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The purpose of this thesis is to introduce the higher-order framework to treat delcarative continuations,
and to show the relation to some categorical structure. Filinski pointed out that the relation between
values and continuations is dual, and provided the corresponding language and its categorical semantics.
However that language is first-order and is not satisfiable as type theory. We extend this idea, and show
that in higher-order type theory it is possible to give a declarative semantics to first-class continuations.



1 FLs®»Iz

AEO B, &P BRI declarative % continuation ¥ % 2 3 B L M A L. T h & categorical 2 x5 & DBR %
FTriedd. BEHEicrk, ¥ ¥ Girard o F[Gir72]% Filinski #3[Fil89}ic 3 \» TH#ZE L 7/ Symmetric Lambda Calculus
(SLC) & @& U T Higher-order Symmetric Lambda Calculus (HSA) & W 5 kFZ 2 #R T 50

% L T, base category & L T Cartecian Closed Category (CCC)% # . fibre category & L T Symmetric Combinatory
Logic (SCL) [Fil89]% F#->indexed category -C% 5 Higher-order Symmetric Categorical Combinatory Logic (HSCCL)% F§hX
L+ ® 7% v HS) o categorical semantics % & % % interpretation % 3 L T, % @ soundness ¥ ZEHT 5.

1.1 declarative continuation

FEQMBEROBRICHE > T, category theory RERIHFEREOR 4 AHFCHATRTETWE, LAL, Thbd
BHECTF — 2 EECHT I THoT, HHBECODWTEIEVEDCERDN T Ad > ko FIANLELIERD
WRHED (EEHTEL) SRR categorical REI&R e K E b kb ok,

—75 7 continuation IC 35 \» 7z denotational semantics R Ch b OEFEFHP T 2 O0LHFEL T 5, T EfFRDerror
handling % backtracking % coroutine DA KPR 5 4, BREFZFOMNEIEF L2 A LeFL T v/ 7 a2 E D EILELE
KWICHR OB S T2 CEE, LALERE., BREBCKDAZMEDO L A LEAT 200, BHLELEOHEN O
BO, TSI ACDONTOHBNA#RYERCT2EED 5,

Filinski 1{Fil89]ic ¥ \» T value & continuation ® WA WICHNTE B Z 2 ¥ HM L, REC TR X BICED LI (
Symmetric Lambda Calculus (SLC)) & % @ categorical % semantics # & £ 2 &B (Symmetric Combinatory Logic (SCL))
TR L o

L # L SLC & simply typed lambda calculus CE S —BOEHETH Y, RENORTRAWBRA DD TH o7co A
HZOFEZL2ENCEBOSHECILRL., BRALE L 27 A0 FTCHEENIC continuation ¥R A &R ERTo

1.2 HSA

EEM % continuation KD TE 4 2 & HOHEREDOTEE & LT, R4 it Higher-order Symmetric Lambda Calculus (HSA\) %
MAT D, COEEI, type ® L ~ AT iisimply typed lambda calculus & FH QX 2 H . term O L < AT it value &
continuation 3% L e B A EX 2 HD, COC e XDV BF = v 7 OBEERRIEL DD, v/ 5 L0 T EN
THELEERREER AR ZBIECO T T 2 C L HXHREK 2 3,

FRERETHI ORI K E LTRIEECTEREFRE N2 EOC L3P 5, Béhm & Berarducci i second-order A-calculus
IK# =T, polymorphic A% A2 C 2ick>T. HARED I—#4] BRNHT — 2B RBTE 5L & ¥R L7%[BB8S,
Plenning # b2+ 3 7 A —7 Rk & bicdii L. Fu % Calculus of Constructions [CH88[S D ERE D BIER IC B W T
i, list®cons DX 5% NT—#Thv] BROF—FBEYERTEDLZ 2R L [PDM89], HSA G T @ Fu DR & 2%
T ENTE, LCRL AL S ABEYERBCHFRS 2 B8 TE 3, Zhbitconversion rule & L T3 D fn-conversion
KHES5 o

1.3 HS category & HSCCL

X & I Seely DEBET O categorical semantics[See87]% & % % 7 ® I Higher-order Symmetric Category (HS category) & ¥
N 3 category & % O equational % F BT % Higher-order Symmetric Categorical Combinatory Logic (HSCCL)% B A3
5,

