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CATEGORICAL REALIZABILITY FOR
NON-SYMMETRIC CLOSED STRUCTURES

HARUKA TOMITA

ABSTRACT. In categorical realizability, it is common to construct categories of assemblies
and categories of modest sets from applicative structures. These categories have structures
corresponding to the structures of applicative structures. In the literature, classes of
applicative structures inducing categorical structures such as Cartesian closed categories
and symmetric monoidal closed categories have been widely studied.

In this paper, we expand these correspondences between categories with structure and
applicative structures by identifying the classes of applicative structures giving rise to
closed multicategories, closed categories, monoidal bi-closed categories as well as (non-
symmetric) monoidal closed categories. These applicative structures are planar in that
they correspond to appropriate planar lambda calculi by combinatory completeness.

These new correspondences are tight: we show that, when a category of assemblies has
one of the structures listed above, the based applicative structure is in the corresponding
class.

In addition, we introduce planar linear combinatory algebras by adopting linear combi-
natory algebras of Abramsky, Hagjverdi and Scott to our planar setting, that give rise to
categorical models of the linear exponential modality and the exchange modality on the
non-symmetric multiplicative intuitionistic linear logic.

1. INTRODUCTION

Realizability started with [Kle45] to give interpretations for Heyting arithmetic, and subse-
quently has been developed in many directions. The categorical realizability we call here
is one such development, giving categorical models of various programming languages and
logics. Given a very simple algebraic structure A called applicative structure (or often called
combinatory algebra), we construct categories Asm(.A) and Mod(.A) used as categorical mod-
els. For an applicative structure A, the category of assemblies Asm(.A) is the category of
“A-computable universe” and its categorical structure depends on the computational struc-
ture of A. Therefore, giving A certain conditions, we obtain Asm(.A) with corresponding
categorical structures.

The best known is that the condition of A being a partial combinatory algebra (PCA)
leads that Asm(.A) (and Mod(.A)) is a Cartesian closed category (CCC) [Lon95]. A PCA is an
applicative structure containing two special elements S and K which expresses substitution
and discarding. (We often call S-combinator or K-combinator as such elements.) PCAs
also can be characterized by the combinatory completeness, that is, the property that any
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computable functions (i.e., functions expressed as untyped lambda terms) on a PCA can
be represented by elements of the PCA itself.

Categorical realizability for linear structures is also well investigated. Assuming A is a
BClI-algebra, that have combinators B, C and I, Asm(.A) and Mod(A) become symmetric
monoidal closed categories (SMCCs) [AL05]. B, C and I are combinators expressing com-
position, exchanging and identity operations respectively, and BCI-algebras correspond to
the linear lambda calculus by the combinatory completeness. These results for PCAs and
BClI-algebras are used as an useful method to giving various models based on CCCs and
SMCCs.

On the other hand, categorical realizability based on non-symmetric structures has been
less investigated. In our previous studies [Tom21, Tom22|, we proposed “planar realizability”
giving rise to non-symmetric categorical structures, such as closed multicategories, closed
categories, skew closed categories and monoidal bi-closed categories. The aim of this paper
is to summarize and develop these results.

First in section 2, we start with recalling basic notions of categorical realizability. Re-
sults of PCAs and BClI-algebras are shown in the section. Also notions of applicative mor-
phisms and linear combinatory algebras (LCAs) are recalled from [Lon95, AHS02, Hos07],
that are used to obtain models of linear exponential modalities on linear calculus. Basic
knowledge of category theory and the lambda calculus is assumed and not referred here.

Next in section 3, we introduce several classes of applicative structures inducing non-
symmetric categorical structures. Realizing non-symmetric closed structures is a more sub-
tle problem than the symmetric cases like CCCs and SMCCs. Since the C-combinator
in BClI-algebras induces the symmetry of the monoidal structure on the category of as-
semblies, one may think we can obtain non-symmetric categorical structures by excluding
the C-combinator. However, simply excluding the C-combinator leads no interesting cat-
egorical structures like internal hom functors, since realizing closed structures needs some
exchanging of realizers even if the closed structures are not symmetric. We have to give
applicative structures with appropriately weakened exchanging that realizes internal hom
structures but does not realize symmetries. To resolve this problem, in [Tom21], we intro-
duced a unary operation (-)® on an applicative structure, which allows restricted exchanging.
In section 3.1 and 3.2, we recall these results, that BI(-)®-algebras induce (non-symmetric)
closed multicategories and BII* (-)*-algebras induce closed categories. By the combinatory
completeness, these classes of applicative structures correspond to the planar lambda calcu-
lus.

By the unary operation (-)®, we obtain non-symmetric closed structures, however, this
operation is not sufficient to obtain non-symmetric monoidal structures. Assume that
Asm(A) on a BII*(-)*-algebra A has tensor products. When we take realizers of tensor
products of Asm(A) in the same way that we take realizers of Cartesian/tensor products
of assemblies on PCAs/BCl-algebras, the realizer of unitors of Asm(A) leads a realizer of
the symmetry. That is, this attempt to get non-symmetric tensor products from BIIT*(-)*-
algebras ends in failure that the tensor products are symmetric. Here what matters is
that the way realizing products of assemblies on PCAs/BClI-algebras corresponds to the
representation of tensor products

XY =Va.(X oY —oa) o«
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in the second-order linear logic (c¢f. [BMPO06]), which is valid only if the tensor is sym-
metric. Thus, categorical realizability for non-symmetric monoidal structures needs some
modification on the way realizing tensor products.

In this paper, we give two answers for this problem. One is the way preparing a
new combinator P which directly realizes pairings. The class of applicative structures,
BII*LP(-)*-algebras, is newly introduced in this paper and give rise to non-symmetric
monoidal closed categories. We show results about BII*LP(-)*-algebras in section 3.3.
The other way is taking realizers of tensor products matching the representation

XY 2Va.(do—Y o—X) o«
in the second-order linear logic, which is valid even in the non-symmetric case. To give such
realizers, the class of applicative structures, bi-BDI-algebras, was introduced in [Tom22]. Bi-
BDI-algebras feature two kinds of applications corresponding to two kinds of implications
o— and —o, and have the combinatory completeness for the lambda calculus with two kinds
of applications (which we call the bi-planar lambda calculus in this paper). In section 3.4,
we recall these results about bi-BDI-algebras.

Classes of applicative structures appearing in this paper are summarized in Table 1.
Also combinators and operations are summarized in Table 2.

Table 1: Summary of the classes of applicative structures
| Applicative structure A | Definition | Structure of Asm(A) and Mod(A) [ Proposition |

PCA/SK-algebra 2.4 Cartesian closed category 2.8
BClI-algebra 2.9 symmetric monoidal closed category 2.12
bi-BDI-algebra 3.28 monoidal bi-closed category 3.35
BIT*LP(-)®-algebra 3.15 monoidal closed category 3.22
BII*(-)*-algebra 3.10 closed category 3.14
BI(-)®-algebra 3.1 closed multicategory 3.8
Inclusions
SK-algebras C BCI-algebras C bi-BDI-algebras
C BIT*LP(-)®-algebras C BII*(-)®-algebras C BI(-)*-algebras

The classes of applicative structures in this paper form a hierarchy as summarized in
Table 1. In section 4, we show that these classes are different from each other. To show
the strictness of the inclusion, it is sufficient to give examples belonging to one side and not
to the other side, and we give such examples in section 4.1. While these proofs in section
4.1 are mostly straightforward and not conceptually new, sometimes it is not easy to show
that some applicative structure does not belong to some class of applicative structures. As
such an example, in section 4.2, we show that the untyped planar lambda calculus (with
no constants) is not a bi-BDI-algebra. In the next section 4.3, we give the computational
lambda calculus [Mog88] as a rather unexpected example of a BIT*(-)®-algebra and show
the computational lambda calculus is not a bi-BDI-algebra.

To better clarify the relationship between applicative structures and categorical struc-
tures of categories of assemblies, in section 5, we show certain “inverses” of propositions
shown in section 3. That is, assuming Asm(.A) has certain categorical structure (such as be-
ing an SMCC), we show A belongs to the corresponding class (such as BCI-algebras) under
several conditions. While the propositions for the cases of BI(-)*-algebras and BII*(-)*-
algebras were already presented in [Tom21], those for the cases of BIT* LP(-)*-algebras and
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Table 2: Summary of combinators and operations

| Combinators and operations |

Axiom

combinator S

Sxyz ~ xz(yz)

combinator K Kry==
combinator B Bzyz = z(yz)
combinator C Cryz =xzy
combinator I Ir =2
combinator I* Izl =z

combinator L and P

Lz(Pyz) = zyz

combinator D 20 ((DDy)D2) = (xQy)Dz
combinator D 20G(yaD)) bz = 20 (ybx)

unary operation (—)°

(z%)y =y

unary operation (—)°

(x9)0y = yQz

unary operation (—)” yQ(a”) = zby

bi-BDI-algebras are newly shown in this paper. By integrating results of section 3, 4 and
5, we can say that, for instance, the category of assemblies on the planar lambda calculus
indeed has non-symmetric closed structure.

In section 6, we reformulate notions of LCAs for our BII*LP(-)®-algebras. Although
linear exponential comonads are usually defined as comonads on symmetric monoidal cat-
egories, we can also define linear exponential comonads on non-symmetric monoidal cat-
egories [Has16]. In [Tom22]|, we defined exponential relational planar linear combinatory
algebras (exp-rPLCAs) as pairs of a bi-BDI-algebra and an applicative endomorphism on
it, that give rise to linear exponential comonads on (non-symmetric) monoidal bi-closed
categories. The definition of exp-rPLCAs in [Tom22] are the reformulation of the definition
of (relational) LCAs to bi-BDI-algebras. In this paper, we generalize exp-rPLCAs a bit by
changing “bi-BDI-algebras” to “BII*LP(-)*-algebras,” and then similarly call the gener-
alized ones as exp-rPLCAs. New exp-rPLCAs give rise to linear exponential comonads on
(non-symmetric) monoidal closed categories, and correspond to adjoint pairs of applicative
morphisms between BIT*LP(-)*-algebras and PCAs.

There are also modalities on (non-symmetric) linear calculus other than the linear
exponential modality. The exchange modality, investigated in [JIdP18], is a modality con-
necting a commutative logic and a non-commutative logic (the Lambek calculus). Categori-
cal models of the exchange modality are given as monoidal adjunctions between monoidal
bi-closed categories and SMCCs, which are called Lambek adjoint models. In [Tom22], we
defined exchange relational planar linear combinatory algebras (exch-rPLCAs) that give rise
to Lambek adjoint models. In this paper, like exp-rPLCAs, we reformulate exch-rPLCAs for
BII*LP(-)®-algebras. New exch-rPLCAs correspond to adjoint pairs between BII* LP(-)*-
algebras and BClI-algebras, and give rise to monoidal adjunctions between (non-symmetric)
monoidal closed categories and SMCCs, that are models of the exchange modality based
on the non-symmetric multiplicative intuitionistic linear logic (that is, a fragment of the
Lambek calculus without bi-closedness).

Finally in section 7 and 8, we discuss related work, summarize conclusion and describe
future work.
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2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Applicative structures and categories of assemblies. First we recall basic no-
tions of the categorical realizability. Notations and definitions in this subsection are from
[Lon95].

Definition 2.1. A partial applicative structure A is a pair of a set |.A| and a partial binary
operation (z,y) — x -y on |A|. When the binary operation is total, we say A is a total
applicative structure.

We often omit - and write = - y as xy simply. We also omit unnecessary parentheses
assuming that application joins from the left. For instance, zy(zw) denotes (x - y) - (z - w).

In the sequel, we use two notations “}” and “~.” We write zy | for that z -y is defined.
“~" denotes the Kleene equality, which means that if the one side of the equation is defined
then the other side is also defined and both sides are equal.

Definition 2.2. Let A be a partial applicative structure.

(1) An assembly on A is a pair X = (| X]|, ||-||x ), where |X| is a set and ||-||x is a function
sending x € | X| to a non-empty subset ||| x of |A|. We call elements of ||z||x realizers
of x.

(2) For assemblies X and Y on A, a map of assemblies f : X — Y is a function f : | X| — |Y|
such that there exists an element r € | A| realizing f. Here we say “r realizes f” or “r
is a realizer of f” if r satisfies that

Vo € |X|, Va € ||z||x, ra | and ra € || f(z)||y-

If we assume two additional conditions on a partial applicative structure, we can con-
struct two kinds of categories.

Definition 2.3. Let A be a partial applicative structure satisfying that:

(i) |A| has an element I such that Vo € |A|, Iz | and Iz = x;

(ii) for any 1,72 € |A|, there exists r € |A| such that Vo € |A|, re ~ ri(rqz).
Then we construct categories as follows.

(1) The category Asm(.A), called the category of assemblies on A, consists of assemblies on
A as its objects and maps of assemblies as its maps. Identity maps and composition
maps are the same as those of Sets (the category of sets and functions).

(2) We call an assembly X a modest set on A if X satisfies

Vz,z' € |X|, z # 2’ = [lzllx 0|2l x = 0.
The category Mod(A), called the category of modest sets on A, is the full subcategory
of Asm(A) whose objects are modest sets on A.

We need above two conditions (i) and (ii) to give realizers of the identities and composi-
tion maps. Identities are realized by I. For maps f; : Y — Z realized by ry and fo : X - Y
realized by ry, we obtain r given by the condition (ii), which realizes f; o fo. Since all the
classes of applicative structures introduced later satisfy these conditions, the conditions are
not be much problems in this paper.

Intuitively, the category Asm(.A) (and Mod(.A)) can be understood as the category of
“A-computable universe.” For an assembly X = (| X|, ||-||x) on A, elements of ||z| x can be
seen as “machine-level interpretations” of x € |X|. For amap f: X — Y of Asm(A), the
realizer r of f can be seen as “machine implementation” of f, since r takes interpretations
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of x (that is, elements of ||z|x) as input and computes interpretations of f(z) (that is,
elements of || f(z)||y).

2.2. PCAs and Cartesian closed categories. Since Asm(.A) is the category of A-computable
universe, the structure of Asm(.A) depends on the computational structure of A. When ap-
plicative structures belong to a specific class, specific categorical structures may be found on
the categories of assemblies. The best known such class is the class of PCAs, which induce
Cartesian closed categories of assemblies. Results in this subsection are from [Lon95].

Definition 2.4. A partial combinatory algebra (PCA) is a partial applicative structure A
which contains two special elements S and K such that:

o Vz,y € |A|, Kz |, Kry | and Kzy = y;
e Vz,y,z € |A|, Sz |, Szy | and Szyz ~ xz(yz).
When a PCA A is a total applicative structure, we say A is an SK-algebra.

The most fundamental example of PCAs is the untyped lambda calculus.

Example 2.5. Suppose infinite supply of variables z,y, z,.... Untyped lambda terms are
terms constructed from the following six rules:
ey (identity) I l_I‘]’\4A ™ ]\?}\'7_ N (application) 75;_3:)\;]}4\4 (abstraction)
I,z,y, AR M (exchange) Lzy - M (contraction) IFM (weakening)

Lyz,A-M ot Mlz/y] et M
Here, in the application rule, I and A are sequences of distinct variables and contain no com-
mon variables. In the contraction rule, M[z/y] denotes the term obtained by substituting
x for all free y in M. In the weakening rule, z is a variable not contained in T'.

Note that abstraction rules are only applied to the rightmost variables. In order to
apply the abstraction rule to a variable in a different position, we need to use the exchange
rule several times and move the variable to the rightmost place.

We define (-equivalence relation =g on lambda terms as the congruence of the relation
(Az.M)N ~ M|[N/z]. Untyped lambda terms modulo =g form a PCA (actually an SK-
algebra). The underlying set of the PCA consists of S-equivalence classes of untyped closed
lambda terms (i.e., lambda terms with no free variables) and the application is defined as
that of lambda terms. In this example, \xyz.zz(yz) is the representative of S and \zy.z is
the representative of K.

The correspondence between PCAs and the lambda calculus is more than just an ex-
ample. PCAs have an important property called the combinatory completeness, which gives
interpretations of “computable functions” on A by elements of A itself. First, we give the
definition of polynomials over an applicative structure (not restricted to PCAs).

Definition 2.6. Let A be a partial applicative structure. A polynomial over A is a syn-
tactic expression generated by variables, elements of |A| and the application of A. For two
polynomials M and N over A, M ~ N means that

Mlay/z1, ... an/xp] = Nlay /21, ..., an/2y)

holds in A for any aq,...,a, € |A|, where {x1,...,2,} contains all the variables of M and
N.
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Proposition 2.7 (combinatory completeness for PCAs). Let A be a PCA and M be a
polynomial over A. For any variable x, there exists a polynomial M' such that the free
variables of M’ are the free variables of M excluding x and M'a ~ Mla/x] holds for all
a € |A|l. We write such M’ as X\*x.M.

Proof. We define \*x.M by induction on the structure of M.

e N'r.x = SKK

e NV'z.y:=Ky (when z #y)

o Nz.MN :=S(A\z.M)(A\*x.N) []

For the special case of the above proposition, any closed lambda term is S-equivalent
to some term constructed from Azy.x and A\zyz.zz(yz) using applications.

Using the combinatory completeness, we can give Asm(.A) (and Mod(A)) on a PCA A
the structure of Cartesian closed category (CCC).

Proposition 2.8. When A is a PCA, Asm(A) and Mod(A) are CCCs.

While this result is standard, we shall outline its proof for comparison with the parallel
results on various classes of combinatory algebras to be developed in this paper.

Proof. First we prove the proposition for Asm(.A). Let C := Asm(A).

e By the combinatory completeness, |A| has elements \*z.z and A*zyz.xz(yz), which make
A satisfying the conditions (i) and (ii) of Definition 2.3. Thus C is a category.

e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of the binary product X x Y is |X| x [Y].
Realizers are defined as

(@, y)|lxxy == {\ttpq | p € |zl x,q € lyllv}-

e For maps f : X — X' realized by ry and g : Y — Y realized by 74, f X g is the function
sending (x,y) to (f(x),g(y)). A realizer for f x g does exists as N u.u(X* pgt.t(rp)(rqq))-

e The underlying set of the terminal object 1 is the singleton {*}. Realizers are |x||; := |A].
It is easy to see that this 1 satisfy the conditions of the terminal object.

e The projection 77 : X XY — X is the function sending (z,y) to = and has a realizer
AN u.u(N*pg.p). The projection ' : X x Y — Y is the function sending (z,y) to y and
has a realizer \*u.u(\*pq.q). It is easy to see that these m and 7’ satisfy the conditions
of the projections of the Cartesian category.

e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of the exponential YX is Homc(X,Y). Realizers
are

| fllyx = {r € |A| | r realizes f}.

e For maps f : X' — X realized by 7y and g : Y — Y’ realized by ry, the map g/ is
the function sending a map h € Home (X, Y) realized by r, to go ho f € Home (X', Y”)
realized by A*v.ry(r,(rpv)). A realizer of g/ is AN*uv.rg(u(rv)).

e The adjunction ® : C(X x Y,Z) — C(X,Z") is the function sending f : X x Y — Z
realized by ry to the map ®(f) : x — (y — f(z,y)). ®(f) is realized by \*pgq.r¢ (A t.tpq).
For a map g: X — ZY realized by r,, ® (g) : X x Y — Z is the map sending (z,y) to
g(z)(y). ®71(g) is realized by A u.ur,. It is easy to see that this ® satisfies the condition
of the adjunction of the CCC.

Therefore, Asm(A) is a CCC.
Next we show that Mod(.A) is a CCC.
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Given modest sets X and Y on A, we define the binary product X x Y in the same
way as Asm(A). Here we can show that X x Y also is a modest set. Suppose there is some
a € | A| realizing different (z,y) and (2/,9’) of | X| x |[Y|. When we assume z # 2/, though
m(z,y) # w(2',y’), both sides have the same realizer (A\*u.u(A\*pg.p))a. It contradicts that
X is a modest set. The same contradiction is lead when y # y'. Therefore, different (z,y)
and (2/,3') do not have common realizers and X X Y is a modest set.

