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Abstract

We show that the principal types of the closed terms of the affine frag-
ment of A-calculus, with respect to a simple type discipline, are structurally
isomorphic to their interpretations, as partial involutions, in a natural Geome-
try of Interaction model a la Abramsky. This permits to explain in elementary
terms the somewhat awkward notion of linear application arising in Geom-
etry of Interaction, simply as the resolution between principal types using
an alternate unification algorithm. As a consequence, we provide an answer,
for the purely affine fragment, to the open problem raised by Abramsky of
characterising those partial involutions which are denotations of combinatory
terms.
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1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to provide an explanation of Geometry of Interaction
(Gol) semantics, first introduced in the seminal papers by [19} 21]], in terms of the
more ordinary notions of type assignment systems, principal types and unification
thereof. We provide, in fact, an elementary alternative route to the results based
on Girard’s work, where proof nets and C*-algebras are used, as in e.g. [10]. For
simplicity, we focus on the affine fragment of untyped A-calculus, where only vari-
ables which occur at most once can be abstracted, and we provide full proofs of the
results in [13]] (see also [15]]). Our approach is completely elementary and could be
extended to the full A-calculus (as outlined in e.g. [28]]), and to all its complexity-
oriented subcalculi; but “dotting all i’s and crossing all t’s’, even for this simpler
fragment is not immediate.

*A version of this work is currently under review for publication in the journal “Math-
ematical Structures in Computer Science” (https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/
mathematical-structures-in-computer-science).
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Our line of reasoning stems from realizing a natural structural analogy between
the principal type of a A-term, actually a combinatory logic term, in the simple types
discipline, and its interpretation as a partial involution in a Gol model a la [3].
Namely, labelled paths used in denoting occurrences of type-variables in types and
moves in the strategy denoting the term as a partial involution are isomorphic. This
derives from the connection between paths to type variables in principal types and
paths to term variables in normal forms. Such kind of relations have always been
very fruitful in A-calculus, starting from the well-known connection between Levy
labels and types, [30], and then between paths and labels. This analogy permits
to explain simply as resolution between principal types the somewhat involved
and puzzling, particle style linear application between involutions (see [3l 4 6]
[8, 3]), namely the notion of application used in Gol and games semantics, based
on Girard’s Execution Formula. We prove that Gol linear application amounts to
unifying the left-hand side of the principal type of the operator with the principal
type of the operand, and applying the resulting substitution to the right-hand side
of the operator. The jist of Gol is that it implements a novel bottom-up, variable-
occurrence oriented unification algorithm alternate to the traditional one, which is
top-down. This was pointed out also in e.g. [29].

In our view, this analysis sheds new light on the nature of Game Semantics
itself and unveils the equivalence of three conceptually independent accounts of
application in A-calculus: S-reduction, the Gol application of involutions based
on symmetric feedback/Girard’s Execution Formula, and unification of principal
types.

As an interesting by-product, this paper provides an answer, for the affine part,
to the open problem raised in [3] of characterising the partial involutions which are
denotations of combinator terms or, equivalently, arising from the bi-orthogonal
pattern matching automata, which are there introduced. Namely, these are the
partial involutions which encode the principal types of the combinator terms, i.e.
the theorems of minimal affine logic.

More precisely, we proceed as follows.

We introduce a type system for assigning principal types to affine A-terms,
where application is explained in terms of resolution of principal types. We show
that this system satisfies a number of interesting properties, such as a restricted
form of subject conversion, and uniqueness of principal types. Moreover, we prove
that principal types are binary, i.e. types where each variable appears at most twice.
Many of these results have straightforward proofs, some of which had appeared
before in the literature, see e.g. [26], however they had never been connected to
Gol or put to use as we do in this paper.

We show then that binary types induce immediately an algebra of partial invo-
lutions 7, i.e. history-free strategies on a suitable set of moves, in the style of [3],
where application amounts to Gol linear application. 7 turns out to be an affine
combinatory algebra (a BCK-algebra), i.e. a model of affine combinatory logic.
Moreover, we show that it is a A-algebra, i.e. a model of A-calculus, only in the
purely linear case. From this it becomes apparent that Gol models amount to mod-



els of combinatory algebras, but do not provide directly semantics for A-calculus,
i.e. deep S-reductions.

Closed affine A-terms are interpreted in the algebra of partial involutions J via
a standard abstraction procedure which maps A-terms into terms of combinatory
logic and preserves principal types.

The main result of this paper consists in showing, by elementary arguments,
that the game theoretic semantics of any closed affine A-term, not necessarily in
normal form, amounts to the partial involution formally corresponding to its prin-
cipal type. This is achieved by proving that the partial involution obtained via the
Gol application between the partial involutions induced by the principal type of
closed terms M, N, corresponds to the principal types of the A-term MN obtained
via type resolution.

Once the above correspondence between resolution of principal types and Gol
application of the induced partial involutions has been established, properties of the
type system can be deduced from properties of partial involutions, and vice versa.
For instance, we can derive that the use of combinators is not really a matter of
choice in dealing with Gol. Namely, since full subject reduction holds for principal
types only on the purely linear fragment, but not in the affine case, we derive that
the model of partial involutions is a A-algebra only on the purely linear fragment,
while it is only a combinatory algebra already on the affine fragment. This is the
reason for the extra heavy quotienting machinery which needs to be introduced in
the literature on game semantics in order to achieve cartesian closed categories.

In [28] we describe the tool A-symsym, available at https://lambda-iot.
uniud.it/automata/| which allows for computing with partial involutions and
their corresponding principal types, even for a larger fragment than purely affine A-
calculus. One can use it to readily machine check “experimentally” that all Curry’s
equations hold for purely linear combinators B, C, I, thereby showing that a purely
linear combinatory algebra is actually a purely linear A-algebra.

Related Work. Geometry of Interaction for proof nets was introduced by Girard
in a series of papers, ([19, 211]), and further developed in various directions,
such as that of token machines (see e.g. [17.31]]), context semantics (see e.g. [23]]),
and traced monoidal categories (see e.g. [1,[2,6]). In particular, in [16], a compu-
tational view of Gol has been developed, by providing a compositional translation
of the A-calculus into a form of reversible abstract machine.

