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2 1R
Syntax

BT E N GHROFTRE B2 ONBRMAELT S N FE (V7)) TH 5.

1 Types

T 1 (W), WA S A FHEOME, RO XS IERTS. 2hE Typ(\?) BEENL.

az=bla; = as

b I3 base type & &iEh, SFEICHARADMEERIT B 72DDETH 5. base type DEH B &%
be BIZHIETZAVANTI IR —c, BEZLNT VWD ET 5.

a; — ag DT LA EHE (function type) R X & L& ZHIFF I ICEBAERETL20DED
ThHY, BB A BRELEBVZDVTEZDELEISERAILILEZRL TS ERXIEL .

IC, HPMIZELTWD (z e A) L 2RPATIHERETET D.

£ 2 (BLHIM (typing judgement)). BIfR —F —: — C (V; x Typ) x A x Typ ZBAFD K 5 IZ&
%9 5.
r:Ael (base) —————
I I+ ' b
(var) FFz: A @
(abs) Tz:AFM:B (app) LFMUA B TE M, A
TF zM:A— B PP T+ MM, : B

1 simply-typed typing rules

o I' ZXfk (context) & IF5.
¢ BIRT - M: ABKD UoTNBL S T OFT M OME ATHS, BELS.
o JH M IZxf U T judgement I' = M : A BFET D, M X well-typed THB LD,

78 3 (coherence). 1.THx: ALz AeT.
2.Tkc:ABRLIEA=0.
3T Ao M: ABRBIE, Ay, Ay BAHELT, A= Ay — A O Ty : Ay b M : Ay,
4 T MM:BESIE, ABFELT, T M :A—B»>TF M, : A

FEHH. typing judgement DEHIZBE T 25 A5 IHT K DAL O

2 Properties
2.1 Strong Normalization
WOELE RTONEETHD.

EI (Strong Normalization). A7 1& SN TH . T2DEH, A7 D well-typed ZIHIZE strongly
normalizing (RO EHIFIME T S ).

INERT 2O, MO LSBT URE DSR2 - THOLEZBFE IS, ZD &S IcH
CIHZ RO TRT F% logical relation 2 & & K&



EE 4. XD & 512 reducibility candidates RED % E#% 73 5.

e ¢ € REDy iff ¢ IF strongly normalizing.
e t c RED 4, iff Yu € REDy, (tu) € REDp.

EE 5. DL SIZRED #% context ~MEIET 5.
REDr = {v;domT = dom~,Vz : A € T',x[y] € RED4}
& 6. M € REDy > M —5 M' 251X M’ € REDj,.

FEHA. A 2DV T DIRNTE.

(base) A =0 D& F. M I& strongly normalizing DT M’ £ € 5. £>7T OK.

(fun) A = A — Ay D& % M’ € RED, 259 DT, {30 N € REDy4, LT M'N €
RED,, Th5 L %53, M € REDy, a4, BOT, MN € RED4, Ths. MN —5 M'N T
% Z & LIFNIEDEIZ LY M'N € RED 4,. O

WE 7. M € RED, 551, M 1% s.n.

BE 8. M » neutral(AEHHE TR VIE) THY, (VM. M — M — M' € RED,) %5 1E
M € RED,.

FEF. 2D 2 DOHRHEIXFERHIC A IS DWW TORMIETRT .
(base) A=b D& . FIHFIFHLN. #BFIZ, M - M LB2EED M »sn. 251E M £ s.n.
(fun) A:Al —)AQ DL x.

o M € RED, 4, &V, {fED N € RED4, XU T MN € REDy, THB. &I AT
¢y € RED, 2DT Mc, € REDy,. WEDREL Y, Me, i sn. THY, £>T M i s

Thd.
o (EED N € REDy, 12X U, MN € REDy, 2R, WEDIRKEIZEYD, N iEsn. THD.
AT oz mid .

WE. N € REDy, 2 N & s.n. B51E, MN € RED,,.

FEH. N s, THDZ & &), BEMMIFIORIIZOVTORIMNETRT.

(NWFTIEaf DL %) MN — L 53 L2543, M A neutral B2 & &V L I
M'N OWT, M — M Thsd. ZITAOMEDEEELY, M € RED4, 44, BOT
M'N =L €RED,, THBZWbnd. Lo TIHORNEDIKEELY, MN € RED 4,.