HS category &+ base category & LTCCC %5, fibre category & L T SCL % # > indexed category T% %, HSCCL i
Lambek b € X - TH#A X 17 category % equational % deductive system & L TR T % ##E[LS86]ic #5 \» T HS category
AR LbDTH S,

HSCCL #t P.-L. Curien ®» CCL (Categorical Combinatory Logic) % EBSICHIIR Lic b D & 54T L & HTE 5, “categor-
ical” & \» 5 BBk, % © combinator * rule 5, % 3 category @ object % forget L Tarrow DA ICEE T 52 &L b,
category BB A BH OO VT AWIER MBI T 3 Lo TEBLA S 25 T L TH 5[Cur8le MiC\» % i combinator
X, B35 2 b Tarrow #ET 3 & W 5 EBRT implicit % polymorphism LA > TWw 3,

ZhbDOFEHEECoquand bILX > TF, KEE X T 3[CEST), e kX bic 2 %I L. symmetric R E %
FoHARHLTH ZOFEEXF VI EHTEL T L ERT. £LTEREH T HS) O categorical semantics % &
% % interpretation # E$ L T+ % @ soundness ¥ {EHT %0

1.4 FEOHEE

DBOEEIL O wTHRICER<X 5. %38 23 CHE value & continuation DR FHEIC DTk <, FIET 3 EREE IR
KWICEAT 3, H3ECR, SEISAOBRNAEE LR35, 5 4 BTk Seely D% HS) I categorical semantics
% 5 % 3 indexed category T® % HS category &+ 2 OIS % KT 5. &5 6 F Tk HS category @ equational 2EHTH
% HSCCL # B0 F 3 o %5 6 3 T tI categorical semantics % & % 3 interpretation ¥ 2 L. % ® soundness %77 3. h
b, ChOOERRCBEETIZFELOWT IOV D22 B IECERL, RELCHRETBR B,

ABASCC HE category theory D~ : Bbh B B SwTR—UHP 2B vio F L H[MacTl,LS861%G 2 BTN
e\ )
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2 Value & Continuation O3 #riE

¢ z-C it Filinski I€ X o TH# ¥ #17% value & continuation DItk &, AT BRE~ DB IOV THHICKR~3,

BRI EE., value DEREFTAS DD EEL LN TE ko FAEPAERECVIBRRIIRTZDL 52 b0TH B,
LHLAORF b ELOND. TARBEROEREEFT RS b0 E 3% T2 TH 5. Flx XM odd: int — bool 1t HiF
BREYEBHACERTI 0L ELO0N IS, HBEOERYEREOERCERT b0 EL B e HTE 5,

KR, Pl A EETREEIC X o T value d BROBHREDL 3, F— 2 BHEFTCRHEHOMN L value i X o TRE S 1,
EREBLRREA R o BEREHRTTRERIC X D ET#ES, value BEBHHTD 5,

DB FH bW 3 continuation semantics ICHLFE T 35 2 L X C X 5, T Z T continuation 23 3 FHECEHRK > LT
BVET %o lazy R EEIC BT H, continuation B X DEEREJROLN I ECRFME A b LTHELTEDTY
o eager REMICBWT I, continuation HEKCHE TN AKEBZTRON S, LAl 5 b OHE b continuation
value DRIMEPRIEL HART T EHTE D, :

T oELFHERITIC, value & continuation KX HN LB OBREEHEANIKELTH I 50 EF typelLD\T i typecheck
DELHEVRIE L. TOLHBICF, tRILTHEL T 3. D% b order & operator & W5 HEW*E 4. ZH b Hsimply
typed lambda calculus @ type & term DBFR &, B EBRVWCHILHEE L T 5, order DA ICH D B 455 /4 order Q2D -
T, THICHT % operator ¥ type & FEL,

DEterm KD WTE L 5, term IX value & continuation & W5 ZOoDHEHrLALZ D, TR EFNL—DDtypelcBT 3 b
DEeEF 5. BBidvalue k EH#T 30 LT LTRSS CLHTES L, continnation 2T sdbD e LTHSI T LD
T¥ 3%, ’

value ~ @ function application tie / f e 8L, ChBedB fR I TCEBMINLFE RO value L E L 3, HHHBIC
continuation ~ @ function appliction k f / c ¢ ED L., cHBfR I -oTEBREN L FEL D, ChEFANRZET fcET
X 5 %% L \»continuation #F b ¥,