Partial involutions and their variants for building Gol models have been intro-
duced in [3}4]]. These models can be viewed as instances of a general categorical
Gol construction based on traced monoidal categories ([[6]]). Partial involutions and
their variants have been used for providing Gol semantics for different type and un-
typed theories, and various models of computation (see [9} 8 [7, 5} [13] 14} [15]]), and
as a model of reversible computation in [5]].

A formulation of Gol on proof nets using resolution has been introduced in
[21]]. That approach, as spelled out in [10], allows to derive the ultimate results of
the present paper, but only up to appropriate reformulations, and through a com-
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pletely different route. Those results rely on a rather complex framework, based on
proof nets and C*-algebras. Our approach, on the other hand, is based on the ap-
parently hitherto unappreciated analogy between partial involutions and principal
types, and it permits therefore to achieve those results using the very basic frame-
work of combinators and type substitutions, thus providing an alternative elemen-
tary explanation of Gol. In this paper we show that Gol application, and hence the
denotational semantics of affine terms, is simply resolution of principal types, and,
as shown in Section 3.1} Gol application is just a variable occurrence oriented way
of carrying out unification. This is a contribution to the conceptual understanding
of Gol.

Finally, we point out that in a recent paper by [[I8]], principal types have been
related to another Gol model, namely A-nets. The problem has been explored
for a specific type assignment system, including intersection and bang operators
on types. The principal types for this system together with unification have been
shown to correspond to A-nets with a non-standard notion of cut-elimination. This
correspondence allows for deriving properties of the type system, such as typabil-
ity, subject reduction, and inhabitability, from properties of A-nets, and vice-versa.
In our view, the work in [I8]] and the present paper, by relating two different Gol
models to principal types, pave the way to study the connections between principal
types and many other Gol models. General forms of principal types are an essential
tool for exploring the fine structure of a plethora of Gol models arising in different
contexts.

Synopsis. In Section Pl we recall the notions of affine 14-calculus and affine com-
binatory logic, and the abstraction algorithm for encoding A4-calculus into com-
binatory logic. In Section 3] we introduce the type system for assigning principal
types to affine A-terms, and we study its properties. In Section @] we introduce the
model of partial involutions induced by binary types, and we study its fine struc-
ture. In Section[3] we study the relationship between the Gol semantics of partial
involutions and principal types, and we formalize the alternate characterization of
unification in terms of Gol which emerges. Final remarks and directions for future
work appear in Section

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to express their gratitude to the refer-
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2 Affine A-calculus and Combinatory Logic

In this section, we recall the notions of affine 14-calculus and affine combinatory
logic, and the abstraction algorithm for encoding A4-calculus into combinatory
logic. For further details see [23]].

Definition 1 (Affine A-calculus, Combinatory Logic).
(i) The language A of the Ax-calculus is inductively defined from variables x,y, z, . ..
and it is closed under the following formation rules:



MeAy olx, M) <1
M Ry 4 (app) are }\A) — @
where o(x, M) denotes the number of occurrences of the variable x in M. Closed
terms in Ay are denoted by Ag.
The reduction rules of the A4-calculus are the following:

WeMN 4 MIN/x) () M allACLE AL (o)

M] —A M; M2 —A Mé

M1M2 —4 ]wi]w2 (GPPL) M1M2 ) MlMé (appR)

We denote by —’ the reflexive and transitive closure of — 4, and by =4 the conver-
sion relation.

Normal forms are non-reducible terms.

(ii) The set of terms CL4 of affine combinatory logic includes variables, combina-
tors B, C,LK, and it is closed under application. Closed CL4-terms are denoted
by CLS.

The reduction rules of CL4 are the following:

BMNP —, M(NP) CMNP —4, (MP)N IM —>, M KMN >, M.

We denote by —’ the reflexive and transitive closure of — 4, and by =4 the conver-
sion relation.

Notation. Throughout the paper, we use = to denote syntactic equality. Free and
bound variables are defined in the standard way (see for more details); for a
given term M, we denote by F'V(M) the set of free variables of M. Given a relation
R, we denote by R°P the symmetric relation, i.e. {(b, a) | (a,b) € R}.

It is well-known that the affine 14-calculus can be encoded into combinatory
logic, preserving fop-level B-reduction, i.e. S-reduction not inside A’s:

Definition 2. We define two homomorphisms w.r.t. application:
(i) ()1 : CLg — Ay, given a term M of CLy, yields the term of Ay obtained
Jfrom M by substituting, in place of each combinator, the corresponding A-term as
follows

B)) = Axyz.x(yz) (O)) = Axyz.(x2)y M, = Ax.x (K), = Axy.x
(ii) ()cr @ Aa — CLy, given a term M of the Aa-calculus, replaces each A-
abstraction by a A*-abstraction. Terms with A*-abstractions amount to CL-terms
obtained via the Abstraction Operation defined below.

Definition 3 (Affine Abstraction Operation). The following operation is defined by
induction on terms of CL4:
Axx=1 A'xy=Ky, forx+y
CA*x.M)N ifxe FV(M)
A*x.MN = {BM(A*x.N) ifxe FV(N)
K(MN) otherwise.



Theorem 1 (Affine Abstraction, [23]]). For all terms M,N € CLy, (I*x.M)N =4
MI[N/x].

Proof. By straightforward induction on the definition of A*. O

Here we recall the notion of affine combinatory algebra, i.e. model of affine
combinatory logic:

Definition 4 (Affine Combinatory Algebra, BCK-algebra).
(i) An affine combinatory algebra A = (A, -) is an applicative structure with distin-
guished elements (combinators) B, C, 1, K satisfying the following equations: for
all x,y,z € A,

Bxyz =z x(yz) Cxyz =z (x2)y Ix =7 x Kxy =7 x
(ii) For an affine combinatory algebra A, we define [ | : CLg — A as the
natural interpretation of closed terms of CLy into A.
(iii) Closed terms of the Aa-calculus are interpreted on A via the encoding into
CLy4, ie., forany M € A%, we define, by a small abuse of notation, | ]]ﬂ : Ag - A
by: [MT™ = [(M)cL 1.

Notice that combinator I is redundant in the above definition of affine combi-
natory algebra, namely it can be defined in terms of the other combinators, e.g. as
(CK)C.

3 The Type Assignment System for Principal Types

In this section, we introduce the type system for assigning principal types to affine
A-terms, and we study its properties.

