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Q3o FHEANA Y FAG} By

[29F%] vlelzlze] AuFold FHEY Fo APEL 4
o 7V 28 54 39 sl BAIS} Bee] 2o

A BAZ =93 F, 28004 ABFd AR GANGS JuFA 3
AN SR Feje nolx, 3HNE ABFH FBROIN 744 7]
240l BRUIIS ARE F, 4004 AnFroy fYRe 7RA FET
A5 Aysla 1 489 @ AE FET ol riAgoz sEo, 4
D72 FREANN BASH Do) PRo| e FaHS PAT 5, 7]
228 AANA BAS B 20| BEHAAY BA% BN, FIH
Q) ZAAH PROENE ALs] ARFIH GRS g TR o
27 A ol Aol AA AL FYsslolor seA] HES Rolth

[aol] vheizlz, gurel FYE 33, WA, Be

* 4 2011, 5. 9. AAF 2 FAHLEY: 2011, 6. 7. AAAL: 2011. 6. 8.
¥ o] =2 2007 B AUFAHAL T AAdoE F=dtazls AT A
AL ol S AFY(KRF-2007-327-A00159). 213 =HS 3 4
ol o] AL EA TAI=-T



=550 I AAdA F4
SRR Splol Aase) sste] 727
AAZ oxd 2 714 FAAAE S5 PHERIEZ(P. Martin-Lof) 9
A2 -8 E(Intuitionistic Type Theory)< A SHol|A F
=oAL 974 1 FEGAE A ANl 389 o]
o A#AFIH FPEL, a0 & =HYE FH(proof) T T2
TJ(program) 123l F¥(type)d == A TY(program
problem specification) 7+e] &3 (isomorphism)®] Etisle], 4+s}
A WS s BT gk e AN B8 =

BHoR AWFIH FHEL BAH FNAASY TEAE F

N AAFo)d FEEL vEEZ FEEMartin-Lof Type Theory) =& ‘7
794 38 E(Constructive Type Theory)’ o|2til® EAT vlEE|Z= 1
o] AAFYA FFHEY A WA (HIAEF) HHo] 7IZE(. Girard)o] ¢
3 HIGHZ AoE A o, o HE FHY (M) HAS
AABIATE E3E BHOEE Martin-Lof (1998), (1975), (1982), (1984)7}
Fom, FER FHY HAx OE sxEd s AiEI itk
(Nordstrom, B., K. Petersson, and J. Smith (2000) %) #4202 FIF=
o] oy HAES #s HwE A= Sommaruga (2000)S FET A,
714 2ol =oEE EFZFC MALS Martin-Lof (1984) 2 Nordstrom, B.,
K. Petersson, and J. Smith (1990)e] AAE, 53] o8} ‘OIFFIE
(Polymorphic type theory)’ o]H, E =Fo|x 9] =& o] AAE TAHOZE
%9 Aotk ABFY2 FHEH tE AT Y 73 AA=
o] vluE $ A= Beeson (1985) 2 Troelstra and Van Dalen (1988)=
' A

2) oA Nordstrom et. al (1990), 22-23% 2 Thompson (1999), 6% 5
A

i



NmFoly RYSoIMe| TH BE 3

Q3 Zo]5L AU ojA, WA, B B FEI e
o= J1EAQ MA FAAA 2 2 ofu2e Y] 4
A4 = A7t Aok

NpFod §REY 2P 47 ABF) Sy A o
B V12ER 922 S, 1 A P 4 F
=

] =8

& Ao} Ak 2P 243 Al olEeA, EdtAL
‘?‘

[<}

ol wzﬂﬁlom 5
o WAl Fdol er;l A% el oA =ElFE S8
TSl Iy BeEAY AusEx g JQHoe A

G o7 AN ABRIH FHEE we RIET FARH o

AR 5 A, o T WAt Aase] Ealg UL ¥

A7y 14 =gg Azt S dolMe $83 2polg A

U 942 BT fAR 79 9 Be g

52 ®A] F3E(Ramified Type Theory)oﬂf\i«] 3 da} 7=

Al FE8S AYAL JeA AF = A2 AEE *‘Qﬂi SHT}4)
Bt FQsHA AdT9d FEES 7€y 1™ =g AAY
i 7

o] =2 AAles 49E e dde A itk «

oA FRPBAME, BFHoE HERIANN HeEHE 28
T ] “41”0*01011/\1 HAHAE, BA)BAETHeZ A=,
o2 mEtlool M ZJQ—E— Zio] e g 7H5Ho] it
ol M tHFofxitt. 53] Aao] F30lr 71E4e)a
A WA e TRt WA= (2 BAe) T9

Fo 2 of oftt N X
Q2 ox ox
X

o

il ofN oX -

3) o]Zu} ‘&8 {3 E(Monomorphic type theory) oA F3 JY ¢ H
Ao} FEEATE (Nordstrém, B., K. Petersson, and J. Smith (2000) %=,
Martin-Lof  (1984)14 <} 22 o|&n} ‘¥ {3 E(Polymorphic type
theory) ol M= 33 A 2 HA= 22 Aoz Hdnh

4) Martin-Lof (1984), pp. 22-23 =
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Holm

o AgenA YT 2L Aol AgHE daoln], FEL
WASo] ohet BUEE o] ToKITh Z, FEFHY A grhie]
HE ASES WA} ol duolt. 8 Aueld fues
q4 A 278 5 A A 18R 2ERd o)
o] A enEs ANt de wEHze )zed owe
A, PR A REze gadols gz
WSt A9l Agsinz A FAor| R welelo]
o e o] WAl s FAS Adckn Ak
ApFols fEEd tlel 1= MEe) FAoMES oEslA ¢
om, o] AAe] FHEE Q4 Aolole) ojn] Mrol] ofs) 4z

