost everything in this section is reproduced from [8], and omitted proofs
of lemmata can be found there.

3.1 The sets C*(X)

Following Setzer [12] and Buchholz [10] we define sets C*(X) C Od’ for a €
Od', X C Od' as follows.

Definition 3.1 For a € Od’, X C Od’, let

C*(X) := closure of {0,Q,7} U (X|a) under +,p,x —
and (o,a,q) — dla for o > a in Od’ (2)

Lemma 3.2 X|a=Y|a= C*X)=C*Y) and X — C*(X) is monotonic.
Definition 3.3 Consider the following conditions for X C Od' :

(A) Ya € X[a € C*(X)].

(K) Va € XVo[K,a C X].

(KC) YaVpvola € CP(X)& o < 8= K,a C X].

Lemma 3.4 Assume X enjoys the condition (K). Then X enjoys the condition
(KC), too.

Lemma 3.5 Assume X C Od’ enjoys the condition (A).
1. a < B =CPX) CCY¥X).
2. a<f<at=CPX)=CYX), where at := min{oc € RU{c0} : a < 0}.

Lemma 3.6 Assume v € C*(X), a < f and Vi < B[K.y < .



1. Assume LIH: Y0[6§ < ly& 6§ € CY(X)|la = § € CP(X) 2 Xla]. Then
v € CA(X).

2. CYX)|la C X = v e Ch(X).
Definition 3.7 An operator I' on Od', i.e., I' : P(Od') — P(Od') is said to be
persistent if Voo € Od'VX,Y COd' [X|a=Y|a=T(X)|(a+1) =T )|(a+1)].
Definition 3.8 1. G(X) :={a:a e C¥X)&C*X)la C X}.

2. R :={a€0d :D,NOd #0} C R.

3 acelX):ea<rt ANag R NaceG(X).

Lemma 3.9 The operators G and Ty are 11§ and persistent.

Lemma 3.10 Assume o € C*(X) and o =< 0.

1. 0 € C*(X).

2. If a € G(X), then o € CP(X) for any B with a < 3 < o.

3. Ifa € G(X) and o € D, then o € CP(X) for any B with a < B < 7.
Lemma 3.11 Assume |J{K,v:0 <k} C X|p. Then v € C*(X).

Proof. We show, by induction on ¢,
Yy e sd+(u)[U{K07 0 <k} CX|p=velX)

for the set of subdiagram sd* (v) of v.

If v ¢ D, then IH yields v € C*(X). Suppose v € D & |J{Ky,y:0 <k} C
X |p with some {7} U ¢(7).

If 7 > £, then IH yields {7} U ¢(y) C C*(X), and hence we are done.

Suppose 7 < k. By U{K,7:0 < Kk} C X|p we have {y} = K,v C X|p C
Xk C CH(X). ]

Lemma 3.12 Assume X enjoys the conditions (A) and (K). Further assume
a € G(X) and a < 0. Then either 3§ € X[a < 4§ < o] or o € G(X).

Proof. Suppose —3§ € X[a < § < o]. We show 0 € G(X). 0 € C7(X) follows
from Lemma BI02] It remains to show v € C7(X)|o = v € X.
Casel v < a: By Lemma BAI we have v € C7(X)|a C C*(X)|a C X.
Case2 v = a: By v = a < 0 we can assume v € D, for a Kk > o with
{k}Uc(y) CC7(X). Then we would have k = o < k. This is not the case.
Case3 v > a: Then a < v < 0. Lemma 223 yields oo < K.

On the other side, X enjoys the condition (KC) by Lemma B4 Thus
K,y C X. However 6 < o for any § € K,y by Lemma Therefore we
would have 3§ € X[a < < o]. m|



3.2 Families of sets in wellfoundedness proofs

Let 0[X] denote a (definable) property on subsets X of Od’. In this subsection
some conditions on families of sets are extracted from wellfoundedness proofs,
and we derive properties of sets under the conditions.

Definition 3.13 1. Wy := J{X : 0[X]}.
2. Go :=GWy)|m.
Definition 3.14 1. Prg[X,Y]: & Va(X|laCY&aec X - acY).

2. For a definable class X, TT[X] denotes the schema:
TI[X]:& PrglX,Y] = X C Y holds for any definable class ).

3. For X C Od’ let WX denote the wellfounded part of X. WX is defined
from the monotonic I1{-operator (in X) T4(Y) := {a € X : VB8 € X|a(B €

Y)}.
Consider the following conditions on the property 0:
(6.0) Wy < .
(0.1) Vae XY CX{0[X]=0Y]&a e G(Y)& X|a=Y|a}.
(6.2) For any X with 0[X], TI[X] and @ € X = Wy|a = X|a.
(0.3) To(Wy) C Wy, ie, Va<mla g R &a € Gy = aecW.
(6.4) Voo € SR& a € Gg = a € Wy).

3.2.1 Elementary properties of the family of sets

Lemma 3.15 Assume that 6 enjoys hypotheses (6.1) for i < 1. For any X €
{X:0[XTF U{We},

1. Yo € X[a € C*(X)], and hence X enjoys the condition (A) in Definition
5.3

2. V1o € X = K,a C X].
3. VBV¥T[a € C#(X) = K,a C CA(X)].
Hence X enjoys the conditions (K) and (KC) in Definition[Z3

Lemma 3.16 Assume that 6 enjoys hypotheses (6.1) for i < 1. For any X €
{X :0[X]}U{Wp}, if a € G(X) and o < o, then either 36 € X[aw < § < g] or
oeg(X).

Proof. This follows from Lemma [B.12 with Lemmata [3.I5I1] and B.I5I2I O



3.2.2 Hypotheses on wellfoundedness
Lemma 3.17 Assume that 0 enjoys hypotheses (6.1) for i < 2.
1. TIWe].

2. For any X € {X : 0[X]}U{Ws}, X C G(X). Hence a € CA(X)|B& 3 €
X=p0eX.

3. Let X € {X : 0[X]|} U{Wy} and assume (0.3) T'y(X) C X. Then Va <
7f[Ka CX = a€ X].

Lemma 3.18 Assume that 6 enjoys hypotheses (6.1) for i < 3. Then
WOd'|Q = Ws|Q.

Definition 3.19 Set
Wy =CT(Ws).

Lemma 3.20 Assume that 0 enjoys hypotheses (6.1) for i < 4.
1. Wo C W, and Wy|m = We|r.
2. meW,.
3 aeW, < Kla CW, < Kla CWj.
4. a €Wr = Kya C Wy & a € CP(W,) for any o and f3.
5. For each n € w, TIWy|wn (1 + 1)] with wo(a) = o, wpp1(a) = wen (@),

Definition 3.21 For 0.d.’s @ € Od’ and finite sequences of quadruples ¢ C Od’,
define:

1.
Ala, q) & Vo € WeVay € Dyja=blar) & q= Q(a1) = a1 € Wy).
2.
MIH(a) <= V8 € Wr|aVq C W, A(B, q).
3.

SIH(ev, q) =< Vg0 € Wrldo <iex ¢ = Ao, o),

where sequences of quadruples ¢ = (Jm, Km, Tm, Vm : m < 1) are arranged
in the ordering: g = (ji, ki1, 71, Vi, - - -, Jo, Ko, T0, V0) -

Lemma 3.22 Assume that 6 enjoys hypotheses (0.1) fori < 4. Suppose MIH(«).
For any o.d. B € Od’

BECTWy)&Bso(B) <a= B €Wr.

Theorem 3.23 Assume that 0 enjoys hypotheses (0.1) fori < 4. Assume {a}U
q € Wy, MIH(«), and SIH(«, q) in Definition[ZZ1. Then

Vo € WyVag € Dy[a =b(a1) & ¢ = Q(a1) = a1 € Gg).



3.3 Hypotheses on operators

Let T' denote a first order operator on a subsystem Od’ of Od. Let §[X] :&
Jx € Ord[X =T7*]. Thus

Definition 3.24 1. W:=|J{T'" : z € Ord}.
2. G:=GW)|r.
3. |a| == a|r for a € W.
Consider the following conditions on I for any X € {I'* : x € Ord} U {W}:
(r.0) I'X) <.
(T.1) I(X) C G(X).
T.2) a,0eW&ka< f=|al <|B|
(T.3) T2 (X)) CI'(X), e, Va<ma g R&aeG(X)=ael'(X)].
(T'.4) Yaja € SR&aeG=acW|.
(I.5) T(W) C W.

Lemma 3.25 Assume I' enjoys the hypotheses (I'.i) for i < 2. Then 0[X] :&
Jx € Ord[X = T'*] enjoys (0.i) for i < 2, and X C G(X) for any X € {T'* :
x € Ord}.

Furthermore if T enjoys (T.i) for 3 <14 <5, then (0.1) for 3 <i <4 holds.

In general for any persistent operator I satisfying (I'.2), W C T'(W) holds.

Lemma 3.26 If T is persistent and enjoys (I'.2), then W C T(W).

4 IIy-reflection

In this section we introduce a recursive notation system Od(Ily) of ordinals for
each positive integer N > 4, which we studied first in [I].

Let KPIIy denote the set theory for Ily-reflecting universes. KPIIy is
obtained from the Kripke-Platek set theory with the Axiom of Infinity by adding
the axiom: for any Iy formula A(u), A(u) — Jz(u € z& A*(u)), where A*
denotes the result of restricting any unbounded quantifiers Qz (Q € {3,V}) in
Ato Qx € z.

We show that for each o <  in Od(Ily ), both KPIIxy and I _;-Fix prove
that the initial segment of Od(Ily) determined by « is a well ordering, where Q
denotes the first recursively regular ordinal w{'® and 7 the first Il y-reflecting
ordinal. Each a € Od(Ily) is less than the next epsilon number .41 to 7.
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4.1 Prelude

The main constructor in Od(IIy) is to form an o.d. d2a < ¢ from a symbol d and
0.d.’s g, q, @, where o denotes a recursively regular ordinal and ¢ a finite sequence
of quadruples of 0.d.’s. By definition we set dla < 0. Let v <2 0 & v < 0,
and =y its reflexive closure. Then the set {7 : 0 <3 7} is finite and linearly
ordered by < for each o, namely {0 : 0 <3 7} is a tree with the root .
In the diagram dl« ¢ includes some data telling us how the diagram dlo is
constructed from its predecessors {T : dla <2 7} = {7 : 0 =3 7}. Here
involves subtle and complicated requirements to which dZa have to obey, cf.
Definition [£.T4l These were obtained solely from finitary analysis of finite proof
figures for IIy-reflection, cf. [7]: its generation has not referred to any set-
theoretic considerations. Despite the lack of meaning it now turns out that our
wellfoundedness proof of Od(Ily) in [4] and in Section [, which is formalizable
in KPIIy, suggests a set-theoretic interpretation. Let us explain this.

In a wellfoundedness proof for Od(Ily) using the maximal distinguished
class Wp introduced in [9], the main task is to show the tree {¢ : 0 <3 7}
to be wellfounded. When we assume the existence of a ¥i-class, i.e., Wp as
a set, then we [I] can show that Od(IIy) is wellfounded. Nevertheless Wp is
a proper class in KPIIy. Therefore we have to show for each o.d. 7 there
exists a set, say P, in which we can imitate constructions in [I] up to the given
n. Namely the maximal distinguished class defined on P denoted WY has to
enjoy the same closure properties as Wp up to . Such a set P is said to be
n-Mahlo. Then the existence of n-Mahlo sets guarantees the wellfoundedness of
the chain {7 : 7 <3 n} with respect to <3. Thus a crux in showing Od(IIy)
to be wellfounded without assuming the existence of a X3-class Wp is to show
the existence of n-Mahlo sets for each 7. We have learnt in [3] that if a set is
[T5-reflecting on y-Mahlo universes for any « <2 7, then the set is n-Mahlo.

Let L denote a IIy-refecting universe: (L;€) = KPIIy. Transitive sets in
LU{L} are denoted P, @, ..., and L' denotes the set of transitive sets in L. For
a transitive set P let ord(P) denote the set of ordinals in P. Also let ord(P)™*
denote the supremum of A;-wellfounded relations on P. A class X C L' U {L}
is said to be a II;-class if there exists a set-theoretic II;-formula I’ such that for
any Pe L'U{L}, PE X & P = F :& (P;€) = F. By a II}-class we mean a
I1;-class for some i > 2. A sequence {X;}e<q (X € LYU{L}) is said to be a II;-
sequence if classes X are II;-classes uniformly, i.e., there exists a set-theoretic
IT;-formula F(€) such that for any P € L' U{L} and any ¢ < min{a, ord(P)*},
P € Xe & P E F(). By all}-sequence we mean a II;-sequence for some i > 2.

A TI;-recursively Mahlo operation is defined through a universal IT;-formula
II;(a), cf. [II] as follows

P e M;(X) & Vb e P[P =1L(b) — 3Q € X N P(Q = IL (b))

We consider two kinds of its iterations, both are defined by transfinite re-
cursion on ordinals 8 (or, in general, along a well founded relation), and their

11



mixture. First an inner iteration is defined from a sequence {Xe}e<q: let

MY ({Xeeca) = [{Mi(M; (MY, ({Xeheco) N Xe) N Xs) 10 < € < ayv < B}
Second an outer iterartion is defined from a class X'
M) = X 0 {Mi(M5 (X)) : v < 5}
For the case X = L' U {L} put

M/ (L) = My (LF U{LY) = ({M:i(M} (L)) : v < B}

3

Finally their mixture is defined as follows:

M (X3 {Xe}e<a) =
X0 (VMM (MY (X3 {Xeheca) N Xe) N AXs) 16 < € < a,v < B}

Obviously M/ (L' U{L}; {Xe}eca) = MY ,({Xebeca)-

Observe that M;(X) is a IT;;1-class if X is a ITj-class. {M},({Xe}e<a) vep
is a II;;1-sequence for any IIj-sequence {Xe}ecq, and {My,(X) : v < B} is a
IT;11-sequence for any II;;-class X. Finally {M?(X;{X¢}e<ca)bvep is a Iijpa-
sequence for any II}-sequence {X¢}e<qo and any Il;41-class X

Therefore for any II,;i-class X and any II;;1-sequence {X¢}eca

PeXn( {Mip1(Xe): £ <a} =

P e M (X1 {Xeteca) N[ {Mi(MP (X {Xe}eca) N Xe) 1 £ <0} (3)

for any ordinal’ 8 < ord(P)™. This is seen by induction on 8 using the following
fact:

For a Hé—class X and a II;-class Y, Y N M;(X) C M;(Y N X) (4)

In general 8 can be replaced by a Ai-definable well founded relation on each
P. For example L, € Myy1(L) = L, € M=+ (L) = {MP(L) : B < k+} for
the next admissible K™ to k.

Let X <; )Y denote

and X X; )Y & X =YorX=<; ).

For example [3) is written as MY (X; {Xe}eca) N Xe <i MP(X;{Xe}eca) <i
XN Mit1(Xe) 1 € < a}forv < fand § < o, and @) is as YN <; YNM;(X).
Observe that the relation <; is transitive and wellfounded since the e-relation
is wellfounded, and <;41C<;.

II3-reflecting universes L are so simple to analyse: L can be resolved or
approximated by M (L), cf. [3]. Nevertheless IIy-reflecting universes L for
N > 4 involves a complicated ramification process to resolve by using iterations
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of ITy-recursively Mahlo operations M$(L). Such a resolving is needed to define
n-Mahloness. In fact the following ramification is inspired from a finer analysis
of 0.d.’s, which has been constructed purely from combinatorial considerations.
Since the resolving of IIy-reflecting universes L by iterations of Ils-recursively
Mahlo operations is so complicated, we first explain the simplest case. Namely
II3-reflection on Il3-reflecting ordinals.

4.2 Il3-reflection on II3-reflecting ordinals
4.2.1 Mabhlo classes for M3

Let M2 = M3(M3) denote the class of Iz-reflecting universes on Il3-reflecting
universes Ms. And let L € M3.

Define Mahlo classes My (2; 3), M2((2,1); (3, Bo)) on L' U{L} as follows. Let
7= ord(L).