We start by defining the language of types and a language for denoting variable
occurrences in types; the latter is necessary to permit a fine analysis of variable
occurrences, which we need for establishing the correspondence between types
and partial involutions.

Definition 5 (Types).
(i) Types Ts are binary trees whose leaves are variables a,p,... € TVar, and
nodes are denoted by —o, i.e.

(Ts>3o,7i=a|B]...|lc—oT.

(ii) A type o is binary if each variable in o occurs at most twice.
(iii) Occurrences of variables in types are denoted by terms of the shape:

(Os 3) ula] == [a] | lu[a] | rula],
where

o [a] denotes the occurrence of the variable « in the type a,



o if ula] denotes an occurrence of « in oy (03), then lula] (rula]) denotes the
corresponding occurrence of a in oy —o 0.

(iv) The path of an occurrence ula] is u.

In Proposition [Il below, we clarify the relationships between binary types and
partial involutions. We recall that a partial function fonasetA, f: A — A, is a
partial involution if f = f°P. The correspondence between binary types and partial
involutions arises from viewing a type as a set of variable occurrences. If the type
is binary, moreover, the set of pairs of occurrences of the same variable can be
read as the graph of a partial involution with domain Os. Vice versa, from a set
of variable occurrences such that no path is the initial prefix of any other path of a
different occurrence, we can build the tree of a type, by tagging possible missing
leaves with fresh variables. The following proposition formalizes the structural
correspondence between types and sets of variable occurrences. The proof easily
follows from the definitions.

Proposition 1.
(i) A type T gives rise to a set of variable occurrences

O(t) = {ula] | ula] is an occurrence of the type variable « in 7).

(ii) A binary type T gives rise to a set of pairs of occurrences
R(1) = {< ula],v[a] >| ulal,vla] are different occurrences of « in t}.

Then R(7) is a partial involution on Os.
(iii) Given a set of variable occurrences S where no path is the initial prefix of any
other path of a different occurrence, and let Z = {{\, ..., ...} be an infinite set of
fresh variables. The following is a type:

¢ ifS=10
T2(8) =qa if S = {[e])
T70u | weS8}) oT,({u | rueS8}) otherwise,

where Z-variables in T,(S) are taken all different.
(iv) For all type o, we have
T2(0(0)) = o,

taking equality of types up-to injective renaming of variables.

In the following definition, we introduce two notions, which will be useful in
the sequel. The first if that of Z-ancestor of a given type o: a type o’ is a Z-
ancestor of o if it coincides with o apart from variables in Z, which have to be
suitably instantiated to obtain 0. The second notion is that of ®-free Z-ancestor of
atype o given a set of variables O, the ®-free Z-ancestor of o is the Z-ancestor of
o obtained by replacing all subtypes of o containing only occurrences of variables
in ® with variables in Z.



Definition 6. Let o be a type and let {(1, ..., ...} be an infinite set of variables
not appearing in o.
(i) The type o’ is a Z-ancestor of the type o if there exists a substitution U such
that U(0") = o and only variables in Z are affected by U.
(ii) Let ® be a set of variables. The ®-free Z-ancestor of o, 7"Z® (0), is defined as
follows:

4 if var(o) C ©
7:20(0')2 a fo=a AN a¢®

TZG)((rl) —o TZG (02)  otherwise,

where Z-variables in ‘7729 (o) are taken all different.

The proof of the following proposition easily follows from Definition 6 and
Proposition [l

Proposition 2. Given a set of occurrences S, where no path is the initial prefix
of any other path of a different occurrence, the type Tz(S) in Proposition [I{iii)
is the unique common Z-ancestor of all types which include the set of variable
occurrences S.

In the following, we recall basic definitions on type unifiers and we present
Martelli-Montanari’s unification algorithm, [33]], which refines the original one
by Robinson, and will be used in the definition of the type system for assigning
principal types.

Definition 7 (Type Unifiers). Let o and T be types.

(i) A unifier for o and 7 is a substitution U which differs from the identity on a finite
number of variables and such that U(o) = U(t). We call domain of U, dom(U),
the finite set of variables on which U is not the identity.

(ii) Given two substitutions U and V whose domains are disjoint, we define the
union, U UV as usual.

(iii) Given two substitutions, U and V, the composition, V o U, is defined as usual.
(iv) Given two substitutions, U and V, we define U <V if there exists a substitution
U’ such that U’ o U =V, i.e. U is more general than V.

(v) Given types o, T, the most general unifier (m.g.u.) of o, T is a unifier U of o
and T such that, for any unifier U of o and 7, U < U.

The following proposition follows immediately from [33]], and can be proved
by induction on the complexity of pairs of types, using the appropriate measure.

Proposition 3 (Unification Algorithm). Let E be a set of pairs of types. The fol-

lowing non-deterministic algorithm computes, if it exists, the most general unifier

(m.g.u.) of a given set of pairs of types, otherwise it yields fail:

MGU({{o1 = 02,71 = T))}UVE) — MGU{{o1,71),{02, T2)} VE)
MGU({{a,a)} UE) E
MGU({{o1 — 02,a)} UE) MGU{{a, 01 — 02)} UE)

MGU({{a,0)} UE) MGU({{a,0)} U E[o/al), ifa ¢ Var(c) A a € Var(E)
MGU({{a,0)} UE) fail, ifa e Var(oc) AN a # 0o

Ll



When no rules can be applied, the final set gives the m.g.u. of the initial set of pairs.

In the following definition, we extend the definition of unifiers to variable oc-
currences.

Definition 8 (Occurrence Unifiers). Let o, T be types.

(i) Two occurrences ula] € o and v[B] € T are unifiable if u is a prefix of v, i.e.
there exists w such that uw = v, or vice versa.

(ii) If two occurrences ula] € o and v[B] € T are unifiable, their occurrence unifier
(occ-unifier) is the most general unifier of Tz({ula]}) and T7({v[B]})

The following notation will be used in the sequel:

Notation 1.

(i) Given unifiable occurrences ula] € o and v|B] € 1, and their occurrence unifier
U, by U(ula]) we mean either ula] in case u = vw, or the occurrence uw[g], in
case uw = v, and similarly for U(v[f]).

(ii) Let U be the occ-unifier of ula] € o and v[B] € 7, and let u’'[a] be a different
occurrence of a € T, by Ut [a]) we mean either u’[a] or W' w[B], in case v = uw.