FRE 3 o

Hom AP, oA ol folq Aureld
] | &(direct semantics)’ ©]2} EdTh
quze fRTe Eedoz SR Al bal AE
Folze ANGE AN dhiel, ol olgel AdA slg
gelol thg AES FAA S wA o qute 59
o) Aol oA B oRiz elstat Astel A EASel o)
ST 279 A0S S & AL Aol o B9 SEE F
- Z

e AEZ WS- vk

rol N
o,
2

4
ouze] & ool ol AZF9% 4u1io1 et dlojz
=l e A2 e

HojAA o %%ﬂ'ﬂ%%

o] AefSktho) o] =elA

5) Martin-Lof (1987), p. 408.
6) Tﬁ—} AoE Hold Aol dube] AAFF {FIFES AHLstHE 2y
S Ranta (1994) 5o 9Jal A== AT}



AE Aotk 24 AaF4 1329 HAVNES AaTo4
HANE ] e FEde Holal, 3dAM AHAFo]H 13
A 7P 7184 Blde AR F 4-00M AHasly 79
B9 7124 FEFE B3 Y B 3 A8 3 Akt
HEZ Aoty mxjetoz 5ddM, ATl FI2M WA
oF dee] o] AAshs oA AT 5 71224 AA
A wAleE dde] o] RIS FA|9} J&%@}O% 19
of ¥ FHHA ZEAY BHOe=RE AAFH wHEoML
22 T olFe Wl AsiMe o Asol Xdﬂﬂﬂ”r gac
gtE|ofoF sh=A] HEE Zoltt.

7 A slo]’(A. Heyting)2 WAE (I SHoll didh ¢ %(intention) = 7]

l(expectation) 2, ZXEILZIZ(A. Kolmogorv)= BA|E Al(problem) =
A (task) 2 ABSAAT, 259 AW 7EAHOE o7 AAE A
Aiehe Aoz gFAT. Lz BAd) t 1aRe A2z
AWE BHKS #Ze Aoz SadE & e AFS AR
(Martin-Lof (1987), p. 411), ol HAAEAE] xslA] & o] =
Aotk
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2t} (VxEABY SHLE A9
&3l 4ol Ui 2ol 482 H$- B(xa)d FHS MESe

A)BY FHe o S
Bua)®] FHel sigse 74
“AE AD 102 ol 9le) A 93] -as) S Al
Zo] 288 A% Lo 3He AR AL A ¢ 4
S FAA, L9 FHE glonZ A9 F e
9 5 gk AL Holt Tl

BHK sh4iolA1el 29 Ade o 533 F4aA0 a2
o) ohtk 53] ole 45 F4H FYolHsh Lo| ERT
HAA9) FYEOt FEFHEA o5f PolAe BATY 9=
ol o Hrh APsd RE S w22 shel 34 4

o0
=

9

2% <ol AFE F7H A 23, F ADBY TH2 A9 SR A&
g A$ BY TS AEdde AL U € F e FAolofof gt
= Z271& A}o)|&(G. Kreisel)I BE(M. Dummett) 5o o8] Z4xdH A
o7 o] F7t 2ol FAQIA ] gk =do] A Fok FUlE, F9
2, Ao AAE A, 87 A F e Aolojor 7] wiEe] o]
z7o] dFolgtal FATh FAMSE =9v B Ygste %‘Ug | tHe
7 A 279 WA= AL} (Dummett (2000), p. 13 2 Troelstra

and Van Dalen (1988), pp. 31-32 %)

B gsAbel ALY Sl tig AWelA s tiddoet HEd
ool FEACET &5 wHOE YFAAL By B AREA 1}
Elue ®3 xE o2 X3 4945 Yepdith
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10) Martin-L6f (1995), pp. 189-190.
) Ay A9 2 FYs G #s AHS HaiAe AL (1996), Prawitz
(1965) 2 (1971)S & A.
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Zoltt, 1 gk AVl S93 ZF+=t|(Combinatory Logic) &<
gt A4k A-calculus)d] FHterm)ZFe] gl &3+ AZ|(H. Curry)
2 & =(W. Howard)®] wHAo]th12)
ol2n} ‘A-3YE= T3 (Curry-Howard Isomorphism)’

rlo
w
s

285 o] BQ <8 b —}'— :F‘HO]U
3 Ax.bol I3t }7‘401] olaf bel FE O]
ojmZ Axbe 3 A-B &2
H 7% BY =Ry Tl
A O-E94AF D-AATFEY A&
1 rEY AAEY FHEd ddee
Ak —r’\}(abstractlon)ﬂr A S(application)= &
of sfigetd, Zheizd O-gede o ?ﬂ’?}g HIEFHSH B
-conversion)®l| MFES LA I
B =gl tigk Y8t Aeje S gk dike] 89t 4

K
04 % A Pl il Aa7a feeel W) s
=83 otk o] ¥ WA 7¥ (32 JAY) 1 dE
9 Zma 999 o 00 @ 9l A2 depack 3, A
o AT AAAY AANNE oW Bl hFF FH, T
Wk dukdog BHK 48 wet ojsje BAe) tie SHe &
A8 Yok Ao Fo= vehlold 4 9w, Z¥E WAE 13
Al UrE‘rLHOVJ o] 063011 oﬂﬂﬂﬂ* A}@_o]dr dd dE S
#74 THE xol

o]
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_l_:ll_

A

oft
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ne
rir
o|\
o

lo

N

N,
&L

12) A} Fole HWAlEElY T #TI FEQA FHTEAKpositive
implicational calculus)®] + & 22 2K combinator) S} Kof, A7
TS Z2HA H-8-AiHapplication)oll tl-gAISZH o] FE A A A
o ST =FALe] Fo] YeHS B,

AclAe FHEC] Sgd ot At 3 dSEE Bt H.
and R, Feys (1958), Howard (1980)) #g]-3tH= o] T3k FHI =9
£ 9314 Sorensen, M. H. and P. Urzyczyn (2006)= = A.



