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Abstract

We propose two new dependent type systems. The first, is
a dependent graded/linear type system where a graded de-
pendent type system is connected via modal operators to
a linear type system in the style of Linear/Non-linear logic.
We then generalize this system to support many graded sys-
tems connected by many modal operators through the in-
troduction of modes from Adjoint Logic. Finally, we prove
several meta-theoretic properties of these two systems in-
cluding graded substitution.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the combination of dependent
types, graded types, and adjoint logic. We propose two new
dependent type systems. The first, is a graded version of Kr-
ishnaswami et. al’s [11] Dependent LNL system, where the
dependently typed side is replaced with a graded dependent
type system called GRAD [4]. As is the case for LNL style sys-
tems there are two systems, a linear one and a non-linear
one, connected by a set of modal operators for moving be-
tween the two. We then consider how to merge these two
systems and support many such modal operators through
the introduction of modes from Adjoint Logic [18].
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Linear logic [6] and bunched implications [16] are two ex-
amples of substructural logics that have been instrumental
in the study of type-based resource tracking. In the former,
the structural rules for weakening and contraction have been
restricted to only be usable when types are annotated with
a modal operator called of-course and denoted by !A. This
restriction enforces that variables can only be used exactly
once unless their type is marked by the of-course modality.
Thus, if we always annotate our types, then we are essen-
tially programming in a standard functional programming
language. Linear types can be given a resource-based seman-
tics which allows the type system to enforce that certain
resources must be used or a type error is produced. For ex-
ample, we can use linear types for the types of file handles
which if they are used after they are closed, then a type er-
ror is produced. Linear types are also the logical foundation
of session type systems which can be used to reason about
message passing systems [3].

Bunched implications is the logical foundation of sepa-
ration logic [15, 16] which is used to reason about impera-
tive programs. Linear logic can be seen a combination of lin-
ear types and non-linear types through the of-course modal-
ity. Now Bunched implications is a similar combination, but
rather than through a modality, linear types and non-linear
types coexist in the same system without any modality. Thus,
one can program in either one without any annotations. Then
both systems interact through the two notions of implica-
tion from the linear and non-linear sides.

Linear logic and Bunched implications can be seen as two
ends of a spectrum based on how much we need to anno-
tate types. One difficulty with Bunched implications is that
it can be difficult to implement, and it is unclear how to gen-
eralize it with more than two systems. Benton’s Linear/Non-
linear logic (LNL) [2] is a compromise between being fully
annotated and not needing annotations. LNL combines lin-
ear and non-linear types in such a way that one can program
using both without the need to annotate non-linear types
with the of-course modality, but when one wishes to mix the
two fragments one can use two modal operators that allows
transporting a non-linear type to the linear fragment, and
a linear type to the non-linear fragment. If one composes
these two modal operators, then one obtains the of-course
modality. Furthermore, we know how to generalize LNL to
support more than two systems.
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Adjoint Logic [18] generalizes LNL by combining a fam-
ily of logics with varying degrees of structural rules as op-
posed to just two fragments of non-linear (allowing weak-
ening and contraction) and linear (no structural rules). This
is accomplished by taking a linear base system where all
types are annotated with a mode. Each mode is then as-
signed which structural rules will be allowed in the frag-
ment the mode represents. Finally, one can transport types
from one mode to another through modalities similar to the
ones found in LNL. This generalization greatly increases the
expressiveness of the logic. For example, LNL is easily an in-
stance by taking two modes one allowing both weakening
and contraction and one that does not. We could also add a
third mode allowing only contraction resulting in combin-
ing non-linear logic, relevance logic, and linear logic.

Dependent types allow one to specify and prove proper-
ties of programs within the same language they are writ-
ten [14]. Linear logic has the benefit of affording the abil-
ity to specify and prove properties of imperative programs.
Krishnaswami et al. [11] show how to integrate dependent
types with linear types by generalizing the non-linear frag-
ment of LNL to a dependent type system LNLp where the
modality from the non-linear fragment now transports a de-
pendent type to the linear fragment. Then using this new
mixture of dependent and linear types they show how to
specify and prove properties of imperative programs in the
style of Bunched implications. The modes found in adjoint
logic have also been used to design dependent type system
similar to LNLp with more than two fragments, but with
an eye towards combining dependent types and a family of
modal logics [8] rather than just controlling the existence
of structural rules.

Graded types are a rather recent addition to linear types
where types are annotated with a resource annotation de-
scribing how variables of those types can be used; essen-
tially controlling their dataflow. The type system is parame-
terized by an ordered semiring whose elements are the grades.
The grades on types offer more fine grained control over re-
source usage. For example, if the ordered semiring is taken
to be the natural numbers, then the grade describes exactly
the number of times the variable is allowed to be used. Fur-
thermore, graded types also have been shown to be a means
of combining linear types with dependent types [1, 4, 13,
17].

Contributions. We combine dependent types, graded types,

and the modes of adjoint logic to define a new system capa-
ble of combining lots of substructural logics. First, we gen-
eralize LNLp into a new system called bMGL, and then we
generalize pMGL by adding modes producing our final sys-
tem called Grap. All of our contributions are as follows:

e We replace the dependent type system of LNLp with
GraAD a graded dependent type system. This system
called bMGL gives more control over resource usage [4]
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producing a graded dependent linear/non-linear sys-

tem. Then we prove:

— Substitution for the entire system ensuring that typed
graded composition is preserved.

— Context and type well formedness.

— Graded contraction and weakening are admissible
in the mixed linear/non-linear fragment.

— Subject reduction for the entire system.

e The previous system has two explicit fragments, but
with grading on one side. Now we generalize this sys-
tem one step further by introducing the modes from
adjoint logic. This system is parameterized by a fam-
ily of modes and preordered semirings where each
mode is paired with a potentially different preordered
semiring. Then each type is annotated with both a
mode and a grade (element of the preordered semi-
ring). Then we prove:

— Substitution for the entire system ensuring that typed
graded composition is preserved.
— Contraction is admissible in the mixed fragment.

2 A Dependent Mixed Graded and Linear
Type System

In this section we present our first type system, which com-
bines the graded dependently typed system Grap with lin-
ear logic. We call this system bMGL (dependent mixed graded
linear). As with previously proposed dependently typed graded
systems [1, 4, 13], variables in DMGL are annotated by grades
drawn from a semiring which captures a computational no-
tion of resource usage.

Definition 2.1 (Grades). pMGL is parametrized by a pre-
ordered semiring (R, 0, 1,4+, -, <), that is R is equipped with
a preorder < and a semiring structure (R, 0, 1,+, -) such that
the operations (+) and (-) are monotonic in both arguments.
Elements of R are called grades and denoted r, p, q.

Example 2.2 (Variable Re-use). We take R = N the semi-
ring of natural numbers, with the usual addition and multi-
plication. In the judgment

x :* Nat + if Even(x) then x/2 else 3x + 1 : Nat

the annotation of 2 € N, indicates that the variable x is used
two times in the computation of the consequent term. This
grading was originally introduced by Girard for Bounded
Linear Logic [7] and used to characterize polynomial time
computation, but has also been used, for example, for auto-
mated garbage collection [4]. The preorder we choose on N
is also relevant: It will be used to control the discarding of
resources. If we choose the ordinary preorder < on N, then
we could replace the annotation 2 above by some other in-
teger k > 2.In this case, the annotation k would mean that
the variable x is used up to k times in the computation. On
the other hand, choosing the preorder to be the trivial one
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with m < n <= m = n, would guarantee a usage of two
times exactly.

Example 2.3 (Quantitative Semirings). Continuing from
the previous example, call a semiring R quantitative® if it
satisfies

)o#1

ii)r+p=0 = r=p=0

ii)r-p=0 = r=0vp=0
Choudhury et al. proved of GraD that a variable graded
with 0 in such a semiring is guaranteed to be computation-
ally irrelevant and since our system is based on GRAD, a
similar result is expected to hold for pMGL. Therefore, such
semirings allow the tracking of computationally relevant vs.
irrelevant data. This is particularly relevant in dependently
typed programs, as it allows a distinction between variables
which are only used in type checking and those which are
used in the execution of a program. Examples of such semir-
ings are the natural numbers, and the following two which
we elaborate upon in more detail.

The boolean semiring is R = {0,1} with 1+ 1 = 1. This
semiring’s tracking of variable usage is coarse grained with
0 meaning computational irrelevance and and 1 represent-
ing some usage. We have not yet discussed whether 0 <
1 should hold in this semiring. pMGL features a subusage
rule which assert a variable graded with » € R may also
be graded with g, so long as r < q. If we choose 0 < 1 to
be true, the subusage rule will allow us to discard variables
graded 1. On the other hand if we choose 0 < 1 to not be
true, variables graded 1 are guaranteed to be computation-
ally relevant.

The none-one-tons semiring is R = {0, 1, w} in which we
have 1 +1 = 1+ @ = w. This semiring offers slightly more
fine grained tracking, with 1 now representing linear use,
and w representing unrestricted use. We take 0 < w to allow
the discarding of unrestricted variables, and 1 < w to allow
promotion of linear variables to the unrestricted case. If we
make 1 incomparable by < with the other elements, we can
guarantee that variables graded 1 are in fact used linearly.

For the remainder of this section, we fix a preordered
semiring (R, 0, 1,4+, -, <).

The syntax of terms and types in bMGL is given in Figure 1
and will be explained throughout the remainder of this sec-
tion as it becomes relevant.

Definition 2.4. Grade vectors are finite lists of grades, and
denoted by 8. They have the syntax

d:=0196,r

with @ denoting the empty grade vector. We write §, 8" for
the concatenation of grade vectors § and ¢’ and use 0 to de-
note any grade vector consisting of only 0s. We extend the

1Here, we follow terminology by Moon et al. [13]
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operations + and < to grade vectors of equal length point-
wise and define scalar multiplication r- & in the obvious way.

0+0=0 &)+ (8, F)=6+68,r+7

0 <0 < True b,r)<(8,r) = §<8Ar<sr

r-0=0 r-(8,q)=r-6,r-q

The basic structure of DPMGL is similar to other mixed
linear/non-linear type systems [2, 11, 19]. bMGL consist of
two fragments: A purely graded fragment and a mixed frag-
ment. Terms and types are divided into graded and linear
as well. Typing judgments in the graded fragment may only
have graded hypotheses, and produce graded terms which
belong to graded types. In the mixed fragment, typing judg-
ments produce linear terms belonging to linear types, but
assumptions may consist of both linear and graded formu-
las. The graded fragment is the dependently typed system
GRAD, a type system by Choudhury et al. [4]. That work also
provides a more detailed discussion of the rules presented
here. In the mixed fragment, linear types may dependent on
graded variables but not on linear ones. Because of this, we
treat both graded and linear types as graded terms, belong-
ing to type universes Type and Linear respectively. Graded
types are denoted X, Y, Z, W and linear types are denoted
A, B, C. Their syntax is given as part of the complete syntax
of bMGL in Figure 1.