BY % & value abstraction o > e % L < K continuation abstraction c<drCEbLb I N B, BHiIFRAN I A@EZ YD LS5 K
LTRROECERTI2HTHD, ERKMROERBEDISKLTANOERCERINEIHTH D,

conversion rule {& #n-conversion % value & continuation WA H W 3, T 2 ZRIC DT K a-conversion o f15E % Bl B3
% 7z ® I de Bruijn indexing [de 2] % B THARCEET I b DL T 3,

SLC Tt function & v 5 BN AR Z EICAVT W3R, bbb BHMIKT 32D T REKT 5. % Dk lunction
DEH R IC DT D conversion rule d B L. value % L < I continuation ¢ @ function appliction DK X > THEbT b
DEFT B, TR IBOidentity ¥ FILd D e HrhT e SLCORAUDIRA«HEA LRV, ThdbiEk bz zoEH
¥ 2 EfEH fy-theory LR 2,

Wi X b category AR F %R LTH T 50 type & object & i % & BI# it morphism & Z %k ¢ %, type o ® value it
morphism T — o lCHIET 5, & 2T H(weak) termial object ©H 5o T EZ AN T E S % »degenerate ABM & 3
TEHRTED, AW, Bo Offi %% U H 5 continuation i morphism ¢ — L & k&5, € 2T, L I¥(weak) initial
object TH b, THhIHEHNE LAVt R enTE 5,

e LHSA o4, function t WS EER A WO Tl e — 71k, morphism T —o=> rTEbIN D value, LK
morphism ¢ < 7 — LC&HbH X h 3 continuation TEEEH 3. i b D morphism O cu b L £ Huc & v 5 signeture
<TlESH LB,

3 Higher-order Symmetric A-Calculus (HSX)

3.1 syntax

Z T €t de Bruijn index & X ¥} % name-free encoding # v T EH * AW TEB L. a-conversion DREJE % E# L
TWw %, de Bruijn index iK 2\ T [&[de 72]% B W2 X,
LLIFTA,Bitorder o,7 tkoperator . e i expression (value), c¢ i continuation & ¥ (I % syntax category ¥ &3 . e,
chE EDTterm &M,
A=Q|A=B
o=1,|T|L|Mo|or|o=>71|0c&1|VAr
e=sa Ol beler /exl Meefa} |e
c=ky|[lcdolcr/ c2|AAc|c{o}|e
T T T io, Jz, ky it de Bruijn index PPN 3 HARKTH 5,
operator o L3 LT ® R ICKIGT % 1 0 IE 5 @ operator @ free variable ¥ % FV (o) L £+, FEIC. term ticH
L T FV,(t) % free value variable D3, FV,(t) % free continuation variable Dt & L, FV,(t) % free operator variable ®#
LT3,
E, lifting [T .—=), [T -=Je, -[-T-—)a, -[-T-=lu, =T, =Toy = Ta, - Ty & substitution _[.— _], -[- — _Io,
_[_ — Jzy _[- —_Jy %[CEB”& B ERT 5[Miy90]c

3.2 typing rules and equality

3.2.1 context of order

order @ context (t order DFBR Y X b A = (K1, K2, , K1) CH %, | A | HADEII®2FEL. A- A context
(A K, I, - K 28T —BiIci<liext LT Al — A] {F context (R, Kz, -+, Kic1, A, Kiy -+ K1 KO 2T



3.2.2 typing rules for operator

A = (K1, Ka, -+, K) #% order o context © & ¥ | operator @ typing judgement B A F o : ATH B, LT, ok
FV(o)<|A|TH 3 X5 koperator tH b, Attorder v b, ZhBRIUTFTOHAKC X > THRMMICEREN S,

i<lal
AFia: K;
A-AVro:B Ato:A=>B Atr:A
AFAAc: A= B AFor:B
AFT:A—-Q AFL:A—-Q
Abo:Q AF7T:Q AFo:Q AFT:Q
AFo=>7:0Q Ato<sT:Q
A-AFo:Q
A+VAr:Q

order @ contextA 255 % b & &, Ak o:QTH 3 operator o ¥ type L5,
operator @ equality i€ D\ T ik, An-theory ¥ £ 4 5o = i equality modulo By-conversion T Y\ wET 2 EXRKD
X5k,
(MAo)r =0l — 7]
Mo t1o) =0