Zols fES0|Me TR BE 9

ol st

eHd 249 ous 1 FHURANA Fe AR oguE
o YA & w, BHK 3§4& w=eld E3E9] 9n), = =4
=% BAE 2 SHeY A9eR 15T U o HAY
THEL ‘T Hproof objects) 0T}t == FA == 3t
FHo|y) FAE g Aoyt AHT ®E o2 FEE Uy
oA B2 14) 314 gAle old I e HFor 172
T o £ &9 FrhtHel s 22 e Ave e
22 WS dehlle Aoz 752 5 St ofd B
At HAFH FHBAME TEEA Z=R AAAT]

o
o2l
(o
e
1o

Fr

€

Xl(formulae as types) =AE BoAA 5T Ao
of iAol x] exal AwkARl YujEd =AZ AAZD F e F
gozne) WA e PozAe WA Ashe WA
= 43} gtk ol JFo =AY HATNE sk, ‘A= A
b B gk ] Aade Ae) BEH 2REl o

H ASAA, 22 A (EEF) THE A T Ve F

1) @tolol N Eulaolg Be FHsolol & Aol vz olsis 7}
Aok o Fo FHNF(ES ABFIE FER A FF )l

FHS 2 g 29 o] ozl o 1FE 23S ovjd
14 nielg) 2= ghde go) A4S tjalEte] 3 o] E(theory of expression)=
a19FaFA T (Nordstrom, B. et al. (1990), 333 & #) o2& IF

categorial grammar2A] FE FFEZ IFHY AAFIH FIEY §
AA A #gE o] 29 ARA ‘B(a) 9t ‘bla) e FHS
a5 Z&3 ZS yeEhdth (ol 9 ZHAY Ymolr|= .
o8 AAFIoN e A2A NELE FeH, eA%E] I
2 Aoy Aoz pEehA] 2=

1) SR deilie 359 BrhrEe ko= ﬂ"li‘éﬂoﬂ 333t
THES X, o]d 35 318 S WA= vz FI &)
o] % F=x ](defmmonal equahty)JJrﬁ] o ajgget. o]H 7]E 4’5}“\3, iz
YIS Are A9EL 22 FHE Uedth F99 YA
&3t o] 7]%01]‘: =do ] V= T A

ofr
ok,
g
me
22
o &
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Holm

QA1A7} sfetsloo} B,

oz, ez o, ko]l WAR EHI ke d
27 (2 Al sidshe) HAlY SR e = Atk O
£ wEA, HaFoos e 1 FFFH dasd a8 3
o] FLA 7=l dsiM AETI S, A= HHoltb= dd
= =HEA 7] flsiMe AY BFF f4TF FYRIA, ada

a5 ) FIA 270 FAJATE defEofof i) viElF] e

oA ofl o =A 9 WAPNEe WEW, BHK A% 1
F74 T8 YA EFEAY A A 1 FFH d4
o oAT e Awo] HAty. FAHCE, WA AS BY A
A&BE FF At B9 H7IZE F AxBol|, A AVBE AT A
o} B9 &% 3Ndisjoint union) A+Bol, 5 ADBT Y AZ
e JY BEY &Y A A—Boll, L& &S (ol ai=
gt} FstEAlel sidske ke =] Haids, A A
A9 €4 adll AEHo] BWA B(a)E #2E VA= WA B
Aol tIgt &<ZH(family of sets over A)ol s|F3t= Ho| A|F
Fojof st} HHAHYS) (VxEABE JAYE B HIIZE F (IIx

16) Martin-Lof (1984), pp. 7-8. o] J& /Ide =8 134 JFEolAMY F
3 Mddge o8 Ao, Hl4KBishop and Bridges (1985))¢] +47 gt
M3 st

1) okA AFE dE F33 JFe -3 E(polymorphic type theory)ollA]
YAl HAFHAT, TFE 8 Z(monomorphic type theory)ol| A= &

‘jr.

—

i, r1r
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A

EA)B (Rt 73] TI(A,B))ol

X~

nESeps

—

o

FoIM QuZo|Mo THe BT 11

s, SAYdsl (IxEA)BE

A¥EQ B 7Y F (ZxEA)B (Hth 1138 Z(AB)°l 3
g3ttt A—Bo AxBE 22} 11(A,B)SF > (A,B)olA B7F A9l
ol AEglo] B 2L g Ad Aol sEgithy

olA] BHK 342 WAl &2 s 1 AFH Yol JAs|
ek ACE g F o ol HEE =UqtEdd thest
= FEE AXNE F Ut o]& mEEzY fFFo|EY AMkE A}
43 Yepid (% 1) 2ok

(3£ 1)
A A%

aZb A9 F™olal b7} B FHolH,
<a,b>= A&BY FHolt}t

aZ7b A9 Y&o]a b7} Be Yiold,
<a,b>= AxB9| ko|t}.

a7} A9l SHo|¥, inl(a)= AVBY ZF
rgoltk b7k Bo S,
inr(b)E A VB9 Z9o|th

a7l A9l Y2old, inl(a)= A+BY ¥
20|tk b7k B ¥4xo|H,
inr(b)= A+B2] 4ol

b7k ASl 57 oo 85 BI 53
S A& B,
Ab)E ADBE Swolc,

b7} A9 94 a0 A&Eo] BY 4
A erold,
AMb)= A—BY] ¥4o|ct

=

=

o o«

=
L9 Z9e gt

{}9,] QA= 041;]_.

T1-1- HA

b7b A9 S5 ol H&Ho| B9 T
e sk el

MbD)E (VxEA)BS ZHolt)

b7} A9l U4 acol] FEFo] B(a)Y ¥
2E AE3E o,

AMb)= TI(A,B)2] H4olt},

a7l AY SHolal b7} B(a)d SHol
H <ab>= (IxEA)BY FHo|th

L

a7t AY ¥%o]i b7} B(a)Y HPio

, <a,b>—

LI

A 2(A,B)% ¥ao|tt

18) JT Aqke] FA NoF FARRE
AR, A—BSH AXBE 242t TI(A,

19 34
Eg=
2RI <>+
St Foh At Aol 2 Ao] ofy

o

)

T

=] o
= °ofT

=

A

L Y

FHo|l 2 FA (
o

2 g ol

(x)B)2 Z(A,(x)B)E A9

THolUY EFH dAE FASe dAeE ‘A A (constructor)’ 2
FAAMS <>, inl, inr, A= EHO|EQ] 7|EF Ajbolth A A
ZFAA 9} e WAooz HojH Aoz IHFEA grom \E

t}. (Nordstrom et al. (1990), 333 &
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BARD 7 1 Z2H BN s Bejdrke
[e)

o] Jojo] FH(A)S A HFH TH(EHS
I~

4] B 71 71249 A 9 shvke BAI
aae] FEeE, FEMASY ALUdE WA ohE dds
’=o) o3, BAE =gdde] FH4Ee ddela,
FEAAG A== Ao] ofyr, F29 AAY dee dd=o]

s BAEY o] o, 3 wd 2 FHY |
A% W8 Uelie 7HEMdo] ZA3d -
AFS 9 dolel= HME HAFHoE Zed (BA4F