(N DBRRINDEINn+1DLE) MN - L L7452 L%2IEIcede, L=MNMMN
DWF I, FIE I EEFEROHERT M'N € RED4,. N> N O& % N idsn THo>T,
612&Y N' € REDA, TEHB. &oT I OMBEORNEDFIEIZ LY, MN' € REDy,. W
ZAZTEDNRANEDIRE & ), MN € RED 4,. O

O
#WE 9. N € RED4, M[N/z] € RED4 %51, (\a.M)N € RED,.

AERH. MIE T IZE YD, N & M[N/z]ldsn. THD. o TMBHsn. THd. ZOZ & &Y, (A\z.M)N
©sn. THD. (Ae.M)N OEREMHF ORI IZHET D RWNETRT.

(BAFIOESA 0 DL %) (e M)N 1 nf THRAEVOT 2 MEd Y 2B,

BHIFIDES A n+10% %) Ae.M)N — L £4% LI, \a.M)N, Az M)N', M[N/z] O



TNNTHD. 812 DN REDA IZJET D 2 LIXRWIEDREIZ LY b, DT — A5 RED 4
KBTI LIFmDREICE) DD, FoTHIESIZLY, \e.M)N € RED4 TH 5. O

EI 10 (Fundamental Theorem). '+ M : A D vy € REDr %25, M[y] € RED4.

M. M AZ DWW T OIRNIETRT.

(var)y M =z D&% . z: AeT £ v REDr THd I & &Y z[y] € REDy 3025,

(base) M = ¢, DY E. ¢ IF B EZE A 2015 strongly normalizing. & > T OK.

(abs) M = e M' D& & (72U o ZRIEEBL DT v (T fresh 12K D X DITEATEW).
ThAeM A = A $8bbTa: ALk M : Ay Th3d. ZOL % Mn € REDa, 4,
TH2HI L, THEDLIEED N € RED4, 128 LT My N = (\e.M'[y])N € RED,, Th3 =
LEREEEN. EIAT, z[y,N/z) = N TH2555 y[N/z] € REDr .4, ZiHi/z9d. £oT
Y[N/z] € REDr 4.4, &% 5 CTRIIEDHRE &V, M'[y[N/z]] = M'[y][N/z] € RED4, TH5. W
ZIHE 9 £V (A\e.M'[y])N € RED 4, .

(app) M = MiM D&%, TF My : A B2OTF My : A L3, RMEORE LY,
Mi[y] € REDA, 4, 7 Ma]y] € RED4, Th 3. RED OiE#IZ &Y, M[y] = M [|Mafy] €
RED 4, 0T OK. O

E 11 (Strong Normalization). T'F M : A 251X, M X s.n.

GEHH. ME 8 12L& Y, x € REDy THB. &> T identity substitution {22\ T id € REDr £ 72 5.
INEEH1012&Y, M cREDy &8, fETIZLY sn. TH 5. O

3 Simple Extension
3.1 Base Type

ETIE T A ZFHI base type ZEBIIL 7208, EBHKREE LU TOROVDT, BRWAHEL%EE
MTBHRFZEDESITTE0EHE LTHEIFTEL.
base type % b € B T, TDIRF®D constructor & C, TN Z LIZT 3.

e boolean: B = {bool}, Cl4e = {true, false}
e nat: B = {nat}, Cyas = {zero,succ(Cha)}

3.2 Product Type
product type & X TNV HDZNVIMDZ & THS.
E# 12 (product type extension). B LIHZIRD & S IZILIET 5.
an=...|la; X ay
M = ... |proj,M | (My, Ms)

ZHUIMBEL T, W< D00 typing rule 2SEMI 1D (K 2).

3.3 Unit Type

unit type I 1 SEAD LS 2ELDTH 5. product type 2 ANDERHIIZAND Z L AL\,



F"MllA]_ FI_MQZAQ
' (M, M) : Ay x Ay

2 product typing rules

F}_MZA1XA2
'k proj;M : 4; (i=1,2)

(pair) (proj)

£ 13 (unit type extension). Bl L IHAZ XD & 5 IZHERT 5.
ax=...]1
M:u=...|*
HBVIE, unit type % Unit, Mi—Dterm % () RE LML HHD.

