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Scott’s information systems provide a categorically eglgmt, intensional description of Scott do-
mains and continuous functions. Following a well estalglishattern in denotational semantics, we
define a linear version of information systems, providingaed of intuitionistic linear logic (a new-
Seely category), with a “set-theoretic” interpretatiore@ponentials that recovers Scott continuous
functions via the co-Kleisli construction. From a domaiadhetic point of view, linear information
systems are equivalent to prime algebraic Scott domainghwh turn generalize prime algebraic
lattices, already known to provide a model of classicaldinegic.

1 Introduction

The ccc of Scott domains and continuous functions, whichalles®, is the paradigmatic framework for
denotational semantics of programming languages. In tieat, anuch effort has been spent in studying
more “concrete” structures for representing domains.

At the end of the 70's G. Kahn and G. D. Plotkin [23] developetheory of concrete domains
together with a representation of them in terms of concrata structures. In the early 80's G. Berry and
P.-L. Curien[[6] defined a ccc of concrete data structuresagdential algorithms on them. At the same
time Scott[27] also developed a representation theory ¢ottSlomains which led him to the definition
of information systems; these structures, together wighsibrcalled approximable relations, form the
ccclnf, which is equivalent t&D.

So it was clear that many categories of “higher-level” dinies such as domains had equivalent de-
scriptions in terms of “lower-level” structures, such as@@te data structures and information systems,
which are collectively called webs.

At the end of the 80's, J.-Y. Girard [17] discovered lineagitostarting from a semantical investi-
gation of the second-order lambda calculus. His seminakwarthe semantics of linear logic proofs
[18,[19], introduced a category of webs, the coherence spacpiivalent to the category of coherent
gualitative domains and stable maps between them. Colesgaces form a-autonomous and thus a
model of classical Linear Logic (LL).

From the early 90’s on, there has been a wealth of categariodkels of linear logic, arising from
different areas: we mention here S. Abramsky and R. Jagadsagames [[1], Curien’s sequential data
structures[[12], G. Winskel's event structures|[29, 328 Winskel and Plotkin’s bistructures [26] whose
associated co-Kleisli category is equivalent to a full-sab of Berry’s category of bidomains|[5].

Remarkably, all the above-mentioned models lie outsidétSemantics.
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Despite the observation made by M. Barr's in 1979 [2] thatdhtegory of complete lattices and
linear maps is-autonomous, it was a common belief in the Linear Logic comityuthat the standard
Scott semantics could not provide models of classical LIt 1894, when M. Huth showed [20] that
the categoryPAL of prime-algebraic complete lattices and lub-preservirgpsis«-autonomous and its
associated ccPAL' (the co-Kleisli category of the “I” comonad) is a full-subecof Cpo. A few years
later, Winskel rediscovered the same model in a semantigasiigation of concurrency [30,131]: indeed
he showed that the categaBgottlL whose objects are preordered sets and the morphisms atefimc
from downward closed to downward closed subsets which presgbitrary unions is-autonomous;
this category is equivalent to Huth’s. T. Ehrhard|[15] coués this investigation and shows that the
extensional collapse of the categd®el', where ! is a comonad based on multi-sets over the category
Rel of sets and relations, is the categ@yottL' and that both are new-Seely categories (in the sense of
Bierman [7]).

Summing up, there are several categorical models of LL intSemantics. In this paper we provide
a representation of these models as webs. Our starting amninformation systems, of which we
provide a linear variant together with linear approximatgkations: such data form the categdmnyL ,
which we prove to be a symmetric monoidal closed catedofi; is equivalent to the categoBSD of
prime algebraic Scott domains and has as full-sub-categjofiLFull (equivalent to the categoAL)
and, ultimatelyRel.

We define a comonad ! ovenfL , based on sets rather than multi-sets, which mak&sa new-Seely
category and hence a model of intuitionistic MELL: our amto is different from that of [15] in that
our comonad is not an endofunctor®él; we don't need to consider multisets exactly because we work
in the bigger categorinfL . We also notice thanfLFull is the largesk-autonomous full-subcategory
of InfL and thatinfL ' is a full sub-ccc oinf.