4
o2,
B
&
g.
2
rlo
g
-
1o
fo
>
E
ol
M
-~
-\
(it
=
e,
=
)
o
Sl
K

FE0) AA ARe] BE] AYITHE FFS BE(L Kan)))
ARE AEAQ =AM FEHolS FFY Aolrha) ZaAE

20 a8y, ZE Al B S(judgeable content)¥F A (thought)S FLA] 3
AR Hol|x|gh AfJFold FHPEAAM= olEe] FEHET 54 F=x



NErold RYSolMel TRl BE 13

NESL 2] AT HF 52 o] g &0 EZasitia
o7l itk o= A WAl =94 4e AdE FEst T
Aol mgnto] Aeke] 7 JdE dete Aol 275k o
o AL Al =gstelld dubrow wolsoZin. Ty A
T4 FEBdM= REZF AET A FARE oA dd
Aol Bt 7ol 8% 9= ok VM= A ek A
43 AEE AdEds 7R dyEa A A9 Ad
(categorical judgement)-> OFF-¥l 7P &EHA] = TR
g siEsiH, 7114 Fhhypothetical judgement) 7}l 2
Edhe 214 ddd gt AAH ddels oA 3 7 7]
=29l AT 4ol 9lom ol= (i 2)° “Eht ATk

(3£ 2)
A x4 2B FYPEANAY £
A= Aotk A prop &2 A set
ASt BE 22 WA(H3holt) A=B
ax A9 SH(HE)oltt aEA
a9l be A9 & Zu(dA)olth a=bEA
= Fo|tY47t Uoh. A true

=2
r gl
o

o
-
rm

2) wigEZe BE ZAH dd Fo] (X 2)dMe 2 FAES Adek =
T A wolsolr] etk BE Vbsd 782 FHol vE A E
T g%o], HA(REH Y T nE Ve d4e mg Agd £ QY
= Ao| A#AFo Y 7|2 FAoE Fd F o, o|d m AAF9
A FEES I AEE BARD S AP Aol =g F e €9 A
Alolth (Martin-Lof (1984), p. 8 = Martin-Lof (1996), p. 108 F=Z) A
= Z]

207 §ago] qure] o) A)2A e F4L ABAAY A
#A9] 8 oA Bishop and Bridges (1985)9] /Wdd SHE©°] niE g
b BT BRRAE o8 BAND + Yke olvlz ol olot 2
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Aee 72 A4 pderA, o
Fle FE7 Fols ol O i @ Ak 7

|

(3t 3)
Ao g 32 212 FAE s)9E] golor & Uy

A set A9 BFF daso] AHE WY O YA 7=
A9 EFF P4= BY T4 dao I dx AYsh

A=B ok oleE] A9 22 RFEH YaSe BY B %FH €
AE0H I 9% AYgith

aEA av A9 BTA 942 ETh

a=bEA afl b= A9 T ¥FZF Y4z gdr

A true AS Y447 Utk

‘A true’dhe JHES AE HWAIZ 7T o BRo AdxdE A
A5, ‘A true’s oE Aol A9 FHoITP =2 ‘A9

o
o
o

Zrjo] QdbE B olsd & glow, olze] ‘A7h Foltk
= Bue JuFod onjehs Zlo] wEzlxe] FAolth A
Zrjo] Qi Boke 2E AuFeld 2ol fAH ol
ol @} %, 1

B2 gul=A ] e 54 74
o sl 7o) AS) FHAL ol Bk et Fejsier T
A olg7 olalE A et (EA)TTIH HAZ ol A
otk ThAFEA SJsA EAYS AYE oW FAE o]

23) “A judgement is defined by laying down what it is that you must know in
order to have the right to make it.” (Martin-L6f (1996), p. 108)



A T g A AT FAHCE A dsl
Aese FEtdes 48599 fFd2dMe ‘A tue'dt 22
AAE el HEHE ZoR k. o7, AHe A%
AATT

(3 4)
7HdA e 34 SHRE JHS SIS golel & WiE
A(x) set [xEC] Col ol ¥4 coll tiall, A(e) set.
A(x)=B(x) [xEC] Col Jeje] A4 coll thal, A(c)=B(c).
a(x)EA(x) [xEC] Col dole] ¥4 ol tial, a(c)=A(e).
a(x)=b(x) EA(x) [xEC] |C] Y]] A coll T3, a(c)=b(c)EA(c).
A(x) true [xEC] Col o9 ¥4 coll i, A(c) true.

713 dde] ®Ho dRbAQl 9= oy YEXR] JH8E &)
Xl detoltk oA, A0l HFelghe FHo] F

Al e K 1A Aol Falere el ZREr
oS w3 7 A AT Axx)Y i 7HE stellA
Axix)7F Aelthb & 78 B ‘A(xi,xa) set [xiEAY, xE
Ar(x) 3 o] RdESE 748 AT FAolA 2T Y 13
E9] dge AA AHA E(sequent)"ﬂ’ﬂ«] Zﬂ(antecedent)»} A
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A Bt HolA Aol Utk o= thEE QXY He #
o] oFo] wetol oEE 4 Q7] wWioltk Iy of" AL
Folghs 44 7F(assumption)ol] dFol= FHS FAE ALk
sk FABPI xEA xEATE R 4 3tk