Remark 1. Let v]a] and w[S] be two different occurrences in the type o, then they
are not unifiable, and no occ-unifier U involving a will ever make U(v[a]) and

Uw[B]) unifiable.
3.1 The Principal Type Assignment System and its properties

We introduce now the type system for assigning principal types:

Definition 9 (Principal Type Assignment System). Let 4 be the following type
assignment system.

Ix:obka M: 1
I'bkg AxM:0 —oT

I'kga M : o afresh
kg AxM:a —o 0o

(var) (abs)

X:alFg x:a

(absy)

FCikaM:o Ay N (dom(F) N dom(A)) =0 (TVar( 2 N TVar(A)) =
(Tvar(o) N TVar(t)) = U MGU(o,a - ) U=MGUU (a),7) a, ﬂfresh

U oU(,A) Fs MN : Uo U (B)
(app)

where MGU (o, T) denotes the m.g.u. between the types o, T, which can be com-
puted, say, via the unification algorithm of Proposition

The type assignment system I-4 satisfies a number of remarkable properties:

1. it assigns a unique type (up-to injective renaming of type variables) to each
A-term;

2. all judgements derivable in I-4 are binary, i.e. each type variable occurs at
most twice in a judgement I' -y M : o



3. judgements derivable in -4 are principal w.r.t. a simple type assignment sys-
tem 4 (which we introduce below), in the sense that all judgments derivable
in k4 are instances of the unique judgement derivable in I-4;

4. principal types are preserved by S-conversion not within A’s;
5. different normal forms receive different principal types;

6. the encoding of A-terms into combinatory logic preserves principal types.

Most of these results, in slightly different frameworks, have appeared before in
the literature, see e.g. [26] [32]], and in some cases references in these papers
point to even earlier work. In order to make the present paper self-contained and
homogenous in the formalism, and to give evidence of the elementary nature of our
approach, we provide our own proofs, rather than referring to such results.

In the following proposition, we address PropertiesIland 2l In particular, as far
as Property [Il we show that, if a term is typable, then its principal type is unique
up-to injective substitution. Below (see Corollary [2)) we complete the proof of
Property [Il by showing that all A-terms are typable with principal type.

Proposition 4.

(i) For any M € Ay, if the judgements U wp M : o and T w4 M : o’ are derivable,
then there exists an injective substitution U such that U(') = 1" and U(o) = 0.
(ii) Any judgement I' w4 M : o derivable in 4 is binary.

Proof.

(i) Straightforward, by induction on type derivations.

(i1) We proceed by induction on the structure of the derivation of the type judge-
ment. The only critical case is application. So assume that U’ (¢ — 8) = 0| — 07,
where U’ = MGU(o,a — ). If 0y —o 0 and 7 are binary, then we show that
U(o) is binary, where U = MGU (o1, 7). To this end, we prove simultaneously, by
induction on the number of steps in a successful unification procedure in Definition
[3 that a variable occurs at most in two different pairs in E and, if this occurs, then
it occurs uniquely in each one of them. The base case derives from the assump-
tion that both o; and 7 are binary and disjoint. The induction step is pleasingly
straightforward. If the procedure terminates, the resulting substitution applied to
o clearly leaves it binary, since the only variables which can be affected by the
substitution must occur only once in o, being the type binary. O

In order to prove Property 3] above, we introduce a simple type assignment
system:

Definition 10 (Simple Type Assignment System). Let +4 be the following type
assignment system:

Ix:okg M 71
IF'bpAxM:0 —oT1

I'bta M: o xfresh

(var) I'kpAxM:17—o0

(abs)

X:0OFAXx:0
(absy)

10



I'taM:0—o1 Ay N:o (dom() Ndom(A)) =0 (app)
T,Ary MN : 1 app

Proposition 3 below clarifies the relationships between the two type systems,
and it justifies calling the types assigned in the system I as principal. In order to
prove Proposition 3] we need the following lemma, which can be easily shown by
induction on derivations:

Lemma 1. IfT' -4 M : o, then, for all substitutions U, UI') 4 M : U(0).

Proposition 5. Let M € Ay.

(i) If T vy M : o, then, for all substitutions U, U') +4 M : U(0).

(ii) If T +o M : o, then there exists a derivation I” w4 M : o’ and a substitution U
such that UT”) =T and U(0”) = 0.

Proof. Both items can be proved by induction on derivations. Lemma [I] above is
used to prove item (i) in the case of (app)-rule. |

In order to prove Property [l i.e. that principal types are preserved by S-conversion
not within A’s, we first prove that this property holds for the simple type assignment
system. Then, using, Proposition 3] we derive the property for principal types.

Definition 11 (Top-level S-reduction and Conversion). Let —>fo be the reduction
relation defined by the reduction rules B, appy, appg in Definition[I(i), and omitting
rule &, and let :X be the corresponding conversion relation.

Theorem 2 (Top-level Subject Conversion of +4). Let M, M’ € Ay be such that
M =% M. Then

FeaM:1 = AU.A"ra M 7 A T evannrvinry = O\rvannrvar)) -

Proof. Let the set of all contexts C[ ] be defined by: C[] ::= []|C[]P|PC[]|Ax.C[],
and let the set of top-level contexts C”[ ] be defined by omitting A-contexts. Let
M —A M.

The thesis follows from the following facts:

(1) g CM]:1 = I’ FA C[M’] : T, where I’ = (F)|FV(M’);

()T g CT[M']: 1= AT 2T". T 4 CT[M]: 7).

