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Abstract

We consider the reachability problem for higher-order functional programs and study
the relationship between reachability games (i.e., the reachability problem for programs
with angelic and demonic nondeterminism) and may-reachability (i.e., the reachability
problem for programs with only angelic nondeterminism). We show that reachability
games for order-n programs can be reduced to may-reachability problems for order-
(n 4+ 1) programs, and vice versa. We formalize the reductions by using higher-order
fixpoint logic and prove their correctness. We also discuss applications of the reductions
to higher-order program verification.

1 Introduction

This paper considers the reachability problem for simply-typed, call-by-name higher-order
functional programs with integers, recursion, and two kinds of non-deterministic branches
(angelic and demonic ones). The problem of solving reachability games (hereafter, simply
called the reachability game problem) asks, given a higher-order functional program and a
specific control point succ of the program, whether there exists a sequence of choices on
angelic non-determinism that makes the program reach succ no matter what choices are
made on demonic non-determinism. Thus, our reachability game problem is just a special
case of the notion of two-player reachability games [7], where the game arena is specified as a
higher-order functional program. (An important restriction compared to the general notion
of reachability games is that each vertex may have only a finite number of outgoing edges,
although there can be infinitely many vertices.) Various program verification problems can
be reduced to the reachability game problem. For example, the termination problem, which
asks whether a given program terminates for any sequence of non-deterministic choices, is
a special case of the reachability game problem, where all the non-deterministic branches
are demonic, and all the termination points are expressed by succ. The safety verification
problem, which asks whether a given program may fall into an error state after some sequence
of non-deterministic choices, is also a special case, where all the non-deterministic branches
are angelic, and error states are expressed by succ.

We establish relations between the reachability game problem and the may-reachability
problem, a special case of the reachability game problem where all the non-deterministic
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choices are angelic (hence, may-reachability is a one-player game). We show mutual transla-
tions between the reachability game problem for order-n programs and the may-reachability
problem for order-(n + 1) programs. (Here, the order of a program is defined as the type-
theoretic order; the order of a function that takes only integers is 0, and the order of a
function that takes an order-0 function is 1, etc.) The translations are size-preserving in the
sense that for any order-n program M, one can effectively construct an order-(n+ 1) program
M’ such that the answer to the reachability game problem for M is the same as the answer
to the may-reachability problem for M’, and the size of M’ is polynomial in that of M; and
vice versa.

The translation from reachability games to may-reachability allows us to use higher-order
program verification tools specialized to may-reachability (or, unreachability to error states)
such as MOCHI [I4] and Liquid types [20] to check a wider class of properties represented as
reachability games. Conversely, the translation from may-reachability to reachability games
allows us, for example, to use verification tools that can solve reachability games for order-0
programs, such as CHC solvers [I7, 8, 4] to check may-reachability of order-1 programs.

We formalize our translations for pyHFL(Z), which is a fragment HFL(Z) [16] with-
out greatest fixpoint operators and modal operators, where HFL(Z) is an extension of
Viswanathan and Viswanathan’s higher-order fixpoint logic [24] with integers. The use of
higher-order fixpoint formulas rather than higher-order programs in the formalization of the
translations is justified by the result of Kobayashi et al. [16] [25], that there is a direct cor-
respondence between the reachability problem for higher-order programs and the validity
problem for the corresponding higher-order fixpoint formulas, where angelic and demonic
branches in programs correspond to disjunctions and conjunctions respectively.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. Section [ introduces pHFL(Z), and clari-
fies the relationship between the validity checking problem for pHFL(Z) and the reachability
problem for higher-order programs. Section [ formalizes a reduction from the order-n reach-
ability game problem to the order-(n 4+ 1) may-reachability problem (as a translation of
pHFL(Z) formulas), and proves its correctness. Section [ formalizes a reduction in the op-
posite direction, from the order-(n + 1) may-reachability problem to the order-n reachability
game problem, and proves its correctness. Section [ discusses applications of the reduc-
tions and reports some experimental results. Section [f] discusses related work and Section []
concludes the paper.

2 pHFL(Z) and Reachability Problems

In this section, we first introduce pHFL(Z), a fragment of higher-order fixpoint logic
HFL(Z) [16] (which is in turn an extension of Viswanathan and Viswanathan’s higher-order
fixpoint logic [24] with integers) without greatest fixpoint operators. We then review the
relationship between pHFL(Z) and reachability problems, and state the main theorem of
this paper.

2.1 Syntax
The set of (simple) types, ranged over by &k, is given by:

K (types) :=1Int | T
7 (predicate types) ::= % | kK = 7.



(T-VAR) Khksro:Int =71 K tgre:Int

K,x:kbgra:k

K+ :
Khsto1:x  Klsroo:x (T-Or) oot (T-ApPPINT)
K st o1 V2 1 % K bFgrer:Int K Fgres: Int (T-Lp)
K FST ©1 1 x K FST ©2 I Kk (T_AND) KC FST 01 < eg % -
KFst o1 Aot x - (T-InT)
Kx:Tthgr:T K st n:Int
m (T-Mu) Fsr eg : Int K Fgr es : Int (T-PLus)
Kbtsrpr:m— T Kt oo K tsrer+ez: Int
K Fer oron 7 (T-ArP) g Fsr €1 : Int K Fgr es : Int
Ka:kbsro:r K hgrer X es:Int
(T-ABs) (T-Murt)

Khkst Xe".p:x— T

Figure 1: Simple Type System for pHFL(Z)

For a type k, the order and arity of k, written ord(x) and ar(k) respectively, are defined by:

ord(Int) = —1 ord(x) =0
ord(k — 7) = max(ord(r),ord(k) + 1)
ar(Int) = ar(x) =0 ar(k — 7) = ar(7) + 1.

For example, ord(Int — Int — ) = 0 and ord((Int — %) — %) = 1[]
The set of uHFL(Z) formulas, ranged over by ¢, is given by:

¢ (formulas) ==
x| o1Vl erAps
| ux™.p  (least fixpoint operator)
| p1p2 | Ax".0  (A-abstractions and applications)
| pe]er <ey (extension with integers)
e (integer expressions) =n |z |e1 + e | e X ea.

Intuitively, pa”.¢ denotes the least predicate x of type 7 such that x = p. We write true
and false for 0 < 0 and 1 < 0. For a formula ¢, the order of ¢ is defined as:

max({0} U {ord(7) | u"z.¢" occurs in ¢}).

We call a pHFL(Z) formula ¢ disjunctive if the conjunction A occurs in ¢ only in the form
of e1 < ea A g1 (i.e., the left-hand side of ¢ is a primitive constraint on integers).

We write ;. for a sequence of formulas ¢;,...,¢x; it denotes an empty sequence if
k < j. We often omit the subscript and just write ¢ for ¢; ., when the subscript is not
important. Similarly, we also write € and & for sequences of expressions and types respectively.
We use the metavariables «, 3, and v to denote either a formula or an integer expression.

The simple type system for pHFL(Z) formulas is defined in Figure [[ Henceforth, we
consider only well-typed formulas (i.e., formulas ¢ such that K bFgr ¢ : k for some K and k).
A formula ¢ is called a closed formula of type & if ) Fgr ¢ : k.

1Defining the order of Int as —1 is a bit unusual, but convenient for stating our technical result.



2.2 Semantics

For each simple type k, we define the partially ordered set [xk] = ((x|),Cx) where C,.C
() x(x] by:

(Int) =7 mCmen&Sm=n

(x)={L, T} rCyyeor=1lVvy=T

(k—=1)=
{fele)=(r)|vVa,ye(r).2Cry= flz) Tr f(y)}
fErsrge Ve (k) .f(z) Er g(y)

Here, Z denotes the set of integers. For each 7, [ 7] (but not [ Int]) forms a complete lattice.
We write L, (T,) for the least (greatest, resp.) element of [7], and M, (U,, resp.) for the
greatest lower bound (least upper bound, resp.) operation with respect to C.. We also define
the least fixpoint operator LFP, € ((7 — 7) — 7)) by:

LFP.(f)="{ge (7] | f(9) Er g}

For a simple type environment K, we write (| K |) for the set of maps p such that dom(p) =
dom(K) and p(z) € ( K(z) ) for each = € dom(p).

For each valid type judgment K Fgr ¢ : &, its semantics [K Fsr ¢ : k] € (K) = (k) is
defined by:

[Tyz:xbsrz:k](p) = p(x)

[Thsto1 Va:ix]p= [Thsror:x]pUs [T hsrp2:x]p
[ThstorApa:ix]p= [Thsrpr:x]pa[Thsrpa:x]p
[Therpap:7]p= LFP . (lwe(7).[[,2:7 kst ¢:7](p{z — v}))
[TrsrAz®p:7]p= Iwe(r).[T,x:6Fsr:7](p{z— w})
[Prstprpa:iT]p= [Prstor:im—=7]p([IFsto2:m2]p)
[Thsrpe:T]p= [Ttsre:Int = 7]p([CFsre:Int]p)

T if[Thsrer:Int]p<[Thtsrez:Int]p
< : =
[TFsrer <ez:x]p {J_ otherwise
[Thsrn:Int]p=n
[Thsrer+es:Int]p= [Ihsrer:Int]p+ [T sres:Int]p

[Thsrer xeg:Int]p= [Ihsrer:Int]px[Isres:Int]p

For a closed formula ¢ of type x, we just write [ @] for [ Fsr ¢ : x]. The validity checking
problem for pHFL(Z) is the problem of deciding whether [¢] = T, given a closed pHFL(Z)
formula ¢ of type *.