t0 HASH] ARIE AFsHThs) W) JozRE FAH

29 I T UeHle 2o osE F JoH
b &2 1AHH =3 arity)E AU o7t =3 V) n+19l 3
I B7F AEE ol o(B)E =847 nQl o] HY (Ba=
% Atk (9714 ne AAgolth) aB)= T
£ 83k F(application)=, (B)ac aolA BE (=L
2) F4e A(abstraction)s HERH<= ACE osfd + ok =
(B)at HHF AilelA AB.adl afFete Ao=E, (B)a(y)=a(B/y)°]
i E3] (B)aB)=a°lth (B)(Byat (B,B)aZ, aB)(B)T aB,
ByZ YeRdE i<noll W&l (xi,..x0) (X1, Xn)d)E FARIES
Loy 0 0] FEOTH (a4, t). =0 21BFH FHE

of FETFHSLS BUYAY oJnle] e ok Ae] Aol o) A

<
)
<
o
Y
o

25) f¥olEd gt o st s A Nordstrom et al.
(1990), 37342 & A I Fo AAREC] 9shd, o1& u|E3 el vlels]
ZO] FHO|EL FEF Ao Uute] LEESFE AL HUY I FIEY
9] PRI ES Rl & R MeE F Atk

o
o
do
é..l_'f,
>
rr

S
T AL
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Assumption Proposition as Set
A set acA
XEA [xEA] A true

A &2 HAE #sk 7252 A1 (Formation Rules) =
%Fﬁi“.(lntroductlon Rules), A A72|(Elimination Rules), &&/37f
Z)(Equality Rules)d] Y] 7FA] EF=2 Yroizich 63/‘4‘3731% %
Ao g wEdofoN AAEHE FEEE 12T FABEAR, o)
ENAQ FREZA FRL EAF AojFHE AHojs=t] wl), o

o3

o=

g Wk @A ApFgoz e 1 EERY Y8t 1F
FUy 240 o) FEHT gk ol me, =T 2
£o) Uehhs PR B2 948 RS FH% a5
e FUY 24 HiE T AR olFollth S5
o <>ub LEGFH A 2ol Aol Uehbke AFIA)
(®) =

A ‘:r“cﬂx}(constructor) 2}
", 3 QA A FFH dis
At T A =YFHE A2 AASe 2o Azoﬂ 4]
g FAAE 2 e Adtke Wwe FH Stk AAFHL
A 3 gl HE Adl Eake Yoo A4 vrth oW
3 AZE C(v)E Hol7] Yaire 2 A

rE
)
H—l rlr
A
4

o
rlo
s
[-'\'LI
4

26) Nordstrom et al. (1990), 57 & Martin-Lof (1984), pp. 14-205 & A,



18 Aolm

2 ZR3th= o]lEn) < FZF -'H”(structural 1nduct10n) o s
02) vEAT v7F A9 ETE Y42 e A= Zﬂ%, ?,
v7E A9l ofd HFA dA9 Ao As JU]O}P—E, A ATZ
Tl s AFoj" H3H AN ujel o3l Elgst 3 o]
gt & g dok Z-AATERY splitolvt I-AATEY funsplit?
2ol AATA S Aol Uthde AE A9 AKselector) 2t 7
th28) =2A] FRe 337 Y49 ﬁ&ﬂ,ﬁdﬂq S A
H, o] 7 ZEte|=o A3 Aoxe SdqrHdd e
t}29) H(BA)l #g ﬁﬂ% = A#FY =gE sl
5)9F 2th30 (£ 5)o vERd 1
SR Je= OMEP 53], 7194 Ags Ity Y=
UehiA] ear, qr2fe] 8ol ofsf elEe] afAl(discharge) = 7}
A9 UeRiQITE oA, 71A3 sdo] AAlel| vEhA|YE A

o] AAZ TRl BF, 7HAF o] yehd 78] A= Tt
e Yepdth [-AATEY 5548729 A AR Ao
gt A dde 1 P8 'S 7k ddslel foE 3
87 Atk A AdESE, AS B JE) A5, AxBT X
(A,(0)B)Z, A—>BE II(A,(0)B)Z Ao)Em, A&BE AxBE, ADB

27) Nordstrom et al. (1990), p. 39.

) 24 AN e selecton) ko] oA Asisielof B 2
A EAFH sl FAR FFIAS AAFAY AR ¢

S Aok dAY funsplit(f,d)E AlFsH] M= 4 fE Hrlsle) 1
gol (A, B)Y F3 94 A0 B - I AATFHY A HA Ao
o3 2 Fte] A vkt - funsplit(f,d)e] #2 d(b)7F E™, Mb)7} 11
(A, B) TF4 A9 HS- b(x)EB(x) xXEA|H Z1E W '}Ui I1A)
A Al HA Ao 3iA d(b), F, funspllt(fd)L C(HY YAa(FH)
b "Joh g AEA Qe AR 3R g 2<9s HOH/HL
Nordstrom et al. (1990)S & A.

29) Martin-Lof (1984), p. 24.

30 (3 5)Y FHEL 7]1EZ 02 Nordstrom et al. (1990)94] <1&-= 1ok

o



o old gele} (K 5)o) FHEG ofa) AnFold FAE
o] HPFH YikeelE TV ALS B HuF
-

=89 TUTAEH AATFAEL (£ 5)Y =JTHEH AAT
S0 A Zhatel] i3k AFS kst il ‘A true’ 4] 9]
ZehS AR5} %VJE} oA TS L FEL, Lv Ao
o]

ofgf { jof Bov=E { }-AATE 1o AN HZstHT S
AE d¢] HA= O}Ui (X)AE { }-AATE 19 CE 734,
ololo] WA Al thall, < L true’w HAZHE ‘A trueH AEo
o} vtk 28A dojxl e o]t dukslE A4
AA L] T2 E(generalized natural deduction rules)ZEA], A 2
Y4 dak=dY RES 1 55 497 "ok

o) S8 A9 z‘ﬁ(f ) 7te] &5 9str] fel,
ez s met AT FPMY B2 dde SHE A
Z(demonstration)’ ©| 2t ‘5‘}?432) FEFREY HE AHEE, AV
AL A A=2(AX)A) true’Be AHS U=3] BAL HA] A
=2(A,0A)= A 4°H (ADZ(A,(X)A)&(Z(A(x)A)DA) S}
23, ol A Aol sl A-X(A(x)A)SF Z(A(x)A)—A Y

|
o
3
pd

3 A
Z0o) 93} 4ZHm, oI5 A Aol S5l TI(A(A,(0A))
S I(SAMA)A)S ZH ) 92T (& 69 T £5&
A7 A sere] AAZEE o] F WA FAUNIES PABY

3) 7¥5)-3Fo] 2E|(P. Schroder-Heister) 5o <) 1¢td duksle 2449
i]ﬂl% 53] AATHES A AAAATFA} 2
o] HijArS WA Ao 7 T35 (G 5)9] AAFHET o] o|2n}
zx—] Aol A AAE F2HE st Nordstrom et al. (1990)
E3] p. 607} p. 90) 2 Martin-Lof (1984)= & A,
32) oAt Martin-Lof (1996), p. 107.