M>(2; )
M>((2,1); (8, Bo))
and let

ﬂ{MQ(M2(2;I/) N M3) v < ﬁ}
Mz(2; 8) N [ {Ma(M2((2,1); (8,v))) : v < Bo}

T = {M2(2; B) N M5, Ma((2,1); (B, Bo)) : B < ext1, 80 < 7}
Note that Ms = M(2;0) N M3 and MY (L) = M5(2,1);(0,8)). For X € T
define a pair h(X) = (ho(X), h1(X)) by
h(My(2; 8) N M3) := (B, m) and h(M2((2,1); (8, o)) := (B, Bo) (5)
Then h(X) <jex h(Y) = X <2 Y for X, Y € T. Namely we see the following
facts as in Section [Tk
v < fBo= M2((2,1); (B,v)) <2 M2((2,1); (B, Bo)) (6)
v < B = My(2;v) N Ms <2 M>(2; 3) (7)
M>((2,1); (8,7)) <2 Ma(2; 8) N M3 (8)
v < B= M(2;v) N Mz <2 M2((2,1); (8, So)) 9)
VX € TIX <2 M3

4.2.2 Ordinal diagrams Od(M3) for M3

We define the subsystem Od(M3) C Od of ordinal diagrams.
For p € DY N Od(M2), Q(p) is a pair (rga(p),sta(p)) of o.d.’s. Namely

Q(p) = (2,792(p), 0, st2(p)). Let a <2 B a < B

Definition 4.1 Od(M3).
The system Od(M3) of 0.d.’s is obtained from Od by restricting the construction
(0,4, ) — dla in Definition as follows: first set 7 := ;41 := 0o and

Ms := {7} U{a € DY NOd(M2) : rgs(a) = 7}.
Assume a € Od(M2) & o € {1} UD? & q = (k,v) C Od(M2) such that
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oc=K€E Ms; (10)
2.
c=r=>v<a (11)
and
v< Kkt (12)

Put p :=dla € D2 C Od. For this p define

pdz(p) = o, stz2(p) = v, rg2(p) = k.
Then p € Od(M3) if the following conditions are fulfilled besides () in Defini-
tion 2113t
Casel p € M3, i.e., kK =1ga(p) = m: Then
Vn € Ms|m[p < n = sta(p) < sta(n)].

Case2 p & Ms, i.e., kK =1ga(p) < m: Then
rg2(p) = min{k < 7:p < Kk € M3}
ie, Vr[p <7 <k = rga2(7) = K] and

V7[p = T < Kk = sta(p) < sta(7)].

(D.2)
VT < rg2(p)(Krsta(p) < p) (13)

Now for each o.d. p € DY N Od(M2) we associate a Mahlo class X (p) € T
and a pair h(p), cf. (@) as follows:

Case? p €> Ms: X(p) = Ma(2; 8) N M3 for 3 = sta(p), and h(p) := h(X(p)) =
B,m).

Case2 p & Ms: X(p) = M2((2,1);(B,7)) for v = stz(p) and B = sta(rgz2(p)),
and h(p) := h(X(p)) = (B,7)-

Then we see
Lemma 4.2 If § <2 n, then h(d) <jex h(n) and hence X(§) <2 X(n).

Proof. Suppose n = pda(9).
@) corresponds to the case: rg2(d) = n € M3 with sta(n) = 8, st2(d) = v <

77+

Bo-

(@) corresponds to the case: §,n € M3 and v = st2(J) < sta(n) = 6.

Finally consider the case when § € M3 and n ¢ Ms. Then rga(n) = min{o :
0 < o € Ms}. (@) corresponds to this case with v = st2(d) < sta(rga(n)) = B
(and sta2(n) = Bo). O

We could prove the wellfoundedness of Od(M3)|Q) using Lemma and
distinguished classes as in Section

([@) corresponds to the case: rg2(d) = rga(n) < m with v = st2(d) < sta(n) =
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4.2.3 Wellfoundedness proof for Od(M3)
We show the

Theorem 4.3 For each a < dgéegy1,i.e., each o € Od(M3)|Q, 19, I9]-Fix
proves that (Od(M32)|a, <) is a well ordering.

Work in [I19, T19]-Fix.
Definition 4.4
a<dfiea,feD?&a< B <rg()

Observe that for a, 8 € D9 with a < 8, a<1Biff a« € M3 or rg2(a) = 7g2(3).
Hence o <1 8 = h(a) <jew h(B). Specifically supposing v < a we see:

1. a & Ms: Then v <« iff v € M3 & rga(y) = rgo(a)(, and hence ho(y) =
ho(@)) & hi(7y) = sta(y) < sta(a) = hi(a), cf. @), or v € Mz & ho(y) =
sta(7y) < sta(rga(a)) = ho(a), cf. (@).

2. o € Ms: Then v <« iff v € M3 & ho(y) = sta(y) < sta(a) = ho(a), cf.
[@.

Moreover if M3 # v < a € Ms, then rga(y) < « and ho(y) = sta(rgz2(y)) <
StQ(Oé):ho(Oé)&hl( ): ( )<7T—h1( ) cf. @)

Definition 4.5
acV(X):eVygaly€eG(X)—veX]
Now let us define an operator I'sy on Od(M3) from V(X).

Definition 4.6 1. a € I'so(X) iff 7 > o € M3, o € G(X)NV(X) and
[« € SR=Vy€D,(y€G(X)—veX).

2. a € 1—‘32(X) iff
(A Fgo(X) Vv [Fgo(X) CX&ace M3|7T&Oé € Q(X)QV(X)]

Let us examine the complexity of these operators. Both V and I'sq are II9,
and hence T3 is [I19, I19].

We write T for I'sa, |a for |n|r,,.

We see easily that ' = T's2 enjoys the hypotheses (I'.0), (I'.1) and (T'.5) in
Subsection B3l Furthermore (T'.3) and (T.4) follow from the facts: if & ¢ R’
or o € SR, then a € V(X)) for any X.

We next show that I" enjoys the hypothesis (I".2).

Theorem 4.7 Assume o, € W. Then

a<f=z=la <|8l=y.
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Proof of Theorem [A7 for I' = I'ss. Assume «,8 € W and a < 5. Put
x = |al,y = |B]. We show z < y by induction on the natural sum z#y.
Suppose z > y. Put X =T*Y =T¥. We show o € Y. As in [§] we see, using
IH, o € G(X)|B = G(Y)|f&a € V(Y), and we can assume a < 3 € D? and
a LY by IH. There are two cases to consider.

Csael Jo[a < 0 & 0 < f]: Then by Lemma BI60and o € Y we have o € G(Y).
BeV(Y)yieldsa<oeV.

Case2 Otherwise : We have o 40 for any o with a < ¢ < 3, and rga(a) <
B& o & Ms. We claim M3 3 rga(a) = 8. Otherwise we would have rgz(a) <1 5.
Thus § € M3, and hence o € T'3o(Y) C Y. ]

Let V:=V(W).

Lemma 4.8
aeGNV=aeW.
The following lemma is seen from Lemma B.IT] and ([I3)).

Lemma 4.9 If p € GND? and k := rga(p), then sta(p) € CH(W).
In particular, p € GNDP N Mz = sta(p) € CT(W) = W;.

Lemma 4.10 For p € D? N Od(M32), Q(p) = {sta(p),rg2(p)} < max{b(p),r}.

Proof. First off, rg2(p) < m. It remains to show sta(p) < max{b(p),7}. By
(1) and ([I2) we can assume p € M3 & pda(p) < w. Let ay denote the diagram
such that p < a1 € D;. Then oy € M3 and sta(p) < sta(ar) < b(a1) < b(p) by
Lemma 24 O

Lemma 4.11 (¢f. Definition[3211.) For each n € w

Va € Wrlwn (1 + 1)Vg C Wi |wn (7 + 1) A(a, q).
Proof. We have to show for each n € w

Va € Wrlwn (1 + 1)¥q C Wi |wp (7 + 1) A(e, q).

By main induction on o € Wr|wy(m + 1) with subsidiary induction on ¢ C
We|wn (m 4+ 1). Here observe that if 81 € D with b(81) < wp (7 + 1), then by
Lemma [ T0 we have Q(81) < max{b(f1), 7} < wn(m + 1).

Let ay € Dy|m with ¢ € W, and a = b(ay) &g = Q(a1). By Theorem
323l we have a1 € G. We show a3 € W. By Lemma [£.§ it suffices to show
a1 € V. By o € Wy we have 0 € VU {r}. If 0 = 7, ie., pda(a1) = 7, then
a1 € M3 & sta(aq) € Wy by LemmalL9], and we see ay € V from G 3 y< g =
Wi 3 sta(y) < sta(aq). Therefore we can assume o € V. If 0 < rga(a), then
a1 <o €V, and hence a1 € W. Assume rga(a1) = 0.

Let G 5 v < ;. We have to show v € W. We can assume rga(y) = o by
o € V. Thus sta(v) < sta(a). By Lemma 9] we have sto(7y), sta(a) € C7(W).
We have Bs.,(st2(7)) < b(a1) = «, cf. Lemma. T80l Lemma[3.22 with MIH(«)
yields sta(y) € Wy. Therefore v € W is seen by induction on sta(7y).

We are done. a

Lemma [I.TT] yields Lemma a1 € W, for each a; € Od(M2) as in [g].
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Lemma 4.12 For each a1, ay € W;.

Consequently Lemma [3.I8] yields Theorem [£.3

4.3 Mahlo classes for Ily-reflection

In what follows IV denotes a fixed integer N > 4. Let us resolve a Il y-reflecting
universe L. Now let M;(a; ) (i > 2) denote the following class:

M;(a; B) := M ,({Xe}e<a) with the T o-class Xe = Mf,, (L).
Namely
o3 ) = ({Mi(Mi(Mi(0; 0) 0V My (1)) N M (D)) 16 < € < agv < B}
Then M;(a; ) is again a IT;;1-class and hence from (3]
Mi(e; ) <i M1 (L) (o > 0) & Mi(e; 8) D M7y, (L).

Moreover let & = (a,, > -+ > a1) (n > 0) denote a decreasing sequence of
ordinals and 3 = ($3,,...,51) a sequence of ordinals of the same length. By
induction on the length n of the sequences &, 3 we define classes M;(&; B) as
follows. M;({);()) = L' U {L} for the empty sequence (). Let a * (o) = (o, >

->a; >a) and Bx (B) = (Bn,..., B, 3) denote the concatenated sequences
for ordinals «, 8 with o < «;. Then define

Mi(a* (a); B+ (8) = M (Vi {Xe}eca)

with the Il;;o-class Xe = MfH( yand Y = M;(a; B).
Then as above we see that M;(a; 3) are I, 1-classes and

M (o (o )'B*( #)) = Mi(a; 5) N
({Ma(M, x (@) B+ (1)) N My, (L) N My (L)) :
5§§<a,v<ﬂ} (14)

Thus for any a@ = (o, > --- > 1), @ < ag < a1 and any ordinals 3, By, we
see from (3]

M;(a; B) N M7, (L) < M2 (L) (n > 0) (15)

and -
M;(a* (c); B+ (Bo)) N M (L) =i M;(a; 8) N M2 (L) (16)
Now let us depict this ramification process as wellfounded trees 75 (2 <
i < N). These trees are defined by induction on N — i. Each class in T} is a
ITy-class for any i. Pick a Aj-well ordering < on L. Assume its order type is,

for example, €,41 for the least ordinal 7 not in L. For a IIy-reflecting universe
L, the singleton class {L} sits on each root of 7. In the tree T, ' its sons
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are IT-classes Mg (L) for each ’ordinal’ @ < e,41 such that Mg (L) <n—_1

Mp(L) > L. Further the node M$_,(L) has sons Mﬁ,il(L) for § < a. Each
node Mg _,(L) can be identified with the ordinal o < er41, and the relation
Mﬁ,il(L) <n-1 Mg (L) on T ™! with B < a. Note that these are A;-
relations on L.

Suppose a wellfounded tree 7},"’1 has been constructed for 2 <7 < N —1 so
that each class in ij,ﬂ is a IIy-class, and if a class X is a son of a class ), then
X <41 Y, i.e., the tree ordering is compatible with the relation <;4;. Classes in
the tree ’TX,H are assumed to be ordered by the relation <; ;. Moreover suppose
that the tree 7'1\1',le and the relation <;4; on 'TX,H are coded by Aj-relations on
L (Coding Supposition). Then another wellfounded tree T is defined as follows.

For a branch X « (Xl) = (Xn, cen, Xa, Xl) with A7 <41 Ao <1 -+ <ig1
Xn <1 L& X, € ’TK,H (n > 1) in the tree ’TK,H and a sequence f3 x (1) =
(Bn,...,B1) of ordinals, a class M;(X;[3) is defined by replacing ¢ < « in the
definition (I4) of M;(a; B) by the wellfounded relation <;41 in Ty

M (X * (X1); B (B1)) = M(X; 8) N
m{Mi(Mi(Mi(/? *(X1); B (v) N &) NAY)
XY <1 Ao =1 X1, X0 X € T v < Bi} (17)

By the Coding Supposition M;(X;[3) is a uniform II;;-class, and hence as in
(IE) and (IE) we see for X =<i+1 Xo =<i+1 X =il <41 X, <i+1 {L} (n > O)
in the tree 'ij,ﬂ with X = (X,,...,X1) and a sequence 8 = (B,,...,31) of
ordinals:

M;(X;8) N Xy =i X, (n>0) (18)
and
M;(X % (Xo); B+ (Bo)) N X =i My(X;8) N Xy € Mi(X * (Xo); B (Bo))  (19)
Each class X in the tree T3 except {L} is of the form
X = M;(M;(X;5) N Xy) N&° (20)

for some branch XY <;11 Xy <iv1 &1 <iv1 - <it1 Xn <ip1 L(n > 0) in the
tree 77@'1 with X = (X,,..., &) and a sequence 3 = (B,,...,31) of ordinals.
Thus X is a IIn-class.

The root L has sons M;(X) N X for each son X of L in the tree Ty ", i.e.,
in@0) X =8=() and Xy = X% = X: M;(X)NX <; L, cf. @).

Now the class X € T} defined in (20) has sons of three kinds.

A class of the form

Y = M;(M;(X; 8) N &) N Y° with Tt 5 00 <41 &°

is a first son of the father X. e
Y <; X is seen from () and the fact that M;(M;(X; 8)NAy) is a I;41-class.
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Second a second son is a class
Z = M;(M;(X * (Xo); B * (7)) N Z0) N Zo

with an ordinal v and a class Zy <;1 Xp in Tyt
Z <; X is seen from Zy <;41 Xp and ([I9):

Z = M;(M;(X % (Xp); B* (7)) N 20) N 2y =i Mi(X;8) N Xy < X.
Finally for the case n > 0 a third son is a class

U= M;(M;(X 1 k81 (k+1)% () Nlo) NUo

for a k(1 < k < n), an ordinal v < B and a class Uy <;+1 Xk in 77\}+1, where

‘/’?Tk: (Xnvak) andBT(k_Fl)*(FY) = (ﬂnvvﬂk+177)
U <; X is seen from Uy <41 Xy, &’}/ < ﬂk and (D:ZDI

U = M(M;(X kB (k+1)* (7)) NUo)NUo
=i Mi(X1k;B1 (k+1)(B) D Mi(X;8) <i X.

Note that we have U <; Z <; V) <; X for the sons YV, Z,U of X.

These three kinds of classes are sons of X and this completes a description of
the tree 7. The tree represents a ramification procedure in decomposing a IT -
reflecting universe L in terms of iterations of II;-recursively Mahlo operations.

The class X € T} defined in (Z0) can be coded by a code (i;; 3; 2o, 2°),
where 7 are codes for X, and xq [2°] for Xy [for X°], resp. By the Coding
Supposition, 'z is a code for a class X in T]f,ﬂ’ is recursive, and so is the
relation ¢ <41 ¥ = X <1 Y (X, Y € T]\i,ﬂ). Therefore the tree T3 and the
relation <; on 73 are again coded by Aj-relations on L.