3.2.3 context of type

5 % i 7e order @ context A IL DT, value & continuation IC%f 3 5 valid % type @ context &, % nEh type DHR
Y2 N X = (va,vmye e vm), Y = (€162, En) THBo ThDEL JSm k<nCHLTAR Y (0, AF & QHHD
LT3, :

value ICS 3 3 type @ context Ko WT, | X | R X 0EEmEHE L, o X Hcontext (0,011,127, ¥m) ERT o —fkic
j<mikH LT X[j — o] i& context (Viyv2y -y ¥im1, 0,5, Vme1, V) BT o Ty typelc#EL T, X 1= (1 T,v2 T
o, vm 1) &EHT Bo continuation ICH T 5 type @ context KD WT L MO EE BTN B,

3.2.4 typing rules for term

AX, Y REDX S helEkii/ed & &, value D typing judgement B A, X, Y ke e: o continuation @ typing judgement
BHAXY Fec:o0THBbo 22Ty ek FVa(e) | X |, FVy(e) | Y |, FVo(e) <] A& | % ¥ % 3 expression , ¢ K&
FVi(c) | X |, FVy(c) €] Y |, FVo(c) <| & | %7 F continuation , ¢ i operator THh, ThbiELToRAKL->T
MR CERI NS,

i X k<Y |
A XY kedeiv; AX, Y Feoky: &
AXYE):T AX YR L
Ao-X,Yhee:T . AX, 7 Ykocio
AXYbeobe:o=>T A X, YhkcedTioET
AX,Yheesio=>1 A X, Yheer:o AXYFoaioer AX,Yhee:T
A X, Yheex Se1:T AX Y¢S0
AX, YFee:VAo AFT:A AX,YiEoc:VAe AFT:A
AX, YFoe{r}:ofl =7 AXYEoe{r}ioll —71ly
AXT,YTkee:o AXTYTkec:o
A,X,Y e AAe: VAo A X,)Y o AAc: VAo
AX,Ytee:o o=o' AX,Ykecio o=0
AX,YEee:o! AX,)YFcc:o!
AX,) YheciosT AX,)YFee:o=1
AX,Ybhecio=>T AXYbhceiosT

term o equality ICB L T i+ term o application & operater ¢ application it 2\ T @ fn-theory % 25, Lo®R{T
RS T2ERXNRIROLSICE B,

e2 /(0 ber)=ei[ls — e2]s (14 7))/ ca=cally —e2]y
o> (lz Selz)=e¢ (cly/ ly)dr=c
(Ade){o} = e[lo — o]0 (AAc){o} = c[le — oo
AAleTo {1o}) =¢ AA(cTo {lo}) = ¢



4 Higher-order Symmetric Category (HS category)

zzolk F,icstd 3 Seely o e &S vt HSA K3 3 category “C» 3 HS category DB % KT 3. zhid
WETE % B T D category D equational R FEH HSCCL e N T 2 EHEBE* 54 5 0XBNTH 3,

4.1 HS category
HS category (S,G) RELTO b O b EN S
1. category S % CCC & L, % 3 object Q¥ K5IF 3,
2. S @ ko indexed category G+ F % b B functor G: Sop — Cat ¥E 4 5o C T CCat X(small) categories O category
THB. LOLEGRROZHEWMET LD TH 3,
(a) S D £ D object AL DWT, Obj(G(A))Homs = (A,Q)TH 5. TD& ¥, G(A) D object & S D arrow
A—-QER—HRT 30

(b) S >4 object A%t LTy G(A) i Symmetric Combinatory Logic (SCL) [Fil8o]ic X - T35 X 1  category T3
D, % arrow o: A — Bicst LT, functor G(o) R SCLOEERFT 50

(¢) S @ morphism ¢ : A — BILDWwT, o* X\ functor G(o) : G(B) — G(A)¢H b . & & functor X G(B) ©
object K LT, clL T Dobject ¥ FHHbERT I ticX-oTHEAT IV DL T 3. ThdbbH, o'(r)=0;7
TH 50