2 The category of linear informations systems

Let A be a set. We adopt the following conventions: letierg, y,... are used for elements & letters
a,b,c,... are used for elements aP;(A); lettersx,y, z,... are used for arbitrary elements &f(A).

Definition 1. Alinear information systertLIS, for short) is a triples# = (A,Con ), whereConC % (A)
contains all singletons anid C A x A satisfies the axioms listed below.

(IS1) ifac ConandVvp € b.da € a. a F 3, then be Con
(IS2) ata
(IS3) ifatk BFy, thenaty

The setA is called thewebof .« and its elements are callddkens Let o/, & be two LISs. A
relationR C A x Bis linear approximablef for all a,a’ € Aand allB,B’ € B:

(AR1) if a€e Com andVB € b3a € a (a,B) € R thenb € Corg
(AR2) if a’Faa RB g B, then(a’,B') eR

Linear approximable relations compose as usBaR=R;S={(a,y) e AxC:3B €B.a R Sy}.

We call InfL the category with LISs as objects and linear approximahligioms as morphisms.
We reserve the namiafLFull for the full-subcategory ofnfL whose objects are exactly those LISs
</ for which Comy = Z(A). It is not difficult to see that the categofgel of sets and relations
is a full-subcategory ofnfLFull , consisting of exactly those LISg for which Comn, = #%(A) and
Fa={(a,a):acA}.
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2.1 The cartesian structure of InfL

We now define the cartesian product and coproduct in the astdgfL , which model the additive
connectives of linear logic.

Definition 2. Let.e#, @ be LISs. Define the L1841 &% = (A1&A2,Con ) as follows:

o Ai&Ao =A1 WA,

e {(i1,¥1),-..,(im,ym)} € Coniff {y;:je[1,m],i;=1} € Com, and{y;: j€ [1,m], ij =2} € Cor,

o (iLy)F(j,y)iffi =jandytp Y

The projectiongs € InfL (@A &.9%, o) are given byt = {((i,y),Y) : yta V},i=1,2. ForRe InfL (€, <A)
andSe InfL (¢, %), the pairing(R,S) € InfL (¢, «/1&.9%) is given by
(RS ={(y,(1,a)): (v,a) e RIU{(v,(2,B)) : (y,B) € S}. DefineT = (0,0,0). The LIST is the ter-
minal object ofinfL , since for any LIS, the only morphisnR € InfL (o7, T) is 0.
Definition 3. Let.@A, <% be LISs. Define the LI84 © o4 = (A1 ® Az, ConH) as follows:

e At A =A1A

e {(i1,¥1),-..,(im,ym)} € Coniff {y;: je[1,m],i;=1} € Com, and{y;: j€[1,m], ij =2} € Corp,

o (iLy)F(j,y)iffi = jandyta y

Therefore cartesian products and coproducts coincide. ifjaetions; € InfL (<%, .94 @ %) are
obtained reversing the projections, so that {(y,(i,y)): yta YV}, i =1,2. ForRe InfL (2,%¢) and
SenfL (24,%), the “co-pairing”[R, § € InfL (4 ® @, %) is given by

RY={((1,a),y) :(a,y) e RRU{((2,8),y) : (B,y) € S}. Define0=T = (0,0,0): this LIS is also the
initial object ofInfL and the unit of the coproduct.

