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We
may observe

properties of proofs
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What have we seen so fou

fundamentals of proof theory
some lightmodel theoryarithmetic completeness

proof theoretical semantics

interpreting formulas
semantics of proofs
new syntax for profs






























































































meaning understanding

semantics is about translation
lots ofthem this weekinto a language you better
understand

into different structure
that bring anew viewpoint

Jacques LACAN L'étourdit 1973

Le sens ne se produit jamais que de
la traduction d'un discours dans un autre



Fa the rest of the week
Proof theoretic semantics

understanding proofs by PTS

result on logics
new syntax
new logics

see ey Thursday
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A remark on full abstraction
NO QUOTIENT please
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A deeper objection
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Perhaps a proof is interactive
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Another embarrassing question
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To circumrene this problem
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