For modest sets X and Y on A, we also define Y~ in the same way as Asm(A). We can
show that YX also is a modest set. Suppose there is some 7 realizing different f: X — Y
and g : X =Y. Take x € |X| and a € ||z|x such that f(z) # g(x). Then ra is an element
of both || f(x)|ly and ||g(z)|y. However, it contradicts that Y is a modest set. Therefore,
Y ¥ is a modest set.

Hence, we can show that Mod(A) is a CCC by the same proof for Asm(A). []

In this proof, we use the combinatory completeness for the PCA a lot to give realizers
for each assembly and map.

2.3. BClI-algebras and symmetric monoidal closed categories. Given an applicative
structure A which has the different computational structure from PCAs, we obtain Asm(.A)
with a different categorical structure from CCCs. In this subsection, we recall another
well-known class of applicative structures called BCI-algebras, which correspond to linear
structures. Results given in this subsection are from [ALO05, Hos07].

Definition 2.9. A BClI-algebra is a total applicative structure A which contains three
elements B, C and I such that Vz,y, z € |A|, Bzyz = 2(yz), Cxyz = zzy and Iz = z.

Example 2.10. Untyped linear lambda terms are untyped lambda terms constructed with-
out using weakening and contraction rules (See Example 2.5). That is, an untyped linear
lambda term is an untyped lambda term whose each variable appears just once in the term.
Untyped closed linear lambda terms modulo =g form a BClI-algebra. Here \zyz.z(yz),
Axyz.xzy and A\z.x are the representatives of B, C and I respectively.

Proposition 2.11 (combinatory completeness for BCI-algebras). Let A be a BCI-algebra
and M be a polynomial over A. For any variable x appearing exactly once in M, there
exists a polynomial AX*x.M such that the free variables of A*x.M are the free variables of M
excluding © and (\*x.M)a = M[a/x] for all a € |A|.

Proof. We define A*x.M by induction on the structure of M.
o Nzx.x:=1

o Vo MN — C\Nz.M)N (x € FV(M))

BM(Xz.N) (z € FV(N)) -

The combinatory completeness for a BCI-algebra allows interpreting only linear lambda
terms, not the whole of lambda terms. Thus some realizers used in the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.8 (such as N*u.u(A\*pg.p)) may not exist in a BCI-algebra. For BCI-algebras, the
categories of assemblies have other categorical structure than CCCs.

Proposition 2.12. When A is a BCI-algebra, Asm(A) is a symmetric monoidal closed
category (SMCC).

Proof sketch.
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e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of X ® Y is |X| x |Y|. Realizers are defined as
[z ®yllxey = {Xttpqg|p € ||lz]x,q € [lylv}.

e For maps f : X — X' realized by ry and g : Y — Y” realized by 4, the map f ® g is the
function sending x ® y to f(r) ® g(y), which is realized by A u.u(AN*pgt.t(rsp)(req)).

e The underlying set of the unit object I is the singleton {x}. The realizer is ||x||; := {I}.

e The right unitor px : X — X ® [ is the function sending x to x ® *, which is realized by
Np.(A*t.tpI). The inverse p~! is realized by A\*u.u(A\*pq.qp).

e Also we can take the left unitor Ax : I ® X — X as the function (* ® ) — x and the
associator axyz : X @ (Y ®Z) - (X QY)®Zasz®@ (y®z) = (2 Qy) ® 2.

e The symmetry oxy : X ® Y = Y ® X is the function sending = ® y to y ® x, which is
realized by A*u.u(A*pgt.tgp).

e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of the exponential' ¥ o— X is Hompagm(4)(X,Y).
Realizers are || f|lyo—x = {r € |A| | r realizes f}.

e For maps f: X' — X realized by ry and g : Y — Y” realized by ry, the map go— f is the
function sending h: X — Y to goho f : X’ = Y'. A realizer of go— f is Nuv.ry(u(rsv)).

e The adjunction ® sends amap f: X ® Y — Z to the map ®(f):z — (y — fz ®y)).

It is easy to see that the above components satisfy the axioms of the SMCC. []

The above proof is almost the same as the proof of Asm(A) on a PCA A being a CCC.
However, when we prove that Mod(A) on a BCI-algebra A is an SMCC, we cannot use
the same proof as for PCAs. That is because for modest sets X and Y on a BCI-algebra
A, X ® Y given by the same way as Asm(A) is not generally a modest set. The following
proposition is proven with a modification to resolve the problem.

Proposition 2.13. When A is a BCI-algebra, Mod(A) is an SMCC.

Proof. Let G : Mod(A) < Asm(.A) be the inclusion functor and F : Asm(A) — Mod(.A) be
the left adjoint of G. F' is the functor sending an assembly X = (|X|,|-||x) to a modest
set Z = (|X|/ =~,||-|lz). Here the relation “~” is the transitive closure of the relation
“~7 defined as z ~ 2/ & |z||x N ||2'||x # 0. The realizers of z € |Z]| are defined as
lzllz := Ue, I7]lx. F sends a map f of Asm(A) to the canonical map of Mod(A), which
is realized by realizers of f.

We define the tensor product X in Mod(A) as X XY := F(GX ® GY'). We can prove
Proposition 2.13 by the same proof of Proposition 2.12 by replacing ® to X. []

More general about constructing monoidal structures on reflexive full subcategories, see
[Day72].
Remark 2.14. While we define BCI-algebras as a class of total applicative structures, we
also can define “partial BCI-algebras” naturally. For a partial BCI-algebra A, we can see
that:
e Asm(A) is not generally an SMCC;
e adding an extra element | (which means “undefined”), A naturally extends to a total

BCI-algebra A ;

e Asm(A) is the full subcategory of Asm(A}).

1For an SMCC C, the exponential is often denoted using the symbol —o satisfying
C(X®Y,Z)2C(X,Y — Z).

However, here we use the reversed symbol o— satisfying C(X ® Y, Z) =2 C(X,Z o—Y) to be consistent with
the notation of monoidal bi-closed categories in Section 3.4.
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The same discussion is given in [Hos07].

2.4. Applicative morphisms. In this subsection, we recall the notion of applicative mor-
phisms from [Lon95].

Definition 2.15. Let A be a partial applicative structure satisfying:

(i) |A| has an element I such that Vz € |A|, Iz | and Iz = z;
(ii) for any 71,72 € |Al, there exists r € |A| such that Vz € |A|, rz ~ ri(roz).
Let B be another partial applicative structure satisfying the same conditions. An applicative
morphism v : A — B is a total relation from |A| to |B| such that there exists a realizer
ry € |B| of v satisfying that
Va,d' € |A|, Vb € va, YV € vd', r,bb € y(aa") whenever aa’ |.
We say v is functional when ~ya is a singleton for each a € |A|, and simply write ya = b for

va = {b}.

Our definition is slightly more general than the definition in [Lon95] that makes sense
only on PCAs. We define applicative morphisms between applicative structures satisfying
the conditions of Definition 2.3. We assume these conditions to realize identity and com-
position morphisms. By the condition (i), the identity applicative morphism id : A — A
can be realized by I. For applicative morphisms v : A — B and ¢ : B — C realized by r,
and 7, taking p € or,, the composition ¢ oy can be realized by r € |B| such that Vb € |B],
rb ~ rs(rspb). The condition (ii) gives such a realizer r.

In the sequel, for an applicative morphism v, when we write an indexed element 7, it
denotes a realizer of . Also, for a € |A| and S, S’ C |A|, when we write aS, it denotes the
set {as | s € S} and we consider as | for all s € S, and when we write S5’, it denotes the
set {ss’ | s € S,s' € S’} and we consider ss’ | for all s € S and s’ € S’. For instance, the
condition that ~ is an applicative morphism is denoted as

3ry € |B|,Ya,d" € |A|, ad’ |= r(va)(va’) C y(ad').

From applicative morphisms, we can obtain functors between the categories of assem-
blies.

Definition 2.16. For an applicative morphism v : A — B, v, : Asm(A) — Asm(B) is
the functor sending an object (|X]|,|-||x) to (|X]|,v|l-|x) and sending a map to the same
function.

For a map f in Asm(A) realized by rf, 7. f is realized by elements of 7 (yrs). It is
obvious that v, satisfies v, (id) = id and v.(g o f) = 7«(g) © v« (f)-
Next we recall the preorder relation < between applicative morphisms.

Definition 2.17. For two applicative morphisms 7,0 : A — B, v < ¢ iff there is r € |B|
such that Va € |A|, 7(ya) C da.

Using the conditions (i) and (ii) of Definition 2.15, we can easily show that < is a
preorder.
By the preorder <, we can define adjunctions and comonads on applicative structures.

Definition 2.18. For two applicative morphisms v : A — B and ¢ : B — A, ~ is a right
adjoint of § iff § oy < id4 and idg <X yod. We write (§ 1) : A — B for these settings.
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Definition 2.19. An applicative morphism 7 : A — A is called comonadic when |A| has
two elements e and d such that Va € |A|, e(ya) C {a} and d(ya) C v(ya).

For adjunctions of applicative morphisms, the following properties hold.

Proposition 2.20.

(1) An adjoint pair of applicative morphisms (0 4 ~y) : A — B gives rise to an adjoint pair
(05 7 74) : Asm(A) — Asm(B).

(2) For an adjoint pair of applicative morphisms (6 4 ) : A — B, dovy: A — Aisa
comonadic applicative morphism.

(3) For a comonadic applicative morphism v : A — A, 7, is a comonad on Asm(A).

Remark 2.21. In Definition 2.16, an applicative morphism v : A — B gives rise to the
functor v, : Asm(A) — Asm(B). However, here we cannot generally obtain a functor
Y« : Mod(A) — Mod(B) since ||z||x N ||2’[|x = @ does not imply v(||lz||x) N ~y(||2'||x) = 0
and 7, X may not be in Mod(B). However, for a comonadic applicative morphism v : A — A,
7« can be restricted to the endofunctor on Mod(A). Indeed, for a modest set X on A, if
a € y(|z]lx) Ny(||2'||x) then ea is an element of ||| x N ||z’||x and thus z = 2’ concludes.
Furthermore, this ~, is a comonad on Mod(.A).

2.5. Linear combinatory algebras. In the previous subsection, we saw comonadic ap-
plicative morphisms give rise to comonads, and adjoint pairs of applicative morphisms give
rise to adjoint pairs between categories of assemblies. Using this construction, we can obtain
linear exponential comonads and linear-non-linear models for the linear logic. In this subsec-
tion, we recall notions of linear combinatory algebras (LCAs) from [AHS02] and relational
linear combinatory algebras (rLCAs) from [Hos07].

Definition 2.22. A linear combinatory algebra (LCA) consists of:

e a BClI-algebra A;

e a functional comonadic applicative morphism (,e,d) on A;

e an element k € | A| such that Vz,y € |A|, kz(ly) = x;

e an element w € |A| such that Va,y € |A|, wz(ly) = z(ly)(Jy).

As we get comonads from comonadic applicative morphism, from LCAs, we get linear
exponential comonads, which are categorical models of the linear exponential modality of
the linear logic.

Definition 2.23. Let C be a symmetric monoidal category. A linear exponential comonad
consists of the following data.

e A symmetric monoidal comonad (!,d, €, m,my).
Here ! is an endofunctor on C, dx :!X —!'X and ex :!X — X are monoidal natural
transformations for the comultiplication and the counit. The natural transformation
mxy ! X®Y =!/(X ®Y) and the map my : I —!I make ! be a monoidal functor.

e Monoidal natural transformations ex :!X — I and dx !X —!X®!X.

Here these components need satisfy the following conditions for each X.

(i) ('X,dx,ex) is a commutative comonoid in C.
(ii) ex and dx are coalgebra morphisms.
(iii) dx is a comonoid morphism.
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Proposition 2.24. For an LCA (A,Y), L is a linear exponential comonad on the SMCC
Asm(A) (or Mod(A)).

LCAs can be generalized from functional applicative morphisms to not functional ones,
called rLCAs.

Definition 2.25. A relational linear combinatory algebra (rLCA) consists of:

e a BClI-algebra A;

e a comonadic applicative morphism (},e,d) on A such that § < [},!] and § < k;. Here
[4,%] and k; are applicative morphisms defined as [1,%](z) := {\*t.tad’ | a,d’ € Iz} and
ki(x) := {I}.

Next proposition shows the correspondence between LCAs, rLCAs and adjoint pairs
between BCI-algebras and PCAs.

Proposition 2.26.

(1) Let A be a BCI-algebra and B be a PCA. For an adjoint pair (6 ) : A — B, (A,d07)
is an rLCA.

(2) Let (A,Y) be an LCA. The applicative structure Ay = (|A|, Q) defined by xQy := x(ly)
is a PCA. Furthermore, v : A — Ay defined as the identity function and 6 : Ay — A
sending a € |A| to la form an adjoint pair (6 47) : A — Ay.

From rLCAs, we also get linear exponential comonads. Moreover, we get linear-non-
linear models [Ben95] on categories of assemblies or categories of modest sets.

Definition 2.27. A linear-non-linear model is a symmetric monoidal adjunction
(FH4G):C— D for an SMCC C and a CCC D.

Proposition 2.28. For an rLCA (A,}), L is a linear exponential comonad on the SMCC
Asm(A) (or Mod(A)). Furthermore, the co-Kleisli adjunction between Asm(A) and Asm(.A),
(or Mod(A) and Mod(A);) is symmetric monoidal. Thus the adjunction forms a linear-non-
linear model.

3. CONSTRUCTING NON-SYMMETRIC CATEGORICAL STRUCTURES

In section 2, we saw two known results that PCAs/BCI-algebras induce CCCs/SMCCs as
the categories of assemblies and the categories of modest sets. It is natural to try to extend
these results to other classes of applicative structures, and we introduce such new classes
inducing certain “non-symmetric” categorical structures. In this section we recall BI(-)®-
algebras, BII*(-)®-algebras and bi-BDI-algebras from [Tom21, Tom22], and introduce a
new class BII*LP(-)®-algebras.

3.1. BI(-)*-algebras and closed multicategories. When we try to obtain some non-
symmetric categorical structures on categories of assemblies, we will find a subtle problem.
In a BClI-algebra A, the C-combinator expresses exchanging the order of arguments, and
is the source of the symmetric structures of Asm(A). So one might guess that simply
omitting C would be sufficient for getting a non-symmetric categorical structure on Asm(.A).
However, this does not work well; B and I alone are too weak to give an interesting structure
on Asm(A).
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For instance, if we want the internal hom functor (— o— —) on Asm(A) on a total
applicative structure A, we need certain exchanging operation in A even if the closed struc-
ture is not symmetric. Take an object A of Asm(A) as |A| := |A| and |la]|4 := {a}. For
maps f,g : A — A, to realize g o— f, we need a realizer r which satisfies Va,a’ € |A|,
raa’ = rg(a(rya’)). This r acts as the exchanging to move the information of ry from the
left of a to the right of a. (In a BCI-algebra, such r exists as C(BB(Bry))ry.)

Therefore, when we want some non-symmetric categorical structures such as non-symmetric
closed structures, we need to prepare some “more restricted exchanging” than the C-
combinator. One way to resolve the problem is to supply not a combinator but the unary op-
eration (-)® for exchanging. In this subsection, we introduce BI(-)*-algebras from [Tom21],
which induce non-symmetric closed multicategories.

Definition 3.1. A total applicative structure A is a BI(-)*-algebra iff it contains B, I and
a® for each a € |A|, where a® is an element of |A| such that Vz € |A|, a®*x = za.

This (-)® enable restricted exchanges than the C-combinator. Since in a BCI-algebra,
Cla satisfies the axiom of a®, all BCI-algebras are also BI(-)®-algebras.

The definition of BI(-)®-algebras may seem strange compared to the definitions of
PCAs or BCI-algebras. However, the definition of BI(-)®-algebras is natural in the aspect
of having a good correspondence with the “planar” lambda calculus.

Example 3.2. Untyped planar lambda terms are untyped lambda terms constructed without
using weakening, contraction nor exchange rules (See Example 2.5). That is, untyped planar
lambda terms are untyped linear lambda terms such that for each subterm Ax.M, x is the
rightmost free variable of M. Untyped closed planar lambda terms modulo =g form a BI(-)*-
algebra, which we call Lp in this paper. Here Azyz.x(yz) and Az.z are the representatives
of B and I respectively. Given a representative M of a € |Lp|, Ax.xM is also a closed
planar term and is the representative of a®.

Remark 3.3. The definition of construction rules of planar lambda terms has two different
styles. In our definition, the abstraction rule is only allowed for the rightmost variable.
Such a style is seen in [Abr09]. On the other hand, there is also the definition that the
abstraction rule is only allowed for the leftmost variable, as in [ZG15]. Here we employ the
former style for preservation the planarity of terms under the Sn-conversions.

Proposition 3.4 (combinatory completeness for BI(-)*-algebras). Let A be a BI(-)
algebra and M be a polynomial over |A|. For the rightmost variable x of M, if x appears
exactly once in M, there exists a polynomial X\*x.M such that the free variables of \*x.M
are the free variables of M excluding x and (\*x.M)a = M[a/z] for all a € |A|.

Proof. We define A*x.M by induction on the structure of M.

o \Nyxx =1

vy o [BNCOVEM) (e e FV(M)

BM(\z.N) (€ FV(N))

Note that for A*z.M N, z is the rightmost free variable in M N, and thus, if x is in F'V (M),
N has no free variables and N® can be defined. ]

Then we show BI(-)*-algebras induce certain categorical structures on the categories
of assemblies. First we recall the definition of closed multicategories from [Man12].

Definition 3.5. A multicategory C consists of the following data:
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(1) a collection Ob(C);

(2) for each n > 0 and X1, Xo,...,X,,Y € Ob(C), aset C(Xy,...,X,;Y). We often write
feClXy,....,.X;Y)as f: X1,..., X, = Y;

(3) for each X € Ob(C), an element idx € C(X;X), called the identity map;

(4) for each n,my, ms,...,m, € N and X]'?,Yk,Z (1<k<n,1<j<my),a function

0:C(Y1,...,Yn; Z) X HZC(X{“,...,X,?%;Y,C) - C(X{,..., X}, X2, XD 1 Z)
called the composition. go (fi,..., fn) denotes the composition of g € C(Y1,...,Y; 2)
and fr € C(XF,... ,Xﬁ%; Yi) (1 <k <n). The compositions satisfy associativity and

identity axioms.

Definition 3.6. A closed multicategory consists of the following data:
(1) a multicategory C;
(2) for each X1, Xs,...,X,,Y € Ob(C), an object C(X1, Xo,...,X,;Y), called the internal
hom object;
(3) for each Xi,...,X,,Y € Ob(C), a map
evx,,. x.y : C(Xq,.... X Y), Xy,..., X, =Y,
called the evaluation map such that V2, Zs, ..., Z,, € Ob(C), the function

¢Z17...,Zm;X1,...,Xn;Y : (C(Zla ey Zm;Q(Xh o 7Xn7 Y)) — (C(Z17 o 7Zmu X17 o 7Xn7 Y)

sending f to evx, . x,.vo(f,idx,,...,idx,) is invertible. We write the inverse function
Az Zimi X1 e XY -

Remark 3.7. Here our definition of closed multicategories is different from the original
definition in [Manl12] in that the order of objects of domain of maps are reversed. This is
for ease to read by matching the orders of objects and realizers.

Proposition 3.8. When A is a BI(-)®-algebra, Asm(A) and Mod(A) are closed multicate-
gories.