Definition 2.5 (Contexts). Contexts are lists of typing as-
signments to variables. We use the letters x, y, z for vari-
ables. While we make no syntactic distinction between vari-
ables assigned to graded or linear types, we do distinguish
between graded and linear contexts, denoted by A and T
respectively and assigning variables to only graded or lin-
ear types respectively. The graded fragment is dependently
typed, and in the mixed fragment we allow types in the lin-
ear context to depend on variables appearing in the graded
context. Because of this, our system requires judgments as-
serting that contexts are well formed. These judgment forms
are O A kg ctxand § © A;T' Fy ctx respectively and their
rules are given in Figure 2. Here, the formulas x ¢ dom A
and x ¢ dom I indicate that that the variable x is not bound
in context A or I respectively.

The former of the above judgment forms means that A
is well-formed context and also ensures that the attached
grade vector has the same length as A. The latter ensures
that all types appearing in linear context I' are well formed
over the graded context A.

Remark 2.6. Note that in the context extension rule for
graded contexts, the grade vector § is extended by an arbi-
trary grade r. Because of this it is actually provable that if
dOA kg ctx,and ¢’ is any grade vector with the same length
as d, then &’ © A +g ctx and similarly for mixed contexts.
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XY, ZW:=]|(x"X)RY|XBY|(x:X) > Y
| G A| Type | Linear
Ls=x|jlletj=tint| (&,t)
| let(x,y) =t inty | inl t]inrt
| casegtof ti;tp | Axt | it |GI| X | A
Ii=x|illeti=hLinh|Axl|LL]| (L L)
|let(x,y) =L in kL |F (41
llet F(x,y)=Link|G 't
ABC:=1|A—-B|A®B|F(x: X).A
A=0|Ax:X
r:=0|T,x:A

Figure 1. Syntax of pMGL

GRADEDCTX-EXTEND
x ¢ dom A
SO A G ctx

S0 ©Arg X : Type

5, roAx: X g ctx

GRADEDCTX-EMPTY

OO 0rg ctx

MIXEDCTX-EXTEND
x ¢ dom A
x ¢ dom T
SO NA;T Fp ctx
80 ©® A+g A: Linear

MIXEDCTX-EMPTY
SO A Fg ctx

SO N;0 Fp ctx SONT, x: Arpm ctx

Figure 2. Rules for well formed contexts

Aside from the two type universes, our system only con-
tains two basic types, namely the graded and linear unit
typesJ and I respectively. To construct more complex graded
types, our system includes coproduct types X; B X3, depen-
dent function types (x :" X) — Y and a dependent pair type
(x " X) ® Y. We explain the roles of the grade annotations
in the latter two below. To form more complex linear types,
we have the linear function type A — B and tensor product
type A ® B at our disposal. Lastly, we have the modal oper-
ators ¥ and G, which mediate between the two fragments,
transforming linear types into graded ones and vice versa.
We give the complete type formation rules in Figure 3.

We now explain the typing rules of our type system in
more detail. The typing judgments for the graded and mixed
fragment have the forms

SOArgt: X and SOANTHyI:A

respectively. The annotations G and M on the turnstiles in-
dicate whether the judgment is in the graded or mixed frag-
ment. The rules enforce that the length of § and A are equal

G-TYPE G-LINEAR

000 rg Type : Type 0 © 0 g Linear : Type

G-FUNCTION
81 ©Arg X : Type
02, O A x: X +g Y : Type

51452 0A g (x:" X) > Y : Type

G-UNIT

000 rg]:Type

G-GRADEDPAIR
01 ©Arg X : Type
02,qO A x: X g Y : Type

5148 0Arg (x" X)R Y : Type

G-COPRODUCT
01 © Arg Xi : Type
82 © A g X : Type

81 +020A g X3 B Xy : Type

G-LINEARFUNCTION
61 @ A kg A : Linear
82 ® A +g B: Linear

61 +02 © A+g A —o B: Linear

G-TENSOR
61 @ A kg A : Linear
82 @ A kg B: Linear

51+, © A +Gg A® B: Linear

G-LADJ
01 ©Arg X : Type
02,qO A, x: X +g A: Linear

§1+62 ©0A g F(x:" X).A: Linear

G-RADJ
§ O Arg A: Linear

SOArg GA:Type

Figure 3. Rules for type formation

in any provable judgment. If § = ry,...,r, and A = x; :
X1, ..., %y : Xy, the above judgment forms indicate that vari-
able x; is used with grade r; in the construction of the term ¢
(resp. I). Notice that both graded and linear types are them-
selves graded terms, but the above judgment forms contain
no information about the grades used in the construction of
the type X (resp. A).

The rule G-wEeAx allows weakening, provided the newly
added variable is used with grade 0. Similarly, for the vari-
able rule G-vAR we require that the variable in the conclu-
sion of the rule is used exactly with grade 1 and all other
variables are used with grade 0. Finally, we include a sub-
usage rule G-suBusaGE which asserts that we can make
typing judgments with higher grades than necessary. The
graded unit type J has one closed constructor j and a term of
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unit type can be eliminated by pattern matching The graded
dependent pair type (x :" X)® Y comes with a grade annota-
tion r. This annotation means that to eliminate a term of the
form (1, t,) of this type, the grade at which the first compo-
nent t; of the pair is used must be r times the grade at which
1> is used.

The coproduct type X; B X, has the expected left and
right injections inl and inr as constructors and its elimina-
tion form casey t of s;; s, works by case distinction. The one
caveat is that the functions s; and s,, which describe the two
cases, must use their input with the same grade g, which we
include as annotation on the elimination form.

The dependent function type (x :" X) — Y has a grade
annotation which indicates at which grade the variable x
of type X must be used: Introduction is done via lambda
abstraction, with the constraint that the variable that we are
abstracting over must be used at grade r. Similarly, if ¢ is of
type (x :" X) — Y and ¢’ of type X, then the grades used
to construct ' are multiplied by r when constructing the
application t ¢'.

Since term judgments contain no information about the
grades used in the type, the grade annotations in the depen-
dent function type (x :" X) — Y and (x :" X) ® Y do not
need to be the same as the grade with which x : X is used
in the construction of Y. A similar remark holds for the left
adjoint ¥ (x :" X).A below.

The mixed fragment behaves like a linear logic, with an
additional context of graded variables available. When lin-
ear contexts are concatenated, the grade vectors of the shared
graded context are added. The mixed fragment features a lin-
ear unit type I with inhabitant i, a linear function type A —
B and a pair type A ® B. The rules the mixed fragment are
specified in Figure 5 and Figure 6. Some rules in the mixed
fragment feature concatenation of linear contexts. In those
cases we assume that variables are renamed to avoid name
clashes.

Finally, we discuss the modal operators ¥ and G. The op-
erator G takes a linear type A and produces a graded type
G A. It’s function is analogous to the operators of Benton
[2] and Krishnaswami et al. [11]. It transforms linear terms
I of type A with no free linear variables into graded terms
of type G A. Elimination of terms of type G A is handled
by the operator G~! t which produces terms of type A from
terms of type G A. Here, we can see that linearity and grad-
ing line up, if [ is a linear term with free variable x of lin-
ear type A, there is a corresponding term [G™! y/x]I with
free variable y of type G A and variable y is graded 1, see
Proposition 2.13 below. The operator ¥ is again similar to
that of Kirshnaswami [11]. The type ¥ (x :" X).A behaves
like a dependent pair type where the first component be-
longs to graded type X and the second component belongs
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G-WEAK
G-SUBUSAGE x ¢ dom A
§OArGt: X JOArgt:Y
5<¢ S0 ® A rg X : Type
S OArgt: X S,00Ax:Xrgt:Y
G-CONVERT
G-VAR SOArgt: X
x ¢ dom A S0 ©Atrg Y : Type
S0 © A kg X : Type X=Y
6,1@A,x:Xl—Gx:X SOArgt:Y
G-unITELIM
S oArgt 1]

80,70 O A,x: J kg X : Type
SOAFRg t: [j/x]X

S+8 OArgletj =t int:[t'/x]X

G-UNITINTRO

0o0rgj:]

G-GRADEDPAIRINTRO
80,10 @ Ayx: X g Y : Type
01 OArg H: X
02 OA VG b2 : [t1/x]Y

r-81+020A g (tl,l‘z):(x:rX)IZY

G-GRADEDPAIRELIM
80,0 @A z: (x:" X)RY g W : Type
510Arg H:(x"X)RY
02,7 qOANx: X, y:Yig ta:[(xy)/z]W

q-01+820Arglet(x,y) =t inty: [t1/z]W

G-COPRODUCTINR
8o © A rg Xi : Type
SOArg t: Xy

SOAtrginrt: X1 EX,

G-coPRODUCTINL
SOArG t: Xy
8o © A g Xz : Type

SOArginl t: X1 8X

G-coPrODUCTELIM
0,0 OAN y: X1 B Xy kg Y : Type
L OArgt: X18BX,
SO A kG st (x:9X1) = [inl x/y]Y
52O A g s2: (x:9 X)) — [inr x/y]Y

q-01+62 O Ak casegtofs;sy: [t/y]Y

G-LAMBDA
SroAx:Xrgt:Y

SOArgAxt: (x"X) > Y

G-ApP
510Argt: (x"X) > Y
S0 OArgt 1 X

S1+r-80Arg tt [t /x]Y

G-rADJINTRO
SONODFMmI:A

SOArG GL:GA

Figure 4. Graded system type assignment
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M-1D M-SUBUSAGE
x ¢ dom A 01 <2
§®Atrg A: Linear HONMNTHMI:A

B ONTHMI:A

6®A;x:AFMx:A

M-WEAK
x ¢ dom A

x ¢ domT
SONTHMI:A
8o ©Arg X : Type

500Ax: X;Trkml: A

M-CONVERT
SONTHMI:A
80 © A +g B: Linear
A=B

SOANTHWI:B

M-EXCHANGE
SONT,x:Ay:BThrm!l:C

SONT,y:Bx:AThtm!l:C

M-UNITINTRO
DOo0;0Fpmi:I

M-uNI1TELIM
51 ONTL,x:LIktm L :B
XN\ PRIV R |

01 +0 O N T, I, Iskpmleti =k inly : B

M-LAMBDA
SONT,x:Arm [:B

SONTHFM AxI: A —o B

M-aprp
1ONTI ML A
S ONT kM la:A—- B

0 +00NTL,rm b : B

Figure 5. Mixed system type assignment

to linear type A. Elimination from this type is done by pat-
tern matching let ¥ (x, y) = k in I, and the grade annota-
tion r in the type forces the first component to be used with
grade r for the eliminator to be invoked.