For closed formulas, the following alternative semantics is sometimes convenient. Let us
define the reduction relation p — ¢’ by the following rules.

ie{1,2}
Elp1 V @] — E[pi]

E[false A | — Fl[false]



Eltrue A 9] — E[g]

Eluz.¢] — El[pz./7]¢]

E[(Az.p)e] — Elle/x]¢]

E[(Az.@)y] — E[[¢/x]g]

true if [Fsre;:Int] <[Fsres: Int]
b= .
false otherwise

E[61 < 62] — E[b]
Here, F denotes an evaluation context, defined by:
E:=[]|EAng]| Ee.

We write —* for the reflexive and transitive closure of —. We have the following fact (see,
e.g. [22).
Fact 1. Suppose bsr ¢ : %. Then, [¢] = T if and only if ¢ —™* true.

Example 1. Suppose Fgr ¢ : Int — . Then,

¥ = (™ T Nypy Voo(—y) Vo(y + 1))0 — true
just if ¢ n —* true for some n. Thus, the formula 1 represents 3z.p z.

The example above indicates that existential quantifiers on integers can be expressed in
pHFL(Z). Henceforth, we treat existential quantifiers as if they were primitives.

2.3 Relationship with Reachability Problems

We consider reachability problems for a call-by-name, simply-typed A-calculus extended with
two kinds of non-determinism (M and [J) and a special term succ, which represents that the
designated target has been reachedd The sets of types and terms, ranged over by ¢ and M
respectively, are defined by:

o:=1Int|n
nu=unit|o—n
M :=()]|succ|z|Xe.M | My My| Me
| fix"(x, M) | M;BM> | M100M; | assume(e; < es); M.

Here, fix"(xz, M) denotes a recursive function z of type n such that & = M. The term M;BM,
denotes a demonic choice between M; and Ms, where the choice is up to the environment (or,
the opponent 0 of the reachability game), and M;00Ms denotes an angelic choice between M,
and Mo, where the choice is up to the term (or, the player P of the reachability game). The

2In the context of program verification, we are often interested in (un)reachability to bad states. Thus,
in that context, succ in this section is actually interpreted as an error state, and the terms “angelic” and
“demonic” below are swapped.



term assume(e; < e); M first checks whether e; < e5 holds and if so, proceeds to evaluate
M; otherwise aborts the evaluation of the whole term. Using assume, we can express a
conditional expression if e; < es then M; else M, as (assume(e; < es); M7)O(assume(ea+
1 < e1); M3). Henceforth, we consider only terms well-typed in the simple type system (which
is standard, hence omitted), where () and succ are given type unit.

The order of a type o is defined by:

ord(Int) = —1 ord(unit) =0
ord(oc — 1) = max(ord(n), ord(c) + 1)

The order of a term M is defined as the largest order of type n such that fix"(z, M) occurs
in M. We write Int” —  for Int — .- Int — *.
|

n

For a closed simply-typed term M of type unit, a play is a (possibly infinite) sequence of
reductions of M. The play is won by the player P if it ends with succ; otherwise the play is
won by the opponent 0. The reachability game for M is the problem of deciding which player
(P or 0) has a winning strategy. For the general notion of reachability games and strategies,
we refer the reader to [7]. As a special case of the translation of Watanabe et al. [25] from
temporal properties of programs to HFL(Z) formulas, we obtain the following translation (-)f
from reachability games to pHFL(Z) formulas.

() = false succ’ = true ol =z

Oz M) =xe.Mt (MMt =MiM] (Me)T = MTe
(fix(z, M) = pz.MT (assume(e; < ea); M) =e; < ea A MT
(MyBM,) = M A M) (MyOMy) = M v M.

The following is a special case of the result of Watanabe et al. [25].

Theorem 2 ([25]). For any closed simply-typed term M of type unit and order k, [ M] is
a closed pHFL(Z) formula of type x and order k. The player P wins the reachability game
for M, if and only if, [M] =T

Based on the result above, we focus on the validity checking problem for yHFL(Z) formu-
las, instead of directly discussing the reachability problem. Note that the may-reachability
problem (of asking whether, given a closed term M of which all the branches are angelic, there
exists a reduction sequence from M to succ) corresponds to the validity checking problem
for disjunctive pHFL(Z) formulas.

Example 2. Let us consider the following OCaml program.

let rec sum x k =

assert (x>=0);

if x=0 then k 0 else sum(x-1) (fun y-> k(x+y))
in sum n (fun r -> assert(r>=n))

Suppose we are interested in checking whether the program suffers from an assertion failure.
It is modelled as the reachability problem for the term Mgy, n (Ar.assume(r < n);succ),
where Mgy, is:

fix (sum, Az.\k.(assume(z < 0); succ)
O(assume(xz = 0); k0)



O(assume(z > 0); sum (z — 1) (Ay.k(x +y)))).

Here, note that an assertion failure is modelled as succ in our language. By Theo-
rem 2] the above term is reachable to succ just if the (disjunctive) pHFL(Z) formula
Gext = Qsum M (Ar.r < n) is valid, where @y, is:

psum.Ax. k.
r<0V(@=0AKk0)V (z>0Asum(z—1)A\y.k(z+y))).

The formula @, is valid only if n < 0, which implies that the OCaml program suffers from
an assertion failure just if n < 0. O

2.4 Main Theorem

The main theorem of this paper is stated as follows.

Theorem 3. There exist polynomial-time translations ()% and (-)° between order-n
wHFL(Z) formulas and order-(n+1) disjunctive uHFL(Z) formulas that satisfy the following
properties.

e For any order-n closed pHFL(Z) formula o, ©* is an order-(n + 1) closed disjunctive
formula such that [¢] = [¢*].

e For any order-(n+1) closed disjunctive uHFL(Z) formula @, ¢° is an order-(n) closed
formula such that [¢] = [¢"].

Due to the connection between reachability problems and pHFL(Z) validity checking
problems discussed in Section 23] the theorem above implies that any order-n reachability
game can be converted in polynomial time to order-(n 4+ 1) may-reachability problem, and
vice versa. The result allows us to use a tool for checking the may-reachability of higher-order
programs (such as MOCHTI [I4]) to solve the reachability game, and conversely, to use a tool
for solving the order-n reachability game (such as vHFL(Z) validity checkers [9] [I0] and a
HoCHC solver [3]) to check the may-reachability of order-(n+ 1) programs; see Section [l for
more discussion on the applications.

3 From Order-n Reachability Games to Order-(n + 1)
May-Reachability

In this section, we show the translation (-)# from order-n yHFL(Z) formulas to order-(n+1)
disjunctive pHFL(Z) formulas.

The idea is to transform each proposition ¢ (i.e. a formula of type ) to a predicate gp#,
of type * — *, so that true and false are respectively converted to the identity function
A\x.x and the constant function \z.false. We can then encode the conjunction <p1 /\ o as
Ax* gpl (<p2 x), which is equivalent to the identity function just if both gpl #" and gpQ are.

We first define the translation of types by:

= x Int” = Int
(k = 7)# = ¥ = 17,
We extend it to type environments by:

. . _ LT .7
(zl.m,...,zk.nk)#f:cl.nl,...,xk.nk.



The translation (-)# of formulas is defined as follows.

<p# = ga#, true

(e1 < 62)#, =Ar".(e1 <ex Ax)

A M)* =2 MF (o1 = ot ] (pe)t = e
(pa” ) = pa™" o

(1 Vo) =x o avels (o1 Ap)* = aat ol (0f o).

Example 3. Consider the formula ¢ := (up™* Ay.y =0V (p(y —1)Ap(y+1)))n (where
n is an integer constant). We obtain the following formula as p#:

(up™ * 7 My r*.(Az*y =0 A z)x
VAr*py—1)(p(y+1)x)) z)ntrue.
By simplifying the formula with S-reductions, we obtain:

(,U/plntﬁ*_)*-)\y-)\x*-
(y=0Az)Vp(y—1)(p(y+1)z)) ntrue.

O
The following lemma guarantees that the translation preserves typing.
Lemma 4. If K Fsr ¢ : K, then K# Fgr gp#, i
Proof. Straightforward induction on the derivation of K g1 ¢ : k. O

Corollary 5. If o is an order-n closed uHFL(Z) formula, then ©* is an order-(n+1) closed
disjunctive pHFL(Z) formula.

Proof. Suppose ¢ is an order-n closed pHFL(Z) formula. By Lemma [H] we have @ Fgr o

% — %, which implies () Fgr 7 : %. Since each p-formula pa™.¢’ in ¢ is translated to uzT# N4

and ord(7%) = ord(7) + 1, »* is an order-(n+ 1) formula. Furthermore, all the conjunctions
in # are of the form e; < es A 1); hence it is disjunctive. O

The following theorem states the correctness of the translation.
Theorem 6. If () s ¢ : %, then [p] = [¢7].

To prove the theorem, we define the relation ~,C [k ] x [x# ] between the values of the
source and the target of the translation, by induction on x.

~Int= {(n,n) | ne [[Z]]}
~e={(L Az e [x].L)FU{(T, Az € [x].x)}

{(f,9) [V(v,w) € [£]x[T] 0 ~sw = fo~rguw).
We extend ~, pointwise to the relation ~xC [K] x [K# ] on environments by:
prkp e p(x) ~iw p(x) for every x € dom(p).

We first prepare the following lemma.



Lemma 7. If f ~._; g, then LFP(f) ~; LFP _4(g).