Proof. Let C := Asm(A). Since A have the B-combinator and the I-combinator, C is a
category.
First we give a bi-functor (— o— —) : C? x C — C as follows:
e For X,Y € Ob(C), Y o— X is an assembly whose underlying set is Homg(X,Y) and
lf|lyo-x := {r | r realizes f}.
e Fortwomaps f: X' > X andg:Y =Y inC, (go— f): (Y o—X) = (Y o— X’) is the
function sending h € Homg(X,Y) to go ho f.
Given realizers r¢ of f and rg of g, (g o— f) is realized by ANuv.rg(u(rsv)). Thus, for any
maps f and g in C, (go— f) certainly is a map of C. It is easy to see that (—o— —) preserves
identities and compositions.
Next we give C the structure of closed multicategory.
e For an object X € Ob(C), C(; X) := |X| and C(; X) := X.
e For objects X1, Xo,...,X,,,Y € Ob(C) (n > 1), we define the internal hom object

C(X1,. o X V) = (o (Y o= X)) o= Xp1) ... ) o— X,

and C(X7,...,X,;Y) is the underlying set of C(X7, ..., X,;Y). We write f(x1)(x2) ... (xy)
as f(x1,...,x,) for f € C(Xq,...,X,;Y) and z; € | X;|.
e Identity maps idx € C(X;X) (X € Ob(C)) are the same as identity maps of C.
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e Suppose maps g € C(Yy,...,Y,;Z) and f, € C(XF,...,XE V) (1 < k < n). We

my
define go(f1, ..., f) as the function that receives x1, ... ,:L"}nl, <o, xT, ..., xyy, and returns
g(fi(zl, ... ,x}nl), ooy fu(2t, o2, ). Here when m; = 0 for some 1 < i < n, we define

go (fi,..., fn) by giving y; € |Y;| pointed by f; € C(;Y;) as the i-th argument of g.
Given realizers ¢ € |[|gllcvi,..v,u;z) and pp € ka;”g(X{c’“.’Xﬁnk;Yk), by the combinatory

completeness for BI(-)®-algebras, there is r € | A| such that

1 1 n n

raj...a 1 "

o eatal =q(pai...an) ... (paal ... alk )

holds for any a}, ... sam, € |A]. This r realizes go (f1,..., fn) and thus go (f1,..., f) is
in C(X{,... X ).

e The evaluation map evx, . x,.v : C(Xy,...,X;Y), X1,...,X,, = Y is given as the
function that receives f,x1,...,z, and returns f(z1,...,x,), which is realized by I. Then,
OZr,....Zom: X1, XY 18 invertible as a function and for g € C(Zy,...,Zp, X1,..., X Y),

A(g) is indeed in C(Zy,...,Zn;C(X1,...,X,;Y)) since it is realized by realizers of g.

Therefore, Asm(A) is a closed multicateogry. For Mod(.A), we can use the same proof as for

Asm(A). []

While we define BI(-)®-algebras as a class of total applicative structures, we also can
define “partial BI(-)®-algebra”’ naturally. For a partial BI(-)®-algebra A, (-)* is a total
unary operation on |A| such that Va,z € |A],a®z ~ xa. Unlike the case of partial BCI-
algebras as in Remark 2.14, the proof of Proposition 3.8 is applicable to the case of partial
BI(-)*-algebras.

3.2. BII*(-)*-algebras and closed categories. In this subsection, we recall a class of ap-
plicative structures from [Tom21], which induce closed categories of assemblies and modest
sets. First we recall the definition of closed categories in [Man12].

Definition 3.9. A closed category consists of the following data:

1) alocally small category C;

) a functor (— o— —) : C? x C — C, called the internal hom functor?;

) an object I, called the unit object;

) a natural isomorphism ix : (X o—I) — X;

5) an extranatural transformation jx : I — (X o— X);

6) a transformation L})f’Z (Zo—=Y) = ((Zo—X) o— (Y o— X)) natural in Y and Z and
extranatural in X,

(
(
(
(
(
(

such that the following axioms hold:
(1) VX7Y € (Cu LA})/(,Y OjY :j(YofX)v

(ii) VX,Y € C, iyex) © (id(yox) o= jx) 0 LY y = id(yox);
(iii) VX,Y,Z, W € C, the following diagram commutes:

2While the internal hom object in the closed category is often written as C(X,Y), [X,Y] or X — Y, here
we denote Y o— X to be consistent with other categorical structures in this paper.
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W 2)
y %
(W o X) o (Z o X) (W= ¥) e (Z - 1)
ng:is;,(M
(W o= X) o (¥ o X)) o ((Z o X) o (¥ o= X)) Lot

(W= X) o (Y o X)) o= (Z o= Y)

(iV) VX,Y € C, L&’Y o (iy o— idx) = id(yo_l) o—ix;
(v) VX,Y € C, the function v : C(X,Y) — C(I,(Y o— X)) sending f : X — Y to
(f o—idx) o jx is invertible.

Closed categories are something like monoidal closed categories without tensor prod-
ucts. That is, categories with internal hom functors which are defined directly, not via
tensor products and adjunctions. The structures of closed categories are very similar to the
structures of closed multicategories. As shown in [Man12], the category of closed categories
are cat-equivalent to the category of closed multicategories with unit objects.

However, when we want to construct (non-symmetric) closed categories as categories
of assemblies, it is not sufficient that the applicative structures are BI(-)®-algebras, since
realizers for i)_(l : X = (X o—I) may not exist. Thus, we add another condition to a

BI(-)®-algebra to realize i;(l and obtain the following definition.

Definition 3.10. A BII*(-)*-algebra A is a BI(-)®-algebra which contains an element I*
such that Va € |A|, I*al = a.

Remark 3.11. In BIT*(-)*-algebras, the role we expect to I* is to eliminate the “harmless’
second argument, which does not necessarily eliminate I. Even without specifying I*, we
can define the same class as BIT*(-)®-algebras. For instance, for a BI(-)®-algebra A, suppose
there is B* € |A| such that Va € |A|, B*aB = a. Then this A is a BIT*(-)*-algebra since
M zy.B*z(yB) satisfies the axiom of I*. Conversely, for a BII*(-)®-algebra, we can take
B* := My I*z(yI1I) and thus BII*(-)*-algebras and BIB* (-)*-algebras are the same
classes.

9

Example 3.12. Lp in Example 3.2 is a BIT*(-)®-algebra. Since the planar lambda calculus
has the strongly normalizing property, for any closed planar term M, there are some w and
N such that M =g Au.N. Then

(Azyz.xz(yz))M(Avw) =g Az.M((Av.v)z)

=5 Az.(Au.N)z
=5 Az.N[z/u]
= M

and thus Azyz.x(yz) represents I*.

Since Lp (which nicely corresponds to BI(-)*-algebras) is also a BII* (-)*-algebra, one
might suspect that BI(-)®-algebras and BII*(-)®-algebras are the same class. However,
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these two classes are different ones. Later in Section 4, we will discuss an example that
separates classes of BI(-)*-algebras and BII*(-)®-algebras (Proposition 4.2).

The next example based on an ordered group is from [Tom21]. (However, here we
reverse the direction of the implication symbol —o of the original example in [Tom21].)

Example 3.13. Take an ordered group (G, -,e,<). Let T be a set of elements constructed
grammatically as follows:
tu=glto—t (geq).
That is, T is a set of binary trees whose leaves are labeled by elements of G. We further
define a function |-| : T — G by induction: |g| := g and |tg o— t1] := |ta| - [t1]| 7 .
Let | T| be the powerset of {t € T'| e < |t|}. Then we can get a BII*(-)*-algebra T by

VAE

e For M, N € ‘T’, MN = {tg ’ dt; € N,(tgo—tl) S M}

o B:={(tgo0—t1) o— (tao—1t1) o— (t30—t2) | t1,ta,t3 € T}. Here o— joins from the left.
° I::{tlo—tl\tleT}

o IX := {tl O—(tgo—tg)o—tl ’tl,tg S T}.

e For M € ’T’, M*® = {tgo—(tgo—tl) ’tl e M, ty € T}.

This example is based on Comod(G) introduced in [Has12], which is a category of sets
and relations equipped with G valued functions. For any (not necessarily ordered) group

G, Comod(G) is a pivotal category. |T| is a set of maps from the unit object to a reflexive

object in (ordered) Comod(G). The structure of T depends on G. For instance,
{(ts o—tao—t1) o= (t3o—t1 o—ta) | t1, 22,83 € T'}

acts as the C-combinator whenever G is Abelian.
The above T later appears several times as examples of applicative structures of other
classes (Example 3.20, 3.32, 6.22).

Proposition 3.14. When A is a BII*(-)*-algebra, Asm(A) and Mod(A) are closed cate-
gories.

Proof. Let C := Asm(A). We give the same bi-functor (— o— —) : C? x C — C as in the
proof of Proposition 3.8.

e We define the unit object I as ({*}, ||-||7), where ||*||; := {I}.

e jx is the function sending * to idx, which is realized by I.

e ix is the function sending (f : * — x) to x, which is realized by I°®. The inverse i}l is
realized by I*.

L{,{  is the function sending g to the function (f + g o f), which is realized by B.

~1 is the function sending g : I — (Y o— X) to the map

v is invertible. Indeed,
g(x): X =Y.

It is easy to verify that j, ¢ and L have naturality and satisfy the axioms of the closed
category.

For Mod(A), we can use the same proof for Asm(A). []

While we define BIT*(-)®-algebras as a class of total applicative structures, we also can
define “partial BIT*(-)®-algebra” naturally. For a partial BIT*(-)®-algebra A, I* satisfies
that Va € |A|,I*al | and I*al = a. Proposition 3.14 also holds in the case of partial
BII*(-)*-algebras.
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3.3. BII*LP(-)*-algebras and monoidal closed categories. In the previous two sub-
sections, we obtain closed multicategories and closed categories as categories of assemblies.
Next we further attempt to obtain a richer categorical structure, the (non-symmetric) tensor
products, by categorical realizability.

First, let us consider whether we can realize products by a BII* (-)®-algebra in the same
way as PCAs and BCI-algebras. Even when we use a BII*(-)®-algebra, we can take the
object X ® Y in the same way as PCAs and BClI-algebras (See the proofs of Proposition
2.8 and 2.12). That is, for a BII*(-)®-algebra A, we take an assembly X ® Y that the
underlying set is |X| x |Y| and realizers are

lz ®yllxey == {\ttpq | p € |zl x,q € lyllv}

We also take the unit object in Asm(.A) in the same way as BCI-algebras: |I| := {*} and
|I¥]|7 ;== {I}. Then is this Asm(A) a monoidal category? Now let us assume it is. Take an
assembly A := (|A|,||-||a), where ||a]la := {a}. Then since Asm(.A) is a monoidal category,
the unitor A — I ® A has a realizer r, which satisfies that ra = A*t.tIa. Taking an elements
C = Nzyzrz(B(B(Mw.ry(Bw))))z, this C satisfies the axiom of the C-combinator and
make A a BCI-algebra.

In summary, when we attempt to make Asm(.A) a non-symmetric monoidal category
using a BIT* (-)*-algebra A, it follows that A is actually a BCI-algebra and Asm(.A) becomes
an SMCC. Therefore, we need some major modification on the definition of realizers of tensor
products in Asm(.A) to make Asm(.A) a non-symmetric monoidal category.

One way to solve this problem is supposing a combinator P expressing the “pairing’
operation. And we define realizers for tensor products as

9

lz ®yllxey :={Ppq|p € [|lz|x,q € |yllv}.

Since Ppq itself cannot separate the data of p and ¢ from Ppgq, we need another combinator
L to decompose Ppq.

Definition 3.15. A BII*LP(-)*-algebra A is a BII*(-)®-algebra which contains L and P
such that Vz,y, z € |A|, Le(Pyz) = zyz.

A fundamental example of BIT*LP(-)®-algebras is given as the untyped planar lambda
calculus with tensor products.

Example 3.16. Add the following term construction rules to the planar lambda calculus
(Example 3.2).
'EM AN . . '-M Az, yE N
(pair construction)
ILAFM®N ATFletz®ybe Min N
We define a relation ~ on planar terms as the congruence of the following relations.
o (\t.M)N ~ M[N/x]
o M ~ X x.Mzx
o (let 1 ® xg be My @ My in N) ~ N[M;/x:1|[Ma/x2]
o M~ (letz®@ybe Minz®y)
Let the equational relation =g, be the reflexive, symmetric and transitive closure of ~.
Closed terms modulo =g, form a BII*LP(-)*-algebra, which we call Lg in this paper.
Here A\zyz.x(yz), Mu.(let z ® y be u in tzy) and Azy.(x ® y) are the representatives of I,
L and P respectively.
Unlike the planar lambda calculus of Example 3.12 (that does not have tensor products)
does not need the n-equality to be a BII*(-)®-algebra, the planar lambda calculus with

(pair deconstruction)
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tensor products of Example 3.16 needs the fn-equality to use Azyz.x(yz) as I*. Indeed,
(Azyz.xz(yz))(Au.u) @ (Av.v))(Aw.w) is fn-equal to (Au.u) ® (Av.v) but not S-equal to it.

Remark 3.17. When constructing linear lambda terms with tensor products, we often
suppose a constant * for the unit (¢f. [Abr93]). For the above example, we can add the
following rules to the term construction rules.

(star introduction) M I'EN
* I'Hlet xbe M in N
However, for our aim that constructing monoidal categories by categorical realizability, this
* is not needed since we can use I as the realizer of the unit instead of *.

(star elimination)

BIT*LP(-)*-algebras correspond to the lambda calculus with tensor products, which
has components other than applications, unlike the ordinary /linear /planar lambda calculus.
Thus, we cannot state the combinatory completeness property for BIT*LP(-)*-algebras in
the same way we have seen in previous sections. Here we only show the special case of the
combinatory completeness property for BII*LP(-)®-algebras.

Proposition 3.18. Any closed term M in Lg is Sn-equivalent to some term (M) that
is constructed from B := Axyz.x(yz), I := Azr.x, L = Atu.(let z ®y be u in tzy) and
P := \zy.x ® y using the application and the unary operation (-)* : M +— \z.xM.

Proof. We inductively define the function (-)).
(z]) ==z

(MN}) := (M) (N

(M @ N) :=P{M)(N)

(let 2 @ y be M in N)) := L{Azy.N){M)
(Azxy. M) := (Ax.(Ay.M))

(Azx.x) =1

(\z.MN) := {

B(N)*(M\x.M) (ze€ FV(M))

B(M){)\z.N) (x € FV(N))

B(N)*(BP{\z.M)) (z € FV(M))

B(P({M))({A\z.N) (x € FV(N))

B(L{\yz.N)){(Mz.M) (z € FV(M))
B(M)*(BL{\zyz.N)) (z € FV(N))

It is easy to see that M =g, (M]) for any closed term M. ]

(Az.M @ N) = {

(Az.(let y® 2z be M in N)) := {

Next we give an example of BIT*LP(-)®-algebra similar to Example 3.13.

Example 3.19. Take an ordered group (G,-,e,<). Let 77 be a set whose elements are
constructed grammatically as follows:

tu=glto—t' |tat (¢g€q).
That is, 7" is a set of binary trees whose leaves are labeled by elements of G, and whose
nodes are two colored by o— and ®. We further define a function |-| : 7" — G by induction:
9] := g, [t2 o= t1] := [t2] - [t1] 7" and [t @ to] = [ta] - [ta].
Let |77| be the powerset of {t € T" | e < |t|}. Then we can get a BII*LP(-)*-algebra
T by |T'|:
e For M\ N € |T'|, MN := {to | 3t; € N, (t30—t1) € M }.
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B .= {(tg O—tl) o— (tg O—tl) o— (tg O—tg) | t1,ta,t3 € T/}
I.= {tl o—1t1 ‘ t1 € T/}.

I .= {tl o— (tg o— tg) o— 11 ’ t1,tg € T/}.

L:= {tg o— (tl ®t2) o— (tg o— 1o O—tl) ’ t1,ta,t3 € T/}.

P :={(t1 ®ty) o—tao—1t1 | t1,t2 € T/}.

For M € ’7-/‘, M*® = {tg o— (tg O—tl) ‘ t1 € M,ty € T/}.

In the above example, we prepare ® in the construction of 7" to express L and P.
However, in fact, 7 in Example 3.13 is already a BII*LP(-)*-algebra even without ®.

Example 3.20. In 7 of Example 3.13, we have P-combinator and L-combinator as
o P = {tl 0—(€O—t2)0—t20—t1 ’tl,tg S T};
o L= {tg o— (tl o— (e O—tg)) o— (tg o— 19 o— tl) ‘ t1,ta,t3 € T}.

This is a less standard example in that 7 uses t] o— (e o— t3) as the role of ¢; ® to.

For another example, as well as we can construct an LCA (and the based BCI-algebra)
from a “reflexive object” (See [AHS02] and [Hag00]), we can get BII*LP(-)®-algebras by
appropriate settings.

Example 3.21. Let (C,®,I) be a monoidal closed category and
®:C(—®X,—) = C(—,— o— X) be the adjunction. Suppose an object V that has:
(i) an isomorphism 7 : (V o— V) — V and s :=r~1;
(ii) a retractiont: (V®V)<aV :u, that is, maps t: V@V =V and u: V — V ®V such
that wot =idygy.
Then the set of maps C(I,V) is a BII*LP(-)®-algebra.
e For maps M, N : I — V, the application is defined as

I unitor Iol (soM)®N

e Takeamap f: (VRV)®V =V as

Vo—V)aV SV

associator s®@(evo(s®id))
e

(VeaV)eV Ve (VeV) Ve—V)aV 5V
The B-combinator is given as r o ®(r o &(r o ®(f)) o Ay), where \y : I @ V — V is the
unitor.
e The I-combinator is 7 o ®(Ay).
e The B-combinator given above satisfies the axiom of the I*-combinator. Here we use
ros =idy, and thus we need to assume r is an isomorphism (not merely a retraction).
e Takeamapg: V&V =V as

sQu evo(associator)

VeV —V—-V)a(VeV)

The L-combinator is 7 o ®(r o ®(g) o Ay).

e The P-combinator is r o ®(r o ®(t) o Ay).

e Given arbitrary M : I -V, M®*isro®(evo(s®@M)opyoAy). Here py : V - VI is
the unitor.

evo(s®id)
E—

VeV V.

We will use the above BII*LP(-)®-algebra later in the last of Section 6.1.
Next we show that BII*LP(-)*-algebras induce monoidal closed categories.

Proposition 3.22. When A is a BII*LP(-)*-algebra, Asm(A) is a monoidal closed cate-
gory.
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Proof. Since A is also a BI(-)®-algebra, we can use the combinatory completeness for the
planar lambda calculus.

e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of X ® Y is |X| x |Y|. Realizers are defined as

[z ®@yllxey == {Ppq [ p € zllx,q € llylly}-

e For f: X = X' and g: Y — Y, the map f®g is the function sending z®y to f(z)®g(y).
A realizer for f ® g is L(A*pg.P(rsp)(rqq))-

e The underlying set of the unit object I is a singleton {x}. The realizer is ||*||; := {I}.

e The left unitor Ay : I ® X — X sends * ® x to z, whose realizer is LI. A realizer of )\;(1
is PI.

e The right unitor px : X =& X ® [ sends x to x ® %, whose realizer is A*p.Ppl. A realizer
of p}l is LIT*.

e The associator axyz : (X ®Y)®Z > X® (Y ®Z)sends (zRy)®@ztox® (y®z). A
realizer of axy 7 is L(L(\*pgr.Pp(Pgr))). A realizer of ay},, is L(A\*pu.L(Mp)u), where
M = XNpqr.P(Ppq)r.

e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of Y o— X is Homagm4)(X,Y"). Realizers are
defined as || f|lyo—x := {r | r realizes f}.

eFor f: X' 5 Xandg:Y — Y’ go— f is the function sending a map h : X — Y to
goho f:X"—=Y' Arealizer for g o— f is Nuv.rg(u(rsv)).

e The evaluation map ev: (Y o— X)® X — Y sends f ® x to f(z), which is realized by LI.

e For any map f: Z® X — Y, there exists a unique map ¢ : Z — (Y o— X) which satisfies
evo(g®idx) = f. This g is given as the function sending z to the function z — f(z®x),
which is realized by A*rp.ry(Prp). []

Similar to the case of BCI-algebras (Proposition 2.12 and 2.13), we cannot use the same
proof of Proposition 3.22 to the case of Mod(A). We prove that Mod(.A) on a BIT*LP(-)*-
algebra A is a monoidal closed category by the same modification used in the proof of
Proposition 2.13. That is, we take the inclusion functor G : Mod(A) < Asm(A) and
the left adjoint F' : Asm(.A) — Mod(A), and define the tensor product X in Mod(A) as
XXY = F(GX @ GY).

