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Abstract: Computational interpretations of linear logic allow static control

of memory resources: the data produced by the program are endowed through

its type with attributes that determine its life cycle, and guarantee safe deallo-

cation. The use of linear types encounters limitations in practice, since linear

data, in the traditional sense, do not so often appear in actual programs. Several

alternatives have been proposed in the attempt to relax the condition of linear-

ity, adding coercions to the language to allow linear objects to be temporarily

aliased. In this work we propose a new alternative, whose virtue is to preserve

the simplicity and elegance of the original system.
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1 Introduction

In the formulae-as-types interpretation of Girard’s linear logic [7], the type of
a value is not only a description of its ”form”, but also, in its computational
interpretation, an ability to use it a certain number of times. This refinement
plays a key role in advanced type systems that are developed for a variety of
purposes, including static resource management and concurrent systems. A
fundamental advantage of these systems, which Wadler calls “no discarding”
[14], is the possibility of indicating, with an explicit program directive, when
a linear data is allocated or deallocated from memory, guaranteeing that the
evaluation will not be affected.

Inspired by the works of Wadler [14] and Cervesato and Pfenning [3], the ex-
tended Linear Lambda Calculus presented by Walker in [15] condenses the linear
attributes into two features: the decoration with qualifiers1 and the introduc-
tion of context splitting, obtaining a conceptually transparent generalization of
a classic type system. Many works address the problem of weakening the notion
of linearity for different specific purposes (Wadler [14]; Odersky [11]; Kobayashi
[9]; Smith, Walker and Morrisett [13]; Aspinall and Hofmann [2]; Aiken, Foster,
Kodumal and Terauchi [1],[6]).

The main objective of this work is to present a linear applicative language
whose type system supports a relaxation of the notion of linearity to allow read-
only access to linear data of a base type, but which at the same time preserves
the simplicity and elegance of Walker’s presentation [15].

1The two qualifiers warn about the life cycle of a program data: an unrestricted data
remains in the store supporting multiple aliasing, while a linear data is removed from the
store after its (only) use.
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To achieve our goal, we will introduce a third qualifier, which we will call the
”hiding qualifier”, and denote hi. The key to this addition is that it does not
add a new modality for a program data, but rather is used internally to promote
read-only access by relaxing context splitting, which manages the substructural
properties of the system. It will only be necessary to modify the context split.
As in [15], we will use an abstract machine that will make evident the main
properties related to memory management.

For a complete description of the history of substructural logics and their
applications to Computer Science see [15] and [5]. Several works use ideas similar
to the qualifier hi. We can mention in this line Wadler’s sequential let [14], the
usage aspect given by Aspinally Hofmann in [2], the observer annotations of
Oderskyn in [11], and the quasi linear types of Kobayashi in [9]. The qualifier
hi presents similarities with the use δ of [9], which constitutes a more general
form of weakening of the linearity property. The distinctive character of our
approach is that we retain the main virtue of the formulation given by Walker
in [15]: substructurality is completely captured by the introduction of context
splitting, as the only modification to the classical type system.

2 A linear applicative language

Our linear language is built from a qualified signature Σq, which is defined in
Figure 1 from a heterogeneous signature Σ.

q ::= li | un qualifiers

̺ ::= li | un | hi pseudoqualifiers

B ::= int | bool | array | ... base pretypes

τ ::= (̺ B, ..., ̺ B) → q B operators types

Σq ::= {(oτ : τ) : (o : (B1, ...,Bn) → B) ∈ Σ, qualified signature
τ = (̺1 B1, ..., ̺n Bn) → q B}

Figura 1: Qualifiers and qualified signature

Qualifying the base types will allow us to obtain different forms of evaluation
for our language. Roughly speaking, we have three modalities for a base type
̺ B (the qualifier hi will only be used for base types in the role of input). The
unrestricted mode, represented by un B, indicates that the data can be used an
unlimited number of times. The linear mode (li B) indicates that the data will
be used once (without being hidden), and the hidden mode (hi B), indicates
read-only use of a linear data (it is not deallocated from memory).