The proofs of the two facts above proceed by a straightforward induction on con-
texts; in order to deal with the base cases, we first need to prove the following result
(by induction on derivations):

CikaMy it AT kg My o = (UL D) v (o)) Fa MiIMa/x] 27 AT kg
M, :o. O

Then we have:

Theorem 3 (Top-level Subject Conversion of 4). Let M, M’ € Ay be such that
M =X M. Then

FTraM:1 = AT kg M 1 AN T )rvinnrvory = OiEvannevor) -

11



Proof. Let M,M’ € A4 be such that M = T M and T +4 M : 7. By Proposi-
tion[3i), I' +4 M : 7, then by Theoremthere exists IV such that IV +4 M’ : 7
and (F)lFV(M)ﬂFV(M’) = (F,)lFV(M)ﬂFV(M’). By Proposition Ekll), there exist f, T such
that T 4 M’ : 7, and I/, T are instances of f, 7. To obtain the thesis, we are left
to show that also (F)|Fv(M)mF\/(M/), 7 are instances of (I'")|ryannrvm), T. Namely,
by Proposition Ekl) T F4 M’ : T, hence by Theorem [ there exists T such that
F FaM: T and (F )IFV(M)HFV(M’) = (F)lFV(M)ﬂFV(M’), therefore, from I' o M : T,
by Propositions Eku) it follows that F T are instances of I', . But then, since
T Wevonnrvary = O\Fvannrvar, we also have that T )EV(M)NFV(M’), T are in-
stances of () pvannrvar), 7. Finally, since (Drvannrviny = A rvannrvor),
we have that (F)|FV(M)QFV(M/), T are instances of (F’)|FV(M)QFV(M/), T. O

Corollary 1. Let M, M’ € Ag be such that M =% M’. Then
baM:T ks M 1

The following counterexample shows that subject conversion fails in general,
when also reduction under A’s is considered.

Counterexample 1. Let us consider Axyz.(Aw.x)(yz) and its B-reduct Axyz.x. We
have:

4 Axyz.x @ @1 = ay — a3 — ayp, but we cannot derive 5 Axyz.(Aw.x)(yz) :
a] = ay = a3 — ay. We can derive only Ir5 Axyz.(Aw.x)(yz) : a1 — (ap —
a3) — ay — ay, which is an instance of the former, because the variables which
are erased, are erased after having been applied, and the principal type keeps track
of this.

This phenomenon arises in the affine case, but in the purely linear case subject
reduction can be proved to hold in full form, [15]. As a consequence, principal
types induce an affine combinatory algebra which is a linear A-algebra, in the sense
of [11]], only on the purely linear fragment.

Namely, denoting by A the set of linear A-terms, i.e. terms where each variable
appears exactly once, and by =, +7, I the corresponding conversion and type
systems, we have:

Proposition 6 (Subject Conversion for Linear A-calculus). Let M, M’ € Ay be such
that M =; M’. Then
Fr'ry Mt =Tk M:1

Proof. First we show that full subject conversion holds for +;. This follows the
same pattern as in the proof of Theorem 2] where by linearity we can now safely
consider the full class of contexts.

Then, we show subject conversion for ;. Assume that M =; M’ and " Iy
M : 7, by Proposition i), which holds also for the purely linear case, I' +;, M :
7, and by subject conversion of +; we have I' +; M’ : 7. By Proposition [ii),
there exist l_", 7 such that T Ik, M’ : T and I', T are instances of f, 7. Then, by

12



Proposition 3(1), [+, M 7, and by subject convers1on of - L, wehave [+, M : 7.
Byl Proposmon [BXii), there exist F 7 such that T . M :7 andT, T are instances
of r ,7.FromT -y M : v and r k. M : 7', by Proposition[3i), I, 7 coincide with
F 7' up-to injective substltutlon Hence, since both I, T are instances of T, 7, and
T, 7 are instances of r , T, we have that also I', 7 and T, T coincide up -to injective
substitution. Therefore, from I IF;, M’ : T, we finally have I' +;, M’ : |

We are now in the position of proving that all affine A-terms receive a unique
type in I (up-to injective substitution on types). We first prove that all terms receive
a type in the simple type assignment system +4. Then, by Proposition [Blii), all
terms receive a principal type in I, which is unique by Proposition d(i). This
completes the proof of Property [II We start by proving the following lemma:

Lemma 2.

(i) All normal forms are typable in v 4.

(ii) Let M, M’ € A4 be such that M’ —, M. Then

I''easM: 7 = Hr’,T’,U. (F’ Fa M T A U(F) = (F’)|FV(M) A\ U(T) = T’).

Proof.

(1) Straightforward, by induction on the structure of normal forms.

(i1) Let C[(Ax.M)N] —4 C[M[N/x]], and I" +4 C[M[N/x]] : 7. We proceed
by induction on the structure of the context C[ ]. If C[ ] = [ ], then the thesis
follows from Theorem 2l If C[ ] = C[ ]P, then from I" +4 C{[M[N/x]]P : 7 it
follows that there exist I'{,I, oo such that I’ =1';,15, '] +4 C1[M[N/x]] : 0 — T
and I'; k4 P : o. By induction hypothesis, there exist I'}, o, 7/, U such that
l"’l A Cl[(/UCM)N] c0’ —o T’, U(Fl) = (F’1)|FV(C1[M[N/X]D, U(O‘ —0 T) =0 —T7.
By Lemmalll UT;) +4 P : U(o). Hence UT'|,T3) ko Ci[(Ax.M)N]P : U(1).
If C[ ] = PCy[ ], then we proceed in a way similar to the case above. If C[ | =
Ay.Cq[ ], then there are various cases, depending on where the variable y appears
free: either in both C([(Ax.M)N] and C|[M[N/x]], or only in the first term, or
nowhere. We discuss only the case where y appears free in both terms, the other
cases can be dealt with similarly. From I' +4 Ay.C{[M[N/x]] : 71 —o 75, we have
that T,y : 71 ko C[M[N/x]] : 72. By induction hypothesis, there existI"”, 77, 7, U
such that I,y : 7 ko C1[(Ax.M)N] : 75, and U(7;) = 7}, U(T') = FI’FV(CI[M[N/x]])‘
Hence we get I k4 Ay.C1[(Ax.M)N] : 7] — 7). a

Theorem 4. For all M € A4 there exists a judgement I' vy M : T.

Proof. By induction on the number of reduction steps to normal form, using Lemmal[2
O

By Theorem H] Proposition 3l and Proposition 4] we finally have:

Corollary 2 (Uniqueness). Let M € As. Then there exists a unique judgement
up-to injective substitution on types, I -y M : T, which is derivable in |- 4.

Property [Slamounts to the following proposition:
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Proposition 7 (Principal Types determine Normal Forms). Let M, N € Ay be nor-
mal forms such thatU' v+ M : ocand ' v N : o, then M =4 N.

Proof. Consider the shortest pair of closed derivable judgements in 4 with the
same type but different terms in normal form. The rightmost type variable in the
type o must occur also in the type of the head variable of the term, because all
normal forms have a head variable. Since the judgements are binary, by Proposition
[l that type variable can occur only in the type of that term variable, so the head
variable is uniquely determined and it must coincide, together with its type, in both
judgements. Hence the difference between the two S-normal forms must be in the
arguments of the the head variable, where the head variable does not occur, because
the term is affine. These are shorter, hence we have a contradiction. O

In order to address Property [l we need a proposition, whose proof is immedi-
ate:

Proposition 8.