Proposition 3.23. When A is a BII*LP(-)®-algebra, Mod(.A) is a monoidal closed cate-
gory. L]

For functors given by applicative morphisms between BIT*LP(-)®-algebras, the next
properties hold.

Proposition 3.24. Let Ay and Ay be BIT*LP(-)*-algebras and «y : A1 — As is an applica-
tive morphism. Then 7y, : Asm(A1) — Asm(Az) is a lax monoidal functor.

Proof. A realizer for Iy — ~.(I1) is in the set N*u.u(y(Iy)).
A realizer for (7,X) ®2 (14Y) = 7(X ®1Y) is in Lao(XN*pg.ry(ry(vP1)p)q). []

Proposition 3.25. For BII*LP(-)®-algebras Ay and Ay and an adjoint pair
(0 47) : Ay = Ag, the adjunction (0, 4 v«) : Asm(Ay) — Asm(Ay) is monoidal.

Proof. We show that the left adjoint d, is strong monoidal. Since 9, is lax monoidal by the
previous proposition, it is sufficient to show that there are realizers for maps d,1o — I; and
(X ®2Y) — 6, X®16,Y. A realizer for the former is N*z.e(rs(0(A*y.y(v11)))z). A realizer
for the latter is \*z.e(rs (6 (L(A*uv.ry (ry(YP)(iu))(iv))))z). Here e € | A;|is an element such
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that Vz € |A1],e(0(yz)) = x and i € | As| is an element such that Vy € |Asl], iy = v(dy),
that are obtained by the assumption that v and ¢ form an adjoint pair. L]

3.4. Bi-BDI-algebras and monoidal bi-closed categories. Let us consider once again
why non-symmetric tensor products in categories of assemblies cannot be constructed from
BII*(-)*-algebras, from the viewpoint of the “polymorphic encoding.” In the second-order
linear logic, a tensor product X ® Y can be interpreted as Va.(X — Y — a) — a.
(This interpretation is seen in [BMPO6], for instance.) This formula (X — Y — a) — «
corresponds to the type inhabited by At.txy in the typed linear lambda calculus. This
correspondence connected to that (in a PCA or a BCI-algebra,) a realizer of z®y € [ X QY|
is AMt.tpg for p € ||z|]|x and g € |ly|ly. What matters here is that the interpretation
X®Y 2 Va(X — Y — a) — «a holds only when the tensor product is symmetric.
Whereas, for the non-symmetric cases, X ® Y is expressed as Va.(ao— Y o— X) —o « or
Va.aoo— (Y —o X —o ). Here we need to distinguish two sorts of implications o— and —o.
In an applicative structure like a BIT*(-)*-algebra, we cannot distinguish them since we
only have one sort of application.

Conversely, providing some structure in an applicative structure A that allows to distin-
guish these two implications, we may be able to construct non-symmetric tensor products
in Asm(A). From this viewpoint, we introduced bi-BDI-algebras in [Tom22].

In this subsection, we recall bi-BDI-algebras from [Tom22]. First we recall a variant
of the lambda calculus, which is an example of an applicative structure with two sorts of
applications.

Definition 3.26. Bi-planar lambda terms are constructed by the following rules:

Tk (identity) M (right abstraction) M (left abstraction)
' (M<+x) 'k (z—M)
'-M AFN AFN 'M

— (right application) —
I''A+FMON AT NAQM
Note that here is none of weakening, contraction nor exchange rules.
For the sake of clarity, we will classify right and left by red and blue color. That is, we
write each of them as MON, (M <z), NQM and (x+M).
We define a relation — 3 on bi-planar lambda terms as the congruence of the following
relations:
e (right S-reduction) (M <x)ON —5 M[N/x]
o (left B-reduction) NQ(z+s M) —5 M[N/z]
The bi-planar lambda calculus consists of bi-planar lambda terms and the reflexive,
symmetric and transitive closure of —4 as the equational relation =g.

(left application)

Basic properties about the S-reduction —g, such as the confluence and the strongly
normalizing property, can be shown in the same way as the proof for the linear lambda
calculus.

Remark 3.27. The bi-planar lambda calculus is not essentially a new concept, since
it often appears as the Curry-Howard corresponding calculus with the Lambek calculus
(cf. [JIdP18]). However, note that unlike the calculus corresponding to the Lambek calcu-
lus, the bi-planar lambda calculus is based on untyped setting. The reason why we use a
less-standard notation is to shorten the length of terms and to make them easier to read.
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Then we define a class of applicative structures which we call bi-BDI-algebras.

Definition 3.28. A total applicative structure A = (|A|, D) is a bi-BDI-algebra iff there
is an additional total binary operation @ on |A| and |.A| contains several special elements:

(1) B e | A such that Vz,y, z € | A, ((Bﬁx);y)ﬁz = D (yDz).
(2) B € | Al such that Va,y, z € |A], 20 (y@(zGB)) = (2Gy) .
(3) D € |A| such that Va,y, z € |A], zG((DDy)Dz) = (zQy)Dz.
(4) D € | A| such that Va,y,z € ].A] (2Q(y@D)) Dz = 2G(yDz).
(5) T € |A| such that Vz € |A|, Ioz = z.

(6) T e |A| such that Vz € |A|, 20T = z.

(7) For each a € |A|, a® € |A| such that Vz € |A|, (a”)Dz = zGa.
(8) For each a € |A|, a” € | A such that Va € |A|, 20 (a”) = aba.

We call © and @ as right application and left application respectively. We often write
= (JA|,©, @) for a bi-BDI-algebra A = (|.A], ®) with the left application @.

In the sequel, we use O as a left-associative operation and often omit unnecessary
parentheses, while we do not omit parentheses for @. For instance, (ubvOw)@((zGy)Qz)
denotes ((uDv)Dw)a((z0y)az).

The definition of bi-BDI-algebras is intended having a good correspondence with the
bi-planar lambda calculus.

Example 3.29. Untyped closed bi-planar lambda terms modulo =g form a bi-BDI-algebra,
which we call £ in this paper. We give a few examples of representatives: (((z0(yDz) < z)<y)<z)
represents B; (yr (z+— (zGQ(yDz) < 2))) represents D; (z+ MOx) represents M”.

Proposition 3.30 (combinatory completeness for bi-BDI-algebras). Let A = (| A, D, @)
be a bi-BDI-algebra. A polynomial over A is defined as a syntactic expression generated by
variables, elements of | A| and the applications D and Q. For a polynomial M over A and the
rightmost variable x of M, if x appears exactly once in M, there exists a polynomial M’ such
that the free variables of M’ are the free variables of M excluding x and M'Da = Mla/z]
for all a € |A|. We write such M’ as (M <-x). Also, for a polynomial N over A and the
leftmost variable y of N, if y appears exactly once in N, there exists a polynomial N’ such
that the free variables of N' are the free variables of N excluding y and aGN' = Nla/y] for
all a € |A|. We write such N as (y~>N).

Proof. We define (M <~ z) by induction on the structure of M.

o (ziz) =1
o (MONz) = ]§£(DI>II>N) O(M<z)  (z € FV(M))
BOMO (N <x) (x € FV(N))
Note that in case z € FV (M), DOION has no variables since z is the rightmost free
variable in MON. .
o (NGM &z e NGQ((M<z)aD)  (z € FV(M))
BO(M9)D(N &) (z € FV(N))
Note that in case x € FV(N), M has no variables since z is the rightmost free variable
in NGM.
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The case of the left abstraction (y++N) is given in the same way, with all the left and right
constructs reversed. []

Next we give another example of bi-BDI-algebra which is introduced in [Tom22] and
similar to Example 3.19.

Example 3.31. Take an ordered group (G, -, e,<). Let T” be a set whose elements are
constructed grammatically as follows:

tu=glto—t' |t—t (geQq).

That is, T” is a set of binary trees whose leaves are labeled by elements of G, and whose
nodes are two colored by o— and —o. We further define a function |-| : 7" — G by induction:
9] := g, [tz o= t1] := [t2] - [t1| 7" and [ty —o to| := [ta] ! - [ta.

Let |T”| be the powerset of {t € T" | e < |t|}. Then we can get a bi-BDI-algebra 7"
by [T"]:
For M,N € |T"|, MON := {ty | 3t; € N, (ty o—t;) € M}.
For M,N € |T"|, NGM := {ty | 3t; € N, (t; —o t3) € M}.
B = {(tg o— tl) o— (tg o— tl) o— (t3 o— tg) | tl,tg,tg S T”}, dual for ]§

= {(( 1 —™o tg) o— tg) (tl —o (tg o— tg)) ‘ t1,t9,13 € T”}, dual for f)
I = {tl o— 11 | t € T”} dual for I
For M € |T"|, M := {ta o—t1 | (t1 —o t2) € M}, dual for M".

In the above example, we prepare —o in the construction of 7" to express the left ap-
plication. However, in fact, 7 in Example 3.13 is a bi-BDI-algebra even without preparing

—o,

Example 3.32. Let T be the same set in Example 3.13. For t,t' € T, we definet —t' € T
as (eo—t)o— (eo—1t'). Then T is a bi-BDI-algebra, whose components are taken in the
same way as Example 3.31.

Next we give some basic properties of bi-BDI-algebras.

Proposition 3.33.

(1) Any bi-BDI-algebra is also a BIT*LP(-)*-algebra.

(2) Any BCI-algebra is also a bi-BDI-algebra whose left and right applications coincide.

(3) When A= (JA|,D) is a bi BDI-algebra, the left application is unique up to isomorphism
That is, when both (| A|,©,Q}) and (| A, 0, Qy) are bi-BDI- algebras, Ay = (| Al, 01) and
Ay = (| A], Dg) are zsomorphzc as applicative structures, where x0y = yQ;z.

(4) Let A = (JA|,D, Q) be a bi-BDI-algebra and take an applicative structure A’ = (|A|, 7)/)
by xB,y := yQz. Then A is a BCI-algebra iff A’ is a BCI-algebra. Moreover, in such
a case, A and A’ are isomorphic as applicative structures.

Proof.
(1) B, I, I*, L, P and a® are given as B, I, ((zG(y0I)<y) <), ((xGy<y) <),

(¢S tbxby) <iy) <x) and (a;HxT a)q respectively.
(2) For a BCI- -algebra (].A] I>) (Al ”, 3) is a bi-BDI-algebra when we take yQz := z0y.

Here B=B = BD CI: =TI and ¢ =ad" :=a.
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(3) By the combinatory completeness of A, we have L := ((yQoz<x)<y) such that
Loybx = yQox = 20sy. By the combinatory completeness of A;, we have an element
r = (x> (yrs Loyoz)), which satisfies roqz0 1y = Loybz = xbyy. This r realizes
the applicative morphism 41 : A; — Ay given as the identity function on |.A|. Similarly
we have the inverse applicative morphism iy : Ay — A given as the identity function.
i1 and iy are the isomorphisms between A; and As.

(4) Suppose that A is a BCI-algebra, that is, there is some element C € |A| such that
ChzbyDz = z0z0y. Take an element C := (z+5 (y+s (2> COMDzbybz))), where
M = (((y@(2Qx) i) Sz) Sy). B, I and C make A’ a BCI-algebra. Similarly, when
we suppose A’ is a BCI-algebra, A is also a BCI-algebra.

Furthermore, when we suppose A (and also A’) is a BCI-algebra, we have an element
r= 65((31@:17@1:1:) <4y), which realizes the applicative morphism i : A’ — A given as
the identity function. Similarly we have the inverse applicative morphism ' : A — A’
given as the identity function, and thus A = A'. ]

By (1) and (2) of the above proposition, the class of bi-BDI-algebras is the class of ap-
plicative structures in between BII*LP(-)®-algebras and BCI-algebras. We named the “L-

combinator” of BIT*LP(-)*-algebras by the reason that it is represented as ((zQy<-y) <)
in a bi-BDI-algebra, that gives the “left” application of two arguments.

Remark 3.34. Although ((zQy<-y)<-z) always acts as a L-combinator in a bi-BDI-
algebra, it is not the only way to take a L-combinator. Indeed, in Example 3.32, 7 has a
L-combinator as

e g

(zGyiy)<ix) = BOIAD) OI
= {tao—((eo—t1)o—(eo—ty)) o—t1 | t1,t2 € T},
which is different from the L-combinator taken in Example 3.20.

Since a bi-BDI-algebra A is also a BII*LP(-)®-algebra, we know that Asm(A) (and
Mod(.A)) is a monoidal closed category. Moreover, we can show that the categories of
assemblies on bi-BDI-algebras are not just a monoidal closed categories, but are monoidal
bi-closed categories, having richer categorical structures. A monoidal bi-closed category is
a monoidal category C with two sorts of adjunction C(X ® Y,Z) = C(X,Z o—Y) and
C(X®Y,Z)=2C(Y,X — Z).

Proposition 3.35. When A = (JA|,0) is a bi-BDI-algebra, Asm(A) is a monoidal bi-
closed category.
Proof. Let @ be the left application of A.

e A realizer for identities is L. _
o A realizer for the composition of f: X — Y and g:Y — Z is BOr,Ory.
e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of X ® Y is | X| x |Y|. Realizers are defined as

lz @yl = {(t=>topog) [ p € |lx,q € lylly}-
e For f: X = X' and g: Y — Y, the map f®g is the function sending z®y to f(z)®g(y).
A realizer for f @ g is ((((t=>tD(rpOp)D(ryDq))<q) < p)Qusu).
e The underlying set of the unit object I is a singleton {x}. The realizer is ||x||; := {I}.
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— =

e The left unitor Ay : 7 ® X — X sends * ® x to z, whose realizer is (IGp<-p). A realizer
of 5! is ((t-5t0Top) <ip).

e The right unitor px : X — X ® I sends = to x ® *, whose realizer is ((tﬁtﬁpﬁi) é«p). A
realizer of p)_(l is (((p(a(vﬁf)@v)@p)(}uéu)

e The associator axyz : (XQY)®Z - X®@(Y®Z) sends (zQy)Rz to z® (y®2). axyz is
realized by ((M Qv <-v)Qu<u), where M := ((((t->tOpo(t' st/ Dgor)) <) <1q) <ip). A
realizer of ayy, is (((((N<r) £4q) Qo ) Sip)@Qu <), where N = (75 (t0(H © ' Dpoig)) o).

e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of ¥ o— X is Homagm(4)(X,Y"). Realizers are

| fllyo—x := {r | r is a realizer of f}.

efFor f: X' - Xandg:Y — Y’ go— fis the function sending a map h: X — Y to the
map goho f: X' —Y'. A realizer for g o— f is ((ry®(ub(r;Dv))<1w)<u).

e The evaluation map ev : (Y o— X) ® X — Y sends f ® z to f(x), which is realized by

e For any map f: Z® X — Y, there exists a unique map ¢ : Z — (Y o— X) which satisfies
evo(g®idx) = f. This g is given as the function sending z to the function z — f(z®x),
which is realized by ((rf?)(t;%t?)q;p) Lip)aq).

e For objects X and Y, the underlying set of X —o Y is is Homagm(4) (X,Y). Realizers are

1fllx—y :={r| a@r € || f(x)||y for any x € | X| and a € ||z||x}.

This set is not empty since (ry)” is in the set for a realizer rf of f.

efor f: X' - Xandg:Y — Y/, f—o g is the function sending a map h: X — Y to the
map goho f: X' — Y'. A realizer for f —o g is ((v+o7,0((rpDv)Au)) < u).

e The evaluation map ev’ : X ® (X — Y) — Y sends z ® f to f(x), which is realized by
(((pQov <v) <p)@u ).

e For any map f: X ® Z — Y, there exists a unique map g : Z — (X — Y') which satisfies
ev'o(idx ® g) = f. This g is given as the function sending z to the function x — f(z® z2),
which is realized by ((p+>70(t+>tbpig))<+q). []

For the category of modest sets, we use the same discussion as Proposition 2.13. That
is, for the functor F' that is left adjoint of the inclusion functor G : Mod(.A) — Asm(A), we
define tensor products X in Mod(A) as X XY = F(GX ® GY').

Proposition 3.36. When A = (|A|,0) is a bi-BDI-algebra, Mod(A) is a monoidal bi-
closed category. L]

In Proposition 3.35, Asm(.A) is the category of assemblies on the applicative structure
(|A],©). Even if we employ the left application @ to construct the category of assemblies,
we can obtain a category with the same structures as Asm(.A), as the next proposition says.

Proposition 3.37. Let A = (|A|,, Q) be a bi-BDI-algebra. When we take an applicative
structure A' = (JA|,0') by 20y := yGa, Asm(A) and Asm(A’) are isomorphic as categories.
Moreover, Asm(A) is monoidally isomorphic to Asm(A") with the reversed tensor products.
That is, there is an isomorphism R : Asm(A) — Asm(A’) such that R(I) = I', RY(I") = I,
R(X®Y)=RY ® RX and R"N(X'®'Y') = R'Y' @ R™\X" hold.

Proof. For amap f: X — Y in Asm(A), the map is also a map in Asm(A’) since the realizer
exists as 7¢”. Therefore, we can take a functor R : Asm(A) — Asm(A’) which sends objects
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to the same objects and maps to the same maps. Similarly we can get R~! which sends
objects to the same objects and maps to the same maps.

A’ is a bi-BDI-algebra by taking the left application w@/y := yoz. We define the
monoidal structure (®’,I') on Asm(A’) in the same way as Proposition 3.35. Here the
realizers for tensor products are Hx @ yllxery = {(qQ(pat)<t) | p € HwHX,q € llylly}. A
realizer for R(I) — I' is (ur—>ul)I) and a realizer for the inverse is (ursIGu). A realizer for
R(X®Y) — RY @ RX is (u-> (((pQ(qQt)<+t)<+q)<p)Qu) and a realizer for the inverse
is (ursud (g (prs (trsthpog)))).

Similar for the realizers related to R~ []

We can define “partial bi-BDI-algebras” naturally. Similar to partial BCI-algebras
discussed in Remark 2.14, for a partial bi-BDI-algebra A:

e Asm(A) is not generally a monoidal bi-closed category;
e adding an extra element 1, A naturally extends to a total bi-BDI-algebra A ;
e Asm(A) is the full subcategory of Asm(A ).

Here the L does not need to be two (for © and for @), just one.

4. SEPARATION OF CLASSES OF APPLICATIVE STRCTURES

As we have already mentioned, the classes of applicative structures in this paper form a
hierarchy summarized in the following table (Table 3). However, we have not yet shown
the strictness of the hierarchy. To show the strictness of the each inclusion, it is sufficient
to provide an applicative structure separating the classes, that is, an applicative structure
belonging to one side of the class but not belonging to the other. In this section we give
several such applicative structures, as summarized in Table 3.