I'Fx:1
3 unit typing rules

3.4 Abbreviations

e )\~ O unit, product type extension % A1 <,

511 Ep
Semantics

4 Equational Theory

FALREREDERZEZELTHL. BT, calculus A7 R AL L E574256 20D &5 RERXHMEZ
%5E D (judgement IZZNH5DEXTE > ~ZFAEHTEATND) £T5.
41 N\~

EZ 14. PBn-equivalence N 53515 A7 D equational theory %, A\~ DIEAER R equational
theory&x—» L UTEATS. HEX T3 L 4D &S 2HHN & > T equational theory BE E 2. 7z
72U 2 2T, BT 2N well-typed THD Z LR EIFER L THN /.

(8) —

- (Az.M)N = M[N/z]: B (1) ij\fo:V](\y)A —

4 equational theory of £x—

preliminaries TH & 27/ & 512, (refl), (sym), (trans), (subst) D 4 —IVFTTIZEENT WS
EDLLUTHD.

4.2 N\l

EF 15. VT OREHEMA equational theoryEyx.a %, Ex— IIAIRD rule 525D LT3,



(prodC)

(pI‘OdU) 'k pI'Oji<]\417 M2> = Ml : A,

'+ (proj; M, proj,M) =M : Ax B

(unitV) 37— 1

5 equational theory of yx .1

5 Categorical Semantics

A1 D categorical semantics # 5% & 5.

5.1 Syntactic category

E# 16 (syntactic category). KD & 512U TEE D category Syn(\*1) & X1 @ syntactic
category & &3

object: Typ(A*1)

hom(A,B): judgement x : A+ M : B(®D equational theory |ZB49 % [FlfE%H)

identity: [z : AF x: A] by (var)

composition: [y: BF N:Cloxz: A+ M:B]:=[z:AF N[M/y]: C] by (app), (abs)

FERA. (associativity) T L, M, N (2% U (M @ context (25 2% y I fresh 12 & > T k¥,

(z:CHEN:D]oly:BEM:Cl)ofx: A- L:B]l=[y: BF N[M/z]: Djo[z: A+ L: B]
& AF (N[M/Z])[L/y) : D)

= [z AF (N[L/yDI(M[L/y])/=] : D]
= [z: A N[(M[L/y])/z] : D]

[z:CHEN:Dlo([y:BEM:Clo[x: A- L:B])=[2:CF N:Dlofz: A+ M[L/y]: C]
= [z AF N[(M[L/y])/] : D]

L 722 DT, associativity A3 Y 32D,
(left identity) I M 124 U,

[y:Bry:Blojlx:Ar M:B]l=[z: A+ Mly/y] : B]
=[x: A+ M : B]

L7225 0T, left identity 23 Y 3L D,
right identity & k. O

R 17. Syn(\*1) X cartesian closed.

FEHA. type comstructor 1, X, — MZ4E 4 terminal object, product, exponential # 5 X% Z & %
AB.

*L judgement ©: AF M : BiZkY, M &z DAOEHHERZEEZEV. £oTy RHBLAL LTERMERTHD
M5, YT fresh BEAFNCED BATBIIELE V., LW 22— 2D BEERNES S,



(terminal obj) 1 NOHFDFHEL —FUEPOZNIZ LD, BIFIX [T F*: 1] IC&>T, BHI
(unitU) OHANZ L > TH» 5.

(product) product B&E {z1 : A1,...,2n : Ap} x {y1 : Bi,...,yn : Bn} =projection »*
[#: A1 x Ag b proj;(x) : A;] (1 =1,2) &> THERAOND. £/, [v: P+ M, : A (i =1,2) 235
2N & [x: P (M, Ms) : Ay x As] % mediating arrow (272 1Y) | ;IR D A[#EDY (prodC) (2
Lo TH»%. mediating arrow D—EMEIE (prodU) (2L Y 2%

6 product DXX

(exponential) hom DOEMIFIRD L SIZLTEZLNS:

[x:AXxBFM:Cl—[y: AF Ab.M[{y,b)/x] : C]