20 HMolm
(3t 5)
II-formation [I-introduction 1 II-introduction 2
A set  B(x) set [xEA] b(x)EB(x) [xEA] bx)=AX)EB(E) [xEA]
II(A, B) set Mb)EII(A, B) Mb)=N\(d)EII(A, B)
[I-elimination [T-equality
feIl(A, B) b(x)EB(x) [xEA]

C(v) set [vEII(A, B)]

dWECAY)) [yx)EB(x) [XxEA]]

C(v) set [vEII(A, B)]
dWECMY) [YKEB(X) [xEA]]

cE2(A, B)
C(v) set [VE (A, B)]

d(x.y) EC(<x.y>) [XxEA, yEB(x)]

funsplit(f,d) =C(f) funsplit(A(b),d)=d(b)=C(\(b))
>.-formation > -introduction 1 >.-introduction 2
A set B(x) set [xEA] acEA  DbEB(a) a=cEA b=d<B(a)
>(A, B) set <a,b>E2i(A, B) <a,b>=<c,d>E (A, B)
> -elimination >.-equality
acEA

b(x)EB(x) [xEA]
C(v) set [VE2(A, B)]
d(x,y) EC(<x.y>) [xEA, yEB(X)]

C(v) set [vEA+B]
d(x)=C(inl(x)) [xEA]
e(y) EC(inr(y)) [yEB]

split(c,d)=C(c) split(<a,b>,d)=d(a,b)=C(<a,b>)
+-formation +-introduction 1 +-introduction 2
A set B setjacA B set A set bEB a=b&A B set A set a=bEB
A+B set inl(a)=A+B inr(b)=A+B inl(a)=inl(b)=A+B inr(a)=inr(b) =A+B
+-elimination +-equality
cEX(A, B) a€A bEB

C(v) set [vEA+B]
d(x)=C(inl(x)) [xEA]
e(y) EC(inr(y)) [yEB]

C(v) set [vEA+B]
d(x)=C(inl(x)) [xEA]
e(y)EC(inr(y)) [yEB]

when(c,d,e)=C(c) when(inl(a),d,e)=d(a) =C(inl(a)) when(inr(b),d,e)=e(b) =C(inr(b))
{ }-formation
{ } set
{ }-elimination 1 { }-elimination 2
ac{ } C(x)set [xE{ }] a=bE{ } C(x) set [xE{ }]

case(a)=C(a)

case(a)=case(b)=C(a)




R DZ=o|X S&20|Me| WAQ TTE 21

X0 o
=T — |—| TT ot

(G 6)° 7 EFEHE <ME)<xx>),M)split(x,(x,y)((x,).1)))>
o] A=Y (A,(x)A)Y ZHWHIL) DS AET F o, o|2R
Bl ‘A=3(A,(x)A) true’7F (‘A set’ 2] Ao 23 A=Hh

(3k 6)
A set
A set xEA [xEA] A=(x)A®K)
XEA [xEA] xEXAKX) [xEA]

<X,X>ES(A(X)A) [XEA]
M(x)<x,x>) E1I(A, Z(A,(x)A))

A set
XEA [XEA, YEAX)]  A=()A(<xy>)
XEMA(SXy>) [XEA, yEAX]  x=(X,y)((X.¥).1)(X.y)
Vi V2 (X,¥)((%,y). DX,Y) E®A(<xy>) [XEA, yEAR)]
split(c, (X.y)((X.¥)1)EXA() [cEX(AX)A)]
M()split(x,(x,y)((x,y).- 1)) ETI(2(A,(x)A),(x)A)

o7|1q viZ vie 247 o] ot
A set A=(X)A®X) [xEA]

A set (x)A(x) set [xEA]
2 (AL(x)A) set A set A=(x)A(v) [VE (A, (X)A)]
cE2(AL(X)A) [cEX(A,(X)A)] (x)A(V) set [vE 2(A,(x)A)]

“}‘ﬂﬂﬁgl ‘AFozA Al =A= WA Ags 22 A
HAwgth 28y BAE SHEY JAHe=E Ay B

u'/v“% AEo 2 o AL ABFYREo] AALTHA

=9 F WAARL AYs AR HAFshAd JAgES BAgTE
wole A AAEHA @A AAZE 5 Atk AAY, AAF



A<} %jlol‘jr’% ijﬂﬂ 719%]0] %%QT‘E Aol

B Ads g8 Adert dvke BA9)

(N, (X)N)) © ddo] mEt YeAe ¥eth 3|8, N9 FF4
2 03 suce(n)d] FEjOlL X(N,(x)N))Y £FZ =

o] FEjo]EE (nEN), o] IS A ATE)