2.2 The monoidal closed structure of InfL

We now define the tensor product and its dual in the catefidty, which model the multiplicative
connectives of linear logic.
Definition 4. Let.</, % be LISs. Define the LI% ® # = (A® B,Cont) as follows:

e AB=AxB

o {(01,B1),---,(am,Bm)} € Coniff {ay,...,am} € Com and{Bs,...,LBn} € Cors

o (a,B)F(a",p))iffataa’andB g’

ForRe InfL (&7, %) andSc InfL (#,2), R® Se InfL (&7 ® B,¢ @ Z) is given by
R®S={((a,B),(y,d)) € (A®B)x (C®D):(a,y) € Rand(B,d) € S}. Itis easy to check that
_®_:InfL xInfL — InfL is a bifunctor and that it is a symmetric tensor product, weitural isomor-
phisms

® V) py I R(BRC) — (o @KB)C given by
¢§7ﬂfg = {((Cr?(Bv y))7 ((a/7B/)7V)) a l_A a/’ B l_B Bl, yl_c )/}

© 0, 5 A RF— B gvenbyoy, ,={((a,B).(B,a"):akaa’, Brep'}
o p° 1o/ ®1— o givenbyp® = {((a,x),a’):ataa’}
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e A9 1@ d — o givenbyA? = {((x,a),a’) :ataa’}

Definel = ({x},{0,{x}},{(x,%)}). The LIS1is the unit of the tensor product.

The above data malefL a symmetric monoidal category. As for the cartesian strectalso the
dual of the tensor product, coincides with the tensor in this category and thus thee@sg unitsL
andl are equal. So we také = ({},{0,{x}},{(*,%)}) to be also the unit of.

We now proceed to define the exponential objectanfif .
Definition 5. Let.«/, 2 be LISs. Define the LI& — % = (A — B,Con}-) as follows:
e A—oB=AxB
e {(da1,B1),...,(0m,Bm)} € Coniffforalld C [1,m],{aj: j€J} € Comimplies{B;: j €J} € Corg
o (a,B)F(a',p)iff a’FaaandB g’

Define a natural isomorphism culnfL (&7 @ ¢, %) — InfL (¢, &/ — A), (the linear currying) as
curR) ={(y,(a,B)):((a,y),B) € R}. Define also the (linear) evaluation morphism e¥ ® (&/ — %) — &

asev={((a,(a’,B)),B):ataa’, BreB'}.

The above data makafL a symmetric monoidal closed category, and thus a model witioristic
MLL proofs. The categorynfL is however a rather degenerate model since the multipleatbnnec-
tives® and® coincide as well as the additivesanda.

We now briefly discuss the issue of duality in the catedafiz . Let <7 be a LIS and consider the
LIS o — L ; an explicit description of such object is as follows:

e A— | =Ax{x}

o Com .. = Z1(Ax {x})

o (a,%)Fa .l (B,*)iff BFaa

Therefore L is not a dualizing object imnfL , but it is so inInfLFull , where the family of arrows

Oy 9 — (o — L) —o 1 defined byd,, = {(a,((a’,*),*)) : a Fa a’}, for each LIS« is a natural
isomorphism. In other wordsfLFull is the largesk-autonomous full-subcategory ffL .

2.3 InfL is a new-Seely category

In this section we define a comonad ! owefL and prove that it gives a symmetric strong monoidal
functor. Finally we prove thalinfL is a new-Seely category and thus a model of intuitionisticLME
proofs, in which the exponential modality ! has a set-theoiaterpretation. For categorical notions we
refer to Mellies[[25].

Definition 6. Let.e# be a LIS. Define the LI&Z = (!A,Cont) as follows:
o |A=Com
e {ay,...,a} € Coniff UX_;a € Com
e aFbiffVBebdaca akaf

Note that forX €!!A anda €!A we haveX Fya {b} implies UX k4 b but not viceversa. As an
example, consider thdor, B} Fia {a,B} butin general nof{a},{B}} Fua {{a,B}}.