Table 3: Separation

| Applicative structure | Definition | It is a. .. | It is not a. .. | Proposition |
Lpe Example 4.1 | BI(-)®-algebra BII*(-)*-algebra 4.2
Lp, Example 4.3 | BII*(-)®-algebra BIT*LP(-)®-algebra 4.4
C Definition 4.11 | BII*(-)®-algebra bi-BDI-algebra 4.12
Lp Example 3.2 | BIT*(-)®-algebra bi-BDI-algebra 4.10
F Example 4.5 | BIT*LP(-)®-algebra | bi-BDI-algebra 4.6
Lp Example 3.29 | bi-BDI-algebra BClI-algebra 4.7
Inclusions
BClI-algebras C bi-BDI-algebras C BII*LP(-)®-algebras C BII*(-)®-algebras C BI(-)°-algebras

4.1. Proofs of separations. First we show that the planar lambda calculus with a constant
separates BI(-)®-algebras and BII* (-)*-algebras.

Example 4.1. Suppose a constant symbol ¢ and add the following constant rule to the

construction rules of planar lambda terms (See Example 2.5 and 3.2).
(constant)
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We assume no additional reduction rules about the constant. That is, for instance, c¢(Ax.x)c
has no redex. Closed planar terms (which may contain ¢) modulo =g form a BI(-)®-algebra,
which we call Lp,.

Even adding the constant ¢, the planar lambda calculus still has the properties of
confluence and strongly normalizing.

Proposition 4.2. Lp. is a BI(-)*-algebra but not a BII*(-)*-algebra. Hence,
BII*(-)*-algebras C BI(-)*-algebras.

Proof. Assume that Lp, is a BIT*(-)®-algebra. That is, assume there exist terms I and I
in Lp, such that IM =g M and I*M1I =g M for any term M in Lp.. We take I and I as
B-normal terms w.l.o.g. If M =5 N in Lp., the number of appearance of c is equal between
M and N. Thus, since [*cl =3 ¢, I and I cannot contain c.

e When I*cis S-normal, I*cl is also S-normal and obviously not equal to ¢. This contra-

dicts to the confluence of the planar lambda calculus (with constant c).

e When I* = Au.J for some J and u, I*cl =g (J[c/u])l.

— When J = Av.J’ for some J' and v, [*cI =g J'[c/u][I/v]. Suppose v receives just
n arguments Ni,...,N, (n > 0) in J'. J = C[vN;y...N,] for some context C[—]
which contains u to the left of the hole [—]. For the f-normal form N of IN; ... N,,
I*cl =g (C[N])[c/u]. (C[N])[c/u] is B-normal and obviously not equal to c. This
contradicts to the confluence.

— Otherwise, J[c/u]l is f-normal and not equal to c¢. This contradicts to the confluence.

[

Next we show that the planar lambda calculus additionally employing the n-equality
separates BII* (-)*-algebras and BII*LP(-)®-algebras.

Example 4.3. Suppose three constant symbols ¢q, ¢s and ¢3 and add the following constant

rules (¢ = 1,2,3) to the construction rules of planar lambda terms.
(constant)
~ C;

We assume no additional reduction rules about the constants. Closed planar terms (that
may contain constants) modulo =g, form a BII*(-)*-algebra, which we call £,,. Note that
the equivalence relation of L, is the Sn-equality, while that of Lp. (Example 4.1) is the
f-equality. We have Azyz.z(yz) as a representation of I* in £, . Indeed, for any term M,
(Azyz.x(yz))M(Aw.w) =g Az.Mz =, M.

Proposition 4.4. £/, is a BII*(-)®-algebra but not a BII*LP(-)*-algebra. Hence,
BII*LP(-)*-algebras C BII*(-)*-algebras.

Proof. Assume that there are some terms L and P in £/, satisfying that for any terms Mj,
My and Ms, LMl(PMgMg) =8y MMy Ms. Taking My = My = M3 := Ax.x, we see that L
and P cannot contain constants.

Taking M; := ¢;, we have Lecq(Pcacs) =gy cicac3. Since L is a closed planar term
with no constants, the Sn-normal form of L is the form Azy; ... ym.2N1... N, (m,n > 0).
Therefore, Lei(Pcac3) =gy (Ay1 ... ym-c1N1 ... Ny)(Pcac3). However, this term cannot be
Bn-equal to cicocs since ¢ cannot receive co and c3 as separated arguments no matter how
the form of P is. L]

Next we show that the freely constructed BII*LP(-)*-algebra separates BII*LP(-)°®-
algebras and bi-BDI-algebras.
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Example 4.5. We take F as the freely constructed BIT*LP(-)*-algebra with two constants
c1 and ¢o. That is, elements of F are constructed from B, I, I*, L, P, ¢; and ¢y using the
application and the unary operation (-)°*. The equality in F is obtained by the axioms of
BII*LP(-)*-algebras and we do not assume any axioms on the constants.

Proposition 4.6. F is a BIT*LP(-)*-algebra but not a bi-BDI-algebra. Hence,
bi-BDI-algebras C BIT*LP(-)®-algebras.

Proof. Assume that F is a bi-BDI-algebra and write the right and left applications as O
and @. Here this © is the same application as that of F as a BII*LP(-)*-algebra, that is,
MN and MON denote the same element.

By the combinatory completeness, there is an element M := ((x@yéy)é:p) in F.
Since MOIOT” =1 holds, this M cannot contain ¢; nor co. For this M, M DeyDes” = cobiey.
As we can see from the axioms of B, I, I*, L, P and (-)°, it is impossible for M in any form
to exchange the order of two arguments ¢; and ¢ in M ilk)rcl i’f)»cf. Then it is also impossible
for ¢p” in any form to reduce M > 015‘, o’ to 6215‘,01. ]

Finally we show the bi-planar lambda calculus L5 (Example 3.29) separates bi-BDI-
algebras and BClI-algebras.

Proposition 4.7. Lg is a bi-BDI-algebra but not a BCI-algebra. Hence,
BClI-algebras C bi-BDI-algebras.

Proof. Assume that there is some closed bi-planar lambda term C in Lp such that for any
closed bi-planar term M, N and L, COMON®OL =3 MOLON. Let C’ be the f-normal form
of CO(z+x). C"OMON =5 NOM holds for any M and N. Take M := (z+>x)0(y—>y)
and N := (z—2)0(y+—y)0(z—2). Note that for any S-normal term P and a free variable
w of P, P[M/w] and P[N/w| are -normal.

e When C’0M is f-normal, both C’OMON and NOM are S-normal. However, obviously

C'OMON # s N DM and it contradicts to the confluence of the bi-planar lambda calculus.

e When ¢’ = (C"«-u) for some C” and u, C'"OMON =5 C"[M/u]ON.

— When C” = (C" «w) for some C" and v, C"OMON =5 C"'[M/u][N/v]. Since v is
the rightmost free variable of C", N is to the right of M in C"'[M/u][N/v]. Hence
C"[M/u][N/v] #3 NOM and it contradicts to the confluence.

— Otherwise, C"[M/u]ON is f-normal. C"[M /u]ON #5 NOM and it contradicts to the
confluence. n

4.2. The planar lambda calculus is not a bi-BDI-algebra. Proofs of separations in the
previous subsection are straightforward ones. However, it is sometimes difficult to show that
an applicative structure does not belong to certain class of applicative structures. In this
subsection, as an example, we will show that £p of Example 3.2 (the planar lambda calculus
with no constant) is not a bi-BDI-algebra. Compared to propositions when constants exist
(Proposition 4.2 and 4.4), the proof is more tricky.

Lemma 4.8. For any term M of Lp, there is a term N of Lp such that NM =g \z.x.

Proof. Since planar lambda terms always have S-normal forms uniquely, we can assume M
is f-normal w.l.o.g. We show this lemma by the induction on the number of bound variables
of M. When BV (M) is a singleton, M is Az.x and N := \z.z satisfies NM =3 \z.x.
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Assuming that the lemma holds till the number of bound variables of M is k, we will
show that the lemma holds for M which contains k£ + 1 bound variables. Since M is planar
and S-normal, M = Axy1 ... Ym.xP; ... P, for some S-normal planar terms Py, ..., P,. Here
Y1, - - -, Ym are all the free variables of Py, ..., P,. Let Q; be the term replacing all the y; in P;
with A\z.z. Each Q; is a closed planar term and has at most k& bound variables. Hence, from
the induction hypothesis, there exists some closed planar term R; such that R;Q; =3 Az.x.
Take N’ := Awy ... wy.(Riwy) ... (Rywy,) and N := Au.uN'(A21.21) ... (A2pm.2m). Then N’
and N are closed planar terms and

NM =3 MN'(Az1.21) ... Azm-2m)
= (A\xy1.. . Yym-xPr... P)N' (Az1.21) ... N2m.2m)
=3 N/Ql - Qn
= (Awy...wp.(Riwy) ... (Rywn))Q1...Qn
— (B1Q1).. (RuQu)
=3 (Az.x)...(\z.2)
=3 AT.T.

Lemma 4.9. Lp is not a BCI-algebra.

Proof. Assume that there is a term 7" in Lp such that TMN =g NM for any M and N in
Lp. (Note that a total applicative structure containing B and I is a BCI-algebra iff it has T
such that Tzy = yz. Indeed, B(B(T(BBT))B)T satisfies the axiom of the C-combinator.)
Take a term Azyq ...Ym.zP; ... P, as the g-normal form of T. If n = 0, T = Az.z and it
immediately leads contradiction. Thus n > 1.

Since TMN =g NM for any M and N,

TM =3 TMT =3 TMTT =3 TMTTT =54 ...

Let Q; (j = 1,...,n) be the terms replacing all the y; in P; with 7. Each Q; is a closed
planar term. Let U := Az.xQ1 ... Qp.

UM = (Az2Qi...Qn)M
=5 MGQ1...Qn
= (MP...P)[T/wn]. [T/ym]
=3 (Azyi...ymaxPi...P)MT...T
= TMT...T
—y TM.

Thus UMN =3 (TM)N =3 NM holds for any M and N.
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From Lemma 4.8, there exist closed terms R; (j = 1,...,n) such that R;Q; =g Az.z.
Take My := Awy ... wy.(Riwy) ... (Rywy). Then for any closed planar term N,

NMy =g UMyN
Az.2Qq ...Qn)MyN
=5 MoQ1...QnN
= ()\wl ...wn.(lel)... (Rn’wn))QlQnN
=B (RlQl) s (RnQn)N
=5 (Mz.2)...(A\z.2)N
:B N.

Taking Ny := Az.x in NoMy =g Ny, we get My = Az.xz. Therefore, N(A\z.z) =g N
holds for any closed planar term N. However, N := Ay.y(\z.z) is the counterexample of
this equation and it leads contradiction. ]

Proposition 4.10. Lp is a not a bi-BDI-algebra.

Proof. Assume that L£p is a bi-BDI-algebra. That is, taking © as the application canoni-
cally obtained by the application of planar lambda terms, assume that there is some binary
operation @ such that (|£p|, 0, 6) becomes a bi-BDI-algebra. This @ is the binary oper-
ation not on planar lambda terms, but on [S-equivalence classes of planar lambda terms.
However, in the sequel, we denote a lambda term M indistinguishably to the equivalence
class containing M. For instance, for planar lambda terms M; and Mo, Ml@Mg denotes
some representation of M; @M, where M; is the S-equivalence class containing M;.

By the combinatory completeness for bi-BDI-algebras, there is a closed planar term L
representing ((zQy<~y)<~x). Take a term Azy ...Ym.zP; ... P, as the f-normal form of
L. For a term T representing ((:Ei;(yﬁi)Hy)Hx), dividing to the cases of n = 0 or not,
we will show that T makes Lp a BCI-algebra and leads contradiction to Lemma 4.9.

Ifn=0,L=Ar.x and MON =5 (LOM)ON =g MGN holds for any M and N in Lp.
Given arbitrary term Ny in Lp, take M = TIand N := Ny” in MON =3 M@QN. Then we
get No~ =3 Noo1I. For arbitrary My and Ny in Lp,

TOMyONy = (((a@(yoTI)<y)<iz))DMoD N
=5  MyG(NooT)
=3 ]\40@]\70D

=5 No© My

holds. Hence, T' makes Lp a BClI-algebra and contradicts to Lemma 4.9.
Next is the case of n > 1. Since LOM©ON =g MQN for any M and N,

LOM =5 LOM®O(L") =5 LOM®O(L”)0(L") =5 LOMO(L7)0(L")O (L) =5 .. ..
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Let @; be the term replacing all the y; in P; with L”. Each @); is a closed planar term. Let
Vi=dr.zQq...Qn.
VM = (Az2Qi...Qn)M
=5 MQ1...Qn
= (MPy...RP)[L"/y1]...[L"/ym]
=3 (Azy1...ym-xPy...P)M(L")... (L")
= LM(L")...(L")
=g LM.
Thus VMN =g LMN =g M®@N holds for any M and N.
From Lemma 4.8, there exists closed term R; (j = 1,...,n) such that R;Q; =g Az.z.
Take M := Aw; ... wy.(Riwy) ... (Rywy). Then for any closed planar term N,
M,GN =z LMN
=g MiQ1...QnN
=s (R1@Q1)... (RnQn)N
=3 (Mz.2)...(A\z.2)N
=3 N.
Taking N := Iin M1@N =3 N, we get My = I Therefore, f@Nl =g N7 holds for any
closed planar term N;. Given arbitrary Ny in Lp, with N7 := Ny”, we get

Ny =5 TAN,"

—5 Nobl.
For arbitrary My and Ns in Lp,
TOM;ONy = ((zG@(ydl)<y) <)o MaD N,
—5 M@ (NyDT)
=5 MyQNy”
=5 NoD M,
holds. Hence, T' makes Lp a BCl-algebra and contradicts to Lemma 4.9. []

We have already seen in Proposition 4.4 that £, (the planar lambda calculus with
constants) is not a BII*LP(-)®-algebra. However, whether Lp is a BII*LP(-)*-algebra is
still open.

4.3. The computational lambda calculus. Next we consider the computational lambda
calculus as an applicative structure that gives rise to non-symmetric structures. The com-
putational lambda calculus is a variant of the lambda calculus whose evaluation rules are
sound for programs with computational effects [Mog88]. The following axiomatization is
from [Sab96].
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Definition 4.11. Suppose infinite supply of variables z,y, z,.... Values, terms and evalu-
ation contexts are defined as follows:
e (values) V u=x | \z.M
e (terms) M ==V | MM
o (evaluation contexts) E[-]:=[]|EM |VE
(Terms are the same ones of the ordinary lambda calculus in Example 2.5.)
An equivalence relation =, on terms is defined as the congruence of the following equa-
tions:
* (Bv) (Az.M)V = M[V/x]
e (ny) e Ve=V
e (Ba) (Ax.E[z])M =. E[M]
Here E[M] denotes the term obtained by substituting M for [-] in EJ-].
The (untyped) computational lambda calculus is the lambda calculus formed by terms
and =..

In [Tom21], we showed that the computational lambda calculus is a BIT*(-)*-algebra
but not a BCI-algebra. We can get a BII*(-)®-algebra C, whose underlying set is equiva-
lence classes of lambda terms modulo =.. (Note that terms of C are not restricted to closed
terms.) Here Azyz.z(yz), Az.x, Axy.yx and Az.xM are representatives of B, I, I and M*
respectively.

Although the computational lambda calculus has all terms of the lambda calculus, C is
not a PCA nor a BCI-algebra. This is reasonable considering that programs with effects
cannot be discarded, duplicated nor exchanged in general, and thus C cannot have the
S/K/C-combinator. Moreover, we can prove the next proposition.

Proposition 4.12. C is not a bi-BDI-algebra.

To prove this proposition, we use the CPS-translation [SF93]. The CPS-translation [-]
sends terms of the computational lambda terms to terms of the ordinary lambda calculus
and is defined inductively as follows.

o [z] := Ak.kx
o [Az.M] := Me.k(A\x.[M])
o [MN] := Me.[M](Af.[N](A\z.fxk))

For any term M and N, M =, N holds in the computational lambda calculus iff
[M] =g, [N] holds in the ordinary lambda calculus.

Proof of Proposition 4.12. We will lead a contradiction by assuming C is a bi-BDI-algebra.
If C is a bi-BDI-algebra, we have a term L representing ((zQy<-y)<-z) and a term M"
representing (wﬁM;x) for each term M. For any terms My and My, LM, (M3") =. MyM,
holds, and thus [LM;(M")] =g, [M2M;i] holds. Now we take a fresh variables v and

let My := vv. Additionally we take a fresh variable (fresh for L, My and M5") u and let
M := uu. Then

[LMi(MoP)] = MW LIS [M O /2’ K) A S [Mo"] O fok))
=gy, AL IM] (A 12" (A f [ Mo ] (A fzk))))
=gy AR [L]Af uu\2 f'2' (N f M| (Az. fzk)))),
[MoMy]] =g, Mewv(Afauu(dx. fzk)).
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In [M2M;]), vo receives the argument of the form (...uw...). However, since u and v are
fresh, no matter what [L] is, in [LM;(M3")], vv cannot receive arguments containing uu.
Hence these terms [LM;(My")] and [MaM;] cannot be fn-equal. It leads a contradiction
to the soundness of the CPS-translation. [

Semantically, the untyped ordinary/linear/planar lambda calculus is modeled by a re-
flexive object of a CCC/SMCC/closed multicategory. And it is related to the categorical
structures of assemblies on each lambda calculus. On the other hand, the untyped com-
putational lambda calculus is modeled by a reflexive object of a Kleisli category. Since
the categorical structure of a Kleisli category is not monoidal in general but premonoidal
(See [PRI7]), it is expected that the category of assemblies on the untyped computational
lambda calculus is not a monoidal category. Thus the computational lambda calculus C is
expected not to be a BIT*LP(-)*-algebra inducing monoidal closed category, however, we
have not proven this conjecture yet.

Here, we give an intuitive explanation for the conjecture. Assume that L and P exist
in the computational lambda calculus. Take three non-values My, My and Mjs. Suppose
these terms are reduced to values: L — vr; P — vp; M; — v;. In My MsMs3, the evaluation
proceeds as follows:

Mj is reduced to vy
M is reduced to v
v1v9 18 reduced

M3 is reduced to v3

§ 888

On the other hand, in LM, (PM3Ms3), the evaluation proceeds as follows:

L is reduced to vy,

Mj is reduced to vy
vrvy is reduced

P is reduced to vp

M, is reduced to vy
vpvy is reduced

Ms3 is reduced to vs

888 g

These two computations seem not to coincide, since the order of the evaluations of vqv2 and
M3 is reversed.

5. NECESSARY CONDITIONS FOR INDUCING CLOSED STRUCTURES

We have seen that applicative structures of certain classes induce the corresponding cate-
gorical structures, in Proposition 2.8 (CCCs), Proposition 2.12 (SMCCs), Proposition 3.8
(closed multicategories), Proposition 3.14 (closed categories), Proposition 3.22 (monoidal
closed categories) and Proposition 3.35 (monoidal bi-closed categories). In this section, we
show the certain “inverses” of these propositions hold.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Asm(.A) happens to
be a CCC. A is an SK-algebra if the following conditions hold.

(i) [Y¥| = Homc(X,Y) and ||f|lyx = {r | r realizes f}.
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(i) For f: X' 5> X and g: Y = Y', g/ : YX 5 Y'X' is the function sending h: X —Y
togohof.

(iii) The forgetful functor from C to Sets strictly preserves finite products.

(iv) The adjunction ® : Homc(X x Y,Z) — Home(X,ZY) is the function sending a
function f to the function x — (y — f(z,y)).

Proof. Take an object A := (|Al,||-||a), where ||a||4 := {a}. When we take I as a realizer
of idy, this I satisfies Va € |A|, I||al|a C ||lida(a)||a. That is, Va € |A|, Ia = a.