% S 0 object BIcH LT, G % GP(A) = G(A x B) & GB(0) = G(o x Id) T3 & 1 3 functor 2§ 3.
G # & GP ~ o natural transformation Fst}y %, S ®object Al LT, Fsty = G(Fstap) L EHT 5o T
CCFstaptt Ax Bdb A~D projection TH 5, DL EROGH 2T .

i. & Fst(A) 23 right adjoint Ve(A) %% De 2% b, € T T Ap(A) % % ® adjunction It $51J 3 hom-set ©
bijection & 33 &
Ap(A) : Homgsa)((Fst;0),7) = Homgay(o,Va(A)(7))

thdo
ii. Vp & natural transformation iK% %, £ LT Ap(A) H AL\ CTnatural TH 5,

eqational A FHECE Bt adjunction Vp(A) % bijection Ap(A) & counit morphism proj K X o TEET 5T &
KT 2, T & &proj proj = AT (Idy) TEEEX NS (Fst;¥(r)) 2o 7~ D Gp(A) © morphism TH 3,

4.2 category of HS categories
HS category @ functor F : (G,S) — (G,S) BRDO b DA b A D :

1. finite product & exponent % {3 % functor Fo: S — S’
2. SCL ¥t % (7% 7 % S-indexed functor F; : G — F; G’

T CTFG kFG(A)=G'(F(A) K X > TEEKEH 3 S kD indexed category TH 5, adjunction #EFT 5 &5
DR TORKLRTRICERDLI WS TH B,

Fy 73 S-indexed TH B & nd RUBERFA N 2ZBCEL L RFFELTVWE. GG Tfunctor 2 LTHB &, LDL
& & Fy #5 natural transformation C% 3 £ & % &0k T 3, HS categories & _LTE# L & functor 3 & % 3 category % HSCat
EFER,

5 Higher-order Symmetric CCL (HSCCL)

category % equational % deductive system & L CEHT 2 HE & Lambek Ik X - THA X 1 %[LS86], Z 2 THWAHE
BR[CE8TICc Fo k#EHAEhedbDdcbikELALd DD TH B,
5.1 order and operator
order (kind)ik. BNFREZHA V2RO XS KEEND. CLTAFIERABiZordertd %,
A:=0|1|A= B|AxB

T} id base category IC 331 3 object IC 353 %, operator h FREICKD X S KFEIN B, T TTF XER o, v it operator
THdo

o = Id|o;r{QO|{o,7)| Fst |Snd |Cur (o) | App |o @1
TILI x|+ =l 1

Z N 1 base category I ¥ tF 3 morphism ICHIET %0



operator @ order IC X 3 typing judgement BKD X 55 b DTH 3,
Fe:A— B
z T, ottoperator, A& BirordertH s, 2 BHBELRBES. RO XS KERT 5,

c:A— B

5.2 typing rule for operators

1 b it cartesian closed categories D A L, type constructor # H T HEER D 2 » D typing rule ¥ Mi b D TH
5o

Q:A—1 Id:A— A
c:A—=B 71:B—>C c:C—A r:C— B
oT: A—>C (o,7}):C —~AxB
Fst :AxB— A ‘ Snd :AxB— B

c:AxB—-C

App i (B= O)x B—C
Cur(0): A= (B=0) i (B = 0)x

HEERO DO typing rule BRDO X5 R bDTH B,

T:A—-Q 1:A—=Q
x:(QxQ)—Q +:(2xQ)—Q
= (OxQ)—0 <= (AxQ)—Q

I:(A=Q)—-Q

5.3 equations on operators

O=1d
a;(r50) = (o37)5p o;ld =0 Idjo=o
(0,7);Fst =0 (0,7);Snd =1 (Fst,Snd)=1d

pi{o, Ty = (p;0,p;7)
c®r = (Fst;o,Snd;r) (Cur(o)®Id);App =0 Cur((c®Id);App) =0
5.4 type and term

operater AN Tt:1 - QTH3 b D% type, t: A— Q% typescheme FER, Zhbhk T &DTtype tFFERT & D
3. T blFindex category @ object IKHIET 5o
term O type IC X % typing judgement BKKD X 5 b DTH 3,

Ftio—r

ZZT. tlterm, c & T typeTH B, AFHUALBE, KO XS KEBET 5,

t:0—T1
M TFitypec 2wt o%ERXTtdHd,
T=O;T L=05L
oex7T={o,Thx o+ 1 ={0T)+
o= 1= {0T)=> o= (o)<