Proof. By Cousot and Cousot’s fixpoint theorem [5], there exists an ordinal v such that
LFP(f) = f7(L;) and LFP(g) = ¢7(L,%). Here, f7(x) is defined by:

x ity=0
fl@)y=3 f(f7 (=) ify=9+1

LIV/<VfV/(x) if v is a limit ordinal.

Thus, it suffices to show f7(L;) ~; ¢7(L,#) by induction on . The case where v = 0 or
~v ="+ 1 is trivial. Suppose 7 is a limit ordinal. Suppose 7 = k1 — -+ — K — *, and
v ~pe, w; for i € {1,..., k}. Tt suffices to show

FL)on - vn ~ou g7 (Lo Jun -
By the induction hypothesis, we have f7' (L) ~, g7 (L, #) for any 4/ < . Thus, we have:

f"Y(LT)Ul cee U

= (Uyran F7 (Le))or - v
= Uy (7 (Lr)or - v)
~e Uy (g7 (Lr)wn -+ wy)

= (l—l"y’<"ygV (LT))wl T Wg
— g (Le)wr -

Theorem [(] is an immediate corollary of the following lemma.

Lemma 8. Suppose K bsr ¢ : k. Then p ~i p implies [K Fsr ¢ : 6] p ~n [K# For oF
K] p'.

Proof. The proof proceeds by induction on the derivation of K Fgr ¢ : k. Since the other
cases are similar or trivial, we show only the main cases.

e Case T-AND: In this case, p = 1 A @2 and <p#/ = )\:c.go#/ ((pf/ x), with kK = % and
K Fst i : *. By the induction hypothesis, we have [ Fsr ; : %] p ~x [[IC# Fgr gafy 7] pf
for i € {1,2}. If [K Fsr ¢ : *x]p = T, then [K kst ; : x]p = T for both i = 1
and 2. Thus, [K# Fgr gafy : «*]p’ = Ax.x for both i = 1 and 2. Therefore, we have
[K# tsr o# : %#]p/ = Az as required. Otherwise, ie., if [K Fsr ¢ : %] p = L, then
[K Fst o : x]p = L fori =1or2 Thus, [K# Fgr (p?l : %" ] p' = Ax.L for such i.
Therefore, we have [ K# g o# : %# ] p/ = AL as required.

e Case T-Mu: In this case, ¢ = pa™.¢' and o# = uzf#.gp’#l with k =7 and K, z: 7 Fgr
¢’ : 7. By the induction hypothesis, we have [KC, x:7 Fsr o' : 7] (p{z > v}) ~r [K,2:7% Fgr
O# . 7#](p'{x — w}), which implies [K Fsr Az.¢' : 7 — 7] p ~r [K# Far Az.p# 2 (7 —
7)# ] p’. Thus, the required result follows by Lemma [7l

O

We are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[d. Suppose 0 Fsr ¢ : . By Lemma Bl we have [p] = [0 Fsr ¢ : %] 0~
[0 s o# - x] 0. Thus, if [p] = T, then [¢# ] = [¢¥ ] T = Az.x)T = T. If [¢] = L,
then [o#] = [¢# ] T = (Az.L)T = L, as required. O



4 From Order-(n + 1) May-Reachability to Order-n
Reachability Games

In this section, we show the translation (-)” from order-(n + 1) disjunctive pHFL(Z) formu-
las to order-n pHFL(Z) formulas. The translation (-)* is much more involved than in the
translation (-)%.

To see how such translation can be achieved, let us recall the formula @e.; =
Gsumn (Ar.r < n) in Example B where ¢, : Int — (Int — %) — * is:

psum.Ax. k.
<0V (@=0Ak0)V (x>0Asum(x—1)N\y.k(z+y))).

Note that the order of the formula above is 1. We wish to construct a formula ¢ of order 0,
such that [@e,s | = [¢]. Recall that, by Fact [l [@ess | = T just if epy —* true. There
are the following two cases where the formula ¢.,; may be reduced to true.

1. ¢ is reduced to true without the order-0 argument Ar.r < n being called.
2. ¢ is reduced to (Ar.r < n)m for some m, and then (Ar.r < n)m is reduced to true.

Let @sum, n be the condition for the first case to occur, and let @gym, nm be the condition
that (Ar.r < n)m is called. Then, @um, and @sum, can be expressed as follows.

Csume:=psumo.Ax.z < 0V (z > 0A sumg (z — 1)).
Gsum,y :=psumi Az z.(x =0A z =0)
V(z>0ATJy.sum (x—1DyAz=x+y).

To understand the formula @gym,, notice that Ysum (x — 1) (\y.k(z + y)) is reduced to k z
just if sum (z — 1) (Ay.k(z + y)) is first reduced to (Ay.k(x + y))y for some y (the condition
for which is expressed by sum (z — 1) y), and z = z + y holds.

Using @sum, and @sum, above, the formula (s, can be translated to:

V1= Qsume NV T Psym, BT AT < N

Note that the order of % is 0.
In general, if ¢ is an order-1 (disjunctive) formula of type

Int — (Inth — %) = - = (Int"™ = %) = *

and ¥; (i € {1,...,m}) is a formula of type Int% — %, then pe; 1 --- ¢, can be
translated to an order-0 formula of the form:

wo e, .k V \/ 1, e (i€t kU, AN ),

,,,,, i expresses the condition for pey,  r11 --- ¥y to be reduced to
true without v; being called, and the part ¢;€1 . 1. expresses the condition for
wer,.. kY1 - Um to be reduced to ¥; Y1, e,

For higher-order formulas, the translation is more involved. To simplify the formalization,
we assume that a formula as an input or output of our translation is given in the form
(0, D, o), called an equation system; here D is a set of mutually recursive fixpoint equations
of the form {F1 Z1 =, ¢1,..., Fn Zn =, ¢n} and © is the type environment for F1,. .., F,.
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We sometimes omit © and just write (D, o). Here, each ¢; (i € {0,...,n}) should be
fixpoint-free, g is well-typed under ©, and ¢; (i € {1,...,n}) should have some type 7;
under the type environment:

O, Ti1 K1y Tiymg ¢ Kiymy s
where O(F;) = kj1 — -+ = Kim, — 7, and T = %1 Tim,. LThe pHFL(Z) formula
(D, ¢p)* represented by (0, D, ¢g) is defined by:

((Z)a QD)H =
(DU{F =y 1} )" = (1P Xi-0/ FID, [uF X/ Fl)P

We write [(D, )] for [(D, )" ].

For an equation system as an input of our translation, we further assume, without loss of
generality, the following conditions.

(I) Each ¢; (i € {1,...,n}) on the right-hand side of a definition in D has type * and is
generated by the following grammar (where the metavariable may be a fixpoint variable F}
or its parameters):

pu=z|[p1Ver|er<eaNp|pips]|pe. (1)

In particular, (i) ¢; is a disjunctive pHFL(Z) formula, (ii) ¢; contains neither A-abstractions
nor fixpoint operators, and (iii) a formula of the form e; < es may occur only in the form
e1 <eax A

(IT) Every integer predicate (i.e., a formula of type of the form Int’ — % with £ > 0) that
occurs in an argument position has the same arity M. In other words, in any function type
k — T, either Kk = Int™M — x, or ord(x) # 0.

(IITI) The “main formula” ¢ is a formula of the form F AZq . ar.true.
Note that the assumption above does not lose generality. Given an order-(n + 1) disjunctive
wHFL(Z) formula ¢, it can be first transformed to a formula of the form ¢’ true, where true
does not occur on the right-hand side of any conjunction in ¢’. We then set M to the largest
arity of integer predicates that occur in argument positions in ¢’ true, and raise the arity of
every integer predicate argument to M by adding dummy arguments. For example, given

(/\fInt%*.f 1)((/\glntalnt%*.g 1>(>\xlnt./\yInt.1, S y>>,
we can set M to 2, and replace the formula with:

()\f/Int—>Int—>*.fl 1 0)
Az1 Az (A7 I 2% g DA™ ™z < 9)) 21.

Here, we have inserted dummy (actual and formal) parameters 0 and z5 to increase the arities
of f and the argument of (A f™*=*.f1). We can then apply A-lifting to remove A\-abstractions
and generate a set of top-level definitions D.

The formula g, given earlier in this section is represented as: (O gum, Dsum, S Az.true),
where Dy, consists of the following equations. Here, M is set to 1.

St=,sumtn(Ct)

Ctr=,r<nAt0

sumtx k=,

(x <OAt0)V(r=0AKkO0)V (x>0Asumt(zx—1)(Kkz))
Kkxy=,k(z+y),

11



and O 4, is:

S:(Int = x) = %, C: (Int — x) = Int — *,
sum : (Int — %) = Int — (Int — x) — *,
K : (Int — %) — Int — Int — *.

We translate each equation F'y; --- ¥ =, ¢ in D as follows. We first decompose the
formal parameters y1,...,¥ym to two parts: yi,...,y; and y;11,...,Ym, where the orders of
(the types of) ¥jt1,...,ym are at most 0, and the order of y; is at least 1; note that the
sequences Y, ..., %; and y;11,. .., Ym are possibly empty. We further decompose y;41,...,¥m
into order-0 variables z1,..., 2, and integer variables zi,...,z, (thus, j + k +p = m).
Formally, the decomposition of formal parameters is defined by:

decomparg(e, *) = (€€, €)
decomparg(u -y, k — T) =
((u:k)-K,2,2) if decomparg(y,7) = (K,Z,2),K £ €

(u:kK,T,2) if ord(x) > 0,

decomparg(y, ) = (¢, 7, 2)
(e,u-7,2) if kK = IntM — «,

decomparg(y, ) = (¢, 7, 2)
(6,Z,u-2) if K = Int,decomparg(y,7) = (7, 2)

Here, decomparg(yi,....m, O(F)) decomposes the sequence of variables 41, ,, and returns a
triple (K, Z, 2), where IC is the type environment for y,...,y;, & is the sequence of integer
predicate variables, and z is the sequence of integer variables.