33) ZN,(x)N)o] ‘A7t itb &= BWAS} sxge 78-S BEssr|ds o
# ofEgo] Aok 4 Aodll g3 Z(N,(x)N)2 NxN, 3, N&NF 2t}
(£ 6)CZHE ‘N&N=N true’7} YSH}) No| oJH HA|ol 3|Fsh=A]
AA2~HAYH N&NE w7 ZE gAAge Aotk Iy 3H Y
(N,(x)N), & (IxENNY FFF FH(HD)S AT SA%oRE, ¥
(N,N)ol (HaAFeH o) Ho|7] 913 daFi2de Adse} 49|
o o]d HeA= Z(N,x)N)O] ‘AAF7t b= HAS} Fxge 710l
o Ax HEHo] t}. o EAE F9 shtes AAGTL Atk
F8o] BAE YeleA, 1 A5 o' BWAE YehleAY FAolth
‘AAGF7E Ak Hdo]l FAGAR EAYSE olsld 4 JoHH, o=
(A#F4) Y 7183 =A F9 U dsAite Hee vo°ﬂ
T gtE|ojof gtk Ao AHH%E}. o] A& A#FAH FHEY ‘A true’st
= #to] HARZ 7E & (e olfret THET A true’Be FE2
‘A9 FHo] AF = AEoE AAA F YA, BEE Vtsd FHEY A
FHF)S g7l Wil ol SHEol #gk EA Y el WA=
AAd F gle Aot (54 7#1) % AR AAFTE Uk xES
2 Yehizls ®BAZE ofd Adge Adgoltbd 1doR UrE‘r
ATHH, No] 11l BA¢ FAUS UrEhHL BAe ABTFA
A 95E & A xe AdFolth @ sold| sfFst= ”éﬂl%“(@%‘%—)
E N'olg} g, ojd AAdgE AdfolthbE L(NN)o2 F2shd
ar, PRz o] No| B3 FHES IAs N=ZNN') true'7} ¢
g 5 7] wiEolth ¥R 3] N=Z(NN') true’s &4 ¥& o

_4

(L ofN ¥
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(= ”é)-—ﬂr as 3ol sdA 230 ¢ EEH= Aot
T

H
ol mAle Bolol e o7 BAH AZe welx Aaon
2§38 & Qe Zo] otk F3HoE Bed oW Aol 3
AClE 1 B AXEFWEY 15 ) FIY 2AL B9
o) o3 FPAA FAT 5 YoH, ol we)F Aol o3
FAHE FEolt BAS sz AYR Aost dn o
FHEe 27 B9 A 2P0 AP o] o)
A ABFH FRES Y AZE AWt WAS £9T
F oo ge gE Al slEEE JjEe HuFes 5o
S B4587 Sla Bad AAFAOZ (X 5)o) Yehd A5
gol, YUY BAZ AN AT AW 16, FH RS TS
7] 9% Nk, A9 P N, olEH e FFS W U, A
QAP W 5o B AHSL AN, oA FHSE 90
A8 BAF gz A 7}

@ﬁl(uﬂxﬂ) S :Hux% oz xéq :_L
55

453} s gov ol

Mt o, o
=
K
"

N
Ho
gl
N
AW
rlr
=
)
o,
£

olty. 3o wWAA o] FHe =99 dZ= Beeson (1980), pp.
2802815 & A
3) o]Hl FHE| A Mg A= Nordstrom et al. (1990) 2 Martin-Lof

A, Holx AFF(Peano Arithmetic)E ©]Zo] W] ¢siA= N
W oolyzt Ue =Yo] FAHo|th (Nordstrom et al. (1990), p. 97 =)
oldd HIEEY =l Y3l 7|&Y ABFYF F5to] FAlstE & o=
T4 ABAFYH JFEC] old AAMA sHE 4 Jrke AA(P.
Aczel)e] Aol oJaf A A =T} (Aczel (1978) E 1«1 $& =TES B



Aprols fUES J12Ed 2 ouedes Nze 7L
AAE B oozt Fa3 5 :
B Y A B AN TR oIE TAT 82
o AAFo)d FEoM= A8 F(Axiom of Choice)”7}
B3 89 + 9o Foze
olehe HelA BEY FAL 71BA
= w030 djHor 2A Evksdt wA|, & el ¢HE
TE HalE ok AE Folop
U AT HBF
sl AE AHelA okel AL S
Az AES AR} Qe ASOIAT,
7= ol FAHEE Jukish= oF Az o] Ajzie] z]_dr;lg]
At e el s HES) HEE s

N
re
L
N
J
fg
L

) L r}m d
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Ao
>
O
il
o
ofl
ol
o
D
oo,
o
N

2,
o
ol
!
=2,
R
lo

S T T S e
o BUse @ 7 V1R @408 Yepd ¢ oot

35) Martin-L6f (1990), pp. 50-52 2 Martin-Léf (2006).

36) Martin-Lof (1994), p. 96.

37) Martin-Lof (1995), p. 195.

38) Martin-Lof (1996), p. 113.

39) Martin-Lof (1991), pp. 148-149.

40) flo] AFHE =EES R BAe} A o] a3l
gtk o]= viRIEZ zRlo] 919 =Al5S WAleh Ao
e Aeg o7]a v= 3 S0tk



2H, 1 AAVE 228 =7 o
U AaFod 82 1 A8H &8 o4
2 =HT. viEEze) VIRARD F Fo she BA<
g4 iﬂﬂ]v‘—:—dlxi—t— ngﬂg} o gro] ;q];ﬂi g

I
©
o

>J
Zi
é
HU
Y
Ny
oo
S
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Q
N
L

o
Rk BAlG feiel EuEA TEEA ot o EAE
WIskesl ot PARCE, BAS Beo] AdHOE TE A
==
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(

olgt TAE, A Ee), F, I Uﬂzﬂoﬂ g
= F7IoEA “OJX] Aoz zhFsial, At v WA
H o o] 83 Yyt ohder Akt wAE

)
=
2%

i )

Ae =g4 Aito]

= 3
olal, Ade FE9 Ay dEe] o= Zlothd o]
m=H,  FE(inference)>  F=(implication)o]y  AZ
(consequence) = EE] WAE 7+ IAZE otk oATh, A%}
= ®¥olt & W, ‘ARRH BE FEY F
A A7} Folgh= AT =Ry B7L
Atk = £HY AgH FPYE 1HFE o

X
X

&

a ol BT WA F & AR
H Aoz mofola)e] thidold, Fe Ao 3
9] g¥o] FrtH Ao® =glFoF Y3 FEL HAE 719

il
CR Ftl

& Ao g o]fote =Ale
ZH A} dY olEFEE 2T B = a0l wolEdl =40
oh AFEAD A A U}E]ﬂ”@r A E DElste ZH2E o] =AE
=83t} Prawitz (2009) 2 (unpublished)E = .

z 94 FIPEL u= = 2o AF

A= Sundholm (1998) & & A.