IF4 (I),l:a—oa

4 (K)y:a—of—oa

Fa B)r:(@—op) o(yoa)—oy—op
Fa (O :(@—oB—oy)ofoa—oy

The above types are the well-known principal types for the basic combinators
and they will be taken as the types of the combinators in the following proposition,
which addresses Property [6l

Proposition 9. Let M € Ay. ThenT kg M : 0 & T kg (M)cp)a 2 O

Proof.

(=) By induction on M.

If M = x, then the thesis is immediate.

If M = M| M5, then the thesis follows by applying the induction hypothesis, since
(M M2)cp)a = (M)cp)a((M2)cr)a

If M = Ax.M’, then (M)cp), = (A*x.M"), and there are various cases, according
to the shape of M’. It M’ = x, then (M)cr)x = (), = M, and the thesis is
immediate. If M’ =y, y # x, then (M)cr), = (Ky),, and the thesis is immediate.
If M = M{M}, and x € FV(M}), then from I' ky Ax.M{M), : T — o, we have
[,x:7 ks M{M) : o. Hence there exist 01,072,073 such that I' Iy M| : o7y — 072,
[,x: 71 kg M) : 03, and o is the result of the resolution between o —o 0 and
o3, and 7 is the result of the application of the resolvent substitution to 7. By
applying the induction hypothesis, we obtain that I" -4 (M{)cL)1 : 01 — 0 and
[ kg (*x.M)), 2 71 —o 3. It is straightforward, using the uniqueness of principal
types, to check that applying (B), first to ((M{)cr)1 and then to (1*x.M)), yields
the result. The remaining cases are dealt with similarly.

(<) LetT' kg ((M)cp)a : o. Then by Corollary 2l there exist IV, o such that
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I k4 M : o’. Hence, by the implication (=) above, I" g (M)cp)a @ o,
therefore, by uniqueness of principal types up-to injective substitution, we finally
haveI' kqy M : 0. O

4 The Model of Partial Involutions

In the following definition, we introduce the model of partial involutions induced
by binary types. As already observed (see Proposition [kii) of Section [3)), each
binary type 7 induces a partial involution R(7) on the language Os of type variable
occurrences. On these partial involutions, we define a notion of linear application
in the Gol-style, see e.g. [8[5]. However, proving that partial involutions induced
by binary types are closed under application requires a number of results, which
build up to Corollary [[Ibelow. Once established this result, the applicative structure
of partial involutions is easily shown to be an affine combinatory algebra, and hence
to provide a Gol semantics for CL4 and A4.

Definition 12 (The Model of Partial Involutions 7).
(i) I is the set of partial involutions induced by binary types, i.e. I = {R(t) | 7T €
Ts A T binary}.
(ii) Given binary types o, T € Ts, we define R(t)R(0) as “unification and postfix
composition”, namely
R@)TR(0) = (UuleD, UV [BD) | (ulel, u’[a]) € R(T), (VIBLV'IB]) € R(0),
U occ-unifier of u’[a] and v[B]}
(iii) The notion of linear application is defined, for f,g € I, by

f-g= frrU(frlEg’;\(fll’;\g)*fflr)a

where fi; = {(u,v) | (i(u), j(v)) € f}, fori, j € {r,1} (see Fig. [1). We take variables
in different pairs of f - g to be disjoint.
(iv) We define: O(f - g) = {u | Av. (u,v) € f - g}.

, for
in ° ° out
frl l/ Tflr
8
e___"— o
fu

Figure 1: Flow of control in executing f - g.

Most of this section will be devoted to proving closure of 7 under linear ap-
plication. But to provide intuition, before we address this issue, we introduce the
interpretation of CL4 on the set of partial involutions 7, and, via the abstraction
procedure, the interpretation of the A4-calculus:



Definition 13 (Gol Semantics).
(i) The Gol semantics of closed combinatory terms, [ 1* : CLg — 1, is defined by
induction on terms M € CL?x as follows:

B = {(Paolre, Paorra, rPa o Pl
(104 = {la o ra)

rcnt = {(Pao Pla, Irle o rla, IFPa o Pa)
[KIY = {lae rfa)

[MNTF = [M] - INTF

where ua & va is an abbreviation for the pairs (ula], via]), (v[a], ula]).
(ii) The Gol semantics of closed As-terms, [ ¥ : Ag — 1, is defined, for any
M e Ag, by:

[M]F = (M)l .

Please appreciate that the semantics of the combinators given above corre-
sponds precisely to the occurrences of the type variables in the corresponding prin-
cipal types in Proposition [§

In order to clarify the working of the above semantics we provide some examples.

Example 1. [I]7 - [I] = [1]¢
By Definition [[3lwe have:

L =M1 = eeoa
Iy - = reereselele

where we denote by & the sequence of the effects of the relational compositions
after the substitutions have been put into place. It is symmetric. The resulting pair
appears in bold characters. 0O

Example 2. [CII] =[[I]¥
By Definition [[3lwe have:

[[C]]fl = ([[C]];:)_1 = {rle & la, rPa — r*a)

[CI* - [11* = FPa e rfaslra erlre,la © rle  Pa o ra)
principal type  a — (@ - ) < f8

[CIy, = (IcIg)™" = {Pa — a}

[CI], = {ra & Ira}

[cry’ -t = [CIIL U {Pra & ra & lo © Ba)

[cy’ = (ra & lra, Pa o Pra}
principal type (@ — @) — ) — 8

[ciyl, = (et = {a > ra)

[cIy = (Pa o Ira)

[cryt - g = fra o r*a o lra  Pa o rla © la)

principal type  a — «
notice that in general the relations || ]]rfl are not symmetric. |

The proof that the set of partial involutions is closed under application requires
a fine analysis and a number of technical results on linear application.
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In the following proposition, we spell out application in terms of trajectories:
namely, we have (i, v) € f-gif and only if there exists a trajectory, i.e. a suitable se-
quence of pairs of variable occurrences, (uj[a1], uj[a1]), ..., (Ups1lani1] ) [@ni1]),
together with occurrence unifiers for the pairs (u;[a;], uir1[a;+1]), for all i. More
precisely:

Proposition 10. Let f,g € 1. Then (u,v) € f - g if and only if there exists a
sequence, (ui[a], u’l [ar]), ..., upr1lanst], u;lﬂ[an“]), n even, such that:

e cither n = 0 and (ui[a1],ujla1]) € fr or n > O, (urlay], ujla1]) € fu,
(Uns1lani1 ) [ana D) € fir, (wilaid, uilail) € g, for i < n, i even, and
(uila;l, ulla;]) € fu, for 1 <i<n+1,iodd;

o the set of types Il = (Tz(u;[a;]), Tz(uir1lais1 D)) | 1 < i < n} (where Z-
variables used in different types are different) is unifiable with m.g.u. U, and
u=Uulal), v=U(upslan1]).