Figure 7 contains the reduction rules (full f-reduction) for
DMGL. Since reduction rules only see the syntactic form of
terms, the grades are not involved at all, and hence the re-
duction rules are as one would expect. The application of a
lambda abstraction to some term reduces by substitution,
and pattern matching expressions reduce when the term
being matched on is exactly of the form of the pattern, in
which case the reduction is also by substitution. Finally, the
case expression for the coproduct eliminator reduces if the
scrutinee was constructed by one of the injections, in which
case the reduction works by applying the respective func-
tion. We write = for the congruence closure of ~», on graded
terms. In other words, = is the smallest equivalence relation

M-TENSORINTRO
51ONMNTI kML A
G0N kmb:B

61 +8 0N, Tokm (h,h):A®B

M-TENSORELIM
5 ONANL ML :A®B
o1 @A;Fl,x:A,y:B,Fg tmb:C

O1+8 0 AL, I, 3 km let(x,y) =L ink: C

M-LADJINTRO
80,70 © A,x : X kg A : Linear
510Argt: X
Gy ON;T b L: [t/x]A

r-81+8 00T M F (LD :F(x: X).A

M-LADJELIM
80 ©@ A kg C: Linear
SO N T Fpm ctx
51 0 ATy Fm b 7"(x 7 X).A
52,F@A,x:X;F2,y:AI—M L:C

01+ 02 O A;T, T by let ‘F(x,y) =hink:C

M-raDJELIM
SOArgt:GA

SOMNOFMG A

Figure 6. Mixed system type assignment continued

on graded terms that contains ~ and such that #; = t; im-
plies [t /x]t = [tz/x]t for all terms ¢, t1, t; and likewise with
linear terms. Similarly, we write = for the smallest equiva-
lence relation on linear terms which contains ~» and sat-
isfies the implications t; = t, = [t /x|l = [tz/x]] and
L=k = [L/x]l=[L/x]lforall t;, t5, 11, 1> and . We will
only use the relation = in the type conversion rules, which
are standard.

Metatheory

We now turn our attention to the metatheory of pmGL. First
we state some well-formedness conditions. Then we show
how grading interacts with substitution and linearity. Fi-
nally, we show that the full f-reduction rules preserve typ-
ing and grading. Proofs of theorems stated in this section
can be found in Appendix A.

In provable typing judgments, the context in which the
typing occurs is well-formed. Furthermore, terms always
have well-formed types.

Proposition 2.7. The following hold by mutual induction:
DIfSOArGgt: X, thend © A g ctx.
i) fSOAT M I: A thenSOA g ctxand § O A;T Fp
ctx.
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GRED-UNITBETA
letj=jint~t

GRED-PAIRBETA

let (x,y) = (t1,82) in t ~ [t2/y][t1/x]t

GRED-COPRODUCTBETALEFT

caseqinl tof s;;s ~ 51t

GRED-CcOPRODUCTBETARIGHT GRED-LAMBDA

caseqinr tof s;;50 ~> sy t (Ax.t')t~ [t/x]t

GRED-aAPPL
t~ b MRED-UNITBETA
Hit~> bt leti =iinl~1

MRED-TENSORBETA

let (x,y) = (h, k) in I~ [L/y][h/x]]

MRED-LADJBETA

let ¥ (x,y) =F (£, 1) in b~ [L/y][t/x]

MRED-RADJBETA MRED-LAMBDA

G lGl~ 1 Ax.l') 1~ [1/x]V

MRED-aArPL
ll ~> 12

hil~ bl

Figure 7. Reduction Rules

Proposition 2.8. The following hold by mutual induction:
DIfFOOA Vg t: X, thend ©A rg X : Type for some
grade vector §'.
i) fSOAN;T km I: A thend © A+ A: Linear for some
grade vector &' .

Next, we consider substitution. Since we have a graded
and a linear fragment we need to state substitution for both
fragments, additionally, in the linear fragment substitution
is split further into cases where a variable is replaced by
a graded or a linear term. Since our system has dependent
typing, when a graded term is substituted for a variable we
also need to substitute it in part of the context. We therefore
make the following definition:

Definition 2.9. Let A be a graded context, I a linear con-
text, x a term variable and suppose x ¢ dom A and x ¢
dom T'. We define [t/x]A and [¢/x]T as follows:

[t/x]0 =0 [t/x](A,y:Y) = [t/x]A, y: [t/x]Y

[t/x](T,y: A) = [t/x]T, y: [t/x]A
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We use an additional notational convention:

Convention 2.10. We assume that lengths of grade vectors
and corresponding contexts match in judgments. For exam-
ple, when we write 5, r, 8 @A, x : X, A’ +g t : Y, we assume
that 6 has the same length as A and similarly for §" and A’.

We can now state the substitution theorem. Parallel com-
position is modeled by addition in the semiring, while se-
quential composition is modeled by multiplication.

Theorem 2.11 (Substitution). The following hold by mutual
induction:
i) (Graded Contexts) If 60O A +g ty : X, and 5, 1,8’ OA, x :
X, rg ctx then

S+r1-060,0 OA, [ty/x]A rg ctx

ii) (Mixed Contexts) If o © A kg ty : X, and 8, 1,0’ O A, x :
X,A;T bpm ctx then

S+r-80,8 ONA, [to/x]A; [1/x]T Fm ctx

iii) (Graded) If S0 O A v+ ty : X and 8, 1,8 ON, x : X, A’ +¢
t:Y, then

S+r-80,8 ON, [to/x]A +G [to/x]t: [to/x]Y

iv) (Mixed Graded) If 6o © A +g ty : X and 6, 1,8’ © A, x :
X,N;T tm L: A, then

54718 QA [to/x]A; [to/x]T Fm [to/x]1: [to/x]A

v) (Mixed Linear) If 8 © AsTo km Iy : Aand 6 © AT, x
AT +m 1: B, then

5+50 @A;F,FO,F’ Fm [lo/x]lB

Corollary 2.12 (Contraction). bMGL admits graded contrac-
tion rules:

DIf6,pqgd OAx: X,y: X,N +g t:Y, thend p+
g0 ONx: X, [x/y]A vg [x/y]t: [x/y]Y.

i) If6,p,q8" OAx: X,y : X,N;T km [ : A then§,p+
g8 OAx: X, [x/y]A;T km [x/y]1: [x/y]A.

Proof. Apply Theorem 2.11 to the judgment 0,10A,x: X k¢
x : X obtained from the variable rule. O

We now show how the modal operator G interacts with
linearity and grading. The following proposition essentially
says that we can embed the linear fragment into the graded
one, by making the grades on all variables from the linear
fragment equal to 1.

Proposition 2.13. If§OA;T,x: Arm [: B, then§,10A, y :
GATrw [G71y/x]1: B

Finally, we state the subject reduction theorem. Reduc-
tion does not only preserve typing, it also preserves the
grades used in typing judgments. Since most reductions are
by substitution, the bulk of the work has already been done
in Theorem 2.11.
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Theorem 2.14 (Subject Reduction).
andt~> t',then 5O Arg t' : X.
i) f6OATrml:Aandl~ I, thenSO AT Fm I A

)IFSOAG t: X

3 A graded type system in the style of
adjoint logic

We now present a further generalization of the previous
type system, which is inspired by Adjoint Logic [18], and
which we cal GLap. Adjoint Logic offers a smooth way of
combining an arbitrary number of substructural logics which
are identified by modes. Each mode m is assigned a set o(m) C
{W, C} of the structural rules weakening (W) and contrac-
tion (C) satisfied by its logic, and the modes are arranged in
a preorder such that the map o is monotone, i.e. if m; < my,
then o(m;) € o(my). One of the key insights of Adjoint
Logic is that judgments

Al

ml,...,A”mn F B
must satisfy m; > m for each i, where the subscripts indi-
cate the mode a proposition belongs to.

In the system of this section, modes come equipped with a
preordered semiring controlling the resource structure. For
any one of these semirings, this system is a dependently
typed system with the same rules as bMGL. We can control
weakening in each of these fragments, but in the presence
of dependent types, controlling for contraction becomes dif-
ficult. We will discuss the issues of this later.

Definition 3.1. Let R, S be preordered semirings. A mor-
phism of preordered semirings R — Sisamap f: R — S
such that f(0) = 0, f(1) = 1 and for all a,b € R, we have
fla+b) = f(a) + f(b) and f(a-b) = f(a) - f(b) and
a<b = f(a) < f(b).If f: R = S is a morphism of
preordered semirings and r € R and s € S, then we write
r-s:=f(r)-ses.

Definition 3.2. A mode m is a pair (Ry,, Weak(m)), where
Ry, is a preordered semiring and Weak(m) is either true or
false. We will write r: m tomeanr € Ry,;. Modes are denoted
by the lowercase fraktur letters m,n, L.

Let m and n be modes and assume that the proposition
Weak(m) = Weak(n) is true. A morphism of modes
m — n is a morphism Ry, — R, of the underlying pre-
ordered semirings. There is a category of modes, denoted
by Modes.

For the rest of this section, fix a preordered set I and a
functor I — Modes. That is, fix: For each i € I, a mode m;,
and for each i < j in I, a morphism of modes f;;: m; — m;
such that for i < j < k, fjx o fij = fix holds. We will write
m; < m;when i < j. GLAD is parametrized by this data, and
we give examples below.

The syntax of types and terms in GLAD is given in Figure 8.
It strongly resembles that of pMGL, with a unit type Ly,
dependent function and pair types (x "™ A) — B and
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Types: A, B,C :=Type | Ly | (x:"™ A) — B
[ (x:"™ A)®B|A® BI|)A
Terms: a,b,c = x | %y | let xyy = ainb | Ax.a| ab
|let(x,y) =ain b|inla|inra

| caseq aof by; by [Tila |ln'a

Figure 8. Syntax of types and terms in GLAD

CTX-EXTEND
r:m
x ¢ domT
CTX-EMPTY S| MOT ki A: Type
01000 F ctx S,rI M,moT,x: Ar ctx

Figure 9. GLAD well-formed context judgment

(x:"™ A) ® B and a coproduct type A & B. The modal oper-
ators Tyy’a and |y a take the role of G and G™! from before
while the role of the modal operator ¥ is now subsumed
by the dependent pair type (x :"™ A) ® B, which allows the
first and second component of the pair to belong to different
modes. The mode of any type appearing in a valid judgment
will always be determined uniquely, and therefore annota-
tions on types to specify their mode are not necessary. We
choose to annotate the unit type with its mode, as this will
make things easier in the future.

The judgment for well-formed contexts in GLAD has the
form

S| MOT F ctx.