In this way we get a wellfounded tree Ty = T2 ordered by the relation <s.
For 2 < i < N — 1 each class X # {L} in T} is of the form described in (20)
for some branch X° =<it1 X0 <i+1 A1 <ig1 o <ig1 X <1 L (TL > 0) in the
tree Tj\i,“ and a sequence (S, ..., 1) of ordinals. Therefore we can associate
its construction tree with depth N — i: X sits on the root and its sons are
{(Xm, Bm) : 1 <m < n} and Xy, X, and each son &, X° has sons and so on.
Does the construction tree remind you an ordinal structure with addition and
exponentiation?

4.4 Mahlo classes of ordinal diagrams

Now let us turn to o0.d.’s in Od(Ily) and explain what class in 7 corresponds
to a diagram of the form n = d2a.

¢ in 7 = d%« includes some data st;(n),rg;(n) for 2 <i < N. sty_1(n) is an
o.d. less than e,41 and rgy_1(n) = m, while st;(n),rg;(n) for i < N — 1 may
be undefined. If these are defined, then k = rg;(n) is an o.d. such that n <; &,
where <; is a transitive closure of the relation on o.d.’s {(n,x) : & = pd;(n)}
such that <;41C=;. Therefore the diagram pd;(n) is a proper subdiagram of
7. q also determines the diagrams pd;(n). For any n = d2a and any ¢ we have
n <; 7. st;(n) is an o.d. less than the next admissible k™ to k = rg;(n).
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Let M = {L} € T} for i with 2 < i < N. Now we associate a IIy-class
M € T} for each such diagram 7 and each i (2 < i < N) so that

v =in<m= M) <; M (21)

in the tree ’ij,. Namely the relation <; on 0.d.’s is embedded in the relation <;
on the tree 5.

The definition of the class M;" € T} is based on induction on N — i. First
set My, = Mf,_l(L) € T ! with 8 = sty_1(n). Then (ZI) is satisfied since
sty—1(n) is always defined for diagrams 7 of the form dla < m, and enjoys
¥ =N-1 1= sty-1(7) < sty-1(n).

g determines a sequence {n* : m < lh;(n)} of o.d.’s in {f < 7 : n <X B} with
its length (h;(n) = n + 1 > 0. The sequence enjoys the following property:

N =i+l 77? <i+1 771-1 <igl =i My < (22)

where =<; denotes the reflexive closure of <;.

Moreover st;(n™), rg;(n™) have to be defined for 0 < m < n so that
rg;(n) <it1 0", and these sequences are defined so that if n = pd;(7y), one
of the following holds, cf. Lemma in Subsection

Casel
n = pdi(y) = pdi+1(7) & hi(y) = thi(n) &Vm < lhi(y)[yi" = n;"]
Case2
rgi(y) = pdi(y) = n&ny = v&Vm < lhi(n) = thi(y) — 1" = 4]
Case3

n=pdi(y) <irgi(7) &) =&
Im[0 < m < Ihi(n) —1&rgi(n" ") = rgi(y) & sta(n]" 1) > sti(y) &
VEk < 1hi(n) —m+1 = lhi(y)(k > 0 — p~1HE = 4k

K2

From the sequence {1} we define a class M € T4 (2 <i < N —1) as
follows, cf. Definition [6.23I3k
M = M;(M;(X;8) N Xy) N X°

m

for X, = M, € T (0 <m <n), &% =M, € Ty, X = (X,...,X,)
and 0.d.’s B, = st;(n" ") (0 < m < n).

From n™ < 7, 1) for the case i + 1 and (22) we have X° <;11 Xy <41
X1 <it1 - <ig1 X <i+1 L oin the tree ij}*l. Thus, cf. @0), M € T5. We
verify that (2I)) holds for the case i. Assume 7 = pd;(7), and let X = M’ and

V = Ml’y = Ml(Ml(D,’_}/) N VQ) N VO
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for V,, = M”I1 € T (0 < m < lhi(y)), VO = M, € T3 and o.d.’s
Ym = st;(v7 1) (0 < m < lhi(v)). We show V %l .

Casel n = pd;i(y) = pdit1(y): Then lhi(y) = lhi(n) &Vm < lhi(y)[" = ni"]
and v <41 0. Hence X, = V,,, &3 =& V° <, 41 X°. This means V is a first
son Y of X in T3. Therefore V <; X.

Case2 rg;(y) = pdi(vy) = n: Then v =, Vm < lhi(n) = lthi(y) = 1[n* =
*yZHm]. By @2) we have v = 7Y <;11 v} = 1Y and hence V = X x (Vo) &7 =
B* (1) &V® = Vy <ir1 Xp. This means that V is a second son Z of X in '7'Z
Therefore V <; X

Case3 1 = pd;(7y) <i rgi(7): Then we have 7Y = =, rg;(n" ') = rg;(y) and
sty > sti(v) &Yk < lhi(n) —m 4+ 1 = lhi(y)(k > 0 — 77’” IHE — 4k for
some m with 0 < m < lh;(n) — 1 = n. In particular v = 79 <41 74 = 0™
Hence V =Xt m&y =31 (m+1) % (ym) &V = Vy <ix1 Vi = &,,. This
means V is a third son U of X in T},. Therefore V <; X

This completes a proof of [2I)), c¢f. Lemma Our proof is based on the
fact that the ramification procedure that produces three sons ), Z and U from
X imitates the decomposition procedure of the relation n = pd;(v) in terms of
sequences {7"} and {n/*}, and the relation <;41 between them, cf. Subsection
4.0l

In particular if v <3 7, then MJ <5 M, i.e., every P € MJ is IIy-reflecting
on the class M, . This means that every P € M is n-Mahlo.

Next we show the existence of an n-Mahlo set. Corresponding to the con-
struction tree of the class M" = M, € Ty we can associate a tree {n(s) : s €
Tree(n)} of o.d.’s in {8 < m: n < B} with its depth N — 2. First for the empty
sequence () n(()) = n. For each nonleaf s € Tree(n) let {s;, : —1 < m < n}
be sons of s in Tree(n) with n = lh;(n(s)) —1 > 0 and s,, = s * (m). Then
n(s—1) = n(s),n(sm) = (n(s))! for 0 < m < n, where N —1 > i = dp(s) + 2
with the depth dp(s) of s, e.g., dp({)) = 0. s is a leaf if dp(s) = N — 3.

For each s € Tree(n) we associate a I y-class X (s;n) € T with i = dp(s)+2
as follows. For a leaf s put X(s;n) = M]S\,tfl’l("(s))(L) € T ' Suppose s is
a nonleaf node and let {s,, : —1 < m < n} be sons of s. Then put X(s;n) =
M € T with i = dp(s) + 2. Thus X(();n) = MJ.

Now we show

Vs € Tree(n)[L € X(s;n)] (23)
by tree induction on s € Tree(n) as follows.
For a leaf s we have n(s) < m, and hence L € X(s;n) = Mﬁfl’l("(s))(L) €
T~ by induction on 0.d.’s stx_1(1(s)) < Exp1.

Suppose s is a nonleaf node with ¢ = dp(s) +2 < N — 1 and let {s,, : =1 <
m < n} be sons of s. Then

X(sin) = M) = Mi(M(¥: 5) 0 X(s0:m)) N X (s-1:m)
for X = (X(s1;7), ..., X (s,;m)) and 0.d.’s By, = st;((n(s))" 1) (0 < m < n).

By IH(=Induction Hypothesis) we have L € (\{X(sm;n) : =1 < m < n}.
If n =0, then X(s;n) = M;(X(s0;1)) N X(s—1;7n). Since X(sm;n) are Iy-
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classes, a Il y-reflecting universe L reflects these classes, i.e., L € X(s;n) by TH.
Next assume n > 0. Then by IH we have L € X(s,;n) N X(s—1;7). Hence
([I8) yields L € X(s;n). This completes a proof of (23). In particular we have
L € X(();n) = MJ. Once again by reflecting the ITy-class M, we conclude
L € M>(MJ). Consequently My NL # (. This shows the existence of a set in
M., cf. Theorem [6.33]

Let us examine the above proofs of ([ZI)) and (23)). First these are based
on the fact n < w for any m < lh;(n) and any ¢ with 2 < ¢ < N —1. Our
proof of (2I)) is based on the fact that the second sons Z in T3 (2 <i < N —1)
is less than its father X with respect to <;: Z <; X. The fact is based on
@, ie., on ([IG). On the other side our proof of (23] is also based on the
fact (I8, i.e., on ([IH). These two facts (I5) and (@) follow from (Bl), which in
turn, is shown by induction on ordinals 3, i.e., by induction on ordinal diagrams
B = sti((n(s))" 1) (0 <m <n,2<i< N —1). Therefore we have to restrict
0.d.’s to ones in wellfounded parts with respect to o.d.’s st;(n) (2 <i < N — 1)
in advance, cf. Definition of V*(X). Otherwise we would be in a circle,
for the aim of 2I) and (23] is to show that the system Od(Ily) of o.d.’s is
wellfounded.

Furthermore our proof of (23) for leaves s is based on induction on o.d.’s
stny—1(n(s)) < ex4+1. When we restirct 0.d.’s to a suitable subclass, then we can
show transfinite induction up to each o < £,41, ¢f. Lemma 320 in Subsection
In this way we can show (23] for each 7 in the subclass.

Note, here, that n(s) < 7. If we would have n(s) = 7 and put, e.g., X(s;n) =
ML = M;,"_*ll (L), then we would need to invoke induction up to e;41 + 1 in
showing ([23)) for leaves s. If we would put Mf_, = {L}, then, again, we would
need to invoke induction up to e;41 + 1 in showing (2I]) for the case N — 1.
Therefore n(s) < 7 is desired, cf. ([26]) in Definition .14l in Section

This ends a set-theoretic explanation of o.d.’s.

4.5 The system Od(Ily)

In this subsection we define the subsystem Od(IIx) C Od of ordinal diagrams.
For p € D?NOd(Tly), we define 0.d.’s rg;(p), sti(p), pdi(p) and a pair in;(p)
of o.d’s for 2 < i < N and a set In(o) C {i:2 <i < N}. sti(p) and rg;(p)
may be undefined. In this case we denote st;(p) T and rg;(p) 1. Otherwise we
denote st;(p) and rg;(p)d.
Using pd;(p) we define a relation o <; 8 and its reflexive closure « <; 8 as
follows.

Definition 4.13 « <; 8 denotes the transitive closure of the relation {(«a, ) :
pd;(a) = B}, and a <; § its reflexive closure.

Definition 4.14 Od(IIx) The system Od(Ily) of o.d.’s is obtained from Od
by restricting the construction (o, ¢, @) — d2« in Definition 2118l as follows:

Assume a € Od(Tly) & o € {n} UD? & q = jrTv, where ¢ = jrTv denotes a
sequence of quadruples jmkmTmVm C Od(Ily) of length [+1 (0 <1 < N—1—j)
such that
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L2<jo<pn<--<j=N-1,
2. kp=1&o X Ky (m<1).

3.y € Od(HN),
c=r=y <« (24)

cf. Lemma [£.19]

and
m<l= v, <k (25)

4. T0=0,Tm € {T}UD?, 0 <7, (m <) and
T=T=>0=T (26)
Cf. Lemmata [Z160 and I8
Put p := dla € DL C Od. For this p define

1. in;(p) = st;i(p)rg;(p) (a pair) and pd;(p): Given j with 2 < j < N, put
m=min{m <1:j < jn,}.

(a) pd;(p) = Tim.

(b) 3m < U(j = jm): Then st;(p) = vim, r9;(p) = Km.

(¢) Otherwise: in;(p) = in;(pd;(p)) = in;(7im). If in;(7m) = 0, then set
sti(p) 1,rg;(p) T

2. In(p) = {jm : m < 1}.

Then p € Od(Ily) if the following conditions are fulfilled besides () in Defini-
tion 2.11BE

(D.1) Assume i € In(p). Put kK = rg;(p). Then

(D-11) ini(rgi(p)) = ini(pdit1(p)), rgi(p) =i pdi+1(p) and pdi(p) # pdit1(p) if
i<N-—1.
Also pd;(p) =i rgi(p) for any .
Cf. Lemma £ 134l

(D.12) One of the following holds:

(D.12.1) rgi(p) = pdi(p) & B>k (sti(p)) < blaq) with p = a3 € Dy,. Cf. Lemma
4. 1816l

(D.12.2) rgi(p) = r9:(pdi(p)) & sti(p) < sti(pdi(p))-

(D.12.3) rg;(pdi(p)) <i £ &V (rg;(pd;(p)) =i T <i &k = 1rgi(7) =i k) & sti(p) <
Sti(Ul) with

o1 = min{oq : rg;(01) = k& pd;(p) <; 01 <i K}

and such a o7 exists.
Cf. Lemma 4180l
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(D.2)
Vi < rgi(p)(Kesti(p) < p) (27)
for ¢ € In(p).
Also note that o <5 < a < 8 for o, f € DY.
In this subsection X, Y, ... ranges over subsets of Od(Ily ). Ordinal diagrams

in Od(Ily) are denoted a, 8,7, ..., while o,7,... denote o.d.’s in the set (RN
Od(Tly)) U {oc}.

Lemma 4.15 For o, 3 € Od(Ily) N D%
o <N-1 ﬂ = Sthl(Oé) < Sthl(ﬂ)

Proof. This follows from the condition (D.12.2). Note that for any a € D?,
N—-1¢eIn(o)&rgn-i(a)=m. O
We establish elementary facts on the relations <;.

Lemma 4.16 1. The finite set {7 : 0 <; T} is linearly ordered by <;.
2. p < pdix1(p), i.e., <i+1C=<;. Also for i < j, p <; pd;(p), i.e., <;C=;.
3. [i,5) N1In(p) =0&i < j = p =<; pdi(p) = pd;(p).
4. ini(p) = ini(pd;i(p)) < i & In(p).

5. For eachn € D? andi € [2,N — 1], max{n, < 7 :1 =; nx} is the diagram
Ne such that n X ng € Dy. Therefore a« < € Dy = a <; B for any
i€ 2, N—1].

6. Given v,k so that Jo(y X; o &rgi(o) = k), put
o=max{o:vy =, 0&rg;(c) =k}. Then i€ In(o) &k = pd;(0).

Proof.

This follows from the condition (D.11), pd;(p) =i pdit1(p).

By the definition we have the direction [«]. For [=] assume ¢ € In(p).
Then by the condition (D.12) we have in;(p) # in;(pd;(p)).

This is seen from the condition 28] and pd;(p) =; pdi+1(p)-

By the maximality of o we have i € In(c). In the condition (D.12),
the latter two subcases (D.12.2), 7 = rg;(0) = rg;(pd;(c)) and

(D.12.3), o1 (rgi(o1) = 7 & pd;(0) <; 1) are not the cases again by the maxi-
mality of o. Hence the first subcase (D.12.1), 7 = pd;(c) must occur. O

Definition 4.17 Cf. Lemma [L.T6l[E)
For each n € D?, 1, denotes the diagram 7, such that n < n, € D;.

Lemma 4.18 Assume £ = rg;(p)|.
1. p=<;rgi(p).
2. sti(p) < KkT.
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3. p=it&rgi(r)l=r&i € In(p) = st;(p) < sti(7).

4. pdi(p) =7 = p €D &In(p) ={N—1}. Thereforei < N—1= rg;(p) <
pdit1(p) <.

5. For a j>1i,ifie In(p) and rg;(p)d, then rg;(p) =i rg;(p).

6. sti(p) < max{b(aq),n} & Bsk(sti(p)) < b(a) with p < a1 € Dy. In fact
we have i < N —1 = st;(p) <7 and sty_1(p) < b(aq).

7. p<io =i T&ini(p) = ini(1) = in;(p) = in;(o).

8 N —1>1i € In(p)&rgi(p) =i § <i pdix1(p) = @ & In(5). Therefore
rgi(p) Zit1 pdit1(p).-

9. p =i <rgi(p) = rg:(r) =irgip).

Proof by induction on £p.

IS0 If ¢ € In(p), then p <; pdi(p) =<; rgi:(p) by the condition (D.11).
Otherwise pd;(p) <; 79:(pdi(p)) = r9i(p) by IH.

This follows from the condition (25]) in Definition @.T4land the convention
7t =00 for m = rgy_1(p).