i

=

e F29 Bk AT RS
3



=2
o249 AAFY FYPE g B7HE Hs Wy T8tk
U2 32 Uysd2 19 S FA3s1 HEs| Bee A=
3] FHassertion)> IHY] 9F FHOo=E IHFHTE wEbA
Aoz RHE F flv dAHY kS FAIE
A2 TR E gFod & it Aoy 4

u

H(ground)
ojth43) F
A gl dzle} 9
Bty oj| Fo| AVEHE Pk 4 2 FFY &A
g AiEs AVIE g o, sl Al FA gk 2
Jetedof & 957} ok BT AHS- s} A2t 2&
IAE, (&22 AZEebr)d) cobrd A7} gl 3 S Ui
AE AR EVFsd dol #H Aot o
(self-evident) ePoler 27 Qe Fdho] opzt b2 27} &

o ¢

A A
1 x]u

4) Fdd #FH Zed=e ZA(ground) & £o]E 4 23, vlEFEZE
‘Z7(evidence)’ & &= Az 3th AT ZAo B #AI o] FEI]

=9+ Prawitz (2009)9} (unpublished)®] =< WHQITEH

4) golo| A ‘e olgt g ot ZATL gle o] JNd A
d Aoz ARE & gltges AL ofdth ‘#eboldk T 1
kool A &&HT stHets 1Y A9 A #5388
= o] ¥ AHsH AARA, o714 Fagh HE a9 orje dAd
[e)

A2 EofEe ofvle] o] ojuehe o,
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El

#ds] dgE = o U= 280 2 HAee EF F a7 ¥
olth = BAs} 2" e AFolth = HAS HeaA 1 F WA
So] Fojgka AdE] Aol o5 2™ F AFY Folo¥
= (BAE Folzhe) e IR ARE & jlg 5, AY]
2AZ 2 F e A2 WAV ok fdolt 2 ve 2R
o 2 AFE BF T 25 FoltbE gAe 2Me Aoty
E BAe 2Me F & gelthe WAE 5t A
B ool wkef oMY E Age BFE F AF9] Folum 2'Me &
o, 212 F Ao Yotk (WA Folehe) Tl 3
REET Ty wef 2ET & Aee BF 5 o] fola
22 Aoy, 2 T 4] Yolth e HAS gebshe 9

oY =AE wet oY A B 5 ¢
BHolehs wASE FEe 2A A B

Fe] Qold wgrol al@she Aol WA Tore e
etk Ao o8 U AsE 4 sl 9N ARd g B
deln Ak Aslele 34 GAe) delet sael 95} 4
T 2y BAE sols A9l 1 B ogvst 4
WA gtk o714 WAl ek a@s) T WAS setstks @

QSN S EFSeINE oF Bk ofd o/} ofd BA A 3o}
Aen) dne] B 4 2L HAEE T} ol dojolA
AE EHFE BF 9 0| olsEAS BF HAED ol
o T e SAE Tt AR selsigh EE 1t 39 o
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xNmxols RHB0IMe| YA BE 29

2AZ B2 At dov A A AL T 947t 9
o T} o HE Aelsh g B9 Ee F3Y) S
& 7oA BAS) stejaele] s o) otk

A =Yl AT BAle} AHY FES FES ZA U &
oS gg)7] fg Wolgle WEE =AE wolEole Al
T HAE 782 F AU Aotk 53] 99 =A< zjl-vﬁ—sg]g]
E5e T oE A e Aog qARERE ZYAES H|ES
IAFIEE AR 58 F S Aoz AR %XM
A=, AHFYH FHE] AT 2 063%31 =Ae o)&
e S WA WA e 24 2 Aol #sk ARl

o}, o] Mg AyrzL

ZYA 2l FEE HAR o]Fo|A= Ao] o}t Ad &
FHoZ o|FoFttal o om, WA mety} A e — o
A7} HZolgfe ol — W gke] ¥ ZA o] FAS JLEIIY
Thio) 919 = =ZgAle] FgozRE, AV HAY o AV}
Zoltk = HAVE 91 4 gl Ao wel yeAE deth o

435) Ads] el 919 =A== (FAE) Fetal= BLlet (AT %Lo]ﬂ]rﬂ) et
s 919l AolE Hol: o)A, WAls B AolE Holt AL of
Yeke AHo] A71E 4 Atk Zeht WAE sete] th e 4—501
Bee 1 A DoAY HA selme e A9le AEoleh -
‘THt(judgement) o]2h= &0l ol FTYHS AT - AAA F dohd,
A9 =AZHH HAL} AEY F8§ Ao)E o]Fo ¥ F US 3 O]‘:}
JEARE mRIE] T} o]Y =R 7123 WA o] e o A
= Btk rleEZe A9 $H)2 4 d9jola o= o3l
gt FA3 (AW Martin-Lof (1987), p. 417.) vFEZZ7} 953t o]3)
Bt WAl sl et 2 AojgpH, 19 WAS ddte] I T
= A9 =A Y3 AAsIe FE Aotk 1y BA= wiEEZT}
o)zt olsl] P= AFY FH(demonstration)ol] TS ol ZA, HA <]
ot Bsloke FRuolol Behn Azt

460) Frege (1918-19), pp. 355-356.



W A7h gelthE WAL ok, 38 wAsh Avh gtk
& AT Soks SOl ) Holeh e B0Y) 2
He wolEel Ao Zals wielzzsl AR Te
A

£ 0e BUAS £9T Ba4S QPN LA o)

m S

E:—— 210 = TS A
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Propositions and Judgments in the Intuitionistic Type Theory

Inkyo Chung

We explain some basic elements of Martin-Lof's type theory
and examine the distinction between propositions and judgments.
In section 1, we introduce the problem. In section 2, we explain
the concept of proposition in the intuitionistic type theory as a
development of the intuitionistic conception of proposition. In
section 3, we explain the concept of judgment in the intuitionistic
type theory. In section 4, we explain some basic inference rules
and examine a particular derivation in the theory. In section 35,
we examine one route from the Fregean distinction between
propositions and judgments to the distinction between them in the
intuitionistic type theory, paying attention to the alleged necessity

for introducing different forms of judgments.
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Proposition, Judgment