The rules for this judgment are given in Figure 9. In this
judgment form, § is a list of grades, M is a list of modes,
and I is a context. If § = (ry,..., 1), M = (my,...,my) and
I'=x1:A1...,%, : Ap, then the judgment above indicates
that r;: m;, that the variable x; is graded with grade r; and
that the type A; belongs to mode m;. The same is true for
typing judgments:

SIMOT by a: A

The annotation m on the turnstile indicates that the judg-
ment is made in mode m, and that a and A belong to mode
m, therefore supporting the structural rules allowed by m.
As in adjoint logic, we demand that in such a judgment, we
have m < M, that is m < n for each mode n appearing
in M. This property is enforced by the typing rules: If we
assume that all premise judgments of a rule satisfy this prop-
erty, then the conclusion necessarily does, too.

We give the full rules for type formation in Figure 10 and
those for typing in Figure 11 and Figure 12. The rules strongly
resemble the ones of bMGL, so we will omit most explana-
tions, focusing primarily on the differences. GLAD has more
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GLAD-TYPE GLAD-UNIT

0] 000y Type: Type 0|00 0y Ly: Type

GLAD-FUNCTION
S,q0 | M,mOT, x: Ary B: Type

SIMOT by (x:"™ A) — B: Type

GLAD-TENSOR
S,q0 | M,mOT, x: Ary B: Type

SIMOT by (x:"™ A) ® B: Type

GLAD-COPRODUCT
61 | MOT ki A: Type
62 | M OT Fm B: Type

61+02 | MOT ki A® B: Type

GLAD-SHIFTUP
m; < my
my < M
S| MOT by, A: Type

S| MOT Fm, Ti?A: Type

Figure 10. GLAD type formation rules

general control over weakening: We may add unused vari-
ables of mode m to the context, so long as they are graded
with the grade 0 and the mode m allows weakening. If m is
a mode for which Weak(m) is true, the functionality of the
preorder on Ry, is overloaded in the following way: It cap-
tures both the subusaging relation and gives control over
grades which may be computationally irrelevant. For nonzero
elements of Ry, the preorder captures the subusaging behav-
ior, allowing to use a higher grade of resources than neces-
sary to construct a term. However, for elements g with 0 < g,
the preorder captures that variables graded with g may be
discarded.

Some of the rules feature a scalar multiplication r-8. There
are two things to note here: First, the vector § is a list grades
coming from potentially different semirings, but this doesn’t
affect the definition of scalar multiplication as entrywise
multiplication with r. Second, let m; be the mode of the i-
th entry of § and m the mode of r. Observe that the rules
where scalar multiplication occurs guarantee that m < m;
for each i and therefore the scalar multiplication is indeed
well-defined according to Definition 3.1. Similarly, some rules
feature addition of grade vectors §+&’. Notice that whenever
this is the case, the annotation by mode vectors M forces the
i-th entries of § and & to belong to the same mode, ensur-
ing that the sums of grade vectors are well-defined. Finally,
the subusage rule features the preorder relation §; < §; on
grade vectors. This is defined in the natural way as compo-
nentwise <, with the additional condition that for each i, the
i-th component of §; and §, must be from the same mode.

GLAD-VAR
x ¢ domT
Weak(M)
S| MOT ki A: Type

0,1 | MmoT,x: Ay x: A

GLAD-WEAK
Weak (1)
m<lI
x ¢ domT
SIMOT kpa: A
o | M OT F B: Type

5,0 | M,IOT, x: Bk a: A

GLAD-SUBUSAGE
01 < 82
0 |MOT ki a: A

S |MOT b a: A

GLAD-UNITINTRO

D100y *m: Iy
GLAD-UNITELIM
8 | MOT ki b: Iy,
60,10 | M,my OT, x: Iy, Fm, A: Type
S| MOT by, a: [*m, /x]A
§+8 | MOT Fm, letkm, = bina: [b/x]A

GLAD-LAMBDA
S,r| MimoTl,x: Ary b: B

SIMOT by Ax.b: (x:"™ A) - B

GLAD-APP
6 |MOT Fya: A
S | MOT by c: (x:"™ A) - B

S24r-81 | MOT +yy ca: [a/x]|B

Figure 11. GLAD typing rules

The dependent pair type (x :"™ A) ® B now carries an
additional mode annotation, indicating that type A belongs
to mode m and that r: m. Due to the construction of the
dependent pair type, if § | MO T Fy (x "™ A) ® B: Type,
then B and (x "™ A) ® B belong to mode m. If n and m
are the same mode, then we recover ordinary versions of
the dependent pair type belonging to mode m. On the other
hand, if the modes are distinct, the first component of the
pair is “moved” from the higher mode m to the lower mode
n. This is the way the left adjoint # (x :" X).A functions in
DMGL. Since the dependent pair and left adjoint # have the
same introduction and elimination rules (mutandis mutatis),
we treat them as special instances of the same type in GLAD,
subsuming both functionalities.

The dependent function type (x :"™ A) —o B also carries
amode annotation now. This is because we allow the modes
of A and B to be distinct, and the annotation indicates the
mode of A. Like with the dependent pair type, if B has mode
n, then so does (x "™ A) —o B and we necessarily have
m > 1. A similar construction exists in LNLp [11], where
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GLAD-TENSORINTRO
8,0 | M,mOT,x: Ary B: Type
6 |MOT by a: A
82 | MOT ky b: [a/x]B

r81+0; | MOT n (& b): (x "™ A) @B

GLAD-TENSORELIM
80,70 | M,nOT,z: (x:™ A)® B+ C: Type
51 IMOT kpa: (x:™ A)® B
b2, q- g MmnoTl,x: A y: Brc: [(x,y)/z]C

q-61+62 | MOT Fylet(x,y) =ain c: [a/z]C

GLAD-INL
8 | MOT +y A® B: Type
SIMOT pa: A

S| MOT byyinl a: A® B

GLAD-INR
o | MOT kmy A® B: Type
S| MOT by b: B

S| MOT by inr b: A® B

GLAD-COPRODUCTELIM
b0, 70 | MmOT,z: A® Bty C: Type
5| MOT by a: A®B
8o | MOT ky c1: (x:T™ A) —o [inl x/2]C
S | MOT by c2: (x:9™ B) —o [inl x/z]C

q-01+02 | MOT ry casegaof ci;cz: [a/z]C

GLAD-RAISE
m; < my
my < M
S| MOT by, a: A

S| MOT rm,Tila: TiA

GLAD-UNRAISE
nt
SIMOT b, a: TheA

S| MOT b, lyla: A

Figure 12. GLAD typing rules continued

there are two dependent function types, one between intu-
itionistic types and one whose functions take intuitionistic
arguments and produce linear terms.

Metatheory

We discuss some metatheory of GraD, and return to the
point of controlling contraction in GLAD. Substitution holds
in GLAD. We use Convention 2.10 again, but extend it to also
imply that lists of modes M have the same length as the cor-
responding grade vectors and contexts.

Theorem 3.3 (GLAD substitution). The following hold by
mutual induction:
i) (Contexts) If 6, r, 8 | M,mo, M"OT, x: A, T" + ctx and
S | MOT b, ag: A then

S+r-80,8 | MM OT, [ao/x]T’ F ctx
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ii) (Terms) If 6, r,&8" | M,mo, M’ © T, x: A T" vy b: B
and 8 | M OT by, ag: A, then

S+r-80,8 | MM’ 0T, [ay/x]T +w [ao/x]b: [ag/x]B

The proof'is by induction and given in Appendix B. As for
DMGL we obtain a graded contraction rule as a corollary.

Corollary 3.4 (GLAD contraction). If
8,1, 1,8 | Momm, M 0T, x: A y: AT by b: B,
then
S, r+rs, 8 | M,m, M'OT, x: A, [x/y]T by [x/y]b: [x/y]B.
Proof. Apply substitution with the judgment
6,1 [ MmoOT,x: Aby x: A
obtained from the GLAD-VAR rule. ]

Upon closer inspection, the thing that makes contraction
work in our system, is the form of the substitution theorem.
In its statement the grades &, for constructing a : A are
added to the ones used in the construction of b : B. In other
words the substitution theorem contains a contraction im-
plicitly. In fact, contraction is implicitly included in the rules
of GrLaD: For example in the rule GLAD-UNITELIM, the grade
vectors § and &’ are added. This is implicitly a contraction,
as we are adding grades instead of concatenating contexts.

But concatenating contexts is not well-suited to the de-
pendently typed setting. When we concatenate contexts in
a simply-typed system which has control over contraction,
there is a renaming of the variables in the context to avoid
name clashes. While such a renaming is possible in a de-
pendently typed system, it immediately becomes very diffi-
cult to type any terms as the variables occurring in a term
may also be part of its type. For example consider the rule
GLAD-APP: If we opted to rename variables, in order to know
that the application ca is well typed, we would need to re-
member the fact that the domain type of ¢ and the type of a
were equal prior to the renaming. It is not clear to us at the
moment how to handle this renaming and to how to incor-
porate it with grades. We leave an investigation of this for
future work.

Examples

In this section, we give some example instantiations of GLAD
and show how we may recover existing graded and mixed
systems.

Example 3.5 (Recovering pMGL). We explore the relation-
ship between DMGL and GLAD. Let R be a semiring. We ask
the following question: How closely can we approximate
DMGL graded by R using modes of GLAD? A natural ap-
proach to solving this, is to take GLAD with two modes, one
with the semiring R and one with a semiring that captures
linearity. But since GLAD admits contraction, while the lin-
ear fragment of bMGL does not, the latter semiring cannot
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exist. Because of this, we can only hope to recover a ver-
sion of DMGL where the linear fragment is graded as in
Example 2.2. This turns out to work: We take as modes L
(linear) and G (graded) with L < G and set Rg = R and
R = N with the trivial preorder n < m < n = m.
We also take Weak(G) = True and Weak(L) = False. There
exists a unique morphism of modes ¢: L — G. GLAD instan-
tiated with this data produces a system with two fragments,
one graded by R and which has the same rules as the graded
fragment of pMGL. The other fragment corresponds to the
mixed fragment of DMGL and has assumptions graded by R
as well as by N, with the assumptions graded by N behaving
in a way that’s similar to Bounded Linear Logic.

Example 3.6 (Recovering LNLp [11]). Let U be the unre-
stricted mode where Ry = 0, the trivial semiring with 0 = 1
and Weak(U) = True. Furthermore, let L be the mode with
R the none-one-tons semiring of Example 2.3 with the re-
flexive preorder relation and Weak(L) = False. Variables in
mode U have no grading information attached to them, and
therefore can be used intuitionistically. On the other hand,
variables in mode L are used linearly by default and may not
be weakened or duplicated. We have a unique morphism of
modes L — U. Instantiating GLAD with this data allows us
to recover a system similar to LNLp.