LetReInfL (o7, %). Define ReInfL (1.«7,1 %) asR={(a,b) € IAxIB: VB e b3Ja €a. (a,B) € R}.
It is an easy matter to verify that) : InfL — InfL is a functor. Moreover “!” is a comonad with dig-
ging dig :!=-!! defined by dig, = {(b,Y) € lAx!!A:bFia UY} and dereliction der - idjy. defined
by der, = {(b,) € !Ax A:btia {B}}.
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As a matter of fact “!” is also a monad if endowed with naturahsformationgodiggingcodig :!! =!
defined by codig, = {(X,a) € "Ax!A: X Fua {a}} = der,, andcoderelictioncod :idj,. =! defined
by COdJy = {(a, b) € Ax!A: {a} Fia b} This is due to the fact that 5 biiff {a} Fua {b} andX Fya {b}
iff Jac X.akiab.

This also shows a further symmetry: for each objett !

¢ the digging morphism is subsumed by the codereliction merplin the sense that

cod., = {(a,X) : {a} Fua X} =dig,,, since forX e!! Aanda c!Awe have{a} Fna X iff abia UX;
¢ the codigging morphism is subsumed by the dereliction merplin the sense that

derw = {(X,a) X Fua {a}} = COdIgW

The forthcoming lemma shows that “!” is a symmetric strongiwidal functor. Before proving this,
we shall explicit the symmetric monoidal structytefL , &, T) involved in the proof:

o 05 o A &B&E) — (o &HB)&E given by
Oae = Q& 0’) (1 (1 a’))) ataa’}Uu{((2,(1,8)),(1,(2,8")):BreB'}U

u{(2 2Y))yteV}
o 05 51 F &P — B/ given by
055 =1{(La),2a)) abaa’tU{((2B).(1B)):Bre B}
e p&: @/&T — o given byp% = {((1, cr) ’) rabaa’}
o A& T&a — o givenbyrS ={((2,a),a') :ataa’}
Lemma 7. The functor : (InfL ,&,T) — (InfL ,®,1) is symmetric strong monoidal.

Proof. We give the natural isomorphisms,, » : .97 ®1.2 =(o/ &%) andn : 1 =I'T making ! a sym-
metric strong monoidal functor. Define

o n={(x{0})}

e myz={(ab),{(1,a):a cad}u{(2,p):B' cb}):ad c!A bl c!B arna, brgb}

We now proceed by verifying the commutation of the requireajchms. First observe that both
My 2 @idig;Mysz.¢, !qouf/“% @ and(pff“% odiy @My my zs¢ are equal to the set of all pairs

((@5),0),{(L,(1,@1)),, (1, (1,G0)), (2 (1,BL)s- (2 (1,Br)), (2. (210)), - (2.2, )}

whereatia {01,...,0an, }, bEs {B1,...,Bn,}, @ndcic {Wi, ..., ¥, }. Therefore the diagram

(1 RV B)RNE ey \of @ (1 BE)
mw,:yz@idml lidwéﬁm%,%
(ot &B)RNE | o/ R (BEE)
md&ﬁfl lmdl&/

&
cz//i/’

((d&%’)&%) —— (A &(B&E))
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commutes. Finally the “units” and the “symmetry” diagrams

o A Oy 1
o/ @1 — lof 1R1% — | B lof VB —— N BR o
idgﬂ@hl T!p{;&{ n®id!%l T'/\g‘ mdﬂl lme%,d
) p 10%
L/ N T —LL (/& T) ITQIB —= |(T&H) (o &B) —5 \(B&A )

all commute because
o idiy@nmy 1i1p% ={((ax),d)akad} =pp,,
e nR®idig; mT z; ')\% = {((*,b),b/) bk b/} = )\!%,
e bothay;,, 4 mz . andm z;!0% , equal the morphism
{((ah),{(1,B"): B eb}u{(2,a):a'cd}): b !B & c!A brigh,atinad}.

Proposition 8. InfL is a new-Seely category.

Proof. By LemmdY, !is a symmetric strong monoidal functor; it rensaio check the coherence diagram
in the definition of new-Seely category. Indeed we have:

dig,, ®digzim2z = {((@b),{(1,d):d eX}Iu{(2b):b eY'}):akaUX’, brguUY'}
= my 2dig, 5 (M, TH)
So that the following diagram commutes.

