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Abstract

The major contributions of this thesis are in the areas of Geometry of Interaction
(Gol) and full completeness for models of linear logic. Geometry of interaction was
introduced by Girard in the late 80’s. It provides a new semantics of computation
that captures the dynamical aspects of computation; a feature which is missing in
denotational semantics. Subsequently Abramsky and Jagadeesan introduced a cate-
gorical interpretation of this program using domain theoretical categories. Recently
Abramsky introduced a general categorical Gol construction which leads to models of
computation (combinatory algebras) based on Gol Situations that essentially consist
of a traced symmetric monoidal category with additional structure.

In this thesis we develop this general programme in all details. We also prove
that this construction can be done in a more general framework, namely based on
symmetric monoidal closed categories.

We also introduce a class of categories, called unique decomposition categories
(UDC), that axiomatise the so-called particle-style Gol along with providing a com-
putational calculus. Unique decomposition categories are motivated by and generalise
the partially additive categories of Manes and Arbib. These models are special cases
of the general construction which capture an important class of examples. They
provide us with dataflow-like computational analysis.

We also establish connections with the work of Girard/Danos/Regnier on dy-
namic algebras. This formalises the path-based approach to Gol, the so-called path-
semantics. The paths in proof-nets used in the work of Danos/Regnier correspond to

morphisms in UDC-based models.
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Full completeness for models of linear logic was introduced and studied by Abram-
sky and Jagadeesan. Full completeness establishes the tightest connection between
syntax and semantics: it is completeness with respect to proofs instead of the tra-
ditional completeness with respect to provability. Recently Hyland and his student
Tan introduced the double glueing method in Tan’s PhD thesis. Tan’s work provides
the first steps towards an axiomatic approach to full completeness problems for linear
logic.

In this thesis we construct a class of models for the multiplicative fragment of
linear logic with the MIX rule, based on partially additive categories together with
the Int construction of Joyal, Street and Verity and the double glueing construction.
We also prove that such models are fully complete for the multiplicative fragment of
linear logic with the MIX rule.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

Linear logic was invented by Girard in 1987. Linear logic is a constructive and re-
source sensitive logic which is a refinement of classical and intuitionistic logic. Girard
introduced many novelties including a graphical proof syntax and a wide range of
mathematical models. Linear logic has had many impacts on theoretical computer
science. These include but are not limited to logic programming, database theory,
automated reasoning, semantics of programming languages, and program efficiency.
Linear logic is the first attempt to solve the problem of parallelism at the logical
level. Since its introduction several mathematical models have been introduced for
different fragments of linear logic by Girard, Barr, Kleisli, R. Blute among others.
Several of these models are constructed on the categories of Banach spaces (Girard,
Barr, Kleisli) and Topological vector spaces (Blute & Scott).

In the late 1980’s Girard initiated his “Geometry of Interaction” (Gol) programme
in [46] and continued his investigation in a series of papers [47, 45, 48]. The goal of
this programme was to provide a mathematical analysis of the cut elimination process
in linear logic proofs. This new interpretation replaces graph-rewriting by an analysis
of information flow in proof-nets. From a computational point of view this is the
analysis of S-reduction and has proved quite fruitful in the analysis of optimal reduc-
tion strategies for the A-calculus. Gol has also brought forward a new perspective
for the semantics of computation which places it in a kind of “middle ground” be-

tween imperative/procedural, denotational /operational approaches to the semantics
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of programming languages. This new view helps to model the computational dynam-
ics which is absent in denotational semantics and manages to offer a mathematical
analysis which is lacking in operational semantics.

In Girard’s terms, Gol provides a semantics free from the twin drawbacks of
reductionism and subjectivism. In his approach, Girard uses operator algebras
(specifically, the C*-algebra of bounded linear operators on (?) to interpret mul-
tiplicatives, second order quantifiers and exponentials. Girard’s execution formula
EX(u,0) = (1 —o?)u(l — ou) (1 — o?) gives the interpretation of the elimination
of cuts (represented by o) in a proof represented by u. Termination of the normal-
ization/cut elimination process is interpreted as the nilpotency of ou, and the part
u(1 — ou)~" is the candidate for computation.