For example, given an equation

Fugug uzug us =, @,

where ©(F) = Int — ((Int — %x) — x) — Int — (Int — x) — Int — *, the formal
parameters uy - - - us are decomposed as follows.

decomparg(u; - - - us, O(F))
= ({1 : Int,us: (Int — %) —> %}, ug, usus).

Given an equation F'y =, ¢ where decomparg(y,O(F)) = (K,z1,.. %, 2) with £ = y; :
K1,...,Y;j: Kj, we generate equations for new fixpoint variables Fp, ..., Fj. As in the order-1
case, fori € {1,...,k}, F; 6’1] Zu,... v represents the condition for £ @1, ; to be reduced
to i1, v (where ¢} is the sequence of formulas obtained by translating 1, ; in a
recursive manner). Fp is a new component required to deal with higher-order formulas; it is
used to compute the condition for F'y to be reduced to zu; ., for some order-0 predicate
x, which has been passed through higher-order parameters y; .. ;. For example, consider a
formula F' (G )y where F : ((Int — x) — %) — (Int — %) = %, G : (Int — *) — (Int —
%) — *. Then, the condition for F (G z)y to be reduced to yn is computed by using F7,
while the condition for F'(G )y to be reduced to xzn is computed by using Fy. A more
concrete version of this example is discussed later in Example [l

To compute Fy, ..., Fy, we translate each subformula ¢ of the body of F to:

(SD*) POy PLy ooy Pl Pht1y-- -5 (PkJrgar('r))a

12



where 7 is the type of ¢, and gar(7) denotes the number of order-0 arguments passed after
the last argument of order greater than 0. More precisely, we define the decomposition of
types as follows.

decomp(*) = (e,€,0)

decomp(k — T) =
(k- R,m,n) if decomp(T) = (R, m,n), Kk # €
(k,m,n) if ord(k) > 0,decomp(7) = (¢,m,n
(e,m+1,n) if k= Int™ — % decomp(7) = (¢, m,n)
(e,m,n—+1) if k= Int,decomp(r) = (¢,m,n

Then, gar(7) denotes m when decomp(7) = (K, m,n). For example, for 7 = (Int — *) —
((Int — *) = *) = (Int — *) = Int — (Int — %) — %, decomp(7) = ((Int — %) - ((Int —
*) — *),2,1); hence gar(r) = 2. Here, ¢1,..., ¢, are analogous to Fi,..., Fg: they are
used for computing the condition for <p1; to be reduced to x;n. Similarly, ¢iy; (where
1€{l,...,gar(r)}) is used for computing the condition for ¢ 7:/; to be reduced to v; 1, where
; is the i-th order-0 argument of ¢. The component ¢q is analogous to Fp, and used to
compute the condition ¢ 1 to be reduced to xn, where x is some order-0 predicate passed
through higher-order arguments of ¢. The other component ¢, is similar to g, but the
target order-0 predicate x may have already been set inside ..

Based on the intuition above, we formalize the translation of a formula as the following
relation:

IC; El,...,k Fo poT (50*5 P05 Sak-l-gar(‘r))'

Here, © denotes the type environment for fixpoint variables defined by D. If ¢ is a subformula
of the body of F', and F'is defined by F'y = pp, then K and zp are set to Kp, 2 : Int and
Zr respectively, where decomparg(y, O(F)) = (Kp,Zp, 2).

The output (¢«, o, - - -, ©rtgar(r)) Of the translation has type 70k+2

under the type en-
vironment ©”", K, where the translations of types and type environments are defined by:
Int”* = Int
™k = (i p(F? — Int™™M - &)
x (=1, nt+M
(if decomp(7) = (K, m,n))
0 =0
(K,y:Int)” = K°,y: Int
(

m (R — Int — %))

i)

’va:’r)b:chay*:T*ayO:TO;-'-;yk:Tk

where 72 = 7, X 79 X -+ X T
0 =0
0. F: b/*@b/F' F. -
( ’ 'T) - ) 0'T07"'7 k- Tk
where 71 = 75 X -+ X Tp,.

Here, we have extended simple types with product types; we extend the definition of the
order of a type by: ord(m X -+ X 7,) = max(ord(r),...,o0rd(r,)). In the translation above,
M is an integer constant, which denotes an upper-bound of the arities of integer predicates
that may occur in the formula to be translated. Note that the translation of a type decreases
the order of the type by one, i.e., ord(7>*) = max(0, ord(r) — 1).

13
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D' = {D" |Fe (Fy =y

p) D' | P =
(D, S \z.true) ~

(Tr-DEF)
=, p € D}
(D y 3251 2)

(TR-MAIN)
Figure 2: Translation from order-(n + 1) disjunctive pHFL(Z) to order-n pHFL(Z)
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The translation rules are given in Figure We explain the main rules below. In the
rule TR-VARG for an order-0 variable z; (which should disappear after the translation),
@wj Z1,.,m Wi, m should represent the condition for z; 21, v —" x; wi,.. am; thus @,
is defined so that zi, . a w1, a is equivalent to true just if ¢ = j and 21, a = W1, M-
In the rule TR-VAR for a variable y in IC, the output of the translation is constructed
from (y«, Y0, Y1, ---,Ym), whose values will be provided by the environment. Because the
environment does not know order-0 variables x1, ..., z), we use yo to compute the condition
for y 1 to be reduced to z; m. The rule TR-VARF for fixpoint variables is almost the same as
TR-VAR, except that the component Fj is reused for F,. The rationale for this is as follows:
both ¢, and ¢ are used for computing the condition for a target order-0 predicate variable
(which is set by the environment) to be reached, and the only difference between them is
that the target predicate may have already been set in ¢, but since F' is a closed formula,
such distinction does not make any difference; hence Fy and F, need not be distinguished
from each other.

In the rule TR-APP, the first two components (. (s, ...) and @g(to,...)) are used for
computing the condition for some target predicates (set by the environment) to be reached,
and the next k components (¢1(¢1,...),..., kY, ...)) are used for computing the condition
for predicate x1, ...,z to be reached. The rule TR-APPG is another rule for applications,
where the argument 1) is an order-0 predicate. The component &; of the output is used for
computing the condition for the predicate x; to be reached (i.e., the condition for a formula
of the form <p1/)1/1’ (where 7,/1’ consists of order-0 predicates and integer arguments z . ;)
to be reduced to x; wy,...¢;.) The formula <p1/)1/1’ may be reduced to z; w,... ¢, if either (i)
oY QZ’ —* xjwy,... ¢, without 1 being called, or (ii) goz/MZ’ is first reduced to v Z u for some
u, and then ¢ zu is reduced to x; wy,.. ¢;. The part ¢; Zw represents the former condition,
and the part Ju.--- represents the latter condition. In the rule TR-DEF for definitions,
the bodies of the definitions for Fy,..., F} are set to the corresponding components of the
translation of the body of F.

Example 4. Consider S (Az.true), where S is defined by:
St=, F(Gt)t
Fow=,vHVw?2
Gpqg=upl
Hxr=,Hx

Notice that there are the following two ways for St to be reduced to tn for some n:

St— F(Gt)t — GtHVt2 — GtH —t1
St— F(GtH)t — GtHVt2 —t2.

The output of our transformations (with some simplification) is 3z.51 z where:

S1 =p Awi . Fy (Aw.Gowy V Gy wi, Go, Ga) w V Fy (Go, G2) wy
Fo (vs,v0,v1) =4 A21.05 21 V Jug.vg ug A Houg 21

Fi (vo,v) =4 Az1vpz1 V (Furvrun AHour21) V2 =2

Go =, Aw;.false

G1 =, Awr.l =wy

Gy =, Aw;.false

Hyx =, Hyux.
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Notice that the formula S; z has the following two reduction sequences that lead to the
conditions of the form z = n for some n.

The former reduction sequence corresponds to the reduction sequence of the original formula

Stz —" Fy (Awy.Gowy V Gy wy, Go,Ga) 2
—* (Aw1.Gowy V Grwi)z
—" "Gz — 1=z

S1z —" F1 (Go,Ga) z
—* GozV (Ju1.Gous NHour 2) V2 ==z
— 2=z

St —* t1 where t embedded in the first argument of F' (in F (Gt)t) is called, and the
latter reduction sequence corresponds to the reduction sequence St —* ¢t 2 where the second
argument ¢ of F' (in F' (G t)t) is called. Note that the first condition 1 = z has been computed

by using Fj, and the second condition 2 = z has been computed by using F}.

O

Example 5. Recall the example of Dy, given earlier in this section. The following is the
output of the translation (with some simplification by S-reductions and simple quantifier

eliminations).

So =u Awi.sumonwy V Jug.suma nuy A Cour wy
S1 =, Awi.sumgnwy V sumy nwy
V Jug.sumonuy A (Cour 0V cqug wr)
Cox =, Az1.false
Ciz=pAz1.2 <nA0=2z
sumox =, Az1.(x > 0 A (sumg (x — 1) 21
V Jug.sumsg (x — 1) ug A Koz ug 21))
sumix =, <0V (x>0A (sumo(z—1)0V sum(xz —1)
V Juy.sumsg (x — 1) ug A Koz ug 0))
sumox =, Az1.x =0A0 =2
V (z > 0A (sumg (x —1) 21
V Juy.sumsg (z — 1) ug
A (Koxuy z1 V Jug. (K1 2ug ug Aug = 21))))
Koxy =, Aw;.false
Kixy=, M.z +y=w

Although the output may look complicated, since the order of the resulting formula is 0,
we can directly translate its validity checking problem to a CHC solving problem using the
method of [I2], for which various automated solvers are available [17, [8] [4].