Example 3.7. In this example we consider two modes W, R
with the semiring for both modes being the none-one-tons

semiring of Example 2.3. We set Weak(W) = True and Weak(R) =

False. We chose the preorder generated by 0 < « for W
and the reflexive preorder for R. There is now a morphism
of modes R — W which is the identity morphism on the
underlying semirings. The mode W admits weakening, for
variables used with grades 0 or w, while the mode R does
not. In other words, R is a relevance logic.

Similar to the of course modality ! of linear logic, and its
decomposition into two adjoints F and G in LNL, we can
use the mode shifting operators of GLAD to introduce irrel-
evantly used variables to the mode R in a controlled way.

Example 3.8. Consider the semiring Var = {~~,1T, |, ??},
with the preorder generated by ~~ < 1T, || < ??, with 0 =
??,1 =17, addition defined by a + b = inf(a, b) the greatest
lower bound on {a, b} and multiplication determined by the
equations

W-=1

NN.ll—NN.NN—NN

and the requirement that multiplication is commutative. This
is the variance semiring introduced by Wood and Atkey [20]

and it allows to track whether a term depends on a variable

covariantly (T7), contravariantly (|]), invariantly (~~), or if
there are no guarantees (??). We define the mode V to have

Ry = Var and Weak V = True.

We add two more modes: L with R = N and M with
Rm the none-one-tons semiring. We take the preorders on
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these semirings to be the trivial reflexive preorders. Further-
more, we set Weak L = False and Weak M = True. There are
unique morphisms of modesL - M — V.

4 Discussion, Future Work, Related Work
Related Work

Closely related to GLAD is the framework of Licata et al. [12].
Their system is a simply typed linear sequent calculus equip-
ped with a mode theory where every formula and judgment
is annotated with a mode that constrains the structural rules
allowed within the context. The modes found in GLAD are
not as elaborate as the mode theory found in their system.
Their modes are generic and have morphisms between them,
but our modes are specifically semirings. In addition, GLAD
is dependently typed.

GraD is based on GraDp of Choudhury et al. [4]. GRAD
is essentially identical to the graded side of pMGL with the
addition of the modal operators. However, GLAD differs sub-
stantially from GRAD in that the former now supports mul-
tiple semirings and a theory of modes.

The Graded Modal Dependent Type Theory (GMDTT) of
Moon et al. [13] is very similar to the graded side of pMGL
and our second system Grap, but GMDTT strives to track
resource usage in types as well as terms where GLAD and

DMGL only tracks resource usage in terms. In addition, GMDTT

is not based on the theory of adjoints and modal operators
in line with LNL and Adjoint Logic.

Gratzer et al. [8] propose modal dependent type theory
which uses modes to support the embedding of a family of
modal logics. Their mode theory is similar to the one found
in GLAD, but our system’s goal is to relate graded type sys-
tems and theirs is to relate modal logics.

Simply Typed Version with Control over Contraction

We presented GLAD as a dependently typed system with
grading and modes, similar to adjoint logic. The fact that
GLaD is dependently typed makes it difficult to control for
contraction in a manner that’s similar to adjoint logic, and
we have given an argument for why this is the case. It ap-
pears that the difficulties with controlling graded contrac-
tion disappear if one considers a simply typed system in-
stead. As a next step, we will investigate a simply typed ver-
sion of GLaDp in which we can control for contraction. We
will take the approach of equipping a mode m with a sub-
set Cont(m) C Ry, which is closed under addition, but may
also need to satisfy other algebraic properties. We can then
introduce an explicit graded contraction rule such as

r,q € Cont(m)
5r.q8 IMmm M ol,x:Ay: AT by b:B

Sr+qé IMm M oT,x: AT vy [x/ylb: B
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Categorical Semantics

Categorical semantics for dependent graded type systems
are not well explored at the time of writing. The only ap-
proach know to us is presented for Atkey’s QTT [1]. How-
ever, Katsumata [10] has developed a general approach to
the categorical semantics using graded linear exponential
comonads and formulates the coherence conditions on such
comonads in a compact way using double categories. In our
preliminary considerations on the categorical semantics of
GLAD, we have recovered Katsumata’s approach exactly.

A common approach to categorical semantics of depen-
dent type theory is through categories with families [5] and
this is also the approach taken by Atkey via quantitative cat-
egories with families (QCwF’s). A similar approach is to use
comprehension categories [9]. We believe the latter to be
slightly nicer, as the category of comprehension categories
embeds into the 2-category of cartesian fibrations over a
base category B and this 2-category enjoys nice properties.
Furthermore, a comprehension category can be very com-
pactly described as morphism of cartesian fibrations

with B cartesian closed, 87 the category of arrows in B
and cod the codomain fibration. In this regard, one minor
criticism we have of Atkey’s QCwF’s, is that they do not (or
at least are not know to) arise as an instantiation of a more
general categorical concept, like CwF’s do with fibrations.

In category theory, it is often helpful to formulate spe-
cific concepts as instances of more general ones. Our goal
for the future is to combine the general categorical pictures
provided by Katsumata’s graded linear exponential comon-
ads and comprehension categories to develop categorical se-
mantics for graded dependent type theory.

Conclusion

In the present work we have presented two graded depen-
dent type systems. The first was a obtained by replacing the
dependent fragment of LNLp with the graded dependent
type system GrRAD. The second type system is a further gen-
eralization of the first, allowing different assumptions to be
graded by grades coming from different semirings. This sys-
tem resembles adjoint logic in its structure, and employs a
similar construct of modes. We proved meta-theoretic prop-
erties of these systems: For the former we proved substitu-
tion and presented a reduction relation which we showed to
preserve grading and types. The latter system was proven
to admit substitution and full graded contraction.
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A Metatheory of pMGL
Proposition 2.7. The following hold by mutual induction:

DIF6OArgt: X, thend © A g ctx.
i) fSONT M I: A thenSO A g ctx and S © A;T Fpm
ctx.

Lemma A.1. Let d, 8 be grade vectors of the same length.
i) If6 © A rg ctx, then 8’ © A+ ctx.
ii) If6 © A;T by ctx, then & © A;T kp ctx.

Proof. i) By induction on the derivation of §© A ¢ ctx.

Notice that in the rule for graded context extension

x ¢ dom A
SO Atrg ctx 8, ©Arg X : Type

6,rOA x: X kg ctx

the grade r by which we the grade vector is extended
is arbitrary. So, in the derivation of §OA +g ctx “build
up” &’ instead of &.

ii) Similarly to i), the grade vector is not relevant to ex-
tending the linear section of a mixed context. O

Lemma A.2. I[f6OA rg ctx thenSOA;T +p ctx is provable
if and only if for each type A occurring in T, the judgment
& ©A +g A: Linear is provable for some &', and all variables
in T are distinct and do not occur in A.

Proof. This is easily seen by induction on the length of T
using the rule MIXEDCTX-EXTEND. O

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Straightforward, by mutual induction
on the derivations of O Atg t: Xand SO ATk [: A
respectively. For the graded fragment, most of the work is
done by Lemma A.1, and Lemma A.2 takes care of the mixed
fragment. O

Theorem 2.11 (Substitution). The following hold by mutual
induction:

i) (Graded Contexts) If§oOA +g ty : X, and 5, 1,8’ OA, x :
X, +g ctx then

S+r1-060,0 OA, [to/x]A rg ctx

ii) (Mixed Contexts) If o © A kg ty : X, and 6, 1,0’ O A, x -
X,A;T by ctx then

S+r-80,8 ONA, [tg/x]A; [1o/x]T km ctx

iii) (Graded) If o O A vg ty : X and 8, r,8 OA, x : X, A +¢
t:Y, then

S+r1-80,8 ON, [to/x]AN vq [to/x]t: [to/x]Y
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iv) (Mixed Graded) If 6o © A +g ty : X and 6, 1,8’ © A, x :
X,N;Tkm l: A, then

5+r-50 OA, [to/x]A/; [t()/x]r FM [t()/x]ll [t()/x]A

v) (Mixed Linear) If 8 © AsTo tm by : Aand 6 © AT, x
AT +m 1: B, then

§+8 O AT, To, T bm [bo/x]1: B

Proof. The proof is by induction over the derivation of the
second judgment. For each rule, we need to pattern-match
the resulting judgment with the pattern in the statement of
the theorem, which we will do at the beginning of each case.
Case G-SUBUSAGE

G-SUBUSAGE

51,71,6; < 62,7‘2,5§ 51,?‘1,6; OA,X!X,A/ Fgt:Y

52,}’2,5; OANx: X, Nigt:Y

By induction we know that §; + r; - 8, 8] © A, [to/x]A’ +¢
[to/x]t: [to/x] Y and since +, - are monotonic, we have §; +
ri-6p < d2+1z- 6 and hence also 81 +r1 - &g, 6] < Sa+12- 80, 5.
Applying G-suBUSAGE concludes this case.

Case G-weak We need to match the judgment 6,0 © A, z :
Z v t: Y with the pattern 8, 7,8 © A,x : X,A" +g t: Y.
There are two cases. In the first case we have A’ = () and
X = Z. Then our judgment was obtained as follows

x ¢ dom A SOArgL:Y
8y ©Arg X : Type

500Ax:Xtrgt:Y

G-WEAK

and we must prove 6 +0 -8 © A g [to/x]x : [f/x]Y. But
we have §OA +¢ t : Y, and therefore know that the variable
x does not occur freely in ¢ or Y. It follows that we need to
prove 5 ©® A kg t : Y, which we know by assumption.

In the second case we have A’ # 0. In this case the judg-
ment was obtained by

z ¢ dom (A, x:X,A) 518 OAXx: X, N rgt:Y
61,711,010 A x: X, N +g Z : Type

518, 00Ax: XN, z: Zrgt:Y

We need to prove
S+r-80,8,00A, [to/x|N,z: [to/x]Z b [to/x]t: [to/x]Y.
From the inductive hypothesis we have
S+r1-80,8 ON [to/x]A vG [to/x]t: [to/x]Y
and 8+ 180,68 O A, [to/x]A" v [t/x]Z : Type

and applying G-wWEAK to these judgments produces the de-
sired judgment.

Case G-coNVERT Immediate by induction and the fact that
“=”is a congruence relation, i.e. [tp/x]Y = [f/x] Y’ follows
fromY =Y.

Case G-vAR We need to pattern-match the judgment 0,1 ©
A,z:Z vg z: Z with the pattern 8, 7,8’ © A, x: X, A" +g t:
Y. There are two possibilities to do this. In the first, A’ = 0
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and X =Y = Z.In this case the judgment we are performing
induction on was obtained thus

x ¢ dom A 010 A g X : Type
6,1®A,x:Xl—Gx:X

and we must prove 0+1-8 OAFg [t/x]x: [t/x]X. From
6 ©A g X : Type and x ¢ dom A, we know that x is
not free in X. Therefore, we need to prove §o © A +g t : X,
which is an assumption.