Lo Q1A (o &AB)
J{digﬂ&%

dig,, ®dig, (o &AB)
J{!a 5.!7)

ml(,{lﬁl

o/ ol B —2 1 (1.of &) B)

2.4 Arepresentation theorem

Not surprisingly,InfL turns out to be equivalent to the category of prime algeb®aiott domains and
linear continuous functions. In this section, we outlinis #gquivalence.

Definition 9. An element p of a Scott domain is prime if, whenever BZ; D is upper bounded and
p < VB, there exists k& B such that p< b. The domairy itself isprime algebraiéf every element of D
is the least upper bound of the set of prime elements beloviné.set of prime elements @fis denoted
by 2% (D).

A linear function between two prime algebraic Scott domains is a Scott coogirfunction that
commutes with all (existing) least upper bounds. The categbprime algebraic Scott domains and
linear function is denoted biySD.
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A point of an information systemy is a subsex C A satisfying the following two properties:
(PT1) ifu < xthenu € Con s finitely consistent
(PT2) ifa e xanda - a’, thena’ € x (xis closed w.r.t})

We are now able to relate linear information systems to tleesponding categories of domains.
Definition 10. Given f, 2,8 ,R, o/, % such that fe PSD(Z, &) and Re InfL (<7, %), we define:

e o/ is the set of points of7 ordered by inclusion.

e Ri(x)={BeB|Jdaex (a,B) eR}

e 97 =(2%(D),Cont) where ac Coniff a is upper bounded andip p' iff p’ <4 p

o " ={(pp) e P%D)x P%E)| f(p) 25 P}
Theorem 11. The functorg_)™, (_)~ define an equivalence between the categdrifls and PSD.

Proof. It is an easy task to check that)™ : InfL — PSDand (_)~ : PSD— InfL are indeed full and
faithful functors and the two composite endofunctérs)~ o (—)* and(—)* o (—)~ are naturally iso-
morphic to the identity functor ofinfL andPSD, respectively. Moreover every hom-defL (<7, %),
ordered by inclusion of relations, is a prime algebraic Sd¢omain andnfL (&, 28) = (& — %), so
that the functorg—)~ and(—)* preserve exponentials, i.6e7 — )" = PSD(«7/*, %7) in the cate-
gory PSDandPSD(Z,&)” =2 2~ — &~ in the categonynfL . Finally the two functors also preserve
products, sincée/ & B)" = o/t x A7 in the categonPSDand(Z x &)~ =2 2~ && ™ in the category
InfL . U

In view of the categorical equivalence stated in ThedreimPtapositio IB shows how to recover
Scott-continuous functions from linear ones. This eqeineé specializes to an equivalence between
InfLFull and the categorfPAL of prime algebraic lattices and linear continuos functions

3 Classical versus linear information systems

In the previous section we have treated a categorical dguiv@ explaining how linear information sys-
tems constitute a representation for prime algebraic Sloottains. Along the same lines Scott domains
have an appealing representation as information systamsluted by Dana Scott in [27]. More recently
[28] a more general class of information systems have alsn briomatized, namely that of continuous
information systems , defined in order to constitute a regmadion for continuous domains.

An information system consists of a set of tokens, over wilagdh imposed an entailment and a
consistency relation; it determines a Scott domain witimelets those sets of tokens which are consistent
and closed with respect to the entailment relation; therorgas again just set inclusion. Vice versa a
Scott domain defines an information system through its catrglaments. In this section we review the
basic notions on information systems.

Information systems are then organized in a category elgmivéo that of Scott domains and con-
tinuous mapsSD, but more “concrete” and easier to work with under many retspd-or example they
have been used in [11] to show that there is no reflexive olfje8D whose theory is exactly the least
extensional lambda theowgn.

In this section we explain the relation between the “clagdsi8cott’s information systems and linear
information systems.
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Originally ([27]) an information system (IS, for short) isrgple o7 = (A,Con ), where CorC 2% (A)
contains all singletons artd C Conx Con satisfies the axioms listed below.