The sequence (uilay], ujlai]), ..., (unr1lani1], ), [@ni1]) is called a trajectory
and {(u, v) its output.

Proof. This is just a rephrasing of Definition [12| from the perspective of ancestor
types, using Proposition 3l O

In the following lemma, we study the shape of the pairs (u[a], v[5]) belonging
to R(o; — 02) - R(7), for o7y —o 07, T binary types.

Lemma 3. Let oy — 03 and T be binary types and let (ula],v[B]) € R(o; —o
07) - R(7) via the trajectory n. Then we have:

(i) a =B.

(ii) ula] and v|{a] are not unifiable.

(iii) if (W' [’ ],V [@']) € R(o —o 02)-R(7) is an output pair of a trajectory, different
from (ula], v[al), then ula] is not unifiable with u’[a’].

(iv) (vla], ulal]) is also an output pair of a trajectory.

Proof.

(i) Immediate from Proposition

(i) We prove the result by contradiction. If u[a] and v[a] are unifiable, then, by
Remark [Tl the components in o of the trajectory 7 must coincide. But then the
sequence of pairs in the trajectory &, must be symmetric. But the sequence is odd,
hence there exists a pair which is itself the identity. This is a contradiction, since
by definition the R’s are irreflexive.

(iii) If u[] and u’[@’] are unifiable, then they must arise from the same initial oc-
currence uj[a] of o, in the trajectories 7 and 7’. Assume that the two trajectories
coincide up to stage k and that they differ at stage k + 1, because the next pairs are
(upsrlarsr], uy, L]y inwand Vet [Bir1 ), vy, [Bre1 1) in o/, with g [a441] and
Vi+1[Br+1] non-unifiable. But this is impossible since the pairs in the R’s arise from
binary types and hence there cannot appear two pairs with the same first pair and
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different second pair by Remark [l

(iv) This follows from Proposition since R(o; — 03) and R(r) are partial in-
volutions, and the set I1 of pairs of types generated by the trajectory which yields
(ula], v[B]) is symmetric to the one yielding (v[B], ula]). a

Now we are in the position of proving that the set of pairs of variable occur-
rences arising from application, -, of partial involutions induces a binary type:

Proposition 11. Ler oy — 05 and 7 be binary types, then T7(O(R(oy — 03) -
R(1))) is a well-defined binary type.

Proof. By Lemmal[3lii) and (iii), pairs of different occurrences in O(R(o-; — 03) -
R(7)) are not unifiable and therefore, by Proposition [Iiii), they coherently define a
type, where missing leaves are tagged by different fresh variables. 77(O(R(o; — 02) - R(7)))
is binary by definition (variables in different pairs of the application are disjoint).
O

Finally, from the above proposition we immediately have:

Theorem 1 (Closure under application of 7).
For all binary types o1 — 03 and 1, R(op — 03) - R(1) = R(Tz(O(R(o; —o
02) - R(1)))).

S Relating Gol Semantics and Principal Types

This section is devoted to showing that the Gol semantics of a closed CL4-term co-
incides with the partial involution induced by its principal type. By Proposition [0
we have then that the Gol semantics of a closed A4-term corresponds to the partial
involution induced by its principal type.

The above follows once we prove that the partial involution obtained via the
Gol application between partial involutions, induced by the principal types of the
closed A4-terms M, N, corresponds to the principal type of the term MN. We al-
ready know, from the previous section, that 7 is closed under application, i.e. that
the result of the application R(c; — o) - R(7) is a partial involution correspond-
ing to a binary type. Here we are left to show that, if oy and 7 are unifiable via
m.g.u. U, then R(o-; — 03) - R(tT) = R(U(0)). Intuitively, this is achieved by
proving that, if - and 7 are unifiable as types, by the m.g.u. U, then the overall ef-
fect of the occ-unifiers arising from trajectories determined by the Gol application
corresponds to that of U.

Lemma 4. Let Uy, U, be substitutions such that, for all i = 1,2, U; < U, then the
following substitution is well defined:

U@ Uy = MGUKU(B), U2(B)) | B € TVar}) .

Moreover, Uy & Uy < U.
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Proof. Straightforward. O

Notice that associativity of @ follows from the non-deterministic nature of the
MGU-algorithm.

Proposition 12. Let oy — 0, and T be binary types, let ® be the set of type-
variables in TVar(o| —o 03, 7T) which are not involved in any trajectory of R(o; —o
02)-R(1), and let Uy, . .., Uyr, be the unifiers arising from all trajectories rty, . .., m,
of R(o1 —o o) - R(7). If o1 and T are unifiable with m.g.u. U, then:

(i) Un, < U forall i;

(ii) B, Ur, = Urrvaro)

(iii) T2(OR(oy — 02) - R(7))) = U(02).

Proof.

(i) This follows from Proposition

(ii) By Lemmall @, U, < U. By Proposition [I0, each Uy, is the m.g.u. of the
set of pairs of types arising from the occurrences in the trajectory ;. Hence, since
o1 and 7 are unifiable, @i Uy, is the m.g.u. of the types 7—'29(0'1) and 7~'Z®(T), and
MGU(TZ@(O'l), 7:Z®(T)) = (MGU(O’l, T))rTVar\@)- Therefore, @i Uﬂi = ﬁr(TVar\@))-
(i11) First of all, notice that Ur(Tvar\@)(O'Q) = U(o) (up-to injective renaming of
variables). Moreover, Tz(O(R(o; — 03) - R(1))) = EB,' Ur,(02), since output
occurrences of different non-symmetric trajectories are not unifiable. Then the
thesis follows by item (ii) of this proposition. |

The following lemma amounts to the main result of this section.