V(o) = cu(o); I

5.5 typing rules for terms
% 3, SCL [Fil89]® typing rule K353 2 HAIZ R T,



o A—Q

id:oc—o

t:o0—T U:T—p
tiu:o0—p

T:A—Q TIA—Q
oir=T TiIor
t:p—0oc u:ip—T1 t:o—p u:rt—p
(tuy:p—oxr tw]l:o+r—0p
c: A= T:A—Q c:A—Q T:A—-Q
M IOXT—0 io—o+rT1
A= r:A-Q c:A—=Q 17:A-Q
TR:10XT—T T —o+T
t:oXT-—p tip—o+T1
cu(t):o0— (T=p) uw(t):(pe1)—0
riA—Q piA—-Q T:A—Q p:A—-Q
ap :(T=>p)XT—0p pa:ip—(p<=r)+T
0: A= T:A—-Q p:A—-Q c: A= T A—-Q p:A—-Q
p:ox(r<p) —((cx7)<=p) 6:(p=>{o+T)—0+(p=>T7)

Voied e LTFoRA*HTML 3,

t:(Fst;jo) =T
At): 0 —V(7)

proj : (Fst;V(o)) — o
B 1C type equality DRERIZFH UL 30

t:o—7 0=01 T=T

tiop —T1
operater @ term ~ @ action @ typing rule B D X 5 A b D TH 5,

c:A—B 717:B—=§ p:B—-Q t:r—p
axt:(o;7) — (03p)

5.6 equations for terms

term % $3 morphism t : 0 — 7 strict TH 3 Lk, O;t =0 BHWAT T L% v\, total (costrict)TH 3 & ;0 =0
Rl EnwS,

T Ty aldstrict & arrow TH b, bk total (costrict)? arrow &5 %,

s; () = (s;t);u

s;id = s
dys=3s
Qi, =1dy, Oo, =ido,
(s,t);m =3 s, t]=s
(S, t); Ty =1 tz;[s,i] =1
(71, m2) =1d [e1, 2] = id
a; (s, 1) = (a;s,a;t) [5,2];0 = [s; 5, B]
a1 X az = (m1; a1, 72;az) (by + b2) = [ba; 11, b2; ¢2]
(cu(s) xid);ap = s pa;(uc(s)+id)=s
cuf(a xid);ap)=a uc(pa;(b+id))=b
(O;s,id); ¢ = uc ({O; s,id ); pa) 8;[s; 0,id]} = cu(ap;[s; O,1d])
#;uc (w2;8) = w23 uc(s) cu(s;i2); 0 = cu(s);ez

* %% contravariant functor ¢H 2 ¥ EbITERXNEM& 3

(oi7)*t =0 % (T 1)
id xt=1



BIF %35 1% operator 2% term IS LT3 £ ® HSCCL ofiic * KXo TYFAT 3z 2 # /b LT3, ERK
Wi . BEO 23 o+ 3t covariant functor & LTHEAT Z e ¥ FbL. BIORASCLOBHEEABOEKR TR €
DEEMEETICLERRTW S,

o*(u)=(0*t);(c*u)

oxid =1id

c+O=0 ocxO0 =0
o*{t,u) = (oxt,a*u) o [t,u] =[o*t,0*u]
grcu(t) =cu(oxt) oxuc(t) =uc(ox*t)

Tx T =T oxil] =1

T * Ty = M2 O ¥12 = 12

gxap =ap o % pa = pa

oxd=4¢ ocxf=46

KIC A(.) & proj 23 Fst + _ @ right adjunction V() ¥ BET 5L t # RHUT 3EHXE 5L 5. ThbH Fstx_LOnT
& couniversal mapping problem @ solution X (¥, proj ,A) 2% 8 2 & #/RLTWw3, (ZiEadjunction X HMT BT & i
[LSsel B¢ k) o ARBMOEED D, FOBEEMEED O EET S0