In the second case, the judgment we are performing in-
duction on was obtained as

z ¢ dom (A, x:X,A)
6,18 OAx: X,A" r¢ Z: Type

0,0,0,10A,x: X,N,z: Zvrgz:Z

and we need to prove 0,0,10 A, [to/2z]N,z : [to/x]Z Fg
[t/x]z : [t/x]Z. But this follows from the inductive hy-
pothesis § + 1 - 8,8 © A, A" +g [t/x]Z : Type the variable
rule and the fact that z = [,/ x] z.

Cases G-TYPE, G-LINEAR, G-UNIT, G-UNITINTRO Trivial.
Case G-uNITELIM

51,?‘1,5; @A,XZX,A’ FG h ZJ
82,12, 05, @2 O Ay x : X, N x" : J kg X' : Type
83,13,8, 0 A x : X, A kg 152 [j/x] X
81485, +13,8+50Ax: X, N
b letj =t in t3: [t /x"]1X’

By induction we have

61+ 50,5; O A, [to/x]A/ ] [l’o/X]tl :J
82+ 12+ 80,05, q2 O A, [1o/x]A", X : T kg [to/x]X" : Type

53 +r3- 5(),5:; O A, [to/x]A/ el [t()/x]t3 : [t()/x] [j/x’]X’
Applying G-uNITELIM to these judgments yields

51 +r 50 +53 +r3 '50,51 +5§ oA, [to/X]A,

b let j = [to/x]t in[to/x]ts : [to/x][j/x"1X’
Since j has no free variables, the terms [#/x] (let j = #; in #3)
and let j = [f/x]t in[ty/x]t3 are equal, which concludes
this case.

Case G-RADJINTRO

518 OAXx: X, N;0rmL: A
5.8 OAx: XN oGl GA

Applying the induction hypothesis to the premise of the
rule, we get

5,7"50,5/ O A, [to/x]A’;Q) FM [t()/x]li [t()/x]A

Applying G-rRADJINTRO to this judgment, concludes this case,
once we observe that [#/x](G I) is equal to G [#,/x]] and
similarly for A instead of I.

The remaining cases in the graded fragment follow anal-
ogously and are therefore omitted.
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Case M-ID In the mixed graded case we have

y & dom (A, x: X,A")
5,r,8 ®©A x:X,AN +g A: Linear

0,00 0Ax: X, A;y:Aryy: A

and we need to prove 0,000 A, [t/xIN;y : [to/x]A Fm ¥ -
[#/x] A which follows immediately from the inductive hy-
pothesis and the M-1p rule. There is nothing to do for the
mixed linear case.

Case M-suBUSAGE Both the mixed linear and mixed graded
cases are analogous to the G-SUBUSAGE case.

Case M-weak The mixed graded case is analogous to the
purely graded case. For the mixed linear case, the rule M-
WEAK pattern matches as

SONT,y: AT rm1:B & ®Arg X : Type
S00AM,x: X;T,y: AT rm 1: B

By induction on the first hypothesis we have
50 A;F,Fo,r/ FM [lo/y]l : B

Weakening this by X produces the desired result.

Case M-ExCHANGE The mixed graded case is straightfor-
ward and we omit the details. For the mixed linear case, con-
sider the rule

SONT,x:B,y: B, T+t L: C
SONT,y:By,x:B,I"+tm L: C

M-EXCHANGE

where we assume that the type A appears somewhere in the
context I', x : By, y : By, I”. The cases where A appears in T
or I'” are straightforward. The cases that remain are that A
is By or B,. These cases are parallel, so we only treat the case
that A is By. The inductive hypothesis yields

5®A;F,x:B1,FO,F' FM [l()/y]l C
and we want to show that
SQA;F,FQ,szl,F/ Fm [l()/y]l C

This is done by repeatedly applying the exchange rule to
move B past all types in Tj.
M-TENSORINTRO For the mixed graded case we have

51,7‘1,5{ OAXx: X,A’;Fl Fm ll T A
52, r2,5§ OAx: X,A/;Fz FM lz : B
(61,71,67) + (62,12, 8,) O Ayx : X, AT, T b (I, b)) : A® B

By the inductive hypothesis we have the judgments
81411 00,0] O A, [to/x]A"s [to/x]T1 +m [to/x]1h = [80/x]A
8o+ 12+ 80,8, © A [to/x] A" [to/x]T2 km [to/x] L+ [to/x]B
Applying M-TENSORINTRO yields
(81 +62) + (1 +12) - 80,87 + 8,
O A, [to/x]A; [to/x]Ty, [to/x] T,
Fm ([to/x]h, [t/ x]k) : ([to/x]A) ® ([1o/x]B)
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We conclude by noting that the terms ([#/x]1, [%/x]k)
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the judgment we need to prove. The other two cases proceed

and [y /x] (L1, L) are equal, and similarly for the types ([#/x] A)® analogously.

([to/x]B) and [ty/x](A ® B).
For the mixed linear case of this rule we have

61ONTI kM Lt By SO N Ty kM b - By
o1+ 6 0Nk (b, L) : Bi® By

and we assume that x : A occurs somewhere in the linear
context I',I;. There are two symmetric cases, depending
on whether x : A occurs in I} or I';. We consider the case
where x : A occurs in I, ie. I has the form I7, x : AT,
From the inductive hypothesis we no get §; © A;T], I ky
[lh/x]l; : By. Applying M-TENSORINTRO now yields &; +
S O AT, T, Tz by ([Io/x]h, k) = By ® By. Since we rename
variables when concatenating linear contexts, the terms [
and I, have disjoint sets of free variables, and it follows that
the terms ([lh/x]h, ;) and [l/x](h, I;) are equal. This con-
cludes this case.

M-TENsORELIM For the mixed graded case we have

52,r2,5§®A,x:X,A’;F2 FM ll :B1 ® By
51,?1,5{ QA,x:X,A’;Fl,yl ZB],yz : Bz,r3 FM lz : C

(61,11,67) + (62,12, 8,) O A x : X, A'; T, I, T3
Fmlet(y,y2) =L inkh:C

and we need to prove
(814 82) + (rn+12) - 80,67 + 5,
O A, [to/x]A; [to/x](T1, Iy, T5)
Fm [fo/x](let (y1, y2) =k in L) : [to/x]C
By the inductive hypothesis we have the judgments
82+ 15+ 00,8, O A, [to/x]A; [t/ x]T,
Fm [to/x]h « [to/x]B1 ® [1o/x]B;
b1+ 180,01 O A, [t/ x] N
s [to/x](T1, y1 ¢ Bi, y2 = B, I3)
Fm [to/x]l = [to/x]C
from which the desired judgment follows.
For the mixed linear case, we have
S ONTy Fm b - By ® By
6 OANTLY B,y : B, Iskm b : C
S+ 0N, skmlet(y,y2) =L inh: C

We assume x : A occurs somewhere in the context Iy, I, I.
We have three cases, depending on whether x : A occurs in
I, I or I3. In the first case, where x : A occurs in Iy, the
second assumption of the rule above has the form

5100, x: AL, y1:By,:Blotm b : C
By induction we have
S51ONTLY 1 : By : Bl by [h/x]k: C

and applying the rule M-TENSORELIM to this judgment to-
gether with the other assumption of the rule above produces

The other cases for the mixed fragment proceed analo-
gously. We highlight the cases involving the adjoints G and
¥, as they are nonstandard.

Case M-rRADJELIM The mixed linear case is trivial. For the
mixed graded case:

518 OAXx: X,N+gt:GA
58 OAXx: X,N;0rm G 1t A

As in the previous case, we have that the terms [#/x]G ! t
and G7! [ty/x]t are equal, and [t /x](G A) and G [t,/x] A
are also equal. So, by applying the induction hypothesis to
the the premise of the rule above and then applying M-rRaDJELIM
we get

S+r-80+8 OA [t/x]A ve [to/x]t: G [t/x]A
S+r-8+8 O [to/x|N;0 M G [to/x]t: [to/x]A

Observe that the terms G~ [ty/x]tand [t,/x]G ! t are equal.
This produces the desired result.
Case M-LADJINTRO In the mixed linear case we have

83,130 A, x: X kg A : Linear
51 OArgt: X S0 NT,y: BT rml: [t/x]A

r-61+6,0MNLy: BT rm F (41): F(x:" X).A

Keeping the first two premises unchanged, and applying the
induction hypothesis to the third premise, we can use the
rule M-LADJINTRO as follows
03,130 A, x: X +g A: Linear 51 0Arg t: X
5() + 52 © A; F, r(), F/ FM [l()/y]l : [t/x]A
r- 51 + 52 o A;F,Fo,r/ Fm T(t, [l()/y]l) : 7:()( 7 X)A

To conclude, we only need to observe that F (t, [l/y]]) is
equal to [lh/y]F (¢, 1) which is clear since y cannot occur
freely in t.

The mixed graded case is more interesting:

83,713,851 O A y: Y,A",x: X kg A: Linear
81,m, 8,00, y: Y, AN rgt: X
82,172,050 N, y: Y,AN;T by L1 [8/x]A
re(81,r,87) + (82,12,8) © Ay : Y,A';T
Fm F (LD :F(x:" X)A
applying the induction hypothesis to all premises, we get
the following judgments:

83,173,805 @ A, [to/y]A, x = [t/ y) X FG [to/y] A : Linear

ri -8+ 81,8; O A, [to/y]A v [t/ y]E: [t/y]1X

ry-00+02, 50N, [1o/ YIA"; [1o/YIT Fm [t/ Y11= [10/y][2/x] A

We cannot immediately apply the rule M-LADJINTRO to these
sequents, as the third one does not have the right form. We
observe that [f/y][t/x]A is equal to [[ty/y]t/x][%/y]A.
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Substituting this into the third sequent puts it into the right
form to apply M-LaDJINTRO and we obtain

83, 13,8, © A, [to/y] A, x : [t/ y]X G [to/y] A : Linear
ri -8 + 81,8 © A, [t/ y]A ke [t/ y]E: [t/y]1X
ry 8o + 82,8, © A, [to/y]As [to/y]T
Fm [to/y1L: [[to/y]t/x][to/y]A
r- (}"1 . 50 +51,5;) + (}"2 . 5() + 52,5;) © A, [to/y]A/; [to/y]F
Fm (/Y10 [[0o/y]t/x] [0/ ] A

Applying the above equality in the conclusion, we obtain
the desired result.

Case M-LADJELIM The mixed graded case is straightforward.
In the mixed linear case, we assume that we have

83 ® A +g C : Linear oM kML :F(x:2X).B
02, qO A x: X;T5,y:Brm L : C

01+ 0 O N TL T, b let ?'(x,y):ll inlh:C

We assume that the type assignment z : A occurs in I3, I,
the linear context of the conclusion of this rule. There are
now two subcases:

Case. z : A occurs in I'. Then I is of the form I,z :
A,T]” and by the inductive hypothesis we obtain &, + &; ©
AT T T bm [b/ 2] - F (x 09 X).A.