The abstract syntax of our language is shown in Figure 2. The abstract
phrase x represents an infinite set of variables. The phrase spl e as p in e′ is
introduced in [15] to extract all the components of the tuple counting only one
use. As usual, we allow a given variable to appear at most once in a context.

To preserve one of the invariants of linear systems we need to garantee that
unrestricted data structures do not hold objects with linear types. To check
this, we define the predicate q(T) by the following condition: q(T) if and only
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if T = q′ P and q ⊑ q′. The relation q ⊑ q′ is reflexive, transitive, and satisfies
li ⊑ un. The extension of predicate q(T) to type contexts is immediate, as
long as we previously extend it to pseudotypes. This is done in a trivial way:
q(hi B) = true (refers to the fact that a hidden object has no usage restriction).

P ::= B pretypes
〈T, ...,T〉
T → T

T ::= q P types

Υ ::= T | ̺ B pseudotypes

Π ::= [] | Π, x : Υ type contexts

p ::= 〈x, ..., x〉 patterns

e ::= x expressions
oτ (e, ..., e)
q 〈e, ..., e〉
e e
q λx : T.e
spl e as p in e
if e then e else e
let x ≡ e in e

Figure 2: Syntax of the linear language

The linear type system we present below is based on the system defined in
Walker in [15]. A central device of this system is the context split Π1◦...◦Πn = Π,
a (n+1)-ary relation defined in Figure 3. For simplicity we will define the split
for n = 2. The reader will have no difficulty in obtaining the definition for the
general case.

[] ◦ [] = []
Π1 ◦Π2 = Π (̺ 6= li)

(Π1, x : ̺ P) ◦ (Π2, x : ̺ P) = Π, x : ̺ P

Π1 ◦Π2 = Π

(Π1, x : li P) ◦Π2 = Π, x : li P

Π1 ◦Π2 = Π

Π1 ◦ (Π2, x : li P) = Π, x : li P

Figure 3: Context split

For convenience, we define the (0 + 1)-ary case as un(Π)2.
But the context split, which is suitable for the typing of terms, is not suitable

for the typing of expressions in general. By typing these, we must generate the
possibility of a hidden use of a data as input of a basic operation. For this
we define the context pseudosplit, for which we will use the ⊔ operator. Its
definition coincides with the definition of the context split, except in the case of
a linear base type (that is, a type of the form li B). In this case the occurrence
of x : li B in the i-th context is preceded by occurrences of x as a hidden object.
In the following rule j takes the values 1, ..., n.

Π1 ⊔ ... ⊔ Πn = Π

(Π1, x : hi B) ⊔ ... ⊔ (Πj−1, x : hi B) ⊔ (Πj , x : li B) ⊔ Πj+1 ⊔ ... = Π, x : li B

To express the fact that an argument of a basic operator can be an expression
of type q Bi, or a variable of pseudotype hi Bj , we introduce the pseudotyping

2It is relevant in the rule for oτ , when o is a constant symbol, that is τ = ̺ B (Figure 4).
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relation Π  e : T as the extension of the relation Π ⊢ e : T with the following
rule: un(Π1,Π2) implies Π1, x : hi B,Π2  x : hi B.