S(Ax B,C) = S(A,B — )
[
[z: Ax B (N[proj;(z)/y])(projs(z)) : C] ¢ [y : A N : B — (]

_ _ M

A Ax B
| M Nx1

(app)

cB CPxB———C
7 exponential DX
EORB2E, ESED M s M IZR>THEY, ABEED M (app) o (M x 1) %152 #fE

IZBR->TW5,
DA I

]

i A x B+ (M[proj, («)/y]) (projy(z)) : C]

: AX B+ ((Ab.M[(y, b)/x])[proj, (x)/y]) (proja(z)) : C]
: Ax B E (Ab.M[(proj, (), b)/x])(projy(x)) : C]

: Ax B E M[(proj,(z), projy(z)) /] : C]

:AX BF Mlz/x]: C]

:Ax BF M: (]

8

8

8]

|
TET T TR S

8

W&o Thhd., —EMWK [y: A- N: B — C] % (app) o (A\y.N) x 1) = M ’5:?%73'3‘?:'3‘%)
SOYE g AF N = b M[{y,b)/a] : B— C € Exun HEANUEEOD, ZOT &1 g ZHUC
Dy:Ab:BFNb=M[{y,b)/x]: C € Exxa LEMETHS. TLTINIE

2 I3 T AT T B T &k E 2R L TR K5I IE O RAIAS exponential ORI Z 5.2 345, BUF T
MADE DL —EIE% R 9 Z & T exponential DFEEZRL TN,



:Ab: BE M[(y,b)/z] : C]

t A,b: B+ (N[proj; (z)/y])(projs (2))[(y, b) /z] : C]  (app) o (\y.N) x 1) = M ZLA
tAb: BE (N[y/y)b: C]

:Ab: BENDb:C|

<

I
T e e e

<

L& TRIND. O

5.2 Categorical Model

7 LR MO OE T IV LI, category C & interpretation [—] : Syn(A*1) - C DI & T
Hor.

£ 18. C% CCC £9%. [~]¢, : Syn(A\1)g = Co BRDHM S C NDINEAD interpretation
MEZHNTEY, Cld N1 @ base type constructor ¢, I IRT 24 ¢, : 1 — [b] DD LT 5.
ZDEE RDESIZLTCIENSIDETNIZAED:

e judgement O interpretation[z : A= M : B]. ZEDIIEEW . context O interpretation %
{z1:Ar, oz s Ap}] = Ay X --- x A, ELTEL. FFIRDESITUT typing rule (2
WoT[TH M:A]:[I] — [A] %% interpretation % EHD 5.

et] - == 00

ﬂ”%b =[] 1% [o]

T,z:AFM:B | _ [I]x[A] 25 [B]
HFFAx.M:A%B_ o [[F]]ﬁ[[B]][[A]]

|[F}—M1:A—>B Tk My: Al [I] 2 BA ] 24

TF MM, : B |7y B2,y paen g

|[ T M : A 1. [r] 245 4,

CE (My, M) s Ay x Ag | oy 0ndiy oy
THM:A xA]  [T]35 A x Ay
HFFPYOLM:AL RN ETYY

=[] 51

|[F|—*:l_

o KT, [x: A M: B]e, = [{z: A} - M : Bl IZ&> T, interpretation 2 &H 2. EiECOD
CCC DM Z T 2> TEE>TWVD I LI

5.3 Soundness
Z Z Tl equational theory £yx,1 @D soundness = Ak 5.

EHE 19 (sound). I'bkyxa M =N : ARSIE, FED N OET I (ETH R 7= interpretation)
[=] : Syn(A*1) = C i3t LT [M] = [N] : [I] — [A] £ %5

FEHA. judgement (ZBET B IRMNITEIC L B,



(refl, sym, trans) HH S A,

(@bs) T F \e.M = X\e.N : A — B 4%, RWHEORESY [[o:AF M:B] =
[T,z: A N:B] TH2H, Wid% curry (LT HUIAKL WEXDFSND.

(app) T'F MMy = N\Ny: A Ld5. REDREIZEY, [M] =[N (i =1,2) &Y OK.