Case. z : A occurs in I;. Then I3 is of the form I,z :
AT, and by the inductive hypothesis we obtain dy + J, ©
AT T by [b/2]k - C.

In either case we conclude immediately, by applying the
rule M-LADJELIM to the newly obtained judgment and the
two judgments to which we did not apply the inductive hy-
pothesis.

The cases concerned with judgments about well-fromedness

of graded and mixed contexts are straightforward. O

Proposition 2.13. If§OA;T,x: A+pm [: B, then§,10A,y :
GATHy [G7] y/x]l: B.

Proof. We have a derivation

G-vAR

0,10AY:GArgy:GA
a,l(DA,y:QA;(D FMm Q_ly:A
Weakening the assumed sequent by G A we get
5,00Ay:GAT,x:Arm [: B

M-rADJELIM

Now by substituion, we get
(0,1)+(8,000A,y: GAT ry [G ' y/x]1: B
as desired. O
In the following we will write
SOAFg X =Y :Type

to mean that the following hold simultaneously:
1. 50 A g X : Type
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2.00AFg Y :Type
3.X=Y

Lemma A.3 (Lambda Inversion). If 6 © A +¢ (Ax.t) : T,
then there exist X, Y, r and &y such that 5y © A +r¢ T = (x :"
X) > Y:Typeand§,rOA,x: X g it:Y.

Proof. By induction on the derivation of 6O A +g (Ax.t) : T.
Case G-LaMBDA There is nothing to do in this case.

Case G-sUBUSAGE Inverting the subusage rule, we get 8’ ©
A rg (Ax.t) : T for some & with § < §. By the inductive
hypothesis we get §’,r © A, x : X g t : Y and by applying
subusage we get &', rOA, x : X kg t: Y as desired. § OA +¢
T = (x:" X) - Y : Type also follows immediately from the
inductive hypothesis.

Case G-WEAK We have that A = A’,z : Zand § = §,0
for some A’, § and Z. Furthermore we have & © A’ g
(Ax.t) : T. By inductive hypothesis we have § © A’ g
T=(x:"X)—>Y:Typeand 8, rOA,x : X bg t: Y.
Since Z is a well-formed type in context A’ it is also well-
formed in context A’, x : X and hence we may weaken by
Z, obtaining &', r,0 0 A, x : X,z : Z +g t : Y. Similarly X
is well formed in context A" and hence by exchange we get
8,0,roN,z: Z,x: X kg t:Y as desired.

Case G-coNVERT Immediate since the relation “=” is transi-
tive. O

Lemma A.4 (Unit Inversion). If6©A rg j: T then we have
0<8andd ©Arg T=]:Type for some &.

Proof. By induction on the derivation of S ® A +g j: T.
Case G-uNIT There is nothing to prove in this case.

Case G-sUBUSAGE Inverting the subusage rule, we get 8" ©
A +g j: T with & < é. By inductive hypothesis we have
S OArg T=]:Type and 0 < &'. Since < is transitive, we
obtain 0 < 6.

Case G-WeAaK We have A = A’,x : X and 6 = §’, 0. By induc-
tive hypothesis we have 0 < & and 6y © A’ +g T =J : Type
weakening the latter by X yields the second claim. The first
claim follows since 0,0 < &, 0.

Case G-conNVERT By inductive hypothesis and the fact that
the relation “=” is transitive. m|

Lemma A.5 (Pair Inversion). If§ © A +g (t1, ) : T, then

) 6,0 Arg X :Type and &), 1) © A,x: X +g Y : Type
i) OArc T=(x"X)RY : Type
lll) 51®AFG X
iV) 52 OArg ty: [tl/x]Y
V)r-6+8 <6
forsome X, Y, 8, 8y, &, vy, 81, 9s.

Proof. By induction on the derivation of SO A +g (1, ) : T.
Case G-GRADEDPAIRINTRO In this case, there is nothing to
prove.

Case G-wEAK This is similar to the proofs of the previous in-
version lemmas: Everything follows by applying weakening
to the respective points in the inductive hypothesis.
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Case G-SUBUSAGE Again, similar to the previous inversion
lemmas and using the fact that < is transitive in point v).
Note that we cannot state point v) as r - §; + dz = 6.
Case G-coNVERT By inductive hypothesis the fact that
is transitive.

«__»

g N

Lemma A.6 (Coproduct Inversion). If§ © A +¢ inl ¢t : T,
then§o O Avrg T= X1 8 X, : Type and 5 © A v t: Xj for
appropriate X1, X; and 8. A symmetrical statement holds for
inr t.

Proof. By induction on the derivation of § ® A kg inl ¢ : T.
Case G-corroDUCTINL There is nothing to prove in this case.
Case G-wEAK In this case wehave A = A’, y: Yand 6 = §',0
and & © A’ r¢g inl t : T. By the inductive hypothesis we
have ' © A" +g t: X and §; 0 A" k¢ T = X; B X; : Type.
Weakening these by Y yields the desired result.
Case G-SUBUSAGE In this case we have & © A +g inl t: T
for some §" with " < §. By the inductive hypothesis we get
65OArg T=XBX; : Typeand 8’ O A kg t : X;. Applying
subusage to the latter judgment yields § © A g ¢ : Xj.
Case G-coNVERT Follows from the inductive hypothesis and
transitivity of “=”. O
Theorem 2.14 (Subject Reduction).
andt~> t',thenS O Avrg t' : X.
i) fSOANTrml:Aandl~ I, thenS O A;T e 12 A

DIfSOAFgt: X

Proof. By induction on the derivation of § © A +¢ t : X. We
will omit those rules that cannot produce a term which can
be reduced.

Case G-SUBUSAGE

SOArgt: X 6<é
S OArgt: X

By the inductive hypothesis we have § ® A g t’ : X and by
subusage we conclude 8’ © A kg t' : X.
Case G-WEAK

SOArgt: X S @ Arg Y :Type x ¢ dom A

500Ay:Yrgt: X

By induction we have § ©® A +¢g t' : X. Weakening this
judgment by Y produces the desired result.
Case G-CONVERT
0O0Argt: X
S ©Arg Y:Type S OArg X =Y :Type

SOArgt:Y

We get § © A +g t' : X by induction. Applying conversion
yields § © A kg t’ : Y, as desired.
Case G-un1TELIM The term constructed by this rule can only
be reduced if it is of the form
80,70 O Ayx:J kg X : Type
§OArgj:] SOArg t: [j/x]1X

§+8 OArgletj=jint:[j/x]X
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There is only one reduction that can be applied here, namely
letj =jint ~> t, so we want to prove 6 +8 O A +¢ t:
[j/x]X. By Lemma A.4 we have 0 < &. By assumption we
have § ® A Fg t : [j/x]X. By subusaging we now obtain
§+8 OA g t: [j/x]X.

Case G-GRADEDPAIRELIM Again, this can only be reduced if
the constructed term looks as follows:

S0, OAz: (x" X)RY g W : Type
01 O A kg (tl,tz)Z(XZrX)EY
00,7 qOAx:X,y: Yigt:[(xy)/z2]W

q'51 +52 OAtg Iet(x,y) = (tl,tz) int: [(tl,tz)/Z]W

We want to prove
q-01+8 0 A g [t/x][2/y]t: [(h, &) /2] W.

Consider the second of the assumptions in the above rule.
By Lemma A.5 we see that there are §],5]" such that §] ©
Arg 1 : X, 0/ ©A vrg tp : [t/x]Y and r - 8] + 8] = 6.
Weakening the latter of the two judgments produces 57,00
A x' : X kg 1y ¢ [t1/x]X. Now applying substitution to the
third assumption twice yields

07 ¢, qOAx: X, y:Yigt:[(xy)/z]W

substitute #, for y

Sa+q-8,r-qOAx: Xtg [B/y]t: [(x,)/z]W
substitute #; for x

S+q -6 +r-q-80Arc [t/x][t/y]t: [(t1, 12) /2] W
So, we are done.

Case G-coproDUCTELIM In this case there are two reduc-
tions possible, one where the constructed term looks thus

1<gq
50,70@A,))ZX15X2 FG YType
51®A Fginl t: X; 88X,
02, qO Avrg s1: (x:9Xy) — [inl x/y]Y
02, O A g sz : (x:9X5) — [inr x/y]Y

q- 61+ 8, O A kg caseginl tof si;s; ¢ [inl t/y]Y

and a symmetrical version for inr instead of inl. We will only
treat the inl case. Want to show

q-61+0 OArg s t: [inl t/y]Y

By Lemma A.6 we get & © A r¢g t : X;. Then, by G-arp
we get q- 9+ 0, ©A kg sit: [t/x][inl x/y]Y, and since
[¢/x][inl x/y]Y is equal to [inl t/y]Y we are done.

Case G-app In this case there are two possible reductions.
The first is by the reduction rule GRED-LAMBDA. In this case
the constructed term must look as follows:

S0, "o O Ayx: X kg Y : Type
S510A g (Axt') 1 (x:"X) > Y
O OArgt: X

51418 0A g (Ax.t') t: [t/x]Y
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By Lemma A.3 we get 52, r © A,x : X kg t' :
stitution we obtain 8; + r - 8, © A +g [t/x]t :
desired.

The second possible reduction is by the rule GRED-aPPL.
The application of the rule G-app is thus:

Y. By sub-
[t/x]Y as

S0, o @ Ayx: X kg Y : Type
510Arg:(x"X) > Y
O OArgt: X

51+r-52®Al—G tlt:[t/x]Y

We have by assumption that #; ~ f, for some #,. By the
inductive hypothesis we know that 51 ©0A +¢g t2 : (x " X) —
Y and by applying G-App, we get 61 +7-5,0A g tp t : [t/x]Y
as desired.