The rules of the linear type system are given in Figure 4.

un(Π1)
un(Π2)

Π1, x : q B,Π2 ⊢ x : q B

τ = (̺1 B1, ..., ̺n Bn) → q B
Πi  ei : ̺i Bi

Π1 ◦ ... ◦Πn ⊢ oτ (e1, ..., en) : q B

Π1 ⊢ e : q 〈T1, ...,Tn〉
Π2, x1 : T1, ..., xn : Tn ⊢ e′ : T′

Π1 ⊔ Π2 ⊢
spl e as 〈x1, ..., xn〉 in e′ : T′

Π1 ⊢ e1 : T1 q(T1) ...
Πn ⊢ en : Tn q(Tn)

Π1 ⊔ ... ⊔ Π1 ⊢
q 〈e1, ..., en〉 : q 〈T1, , ...,Tn〉

q(Π)
Π, x : T ⊢ e : T′

Π ⊢ q (λx : T. e) : q (T → T′)

Π1 ⊢ e : q bool
Π2 ⊢ ei : T

Π1 ⊔Π2 ⊢ if e then e1 else e2 : T

Π1 ⊢ e : T
Π2, x : T ⊢ e′ : T′

Π1 ⊔ Π2 ⊢ let x ≡ e in e′ : T′

Π0 ⊢ e0 : T
Π1 ⊢ e1 : T → T′

Π0 ⊔Π1 ⊢ e1 e0 : T′

Figure 4: Π ⊢ e : T.

Prevalues, values and store are defined in Figure 5. By o (without argu-
ments) we denote the constants of Σ, that is, the function symbols of arity
0.

w ::= o prevalues
〈x, ..., x〉
λx : T.e

v ::= q w values

S ::= [] Stores
S, x = v

Figure 5: Prevalues, values and store.

The rules for typing the store are given in Figure 6. We must add to the
rules given in [15] the rule (shi) for hidden data. The relation ⊢ (S, e), which
indicates that the pair formed by the store and the program are suitable to be
evaluated, is also defined in Figure 6.

(sem)
⊢ [] : []

(shi)
⊢ S : Π (v : li B) ∈ Σq

⊢ (S, x = v) : (Π, x : hi B)

(sva)
⊢ S : Π1 ◦Π2 Π1 ⊢ v : T
⊢ (S, x = v) : (Π2, x : T)

⊢ S : Π Π ⊢ e : T
⊢ (S, e)

Figure 6: Relations ⊢ S : Π and ⊢ (S, e)
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2.1 Small-step semantic

Different ways of qualifying the operators oτ , with τ = (̺1 B1, ..., ̺n Bn) → q B,
will give rise to various forms of evaluation, which will differ in the form of
manage memory resources.

Evaluation context e[] and the context rule (cct) are defined in Figure 7.

(S0, e0) →β (S1, e1)

(S0, e[e0]) → (S1, e[e1])

e[] ::= [] (context hole)
oτ (x, ..., e[], ..., e)
q 〈x, ..., e[], .., e〉
x e[]
if e[] then e else e
spl e[] as p in e
let x ≡ e[] in e

Figure 7: Evaluation contexts and contexts rule.

To define the small-step semantics we will use the context-based semantics
used in [15]. Its distinctive characteristic is the explicit management of the store
S, for which we assume that no variables are repeated, and that when extending
it a new variable is used, supplied by new S.

A sequence of the form x1 7→ y1, ..., xn 7→ yn will denote a substitution in
the usual way: x1 7→ y1 denotes the identity map, modified in the variable
x1, where it takes the value y1. Furthermore, if δ is a substitution, then the
modified substitution (δ, x 7→ y) is defined by the conditions (δ, x 7→ y) x = y,
and (δ, x 7→ y) z = δz if z 6= x. We often will write 〈x1, ..., xn〉 7→ 〈x′1, ..., x

′

n〉
instead of x1 7→ x′1, ..., xn 7→ x′n.

To represent memory deallocation we will use the operator ∼̺1,...,̺n
, defined

by the following conditions:

(S, x = v, S′) ∼li x = S, S′

S ∼̺ x = S (̺ 6= li)
S ∼[] [] = S

S ∼̺,̺s x, xs = (S ∼̺ x) ∼̺s xs

Terminal configurations will be pairs of the form (S, x). The rules of small-
step semantics are given in Figure 8. We can observe in the rule (eop) that the
reading of the qualifier of each input is done from the specification τ , and not
from the store. In this way, hidden data is prevented from being deleted.