(8) TkHA.M)N=M[N/z]: B95. I'={x1:A4; x - 2,:4,} £95&, interpretation
DEHRIZE>T[CEM: Al =[z: T+ Mpr,(z)/z;] : A] B D LD L ITHERLUT,

'k (A\x.M)N : B]

app)o ([T + Az.M : A— B],[T'F N : A])

app) o (curry([[',z: A+ M : B]),[T F N : A])

= (app) o (curry([T,xz: AF- M : B]) x 1) o (1,[T + N : A])

= uncurry(curry([I,z: AF M : B])) o (1,[T' F N : A])

=[T,x: A+ M:B]o(l,[T'F N: A])

=[z: [T] x AF Mlpr;(pri(2))/@si, pra(2)/2] : Bl o [y : [T]F (y, Nlpr;(y)/2:]) : [1] x A]
—Iy: [T] F Mlpry(omy (2)) /i, pray(=)/a]l{y, Nlors(w)/z:]) /2] - B]
[y [T+ Mlpr(y)/s, Nlpr,()/zi)/]  B]

= [+ Mlz;/x;, N[x;/z;]/x] : B]

— [CF M[N/z] : B]

[
=
= (

&> T OK.

(n) T Mz)=M:A—-B&d3%5. ZDOL¥,

[T+ Az (Mz): A— B
=curry([I',z: A+ Mz : B])
= curry((app) o ([T,z: AF- M : A— B],[Ix: Ak z: A]))
((app) o ([Tyx: A M : A— BJ ,prgr]]’A»
((app) o ([T F M : A — B] x 1) o (prlT4 T4y
= curry((app) o ([['F M : A — B] x 1))
= curry(uncurry([I' - M : A — B]))
=+ M:A— B]

= curry

= curry o

IZ& Y OK.

(prodU), (prodC), (unitU) Z 4 unit type 25 C @ 1 /\, product type #% C @ product (2% )& L
TWDZ MBI LD,

5.4 Completeness

EHE 20 (complete). FED N DETIN [—] : Syn(A1) — CIizxd LT [M] = [N] : [T — [A4]
MWD NEDRLIE, Thyxa M=N:AT»H5.

FEHAL Syn(AVCL) B NGL DETINTEH D Z L HHI S, O

completeness I%, syntactic category(term model) %% “equational theory LASMZ R 72 #dE % 772
BAVETNTHDZENHNTNS.



5.5 Logical Formalism

categorical semantics DFhi%& T2ILH2>T, ETNVRLEDMEEZ LD UERMIIERL TS
IS, AYIZELLERETDITIUTTEATATH DM, ZIZTIFFMICIEID AL RN LI
T5.

5.5.1 Category of Theories

NG O signature &1, 7 AXFHREE U COMBRERE2EDZEODI L THo . BRMICES
TTEUTDEDIZH 5.

E&E 21. MOED% N D signature & &3

e sort {p,m,v}: p & type, m I& term, v I& variable DEKTH D. ThTni, H ZHTH D
kY.

e constructor symbols: ZRUILARD LD REDMNSK 5. F 72, variable % term & B]D sort
EUTERDBBEEXHED BVD, HEDIHHDEE L DONY R T IEZEZFRD ETIDLSIT
EHZLTVD.

— term variables: x,y, 2z, - : Uy

— type constructor symbols: {B : p,TVar : v, = p,(—=) :p = p—=p,1:p,(x):p—
p—p}

— term constructor symbols: {¢, : m, Var : v,, — m,Abs : v, = m — m,App : m —
m—m,*:m,(—,—):m—m— m,proj;(—) : m = m}

e typing rules iR DE D: sort p & m %KD 2 typing rule TH 3. % term constructor
M7z g REN—IEENRD.

e equational theory Eyx.1: §TIZRAZ & D IZ, Bn-equality & product, 1 {ZB9 % equation %
EDHEEDTHD.

ABRIZLT, DT LAXFHAED signature £, Z D & 5 72 sort, constructor symbols, typing
rules, equational theory DFl& U TEDHD ZLMNTEX D,

EF 22. category Theory(A\!) %, IRD XS IZED .

e object: signature ¥ T > T, sort #* {p, m,v}, type/term constructor symbols & typing
rules & equational theory I& X(A\1) 2 &L &5 & d D*?
e hom: signature DEEET L DAEH

Z i, product type & unit type & H D calculus & € D DHLKR DG category(poset) 72 &
BoTkw. ZoeE, (A1) i initial object TH B .
55.2 Category of Models
£ 23. category Model(A\1) &, IRD XS IZED .

e object: AP DEFIV [-lc: Syn(A*1) = C

*Bsort HINLEBLROBLTEDE I LELTEDILTED, HEOD sort &L & 5 72 constructor symbol D%
ES5FTMEVSHEND D, %I signature KIS TET NV EERTE2HENHIBMKT, TITEIDL D BRESH
EZERAL L.