Applying ® to the first projection (a,a’) — a: A x A — A, we get a map k: A — A4,
which sends a to (a’ — a). (Here we use the conditions (i), (iv) and (iii) to clarify what
the function k actually is.) When we take K as a realizer of k, this K satisfies Va,a’ € |A|,
Kad' = a.

Let ¢ : A — A? be the function sending a to the function = +— az. Here ¢(a) is realized
by a and ¢ is realized by I.

Applying ® twice to the map from ((A4)4 x A4) x A to A defined as

((AA)A x AA) x A Mxdagonal ((AAVA o AA) o (A x A)

symmetry ((AA)AXA)X(AAXA) evxev AAXAgA,

we get a map s : (A4 — (AA)(AA) which sends a function g : A — A“ to the function
(f: A= A)— (a— g(a)(f(a))). The map

id .
ALy 44 2 (AMA 5 (gAY B2 ga)a

is the function a — (a’ — (a” — ad”’(d’a”))). (Here we use the conditions (ii) to clarify

what the functions ¢ and id?® actually are.) Thus, when we take S as a realizer of this
map, S satisfies Szyz = z2(yz) for any z,y, 2 € |A|. []

To rephrase the proposition, to obtain a CCC by categorical realizability, being an
SK-algebra is the necessary condition on the total applicative structure (under several
conditions). We will show the similar propositions for the other classes. Combining the
propositions in this section and the separations in the previous section, we can say that, for
instance, the category of assemblies on an applicative structure that is a bi-BDI-algebra
but not a BCI-algebra (e.g., Asm(Lg)) is indeed non-symmetric monoidal (as long as we
try to take the symmetry in the canonical way).

)

Remark 5.2. When we try to prove the proposition replacing “total applicative structure’
with “partial applicative structure” in Proposition 5.1, we cannot use the same proof. This
is because ¢ : A — A4 is not always defined. Indeed, when ad’ is not defined in A, ¢(a)
is not defined at a’. It is still unclear whether we can prove the similar proposition as
Proposition 5.1 when A is a partial applicative structure.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Asm(.A) happens to
be an SMCC. A is a BCI-algebra if the following conditions hold.
(i) |Y o— X| = Home(X,Y) and || f|lyo—x = {r | r realizes f}.
(ii) go— f: (Y o— X) = (Y o— X') is the function sending h: X —Y togoho f.
(iii) The forgetful functor from C to Sets is a strict symmetric monoidal functor.
(iv) The adjunction ® : Homc(X ® Y, Z) — Home (X, Z o—Y) is the function sending a
function f to the function x — (y — f(z,y)).
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Proof. Take an object A := (|Al,||-||a), where ||a||4 := {a}. When we take I as a realizer
of idy, this I satisfies Va € |A|, I]jal|a C |lida(a)]la. That is, Va € |A|, Ia = a.

Let ¢ : A — (A o— A) be the function sending a to the function = +— ax. Here ¢(a) is
realized by a and ¢ is realized by 1.

Applying & twice to the map
(Ao A) @ (Ao— A)) @ A RN (A6 A)@ (A— A)® A) 2% (Ao A) 2 A < A,
we get amap [ : (Ao— A) = ((Ao— A) o— (Ao— A)), which sends g : A — A to the function
(f:A— A)+— go f. The map

AL (Ao A) L (Aom A) o— (Ao— A) L% (Ao A) o A)
is the function a — (a’ — (a” — a(a’a”))). Thus, when we take B as a realizer of this map,
B satisfies Bxyz = x(yz) for any z,y, 2 € | A|.
Applying @ to the map

symmetry

A® (Ao A) (Ao—A) @ A% A,

we get a map ¢: A — (Ao— (Ao— A)), which sends a to (f — f(a)). The map

AL (Ao (Aom A)) % (Ao A)

is the function a — (@’ — d’a). Thus, when we take T as a realizer of this map, T satisfies
Txy = yx for any z,y € |A|. Let C := B(B(T(BBT))B)T. Then Cxyz = zzy holds for
any z,y,z € |Al. []

Proposition 5.4. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Asm(.A) happens to
be a closed multicategory. A is a BI(-)*-algebra if the following conditions hold.

(i) C(X) = | X| and C(; X) = X.

(ii) C(X;Y) = Home(X,Y) and C(X;Y) = (Home (X, V), |-]).
Here ||f|| = {r | r realizes f}.

(iii) C(X1,..., X Y) =C(X1;C(Xa, ..., Xpn;Y)) and C(Xy, ..., X,;Y) is the underlying
set of C(Xq,..., X Y).

(iv) For g : Y1,...,Y, — Z and f; : X{,...,X]il =Y, go(fi,..., fn) is the function
sending x%,...,az}ﬁ,...,xzn to g(fl(x%,...,xil),...,fn(x?,...,xﬁn)). When k; = 0
for some 1 <1<mn, go(f,...,fn) is the function given y; € |Y;| pointed by f; as the
[-th argument of g.

(V) evx,, . x,v sends f,x1,...,xy to f(x1,...,2p).
(Vi) Az, ZiXi. Xy S€Nds a function (21, ..., Zm, T1, .- Tn = f(21, 00 Zms 1, .-, X))
to the function (z1,...,2m = f(Z1,- oy Zmy —s-eoy—))-

Proof. Take an object A := (|Al,||-||a), where ||a||4 := {a}. When we take I as a realizer
of idy, this I satisfies Va € |A|, I||al|a C ||lida(a)||a. That is, Va € |A|, Ia = a.

Let ¢ : A — C(A;A) be the function sending a to the map x +— ax. Here ¢(a) is
realized by a and ¢ is realized by I. Take a map

b:A A ALY A C(A;A), A DD CA; A), A D A,
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which sends (z,y,2) to z(yz) for any z,y,z € |A|. When we take B as a realizer of
AA;A;Q(A;A)(AA,A§A§A(b))7
Bryz = (Aga,c4,4)(Aa,a;4,4(0)))(2)(y)(2)
= b(z,y,2)
= z(yz).
Given arbitrary a € |A|, take a map f, : A — A as

A A A 2 A A), A A,

which sends € | A| to za. When we take a® as a realizer of f,, a®x = xa for any = € |A|. [

Proposition 5.5. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Asm(.A) happens to
be a closed category. A is a BII*(-)®-algebra if the following conditions hold.

(i) |Y o— X| = Home(X,Y) and || f|lyo—x = {r | r realizes f}.

(ii) go—f (Y o— X) = (Y o— X') is the function sending h: X —Y togoho f.
(iil) 4 X is the function sending a function (f : x+— x) to x.
(iv) L YZ is the function sending g : Y — Z to the function (f : X - Y)—go f.

Remark 5.6. In the condition (iii), we assume that the unit object is a singleton {x}. The
assumption can be derived from the condition (i).

Take an object X := ({1, z2}, ||-]|x) by ||zi|]| x := |A|. From the condition (i), | X o—1]is
Home(1, X). Since Home (I, X) = Homses(|1], {1, 72}), |X o I = Homses(|1], {1, 72})-
Also since X o— I = X, | X o— I| 2 |X| = {x1,22}. Homses (||, {z1,22}) = {z1,22} holds
iff || is the singleton.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Take an object A := (|A|,|-]|a), where ||a]la := {a}. When we
take I as a realizer of id4, this I satisfies Va € |A|, I|ja|la C |lida(a)||a. That is, Va € |A|,
Ia =a.

Let ¢ : A — (A o— A) be the function sending a to the function x +— ax. Here ¢(a) is
realized by a and ¢ is realized by I. The map

A% (Ao A) 5 (Ao A) o (Ao A4)) "% (Ao A) o A)

is the function a — (a’ — (a” — a(a’a”))). Thus, when we take B as a realizer of this map,
B satisfies Bxyz = z(yz) for any z,y,z € |A|.

Since I = (I o—I) and I € |[ids||;o—1, we can assume I € ||x||; w.l.o.g. When we take
I* as a realizer of i ;' : A — (A o—I), I¥ satisfies I*az = a for any a € |A| and z € |||,
especially, I*al = a holds.

Given arbitrary a € |A|, let g, : I — A be the function x — a. g, is realized by I*a.
The map

zd0—¢

AL (Ao A) 9% (Ao-1) 4 A
is the function a’ + a’a. Thus, when we take a® as a realizer of this map, a® satisfies
a®r = xa for any x € | A|. []

Proposition 5.7. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Asm(.A) happens to
be a monoidal closed category. A is a BII*LP(-)*-algebra if the following conditions hold.
(i) |Y o— X| = Home(X,Y) and || f|lyo—x = {r | r realizes f}.
(ii) go— f: (Y o— X) = (Y o— X') is the function sending h: X —Y togoho f.
(iii) The forgetful functor from C to Sets is a strict monoidal functor.
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(iv) The adjunction ® : Home(X ® Y, Z) — Home (X, Z o—Y) is the function sending a
function f to the function x — (y — f(z,y)).

Proof. Applying ® twice to the map

associator

(Yo X)®(Xo—2))® Z Yo X)®(Xo—2)®2Z) 2% (Vo X) 2 X 5 Y,

we get a map L})f’Z :(Yo—X) = (Yo—Z)o—(Xo—Z)). This L is the natural transformation
L of the closed category C. Applying ® to the unitor px : X ® I — X, we get a map
i)_(l : X — (X o—1T). The inverse map is the natural isomorphism ¢ of the closed category C.
We can easily check that A and C satisfies all the conditions of Proposition 5.5 for these L
and i. Hence, A is a BIT*(-)®-algebra.

Take an object A := (|Al,|-||a), where ||a]la := {a}. Let ¢ : A — (A o— A) be the
function sending a to the function x — ax. Here ¢(a) is realized by a and ¢ is realized by
I

Let [: A— (Ao— (A® A)) be the map obtained by applying ® to

)Rid

A® (Ao A) 20000 (4o Ay oA PHDH (o pye A e A

il g AL (Ao A)@ A A,
and let L be a realizer of [. [ is the function sending x to the function (y, z) — xyz. Also
let P be a realizer of p := ®(idaga) : A — ((A® A) o— A). p is the function sending y to
the function z — (y, z). Then for any z,y, z € |A|, Lz(Pyz) € ||l{(z)(p(y)(z))| 4 and thus

Lz(Pyz) = IU(z)(p(y)(2))
= U2)(y,2)
= xyz.

[

The proof of the next proposition, for monoidal bi-closed categories and bi-BDI-algebras,
is a little more complicated than the proofs of previous propositions. When we obtain a
monoidal bi-closed category Asm(.A) by a bi-BDI-algebra A, we take realizers of elements
of the object X — Y in Asm(A) as

Ifllx—oy := {r € |A] [ aGr € || f(2)lly'}

(See the proof of Proposition 3.35). However, in the next proposition we do not assume
anything about the left application of A, and thus we also cannot assume anything about
realizers for X —o Y. This makes the proof of existence for B and D cumbersome.

Proposition 5.8. Suppose A = (JA|,D) is a total applicative structure and C := Asm(A)
happens to be a monoidal bi-closed category. A is a bi-BDI-algebra if the following condi-
tions hold.
(i) |Y o— X| = Home(X,Y) and || f|lyo—x = {r | r realizes f}.
(ii) go— f: (Y o— X) = (Y o— X') is the function sending h: X —Y togoho f.
(iii) The forgetful functor from C to Sets is a strict monoidal functor.
(iv) The adjunction ® : Home(X ® Y, Z) — Home (X, Z o—Y) is the function sending a
function f to the function x — (y — f(z,y)).
(v) |X — Y| =Home(X,Y).
(Vi) f—og: (X oY) —= (X" —Y"’) is the function sending h: X —Y togoho f.
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(vii) The adjunction ® : Home (X ® Y, Z) — Home (Y, X — Z) is the function sending a
function f to the function y — (z — f(x,y)).

Proof. The conditions of this proposition includes all the conditions of Proposition 5.7.
Hence, A is a BIT*LP(-)®-algebra and have the combinatory completeness for the planar
lambda calculus. We take B as the B-combinator and I as the I-combinator of A.

Take an object A := (] A|,|-][4), where ||a||a := {a}. Applying ® to the evaluation
map ev; : AQ (A —o A) > A weget amapl: A — (Ao— (A — A)), which sends a to
(f — f(a)). Let Ly be a realizer of [ and 2Qy := Ly 0Dz0y. We will show that (]A|, D, @) is
a bi-BDI-algebra.

Let ¢ : A — (A o— A) be the function sending a to the function (z — abz). Here ¢(a)
is realized by a and ¢ is realized by I.

Given arbitrary a € |A[, let a” := A*z.L;0z0a. For any = € | A,

a'Dxr = Libzba
= za.
Given arbitrary a € | A, take a” as an element of ||¢(a)||4—oa. Then for any = € |A|,

x@ab = L15:‘$BCLD
I(z)(¢(a))
= ¢(a)(z)

= af'))x.

Furthermore, we can take I as (T)D.
Next we obtain B. Applying &' to

(L1)®id
Sy

AAL A ALY (Ao A)o A A,

we get amap ¢ : A — (A —o A), which sends a to (a’ — a’@a). Applying ®' three times to

A® (A — A)® (A —o A)) 2R (45 (4 — A) @ (A — A) L% A (A — A) 2 A,

we get amap p: [ — (A —o A) — ((A — A) — (A — A)). Define a map b; as

T2 (A —0 A) —o ((A—o0 A) —o (A —o A)) L= 4o (A4 —o (A —o A)),

which sends * to z — (y > (2 +— (2Qy)Qx)). Take M; € 101 ()| A—o(A—o(A—0))-

Let Ly be a realizer of ®(evy), where evs : A® (A — (A — A)) — (A — A) is the
evaluation map. Lo realizes a map ¢ : A — (A o— A) that sends a to ¢(LyDa). Let Lg
be a realizer of ®(evs), where evg : A® (A — (A — (A — A))) - (A — (A — A)) is
the evaluafion map. Take r : A — A as a map sending x to Loz M, whose realizer is
Nz .L3ozoM;. Applying ® to

A AL (A A) @A A,
we get a map by : I — (A — (A —o A)), which sends * to (z — (y — LoDy (LgDzDM))).
Take M2 S Hb2(*)HA—o(A—oA)
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Let by : A — A be a map sending z to LoDz Ms, whose realizer is \*z.Lo0z0 M.
When we take B € ||b3||a—4, for any x € |A|,

2GB = Libaz0B
= b3(2)
= LoDzOMs.
For any y € | A,
yQ(zGB) = yG(Lybab My)
= Li0yd(LyDaD Ms)
= b))
= Lyoyd(LyDzbMy).
For any z € |A|,
2G(yd(zaB)) = 2G(Lybyd(Lgbad M)
= L;0z0(Lyoyo(LgoxzoM))
= ()@ ()()
= (zQy)Qz.

Next we obtain D. Applying ® and ® to

A (A — (Ao— A)) @ A) 209N (45 (A o (A A)) @A L2 (Ao A0 A A,

wegetamapd: (A —o (Ao—A)) = ((A — A)o—A), which sends a map (a — (¢’ — f(a,a’)))
to the map (@’ — (a — f(a,a’))).
When we take D as a realizer of

AL (A0 A) 2% (4 o (Ao A)) L (A —o A) o A),

1

— e
o

1(Doyvz) = d($o(¢'(y))(2) ()

A

X

for any x,y,z € | Al.
Finally we obtain D. Applying ® and @’ to

(A® ((A —o A) om A)) @ A 2509200 4 o (A — A) o— A) @ A) 2% A% (A — A) 2 A,

we get a map dp : ((A— A)o— A) = (A —o (Ao— A)), sending a map (a’ — (a — f(d’,a)))
to the map (a + (a’ = f(d',a))). Take N1 € [|dy o (¢' o—id) © P|| 4—o(A—o(A0—A))-

Let Ly be a realizer of ®(evy), where evy : A® (A — (Ao— A)) — (Ao— A) is the
evaluation map. Ly realizes a map s : A — (A o— A) sending = to ¢(LyOx). Let Ly be a
realizer of a map obtained by applying ¢ to

evs : AR (A —o (A—o(Ao—A))) = (A —o (Ao— A))
and ¢t : A — A be a map sending a to Ls0a0 Ny, whose realizer is \*z.Ls0z0N;. Applying
d’ to
ARAZL (A A) @A A,
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we get amap dg : A — (A — A) sending y to (z +— (LyDzD(Ls0yoN;))). Take a realizer
Ny € |d2|| a—o(a—a)- o o
Let d3 : A — A be a map sending x to Lo©xz® Ny, whose realizer is \*x.Lo©x® Ns.
When we take D € ||d3|| 44, for any y € |A|,
= ds(y)
= LoOyoNs.
For any = € |A|,
2G(yAD) = zG(LyDyONy)
= L1;‘$B(LQB‘yBNg)
= da(y)(x)
= Lyoz0(LsbyoNy).
For any z € | A|,
(zQ(y@D))bz = Lgbzd(LsoyoN;)Dz
(dy o (¢ o—id) 0 §)(y)(z)(2)
= ((¢' o (6()))(2)(2)

= :Eil(yﬂz)

[

In this section we showed propositions for the necessary conditions to obtain certain
structures on categories of assemblies. Next, consider whether the similar propositions hold
for the cases of categories of modest sets. The next propositions can be proven in the same
way as Proposition 5.1, 5.4 and 5.5.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C:= Mod(A) happens to
be a CCC. A is an SK-algebra if the following conditions hold.
(i) Y¥| = Homc(X,Y) and ||f|lyx = {r | r realizes f}.
(i) For f: X' > X and g: Y =Y, g/ : YX 5 Y'X' is the function sending h: X —Y
togohof.
(i) The forgetful functor from C to Sets strictly preserves finite products.
(iv) The adjunction ® : Homc(X x Y,Z) — Home(X,ZY) is the function sending a
function f to the function x — (y — f(z,y)). ]

Proposition 5.10. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Mod(.A) happens
to be a closed multicategory. A is a BI(-)®-algebra if the following conditions hold.
(i) C(; X) = |X] and C(; X) = X.
(ii) C(X;Y) = Homc(X,Y) and C(X;Y) = (Home (X, Y), ||-]|), where
[f|l = {r | r realizes f}.
(i) C(X1,..., X Y) =C(X1;C( Xy, ..., X;Y)) and C(Xq, ..., X,;Y) is the underlying
set of C(X1,...,Xn;Y).
(iv) For g : Y1,....Y, = Z and f; : X{,...,X]il — Y, go(fi,..., fn) is the function
sending x%,...,:z:,lﬂ,...,xzn to g(fl(x%,...,:E,lﬂ),...,fn(:n?,...,xzn)). When k; = 0
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for some 1 <1<mn, go(fi,...,[fn) is the function given y; € |Y]| pointed by f; as the
[-th argument of g.

(V) evx,, . x,v sends f,x1,...,xy to f(x1,...,2p).
(Vi) Azy o ZiX. Xy S€Nds a function (21, ..., Zm, T1, .- Tn = f(21, 00 Zms 1, .-, )
to the function (z1,...,2m = f(Z1,- oy Zmy —s- ey —))- ]

Proposition 5.11. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Mod(A) happens
to be a closed category. A is a BII*(-)*-algebra if the following conditions hold.
(i) |Y o— X| = Home(X,Y) and || f|lyo—x = {r | r realizes f}.
(ii) go— f: (Y o— X) = (Y o— X') is the function sending h: X —Y togoho f.
(iii) The underlying set of the unit object I is the singleton {*}.
(iv) @ X is the function sending a function (f : *+— x) to x.
(v) L YZ is the function sending g : Y — Z to the function (f : X - Y)—go f.

[

Here note that Proposition 5.11 has one more condition, that the underlying set of the
unit object is a singleton, than Proposition 5.5. This is because the assembly X we used in
Remark 5.6 is not a modest set.