Example 6. Let us consider the formula S )\z.trueﬁ, where:

St =, sumplusn (Ct)
Ctx=,2<nAt0
sumfaok=,2<0ANEOVz>0Afaz(Dfxk)

3Taken from [9].
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plusx k =, k(x + )
Dfxky=,sumf(x—1)(Eyk)
Eykz=,k(y+=z).

It is translated to 3z.95] z, wherefd

S1 =, Awy.sumg (plusg, plusy, plusy) nwy
V Juy.sumq (plusg, plusy) nug A (Coug wy V Cy ug wy)
Cox =, Az1.false
Ciz=,wr.e <nA0=2
sumo (fx, fo, 1)z =, Az1.2 > 0A (fex 21
V 3uy. frzur A Do(fs, fo, f1) wur 21)
sumi (fo, fi)z =p Az1.e <OANO=2Va >0A(fozz1V
Fuy. fr zur A (Do(fo, fo, f1) xus z1 V D1(fo, f1) xuy 21))
plusyx =, Aw;.false
plus, x =, Aw.2 + = w;
Do (f«, fo, f1) vy =, Awi.sumg (fx, fo, f1) (x — 1) wy
V Juy.sumy (fo, f1) (@ — 1) us A Eg yug wy
D1 (fo, f1) xy =, Awi.sumq (fo, fo, f1) (z — 1) wy
V Juq.suma (fo, f1) ur
A (Eoyuiwy V Fus. By yug ug A ug = wy)
Eoyz =, Mw;.false
Eryz =, My + 2z = wy.
The order of the original formula is 2 (since sum : (Int — (Int — %) — *) — Int —
(Int — %) — %), while the order of the formula obtained by the translation is 1; note that

sumg : (Int? — %) X (Int? — %) x (Int? — %) — Int? — x. By further simplifications (note
that the O-components sumg, Co, Dy, . .. actually return false), we obtain:

S1 =, Awi.Jug.sumq (plusg, plusy) nur A Crug wy
Cixz=,wi.xc <nA0=2
sumi (fo, fi)x =p Az1.2 SON0 =2

Va>0A(foxz VIur.frxzur ADi(fo, f1)xzur 21)
plusy x =, A\w;.false
plusy x =, Awi.x +x = w;
D (fo, [1) xy =y Awy.Fuy.sumi(fo, f1) ui A E1yui wy
Eryz =, iy + 2z =w.

The following lemma states that the output of the translation is well-typed.

..........

k42 Also, for (y: 1) € K, y. does not occur free in Po0,....k+gar(r) -

4This is a mechanically generated output based on the transformation rules, followed by slight manual
simplification.
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Proof. Straightforward induction on the derivation of K;Z; . Fe ¢ @ 7T ~»
(90*7 60,...,k+gar(‘r))- O

The following theorem states the correctness of the translation.
Theorem 10. If (D, S z1, a.true) ~ (D’,), then [(D,S A z1,. am.true)] = [(D',¢)].

Proof. The proof consists of two steps. First we reduce the proof to the case where D is
recursion-free. This is achieved by a rather standard technique; we use the finite approzi-
mation (D(m), §(m) AZ1..m-true) (m € N), which behaves like (D, S AZ1,. a.true) up to
m-steps, but diverges after m-steps.

Then in the recursion-free case, we show a subject reduction property, where we use two
substitution lemmas that correspond to TR-APP and TR-APPG. For the subject reduction,
we also uses a reduction relation modified by explicit substitution. The explicit substitution
delays the substitution of order-0 arguments, and we extend the translation given in Figure 2]
by a new rule for explicit substitution formulas, which “simulates” the rule TR-APPG. See
Appendix [A] for details. O

5 Applications

As mentioned already, the translation from order-n reachability games to order-(n + 1) may-
reachability enables us to use automated (un)reachability checkers for solving the reachability
game problem, and the translation in the other direction enables us to use, for example,
reachability game solvers for non-higher-order programs as a may-reachability checker for
order-1 programs.

As a direct application of the former translation, we have applied it to the vHFL(Z) solver
RETHFL [I0], which is a refinement-type-based validity checker for formulas of vHFL(Z), the
fragment of HFL(Z) without least fixpoint operators (but with greatest fixpoint operators).
The fragment vHFL(Z) is dual to pHFL(Z), in the sense that, for every closed formula ¢
of type * of uHFL(Z), there exists a vHFL(Z) formula % such that ¢ is valid if and only
if ¥ is invalid, and vice versa; P is obtained from ¢ by just replacing each logical operator
(including fixpoint operators) with its de Morgan dual, and e; < ey with e; > es. Using
a refinement type system, RETHFL reduces the validity of a given vHFL(Z) formula in
a sound (but incomplete) manner to an extended CHC (constraint Horn clauses) problem,
where disjunction is allowed in the head of each clause, and passes the problem to an extended
CHC solver called PCSat [21]. For a fragment of vHFL(Z) corresponding to disjunctive
pHFL(Z), however, the reduced problem is actually an ordinary CHC problem, for which
more efficient tools [I7, 8, [4] can be invoked. Thus, we can use the translation in Section
to improve the efficiency of RETHFL.

From the benchmark suite of RETHFL [I0] (which originates from [9],
https://github.com/Hogeyama/hfl-benchmark/tree/master/inputs/hf1l/HO0-nontermination),
we picked the “non-termination” benchmark set, which consists of formulas obtained from
non-termination verification of higher-order programs. All the formulas in that benchmark
set do not belong to (the dual of) disjunctive pHFL(Z) (in contrast, the problems in
the other benchmark sets belong to disjunctive pHFL(Z), hence our translation is not
required). We have implemented the translation in Section [3 applied it to the problems in
the “non-termination” benchmark set, and then ran RETHFL with a CHC solver HOICE
as the back-end solver. We have compared the result with plain RETHFL (without the
transformation), which uses the extended CHC solver PCSat.

The results are summarized in Table[Il The column 'RETHFL’ shows the result of plain
RETHFL with PCSat as the back-end extended CHC solver (since ordinary CHC solvers
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Table 1: Experimental results. Times are measured in seconds, with the timeout of 180
seconds.

| input | RETHFL | ReETHFL+is. | RETHFL+ tr. |
fixpoint_nonterm 11.579 0.054 0.102
unfoldr_nonterm timeout unknown 4.22
indirect_e 16.832 0.035 0.066
alternate unknown unknown unknown
fib_CPS_nonterm timeout 0.047 0.075
foldr_nonterm 8.447 unknown 0.122
passing_cond 116.423 unknown 0.444
indirectHO_e 11.582 0.044 0.073
inf_closure timeout 20.171 9.080
loopHO timeout 0.026 0.121

are inapplicable to this benchmark set, as explained above). The column 'RETHFL+i.s.’
show the result of RETHFL where the subtyping relation has been replaced by the imprecise
one (equivalent to that of Horus [3], a HoCHC solver that can also be viewed as a vHFL(Z)
solver) so that the type checking problem is reduced to ordinary CHC solving. The column
'RETHFL+tr.” shows the result of RETHFL with our translation. In both 'RETHFL+i.s.’
and 'RETHFL+tr.”, HOICE was used as the back-end CHC solver. The entry “unknown”
indicates that the solver terminated with the answer “ill-typed”, in which case, we do not
know whether the formula is valid or invalid, due to the incompleteness of the underlying
refinement type systemﬁ The refinement type system used in 'RETHFL-+i.s.” is less precise
than the one used in RETHFL; hence, it returns more unknowns. As clear from the table,
our translation significantly improved the efficiency of RETHFL.

The translation in the other direction presented in Section Hl also sometimes helps
RETHFL, especially for relaxing the limitation caused by the incompleteness of the un-
derlying refinement type system. For example, consider the formula S true, where:

St=, App (Az.x #0At)0
Apppy =, pyV App (Az.p(z — 1)) (y +1).

The formula is invalid, but RETHFL (nor Horus [3], a higher-order CHC solver based on a
refinement type system) cannot prove the validity of the dual formula, due to the incomplete-
ness of the refinement type system (which is related to the incompleteness of a refinement
type system addressed by [23] by inserting extra arguments). By applying the transformation
in Section @l we obtain an equivalent order-0 formula, for which the underlying type system
of RETHFL is complete and thus automatically proved.

6 Related Work

The relationship between order-n reachability games and order-(n + 1) may-reachability has
some deep connection to the relationship between order-n tree languages and order-(n + 1)
word languages [6l [T] 2], intuitively because the may-reachability problem is concerned about
the set of “paths” of the execution tree of a given program, whereas the reachability game

5Although the understanding of the refinement type systems RETHFL is not required below, interested
readers may wish to consult [10].
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problem is also concerned about the branching structures of the execution tree. Indeed, our
translations (especially, the use of ¢, and ¢ components in the translation in Section ) have
been inspired by Asada and Kobayashi’s translations between tree and word languages [2].
Kobayashi et al. [II] have also used a similar idea for a characterization of termination
probabilities of higher-order probabilistic programs.