(eva) (S, v) →β (S, x = v, x) (x = new S)

(eop) (S, oτ (x1, ..., xn)) →β (Sxi = ̺′i wi,

(S ∼̺1,...,̺n
x1, ..., xn, x = o(w1, ...,wn), x) τ = (̺1 B1, ... ) → q B)

(eif) (S, if x then e0 else e1) →β (S ∼q x, e0) (Sx = q true)

(eif) (S, if x then e0 else e1) →β (S ∼q x, e1) (Sx = q false)

(esp) (S, spl x as p in e) →β (S ∼q x, [p 7→ p′]e) (Sx = q p′)

(efu) (S, f x′) →β (S ∼q f, [x 7→ x′]e) (Sf = q λx : T.e)

(ele) (S, let x ≡ y in e) →β (S, [x 7→ y]e),
Figure 8: Evaluation Rules
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3 Preservation and progress

The fact of using two different splits is justified by the need to guarantee that
the small-step semantics preserve typing. Indeed, suppose we use pseudosplit of
contexts in the rule for oτ . Then we could prove ⊢ (x = li 3, y = li 1; x+τ x∗σ y),
with τ = 〈hi int, li int〉 → li int and σ = 〈li int, li int〉 → li int. But in this case
there would be no preservation (nor progress), since ⊢ (z = li 2, ; x+τ z) could
not be proven. On the other hand, expressions like 〈x, x ∗σ y〉 show the need for
hi B to be a pseudotype (type that only occurs as input to an operator).

We now give some notation about contexts that we will use in this section.
Given a statement S(Π) that refers to a generic context Π, we use S(Π1◦...◦Πn)
to denote the existence of a context Π such that Π = Π1 ◦ ... ◦ Πn and S(Π).
We will say that the context Π2 is complementary to Π1 if there exists Π such
that Π = Π1 ◦ Π2. Note that for each context Π there exists only one context
Πun that satisfies Π = Π ◦ Πun = Πun ◦Π. This context is denoted by Πun since
it is the subcontext of Π formed by the variables whose types T satisfy un(T).

Lemma (Split) If n > 0 then:

1. If ⊢ S : Π1 ◦ ... ◦Πn, then there exist S1, ..., Sn such that ⊢ Sj : Πj , for all
j = 1, ..., n. Moreover, S1, ..., Sn are all subsequences of S that, taken in
pairs, do not have variables of linear types in common.

2. If ⊢ S : Π1 ⊔ ... ⊔ Πn, then there exist S1, ...Sn such that ⊢ Sj : Πj , for all
j = 1, ..., n. Moreover, S1, ..., Sn are all subsequences of S that, taken in
pairs, they do not have variables of linear types in common, except those
of base type.

Proof The proof is by structural induction on ⊢ S : Π, where Π = Π1 ◦ ... ◦Πn.
The delicate part of the argument is the case S = (S0, x = v), Π = ∆2, x : li P,
obtained from:

⊢ S0 : ∆1 ◦∆2 ∆1 ⊢ v : li P
⊢ S0, x = v : ∆2, x : li P

.

Let j such that Πj = Π0
j , x : li P. Then ∆2 = Π1◦...◦Π0

j ◦...◦Πn, and hence there

exists Π′

j such that Π′

j = ∆1 ◦Π0
j and ∆1 ◦∆2 = Π1 ◦ ... ◦Π′

j ◦ ... ◦Πn, because
the variables in ∆1 with linear types cannot occur within Πi, for i 6= j. Since
⊢ S0 : ∆1 ◦ ∆2, let S1, ..., Sn be the stores given by the induction hypothesis.
Take S1, ..., (Sj , x = v), ..., Sn. It can be proved that ⊢ Sj , x = v : Πj , using that
Πj = Π0

j , x : li P and ⊢ Sj : ∆1 ◦Π0
j . �

Lemma (Store) If ⊢ S : Π, x : li P,Π1, then there exists a context Π∗ comple-
mentary to Π such that ⊢ S ∼li x : Π

∗ ◦Π,Π1.