10



e hom(C,D): category @ constructor & T Di&* % £ functor F : C — D TH > T,
interpretation & FJ#Z2E D: Fo [—]. = [~]p-

IO L E, Syn(\) MR D category @ object TH Y, I HI(LEDE T I)IVAD morphism A3
FAET 5 DT, Syn(A1) Ik Model(A\*'1) @ initial object TH 2.

5.6 Categorical Semantics
E% 24. functor Syn : Theory (A1) — Model(A*1) KD XS IZLUTEES.

o Syn(X) I%, ¥ M oAE> 7T A XEED syntactic category T, IRD LS IZUTEE 5!
— object: type constructor % filAaE O TH SN D LFF
— hom(A,B): term constructor % flaA&HETHLND XFF| M T, typing rule z : A -
M:B%W7-3&£58E0.
e Syn(X C %) I, inclusion functor.

Syn(X) MW CCC 12742 Z R CIIFHE 17T LERIZUTRES.
F72, Syn(S(A1)) 2YSyn( AV 1T BT D Z L EHS M,

£ 25. Theory(\*!) & Model(\*'1) & categorical semantics % 52 5.

FEH. Syn O A HAENGFEET DI L EAD. X T, £EDE TNV C & interpretation
[-] : Syn(A*!) — C iz LT Lan(C) %,

e sort: Mt & U

e constructor symbol: C @ object/morphism @ constructor*®.

e typing rules: morphism @ constructor (ZBId 2N —)V &k T 5.

e equational theory: C ® morphism & ATEHELWERZLTEDTEIT, 1% Lan(C) DO
VANT VA EMAGODETRELZED.

LD, TN Syn OABMETHS - L ERIEE. DY,
Model(Syn(X), C) = Theory(X%, Lan(C))
7% natural iso ¥H 2 Z ¥ #xRY. ¥ Z AT, Theory & poset RDT I Ak & [F4E.
Model(Syn(X),C) <= ¥ C X(Lan(C))

(=) [-] : Syn(\!) — C 2EBOETINVE L, F:Syn(X) — C €75 )V® morphism & § 5.
% C X(Lan(C)) % AAUX I3, sort 3@ LTH Y, F: Syn(X) — C 23E 7 )LD morphism AR D
T constructor & equational theory 23725125 Z £ H»nd. L>T OK.

(<) £ C X(Lan(C)) Dt F, CHETNVIIARD L EAD. ZhiX[-]: Syn(X) — C %,
type, constructor 2 €D X EMB T LR ENDETDH. TDE X typing rule DEUED S Syn(X) D
constructor (Z1E C THR U & D IZMMA D Z &, £ U T equational theory DAEM S Syn(X) D%

L) HAT COCOREERGED, LE-STBNTL.

*5 2 Z Tk C @ constructor & 7228, i IZP % D THNIE cartesian closed category & 5 HE&E k%,
constructor £ ZNEDN— VIO THALTZ LV 22 LATNERL Y. DFY, “X%1 0 Model ®
category &%, ~% /=¥ signature 7 572 % category TH Y, I HIZETNHH CCC @ axiom /2L T\ &S
BEDDEIBRESIATHRMLLU TEBRRTOBERDHD. UMLUENEHE D ITEMEROTI ZTIRBRAES H%
5 &IZU7.

11



LWHEZ C THEFHELWIZ & (D £ Y mapping part [ZB U T well-defined 2 Z &) 3055, ZHhi
&V [-] I£E 7LD morphism & &% DT, Syn(A*'1) O initiality 12 & V) &7 )LD interpretation
[-1:Syn(A*!) = C 2515, O

% 26. CCC D internal language 1 X8 TH Y, N1 D syntactic category i CCCTH 5.
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