For finite-data programs (programs in Section without integers), according to the
complexity results on HORS model checking [I8, [13], both the order-n reachability game
problem and the order-(n + 1) may-reachability game problem are n-EXPTIME complete,
which imply that there are mutual translations between them. Concrete translations have,
however, not been given (except unnatural translations through Turing machines). Also, the
complexity-theoretic argument for the existence of translations does not apply in the presence
of integers.

For HORS model checking, Parys [19] developed an order-decreasing transformation for
higher-order grammars, which shares some ideas with our translation in Section @l The
details of the translations are however quite different. His translation makes use of finiteness
in a crucial manner, and is not applicable in the presence of integers. Also, his translation is
not, size-preserving.

For order-1 programs, Kobayashi et al. [I2] have shown that linear-time omega regular
properties can be translated to order-0 HFL(Z) formulas. Our translation in Section ] may
be viewed as a higher-order extension of their translation, while the properties are restricted
to may-reachability.

The fragment pHFL(Z) (or its dual fragment vHFL(Z)) is essentially (modulo the restric-
tion of data domains to integers) equivalent to HoCHC [3], a higher-order extension of CHC.
Therefore, the result of this paper should be useful also for improving HoCHC solvers.

7 Conclusion

We have shown translations between order-n reachability games and order-(n + 1) may-
reachability, and proved their correctness. We have applied the translations to higher-order
program verification, and obtained promising results in preliminary experiments. As men-
tioned in Section[@l our results are closely related to the correspondence between higher-order
word and tree languages [2]. A deeper investigation of the relationship and generalization of
the translations that subsume the related translations [2| [TT] are left for future work.
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Appendix
A Proof of Theorem

We prove Theorem [I0in the following two steps: (i) we first reduce the proof of Theorem [I0]
to the case where a given equation system is recursion-free (in Appendix [A]), by using a
standard technique of finite approximation, and then (ii) we show the recursion-free case (in
Appendix [A-3] with some preparation in Appendix [A.2). The latter step is the main part of
this proof.

For an equation system (©, D, S true), we define =p as follows: ¢ =p ¢ if [(D,¢)] =
[(D,4)]. For (FZ =, ¢) € D, we may drop the subscript y and write F'Z = ¢ if there is no
confusion. We write [¢;/x;]" ¢ for the substitution [1)1/x1, ..., Ym/Tm]e.

A.1 Reduction to the Recursion-free Case

Here we briefly explain how we can reduce Theorem [[{] to the recursion-free case.

For an equation system (©, D, @) and m € N, the m-th approzimation (™), D(™), gpém))

is defined as follows:
0 .= (FO)  O(F) | F € dom(©),0 <i<m}
o) = [F(i)/F]Fedom(@)go (for any ¢ and i € {0,...,m})
DM = (FOF ==Y | (FZ=¢)eD,1<i<m}
U{FO% =tfalseAp? | (FT =) e D}.

For F(O above, we use false A ¢(9) rather than false, in order to keep the form of Equa-
tion (). By the technique in [I5] Appendix B.1], we can show that

[(D,0)] = UAL(D™, o5™)] | m € N}.

An equation system (0, D, ) is called recursion free if there is no cyclic dependency
on D. More precisely, we define a binary relation = on dom(©) as follows: F > F’ iff
F" € FV'(¢) where (FT = ¢) € D and FV'(y) is defined by the following:

FV'(z) = {},
FV'(p1V p2) = FV/ (1) UFV'(2),
1] (e1 < ey = false)
FV'(p) (e; <eg # false)’

FV' (1 02) = FV/' (1) UFV' (i),
FV'(¢e) = FV'(p).

FV'(eps <ea Ap) = {

Then D is recursion free if the transitive closure >=* of > is irreflexive (i.e., F' >=* F for no

F € dom(©)). Clearly (D™, <P(()m)) is recursion-free.
Now, since our translation is compositional, we can easily show the following:

Lemma 11. If (D™ (SAzZ.true)™) ~  (Dp,om), then [(Dm,om)] =
[(D'(™(32.8, 2)™) .

23



Then we can reduce the proof of Theorem to the recursion-free case as follows. Let
(D, S \Z.true) ~ (D',32.5; Z) and (D™ (S A\Z.true)™) ~» (D, o ); then

[(D,S \z.true)] ANDM™ (S Az true)™)] | m e N}

LAl
UAL(Dim, om) [ | m € N}
LA

AID'™ (32,8, 2)™) ] | m € N}
[(D',3%.512)]

where for the second equation we assume the recursion-free case.

A.2 Reduction Relation with Explicit Substitution

In our proof of the recursion-free case, we show a subject reduction property. To this end, we
modify the reduction strategy by using explicit substitution, keeping the adequacy for the
semantics. For this modification, we first extend the syntax of formulas as follows:

pu=x|p1Vealer<eaNp|prps|pe

{0121, . G )T} (2)

Here {@1/x1,. .., om/Tm}p is called an explicit substitution, and limited to ground types as
follows:

Kbrsrgi:IntM % (i=1,...,m)
Koz :Int™ — %, oz s Int™ = xbgr @ik

K kst {(Pl/wla .- -v‘Pm/xm}‘p LK

(T-ESuB)

Its meaning is given through

(Dv {(,01/1'1, ERRR @m/xm}@)u = (Dv [501/1'17 SRR @m/zm]@)u'

Thus explicit substitution has the same meaning as ordinary substitution, but delays substi-
tution until we need ¢; for further reduction. As in the definition of —p below, while we
use ordinary substitutions for S-redex to which we can apply TR-ApPpP and TR-APPI, we use
explicit substitution for those corresponding to TR-APPG because, the argument after the
translation by TR-APPG is never substituted.

We extend the translation by adding the following rule for explicit substitutions:

~ M
KC; T1,.. .k Fo & : Int™ —% ~» (£i7*,§i,0, .. ;gi,k)

(i=1,...,m)
Ki By @' 1,m PO @ 1%~ (00,00, Phitm)
V=0, -0 WV Ve Fun, v (e UA &G D)

(j =x%,0,...,k)

Tr-ES
K o1 Fo 6/ el oy % (o tor ) LReESUB)

In the rest of this section, by a formula we mean a formula that may contain extended
substitutions, except for formulas in an equation system and except for the case where we
explain explicitly. Note that output formulas of the extended translation never contain
explicit substitutions.
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Let (0©,D,S\z.true) be an equation system. For decomposing actual arguments

a1,...,qny of a function F' € dom(©)—recall that a; ranges over formulas and integer
expressions—we define decompArg(ay, ..., a, , O(F)) in the same way as decomparg as fol-
lows:

decompArg(e, *) = (€, ¢, ¢€)
decompArg(ar- 3,k — T) =
(a-@,9,¢) if decomphrg(B,7) = ($,1,6), 5 # € _
(a,,8)  if ord(x) > 0,decomphrg(F, 7) = (€, §,)
(,a-v,¢) if Kk =1IntM — «,
decompArg(3,7) = (6,9, €)
(e.4,a-2) if 5= Int, deconphrg(B, 7) = (¢, ,?)
Now we define the modified reduction relation —p for a formula ¢ such that ©,x; :

IntM %, ..., 2p:Int™ —% Fgr ¢ : % holds for some 1, . .., . We define the set of evaluation
contexts by:

Ex=[][EVe|eVE|{p/z1,...,om/tm}E.
Then — p is defined by the following rules:

[Fsrei:Int] > [Fsres:Int] (e1 < eq) # false
Ele; < es A | —p E[false A ¢]

[Fsrer:Int] <[Fsres:Int]
Eler < ex A gl —p El¢]

(Fwy -+ wy =¢) €D
decompArg(ay, -+, am, O(F)) = (&, V0, €)
decomparg(wi, -+ ,Wm, O(F)) = (¥: K, T,2)
Z do not occur in E[F a1 - -+ o]

E[Fay -+ am] —p E[{¢/}[E/2][3/T]¢)

E[{3/7}(x:2)] — b Elp: @

v ¢ {x1,..., 75} U dom(O)
E[{p/z}(ze)] —p Elze]

E{@/2} (i1 V)] — b E[({p/T}1) V ({#/T}42)]

E[{p/z}(false A p)] —p Elfalse A ({¢/T}p)]

Note that the above reduction preserves the form of (2) and hence the applicability of the
translation ~». For any ¢, ¢ is a normal form with respect to — p iff ¢ is generated by:

(u=uwx¢€ (x ¢ dom(0)) | false Ay |V (. (3)
Clearly we have:

Lemma 12. If ¢ —p 9, then [(D,¢)] = [(D,v)].
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A.3 Correctness in the Recursion-free Case

To show the correctness in the recursion-free case, first we prepare two substitution lemmas
that correspond to the application rules TR-APP and TR-APPI. Then we show the subject
reduction property and then the correctness.

The following is the substitution lemma corresponding to TR-ApPPI:

Lemma 13 (Substitution lemma (integer)). Let ¢ be a formula that does not contain an
explicit substitution, e be a closed integer expression, and

IC, zZ Inta gl,...,k |_® p LT (So*a ©o, - - '7S0k+’m)'
where m = gar(7). Then we have
Kz kFe le/zlo: 7~ ([e/z]ex, [e/2]w0, - - [e/2]0h4m).
Proof. By straightforward induction on . O

Next we show the substitution lemma corresponding to TR-APP. First we prepare some
definitions and a lemma.

For a formula ¢, we write gZ(’}; for (o, Pk+1s-- -+ Pk+m). Note that the translation result
of ¢ in TR-APP in Figure 2] can be written as the following:

(90*(1/)*7{/;@ )a 500(1/}05 ,{/;{T]Lc ); 501(1/}1; 1’/;{7@ )a s agok(’l/)kv’;/;@ )7
et (W), o Pram (T )
The following can be shown easily by induction on ¢.