Proof The proof is by structural induction the derivation of ⊢ S : Π, x : li P,Π1.
We take Π1 = ∅ as the base case, which follows since ⊢ S ∼li x : Π∗ ◦ Π and
Π∗ ⊢ v : li P are the premises of the derivation of ⊢ S : Π, x : li P. For the
inductive step, consider the derivation:

⊢ S, x = v, S1 : ∆1 ◦ (Π, x : li P,Π1) ∆1 ⊢ v′ : T

⊢ S, x = v, S1, x
′ = v′ : Π, x : li P,Π1, x

′ : T
.
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Let Π,Π1 such that Π, x : li P,Π1 = ∆1 ◦ (Π, x : li P,Π1). By the induction
hypothesis, there exists Π∗ complementary to Π such that ⊢ S, S1 : Π∗ ◦Π,Π1.
Thus Π∗ and ∆1 do not have linear variables in common. Then Π∗ ◦ Π,Π1 =
∆1 ◦ (Π∗ ◦Π,Π1). Then ⊢ S, S1, x

′ = v′ : Π∗ ◦Π,Π1, x
′T follows. �

Corollary (Store) If ⊢ S : Π, x : li B,Π1 then ⊢ S ∼li x : Π,Π1.

Lemma Context follows easily by structural induction. It will be key to use
Lemma Split.

Lemma (Context) If ⊢ S : Π and Π ⊢ e[e0] : T, then there exist S0,Π0,T0 such
that ⊢ S0 : Π0, S0 is a subsequence of S, and Π0 ⊢ e0 : T0.

Lemma (Sustitution) If

1. ∆1 ⊢ li 〈x1 : T1, ..., xn : Tn〉

2. ∆2, z1 : T1, ..., zn : Tn ⊢ e : T

then ∆1 ◦∆2 ⊢ [z1 7→ x1, ..., zn 7→ xn]e : T

Proof The proof is by structural induction on e. The delicate part of the argu-
ment deals with the binding constructors. Consider the case spl e as 〈w1, ...,wk〉 in
e′. Define the contexts ∆21,∆22 and the sequences zi1 , zi2 (subsequences of
z1, ..., zn) such that ∆2 = ∆21 ◦∆22,

z1 : T1, ..., zn : Tn = (zi1 : Ti1)i1 ◦ (zi2 : Ti2)i2

and:
∆21, (zi1 : Ti1)i1 ⊢ e : q 〈Tw

1 , ...,T
w
k 〉 ∆22, (zi1 : Ti2)i2 ,w1 : T

w
1 , ...,wn : Tw

k ⊢ e′ : T

∆2, z1 : T1, ..., zn : Tn ⊢ spl e as 〈w1, ...,wn〉 in e′ : T

Let w′

j be a rename of wj to avoid capture, for j = 1, .., k. Also let ∆x
i = {xj :

Tj : (zj : Tj) ∈ ∆z
i}, for i = 1, 2. We will use i1 (resp. i2) to denotes the

subscripts of the variables in ∆x
1 (resp. ∆x

2). We have that

∆x
2,w

′

1 : Tw
1 , ...,w

′

n : Tw
k ⊢ 〈..., xi2 , ...,w

′

1, ...,w
′

k〉 : 〈...,Ti2 , ...,T
w
1 , ...,T

w
k 〉

By the induction hypothesis, we have that:

(A) ∆x
1 ◦∆21 ⊢ [zi1 7→ xi1 ]e : 〈T

w
1 , ...,T

w
k 〉

(B) (∆x
2,w

′

1 : Tw
1 , ...,w

′

n : Tw
k ) ◦∆22 ⊢ [zi2 7→ xi2 ,wj 7→ w′

j ]e
′ : T

Note that [zj 7→ xj ](spl e as 〈w1, ...,wn〉 in e′) is the expression:

spl [zj 7→ xj ]e as 〈w′

1, ...,w
′

n〉 in [zj 7→ xj ,wj 7→ w′

j ]e
′,

Hence ∆1 ◦∆2 ⊢ [zj 7→ xj ](spl e as 〈w1, ...,wn〉 in e′) : T follows from (A), (B)
and the observation that (∆x

2,w
′

1 : Tw
1 , ...,w

′

n : Tw
k ) ◦ ∆22 = (∆x

2 ◦ ∆22),w
′

1 :
Tw
1 , ...,w

′

n : Tw
k , because the w′

j ’s are fresh variables. �

Theorem (Preservation) If ⊢ (S, e) and (S, e) → (S′, e′), then ⊢ (S′, e′).

Proof Let e = e[e0], e
′ = e[e′0], and suppose that ⊢ S : Π and Π ⊢ e[e0] : T. The

proof is by induction on the context e[]. We will prove that there exist S′,Π′

such that ⊢ S′ : Π′ and Π′ ⊢ e[e′0] : T.
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Case e[] = []. We will prove the case e0 = spl x as 〈z1, ..., zn〉 in e1. Let
Sx = q 〈x1, ..., xn〉. We have that that:

(S, spl x as 〈z1, ..., zn〉 in e1) →β (S ∼q x, [〈z1, ..., zn〉 7→ 〈x1, ..., xn〉]e1)
By typing we know that Π1 ⊢ x : q 〈T1, ...,Tn〉 and Π2, z1 : T1, ..., zn : Tn ⊢ e1 :
T, where Π = Π1 ⊔ Π2. Let e

′ = [〈z1, ..., zn〉 7→ 〈x1, ..., xn〉]e and S′ = S ∼q x. .
If q = un, then un(Ti) for all i. If we apply the Substitution Lemma by defin-

ing ∆1 = Πun and ∆2 = Π, then we obtain: Π ⊢ [〈z1, ..., zn〉 7→ 〈x1, ..., xn〉]e : T.
Taking Π′ = Π, the case follows immediately.

If q = li, let Π = ∆0, x : li 〈T1, ...,Tn〉,∆. By Lemma Store there exists
∆1 complementary to ∆0 such that ∆1 ⊢ li 〈x1, ..., xn〉 : li 〈T1, ...,Tn〉 and
⊢ S ∼li x : ∆0 ◦ ∆1,∆. Then Π1 = ∆un

1 , x : 〈T1, ...,Tn〉,∆un and Π2 = ∆0,∆.
Since ∆1,∆

un ⊢ li 〈x1, ..., xn〉 : li 〈T1, ...,Tn〉, by Lemma Sustitution, (∆1,∆
un) ◦

(∆0,∆) ⊢ [〈z1, ..., zn〉 7→ 〈x1, ..., xn〉]e1 : T. Let Π′ = ∆0 ◦ ∆1,∆. Since Π′ =
(∆1,∆

un) ◦ (∆0,∆), the case follows.

Case e[] = q 〈x1, ..., ek[], ..., en〉. If S = S′ then the case follows easily.
Suppose that S′ = S ∼li x and Π = ∆0, x : li P,∆, where P is not a base

type (cases split and application). First we prove that there exists Π′ such that
⊢ S′ : Π′. By Lemma Store there exists ∆1 complementary to ∆0 such that
⊢ S′ : ∆0 ◦∆1,∆. Then, take Π′ = ∆0 ◦∆1,∆ to obtain ⊢ S′ : Π′.