Lemma S. Let oy — 07 and 7 be binary types such that oy and T are unifiable
with m.g.u. U, then .
R(o1 — 02) - R(1) = R(U(02)) -

Proof. By item (iii) of Proposition [[2]and Theorem [l O

Theorem 5. For any closed term M of the affine combinatory logic, we have:
IMNY = R(o), where o is the principal type of (M),.

Proof. By induction on the structure of M. For M a base combinator, one can
directly check that the partial involution interpreting M coincides with the rela-
tion induced by its principal type. If M = M| M,, then, by induction hypothesis,
[M;]F = R(o; —o o) and [Mz]}F = R(r), where o] — 07 and 7 are the principal
types of M, and M,, respectively. The thesis follows by Lemma[3] |

Finally, from Proposition [0 we have:

Corollary 3. Forany M € Ag, we have: [M1Y = R(c), where o is the principal
type of M.

As a consequence, we have also:
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Proposition 13. The partial involutions of the combinatory algebra I which are
denotations of closed A,-terms are those induced by their principal types.

This provides an answer to the open problem raised in [3].

Another consequence of Corollary 3 is that, since principal types induce an
affine combinatory algebra which is a A-algebra only on the linear fragment of A-
calculus, the same holds for the algebra of partial involutions. Hence the algebra
of partial involutions fails to be a A-algebra already on the affine fragment, without
considering the replication operator used for accommodating exponentials, see [5].

We conclude this section by showing why we need to refer to ancestor types in
establishing the exact relationship between resolution of principal types and Gol
application of the corresponding partial involutions. There exist types which do not
produce any resolution, but nonetheless when their respective partial involutions
are Gol applied, do yield in fact some result. Ancestor types permit to overcome
this mismatch. Namely there exist ancestor types of the types which do not resolve,
which do in fact resolve and yield exactly the type whose corresponding partial
involution is the result of the Gol application of their corresponding involutions.

Example 3. Consider the following types which yield the empty resolution:
cg=((a@—op) o(y—o(y—=d—=d)oa—op T=(@—oa) —o(y—ovy).

However we have:

R(o) = {rixe lix, rrx o lrx, rix o lrrlx, rrlrx < lrrrx)

R(t) ={llx & lrx,rlx < rrx}

R(o) - R(t) = {lx & rx}

The effect of Gol application can be achieved considering suitable ancestral types
o’ of o and ' of T, which yield the resolution @ — « as follows:

o'=(@—op) oy oa—op T=(@—oa) oy

R(o”) = {rix = llx, rrx < llrx}
R(t') = {lix & Irx}
R(o) - R(t) = R(0”) - R(T") = {Ix & rx}.

5.1 Two notions of unification

In this section we formally state, what was pointed out also in e.g. [29], namely
that Gol application gives rise to a bottom-up variable-occurrence oriented char-
acterization of unification alternate to the standard one. For simplicity, we consider
only binary types where each variable occurs exactly twice. We put:

Definition 14 (Gol-unification). Let 0,7 € T be types. The types o and T Gol-
unify if

(i) for every (ulal,vla]) € R(o) there exists (u'[y],V'[y]) € R(T)(R(0):R(1))*,
such that uw = u’ and vw =V, and
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(ii) for every (ula],v[a]) € R(1) there exists {(u'[y],V'[y]) € R(0)}(R(T):R(0)),
such that uw = u’ and vw = V',
Le.:

ROCR(OV(R@R(©0)" and R()SRTDIRO)R(T))*

where C denotes “inclusion up-to substitution”.

Proposition 14. Let o, 7 € Ts be binary types where each variable occurs exactly
twice. Then o, T unify if and only if o, T Gol unify.

Proof. W.l.o.g. we consider only the case of o. For each type variable a@ €
o, let ola,a] be o, where we have highlighted the two occurrences of a vari-
able «, ul[a],v[a]. Consider the new type olay,a;] — @ — a; and compute
R(o[ay,az] — a; — a3) - R(r). Then, by Proposition [[21and Theorem [l - and
7 unify with unifier U if and only if U(@) = T72(S), for a suitable set Z of fresh
variables, where § is the collection of all possible outcomes w[&,], for some fresh
variable &,, one for each type variable a € o

G —>o e w&,]
R(7)
° °
~——
R(olay,az])

Kay,ulay ]>,<az,V[az]>}l TKG’I ular]){az,v[aa])}

6 Final Remarks and Directions for Future Work

In this paper, we have established the structural analogy between the interpretation
of affine A-terms as partial involutions in a Gol model a la Abramsky and their
principal types. This allows for understanding Gol linear application as resolution,
albeit using a variable-directed implementation of unification. We have given full
proofs of the equivalence of the finitary type semantics a la Coppo-Dezani ([12])
and the Gol semantics.

We have argued also that the use of combinators is necessary if we are will-
ing to highlight the correspondence with principal types without having to do any
quotienting.

We are confident that this approach extends to full untyped A-calculus, as well
as to its computational complexity restricted subcalculi, see [19] 20, 22]]. To this
end, it is necessary to generalize the type discipline along the lines of [15 28],
using modal and intersection operators, and to extend the MGU-algorithm to deal
with these new constructors. We believe that an appropriate notion of principal
type can be introduced also in that case.

As a by-product of our work, we have given also a first answer, for the affine
case, to the open problem raised in [3]], concerning which partial involutions are
interpretations of combinatory terms. We are confident that the result that we have
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obtained will naturally extend to the full A-calculus, i.e. the partial involutions in-
terpreting combinatory terms on the full combinatory algebra are exactly those
structurally isomorphic to their principal types in the general sense.

We believe that the present work sheds more light on [21]], where the connec-
tion between Gol and resolution was originally pointed out in the context of C*-
algebras (see also [10]). We think that, following the approach of the present paper
and of [I8]], where A-nets are related to principal types, further connections will
arise between principal types and other Gol models, such as e.g. token machines,
categorical semantics, and context semantics. This will contribute to establishing
precise connections between the various Gol models arising in the literature. An-
other intriguing line of investigation builds on the connection between Levy labels
and types stemming from the seminal work [30] and further developed in calculi of
explicit substitutions, and on the connections between Gol and optimal reductions.
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