Lemma 14 (weakening). If

’C;fl,...,k Fo w:T~ (<P*,<P0,901, cey Py P41 - -v‘Pk+m)
then

’C7%1 ,,,,, ky T F@ QT (50*550055015' -y PEy POy P41y - - -;Sak+m)'

Now we show the substitution lemma. Here we consider simultaneous substitution, be-
cause we cannot apply this lemma repeatedly since [¢)/y]¢ below may contain an explicit
substitution.

Lemma 15 (Substitution lemma (higher-order)). Let ¢ be a formula that does not contain
an explicit substitution, and

gl,...,q : E; =;I1,...,m Fe YT ((p*, POy -y SDergar(T))
m,, = gar(r;) decomp(r;) = (Fi,m},p;) (i=1,...,q)
..... ke it ki~ (Vi iy Yikym:) (E=1,...,9)
gi = (yi,*v Yi, 05 - 7yi,gar(m)) gf = (yi,Oa cee 7yi,gar(m))
| - |
¢ = [(wi,jawi\k )/yi}j:1 (.7 :*305"'7k)
0° = [ Vivk /yﬂgzl
iﬁ,...,k; xll,...,m I_@) [1/1/5]90 LT ((Pi; @Sa ceey (pz-i-m-i-gar(‘r))‘

Then we have:
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1. 0%, = 0%y.

2. ((p: a(pg a(p(l) PRRY] @Z a(pz-i-la sy (pz-}-m-i-gar(‘r))
=D’ (9*50*7 9050*7 9150*7 SERS) ok@*a 90501 50y eowm—i-gar(‘r) )

Proof. We can show Item [ easily by induction on ¢ and case analysis on the last rule used
for the derivation g1, 4:5/; 21, .mbFe ©: T~ (Yx, 00, .., Pmigar(r)). We show Item 2 by
the same induction and case analysis. Basically the proof is straightforward, where we use
the latter part of Lemma [0l Here we show only the cases of TR-VAR and TR-APP; in the
latter case, we use Item [II

e Case of TR-VAR: Let the last rule be the following, where i € {1,...,q}:

decomp(r;) = (Ri, M}, p;)

27 = /

YR m e (9 =) yi K
~ (((P* y PO P15 Pms Pmtly -y (;Dergar(T)) = )
(yi,*, Yi,00Yi,05 - Yi,0,Yi, 1 55 Yim), )

By the weakening lemma (Lemma [[4]), we have

Bl W1, Fo (000 =) i ks~
((‘Pz 5908 a(p(l) PERS) (;DZ a(pz-{-la sy (Pz-i-ma (pZ—i-m—i-l’ cey (pz+m+m£) = )

(Vi Vi,05 Vi1 -+ o Viks Vi0 5o %i0 3 Vikt1 e Vikm: )

Then we can check the required equation component-wise.
e Case of TR-APP: Let the last rule be the following;:

/ "

ord(k' = 7)>1 gar(k' = 7)=m gar(k') =m

y: K;xll,...,m F@ 50/ : HI — T (@;a 5065 A Sderm/)
g: E; -Tll,...,m |_® 1// : HI ~ (1/1;’1%’ oo ﬂP;ner”)

y:E;:’cv’lmm Fo (=) ¢ o' : 7~
((50*5 0o, P15 Pms Pm+1 -+ Sa’m-i-gar(T)) - )

(Safk (1/}15 /l,/;/\m)v 906(1/)(/)7 J/\m)ﬂ
50/1 (1/}/15 J/\m)v SRR @;n(w;nv’lzl\m)a

Saferl(J/\m)v ey QO;ner’ (Jl\m) )

Here note that we have gar(r) = gar(k’ — 7) = m/ since ord(x’ — 7) > 1.
By induction hypothesis, there exist ¢}, @, . .., ©iy 4 Such that

’fl,...,kvgl,...,m Fo W’/ﬂsﬁl K ST~
((‘0:‘0 ’(p{)o ’(1011o [ (p;co a(p;co-l-la ey @;co-l-m-i-m’)
=pr (079,000, 0" 0L, .. 08, 0°00 o 0% ),

and there exist ¥.°,¥¢, ..., ¥ . 1, such that

51,...,k,;’1,...,m Feo [J/@W/ DK~
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Ve
*

Ve

0

Ve

(1/1 ) sy P11

=D’ (9*¢fm Gowia elwl

For any j and j' € {x,0,1,...,
formula & that occurs in

k,o},

(b (10, D' )5 D1 (W3, ) -

g1 (\m) -

Especially, for any j € {*,0,1,...,k, o},

m!

w \k+m = k+

= (¥5
D/ (9%*, 6%y
(90,1/)0’ 90
=(

Now, with TR-APP, we have

(©3,90, 91> Prs
= (e

@ (11

1"

"
—~m
o\ kgem)

1"

—~m
@;co-i-l(w;:-l-ladjlo\k-i-m)a s

1"

—~m
@;co-i-m-i-l (e \k+m)

= (
91 //)

m!

L0, 01

0 50/1(901//17 907/”\m)a ceey

2

9°w:n+1<9°&’(;>
= (" (¢ w*,w'\m
0" (i (0, 0"\
A AR \

eo(sam-l-l ’d) \m ) )
= (0 (10*’9 (10*’9 Py ey

)

)

) 0
))
D)

as required.

Now we show the subject reduction property. For a type 7 = k1 — - -+

write 79" for 7.

9”1/}0,931/)m+1,..

—~m
awlo\k-i-m)’ (p{)o( 0

0 (0" 0L, 0%, ), 6°

ey

Ve

k ’wkqtl""al/};coerer”)
OFyL 0%y ..., 0%] ).

wm—i-m”
by the latter part of Lemma [ 67¢ = 67'¢ for any

gy

*9 )

1" "

o (p;n(w;naw,\m)a

o (p;n-l-m’ (Jl\m) )

1"

we have

m41s- - k+m+m”’

m+1’ e m+m”

)
)
) (by Item [I)

m+1ﬂ B m+m”

04! ymr) =

1"

I

o o o
y Phtms Phtm+1s -+ Sﬁk+m+m/)

"

+1r- -
—~m

OO’ wlo\k-i-m)’

i (¢4

1"
—~m
ks V'\ ktm)
1"

/ / o
’ (pko-i-m (wko-i-m’ wlo\k:-l-m)a

)

geeey 5

"

3 (p;co-i-m-l-m’ (wlo\k’-l-m)

50; (901/);7 9075’\"1),
kwi(ekw;,ek{/p\m) )
9090;71(901/};715 90,[/;/\m)7

D)

9090;7’L+m’ (90{/;/\771 )

HCACRTIS)

m'’

aek((p Q/J*ﬂ//\m) )

m!

5 90 ((pm wma w,\m))

9 QD*,G Ply-ees

g

0° (Pm-i-m’)a

O

— Ky — T, we
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Lemma 16 (subject reduction). Suppose that we have (D, S Az.true) ~» (D',32.512). If
@ —p ¥ and
’fl,...,k '7@ 2 e (Sa*a P05 - Sﬁk)a

then there exist Vg, ..., Vg1 such that
51,...,]€ I_@) 1/1 H s (w*awOa cee 7¢k)
and p; =pr V¥; for each i € {x,0,... k}.

Proof. For the convenience of the proof, we rename the metavariables ¢, v, p;,1¥; with
O @l bl so we suppose ¢ —p ¥ and T1,..k Fe ¢ x ~ (@00, .,9), and
prove that we have Ty, Fe ¥ 1 x ~ (Y, 1, ..., ¥}) and ¢, =p/ . The proof proceeds
by induction on ¢'.

Let ¢’ be of the form E[¢"”] where ¢” is a redex of —p. The case where E # [] can
be easily proved by using induction hypothesis. So we consider only the case where F = [].
Then we perform case analysis on ¢’ —p 1/, but we focus only on the non-trivial case
where we use the substitution lemmas.

e Case where ¢’ —p ¢’ is of the form

Fay - ap —p {E/27}e" /270" /)
with the following conditions:
(Fuw' =¢) e D
decomp(O(F)) = (E;17,,,,hrr,m,p)
decompArg(d, O(F)) = (¢, €, ")
decomparg(w’, O(F)) = (y" : ", 2", ")
2" do not occur in Fap - an.

By the last condition above, we can assume {z;}; N {z7'}; = 0.
Now there exist ¢, 71, ..., "g4m+1, V1,...,9> 51,___7Tq+m+1 that satisfy the following conditions,
where we write €(;) (or simply € if i is clear) for €, _, 41, (i =1,...,g+m+1) and ro := 0:
rg <--- < Tq+m~+1
(041, ce ,Ozh//) = (g(l), 1/)1, cen ,g(q), 1/)q)
(ah”+17 ey Ozh/) = (g(q+1), 51, NN ,g(q+m), gm,g(q+m+1))
P =Tqtm+1 — Tq-

Let #; be the type of ¢; (i.e., x; := #; ;). Then we also have

O(F) = Int"™ = k1 — ---Int"o "l - K, —
Int"+1 "7 5 (IntM — %) —
o IngTermTerm—t o (TngM o) —

Inglotmet~Tabm i
In the derivation tree of

Ti ke (¢ =) Far - ap %~ (04,00, ¢k),
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the leftmost path from the head position F' consists of: (i) TR-VARF at the leaf, then (ii)
repeated applications of either TR-APP or TR-ApPPI, and then (iii) repeated applications of
either TR-APPG or TR-APPI. More specifically, at the leaf of TR-VARF we have

k F@ FG(F) ~ (F05F07(F0)k5F15-'-7Fm)

.....

where (Fp)* denotes the sequence of length k& whose all components are . Then by TR-APPI
we have

_____ k F@ Fg(l) . @(F)@TO Ay
(Foeny, Foeqny, (Foen))k, Fieay, ..., Fmemy).

Then by TR-ApP (and TR-APPI) we have

T1,..k Fo Vit ki ~ (Vi Vioy - Vikrm:) (E=1,...,9)

.....