The cases for the mixed reduction are similar and require
similar inversion lemmas as the ones stated above. We omit
these cases. O

B Metatheory of GLAD

Theorem 3.3 (GLAD substitution). The following hold by
mutual induction:

i) (Contexts) If 6, r, &' | M, mo, M"OT, x: A, T’ F ctx and
6o | MOT Fy, ao: A then

S+r-80,8 | MM OT, [ag/x]T’ F ctx

ii) (Terms) If 6, r,&" | M,mo, M’ © T, x: AT" +yy b: B
and 8 | MOT ry, ay: A, then

§+r1-80,8 | MM OT, [ag/x]T +m [ao/x]b: [ao/x]B
Proof. The proofis by induction on the derivation of the first

sequent in each point.
Case GLAD-VAR We need to match the judgment

0,1| M,moT,y: Bry y: B
with the pattern
51,8 | Mmg, M' 0T, x: AT by b: B

There are two cases. In the first, we have 8’ = 0, and there-
fore A = B. i.e. the judgment we are performing induction
on was derived as

x ¢ domT S| MOT ky, A: Type
6,1 [ MmuOT, x: Aby, x: A
and we need to prove

0+1-8 | MOT Fp, [ao/x]x: [ao/x]A

But this simplifies to the assumption § | M OT Fy, ap: A
once we observe that the variable x is not free in A, and
hence [ay/x]A = A.
In the second case we have ¢’ # (). Then our derivation
has the form
y ¢ dom(T,x: A, T’)
&8 | Mm, M oT,x: AT +y B: Type

0,0,0,1 | M,m, M’ nOT,x: AT, y: Bry y: B
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and we need to prove that
0,0,1| MM noT,[ay/x]T’, y: [ao/x]B Fn y: [ao/x]B
which follows from the inductive hypothesis
§+r-60,8 | MM OT, [ag/x]T’ + [ao/x]B: Type

and an application of the rule GLAD-VAR.
Case GLAD-WEAK We need to match the judgment

50| M,IOT,y: Crm b: B
with the pattern
58 | MmyMoT,x: AT by b: B

Two cases are possible. In the first, we have ' = () and there-
fore and therefore A = C our derivation has the form

Weak(I) m < my x ¢ domT
S| MOT ky b: B 61 | MOT b, A: Type

50| M,myOT,x: Aty b: B
and we need to prove
§+0-8 | MOT ky [ao/x]b: [ag/x]B

which is an assumption since x is not a free variable in b or
B.

In the second case we have 8’ # 0. In this case, our deriva-
tion has the form

Weak (1) m<1 y ¢ dom(T, x: A T)
518 | Mmg, M 0T, x: AT by b: B
61, 1,81 | Mymg, MOT, x: ATk C: Type

6,1,8,0 M,mo, M, 10T, x: A T',y: Ctp b: B
and we need to prove
§+r1-680,8,0 | MM, 1
OT, [ao/x]T", y: [ao/x]C tm [ao/x]b : [ao/x]B
This follows from the inductive hypotheses
S+r-8,8 | MM
OT, [ao/x]T" b [ao/x]b: [ao/x]B
and
1+ 180,68 | MM’
OT, [ag/x]T" + [ao/x]C : Type

by applying the rule GLAD-WEAK.
Cases GLAD-UNIT, GLAD-UNITINTRO Trivial.
Case GLAD-UNITELIM Our derivation has the form
81,1, 6] | Mg, M O T, x: AT b, ¢t Iy,
83,13, 05,q | M,mo, M',m; O T, x: AT, y: Iy, bm, B: Type
82,12, 85 | Mymo, M O T, x: AT b, b: [*m,/y]B

81+ 82,1+ 1,8+ 8, | Mmo, M' T, x: AT’
Fm, let sy, =cinb: [c/y]B

and we need to prove
51 +52 + (}"1 + }"2) . 50,5{ +5§ | M,M/ © F, [(Zo/x]r/
Fm, [ao/x](let s, = cinb) : [ao/x][c/y]B
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We have the inductive hypotheses

S1+11+00,8; | MM OT, [ao/x]T" tm, [ao/x]c: [ao/x]C
Sa+ 1580, 05 | MM OT, [ag/x]T”

i, [a0/x]b: [ao/x][%m,/y]B
O3+ 1300, 05 | MM ,my OT, [ao/x]T’, y: I,

Fm, [a0/x]B : Type
In the second hypothesis, the type [ag/x] [*m,/y]Bis equal
to [*m,/yl[ao/x]B since y is not free in ay and %, has
no free variables. Furthermore, the types [ay/x][c/y]B and
[[ao/x]c/y][ao/x]B are equal. Because of this, we may ap-
ply the rule cLaD-UNITELIM to the three inductive hypothe-

ses to obtain the desired judgment.
Case GLAD-FUNCTION Our derivation has the form

8,18, g | Mmo M/, mOT,x: AT, y: By C: Type

6,18, q0 | M,mo, M" O, x: AT +y (y:9™ B) — C: Type
and we need to prove
S+r-60,8 | MM OT, [ag/x]T’
Fu [ao/x]((y :*™ B) — C) : Type

Since the types [ag/x] ((y :9™ B) —o C) and (y :9™ [ay/x]B) —o

[a9/x]C are equal, this follows from the inductive hypothe-
sis

§+r-60,8,q0 | MM, m
OT, [ao/x]T", y: [ao/x]B tn [a0/x]C : Type
Case GLAD-LAMBDA Our derivation has the form
&ré ., gl Mmo M, mOT,x: AT, y: Bryc: C
58 | Mmg, M OT,x: AT by Ay.c: (y:¥™ B) = C

We need to prove
S+r-80,8 | MMM OT, [ag/x]T" +,
[ao/x](Ay-c) : (y:*™ [ao/x]B) — [ao/x]C
But this follows immediately from the inductive hypothesis
S+r-80,8, gl MM ,moT,[ay/x]T", y: [ag/x]B Fn
[ao/x]c: [a/x]C

and the fact that the terms [ag/x](1y.c) and Ay.[ay/x]c are
equal.
Case GLAD-APP The derivation has the form
51,}"1,5{ | M,m(),M/ oT, x: A,F’ Fm b: B
82, 12,85 | Mymg, M O T, x: AT by c: (™ B) = C
(61,711,6)) +q- (82,12, 8;) | Mymg, M O T, x: AT’
Fn cb: [b/y]C.

and we need to show that
S1+4q- 6+ (r+q-1) 60,0 +q- 6 | MM’
O T, [ao/x]T" +y [ao/x](cb) : [ao/x][b/y]C
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The inductive hypotheses are
81 +71 60,6, | MM OT, [ag/x]T +m [ao/x]b: [ag/x]B
Sa+ 120,85 | MM OT, [ao/x]T’
b [ao/x]c: (y:*™ [ao/x]B) — [ao/x]C
The types [ao/x][b/y]C and [[a9/x]b/y][ao/x] C are equal.

Therefore we may apply the GLAD-APP rule to the inductive
hypotheses to obtain

S1+82+(ri+q-r) 60,61 +q-8 | MM OT,[ag/x]T’
Fm [ao/x]c[ao/x]b: [[ao/x]b/y][ao/x]C
This is the desired judgment once we replace the type
[[ao/x]b/y][ao/x]Cby [ao/x][b/y] C since we observed this
equality before.
Case GLAD-TENSORINTRO Our derivation has the form
83,13,8, | Mymo, M’ @ T, x: AT, y: Bty C: Type
51, r1,5; | M,m(),M/ or, x: A, ) Fm b: B
82, 12,8, | Mmoo, M" O T, x: AT ky c: [b/y]C

q- (61,11, 17) + (82,12, 85) | M, mg, M/
oL x: AT by (bo): (y: "B ®C

and we need to prove
q-61+8+(q-r+r2)-80.q- 6 +8 | MM

OT, [ao/x]T" kv [ao/x] (b c) : [ao/x]((y :*™ B) ® C)
We have the inductive hypotheses
83+ 13-00,05 | MM OT, [ag/x]T" +n [ag/x]C : Type
S1+711 80,8, | MM OT, [ag/x]T” +n [ao/x]b: [ao/x]B
Sa+ 120,05 | MM OT, [ag/x]T’

kn [ao/x]c: [ao/x][b/y]C

The types [ao/x][b/y]C and [[a9/x]b/y][ao/x] C are equal.
We therefore may apply GLAD-TENSORINTRO to the three in-
ductive hypotheses and obtain

q- (51 +r 50,51) + (52 +ry- 50,5;) | M,M/ orT, [aO/x]F’
Fn ([ao/x]b, [ao/x]c) : (y :*™ [ao/x]B) ® [ao/x]C

which is the desired judgment.
Case GLAD-TENSORELIM Our derivationhas the form

83,13, 84, 1y | M, mo, M, my
Ol x: AT, z: (y:¥™ B;) ® By +y C: Type

51, r1,5; | M,m(),M/ © F,x: A, F’ "mz b: (y 4 Bl) ®B2

82, 7‘2,55, $:q,S | M, mg, M my, my
OLLx: AT, y1: B, y2: Barrc: [(y1,32)/2]C

s-(61,1,00) + (82, 12, 85) | Mimg, M/ O T, x: AT’
i let (y1,32) = bin ¢: [b/2z]C

We need to prove
s-81+0+(s-r+r)- 8,58 +8 | MM OT, [a/x]T’
Fi [ao/x](let (y1, y2) = b in ¢) : [ao/x][b/2]C
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The inductive hypotheses are
83+ 13+ 80, 85,15 | MM,y
OT, [ao/x]T", z: (y ™ [ao/z]B1) ® [ao/x]B;
ki [ao/x]C : Type
51+ 160,67 | MM OT, [ap/x]T’
Fmz [ao/x]b: (v :7™ [ao/x]B1) ® [ao/x]B;
S+ 120,855 qs| MM my,my
OT, [ao/x]T", y1: [ao/x]B1, y2: [a0/x]Bs
ki Lao/x]c : [ao/x][(y1, y2)/2]C

The types [ao/x][(y1,y2)/z]C and [(y1, y2)/z][a0/x] C are
equal. We may therefore apply GLAD-TENSORELIM to the
three inductive hypotheses and obtain
s (81+1r1-80,8]) + (82 +12:80,8,) | MM’ OT, [ao/x]T’

ki let (y1, y2) = [ao/x]b in [ag/x]c: [[ao/x]b/z][a0/x] C
which is the desired judgment once we observe that the
types [[ao/x]b/z][ao/x]C and [ao/x][b/z] C are equal.
Case GLAD-RAISE Our derivation has the form

m; < myp my < (M, mo,M/)
6,18 | Mg, M" T, x: AT by, b: B

5,r.8 | Mimg, M" O T, x: AT b, Tiidb: T’B
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We need to show
S§+r-80,8 | MM OT, [ag/x]T’
b, Tns (a0 /x0T [ a0/ x] B
The inductive hypothesis is
S+r1r-60,8 | MM OT, [ag/x]T’
Fm, [ao/x]b: [ao/x]B

Furthermore, m, < (M, M’) follows from m, < (M, mgy, M’).
Therefore we can apply GLAD-RAISE to obtain the desired re-
sult.

Case GLAD-UNRAISE In this case, our derivation has the form

5,8 | Mimg M" OT, x: AT b, b: T1i*B
5,18 | Mimg M" OT, x: AT b, Inb: B
We need to show
S+r1r-60,8 | MM OT, [ag/x]T’
by b [a0/X]0 : [a0/x] B
which follows immediately from the inductive hypothesis
S+r-80,8 | MMM OT, [ao/x]T’
e Lao/x1b T [0 /%] B

by applying GLAD-UNRAISE.
The remaining cases are similar and we omit them. O
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