Finally, we prove for the case S′ = S ∼li x that if Π ⊢ e[e0] : T then
Π′ ⊢ e[e′0] : T. Since Π = Π1 ⊔ ... ⊔ Πn, by Lemma Split there exist S1, ..., Sn
such that ⊢ Sj : Πj , for all j = 1, ..., n. By the induction hypothesis there exist
Π′

k, S
′

k such that Π′

k ⊢ ek[e
′

0] : Tk and ⊢ S′k : Π′

k. It remains to prove that
Π′ = Π1 ⊔ ... ⊔ Π′

k ⊔ ... ⊔ Πn. This fact follows from the fact that S1, ..., Sn are
subsequences of S that, taken in pairs, do not have variables of linear types in
common, except those of base type.

Suppose now that S′ = S ∼̺1,...,̺m
x1, ..., xm, x = q′ b and Π = ∆0, (xj :

̺j Bj)j ,∆ (case basic operator). Without loss of generality (for a simpler nota-
tion) we can assume that ̺j = li for all j. By Corollary Store (applied m times)
⊢ S ∼li,...,li x1, ..., xm : ∆0,∆. Then, take Π′ = ∆0,∆, x : q′ B to obtain ⊢ S′ : Π′.

It remains to check that Π′ ⊢ e[e′0] : T. This fact follows with similar
arguments to those used for the case S ∼li x, except in the case q′ = li, in which
we must to take S′j = (Sj , x = li b), for j = 1, , , .k − 1. Thus we can prove that
Π′ = (Π1, x : hi B) ⊔ ... ⊔ (Πk−1, x : hi B) ⊔ Π′

k ⊔ ... ⊔ Πn. �

Corollary (Progress) If ⊢ (S, e) and e is not a variable, then there exist S′, e′

such that (S, e) → (S′, e′).

Proof Follows lemma Context and the observation that if ⊢ S : Π, then:
Πx = q B implies Sx = q b, with (b : B) ∈ Σ.
Πx = hi B implies Sx = li b, with (b : B) ∈ Σ.
Πx = q 〈T1, ...,Tn〉 implies Sx = q 〈x1, ..., xn〉, for some variables x1, ..., xn.
Πx = q (T → T′) implies Sx = q (λy : T.e), for some y, e. �
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4 Performance of weak-linearity

We are going to show some examples of well-typed weak-linear programs that
will allow us to quantify the efficiency in the use of memory resources that
weak-linearity provides.

For a better readability of the program, we remove the qualifiers from each
operation oτ (we just write o). In the tables fib, map and sort we write on the
left S, e and Π, and on the right the signature Σq with its operators in order of
appearance. In all cases ⊢ (S, e) is verified.

To test weak-linearity in non-trivial programs, we are going to allow recursive
functions by adding self-referring definitions in the store S (they need to be
unrestricted). It is not necessary to change the small-step semantics, but it is
necessary to add the following rule for store typing:

⊢ S : Π Πun, f : un (T → T′) ⊢ v : un (T → T′)

⊢ (S, f = v) : (Π, f : un (T → T′))

We will denote by C li
p(n) the maximum number of memory locations used

by program p, where n is the metavariable that appears in the program. Each
memory location that holds an integer or boolean data counts 1, while an ar-
ray data counts according to its size. We will use Cun

p (n) for the cost of the
unrestricted version of p (all its qualifiers are un).

In the first program fib, the identity function id is used with the sole objec-
tive of allowing a hidden use of the object w, thus ensuring that the program
returns two weak-linear data. On the other hand, the variable x must be re-
turned to guarantee linearity (x must be used). The programs fib and map are
examples of algorithms in which weak-linearity allows optimal efficiency (C li

fib(n)

and C li
map(n) are O(1), while Cun

fib(n) is O(n) and Cun
map(n) is O(n2)).

sort shows a significant efficiency in the weak-linear version, and simulta-
neously shows the impossibility of obtaining a weak-linear version O(1), due to
the strongly non-linear use of some variables of type integer. We observe that
C li

sort (n) is O(n), while Cun
sort (n) is O(n3).