(IS1) ifae Con andat b, thenb € Con
(1S2) if & C a, thenat- &
(1S3) ifatk bt c, thenal-c

A relationR C Com x Corg is approximablef:
(AR1) if ae Com anda R h thenb € Cong
(AR2) if d Faa R b-g b, thena R BB
Clearly the every approximable relation, includeds completely determined by tokens on the right-

hand side in the sense thaR biff V3 € b. a R{f}. Hence we shall identify each approximable relation
Rwith itstrace{(a,) : (a,{B}) € R}.

We call Inf the category with ISs as objects and approximable relatensorphisms. It is well-
known thatinf (<7, %), ordered by inclusion of relations, is a Scott domain. Letacsll the definition
of exponentials innf ([24]).

Definition 12. Let.«/, % be ISs. Define the I = % = (A=- B,Con) as follows:
e A=B=ComxB

e {(a1,B1),...,(am,Bm)} € Coniff for all 3 C [1,m], U{a; : j € J} € Com implies{B;: jeJ} €
Coms

o {(a, ), (am,Bm)} - (&, B) iff {Bj: & -aj, 1< j<m}rgp’

Similarly to the functors given in Definitidn 10, there areétors(_)* : Inf — SDand(.)° : SD— Inf
which define another equivalence of categories. In padiciar a given IS¢/, <7* is the collection of
all subsetx C A satisfying the following two properties:

(PT1) if uCs xthenu € Con s finitely consistent
(PT2) if aC xandat o, thena’ € x (xis closed w.r.t})

Again we have thainf (<7, %) = («/ = %)*. The categorical equivalence stated in Theorein 11
mirrors perfectly the equivalence between the categdrniésand SD, so that the definition of linear
information system and linear approximable relation iscyavhat is required in order to capture the
passage from the category of Scott domains and continuawsidus to that of prime algebraic Scott
domains and linear functions.

In fact both linear information systems and linear apprabie relations can be seen as particular
information systems and approximable relations, respagtiexactly as prime algebraic Scott domains
are Scott domains and linear functions are continuous ifumet The next proposition, based on this
fact, shows that again, following a well-established pattéhe comonad ! allows to recover non-linear
approximable relations form linear ones. As usual, we debgtinfL ' the co-Kleisli category of the
comonad ! oveinfL .

Proposition 13. InfL' is a full-sub-ccc ofnf.
Proof. Let o7, % be LISs and lek? = 2 be the exponential object formed in the catedorfy < = %

is a linear information system and it is an easy matter to Baed/ = B =¥ —0 H. Moreover
¢t =%¢"*, forany LIS¥, and thudnfL (1«7, %) = (o — B)" = (o = B)* = Inf (A, B). O
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The spacédnfL (<7, %) of clearly embeds intdnf (o7, #) (exactly as the space of linear functions
embeds into that of continuous functions). The embeddingjvien by the mapp : InfL (<7, %) —
Inf (o7, %) given by¢ (R) = {(a,B8) : Ja € a. a RB}. In other words the linear approximable relations
are elements ofnf (<7, %), i.e. exactly those approximable relatioBsor which (a, ) € Siff Ja €
a. (a,B) € S This is the analogue of the condition, dealing with preaon of existing suprema, that
isolates linear functions between Scott domains amongdhtintious ones.

4 Conclusions and future work

In this paper we defined the categdnfL , whose objects and arrows result from a linearization of
Scott's information systems. We show this category to bersgtric monoidal closed and thus a model
of MLL. We moreover prove thahfL is a new-Seely category, with a “set-theoretic” interpiietaof
exponentials via a comonad !; this is made possible by theepe of the entailment relation, which
is always non-trivial in objects of the fornzA: even if the entailment, is the equality we have that
InfL (lo/, o) C P (1.7 x &) and this rules out Ehrhard’s counterexample for the natyral derelic-
tion. In the purely relational model of classical MELRel, the use of multisets is needed.