In subsequent work, Danos and Regnier [33, 35, 36, 99] have applied the execution
formula to proof nets and A-terms and presented the ideas in the Gol programme in
terms of properties of paths on proof nets and A-terms. Danos and Regnier’s work
has thus helped to illustrate cut elimination as a process of information flow in proof
nets.

Abramsky and Jagadeesan gave an alternative implementation of the Gol pro-
gramme based on the category of domains, where the execution formula was con-
structed using the notion of feedback in dataflow networks [5]. Subsequently Abram-
sky provided a categorical notion of geometry of interaction situation based on the
concept of traced monoidal categories with additional structure. He showed how to
define models of computation (combinatory algebras) from a geometry of interaction
situation [2]. We will discuss this programme, which we call the Abramsky Pro-
gramme, in more detail in Chapter 6. Abramsky introduced his programme in his
Siena lecture notes [2]. In his notes, the programme was sketched and worked out for
the specific example of the category of sets and partial injective functions.

One of the most active recent topics in theoretical computer science is the area
of full completeness theorems. Full completeness establishes the tightest connection
between the logic and the model under consideration: completeness at the level of
proofs (=programs) rather than just traditional completeness with respect to prov-

ability. This is deeply connected to “Full Abstraction” theorems in programming
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language theory. From an algebraic point of view full completeness is related to fully-
faithful representation theorems for logical categories (in our case, to representation

*-autonomous and tensor categorical models of linear logics.)

theorems for various
We discuss full completeness problem in more detail in Chapter 10.

In this thesis we aim at achieving the following goals:

e To develop Abramsky’s Programme in all details and in its most general form.
More specifically, we shall provide the proofs for the passage from a Gol Sit-
uation to a combinatory algebra, as well as provide proofs for a more general
case: the passage from symmetric monoidal closed categories with additional

structure to combinatory algebras.

e To give an axiomatisation for the particle-style Gol, in the terminology of
[1]. This will be a categorical setting which provides us with a computational
(dataflow, token-pushing) analysis of the Gol programme and a computational
calculus. For this purpose, we introduce unique decomposition categories, a
generalisation of partially additive categories of Manes and Arbib [90] which
provide the necessary algebraic structure for our purposes. Unique decomposi-

tion categories are tensor categories endowed with an additive structure.

e To give categorical models for Gol-based path-semantics of Danos and Regnier.
This amounts to defining categorical models for dynamic algebras. In view of
such categorical models, a path in a proof net becomes a morphism in the model

category.

e To construct categorical models for the multiplicative fragment of linear logic
based on our categories, that is partially additive and unique decomposition
categories. More importantly to prove that such models are fully complete.
In this way, we will have a whole new class of models for the multiplicative
fragment of linear logic which are also tightly connected to syntax of linear

logic in a non-trivial way (i.e., are fully complete.)
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1.1 Outline of Thesis

The chapters of the thesis are organised as follows:
Chapter 2: Background

In this chapter we recall symmetric monoidal closed, compact closed and traced
symmetric monoidal categories together with some examples. We also prove a new
normal form theorem for arrows in traced categories. We also discuss two compact
closure constructions on traced categories, namely the Int construction of Joyal, Street
and Verity [67] and the G construction of Abramsky and prove that these yield iso-
morphic compact closed categories. We next review different fragments of linear logic
and discuss their categorical models.
Chapter 3: Partially Additive Categories

We recall the partially additive categories (PAC) of Manes and Arbib [90] together
with several examples. In particular, we discuss the category SRel of measurable
spaces and stochastic kernels and prove that it is a partially additive category. This
is followed by a discussion of the dagger (iteration) operation in a PAC. We prove
that the dagger operation satisfies several important properties and show that every
PAC is canonically traced, where the trace is induced by the dagger operation. We
also prove that the trace in a PAC is uniform.
Chapter 4: Unique Decomposition Categories

Unique Decomposition Categories (UDCs) are introduced in this chapter. These
categories are generalisations of PACs. We also discuss and prove important proper-
ties of such categories, relate them to PACs and discuss the existence of traces. This
is followed by several examples that will be used later in the thesis.
Chapter 5: Geometry of Interaction

We review Girard’s Geometry of Interaction (Gol) programme. We also discuss
Abramsky and Jagadeesan’s [5] domain theoretical implementation of Gol. This is
followed by a detailed discussion of Abramsky’s programme, that is the construction of
models of computation from a traced category and more generally, from a symmetric
monoidal closed category.