On the other hand, for the cases of SMCCs, monoidal closed categories and monoidal
bi-closed categories, we cannot state propositions for modest sets similar to Proposition 5.3,
5.7 and 5.8. Since we define tensor products in categories of modest sets in the different
way from those of categories of assemblies (as seen in the proof of Proposition 2.13), the
condition “the forgetful functor from C to Sets is strict monoidal” is not appropriate for
the case of modest sets.

For the case of SMCCs, we can avoid this problem by presenting a more generalized
proposition, that is for symmetric closed categories, instead of SMCCs. A symmetric closed
category is a closed category with a natural isomorphism

Sxy,z: (Zo—Y)o—-X=E(Zo—X)o—Y
satisfying appropriate axioms (cf. [DL78]).

Proposition 5.12. Suppose A is a total applicative structure and C := Asm(A) (or
Mod(A)) happens to be a symmetric closed category. A is a BCI-algebra if the follow-
ing conditions hold.
(i) |Y o— X| = Homc(X,Y) and || f|lyo—x = {r | r realizes f}.
(i) go— f : (Y o— X) = (Y o— X') is the function sending h: X —Y togoho f.
(iii) L%Z is the function sending g : Y — Z to the function (f : X - Y)—go f.
(iv) Sx,y,z is the function sending f : x — (y — f(z)(y)) to S(f) 1y — (z — f(y)(x)).

This proposition also shows that we cannot obtain Asm(A) (or Mod(.A)) that is a
symmetric closed category but not an SMCC, in the canonical way.

For the cases of monoidal closed categories and monoidal bi-closed categories, it is still
not clear that there are any appropriate conditions to state propositions for modest sets
similar to Proposition 5.7 and 5.8.

6. PLANAR LINEAR COMBINATORY ALGEBRAS

In Section 2.5, we recalled LCAs and rLCAs, that relate BCI-algebras and PCAs, and
that induce categorical models of linear exponential modalities. In this section, we apply
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the similar construction to BII*LP(-)*-algebras. We reformulate rLCAs for BIT*LP(-)*-
algebras and PCAs, and call them exp-rPLCAs. From an exp-rPLCA, we get a categorical
model of -modality on the non-symmetric multiplicative intuitionistic linear logic (MILL).
Also we reformulate rLCAs for BIT*LP(-)*-algebras and BCI-algebras, and call them exch-
rPLCAs. From an exch-rPLCA, we obtain a model for an exchange modality relating the
non-symmetric MILL and the symmetric MILL.

In [Tom22], we already introduced the same construction called “rPLCAs,” based on
bi-BDI-algebras. What defined as rPLCAs in this section are generalizations of those in
[Tom22], based on BIT*LP(-)®-algebras.

6.1. Exponential planar linear combinatory algebras. Linear exponential comonads
on non-symmetric monoidal categories are investigated in [Has16], which model !-modalities
on non-symmetric MILL.

Definition 6.1. A linear exponential comonad on a monoidal category C consists of the
following data.

e A monoidal comonad (!,d,¢,m,my). Here ! is an endofunctor on C, dx :!X —!!X and
€ :!X — X are monidal natural transformations for the comultiplication and the counit.
A natural transformation mxy ! X®!Y —-!(X ® Y) and a map my : I —!I make ! be a
monoidal functor.

e Monoidal natural transformations ex :!X — I and dx !X —!X®!X.

e A monidal natural transformation oxy ! X®!Y —=!Y®!X defined as

Xl 2O nxeny MY 1xely) SXO X ely)el(IXe!Y)

l(ex®id)®!(idRey) '( !(unitor)®!(unitor)

MY @IX YEX 0y erx,

IQY)N(IX 1)

Here these components need satisfy the following conditions.

(i) The following diagram commutes:

IXRIXRYelYelZelZ 22791\ xely el XelY ol Ze!Z
1dRo®1id memeid
XX 0V 0 Z01Y ! Z (X @ V)e!(X @ Y)e!Ze!Z
id@mem 1dQ@o®id
IXoIXe(Y © 2)2!(Y © Z) (X © V)2l Z6/(X © Y)o!Z
1dRo®id mem

IXQI(Y ® Z)RIXe(Y @ Z) —= (XY @ Z)el(X8Y © 2)

(i) miyix o oixay =loxy o mixy.
(iif) oxly =ovx.
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(iv) The following diagram commutes:

IXelYelZ X208y yonyelz X0 xey)elz
id®ay72L lo!xg)!y,z
IXRIZRY 1ZRI(1XR!Y)

i lid®5!X®!Y
1ZI XY
(v) The following diagram commutes:
dx ®d i dRo®1
IXelY — 2 1 XelXelYely — o L X el el XelY

mX,Yl lm@m

(X®Y) y (XeY)Rl(X®Y)
XQY
(vi) The following diagram commutes:
I
l W\]
mr
"y— .1 |
17 7 R

(vii) (1X,ex,dx) is a comonoid in C.

(viii) ex and dx are coalgebra morphisms.
(ix) dx is a comonoid morphism.

Then we will introduce the categorical realizability to inducing linear exponential
comonads on non-symmetric monoidal categories. The results are reformulations of a part
of contents in [Hos07] and [Tom22] to the case of BIT*LP(-)®-algebras.

Definition 6.2. An ezponential relational planar linear combinatory algebra (exp-rPLCA)
consists of a BIT*LP(-)®-algebra A and a comonadic applicative morphism (%, e,d) on A
which satisfies the followings.

e There is k € | A| such that kx(ly) C {z} for any z,y € |A|.

e There is w € |A]| such that wa(ly) C z(ly)(ly) for any z,y € |A].

While the above definition employs the different style from rLCAs of Definition 2.25,
we can also define exp-rPL.CAs in the same style.

Proposition 6.3. For a BII*LP(-)*-algebra A and a comonadic applicative morphism

(3,e,d) on A, the followings are equivalent.

(1) (A,}) is an exp-rPLCA.

(2) Take two total relations [3,1] : A — A and k; : A — A as [},
and k;i(x) := {I}. Then they are applicative morphisms and

J(z) == {P

! : a
1 <1519 and

Proof.

(1)=(2): Realizers of [1,1] and k; exist as \*pg.wP(ri(Lkp)(Lkq)) and I. Realizers for
1 <1519 and ! <X k; are wP and kI.

(2)=-(1): Take a realizer r; of ! < [,!] and a realizer 75 of ! < k;. Then k and w exist as
Ny I*z(roy) and N*xy.Lx(riy). ]
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From an exp-rPLCA, we get a linear exponential comonad.
Proposition 6.4. For an exp-rPLCA (A,Y), L is a linear exponential comonad on Asm(A).

Proof.

e It is easy to see that the comultiplication ¢ and the counit € are monoidal natural trans-
formations. From Proposition 3.24, the comonad I, is a lax monoidal functor and thus
we have myy : LX ® LY - L(X ®Y) and m; : I — L. I. Therefore, we have I, as a
monoidal comonad.

e e¢x : I, X — I is the function sending x to *. A realizer for ex is KI.

o dy : L. X — LX®LX is the function sending = to x®@x. A realizer for dx is w(A*pq.Ppq).

e It is easy to see that the (L, ex,dx) satisfies conditions for linear exponential comonads.

[

Next we try to obtain linear-non-linear models for the non-symmetric MILL, that is,
monoidal adjunctions between (non-symmetric) monoidal closed categories and CCCs. Al-
though now we get a linear exponential comonad !, on Asm(A), at this point it has not
concluded that we obtain a linear-non-linear model, since we have not shown that the co-
Kleisli adjunction between Asm(A) and Asm(.A);, is a monoidal adjunction. To show this,
we use the next proposition shown in [Has16].

Proposition 6.5. Let C be a monoidal closed category and! be a linear exponential comonad
on C. When C has finite products, the co-Kleisli category C, is a CCC and the co-Kleisli
adjunction is monoidal.

Proposition 6.6. For an exp-rPLCA (A,8), Asm(A) has Cartesian products, and thus the
co-Kleisli adjunction between Asm(A) and a CCC Asm(A)y, is monoidal.

Proof.
e The terminal object is ({*},||-||), where ||| := |.A].
e The underlying set of X x Y is |X| x |Y|. Realizers are defined as

Iz, y)|| = { P(Puwv)a | 3p,3q, u € Ip, v €lg, pa € |[z[lx and qa € [lyy }.
|x and m’ € [ly[ly,

P (P (4(km))(d(km'))) (W) € [|(z,y)]l.
For maps f: X — X' and g : Y — Y’ in Asm(A), f x g is the function sending (z,y)
to (f(x),9(y)). A realizer of f x g is N*uv.P(P(ryMu)(ryNv)), where M € {(Bry) and
N € {(Bry).
A realizer for the projection 7 : X x Y — X is L(L(Auv.e(kuv))). A realizer for the
projection 7' : X x Y — Y is L(L(A*uv.e(kIuv))).
For any object Z and any maps f: Z — X and g : Z — Y, there exists a unique map

h:Z — X xY such that roh = f and # o h = g. h is the function sending z to
(f(2),9(2)), whose realizer is in P(P(Irs)(iry)). []

For an exp-rPLCA (A,1Y), we can restrict I, : Asm(A) — Asm(A) to the comonad on
Mod(A), as we saw in Remark 2.21. By the same proof as the above, we also can get a
linear-non-linear model using Mod(.A).

The set of realizers is not empty since for m € ||z

Proposition 6.7. For an exp-rPLCA (A,}), L is a linear exponential comonad on Mod(A).
Moreover, the co-Kleisli adjunction between the monoidal closed category Mod(A) and the
CCC Mod(A)s, is monoidal. []
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We have seen the co-Kleisli adjunctions obtained by an exp-rPLCA (A,!) are linear-
non-linear models by showing that Asm(A) and Mod(.A) have Cartesian products. We can
further show that these categories have better structures as the next proposition says.

Proposition 6.8. For an exp-rPLCA (A,1), Asm(A) and Mod(A) are finitely complete
and finitely cocomplete.

Proof. First we show the proposition for Asm(.A).

e The terminal object and binary products are those in the proof of Proposition 6.6.

e Given maps f,g: X — Y, let Z be an assembly defined as |Z| := {z € | X| | f(z) = g(z)}
and ||z||z := ||z||x. Take a map e: Z — X as the inclusion function, realized by I. Then
it is easy to see that this e is the equalizer of f and g.

e The initial object is the empty set.

e Given maps f,g : X — Y, take a set |W| := Y/ ~, where ~ is the smallest equiva-
lence relation satisfying Vo € | X/, f(z) ~ g(z). Take an assembly W = (|W/, ||-|lw) by
lwllw == Uyew lylly- Take a map €’ : Y — W by the projection, realized by I. Then it
is easy to see that this ¢’ is the coequalizer of f and g.

e The underlying set of X +Y is {(0,z) | € | X[} U{(1,y) | y € |Y|}. Realizers are defined
as

10, 2)|[ := {Pmp [ p € [|z]lx} and [|(1,y)]| = {Pnq | ¢ € llyly},
where m = N uv.I* (eu)(kIv) and n := N uv.kIu(ev).

The coprojections inx : X — X +Y and iny : Y — X + Y are given as z — (0,z)
and y — (1,y), and realized by Pm and Pn respectively. Given maps f : X — Z and
g : Y — Z realized by ry and r4, we have a unique map h : X +Y — Z such that
hoinx = f and hoiny = g. h is the function sending (0,z) to f(x) and (1,y) to g(y),
which is realized by L(A uv.u(lrs)(lrg)v).

Therefore, Asm(.A) is finitely complete and finitely cocomplete.

Since Mod(A) is the reflexive full subcategory of Asm(.A), Mod(.A) is also finitely com-

plete and finitely cocomplete. ]

As an adjoint pair between a BCI-algebra and a PCA gives rise to an rLCA, an adjoint
pair between a BII*LP(-)*-algebra and a PCA gives rise to an exp-rPLCA and a monidal
adjunction.

Proposition 6.9. Let (6 +v) : A — B be an adjoint pair for a BII*LP(-)*-algebra A and
a PCA B.

(1) (A, 07) forms an exp-rPLCA.
(2) (0x 4 7%) : Asm(A) — Asm(B) is a monoidal adjunction between the monoidal category
Asm(A) and the Cartesian monoidal category Asm(B).

Proof.

(1) From Proposition 2.20 (2), J o v is a comonadic applicative morphism. Let e and d
be elements for the counit and the comultiplication. Then we can take k € |A| as an
element of N*zy.Lz(e(rs(0M)y)), where M € A*z.(7I). Also we can take w € |A| as an
element of A*zy.Lx(e(rs(6N)(dy))), where N € X z.ry(ry(vP)z2)z.

(2) We show that the left adjoint J, is strong monoidal. Let e € |A| and i € |B| be elements
such that Va € |A|,e(d(ya)) = a and Vb € |B|,ib € v(6b). The map I — 6,1 is realized
by (6K)®. The inverse 6,1 — I is realized by A*a.e(r5(6(A\*b.(71)))a). The natural trans-
formation (0,X) ® (0.Y) — 0.(X X Y) is realized by L(A*aa’.rs(rs(d(A\*bb't.tbb'))a)a’).
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The inverse map 0,(X X Y) — (0,X) ® (6,Y) is realized by A\*u.e(rs(6M)u), where
M € LN 1 (1 (vP) (ib)) (iD')). O

Next we consider the functional case of exp-rPLCAs, like LCAs are the functional case
of rLCAs.

Definition 6.10. An exponential planar linear combinatory algebra (exp-PLCA) is an exp-
rPLCA (A,}) that ! is functional.

Not only are exp-PLCAs special cases of exp-rPLCAs, but also can induce adjoint pairs
between BII*LP(-)®-algebras and PCAs.

Proposition 6.11. Let (A,1) be an exp-PLCA.

(1) We have a PCA Ay = (| A, Q) with xQy := z(%y).

(2) Let v : A — Ay be the identity function and 6 : Ay — A be the function x — Yx. Then
v and § are applicative morphisms and § - .

Proof.

(1) We have the K-combinator in A; as Azy.e(kzy). We have the S-combinator as

XN ayzw(Mz)(ry(ri(*P)(dy))(dz)), where M := N zyz.ex(L(kI)(ey))(L(A*uv.ryu(dv))(ez)).
(2) Realizers of v and § are AN*zy.z(ey) and N*zy.rx(dy). A realizer for 6 oy <X idy is e

and for id4, < yod is L L]

Next we give an (functional) adjoint pair between a BII*LP(-)®-algebra and a PCA.
This example is a reformulation of the linear lambda calculus with ! (¢f. [Sim05]) to a planar
variant.

Example 6.12. Suppose infinite supply of variables x,y, z,.... Terms are defined gram-
matically as follows.

M:=x | MM |Xe.M | M@ M |let x® 2" be M in M" | IM | Nla.M
Here x of A\z.M is the rightmost free variable of M, appears exactly once in M and is
not in any scope of !. Also we assume that for let z ® 2’ be M in M’, 2’ and x are the
rightmost and the next rightmost free variables of NV, appear exactly once in N and are not
in any scope of |. Take an equational relation on terms as the congruence of the following
equational axioms.
e (\t.M)N = M[N/x].
o M =)Xx.Mz.
e (Maz.M)(IN) = M[N/z].
eletz®a’ be M@ M in N=N[M/z|[M'/z].
e M=letz®@ybeMinx®y.
Let A be the set of equivalence classes of closed terms.

Then we get a BIT*LP(-)*-algebra A, whose underlying set is A and the application is
that of lambda terms. Also we get a PCA B = (A, @), where MQN := M(!N). Here the
K-combinator and the S-combinator of B exist as Alz. Aly.x and Mz Ny \z.z(12)(1(y(12))).

Take an applicative morphism ~ : A — B as the identity function whose realizer is
Mz Ay.zy. Take 0 : B — A as a function M —!M whose realizer is Alz.Aly.!(z(!y)). Then
we have an adjoint pair § - 7.

As well as we can construct an LCA from a “reflexive object” in a “weak linear category”
(See [AHS02] and [Hag00] ), we can get exp-PLCAs by appropriate settings.
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Definition 6.13. A weak planar linear category (WPLC) consists of:

1) a monoidal closed category (C,®,I) (not symmetric in general);

2) a monoidal functor (!,m, m) on C;

3) a monoidal pointwise natural transformation ! — idc;

4) a monoidal pointwise natural transformation ! —!!;

5) a monoidal pointwise natural transformation ! —!®!;

6) a monoidal pointwise natural transformation ! — Kj, where K; is the constant I
functor.

(
(
(
(
(
(

Here a pointwise natural transformation vy : F' — G is a family of maps v¢ : F(C) — G(C)
(C € 0b(C)) satisfying that G(f) oy =~yc o F(f) for any f: I — C.

To be a WPLC, we need not all of the conditions for linear exponential comonads
(Definition 6.1). For instance, a WPLC does not require that ! is a comonad, and does not
require the (ordinary) naturality of each transformation.

Definition 6.14. Let (C,!) be a WPLC. We say V is a reflexive object when there are:
(i) a retraction p !V <V : ¢;
(ii) an isomorphism 7 : (V o— V) =V and s := r~!;
(iii) a retraction t: (V@ V)<V :u.

As we saw in Example 3.21, for a reflexive object V' of a WPLC C, |A| := C(I,V) forms
a BII*LP(-)®-algebra A. Furthermore, by giving § as an endofunction sending M : [ — V
to po (!IM) omy, (A,}) becomes an exp-PLCA. The proof is the same as for WLCs and
LCAs in [Hag00].

6.2. Exchange planar linear combinatory algebras. Exchange modalities on the Lam-
bek calculus and their categorical models are introduced in [JIdP18]. While the word “Lam-
bek calculus” may indicate various logics, type systems or grammars (c¢f. [Lam58, MR12]),
here we call the Lambek calculus as a variant of non-symmetric MILL with left and right
implications. The Lambek calculus is modeled by monoidal bi-closed categories. While the
order of arguments cannot be exchanged in the Lambek calculus, the Lambek calculus can
be extended to a sequent calculus that allows swapping arguments with modalities. This se-
quent calculus is called the commutative/non-commutative (CNC) logic, that is composed
of two (commutative and non-commutative) logics, and the exzchange modality connects
these two parts. Categorical models of the CNC logic are given as monoidal adjunctions be-
tween monoidal bi-closed categories and SMCCs, that are called Lambek adjoint models. In
this subsection, we introduce the similar construction to the previous subsection, inducing
Lambek adjoint models.

Definition 6.15. An exchange relational planar linear combinatory algebra (exch-rPLCA)
consists of a BIT*LP(-)*-algebra A and a comonadic applicative morphism (£, e,d) on A
with ¢ € | A] satisfying cz(£y)(£2) C x(£2)(Ey) for any z,y,z € |A|. When ¢ is functional,
we call (A, &) an exchange planar linear combinatory algebra (exch-PLCA).

Proposition 6.16. For an exch-rPLCA (A,§), the co-Kleisli category Asm(A)e, is an
SMCC and the co-Kleisli adjunction between Asm(A) and Asm(A)g, is monoidal.