Indeed a comonad based on multi-sets, let's say t, can besdeéfirour framework too, yelding a
different co-Kleisli category. A similar situation ariseshe framework of the coherence spaces model of
LL. In that case Barreiro and Ehrhard [3] proved that the msitmnal collapse of the hierarchy of simple
types associated to the multi-set interpretatgime hierarchy associated to the “set” interpretation. This
means in particular that, as models of the simply typechlculus, the former discriminates finerly than
the latter, being sensitive, for instance, to the numbercoliccences of a variable in a term. It is likely
that, in a similar wayinfL ' is the extensional collapse bffL T.

The categorietnfL andInfLFull may be themselves compared using the same paradigm. ikrivial
ing the consitency relation boils down to add points to thédeulying domains; is that another instance
of extensional collapse situation? In the case of the sirtyples hierarchy over the booleans, the Scott
model is actually the extensional collapse of the lattiwstetic one [10].

Summing up it appears that, by tuning the linear informasigstems in different ways, one obtains
different frameworks for the interpretation of proofs, vgkanter-connections remain to be investigated.

This is, in our opinion, the main advantage of the approadtin r@spect to the existing descriptions
of the Scott continuous models of linear lodic[[2] 20,[21,. 30]

Linear information systems are close to several classegbbead models of the pure thecalculus:
they generalize Berline’preordered sets with coheren{i#], where a set of tokens is consistent if and
only if its elements are pairwise coherent. We plan to ingasgt whether such a generalisation is use-
ful for studying the models of th&-calulus inPSD. Actually, one of our motivations was to settle a
representation theory for a larger class of cartesian dloagegories, whitiRel' as a particular case, in
order to provide a tool for investigating “non-standdfahodels. We geRel as a full subcategory of
InfL , but the bunch of axioms on information-like structures 'mgIReI’ an instance of the co-Kleisli
construction remains to be found.

Another original motivation for investigating linear infoation systems, that we are pursuing, was
the definition of a framework suitable for the interpretatmf Boudol'sA -calculus with resources|[9].

Finally we point out another research direction, suggelsyeitie work of Ehrhard and Regnier ([16],
for example). In Kothe spaces [13] as well as in finiteneskapl[14], linear logic formulae are inter-

1| et us call “standard” a model of the-calculus that is an instance of one of the “main” semanticsitinuous, stable,
strongly stable.



A. Bucciarelli & A. Carraro & T. Ehrhard & A. Salibra 47

preted as topological vector spaces, and proofs of lingac ks linear continuous maps between these
spaces. Then exponentials appear as “symmetric tensdiralgeonstructions [8]. In the models con-
sidered there, linear maps frofK to Y can be seen as “analytic functions” (that is, functions ddfie
by a power series) from the vector spatdo the vector spac¥ and therefore can be differentiated.
Classically, the derivative of a functioh: X — Y is a functionf : X — (X — Y) such that for each
x € X, the linear functionf’(x) (the derivative off at pointx) is the “best linear approximation” of
the functionX — Y which mapsu € X to f(x+u) € Y (the general definition is local). In the analytic
case, differentiation turns a linear functién!X — Y into a linear functionf’ :!X — (X —Y), that is,
f': (IX®X) =Y. It turns out thatf’ can be obtained fronfi by composing it (as a linear function from
IX toY) on the left with a particular linear morphisth: (!X ® X) —!X. This morphism itself can be
defined in terms of more primitive operations ¢ !

This can certainly be done also in the categlofi. following for [22], for example. However the
induced differential combinator in this case does not reflee idea of approximation typical of Scott
semantics. The purpose we have in mind is to investigate dbsilility of symmetric tensor bialgebra
constructions, in the categohyfL , giving rise in the equivalent categoR&EDto a reasonable notion of
derivative and compatible with the usual idea of approxiomain Scott semantics.
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