By Lemma I8 we have p <; 7 <; 7¢;(7) = k = rg;(p). Thus by the
condition (D.12) one of the following cases occur:

(D-12-2)(T§h‘(ﬂ) =rgi(pdi(p)) &pdi(p) =; 7 Then by IH sti(p) < sti(pdi(p)) <
sti(7),

or

(D.12.3) rg;(pdi(p)) <i k: Then rg;(pd;(p)) # « = rg;(7) and hence pd;(p) <;
7. Put 01 = min{oy : rgi(o1) = k& pd;(p) <; o1 <; k}. Then o1 =X; 7.
Therefore by TH st;(p) < sti(o1) < sti(7).

MI8E This is seen from Lemmata I8 and
MI8M This is seen from the conditions ([26]) and (D.11).
This is seen from the definition (D.11) and Lemma [.T62
By k = rgi(p) I we have Jo(p <; c&i € In(o)&rg;(c) = k). Let o
denote the maximal ¢ such that p <; 0&i € In(0)&rg;(c) = k. Then by
Lemma k = pd;(c) = rg;(c). Hence by Lemmata and we
have st;(p) < sti(o) < k7. If i < N — 1, then k = rg;(¢) < 7 by Lemma
I8 Otherwise kK = rg;(0) = & o = a1 € D, by Lemma Hence
by the condition (24]) in Definition ELT4] we have st;(0) < b(ay). Therefore
sti(p) < max{b(ay),m}.

It remains to show B, (sti(p)) < b(e). Lemma 23 with
sti(p) < sti(o) < kT yields Vr > k[Br(sti(p)) < B (st;(c))], and hence
Bsw(sti(p)) < Bsk(sti(o)). On the other hand we have Bs . (st;(0)) < b(aq) by
the condition (D.12.1) in Definition 14l Consequently B (sti(p)) < b(aq).
This follows from Lemma 188 and IH.
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First note that if p <; 7 < rg;(p), then 7 <; rg;(p) by Lemmata LIS
and

By IH and the condition (D.12) we can assume i € In(p) and the case
(D.12.3), rgi(pdi(p)) <i K occurs. Thus also assume pd;(p) <; 7. If rg;(pd;i(p)) =i
T <; K, then the condition (D.12.3) yields rg;(7) =<; . So assume pd;(p) <
T <; 7g;(pd;(p)). Then by IH we have rg;(7) <; rg;(pd;(p)) <; k. O

Lemma 4.19 For p € DNOd(Ily), Q(p) < max{b(p),7}.

Proof. By Definition @ I4land (28] we have In(p)U{pd;(p),rg:(p) : i € In(p)}U
{sti(p) :i € In(p)&i < N — 1} < 7. On the other hand we have sty_1(p) <
b(a1) < b(p) by Lemmata LI80 and 2.4 for the diagram «; with p < a3 € D;.

D=|

4.6 A finer analysis of the relations <;

In this subsection we give a finer analysis of the relation o <; 8. This is needed
in Sections Bl and

First for each n € DY and eachi € 2, N -1) ={icw:2<i< N —1}
define a length lh;(n) and a sequence {nf* : n < lh;(n)} C {d <7 :n <4} of
subdiagrams of 7. The sequence decomposes the sequence {§ < 7 : 1 <;41 d}.

Definition 4.20 Lengthlh;(n) and a sequence {n}" : n < lh;(n)} of subdiagrams
of n € DY
Case 4.20L1. —36(n =; §&i € In(d)): Then put lh;(n) = 1 and 1) := n,,
cf. Definition EET7l Namely 7{ denotes the maximal diagram such that 7 <;;1
77? < .
Case [4.2012. 35(n =<; §&i € In(d)): Then 7? is defined to be the minimal
diagram such that n <; 7Y &i € In(n?).

Suppose that 1" is defined so that ¢ € In(n}).
Subcase [@2002.1. Fy(rg;(n?) =: v&i € In(y)): Then "' is defined to be
the minimal diagram such that rg;(n?") <; 7" &i € In(n ”“).
Subcase [4.2012.2. Otherwise: Then lh ( ) = n + 2 and define 7" to be
the maximal diagram such that 7' <;41 n?“ < m, i.e., the diagram such that
n =t € Dn.

Lemma 4.21
W= A7 = Yk < () — n = Hha(y) — m{n = 57k
and
rgi(nt) = rgi(V™) = Vk < lhi(n) —n = lhi(y) —m{k > 0 — nTF = ymtky,

Proof. The first assertion is clear. Assume rg;(n") = rg;(y"). Then n"**

'yzmﬂ and hence the second assertion follows from the first one. a

Lemma 4.22 Fori < N —1,

Vo[rgi(n}') 2i 6 <i pdipa(nf') = i & In(6)] & n <ipa1 1) &Vn < Ihi(n)—1[n}" <iy1 nf ).
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Proof. First we show 7 <;41 17. By the definition and Lemma we can
assume that 1? is the minimal diagram such that n <; n? &1 € In(nY), i.e, Case
[4.2012. Then i ¢ In(8) for any 6 with n <; § <; 17, and hence the assertion
follows from Lemma

Next we show Vd[rg;(n) =i 6 <i pdix1(n) = i & In(d)]. By the condition

(D.11), ini(rgi;(nf)) = ini(pdit1(n*)) & rg:(n) =i pdit1(n?), Lemma IR we
have
Vo[rgi(n;') =i 6 =i pdiv1(n;") = i & In(0)].

Finally we show 7' <11 7", We can assume, by Lemma ET05] that
n+1 n—i—l) ie.

7"+ is the minimal diagram such that rg;(n?) <; '™ &i € In(n;
Subcase [4.20L2.1. We have by the definition that 77;”’1 is the diagram such
that g;(n) <; 7t and

Vo[rgi(ni") =i 6 =i it =i & In(9)] &1 € In(ni+).

3

Therefore pd;y1(nf) =<; ™t and Vo[pdi1(n?) =i 6 =i nftt = i & In(6)].
1

Hence 0" <it1 pdis1(n") Siga nf ™ .
Lemma 4.23

v =in =ik =rgi(y) L= Im <Ihi(n) — 1k = rgi(n]")).
Proof by induction on ¢fn. Put
oc=max{o:v =X, 0 <; k&rg;(c) = Kk}.

Then by Lemma we have i € In(o) &k = pd;(0). Hence n =; o. If
n = o, then k = rg;(nY) with nY = n. Assume n <; 0. If i & In(n), then
we have v <; pd;(n) =; 0 <; k. ITH with (pd;(n))!* = 0™ yields the assertion.
Suppose i € In(n). By Lemma I8@ we have rg;(n) =; k. If rg;(n) = &, then
we are done by 7Y = 1. Suppose 7g;(n) <; k. Then we have n} <; o by the
definition, and hence vy <; 7} <; k. TH with 7/ = (n})"! yields the assertion.

O

Lemma 4.24 Assume n = pd;(7y) for ani < N — 1. Then one of the following
holds, cf. Subsection [{Z):

Case 42411 7 = pdi1(7) &Y = 7). Hence
n = pdi(y) = pdi+1(7) & hi(y) = thi(n) &Vm < lhi(y) " = n;"]
Case [d.24.2 rg;(v) = pdi(vy) = n&~) = y&~} =n). Hence
rgi(y) = pdi(y) = n&eny = v&Vm < lhi(n) = thi(y) — 1" = 4]

Case B.2413 1) = pdi(7y) <i r9:(7) &) = v and rgi(n) = rgi(y) & sti(n*) >
sti(y) for an m < lh;(n) — 1. Hence
n=pdi(y) <irgi(7) &) =&
Im[0 <m < lhi(n) — 1&rgi(n]* ") = rgi(v) & sta(n* ") > sti(y) &
Yk < lhi(n) —m+1 = 1hi(y)(k > 0 — ™ 1TF = 48]

K3
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Proof. Assume 7 = pd;(7y) for an i < N — 1.

First consider the case i ¢ In(y). Then by the definition n = pd;11(7) &Y =
7Y holds. Hence by Lemma [L.2]] Case [4.24L1 holds.

In what follws suppose i € In(7y). Then 42 = v and n = pd;(y) =<; rgi(y) by
Lemma T8 i.e., by the condition (D.11). Second consider the case rg;(y) =
pd;(y) =n. Then by the definition we have v} = n?. Therefore by Lemma FL.21]
Case [4.241.2 holds.

Finally consider the case n = pd;(vy) <; rgi(y). Then by Lemma we
have rg;(nf™) = rg;(y) & sti(n™) > sti(y) for an m < lh;(n) — 1. Consequently
by Lemma [£.2]] Case [4.2413 holds. |

Definition 4.25 1. For 2 <i < N — 1 define

a<yfea,feD?&ic In(a)&a =<, B <;rg(a)

2. For 2 < i< N —1 define
a<d'fiea,BeD&ie In(a) & rgi(a) <; B <; pdiy1(a).
The following lemma is seen from Lemma

Lemma 4.26 Assume v <; n for an i < N — 1. Then one of the following
holds

Case d.26L1 ) =) & v <41 1.
Case @.2612 3n € (0,1h;(7)[v? =17, and ' < 1.

Case[4.2613 In € [0,lh;(y)—1)TIm € [0,lh;(n) — D)V <in i " &rg;(v7) =
rgi(ni*)], and i <.

Lemma 4.27 a € D &i < N — 1 = v L;a.

Proof. This follows from Lemma I8l O

4.7 Decomposing ordinal diagrams

In this subsection we introduce decompositions a(s) of ordinal diagrams «,
where s denotes a function in [#%)2 (2 <i<k<N-—23). In the next section [l
we define a suitable I, _;-operator Iy through the decompositions.

Definition 4.28 For an o.d.’s n € D?,i < N — 1 define as follows:
1.

[ rgi(n), ifie In(n)
ppdi(n) ~—{ pfzi(:]?), if i gZIn(Z)
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v =P aey < ak—-3In < lhi(y)[F < al
and v =< « denotes the reflexive closure of the relation v <¥ a.

Lemma 4.29 1. v <¥ « is the transitive closure of the relation {(c, ) : B =
ppd;(a)}, and hence <% is transitive and <;41C<YC<;.

2. a =i = Fya = y&(ppdi(y) = BV <iB)].

3. ajfﬁ:aji_HB?.

Proof.

This is seen from Lemmata [£.22] and

This is seen from Lemma

By induction on fa and « =<;41 af we can assume that 3 = ppd;(a).
If i ¢ In(a), then 8 = pd;(a) = pdit1(a), and hence a <41 8 =1 BY.
Suppose i € In(a) and 8 = rg;(«). Then a = o? & B? = a}. Hence Lemma

E22] yields o <41 (7. ]

Definition 4.30 For a € D let sty_1(a) denote the pair
T 1(@) = (st 1(a%_s), st ()

Lemma 4.31 For any o € D9 and a < ar € Dy, sty_1(a) < sty_1(al_y) <
b(aur).

Proof. By Lemma [£.22] we have o <y_; o%_,. Hence Lemma ELTH yields
sty—1(a) < sty_1(a%_5). stn—1(al_,) < blay) is seen from IS0 O

Lemma 4.32 v <5, a = stn_1(7) <iex sty—_1().

Proof. Assume v <%;_, . Then by Lemma one of the following holds:
Case 4.26l1 1% _, = o%_, & v <n—1 a: Then sty_1(V_5) = stn_1(al_,).
Lemma [L.TH yields sty_1(7) < sty_1(a). Hence sty_1(y) <pex stn_1(c).
Case[£.2612 3n € (0,lhn—2(7))[VN_5 = % _,]: By n > 0 we have 7 _, <ny_1
YN _o by Lemma .22 and hence stN_l(WJOV_ﬁ) < stn—1(VR_g) = stn—1(a%_y)
by Lemma [LT5l Therefore sty—1(7) <jex stn—1(a).

Case[4.26l3 3n € [0,lhn—2(y) —1)Im € [0, lhn—2(c) —1)[YN_y <N—2 @ ZN_2
af_o&rgn_o(VR_s) = rgn—2(af_5)]: Then 3 _5 <ny—2 . Hence this is not
the case. a

Definition 4.33 I := Iy := U{[i*k)2 :2 <4<k <N — 3} denotes the set of
functions from the set [i,k) = {j € w: i <j <k} to 2={0,1}.
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10.

. For s € k)2 let

d(s) = i
0s) == k
#s = #Hielik):s() =1}
Note that there are (N — 4) empty functions in I. Each element in I is,

by definition, a triple of a function s and d(s),¢(s). An empty function
is, then, a triple (0,4,4) (2 <i < N —3).

If #s =0, then s is said to be null.

For s € I, s|i denotes the function in I such that d(s|i) = d(s), £(s|i) =
min{max(i, d(s)),£(s)} and (s|i)(j) := s(j) for d(s]i) < j < €(s]i).

For s,t € I, s <je, t denotes the lexicographic ordering induced by 0 < 1:
§ <pew t = Fi € [d(s),£(s)) N [d(t),L(t){s]i =tli&s(i) =0 < 1=1t(i)}.

Note that s <jep t = d(s) = d(t).

. For s,t € T with £(s) = d(t), u = s+t denotes the concatenated sequence.

Namely d(u) = d(s),l(u) = £(t) and u(i) = s(i) for i € [d(s),£(s)),
u(z) = ¢(i) for i € [d(¢), £(t)).

s € I is said to be unitary if
Vi € [d(s),4(s)){s(i) =1=1i=1£0(s)— 1} &Vj € [d(s),(s) — 1){s(j) = 0}.

Each s € I is decomposed uniquely to the concatenated sequence of longest
unitary components s;, s = so*---* s (k > 0) such that {d(s)}U{i+1 €
(d(s),£(s)] :s(1) = 1Y U{l(s)} = {f_1 < by < -+ <L} (k> 0) and each
s; € [ti-1:£1)2 ig a subseries of s.

§=Sg %% S is said to be the unitary decomposition of s.

If d(s) = 2, then s is said to be initial.
I(2) := {s € I : d(s) = 2} denotes the set of initial sequences in I.

I2,N—-2):={sel:d(s)=2&{(s)=N —2}.

t Ce s [t Ce 5| designates that ¢ is an [a proper]| initial segment of s , i.e.,
Ji < L(s){t = s|i} [Fi < £(s){t = s|i}], resp.

For s,t € I with d(s) = d(t), s Nt denotes a sequence in I defined as
follows:

(sNt)(i) =7 = Vk < i[s(k) =t(k)] & s(i) = t(i) = j.
d(snt)=d(s) and £(sNt) = min({i : s(¢) # t(¢)} U {(s),4(t)}).
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Definition 4.34 Let a € D?. We define ordinal diagrams a(s) (s € I) as
follows:

1. First define «(s) for unitary s by induction on fa as follows:

(a) a(s) := a if s is null.
(b) Otherwise s(£(s) — 1) = 1& Vi € [d(s),£(s) — 1){s(i) = 0}.
Case 1 If

Vi € [d(s), £(s) = V{1 < @) &rgus)-1(a) <af}  (28)
then put
a(s) :=min{d : af,)_; =7, § < ()},
where
o/ = min({af £ € [d(s), {(s) ~ 1)} U {aky 1 }).
Case 2 Otherwise: Then put, cf. Definition d.17]
a(s) == ag.

2. «a(s) is defined through the unitary decomposition s = sg * 81 % - - - * §, as
follows

a(s) = (-~ (a(s0))(s1) - - -)(sk)-

Definition 4.35 Let o, 3 € D.

1. Let 2 < k < N — 3. Define s[k;a, 8] € N=312 recursively. Suppose that
s = (sl[k;a, B])]¢ has been defined for an ¢ with &k < i < N — 3. Then
slk; o, B1(i) € {0,1} is defined as follows:

L if 3y[a(s) =iy <i B(s) &i € In(y)]

0 otheriwse (29)

st 100 = {

£ C sla, B] 6 Vi € [d(1), 60 {£(0) = sld(t); o, B](0)}-

Lemma 4.36 1. a(s|i) = B(s]i) = a(s) = B(s).

2. Let s be unitary with s({(s) — 1) = 1. Assume o <q) B and Vi €
[d(s),€(s))[a? > B]. Then a(s) = B(s).

8. Let s be unitary with s({(s) — 1) = 1. Then o =) ag(s)_l jlg(s) a(s).
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4. Let a < § < ~y. For an initial t, assume t €. s[2;, 6], t C, $[2; @, 7] and
0 =si(e()-1) -
Then t(i) = 1 for ¢ = min{i : t(¢) # s[2; o, 0](7)}, and hence

825 @, 0] <jeg t.