Proof.
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_as XQY := (IX]| x |[Y],||-]), where

lz&y|| == {Ppq | p € £|lz]x and g € &|ly]lv}.

e Formaps f: X — X' and g: Y — Y’ in Asm(A)e,, f®g is the function sending &y to
f(@)®g(y). Arealizer of f&gis A\*2.LM (ez), where M € N*pq.P(r¢(&rp)(dp))(re(éry)(dg)).

e We define the unit object J of Asm(A)¢, as ({*},]|-||.7), where x|/ ; := {I}.

e A realizer for the left unitor Ay : J®X — X is N*u.L(\*p.epe)(eu). A realizer for the
inverse A" is in P(£I).

e A realizer for the right unitor px : X — X®.J is in A*p.Pp(£I). A realizer for the inverse
px is Mu.L(ce)(euw).

e A realizer for the associator axyyz : (XRY)®Z — X®(Y®Z) is N*u.L(\*v.LM (ev))(eu),
where M € XN pgr.Pp(re(re(€P)(dg)(dr))). A realizer for a3 is N u.L(\ vw.L(M'v)(ew))(eu),
where M’ € )\*pq.P(rg(T;\(gP)(dpl(dq))). ~ ~

e The symmetry oxy : X®Y — Y®X is the function sending x®y to y®x. A realizer for
oxy and oy is N*u.L(cP)(eu).

e For objects X and Y, the exponential in Asm(A)e, is Y o— X = (Homagm(a) (&X, Y), [I-]]),
where || f|| := {r € |A| | r realizes f}.

e Formaps f: X' - X and g: Y — Y’ in Asm(A),, g o— f is the function sending a map
h:X =Y in Asm(A)e, to go (§xh) odx o (§xf) odxr, where dy : £, X — £.6.X is the
comultiplication of &,. A realizer for g o— f is N*uv.ry(reu(d(re(&ry)(dv)))).

e The evaluation map evyy : (Y o— X)®X — Y is the function sending f®z to f(x), that
is realized by A*u.Le(eu).

e For any map f: Z®X — Y in Asm(A)g,, there exists a unique map g : Z — Y o— X in
Asm(A)e., which sends z to  + f(282). g is realized by Nuv.r;(re(re(€P)(du))(dv)).

e Finally we show that the co-Kleisli functor &, : Asm(A)¢, — Asm(A) is strong monoidal.
We can take natural isomorphisms &,J — I and &(X@Y) — LX ®EY in Asm(A)
as the identity functions. Realizers for &.J — I and &,(XQY) — £X Q@ &Y are e.
A realizer for &,J — I is in Mu.u(€I). A realizer for £,X ® &Y — &(X®Y) is in
Nuv.re (re(EP)(dw))(dv). []

The next proposition for categories of modest sets also can be shown in the same way
as the above proposition. Here since X®Y in the above proof is not generally a modest set,
we take the tensor product X in Mod(A)e, by the same way as Proposition 3.23. That is,
we take XXY = (|Z|,|-]l2) by |Z| := (|X]| x |Y|)/ ~, where ~ and |-||z are defined as the

same ones in the proof of Proposition 2.13.

Proposition 6.17. For an exch-rPLCA (A,§), the co-Kleisli category Mod(A)e, is an
SMCC and the co-Kleisli adjunction between is monoidal. []

Corollary 6.18. Suppose A is a bi-BDI-algebra and (A, &) is an exch-rPLCA. Then we
have a Lambek adjoint model as the co-Kleisli adjunction between the monoidal bi-closed
category Asm(A) and the SMCC Asm(A)¢, (or between Mod(A) and Mod(A)e, ). []

Similar to exp-rPLCAs, adjoint pairs between BII* LP(-)*-algebras and BCI-algebras
correspond to exch-rPLCAs.

Proposition 6.19. Let (§ 4 ) : A — B be an adjoint pair for a BIT*LP(-)*-algebra A
and a BCI-algebra B.
(1) (A, o) forms an exch-rPLCA.

e We define tensor products in Asm(.A)¢
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(2) (04« 1 74) : Asm(A) — Asm(B) is a monoidal adjunction between the monoidal category
Asm(A) and an SMCC Asm(B). If A is a bi-BDI-algebra, the adjunction is a Lambek
adjoint model.

Proof.

(1) From Proposition 2.20 (2), oy is a comonadic applicative morphism. We can take ¢ in A
as N'zyz.Lx(e(M(dy)(dz))), where M € Ny.rs(rs(0N)y) and N € XNyz.ry(ry(vP)z)y.
(2) It follows from Proposition 3.25. []

Similar to exp-PLCAs, exch-PLCAs induce adjoint pairs between BII*LP(-)*-algebras
and BCI-algebras.

Proposition 6.20. Let (A, &) be an exch-PLCA.

(1) We have a BCI-algebra A¢ = (|A], Q) with zQy = z(y).

(2) Let v: A— Ag¢ be the identity function and § : Ac — A be the function x — Ex. Then
~v and § are applicative morphisms and § - 7.

Proof.

(1) We have the C-combinator in A¢ as \*z.c(ex).
(2) Same as the proof of Proposition 6.11 (2). ]

For an example of exch-PLCA, we have the similar calculus to Example 6.12.

Example 6.21. Suppose infinite supply of variables x,y, z,.... Terms are defined gram-
matically as follows.
M=z | MM |dx.M|M®M |let z @2 be M in M' | €M | \ez.M
Here x of Ax.M is the rightmost free variable of M, appears exactly once in M and is not
in any scope of £&. z of Xsx.M need to appear exactly once in M. Also we assume that for
let x @ 2’ be M in M’, 2’ and x are the rightmost and the next rightmost free variables of
N, appear exactly once in N and are not in any scope of &.
The rest is the same as Example 6.12.

Finally we give an example of exch-PLCA based on T of Example 3.13. This example
is similar to the one introduced in [Tom22].

Example 6.22. Let T" and |-| be the same set and function defined in Example 3.13. First
we give a BCI-algebra 7, from 7. Take |T;| as the powerset of {t € T | |t| = e}, and a
binary operation ® on 7| as M ® N := {ty | It; € N, (ta o—t1) € M}. Then T, = (|7.|,®)
is a BClI-algebra, where

e B={(t3o—t1) o~ (tao—t1) o (t3 o—t2) | t1,t2,t3 € T'};

o C={(tgo—tyo—ty) o= (t3 o=ty o—ta) | [ta] = [taf = |t3| = e};

o I:{tlo—t1|t1€T}.

Take v : |T| — |Te| as the function sending M to {to—t |t € M} and § : |To| — |T| as the
inclusion function. Then these function forms an (functional) adjoint pair (6 4~) : 7 — Te.
Here corresponding realizers are
o {((tz o= t2) o= (t1 o= t1)) o= ((tz o= t1) o— (t2 o= t1)) | t1, 12 € T} realizing v;

o {tj o—t1 | t1 € T} realizing ¢;
o {(to—t)o—t]|t| = e} realizing id < o J;
o {to— (to—1t) | |t| > e} realizing § oy < id.
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Remark 6.23. The above construction also can be applied to obtain exch-PLCAs on
T’ of Example 3.19 and on 7" of Example 3.31. While we gave exch-PLCAs by T, the
same construction cannot be applied to obtain exp-PLCAs. If we try to get some PCA of
subsets of T, employing M ® N := {tg | 3t; € N, (ta o—t1) € M} as the binary operation,
K® M ® N = M hardly hold since the left hand side often lost information of M when N
is nearly empty.

Remark 6.24. As we saw in Proposition 6.3, exp-rPLCAs can be defined in the style using
not the combinators k and w, but the applicative morphisms [}, Y] and k;. It is still unclear
whether we can define exch-rPLCAs by the latter style, not using the combinator c. If we
can characterize exch-rPLCAs by the latter style, we might construct exch-PLCAs using
reflexive objects by the same way as exp-PLCAs and WPLCs (Definition 6.13).

7. RELATED WORK

This paper is an extended version of the earlier papers by the author [Tom21, Tom22]. As
a result of [Tom21] not introduced in this paper, we have “BII®(-)°-algebras” as a class
of applicative structures. BII®(-)°-algebras are more general than BI(-)®-algebras, and
give rise to skew closed categories of assemblies (or modest sets). Skew closed categories,
introduced in [Strl3], are categories with similar closed structures to closed categories,
though some conditions needed in closed categories are not assumed. (For instance, the
natural transformation ix : (X o— I) — X in a skew closed category is not necessarily
invertible.) Although skew closed categories and closed multicategories are generalizations
of closed categories in different directions, from Proposition 5.4, we can say that we cannot
(canonically) obtain Asm(A) (or Mod(A)) that is a closed multicategory but not a skew
closed category. Details of these results are given in Appendix A.

Skew monoidal categories introduced in [Szl12] are categories with the same components
as monoidal categories but natural transformations (left and right unitors and associators)
do not need to be invertible. The relationship between skew monoidal categories and skew
closed categories is similar to that between monoidal categories and closed categories. Re-
calling the proof of Proposition 3.22, we find that we use I only to realize p)_(l X1 — X.
The invertibility of px is not assumed in skew monoidal categories. Thus, when we have A
as a “BILP(-)®-algebra,” we can show that Asm(A) is a skew monoidal category.

In [Has22], the “extensionality” of combinatory algebras is investigated. The extension-
ality defined in that paper is a more generalized condition than the standard one, seen in
e.g., [Bar84]. By the extensionality in [Has22], we can deal with polynomials and combi-
natory completeness for combinatory algebras that cannot be stated in the same way as
Definition 2.6 and Proposition 2.7, such as the braided case. In our study, we do not need
the discussions of the extensionality to state the combinatory completeness appearing in
this paper, however, assuming the extensionality on an applicative structure A may cause
some structures on Asm(A) and Mod(.A). For instance, for an “extensional” BI(-)*-algebra
A, since the B-combinator always satisfies the axiom of I*, Asm(A) and Mod(A) become
closed categories. There are many other possible way to define classes of applicative struc-
tures than using the existence of certain combinators, and the extensionality is such one
way.

The definition of bi-BDI-algebras may look like “dual combinators” introduced in
[DM97]. Similar to bi-BDI-algebras, in bianry operations of dual combinators, elements
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can act to elements from both left and right sides. However, a dual combinatory logic has
only one sort of application, whereas a bi-BDI-algebra has two sorts of applications. Also
the reductions of dual combinatory logic do not satisfy the confluence, while the confluence
of the bi-planar lambda calculus holds.

In this paper, we referred several logics and their categorical models without recalling
detailed definitions. See [Gir87] about the linear logic. And for the MILL and the categorical
models that we deal with in this paper, see [See89]. Also, for the Lambek calculus, the word
“the Lambek calculus” has various means as logics, and we use this word to mean a variant
of non-symmetric MILL with left and right implications in this paper. Our treatment of
the Lambek calculus and its categorical semantics are from [JIdP18]. The basics about the
Lambek calculus is in [Lam58, Lam69, MR12].

In [Zeil8], the relationships between the planar lambda calculus and planar graphs
are investigated. In that paper, the bijection between rooted trivalent planar graphs and
closed planar lambda terms is given, and it is shown that such graphs can be generated
by combining a few kinds of “imploid moves.” The theory corresponds to the combinatory
completeness of BI(-)*-algebras and the planar lambda calculus. Similarly, we can give the
bijection between rooted trivalent planar graphs and closed bi-planar terms, but here the
rooted trivalent planar graphs need to have two colored (“left” and “right”) vertexes.

8. CONCLUSION

In section 2 and 3, we introduced several classes of applicative structures and showed that
they induce closed structures on categories of assemblies and categories of modest sets, as in
Table 4. (The results for BII*LP(-)®-algebras are newly presented in this paper.) In section
4, we showed that these classes are different ones by giving several examples. In section
5, we presented propositions that categorical structures of Asm(.A) induce structures of A,
under some conditions. (The propositions for BIT*LP(-)*-algebras and bi-BDI-algebras
are newly shown in this paper.) By combining the results of the above, for instance we can
say that we have Asm(.A) with a truly non-symmetric bi-closed structures, by using A that
is a bi-BDI-algebra but not a BCI-algebra. In section 6, we introduced exp-rPLCAs and
exch-rPLCAs that give rise to categorical models for the linear exponential modality and
the exchange modality on the non-symmetric MILL. As an adjoint pair between a BCI-
algebra and a PCA induces an rLCA, an adjoint pair between BII*LP(-)®-algebras and a
PCA/BClI-algebra induces an exp-rPLCA /exch-rPLCA.

Table 4: Summary of the classes of applicative structures
| Applicative structure A | Definition | Structure of Asm(A) and Mod(A) [ Proposition |

PCA/SK-algebra 2.4 Cartesian closed category 2.8
BCl-algebra 2.9 symmetric monoidal closed category 2.12
bi-BDI-algebra 3.28 monoidal bi-closed category 3.35
BIT*LP(-)®-algebra 3.15 monoidal closed category 3.22
BIT*(-)®-algebra 3.10 closed category 3.14
BI(-)®-algebra 3.1 closed multicategory 3.8
Inclusions
SK-algebras C BCl-algebras C bi-BDI-algebras
C BII*LP(-)®-algebras C BII*(-)®-algebras C BI(-)*-algebras
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Finally we give three issues for future work. First, there are several unsolved problems
we mentioned in this paper. Those that we consider important are:

e to show that the computational lambda calculus is not a BII*LP(-)*-algebra (refer Sec-
tion 4.3);

e to clarify conditions needed to show that A is a PCA when Asm(A) (or Mod(A)) is a
CCC (refer Remark 5.2);

e to clarify conditions needed to show that A is a BII*LP(-)®-algebra/bi-BDI-algebra
when Mod(.A) is a monoidal closed category/monoidal bi-closed category (refer the end
of Section 5).

Second, most examples given in this paper are the standard ones like the term mod-
els. We would like to find more interesting examples of applicative structures and adjoint
pairs, that should be useful for investigating non-commutative logics and their models in a
systematic way.

Third, for various categorical structures not given in this paper, we want to clarify
what we need to construct them via categorical realizability. For instance, we have said (in
section 5) that we cannot give Asm(A) (nor Mod(A)) that is a symmetric closed category
but not an SMCC, in canonical ways. Also we cannot give Asm(A) (nor Mod(.A)) that is
a closed multicategory but not a skew closed category. As an example not yet mentioned,
we cannot make Asm(.A) a braided monoidal category but not an SMCC. Although there
is a class of applicative structure, BC*I-algebras, nicely corresponding the structure of
braided monoidal categories and the braided lambda calculus (investigated in [Has20]), the
construction of Asm(.A) cannot reflect the difference between two sorts of braids (realized
by C* and C~) and turns braids into the symmetry. To give the categorical structures
listed above, we need to change the construction of Asm(A) (and Mod(A)), rather than
trying to give conditions on applicative structures. For instance, to make Asm(.A) a braided
monoidal category (not an SMCC), we may need to change that the construction of Asm(.A)
is based on Sets, that is not only braided but also symmetric.
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APPENDIX A. BII*(-)°-ALGEBRAS, BI(-)*~ALGEBRAS AND SKEW CLOSED CATEGORIES

Though classes of applicative structures appearing in this paper are subclasses of BI(-)
algebras, it does not conclude that realizability constructions for closed structures all require
BI(-)*-algebras. Indeed, in [Tom21], we introduced BII®(-)°-algebras, which is a more
general class than BI(-)®-algebras and gives rise to skew closed categories.

First we recall the definition of skew closed categories from [Str13].

Definition A.1. A (left) skew closed category C consists of the following data:

(1) alocally small category C;

(2) a functor (— o— —) : C? x C — C, called the internal hom functor;

(3) an object I, called the unit object;

(4) an natural transformation ix : (X o—I) — X;

(5) an extranatural transformation jx : I — (X o— X);

(6) a transformation L})f’Z (Zo—=Y) = ((Zo—X) o— (Y o— X)) natural in Y and Z and
extranatural in X,

such that the following axioms hold:
(i) VX,Y € C, L§y o jy = j(vox);
(ii) VX,Y € C, iyox) © (id(yex) o= jx) 0 Ly y = idyox);
(iii) VX,Y,Z, W € C, the following diagram commutes:

(Wo—2)
y %
(Wo—X)o— (Zo—X) (Wo—Y)o—(Zo—-Y))
=
(Wo=X) o= (Y o= X)) o= ((Z o— X) o= (Y o= X)) LYy o—id

(Weo=X) o (Y o X)) o= (Z o= Y)

(iv) VX,Y € C, (iy o= id(xo—p)) 0 L y = idy o—ix;
(v) iy ojr =idy.
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A skew closed category is called left normal when the function v : C(X,Y) — C(I,Y o— X)
sending f: X — Y to (f —idx) o jx is invertible for any X,Y € C.

There is a categorical structure called skew monoidal categories introduced in [Szl12],
which have the same components as monoidal categories but the invertibility of unitors and
associators are not assumed. Skew closed categories are the categorical structures deter-
mined from skew monoidal categories, like closed categories are determined from monoidal
categories. Obviously, closed categories are also left normal skew closed categories.

We investigated categorical realizability for skew closed categories in [Tom21] and next
we recall some of the results.

Definition A.2. A total applicative structure A is a BII®(-)°-algebra iff it contains B, I,
I* and a° for each a € |A] is an element of | A| such that Vz,y € |A], (a®)zy = z(ay).

Since (Ba*B)xy = z(ay), any BI(-)®-algebra is also a BII®(-)°-algebra. By the similar
way to the proof of Proposition 4.6, we can show the class of BII®(-)°-algebras is differ-
ent from the class of BI(-)®-algebras by using a freely constructed BII®(-)°-algebra (with
constants).

Proposition A.3. When A is a BII*(-)°-algebra, Asm(A) and Mod(A) are left normal
skew closed categories.

The proof is almost the same as Proposition 3.14. Here for maps f and g, we give a
realizer of (g o— f) as B(ry)°(Bry).

It is still not clear whether A need to be a BITI®(-)°-algebra to make Asm(.A) (or Mod(.A))
a skew closed category, like propositions in Section 5. (In the similar setting to Proposition
5.5 and Proposition 5.11, though we can show the existence of B, I and (-)°, we cannot
show there is I®.)

Since BI(-)®-algebras are BII®*(-)°-algebras, the next holds.

Corollary A.4. When A is a BI(-)*-algebra, Asm(A) and Mod(A) are skew closed cate-
gories.

From Proposition 5.4, we can say that we cannot (canonically) obtain Asm(.A) (nor
Mod(.A)) that is a closed multicategory but not a skew closed category. Although closed
multicategories are a generalized closed categorical structure in a different direction from
skew closed categories, skew closed categories are more general than closed multicategories
as the categorical structures appearing in categories of assemblies.

Moreover, when constructing applicative structures from reflexive objects, skew closed
categories can give even BI(-)*-algebras, as well as closed multicategories give.

Example A.5. Suppose a skew closed category C and an object V with a retraction
r:(Vo-V)<aV :s. Then C(I,V) forms a BI(-)*-algebra.
e For M, N : I — V, the application is defined as

T My S ye vy e Ny vy
e The B-combinator is

%
LV’VO—S (

I (Vo V) (Vo V) 25 (Ve V) o (Vo V) o V

(ro—s)o—idy ro—id
_—

VooVoV N vVvevSvw
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e The I-combinator is r o jy .
e Given arbitrary M : I — V|, M*® is

(idy o—M)o—idy
—_—

I Ve v WY (Ve VYooV (Voo D)ooV V" o v oy,

Example A.6. Suppose a closed multicategory C and an object V' with a retraction
r:C(V;V)<V :s. Then C(;V) forms a BI(-)®-algebra.
e For M,N € C(;V), the application is defined as

M vy 2 c(viv), v S
e Takeamap f: V, V.V =V as
Vv,V ey e(viv), v 2SS e(viv), VS VL

The B-combinator is given as roA.y.y (roAy,v,v(roAyy.v.v(f))). Here A is the function
in Definition 3.6.

The I-combinator is 7 o A.y,v (idy ).

Given arbitrary M € C(; V), M*® is ro A,y.v(ev o (s, M)).

When we assume the retraction r : (Vo—V) — V of Example A.5 is an isomorphism, the
B-combinator further satisfies the axiom of I* and C(I, V') forms a BII*(-)®-algebra. Sim-
ilarly, when we assume the retraction r : C(V;V) — V of Example A.6 is an isomorphism,
the B-combinator satisfies the axiom of I and C(; V') forms a BII*(-)®-algebra.

This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution License. To view a copy of this
license, visit https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ or send a letter to Creative
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10777 Berlin, Germany
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