—~ ’
mh

(Foeq) (1, %1k ) -+ €(g) (thg e, qu@;)’
Foeqy (P10, 171:;3) ++€(q) (Yq,04 %Cj)’

Fo ey (Y11, %Gj) S e(g) (Y1, QZ;:;;)’

s Ry & (wl,k,{bvlf?) " €(q) (%,k’%cj)’
Fieq (7,/’\17\71?) €(g) (%7\7;;)’

o Fu e (%Cj) () @;@j))

m; :=gar(k;) (i=1,...,q)
decomp(r;) = (Rs,myj,pi) (i=1,....q).

And then by TR-APPG (and TR-APPI) we have

D; i=Tgpm —Tg—14i (1=1,...,m)

@1 = F ey €q) a€(gs1)

Vi1 =05 Ci€grivry (E=1,...,m)

T o= QF) T (=1, m)

T1..kFo ¢l (IntM—x) =71 ~ (95 s Pi05 -+ > P ktmt1—i)
(i=1,...,m+1)

Ti. kFo & IntM —w o (&a, iy 5 Eik) (i=1,...,m)

i Zw V3, M.(cpf,kﬂgﬂ/\{i,jﬂ@)
(i=1,...,m, j=x%01,...,k)
----- kFe 80;'3+1(: @i &i g(q-i—i—i—l)) : (IntMﬁ*) — Tig1 ™
(Cix€,&i0€, ..., e, O k26 -y s kbma1—i €)
(t=1,...,m).
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Then, for each i = 2,...,m + 1, we have

(e} (e} o o o
(‘Pi,* »Pio o s Pik s Pik+1 v Pikmt1—i )
- - ~ . - R -
= (§i—14€,6-1,0€, -, &im1,k €, Pj_1 542€5 « ooy P51 fpmto—i€)
where € = €(,14). Hence, for each i =1,...,m,

(e} [e] -~ [e] -~ -~
Pik+1 = Pi—1,k+2 E(q+i) = Pi—2,k+3 €(g+i—1) E(q+i) = - - -

= @?,k-i-i g(q+2) o 'g(q-i-i)
=F 5(1) (1/11\1@1) o '5(q) (wq\;) g(q+1) o 'g(qﬂ)

where the last equality follows from the calculation result of TR-APP above. Also, for each
1=2,...,mand j = %,0,...,k, we have

&ij 21,0p0 W1, M

=D &i—1,j €(gi) W V Tt M (P g1 ZUNEj UW)
Now, since " = ¢}, ., for each j = *,0,...,k, we have

/o~ o ~ T~ ~
©f WM = Prg1,j W= Em,j €(g+mt1) W

=D’ Em—1,5 E(gtm) E(gtm+1) D
V 3y, (O k1 E(grmtt) UA Emj Ww)
=D &m—2,5 E(gtm-1) E(gtm) Clgm+1) U
V 3, M1 k1 E(g+m) Egrme1) UA Emo1,j UW)
V 31, v (P k1 E(qama1) UA Emj UW)
e
=D €1, €(q+2) " E(grm+1) U
V U, (03 k41 E(g43) " E(grma) UA &, UW)
(VA
V 3, v (P k41 Egrmr1) YA Em j UW)
=D 1, €(q+2) "+ E(qtm+1) W
V U, (97 kg1 €(gH2) * E(ghmt1) WAL UW)
V 33U (93 ki1 €q43) T Eqhmt1) WA S, UW)
(VA
V Jur, (O k1 E(grmtt) UA Emj Uw)
=D $1,j €(gt2) " E(grmt1) W
N \/211 351,---7M-(‘Pf,k+1€(q+i+1) o 'g(q+m+1) uA & uw)

0 ~ _ _
=D’ P1,5 €(q+2) " E(g+m+1) W

\ \/211 3171,---7M-(Fi g(1) (1/’1\1@1) o .’g(q) (‘f’q\kq) (4)
€lg+1) " E(gtmt1) U
Aoy TD).
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To calculate ¢7 ; and F; above, let us consider the rules of Fy, ..., F},, which are given
by TR-DEF as follows. Recall

decomparg(w’, O(F)) = (y" : v, x", 2")

and let

y" k", 2" Int; N @ x> (Puy 00y -+ Om)
Y= W Vo Ygarer) Vs = W U gar o)

(t€{l,...,h"} and K} # Int)
5’71- =y ;’7: =y (ie{l,...,h"} and k! = Int).

Then we obtain

Fo (FZU\;:@)W{Fofl "'?h”;\ﬁ:@*}
"\/;O

U{Ey”l Y TR 2! = i | 7 S {1,,m}}
Recall that x; ==k ; (i=1,...,q), and let
Yi=Yy.4 (=1,...,9
Yij = Yryij (=1,...,q, j=x0,... gar(x;))
gi = y//m-i-i = (yi,*a Yi, 05« - 5yi,gar(m))
?719 = y”Tri-i = (yi,Oa s yi,gar(kai))-

be a sequence of variables of type Int that satisfies the following equa-
_____ mG=1...,q+m+1):

Then let 21+ \1nis
tions, where we write Z(;) (or simply z if i is clear) for Z.,_, 11

/ / " 1 ~ ~
(wlﬂ' "7wh”) = (ylv" '7yh”) = (2(1)791,- "7Z(q)7yq)

/ ’N " ~ "o~
(Wi g1y -y Wi ) = (Z(q1)s 15 -+ Z(gbm)s Tos Z(q+m41))
W15 s 2) = () U1 -+ Z(q) Yo Zrateeragmn)
—~~—0 —~—0 —_

- o~

(y”l, - ,y”hu,Z”) = (2(1); Yis--52(q)» yqazrq+1,...,rq+m+1)-

Now, for j = *,0,...,k, we have
o ~ ~ ~
$1,5 €(g+2) " €(g+m+1) Wi,... .M

=p Fo &) (W1 %1k ) Eo) (Vg Yoy Je(a+1)  Elgrmn) @

=p ([ g2 i V), lege /2] 0 ) . (5)
Also for each i = 1,...,m, we have

Fiy @ng) o) (Bai) Bty -+ Eigiman)
=pr ([1@4\1 T S A (6)
Next, let us consider 1’. Now we have
v = {2 e" 2" [y
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= {é/z”}[wz [y ] - 1[6J /ZJ ]Tﬁmﬂsﬁ

Recall
,y\’/’:f;’/’, 2 : Int; 507’1,___,”!—@@:*%) (P 00y« -+ s Pm),
(W, 2") = (Z0)s Y1s - - - Bays Yar Zat1)s - - - Badmi1))s
and let
TR @1m e leg /2

( B 1/)///)
0 s
T ks ‘Tﬂl .mFe [wz /yl ]z’ 1[6J /ZJ ]Tq+m+1(P *

(1/1 0 Uhym)-
Then, by applying Lemma [T5] Item 2] and then by applying Lemma [[3] we obtain:

V) =pr [( iy \k )/y’]z/ Y

[(Q/Jl’,j’ 1/11 \k )/yl ]z’ 1 [6.7 /ZJ }Tq+m+1(p* (.7 =k, Oa AR k)a
1/}g+i =D’ I:’l/)z \k / ]1, ) ///
WZ \k /5 } o165 /ZJ]TjHTH‘Pi (t=1,...,m).

Now, for j = *,0,...,k, let

v V;Z1 (wk-l-z (8)
N&iju ’LU) .
Then by TrR-ESUB, we have
1,k Fe (0 =) TV [ [yl ey /2 )5 p
(w*awOa e awk)
Also, by Equations @) to (8), we have ¢, =p, ¢ for j = *,0,..., k, as required. O

Now we show the correctness in the recursion-free case. As explained in Appendix [AT]
Theorem [1{] follows from the following:

Mm-true) is a recursion-free equation system. If
m-true)] =[(D,32.5:12)].

.....

..........

Proof. Let the rule of S be Sz = ¢; then D' has the rule S; = ¢ where S and ¢; has type
IntM — % Since [(D, S Az1,. a-true)] = [(D, [A\Z1.. s -true/x|p)], it suffices to show

,,,,,,,,,,

[(D,[Xz1,.. m.true/z]p) ] = [(D',3z.¢12)] .

Since (D, S Az1.. a.true) is recursion-free, ga has a normal form ¢ with respect to
—p. We have ¢ —%, ¢ and let z Fo ¢ : * ~ (¢«, o, ¢1); then by subject reduction
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(Lemma [6), we have  Fo ¢ : x ~ (¢4, C0,C1) and [(D',:)] = [(D',¢)] (@ = %,0,1).
Also, we have [(D,¢)] = [(D,¢)] by Lemma [2 and hence [(D,[Az1,  a-true/z]p)] =

[(D,[Az1,.. . m-true/z|¢)]. Therefore we can assume that ¢ is a normal form without loss of
generality.

Then we can directly check [(D,[Az1,.. am.true/z]()] = [(D’,3z. ¢ 2)] by induction on
the structure of normal forms (3] in Appendix O
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