5. u =5 %1 &0(s) € In(a(s)) & gy (@) b= 19y ((5)) = rgs)(@(w)).

Proof.

Let s = (s|i) xt. If ¢t is null, then a(s) = a(s|i) = B(sli) = B(s).
Otherwise let s = sg*- - - % 53 be the unitary decomposition of s, and s; = s’ *t/
with s|i = sox- - -*sj_1%s’ and t = t'%sj41% - -xs,. Then a(s|i) = a(so*- - -*s;-1)
and similarly for (s|i). By Definition L34 we have a(sg * --- % s;) = B(s0 *
.-+ x s;), and we see inductively a(s) = B(s).

We have Vi € [d(s),£(s))[a <; 5] by Lemma Also we have
Vi € [d(s),£(s))[a? = B2 and a%(s)_l = ﬂt}(s)—l' By Definition 34 we have
a(s) = B(s).

This is seen from Lemmata LT85 L1834 and

Suppose t(i) = 0. Then s[2; o, 6](i) = 1. By the minimality of ¢ we have
(s[2;a,7])|i = tli = (s[2; @, d])]i, and hence a(t]i) <; n <; §(t]7) for an n by the
definition ([23). On the other hand we have §(t[i) <; v(t|i) by 6 <¢jew)—1) V-
Therefore ¢(i) = s[2; a,7](¢) = 1. A contradiction.

If a(u) = a(s), then the assertion follows from the assumption £(s) €
In(a(s)) and Lemma

Suppose a(u) > a(s). Then ¢ is not null. Let ¢; be the longest unitary
subseries of ¢ such that for some tg,t2, t = to * t1 * t2, a(s) = a(s x ty) and
a(s) < as*tg*tr).

a(s * tg * t1) is defined by the Case 1 in Definition .34l Otherwise we
would have a(u) = a(s x to * t1) = ax, and rgy)(a(u)) T. Therefore we have
a(s) = a(s*tg) <4,y s xto * t1) with £(s) < £(t1). Hence gy (a(s)) =
a(s xto* t1) = a(u) < rgeu) (a(u)). O

Definition 4.37 Let a € D and s € I.

1.
a s Bie s Csla, Bl &Vt C. sla(t) Kﬁ(t) B(t)].
2.
a =y B s Cslo, Bl &V Ce s[#t < #(uxs) = alt) <j, BE)]-
3.

a<s B s Csla, Bl & (U(s) > d(s) = a <4s)—1) B) &al(s) <) B(s),

cf. Definition 4. 251]
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4. a <t Biff a <y B and for each i € [d(s), £(s)) if s(i) = 1& i & In(a(s|i)),
then there are sequences {ay i<k of diagrams and a sequence {vg }r<rx C
I such that

ax = a(sli) & ap = (ak)? &Yk < K{ag11 <o, ap &d(vg) =i} (30)

Lemma 4.38 o <; f&t <jep u = a(u) = f(u).
Proof. This is seen from Lemma F.3621 O

Lemma 4.39 Suppose that u =tV u <jez t Vit <jex u.
1. Suppose 6 <, v < B. Then § Qs B for s = maxc,, {u,t}.

2. Suppose that § < v <1 B. Then § <} B for s = max., {u,t}.

Proof.
This is seen from Lemma 38
By Lemma 39 we have § <15 .

If either u =t or t <je, u, then § <177 3 is seen from the definition.

In what follows assume u <je; t.

Let j denote the number such that u|j = t|j & u(j) = 0 < 1 =¢(j). Suppose
t(i) = 1& i & In(6(t|i)). We have to show that there are sequences enjoying the
condition (B0).

If i < j, then § < v yields the assertion. If i > j, then 6(¢|i) = ~(t|7) by
Lemma 38, and hence v < 3 yields the assertion. Finally assume i = j. We
have (§(uli))? = (y(uld))?. If i & In(y(t]i)), then pick sequences {ay}r<rx and
{vi k< for y(t|i) = ax and i. Otherwise set K = 0. Now let a1 = 6(¢|i)
and (t[¢) * vk = u. Sequences {ayr<kx+1 and {v}r<x41 are desired one for
d,t and 1. |

Lemma 4.40 1. Let s be unitary with s C s, B]. Assume [€(s) > d(s) =
a =ge(s)=1) B] and a(s) <;Z(s) v <us) B(s). Then there exists a y such
that y(s) = 7', a <s 7, [€(s) > d(s) = v <s|(e(s)-1) B] and

Vj € [d(s),£(s)){s(j) =1 ¢ j € In(y(s]4))} (31)
2. Assume a <5 B& a(s) %ZS) 5 <;Z(s) B(s). Then there exists a7y such that
v(s) =7 and a <5 v <5 5.

3. Assume [((s) > d(s) = a <s)e(s)-1) B] and a(s) <7y v <ecs) B(s). Then
there exists a vy such that v(s) =7/, a <5 v and v <; f.

Proof.

4,400 by induction on £o. Suppose s is unitary. If s is null, then v = v/ works.
Suppose s is not null, and put i = £(s) — 1. By IH we can assume that

v = ppdit1(a(s)). Then Vj € [d(s),i)Vo{a =; 0 <; 8 = j & In()} and
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a <P B with 3{a =; § < B&i € In(d)}, ie., rgi(a)) =; B < o) for any
j € [d(s),i). Therefore the condition (28) in Definition 340 holds. Hence

a(s) =min{d: af <P, § < a'(s)},

where
o = min({ajo- cjeld(s), )}y uial}).
If &/(s) = a, then we Would have v = ppd;+1(a(s)) = ar Zit1 B(s). Hence
a'(s) < ar, and o = a;. This means that

o <4 o (32)

We have o) <;11 o) = o =11 &/(s) by Lemma 22 and hence either
ppdisa (a(s)) = () or a(s)<is 10 (5) by LemmalLZIB Tt/ = ppd; 1 (a(s)) =
a/(s), then v = o works: If § < o/, then we would have by ([B2) and Lemma
E38 6(s) € {(a™(s) : m <1} < d'(s) = ~'. Hence o/ <ﬁ,whichyieldsv—
af =s|(e(s)—1) B- On the other hand we have, for (BI)), i € In(a}). Otherwise
we would have B> al = ag.

Suppose a(s) <it1 @'(s). We have of <¥ rg;11(a(s)) = ppditi(a(s)) =
7" by Lemma B2 Let § = max{d : o =,; d&a(s) <Qiy1 (s)}. Then
79i+1(6(8)) Zix1 rgiv1(a(s)) = v < B(s) < ar by Lemma [LI80] and hence
§ = ok for a k by the maximality of § and § =i 5.

We have ¢’ = min({d : j € [d(s),i)} U {akﬂ}) o and §(s) = min{n :

ok <P < (« k1)(s)}. Therefore

K2

We have either (a¥)(s) <41 (@51)(s) or ppdisr((ab)(s)) = (a¥+1)(s). By
the maximality of §, we have ppd;+1((a¥)(s)) = (a¥T1)(s), and 7/ = rgit1(a(s)) =
(a**1)(s). Thus v = o+ works: Suppose 3 < a1, Then by [B3) and Lemma
38 we would have B(s) € {(a*)(s) : m < k+ 1} < (a¥)(s) = 4. Hence
af T < B, which yields v = o' < (¢(s)-1) B. On the other hand we have, for
(BII), i € In(af™). Otherwise we would have 8 > of ™ = a,.

2l by induction on £(s). The unitary case follows from Lemma

Next let s = sg * -+ - * sp_1 * S, be the unitary decomposition of s, and ¢t =
So* -+ *sg—1. Then o <5 < a <, B&a(t) <s, B(t). Then a(s) = (a(t))(sk)
and similarly for $(s). By the unitary case pick a ¢ such that a(t) <, 0 <s,
B(t) & d(si) = +'. By IH pick a « such that oo <; v <¢ B&v(t) = 6.

The unitary case follows again from Lemma

Next let s = sg * -+ % Sp_1 * S, be the unitary decomposition of s, and
t=sp*---x8g_1. Then t C. s|(¢(s) — 1), and, by Lemma [£402] it suffices to
find a § such that a(t) <s, J <s, 5(t) and d(si) =+'. This is seen from Lemma
4. 4011 O

a =i ol <sli aktt (33)

Lemma 4.41 Assume a < 3 and o A5 (8 for an s C. s[2;«,8]. Then there
exist a v and a t such thatt C. s and o <4 7y 42’ s.

Moreover let v denote the minimal diagram for which the above conditions
hold for somet. Then there are no d and no u such that u <je; t and o =< 5<;L”y.
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Proof. We can assume that £(s) > 2 = o <,- §for s~ = s|i with i = £(s) — 1,
and «(s) 745(5) B(s). We show t = s works for a ~.

First consider the case when £(s) = 2, i.e., s is empty. Then o < 8 while
a A% B. This means that o <5 v <15 8 for a . In what follows assume £(s) > 2.

Second consider the case when s(i) = 0. Then «a(s) = a(s™) <¥ B(s) while
afs) AV, B(s). On the other side s(i) = 0 yields a(s) <41 B(s). Hence by
Lemma there exists a 4" such that a(s) =¥, 7 <11 B(s). By Lemma
pick a 7 so that y(s) =" and a <5 v <7 S.

Third consider the case when s(7) = 1. Let s = sg*- - - Sp_1%v = u*v be the
unitary decomposition of s. Then a(u) = a(s™) <¥ B(u) while a(s) A7, B(s).
From o <,- (3 and s(i) = 1, we see that (a(u))? < B(u) and a(s) = min{é :
(a())? =%y, 5 < (a(w)}) ().

If 3(s) = ax, then we would have a(s) <%, B(s). Hence §(s) < a.

We have (a(u))? <1 (a(u); Zig1 (B(w))) =¥, B(s). Therefore a(s) <iy1.
Hence by Lemma there exists a 7" such that a(s) =¥ ; 7" <1 8(s). By
Lemma 4003] pick a v so that v(s) =" and a <5 v <t 8.

Lemma [4.39 with the minimality of « yields the last assertion of the lemma.

O

Lemma 4.42 Assume o <s v and a =<y, 1 <, 6 <4y for au C, sNt. Then
H#u < #tif t <jex sVt Ce s.

Proof. If u = t C. s, then a(t) =<uu) 1(t) <uw) 6(t) ey Y(t), and hence
a(t) Aoy v(t). This is not the case.

Assume u C. t& u Ce s & #u = #t. Then t = u * v for a non empty null v.
We have o <, 7 <y § <, v and a <, . Hence

N(w) <ew) 0(w) <o) ey (M) Zp) v(w).

Therefore 3E[6(u) =pw) € <o) V() &L(u) € In(§)] by Lemma BTGB This
contradicts t(¢(u)) = 0 and ¢ C s[4, 7]. O

Lemma 4.43 Let o <1} 5.

1. Assume s(i) =1 andi & In(a(s|i)) for ani € [d(s),£(s)). Then there exist
a sequence {ag i<k (K > 0) of diagrams and a sequence {vg}tr<rx C I
enjoying [30) and the following condition (Cf. Definition [{-31H) ).

Each vy, is null, and Vk < K — 1{vg Ce vg4+1}-

2. Assume #u > #s and u <jex s. Then a(u) = ap and ~Iy[y <, a].

Proof.
4430 By the Definition £37d] let K > 0 denote the least number for which
there exist sequences {ay }r<x and {v;}r<x enjoying (30I).

Note that vi (i) = 0 since vy C s[agt1, ag] and s[d(vg); ag+1, k(i) = 0 by
(art1)? = ao.
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Claim 4.44 1. Each v, is null.
2. Vk € (O,K){Uk_l Ce ’Uk}.

Proof of Claim 4.44] by simultaneous induction on k.

Supposing that vy is not null, let my = min{m > i : vg(my) = 1}. my > ¢
by Vk (2) =0.

Now mg > i € In(ag) yields ag(vo|(mo+1)) = (0)r = @o(vo) A 7ge(we) (@1 (v0)).
This is not the case, and vg is null.

Suppose vi_1 is null, while vg is not null. Then vp_1 C. vx and my >
£(vg—1). Since vg_1 is null, ag(vg—1) = ay.

Hence my > l(vi—1) € In(ax) yields ax(vi|(mi + 1)) = (ak)r = anlvg) £
TG¢(vy) (Qk+1(vx)). This is not the case.

Suppose my = £(vg—1), and let ¢(vg_2) = i if k = 1. Then by IH we have
In(akfl) = 6(’0}672) < é(kal) = my, and (ak)g(vk,g) = Q-1 = Ozkfl(kal) <
TG0(ve_1) (@ (Vk—1)) = 7gm, (o). Therefore oy (vi|(mp + 1)) = (ar)r. Again
this is not the case. We have shown Claim 4411

Suppose both vi_; and vg are null, and vx_1 ¢, vg. Then we shown that
sequences can be shortened contradicting the minimality of the number K.

Suppose either vg_1 <jeg Vg Or Vg <jex Vp—1. Then apii <y ap—q for v =
maxc,  {vk—1,vr} by Lemma

Suppose v, Ce vg—1. Then ar = ap(vi) <o) T90(vr) (k11 (V&) = TG0(0,) (ht1)
and vy _1(¢(vg)) = 0. The latter means that there is no § such that ax =y,
0 <¢(vy,) @k—1. Therefore from Lemma E.TGG we see agy1 <o), ag—1-

Let ¢ denote the number such that u(i) = 0 < 1 = s(i) & u|i = s|i. By
#Hu > #s, let j = min{j > i : u(j) = 1}. We show a(u|(j + 1)) = ar. Then
a(u) = a(ul(j + 1)) = a, follows.

Suppose ¢ € In(a(s|i)). Then the condition (28]) in Definition 34 is broken.
Specifically a(uli) = (a(uli))] < ((uli))j, and hence a(u[(j + 1)) = .

In what follows assume i € In(a(s|i)), and let {ax }r<x and {vk} <k denote
sequences in Lemma for 1.

Jj > lvg—1) Let €, = L(vg) for k € [0,K) and ¢_; = 4. Then we have
L, > Ly for any k € [0, K).

First consider the case when j = ¢y for a k € [0,K). Then ¢, > {1 €
In(og) and (agy1)), | = ax < 7ge, (arg1). Hence aul(fy + 1)) = .

Otherwise there exists a maximal k € [—1,K) such that ¢, < j. Then
(ax)), = ary1 < (ak)9, and hence a(u|(j + 1)) = ax. We are done. O

5 Wellfoundedness proof for Od(Ily) by means
of inductive definitions

In this section we work in the theory Il _1-Fix and show the

Theorem 5.1 For each o < dgeqt1,i.e., each o € Od(Ily)|Q, T, _;-Fix
proves that (Od(Ily)|a, <) is a well ordering.
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5.1 Operators G;

Define operators G; (1 < i < N — 1) on Od(Ily) recursively from the operator
G(X) in Definition B8

Definition 5.2 Define inductively I1%-operators G; (1 <i < N — 1) as follows.
1.

2. Forl<i<N-1
Gei(X) =G, (X) : 1 < j < i},

3. For s € I(2)

a € Go(X) 1o ¥y <f aly € Gaapps(X) = v < X]a.
4. For2<i<N-—1

Gi = {Gs(X): s € I(2) &2+ #s = i}.

Now let us define an operator I'y on Od(I1y) from these operators.
Definition 5.3

o € FN(X) Sa<nt&ac Q<N_1(X)&
[@€ SR—=VyeDL(y€G(X)—=>ve X)]&
V7 € g<N*1(X)[FY <s[2;*y,o¢] a=7< X|a]

Let us examine the complexity of these operators. By induction on i we see
that G; is a [1{-operator, and hence 'y is II%,_;. In this subsection we work in
% ,-Fix, and write I for Ty, | for |a|ry, resp.

We see easily that I' = T'y enjoys the hypotheses (I'.0), (I'.1) and (T'.5) in
Subsection 33l Furthermore (T'.3) and (T'.4) follow from the facts: if & ¢ R’
or a € SR, then o € Goy_1(X) for any X.