fib

S f = un (λx : li int.

if x = 0
then li 〈x, 1, 1〉
else spl f(x − 1) as 〈x, w, y〉 in li 〈x, id y, w + y〉)

e f n

Π f : un (li int→ li 〈li int, li int, li int〉)

Σq (=) : (hi int, li int)→ li bool

0 : li int

1 : li int

1 : li int

(−) : (li int, li int)→ li int

1 : li int

id : hi int→ li int

(+) : (li int, li int)→ li int

n : li int

map
S a = li {0, 1, 2, 3, ..., n− 1} ,

f = un (λx : li int. x + 1),
map = un (λw : li 〈li array, li int, li int〉.

spl w as 〈a, i, n〉 in

if i = n then li 〈a, i, n〉
else let z ≡ a[i]

in map(li 〈a[i ← f z], i + 1, n〉)
e map (li 〈〈a, 0, n〉)

Π a : li array, f : un (li int→ li int), map :
un (li 〈li array, li int, li int〉 → li 〈li array, li int, li int〉)

Σq (+) : (li int, li int)→ li int

1 : li int

(=) : (hi int, hi int) → li bool

·[ · ] : (hi array, hi int) → li int

·[· ← ·] : (li array, hi int, li int) → li array

(+) : (li int, li int)→ li int

1 : li int

0 : li int

n : li int
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sort
S a = li {n− 1, ..., 1, 0} ,

swap = un (λw : li 〈li array, un int, un int〉.
spl w as 〈a, i, j〉 in

let z ≡ a[i] in let y ≡ a[j] in

let a ≡ a[i← y] in let a ≡ a[j ← w])
ins = un (λz : ... . spl z as 〈a, i〉 in

if i = 0 then a

else let j ≡ i − 1 in

if a[i] < a[j]
then ins(li 〈swap (li 〈a, i, j〉), j〉)
else ins(li 〈a, j〉),

sort = un (λw : ... . spl w as 〈a, i, j〉 in

if i = j then a

else sort(li 〈ins (li 〈a, i〉), i + 1, j〉)
e sort(li 〈a, 0, n〉)
Π a : li array, swap : un (li 〈li array, un int, un int〉 → li array),

ins : un (〈li array, un int〉 → li array),
sort : un (〈li array, un int, un int〉 → li array)

Σq ·[ · ] : (hi array, un int)→ li int

·[ · ] : (hi array, un int)→ li int

·[· ← ·] : (li array, un int, li int)→ li array

·[· ← ·] : (li array, un int, li int)→ li array

(=) : (un int, li int)→ li bool

0 : li int

(−) : (un int, li int)→ un int

1 : li int

·[ · ] : (hi array, un int)→ li int

(<) : (li int, li int) → li bool

·[ · ] : (hi array, un int)→ li int

(=) : (un int, un int) → li bool

(+) : (un int, li int)→ un int

1 : li int

0 : un int

n : un int

5 Conclusions

In this work we present a language that supports a weakened form of linearity,
while preserving the simplicity and elegance of the original linear system. We
extend the language presented in [15] by introducing a qualified signature. The
only modification we introduce to this linear system is to add the qualifier hi,
which allows read-only access to a base linear data, and introduce the pseudo-
split of contexts. We only use the traditional split for basic operators. The key
is that read-only access to a base linear data is only performed when it appears
as a hidden input of a basic operation of the qualified signature.

Case studies are shown in which we can observe a significant improvement
in the use of memory resources. Although the model we use to provide linear
attributes to program’s data is limited (we do not work with recursive types,
for example), it shows that the notion of weak-linearity works by promoting
considerable efficiency.

We consider that the work proposes a theoretical framework that express in
a simple way some benefits of linear systems, and that it can be an adequate
framework to study the relationship between substructurality and in-place up-
date, a relationship that, although it has been addressed in numerous works,
still presents clear challenges.
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