Fst x A(s);proj = s
s; A(t) = A(Fst xs;1)
Aproj) = id

X b IC € 1 b D adjunction A natural TH B L R FRT 2 ERE 54 5o ERICWAA() & proj HXnatural TH 3 &
wizrthHd,

o+ A(s) = A((oc @ Snd) * s)
(¢ @ Snd) * proj = proj

BHoORX L Alproj) =1d DOROKXHKE 2,
A{{Id,Snd) xproj)=1Id

zhit. term O operator ~® application ® extensionality ¥ & L T\ 5,

6 Interpretation

6.1 order and operator
HSA @ order & HSCCL @ order ¢ % @ % % interpret ¥ 1.5, [A] it order A o interpretation ¥ XFT DD LT %0

Q=0
A= B]=[A] = [B]

b = (Ki,--+, K1) 2 HSX @ order ® context T3 % & ¥, A O interpretation K = [A] % order (---(1 x [Ki])---) x [Ki]
rEEET B, ELTAF o ARMATRZTDoKDWT, O]k ¥ LT TRWWICHR T h 5 HSCCL 0 operator
Ololk: K —[A]CH 3  EHKT 5.
Olio)x = §Fst'™'; Snd
OTk=T
Ol =41
O[AAG]K = Cur (O[U]KX[A])
Olor]x = (Olo]x, Olrlx); App
Ofe = 7]k = Olo]x = O[rix
Ofe < 7]k = Olo]r <« Ofr]k
ONAclk = O[MAc]x; I

T Tl RBEFOERTH Y FERICSA DR S,

B4 1% I 25 type scheme % type KEEHT 52 L ¥ FRL T3, ThZ OEHIC LY HSA D type ik HSCCL o type i

interpret X 1%, T @ operator ® interpretation XA K I, simply typed A-calculus @ term ¢ CCL ~ @ interpretation &
F#C » 5 [Cur8t]o

6.2 value and continuation

A% order @ context & Ly X = (v1,-+-,¥m), ¥ = (€1, -, &n) ¥ THE N Z D order @ context IC I 5 value & continua-
tion @ type D context & F 3. K =[A]TH B & &, X Dinterpretation » = [X]x % type ® product (- o A(TxOvm]r) )%
Olnlx :E3 L. Y o interpretation £ = [Y]x % type @ sum (--- (L + Ofén]x) ) + Olalx L EFT 20 TT T, &k b
typeTH B DT, Ol : K — QO] 1 K - QeB3c 2 cERE I TLT. A X, Yeeio R el L



<. Ele]¥ % BUTFCAMEY ICHR & A 5 HSCCL O term Ele]¥ :v—Ololx E#L. AX,Yhco:r kAT elcHL
<. C[c]¥ & F#kic BSCCL 0 term €[] § : Olrlx — € L BT 5.

Ele] ¥ =6+ (zix] ™ m) Clky] ¥ =6 (238 759)

EO1Y =6+T emy =sxL

Elo b )k =cu(£le] ~xomK) Cle<ao]¥ =uc (C[c]Hth)

Eles /S el ¥ = (E[ez] Eles) ¥ Jiap Clex /cz] ¥ =pa; [cw Clea] ¥ ]
[AAe]’v‘ = Alele) ;;:;) ClAAqY =A(C[c1 ()

Ele{o}] ¥ =£le] ¥ ; ({14, O[UIK)*PT"J) [c{a}] ¥ o=Cl ¥ ,((Id Olo]k) + proj)
S[c]? = cu (mz;pa; [C[d] & v y;0,4d]) C[e] v —uc((O,z Ele] v ,id );ap;e2)

zrcé T,y BEEOERTH ), FERKCEL b 5. B D2 K i functional closure 3 L < i contextual continuation
KLThLbERT I LICHIET 3,

6.3 soundness

AR—ZOWEE. BLWEHRE . #L < 1[Miy90]2 S H,
Lemma 6.1 (substitution lemma 1) order® contest® A = (Ki,---, K1) & L % @interpretation ¥ K =[A] & ¥ 5,
TDeERDMERELY LD

I.AFo:Bor%, A-AbocT:BTH Y. Oo T]rxia = Fst; Ololk

2. A-Abo:BHaDoAR AL E, Oolo — rllx = (Id, O[r]k); Ololx x4

Lemma 6.2 (substitution lemma 2) order, value® type. continuation® type® context% *hXh A = (Ky,---, K1),
X =1, ¥m), Y =(1,--+,&n) & L Z D interpretation® K =[A], v=[X]x, §=[V]x & T3, zo 2 ERDOGEN