Lemma 5.4 All of G; and T =T are persistent and enjoys W C T(W).

Proof. By Lemma [3.9 G; = G is persistent. Hence by induction on i we see,
from Lemma 2201 all of G; are persitent, too. Therefore so is I'. W C T'(W)
follows from Lemma [3.206] m]
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5.2 Adequacy of the operator I

We next show that I' enjoys the hypothesis (I'.2). First we show the following
lemmata.

Lemma 5.5 Assume o,0 € G1(X). Then a <d&a £ 6= a < X|d.

Proof. Let n denote the diagram such that o X n&n < § < pda(n). We have
a<nel(X)|§C X|6 by LemmaBI0B and 6 € G (X). i

Lemma 5.6 Let 2 <i< N —1 and X =17 for an ordinal x. Then

a=<pB&a€G(X),fe€Gani(X)=a< X[BVa=y, B,
where so denotes the longest initial segment of s[2; a, B] such that #so < i — 2.

Proof by induction on i. Suppose a 45, 5. By Lemma [£.47] pick a minimal ~
and an s such that s C. sg, and

a =gy <F B&2+ #s <.

‘We show
RAS g<2+#s(X)'

Then by 5 € Geip1(X) C G4(X) we conclude a < v < X|5.
Assume a £ X|3. By Lemma [B.16] we have for any §

a=0=0¢€G(X).

Thus A gl(X)

Let t € I denote an initial sequence such that #t < #s, and suppose
Georpi(X) 2 6 <f 4. Then t C, s[2;8,7] by the definition, and #t < #s <
#s0 < i — 2. We have to show 6 < X|v.

Put

ap = min{a, §}, ag = max{«,} and v = $[2; g, a1].

It suffices to show ag < X|y C X|5.

First consider the case when ay A ;. By Lemma [5.5 we have ag < X|ag C
X|y.

In what follows assume oy < 3.

Second consider the case when s <, t. Then by Lemma we have
§<B. BE€Geiv1(X) C Gayyu(X) yields § < X|B. By the assumption a £ X|3
this means that ¢ < X|a C X|y.

In what follows suppose s £jc, t. Then we have either t C. s or t <je,, s by
#t < F#s. Let w=sNtand i = £(w). Then s|i =t}i and t <jey s = 1(1) =0 <
1= s(i).

We show the following claim. Claim B.7H] yields the lemma by X|a; C X|v.

Claim 5.7 1. t <jez s = d(w) Z; a(w). Therefore o # 4.
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2. wCew.

3. (%)) 7/\/w 7.

4. (%)) S X|a1.

Proof of Claim 5.7

BT Assume ¢t <jep s and §(w) <; a(w). Then by ¢|(: + 1) C. t C. 5[2;0,7]
and ¢(i) =0, An{o(w) =i n <; v(w)} with w = t|i = s|i. On the other hand we
have In{a(w) <; n <; y(w)} by a <5 v and s(i) = 1. A contradiction.

Assume o = §. Then §(w) = a(w) and hence t £ey 8, i€, t C. s. But then
we have o <; v & a < . This is not the case.

Suppose w Z. v. We have w C.. 5[2; g, 7] and a1 <o) (¢(w)—1) 7. Thus by
Lemma 36 we have v <je,; w. But then a(w) = §(w), and hence ¢ £, s by
Claim[B70 Hence we have w =t = s|i C s, and this would yield a(s]é)<t;v(s|?)
contradicting a <5 7.

Suppose ag < 1.

First consider the case when ay = . Then d <, @ <, v and hence § <, 7.
If t C. s, then this means that & <; 7y, contradicting d <i; y. t Zjes S is not the
case by Claim B.7]

Next consider the case when a3 = §. Then a <, §& a < v and hence
0 <w Y- t Ce s is not the case since this contradicts § <1; y. Assume t <jep S.
Then a(u) <; y(u) = §(u) for any u with w C. u C. s, and j = £(u). Therefore
a <5 6 < B8 by Lemma 392l This contradicts the minimality of .

B Let j —2:=#w < #t < #s<i—2.

First consider the case when a3 = a. Then we have oy = a € G;(X) C
Gejr1(X) and g = € Geop it (X) C Gj(X). Thus IH with Claims and
IB__.'_ZIBIylelds (67} < X|041.

Assume a1 = 6. We have ag = o € G(X) C Gj(X). On the other hand
we have 0 € Geoyui(X) C G ;(X). Therefore we can assume #w = #t.

Again TH with Claims and 703 yields either oo < X|§ or o <y, ¢ for
the longest initial segment of s[2; «, ] such that #wy < j —3 = #w — 1. Now
pick a u C. w and an 7 so that a <, 1 <, § by Lemma [£4Il Then we have
#u < #t = #w by Lemma 1421 Hence u C, wg, and a Ay, 6. Thus a < X|9.

O

Proof of Theorem L7 for ' = I'y. Assume a,8 € W and o < 5. Put
x = |al,y = |B]. We show z < y by induction on the natural sum z#y.
Suppose z > y. Put X =T*Y =TY. We show a < Y. As in [§] we see, using
H, o€ Gi1(X)|B=G1(Y)|B&a € Gen_1(Y), and we can assume o < 3 € D9
by IH.

Then Lemma with ¢ = N — 2 yields either a < Y8 or a <, § for
s = s[2;, 0] since #s < N —4 =4 —2. Assume o <5 8. Then Geny_1(Y) >
a <5 B eTN(Y). Consequently o < Y|S by Definition [£.3

This completes a proof of Theorem [77] for T' = I'y. |
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5.3 Proof of Lemma [4.17]
In this subsection we prove Lemma [T1] for Od(IIy) and T.

Definition 5.8 G; := G;(W) and G144 := Ge14(W) for 1 <i < N —1.

Lemma 5.9 For anyi < N —1,if G > a < p € D9 and 7 := rg;(p) |, then
sti(p) € CT(W).

In particular, G > a =< p € D? = sty_1(p) € C*(W) = W, for m =
rgn-1(p)-
Proof. Assume G; > a < p € DY and put v = st;(p). Then a € C*(W),
and hence v € C*(W). On the other hand we have Vk < 7[K.v < o] by the

condition ([21), (D.2) in Definition {.14] and Lemma 22B Lemma with
C*W)|la C W yields v € CT(W). O

Definition 5.10 1. @ denotes the sequence of ordinal diagrams {a(s) : s €
I(2, N — 2)} ordered by the opposite relation of <, on I:

a:={(a(s):s€I(2,N=2)) = (-, a(sn),a(snt1), " - -} where sp+1 <jex Sn-

2. v <%_1 « denotes the lexicographic ordering on the finite sequences 7 of

diagrams with respect to the ordering <%, _5: v %%_1 o iff
ds € I(2, N=2)[Vt € (2, N=2){5 <jea t = y(t) = a(t)} &(s) <R _, a(s)].
Lemma 5.11 For each o € Od(IIn)|7,
a€Genyg=>aeW.
Specifically, for each n € w,
Yo € DQVaﬂ[a Rar €D &b(ag) <wp(m+1)&a€eGen_1=>aeW.

Proof. Assume b(a,) < wp(m + 1) for o < @ € Dy. Then Lemma [4.37] yields
sty—1(a) <sty_1(a%_5) <blax) < wp(m +1).

Assume a € Gey—1. Then forany ¢t € 1(2, N—2), sty_1(a(t)), stx—1(a(t)Q_5) €
Wr|wn(m + 1) by Lemma It suffices to show o« € T(W) C W, i.e., by
Definition 3] show that for any v € Geny_1 with s = s[2;7,q], if v <5 «,
then v < W|a. By Lemma we have sty_1(7(8)) <iex stn—1(a(s)) for
sty-1(a) = (sty-1(afy_s), sty-1(a)).

On the other hand we have ¥t € I(2, N — 2){s <jex t = (t) = a(t)}, i.e.,
vy <%71 a by Lemma [£.38

Thus the lemma is seen by induction along the lexicographic ordering <%71.

O

Proof of Lemma [L.1T] for Od(Ily). We have to show for each n € w

Va € Wrlwn (1 + 1)¥g C Wi |wn (7 + 1) A(e, q).
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By main induction on o € Wr|wy (7 + 1) with subsidiary induction on ¢ C
We|wn (m 4+ 1). Here observe that if 81 € D with b(81) < wp (7 + 1), then by
Lemma [T9 we have Q(81) < max{b(f1),7} < wn(m + 1).

Let oy € D, with 0 € W, and o = b(a1) & ¢ = Q(a1). By Theorem B.23
we have a; € G;. We show a3 € W. By Lemma [5.11] it suffices to show
a1 € Geno1.

We show the following claim. Claim E.I22] with K = 1 yields a3 € Gon_1.

Claim 5.12 Let n € Geoqys for an s € I(2).

Assume that there exist sequences {ni}r<k of diagrams and {si}r<rx C
I(2) (K > 1) such that no = o1, nx =1, sk—1 = s, Yk < K[ne1 < mi] and
Vk < K — I[Sk Ce Sk+1 &#Sk < #Sk+1].

Then the followings hold.

1. a1 < rege) (0(s)) | and stegey(n(s)) € Welwn(m +1).
2. neWw.
Proof of Claim Put v = sty5)(n(s)) and 7 = rge(s) (n(s)).

First we show iy < 7. We have 111 (%) <lg(s,,) 7k (%), and hence rgy s, ) (nx (sx)) =

Gu(s,) (Me+1(5k)). On the other hand we have rgy(s, ) (Mk+1(5%)) = 7e(spyr) Mht1(Sk41))
by £(sr) € In(ner1(sk)) & sk Ce sp+1 and Lemma E30Bl Hence we see a; =

M0 = T9e(s0) (M (50)) 2 rGe(si_) (K (5K-1)) = T.

Next we show v € Wr|wy (7 + 1). By Lemma [LI8[6 and ¢ < N — 1 we have
v .

Lemma B9 with 7 € Geoyps C Gi yields

v el (W) (34)
By Lemmata T80 and B4 with oy < 7 we have

Bsr(v) <blar) =« (35)

Now Lemma [3.22] together with MIH(«), (84) and (B5) yields v € C™(W) =
W,. This shows Claim [5. 121

Proof of Claim
For each s € 1(2) let

E(s):=Y 3N (1-s(i) : 2 <i < L(s)}+Y {3V 321 4(s) <i < N-3}.
Observe that for s,t € I(2)

§Cet V §<pex t = E(s) > E(t).
We show the Claim BT22 by a triple induction: by main induction on E(s) with

subsidiary induction on the length £(rg,)(n(s))) of the diagram rg:(n(s))
with sub-subsidiary induction on sty(s)(1(s)) € Wrlwn (7 4 1).
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We have b(1:) = b((a1)x) = o < wyp(m + 1). By Lemma 5111 it suffices to
show n € G; for any t € I(2) with #t > #s.

Suppose Geoyut D 6 <7 . We show 6§ € W.

We can assume t €., s by Lemma L4321 Then by #t > #s we have one
of the three cases s C. t, s <jex t and s = t.

First consider the case when s C. ¢t. Extend the sequences {n}, {sx} by
one, i.e., 0,t. MIH with E(s) > E(t) yields § € W.

Second consider the case when sg_1 = s <je; t. Since, in general, we have
UCe §<pex t = U Ce tVu <jep t, let K/ =max({k < K —1: s, C.t} U{0}).
Consider the sequences {n }x<x'U{0} and {sg}x<x/U{t}. Then we see §<I; nx-
from Lemma L3921 Thus MIH with E(s) > E(t) yields § € W.

Finally consider the case when s = ¢. Then d <<t 1 = nx <t nx 1 yields §<F
Nk —1 by Lemma 392l On the other hand we have rgy(4)(1(s)) =< 7g(s)(9(5)).
If 7g0(s)(1(8)) < T9u(5)(3(8)), then £(rgecs)(n(s))) > £(rge(s)(6(s))). Otherwise
we have sty5)(1(s)) > sty(s)(0(s)) by Lemma[AI83l Considering the sequences
{nk < U{} and {sk}r<k, SIH or SSIH yields 6 € W.

This shows Claim ET22] and completes a proof of Lemma .11l for W. O

Lemma [AT7] yields Lemma a1 € Wy for each a; € Od(Ily) as in [§].

Consequently Lemma [3.I8] yields Theorem 5.1}

6 Wellfoundedness proof by distinguished classes

In this section we work in the set theory KPIIy for II-reflecting universes and
show the following theorem.

Theorem 6.1 For each a € Od(IIN)|Q2, KPIly proves that (Od(Ily)|a, <) is
a well ordering.

In [1] a system (O(Iln), <) was shown to be wellfounded. Our wellfounded-
ness proof in [I] is formalizable in the second order arithmetic IT}-CAg+X3 -CA,
that is to say, we have assumed that the largest distinguished class Wp defined
by a %3 -formula exists as a set.

Our wellfoundedness proof is an extension of one for O(Il3) in [3], and is ess-
ntially the same as given in [4]. Lemmata stated without proofs are either easy
or similarly seen as in [2] and [3].

X,Y,... range over subsets of Od(Ily). While X, ), ... range over classes.

6.1 Distinguished classes

In this subsection distinguished classes are defined and elementary facts on these
classes are established.

Definitions concerning the distinguished class are modified by requiring that,
for any distinguished class X, @ € X = a € V*(X) for a class V*(X) defined
below.
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Definition 6.2 1. For 2 < i < N — 1 define, cf. Lemma A.I83B]
a<ifea=<;B&kr=rg(a)l=rg ()l &ic In(a).
2. a” :=max{oc € R:0 < a}.
3. For2<i<N -1,

BeUi(X;a):=pce Dl = U{KUV v =st;(8),0 <rg(p)} C X|a".

4. For 2 <i< N —1, V#(X;0) denotes the wellfounded part of the relation
{(a,B) : e € Uy(X;6) & e <15 B}. Thus:

a € VA(X;6) © VB e Ui(X;6)[B <f a — B € Vi(X;0)].

5. For 2<i < N —1, Usi(X:0) = ey Uy (X3 0).

6. For 2<i < N—1, HS(X:6) = Nycjen_ HI(X:5).

7. For 2 <i< N —1,

a € HY(X;0) = VB € Ui(X;6)[8 <f a— B € Vi (X;6)NVE(X;0)].
8 For2<i<N-1,
ae VF(X;0) e Vi{a =z B <m= e H(X;0)}
Thus Vi, (X;6) = Od(ILy).

9. For2<i<N-1, acUf(X;d):eVi{a=: B <m=p0ecU(X;d)}
10. For 2<i < N —1, UV (X;06) := UF(X:8) NV (X;9).
11. For2<i< N -1, a € U;(X) :& a € U;(X; a).

a € VP(X), a€ H (X)), a € V7 (X), a € U (X) and o € UV (X) are
defined similarly by diagonalizations.

12.
a € VHX) o a e Vi(X)&CH(X)|a C Vi (X).

Cf. Lemmata and for the added condition C*(X)|a C V5 (X).

13. Vo (X) := V*(X) N CY(X).

Lemma 6.3 1. For i < N — 1, V*(X;6) C V% ,(X;6) N HE,(X;6) and
HP(X;0) CVA(X;90). -

T(X;0)>a=<;=0e€T(X;6) fori <N—-1andT € {V;*,UV;*}.
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2. U{Kov:v=st;(6),i <N —1,0 <rg;(6)} < for D? 5~ =6.

3. Assume Y C X & a < B. Then T(Y;a) C T(X; ) for T € {U;, U} and
T(Vi0) D T(X:6) for T € (V& HE Vi), and hence Vi () 2 Vi (),
V() D V*(X).

4. For any classes X,Y C Od(Ily) enjoying the condition (A) in Definition
[33, ie., Ya € X[a € C*(X)] the following holds:

Xla=Yla = V8 <at{Vei(x)|pt =veP(Y)pt}.

Proof.

Vi (X;0) € Vi (X;6) follows from Lemma E.T6I21

Put Y = {K,v:v=st;(6),i <N—-1,0<rg(d)}. ThenY <§=4¢"
follows from the condition (27 of (D.2) in Definition 414l Since £Y < ¢§, we
have K5Y = (), and hence Y < ~ follows from Lemma

VE(YV;a) 2 VEA(X;B) is seen from U;(V;a) € Ui(X;B3). Using this
and V3_,(X;9) = Od(Ily) for any X and 0, we see T'(V;a) 2 T(X; ) for
T € {H?,V;} by induction on N — i.

Let 8 < a™, and X, Y enjoy the condition (A) with X|a = Y|a. We
have 8~ < «, and hence U;(X; ) = U;(); 5) for any i. Therefore Hf (X; ) =
H$(Y;8). This means that V5 (X)|8+ = V5*(Y)|81. Finally consider VC*(X).
By Lemmata B2 and we have C#(X) = C*(X) = C*(Y) = C#(Y). Hence
V*(X)|8T = V()BT and VCP(X)|BT = VCA(Y)|BT for any B < at. O

Remark 6.4 Lemma [6.3l4]is needed for us to ensure the one of the most basic
properties of distinguished classes X, V:

a<X&a<Y= Xlat =Y]a".

Here is the reason why we have restricted the sets U;(X;¢) and V(X )
to 7. If the restriction is absent, say V;*(X) := V?(X;7), we would have
Vo (X)|at # V5H(Y)|aT even if X|a = Y| since for some v > a, a < B&y < 8
and hence we could have, e.g., v € U;(X) &~ € Ui (V).

On the other side the upward requirement § € H$,(X;0) for any § with
a =; B < 7 in Definition of V*(X;6) will be used in Claim and
Theorem [6.33l

Definition 6.5 For X,Y C Od(Ily) and « € Od(Ily),

1. DIX]:& X <m&Va(a <X = WVC*X)|at = X|a™).
A class X is said to be a distinguished class if D[X]. A distinguished set
is a set which is a distinguished class.

2. Wp = U{X|r : D[X]}.

Observe that VC*(X) is II1 in X, WVC*(X) is II} in II}(X) and hence
D[X]is A} in X. Thus Wp is X} and hence a proper class. Wp would exist as
a set if we assume ¥3-CA.

Obviously any distinguished class X enjoys the condition (A) Va € X]a €
C*(X)] in Definition
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Lemma 6.6 D[X]|&a € X = VBja € V¥(X)NCP(X))].

Proof. Assume D[X]&a € X. Then a € X|a™ = WVC*(X) C V¥¢(X)nN
C*(X). Hence a € CA(X) for any 3 < a by Lemma B.5 Moreover for 8 > «
we have o € X |3 C CA(X). O

In the following Lemmata 6.7 and [6.8] Z denotes a class family of distin-
guished classes, i.e., VX € T D[X]. Set

Wr =| J{X e Z:D[X]}.

The following Lemmata [6.7 [6.8] and [6.10 are seen as in [2] from Lemma
6.3 and

Lemma 6.7 D[X|& X € ZT& a < X = Wr|at = X|at.
Lemma 6.8 D[Wz]. In paricular D[Wp].
Lemma 6.9 TI[Wp].
Lemma 6.10 Suppose D[X], a € G(X)NV*(X) and
VB(X < B& Bt <at = WVCH(X)|pT C X) (36)
Then o € WVC*(X)|at & DIWVC*(X)|at].

Lemma 6.11 Let X be a distinguished set. Assume v € V*(X), X|y C G(X)
and oo < y&Vo < y[K,a C X]|. Then C*(X)|a C V5 (X).

Proof. We show by induction on £3 that
B eCHX)|a= pel(X).

On the other hand we have C7(X)|y C V5 (X) by v € V*(X). Hence C*(X)|a C
V5 (X)) follows.

If 8 € X, then 8 € C7(X) follows from LemmalG.6l If 3 € D, then § € C7(X)
is seen from IH. Assume € D, with a o > a.

First consider the case ¥ < 0. Then Vk < y[K.8 < 8 < ] by Lemma 22151
Lemma B.6I0] with TH yields 5 € C7(X)]y.

Finally assume o < o < 5. Then pick a 6 € K,a C X|(a + 1) such that
B8 < § € X|y by Lemmata 224 and 2Bl We claim 8 € X. Then § € C7(X)
follows from Lemma [6.6] again. Assume < 6. We have § € G(X), and hence
B€CYX)|6 CC¥(X)|6 € X by LemmaB5IIl We are done. O

Lemma 6.12 Let X be a distinguished set. Assume v € X.
1. VB € X|yWola € CP(X) = K,a C CP(X)].
2. a € X|y=Vo(K,a CX).
3. aelCV(X)=Vo<~v(K,aCX).
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4. aeC’(X)ly=>aeX.

Therefore
DIX]= X CG(X).

Proof. By main induction on v € X with subsidiary induction on fa we show
these simultaneously.
Let 8 € X|y and a € C#(X). If a € X|B, then K,a C X by MIH on
Lemma Hence K,a C C#(X) by Lemma Otherwise the assertion
follows from SIH. For example if a € D, with p > 3, then {p} Uc(a) C CA(X).
SIH yields Koo C {a} U K, ({p} Uc(a)) C CA(X).
Assume o € X|vy. Then o € C*(X), and hence K,a C C%(X) by Lemma
We can assume K,a < a by Lemma 22 Then K,a C C*(X)|la C X
by MIH on Lemma
Assume a € C'(X) and ¢ < 7. If @ € X|y, then Lemma
yields K, C X. Otherwise the assertion follows from SIH. For example if
a € D, with p > v > o, then a 4 ¢ and {p} U c(a) C CY(X). SIH yields
K,a C K,({p}Uc(a)) C X.
Assume o € C?(X)|y. We show a € X. We have WVCY(X)|yT =
Xyt &~y € V*(X) by v € X. Thus it suffices to show o € V*(X). By
v € V*(X) we have o € V5 (X). On the other hand we have Vo < y[K,a C X]
by Lemma [61208 and X|y C G(X) by MIH on Lemma Consequently
Lemma 61T yields C*(X)|a C V5 (X), and hence o € V*(X). We are done. O
Thus 0[X] :< D[X] enjoys these hypotheses (6.1)(i < 2) in Subsection
Therefore by Lemmata B.I52] B.I018] [3.4] and we have the conditions (K)
V7l € X = K,a C X], (KC) YavaVo[a € CA(X)&o < B = K,a C X,
VpvYTla € CA(X) = K,a C C#(X)] and X C G(X) for any X € {X : D[X]} U
{Wp}.

Lemma 6.13 Let X be a distinguished set, and suppose
negGX)NV*(X) (37)
and
Vy<n(y e Gg(X)NV*(X) = ve X) (38)
Then
n e WVCHX)|nt & DIWVC!(X)|n*].
Proof. By Lemma [6.10 and the hypothesis (87 it suffices to show
VB(X < B& Bt <at = WVCH(X)|BT C X) (B16)

Assume X < B& B+ < nt. We have to show WVCA(X)|BT C X. We
prove this by induction on v € WVC?(X)|8F. Suppose v € VC?(X)|3* and
VCP(X)|y € X. We show v € X.

We show first
v € G(X).
First v € VCY(X) by v € VC?(X)|B*. Second we show the following claim by
induction on fa:
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Claim 6.14 a € C"(X)|y = a € X.

Proof of Claim [614 We have a € V5 (X) by v € V*(X), and a € V*(X) by
Lemmata [G.1T] and (KC) for X. Therefore we can assume v© < /3 by
VCH (X)) C X.

First consider the case o € D. Then Lemma B0 with TH yields o € C?(X).
Hence o € VCP(X)|y C X.

Therefore we can assume a € D, for some p > . Then {p} Uc(a) C C7(X).
Casel. 3 < p: Then Vi < B[K.({p} Uc(a)) = Kxa < a < 7). Hence Lemma
B8 with IH yields o € C#(X) and o € VCP(X)]y C X.

Case2. 8 > p: We have D, 2 a < v < p < . Pick a 0 € K,y such that
a <6 <yby Lemma22Bl v € C#(X) with (KC) yields VC’(X) > a <d € X.
Therefore « € WVCO(X)|6F = X|oF.

Thus Claim was shown. O

Hence we have v € G(X) N V*(X). We have v < T < n&~ € C7(X). If
~v < 1, then the hypothesis (B8) yields v € X. In what follows assume v £ 7.

IfVk < n[K.v < 7], then LemmaB.62yields v € C"(X)|n € X by n € G(X).

Suppose 3k < n[K,y = {¥}]. This means that v € D and 3k < [y < K]
by v # 1. Let T denote the maximal such one. Then 7 € C'(X) &y < 7 <
n&Vr < n[K,7 < 7] by Lemmata BI0I] and Lemma yields
7€ C"(X)|n € X by n € G(X). Therefore 7 € X < 3. v € C#(X) with (KC)
yields {v} = K,y C X. We are done. O

Thus 0[X] :< D[X] enjoys these hypotheses (6.i)(i < 4) in Subsection
(demonstrably in the set theory KPM+V=L of recursively Mahlo universes with
the axiom of constructibility). Here note that we have v € V*(X) for any X
and any o ¢ D?.

6.2 Mahlo universes

In this subsection we introduce several classes of Mahlo universes and establish
key facts on these classes. This is a crux in showing Od(IIy) to be wellfounded
without assuming the existence of the maximal distinguished class Wp.

From Theorem 2.4 in p.315 of [11] we know that there exists a II3-sentence
ad such that z is admissible iff (z; €) = ad. Put

Imtad < Vzy(z € y & ad?)

Observe that Imtad is a IIx-sentence. Let Lmtad denote the class of limits of
admissible sets in a whole universe.

Definition 6.15 1. By a universe we mean either a whole universe L with
(L; €) = KPIIy or a transitive set () € L in a whole universe L such that
w € Q. Universes are denoted P, Q,...

2. For a universe P and a set-theoretic sentence ¢, P |= ¢ :& (P;€) = .

3. A universe P is said to be a limit universe if Imtad® holds, i.c., P is a
limit of admissible sets.
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4. For a universe P, Ag(A;1) in P denotes the class of predicates which are
Ag in some A; predicates on P.

5. L denotes a whole universe L with (L; €) = KPIIy.
Lemma 6.16 Let P be a limit universe and X € P(w)N P.
1. V¥(X) and WVC*(X) are Ay and D[X] is Ag(Aq).

2.V¥X)={a:PEacV*X)},, WVC*(X)={a: PEacWVC*X)}
and D[X] < P = D[X].

Definition 6.17 For a limit universe P set
WP =| {x e P: D[X]} = J{X € P: P = D[X]}.
Thus WL = Whp for the whole universe L.

Lemma 6.18 For any limit universe P

DIW?T).
Proof. This follows from Lemma 6.8 m|
Lemma 6.19 For limit universes P,Q,

QeP=WeCcWrgnw?leP
Lemma 6.20 For any limit universe P
BeC*WP)« 3X e P{D[X]& B € C*(X)}.

Proof. By the monotonicity of C*(X) we have the direction [«].
The converse direction [—] is seen by induction on £ using the fact
The following lemma is seen as in Lemma using Lemma

Lemma 6.21 For any limit universe P
acU(WFP:6) - 3X € P{D[X]|&a € U (X;0)}.

Some preparatory definitions are introduced. We say that a class X C Lmtad
is a IL,-class for n > 2 if there exists a set-theoretic II,-formula F'(a) with
parameters @ such that for any set P with a C P

Pe X < (P;€) = F(a) Almtad.

Thus P € X is a Ag-formula. For a whole universe L, . € X denotes the
formula F(a).

By a H(l)-class we mean a II,-class for some n > 2.

Referring [I1], pp.322-327 let II;(a) (¢ > 0) denote a universal II;-formula
uniformly on admissibles. Set

Pe M(X): e Pe Lmtad& Vb € P[P =1I;(b) — 3Q € X N P(Q E IL;(b))].
Observe that M;(X) is a II;;;-class if X is ITj-class.
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Lemma 6.22 Let X be a I1}-class such that X C Lmtad. Suppose P € Ms(X)
and o € GIWT). Then there exists a universe Q € X such that o € GIW®?).

Proof. Suppose P € M>(X) and o € GOWT).

First by a € C*(W?) and Lemma pick a distinguished set Xy € P so
that o € C*(X))

Next writing C*(W?)|a € WP analytically we have

VB < a[f e CCOWT) = 3Y € P(D[Y]& B €Y))
Again by Lemma we have
BeC*WP) « 3X € P{D[X]& B €C*(X)}.
Thus we have
V3 < a¥X € P3Y € P[(D[X]& B € C¥(X)) = (D[Y]&B € Y)].

By Lemmal[6.T62 we have D[X] <+ P |= D[X] for any X € P. Hence by Lemma
the following ITp-predicate holds in the universe P € My (X):

VB < a¥X3IY[(D[X] & B € C*(X)) = (D[Y] & B € Y))] (39)

Now pick a universe Q € PN X such that Xy € Q, Q@ = (89). Tracing the
above argument backwards in the limit universe @ we have C*(W?)|a C W%
and Xo C WY = J{X € Q: Q = D[X]} € P. Thus by Lemma [6.20 we have
a € C¥(WY). Hence a € G(WR). O

In the following key Definition we define ITy-classes M[n,i;0] (2 < i <
N —1) and II;;q-classes M (n,i;a) (2 < i < N — 1) by induction on N — i for
n € D9 and a € Od(Ily)|r, cf. Subsections B3] £.4] and Remark

Definition 6.23 Let 2 <i < N — 1.
1. Pe M[n,N — 1;q] iff P € Lmtad and

Pe({Mn-1(M[y,N = 1;a]) : Uy OV";0) 39 <n-1 1}
2. For2<i<N-—1, Pe M(n,i;a) iff P € Lmtad& i € In(n) and
P e {Mi(My,isa]) : Ur (WP a) 3 4 <5 0}
3. For2<i<N—1,
P e M[n,i;a] ¢ P € M[n,i+ 1;a] 0 M;(X(n?,i;))
where X(n,i; «) denotes the class
X(n,i;0) := Mln,i+ ;o] 0 {M " is0) - m < Thi(n) — 1},
Note that
X074 0) = Mnly i+ 150] O {UM (0" 45 0) :m < Thi(n) — 1}
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4. Mn,2] == Mn,2;n].

Let us examine how these classes are defined for a fixed a. Note that
UrWF;a) is £1 on P. First M[n, N — 1;a] is defined as a IIy-class using
a recursion lemma, cf. [I1], pp.322-327. Namely there exists a primitive recur-
sive function gV ~1(n; @) such that

PeMn,N -1a & PEIy(g™ Ymna).

Suppose that IIy-classes M[y,i + 1; «] has been defined for any v and let
gl (v; @) be a primitive recursive function such that

PeMly,i+ 10l PEIy(G T (v;a)).

Then M (n,i;a) and M|n,i; o] are defined as a I1;;-class and a IIy-class, resp.
using the function ¢t and a simultaneous recursion lemma.

We say that a universe P is an n-Mahlo universe if P € M(n, 2].

Now we show that if P is an 7-Mahlo universe and UVy (WF) 3 v < ), then
P is IIy-reflecting on 7-Mahlo universes, i.e., P € Ms(M][y,2]), cf. Theorem
0.29

Lemma 6.24 If a < 8, then M([n,i; 8] C M[n,i;a] for2 <i < N —1.

Proof. Assume o < . Then U} (X;a) C Ujf(X;p) for any classes X. By
induction on € with subsidiary induction on N — i show simultaneously

P e Mn,i;fl = P e Mn,i;al (2<i< N —1),

and
PeM(n,i;8)=PecMnia)2<i<N-1).

O

Lemma 6.25 Assume P € M, 1(M[n,i+1;q]), and either P € M;(X(n?,4; a))
orn=nl& P e N{Mn", i;a):m <lhi(n) —1}. Then P € M;(M|[n,i;a]).

Proof.