R b2,
1LAXYree:one &, A-AXT,YTreeloolThb, & T]F-*r =Fst*£[]K

K

2.AAXT Y TheeiohD Ao AD L &, Elello — alo] v = (Id,Ol0]x) * £]e] ‘;::"'

8 AX,Yhee:one %, Ar-X,YFeelaoThD. s[eTI]on’frm =m;Ele] ¥
4o AT X, Yhee:omDA X, Yeer:TDe %, Elefle —els ]';‘ (id,f[e1]'§>;£[e] V*O’:lflx
Clleo T b EBRORERHMRL Y LD,
Proof _ 1 » _[-«— _.] %% b operator, value, continuation EOHERMEIC L > TRE S, ]

Lemma 6.3 (soundness for - and 5-conversion 1) order ® contest® A = (K1,---, K1) & L\ % @ interpretation %
K=[AltF3. 202 EROMGEHRRY LD

1. O[(A o)t = Ofo[1o — 7]lx

2. O[MA(e 1T 1o)]x = Ololk

Lemma 6.4 (soundness for 8- and n-conversion 2) order, value® type, continuation ® type ® contezt® EH £
A= (K1, K1), X = (v1,,vm), Y = (&1, +, &) & L+ & interpretation® K = [A], v = [X]k, E = [Y]x & T 3,
LD EROGENRY LD,

1. £lez /(o bea)l¥ = Elea[ls — eala] &
2. £lo t>(1x/‘e1 )]
3. El(Ade){ol] } = Elello — ol)
4 E[AAGe 1o {11 § =£le] ¥
DT b FBRORERIK YLD,

Theorem 6.5 (soundness theorem) o1, o2 ¥ operator, ei, e2 % value. c1, c2 ¥ continuation & 3 %,
1. o1 =02 B bIX\ Oloi]x = Olo2]w

K K
¢ =Ly

K
v
£

2 e =eakbiE, Ela)¥ =Ele]
S. 1= kb, Clalt =Cleall
Proof HS) i fn-thory TH % O T, Bn-conversion k2T @ soundness X D B D iIL Do 0



(- +

ZA#i-C it HSlambda © HSCCL KBRT 3 < 22 DK D TR~ 5.

REZ0bORIET 3 THEREAMEROLDO 2 XM L LTH < HAUTOMATH project iL ¥ T & #0525, RifH
WROBEIC L b HAE S, B general logic 2 \»5 BAHCHEE AT E /. TOXER b Dkt Logical Framework[HEP87),
Calculus of Constructions[CH88], ECC[Luo80}&#b 3, HSARZ DX 5 hEMIC b3 L b i CE B AREHEAD B £
ORALLTHREL A7 L LTFBEODEERCOVTHBINCLAK—HCMIBX B 2TH B, TREHHFKC
I3 HODOBRMHICHWI T b ELLOND, L AKHAICE 37 u7 7 agiR[Hagd8leBATHIELENWS YT
LDV CTHE LD TR KL B TRERLED .

EREOBMEZELE W THEEREL D b 0% compile-time part (typechecking) & run-time part (execution)% BIREIC 53 RE L
- indexed category & LT EZh b ¥ BEMNT BT I X b categorical semanticsiC T b ORETBATZ B8 TED
[Mog8dle T ® X 5 A BB CHE DS 25 compile FFICHHFTE 3 (ThEBOHEEELBC b TES) &H. compile
OREMABECEATICLbELLNE,

linear logic [Gir87] & SLC o JEfll  Filinski lc X » THM T h T 5, intuitionistic linear logic & symmetric monoidal
category & D58 ®H 9. CCCic & 3 CAM @ X 5 % abstract machine (Linear Abstract Machine [Laf88))3 E 4 bh T
w5, FOEEKTHRRL TR~ X 5 % EFE D categorical logic & DBRIK O COBEREBFEN 3.

& faER

& X ES O BITE IC value & continuation DR % WA L kR HSA E ML, ThicHL T categorical semantics
%54 3 7®ic, HS category & FEHE N 5 category & % @ eqational representation T% % HSCCL ¥R L 7%ko L T
semantics % & £ % interpretation % E# L » % ®soundness ¥ W L7co E KWL OhDEBELONTHMKERL ko
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