First consider the case when P € M, 1(Mn,i + 1;a]) N M;(X(nY,4; ).
Since M;(X(n?,4;a)) is a II;41-class, P reflects it on M[n,i+ 1;a]. Namely we
have with M|n,i;a] = M[n,i+ 1;a] N M;(X(n?,4;a)), P € M;y1(M[n,i;a]) C
Mi(Mn,; o))

Next consider the case when P € M, 1 (M[n,i+1;a )N {Mn™, i a) :m <
lhi(n) — 1} and n = n?. By the first case it suffices to show P € M;(X(n!,i; a))
with the class

Xl is0) = Mn,i+ Lol 0 (UM (0", i) - m < Thi(n) — 1},

Since M (n",4; «) are I1;41-classes, P reflects these on M [n?,i+1;a] = M[n,i+
1;a]. Namely we have P € M, 1(X(n?,i;a)) C M;(X(n?,i;)). We are done.
O

The following is the key lemma.
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Lemma 6.26 1. Suppose 2 <i < N —1, pd;(y) =n and v € UV (WF;a).
Then for any class P

P e M[n,i;a] = P e M;(M[y,i;al).

2. Suppose N —1>i € In(y) &~y € HiWF;a)&n=~}. Then for any set
P
PeX(ni;a) = PeM(,i;a)

with X(,55 @) = M(n,i + ;0] 0 M, i:0) - m < Ihy(n) — 1},

Proof. These are shown simultaneously by induction on N — i. First we show
Lemma [626/T] for the case i = N — 1. Second Lemma [6.2612] is shown assuming
Lemma for the case i + 1. Finally Lemma is proved assuming
Lemma

for the case i = N — 1 follows from the definition of P € M[n, N — 1;a].
Namely we have

Un_1WF0) 5y <n_1n& P e Mn,N—1;0] = P € My_1(M[y,N —1;q]).

In what follows assume ¢ < N — 1. First we show the following claim.

Claim 6.27 Assume LemmalG.20[ holds for ani < N—1. Then the hypothesis
pd;i(v) = n can be weakened to v <; n as follows: Suppose v <; n and v €
UVr(W¥F;a). Then

P e Mn,i;a] = P € M;(M[y,i;a]).

Proof of Claim This is seen from Lemmata [6.311] and [6.21] and the
fact Ml(MZ(X)) - Ml(X) O
Suppose i € In(y) &y € H:(W?F;a). We show P € M(y,i;a) by
subsidiary induction on v € V¥ (WF; ) for sets P assuming P € X (n,i;a) for
the diagram n = v} = (rg;(7))?. Note that the relation < is transitive.

Assume UF(WP;a) 3 6 <§ 4. Then § € VF(WP;0) NUVE (WP ) by
v € HW?F;a), and rg;(6) = rgi(y) and hence 6} = 1. By Lemma E21] and
Definition B20] we have Vm[0 < m < 1h;(§) — 1 = 6/ = 5" '] and 69 = § since
i € In(9).

We have to show P € M;(M|[§,i;a]). By Lemma and 6Y = § it suffices
to show the following claim.

Claim 6.28 1. P € M, (M[6,i +1;a]).
2. Pe({M(M™, i) :m <lhi(d) —1}.

Proof of Claim
6231 By 6} = n and Lemma we have § = &) <;41 7. We have P €
X(n,i;a) € Mn,i+ 1;a). Therefore Claim [6.27 and IH on Lemma [6:26/] for
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the case ¢ + 1 yield Claim
First consider the case m > 0. Then we have 6/ = 7"~ and P €
X(n,i;a) € M(n" 1 i;0) = M(6™,i;a). On the other side P € M (6, i;a)

7 9

follows from SIH. Thus Claim [6.28/2] was shown. O

for the case i < N — 1. Suppose pd;(y) = 1, v € UV*(WF;a) and
P € M[n,i;a]. We have to show P € M;(M[y,i;a]).

By Lemma one of the following cases occur:
Case [4.2411

n = pdi(v) = pdip1(7) &lhi(y) = lhi(n) &Vm < lhi(y)[vi" = n;"]

v € UV (WF;a) and P € M[n,i;a] € M[n,i+ 1;a]. Thus by IH we have
P € Mix1(M[v,i + 1;a]), and hence by Lemma it suffices to show P €
M;(X(4?,i;)). This follows from 72 = ¢ and P € M[n,i;a] € M;(X(n?,i +
1;@)).

In what follows assume i € In(7y).
Case [4.24.2

rgi(7) = pdi(v) = n&n] =y &¥m < lhi(n) = thi(y) — 1" = 77"
Then v =9 <41 9¢ = n). We have P € M[n,i;a] C M;(X(n,i;a)) with
X(njisa) = X(vi,is0)
= Mpn},i+1;0]N ﬂ{M(%m,i;a) :0<m <lhi(y)—1}.

Let @ be any limit universe in P such that Q € X(v},4; @) and v € U7, (W?; ),
cf. Lemma [6.2T] We claim that @ € M;(M|y,i;«]). This yields

P e My(X(v;,ia)) © Mi(Mi(Mly,i;.0])) € Mi(Mly, s o),
and hence we are done. By the definition we have
Q € My, i+1;0] (40)
Q € (MO iie):0<m<lh(y) -1} (41)
By Lemma [6.19 we have W@ C W, and hence
v e UV W% a) (42)

and
v e H; (W% a) (43)

On the other hand we have v <;41 v}. Therefore IH on Lemma [6.26] i.e.,
Claim [6.27 with ({0 and [@2) yields

Q€ Mip1(M[y,i+1;a]) (44)
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On the other side Lemma with the set Q € X(v},i;) and @) yields
Q € M(v,i;«). Hence we have by (@)

Qe (UM i) : m < lhi(y) — 1} (45)

Now Lemma with 79 = ~, @) and @) yields Q € M;(M[y,i;q]) as
desired.
Case [4.24.3

n=pdi(7) =i rg:(7) & =&
Im[0 < m < lhi(n) = 1&rgi(n* ") = rgi(v) &sty(n]" 1) > sti(v) &
VEk < 1hi(n) —m+1=1lhi(y)(k > 0 = n" 15 = 4F)]

K3

Then we have Uf(WF;a) 3 v < 9"~ for an m with 0 < m < lh;(n) — 1.
P& M[n,i;al € M(n"~t,i;a) yields P € M;(M[y,i;ql). a
Lemma [6.20/1] i.e., Claim yields the following Theorem

Theorem 6.29 Let P be an n-Mahlo universe. Then P is Ila-reflecting on
v-Mahlo universes for UVys(WP) 3 v <n:

Pe Mn2&UVsWFP)sy <n=Pec My(Ml[y,2]).

Proof. By Lemma [6.24] we have P € M[n,2] = M[n,2;n] € M[n,2;v]. On
the other hand we have v € UVy (W?;v). Thus Lemma [E26] i.e., Claim 627
yields P € My (M[y,2;7]). O

Lemma 6.30 G(X) C Uy (X).

Proof. Assume v € G(X). Let § € D? such that v < § and v = st;(§) for an
i > 2. We have to show Y := | J{K,v : 0 <rg;()} C X|vy. By Lemma [G3I2] we
have Y < 7.

On the other hand we have v € C7(X), and this yields § € C?(X), and hence
v € C7(X) by the definition of the set C7(X). Therefore Y C C7(X) follows
from Lemma B.IHBl Thus we have Y C C7(X)|y C X. ad

Theorem 6.31 For any set P and n
negWPYN VW) & P € My(M[n,2]) = neWr

Proof. We show this by induction on €. Suppose, as I[H, the theorem holds for
any limit universe Q € P. By Lemma [6.22 pick a Q € P so that for X = W® ¢
P,neg(X)&Q € M[n,2]. By Lemma [63l8] we also have n € V*(X). Hence

we have
negX)nvi(X) (33)
On the other side Lemma and Theorem yield

Vy<n{yeG(X)NV*(X) = Q € Ma(M[y,2))}.
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Now IH yields
Vy<n(y e G(X)NV*(X) = v e X) (B3]
Therefore by Lemmata and we conclude
n € WVCX)lnt € P& DIWVC"(X)nT]

and hence n € WF. O
Now we establish the existence of n-Mahlo universes for each 7. Here the

IIy-reflection of the whole universe enters proofs.
Recall that W, = C™(W").

Lemma 6.32 Let L be a whole universe such that L = KPIly, and n € D%.
For each n € w, if b(n) < wy(m + 1), then

Vy e DUn <y e Uk WEn) = L e M[y,N —1;7]}.

Proof. Let n <~ € DY.
First we show

n =y €Ukh_ WYn) = sty_1(y) € Walwn(r + 1) (46)

By Lemmata and 24 we have sty_1(7) < Q(v) < max{b(y),7} <
max{b(n), 7} < wy(r+1).

On the other side v € U%_,(WY;n) means that VA[y <n_1 8 = B €
Un_10W%n)]. In particular | J{K,v : 0 < 7} C WE with v = sty_1(7).
Therefore Lemma [B.11] with the condition (D.2) 7)) in Definition 14 yields
v € C"(WY) = W,. Thus we have shown (@8]

We show that Vy € U, (WY n){n < v =L € M[y, N—1;9]} by induction
on sty—1(y) € Wr up to each wy,(m + 1), cf. (Z0) and Lemma B20H Suppose
n=veUi W)

L € M[y,N — 1;7] is equivalent to

V6 € Uy _y(WYhmWb(0 <n—1 7 & L = TIy_1(b) =
QM e R&Q ETIn-1(0) & Q € M[5, N — 1;n)).

Suppose 6 € U, WY;n)&d <y_1 v&L |= Ty_1(b) for a b. Then
sty—1(0) < sty—1() by Lemma [LT5

By IH, IIny_1(b) AL € M[d, N — 1; 9] holds in L. Since this is a IIy-formula,
ITy-reflection for the whole universe L yields 3Q(b € Q& Q = IIy_1(b) & Q €
MI[5, N — 1;7]). m]

Theorem 6.33 For ecachn € w
vy e U OVEY N Vs OWEY N DRb(n) < wal(r + 1) = L € Mn, 2]].

Proof. Assume 7 € Uk, (W) NV5* (W) and b(n) < w, (74 1) for an n € DO,
We show the
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Claim 6.34 1. nvy<wm=L¢& M;(X(v,4n)) fori <N —1.
2.n=vy<wm=L¢&My,i;n] fori <N —1.

Proof of Claim by simultaneous induction on ¢ with subsidiary induction
on N —i. Suppose n = v < 7.

First v € U%_,(W";7) and hence by LemmaB.32we have L € M|y, N—1;1],
i.e., Claim[6.3412] for the case i = N —1 follows. In what follows assume i < N—1.
6340 First by STH we have L € M[y,i + L;n] 0 ({M[y"T,i + 1;n) : m <
lhi(y) — 1}. By reflecting Tly-classes M[y,i + 1;n] and M[y" ' i + 1;5] we
have

L € My(Mpy,i+Lgn( (MR i+ ) :m < lhi(y) — 1})
C M(M[y,i+ L] 0 UMP i+ 1) m < Thi(y) — 13).

Let L | TI;(b) for a b. Pick a set P in L such that P € M[y,i+ 1;7] N
MM i 4 L) = m < Thi(y) = 1}, P = Ti(b) and 5 € V5 (WF5n) by

Lemma 6381 We claim that
P e X(y,isn) = My,i+ L) 0 [ {M (" d5m) s m < Ihy(y) — 1},

This yields L € M;(X(~,4;7n)) as desired.

Now we show that P € M (v, i;n) by reverse induction on m < lh;(y) — 1.
Suppose P € ({{M (4% i;n) : k < lhi(y)—m—2} and put § = 7. We have
to show P € M(6,i;n). By Lemma E2T 6} = 4"+, 1h;(8}) = lhi(y) —m — 1
and Vk < 1h;(5})[(0})F = 51K = ymF1HF] Therefore we have P € X(8},i;7) =
My i+ L) O M (3" i) - k < Thi(y) —m —2}. On the other hand
we have § € Hf(W?F;n) by n < § and n € V5'(WF;n). Consequently Lemma
62012 yields P € M(6,i;n) for the set P. We are done.

By SIH we have L € M[v,i + 1;n]. Also by Claim we have

L € M;(X(v),i;:m)). Therefore L € M([vy,i+ 1;n] N M;(X(7},i5n)) = M[y,4;7].

Thus we have shown Claim .34 O
Claim [6.3412] for the case vy = n&i =2 yields L € M[n, 2]. O

Now we conclude the following theorem.
Theorem 6.35 For each n € w
Vn e Dlnp e GOWHY NV WH) & b(n) < wn(r +1) = n e W,

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume n € D% by Lemmata 613 and
Assume 1 € GOWH) NV WH) & b(n) < wp(r 4+ 1). By Lemma and
Theorem[6.33 we have L € M|[n, 2] and hence L € My (M2(M[n,2])). By Lemma
[6.22] pick a limit universe P such that n € GOWE)NV*(WF) & P € My(M]n,2)).
Then Theorem .31 yields n € WP € WE. a
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6.3 Wellfoundedness proof (concluded)

In this subsection we show {0} Uc(a;) € Wy = a; € WY for each a; € D.
Thus a proof of Theorem is completed.
By Theorem [6:35] cf. Lemma [5.11], we have for each oo € Od(Ily )|,

a€GNV* = ac Wk

for
G:=GgW"Y) and V* := V*(Wh).

Proof of Lemma IT for WY. We have to show for each n € w
Va € Wrlwn (1 + 1)¥q C Wi |wp (7 + 1) A(e, q).

By main induction on o« € Wr|wy(m + 1) with subsidiary induction on ¢ C
W |wn(m + 1). Here observe that if 51 € D with b(81) < wy,(7m + 1), then by
Lemma £T9 we have Q(81) < max{b(81), 7} < wy(m + 1).

Let ay € D, with 0 € W, and o = b(a1) & ¢ = Q(1). By Theorem B.23] we
have a; € G. We show ay € WY, By Theorem [6.:35]it suffices to show oy € V*.
We have 0 € V* U {7} by 0 € W,. We show the following claim.

Claim 6.36 Let2 <i< N —1.
1. CrWh) |y C V5 (WE).
2.0 XB<m=pe€HLWa).
3. n=ar&neUWra)&ar <rgn)l=neViWka).
4o =an&ar <rgi(n)l=ne H: W ay).

Proof of Claim
G36 Cot (Wh) oy C Vi (WE) follows from oy € GOWE).
G302 If o < B < 7, then o € Vy(WY o) yields 8 € HS,(WY;0) C
H,(WY; a;) by Lemma B33l
Assume n X a1 &n € Ui(WL;al)&al <rgi(n)d forani < N —1. We
show

sti(n) € Welwn(m 4 1) (47)

We have v < n = st;(y) < sti(n) for 0 =< rg;(v) = rg;(n). Therefore by
induction on st;(n) € Wy|wn(m + 1) we see n € ViF(WE; o).

Put v = st;(n) and 7 = rg;(n). By Lemma I8 and ¢ < N — 1 we have
v = st;(n) < w. Thus we have shown st;(n) < w, (7w + 1).

On the other hand we have n € U;(WY; o). Namely J{K,v: x < 7} C W

Hence Lemma [31T] with the condition (D.2) 7)) in Definition A.14 yields

vecT(Wh) (48)
By Lemmata and [2.4] we have
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Bsr(v) < « (49)

Now Lemma 3222 together with MIH(«), @) and @J) yields v € C™(WV) =
W;. This shows ({@1]).
by induction on N — .

Assume 1 < ay & ay < rgi(n) | for an i < N — 1. Let U;(W% 1) 3 v < .
We show v € Vi, (WY 1) nVEWE; an).

First by Claim G368 we have v € VS(WY; ay).

Next suppose v <41 3 < 7. Then oy < rg;i(n) = rgi(v) =i pdit1(7) Sit1
B by (D.11) in Definition T4 Hence ¢ < S, and Claim yields 5 €
H§i+1(WL§al)-

Finally Lemma I8 with ¢ € In(y) yields a1 < rg;(y) <; rg;(vy) for any
Jj > i+ 1 with rg;(v) J. Therefore v € HiiH(WL;al) by IH. Consequently
v E Vi (Wha).

This shows Claim |

Now by Claim we have a; € HS,(WY). On the other hand we have
o < B<m= B HL,(WY ar) by Claim[B.36/2] and hence a; € V(WY ay).
Thus Claim 6360 yields a; € V*.

This completes a proof of Lemma EIT] for WT. O

Lemma [.TT] yields Lemma a1 € Wy for each o € Od(Ily) as in [8].

Consequently Lemma [318] yields Theorem [6.11
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