Chapter 6: Linear Combinatory Algebras
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In this chapter we provide all the proofs necessary for the realisation of Abramsky’s
Programme. This includes the general case of this programme based on symmetric
monoidal closed categories and the specific case of traced monoidal categories.
Chapter 7: Particle-style Semantics

In this chapter we work with UDCs that we introduced in Chapter 4. We show
how to construct a combinatory algebra based on a traced UDC. This will provide us
with an axiomatisation for the particle-style Gol.

Chapter 8: Examples

This chapter contains several examples of Gol Situations based on traced UDCs.
We give a detailed discussion in the case of the category of sets and partial injective
functions, including the definition of combinators as maps on the set of natural num-
bers. We also give examples of some computations with combinators in the context
of traced UDCs to illustrate the computational aspect of our model.

Chapter 9: Dynamic Algebras

In this chapter we define categorical models for dynamic algebras which we call
dynamic situations. We construct specific examples of dynamic situations and show
that Girard’s original operator algebraic model of a dynamic algebra [47] and Danos’
small model [33] are dynamic situations obtained using the categories Hilb, (Hilbert
spaces and partial isometries induced by partial injective functions) and PInj (sets
and partial injective functions) respectively.

Chapter 10: Full Completeness

In this chapter we give a review of the notion of full completeness in the context of
categorical models, together with a brief historical review of the relevant work in the
literature. We recall functorial polymorphism which will be our semantic setting in
this chapter. We also recall the double glueing construction of Hyland and Tan [104]
which will be used to obtain models of linear logic. The rest of the chapter contains
the proof of full completeness of our models for the multiplicative fragment of linear
logic with the MIX rule.

Chapter 11: Conclusions and Further Work
Finally, this chapter contains our concluding remarks and a discussion of possible

directions for further study.
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Appendix A: Diagrams for Trace Axioms

Graphical representation of trace axioms.
Appendix B: Derivation of Gol Combinators

This appendix contains the necessary diagrams and graphical calculus used to
obtain the definition of combinators in a linear combinatory algebra based on a Gol
Situation, from the general case.
Appendix C: Reduction to Normal Forms

More diagrams illustrating the reduction of combinators to their normal forms.



Chapter 2

Background

2.1 Traced Monoidal Categories

In this section we recall the definitions of monoidal, compact closed, *-autonomous
and traced symmetric monoidal categories and state some properties of trace and a
normal form theorem for arrows in traced symmetric monoidal categories which are
new. We also discuss Abramsky’s G construction and show that it is equivalent to the
Int construction of Joyal, Street and Verity in the case of traced symmetric monoidal
categories.

Monoidal (tensor) categories are found in the areas of logic [78, 86], mathematical
physics [41], quantum groups and knot theory [71], computer science [103], etc. Here

we recall the basic definitions. For details and notation see [85].

Definition 2.1.1 A monoidal category is a tuple (C, I, ®, a, A, p) consisting of a cat-
egory C, an object I of C called the unit, a bifunctor ® : C x C — C (called the

tensor product), and natural isomorphisms «, A, p with components
aspc ARBRC)=Z(ARB)RC M IQ®AZA py:AQI=A

such that the diagrams
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A®(B®(C®D)) —(A®B)®(C®D) -~ (A®B)®C)® D

1 ®« a®lp

A® ((B®C)® D) (A® (BRC))®D

and

A® (I ® B) (AR I)® B

Ia® A pR1p

A®B
commute.
A symmetric monoidal category is a monoidal category equipped with a natural

isomorphism o with components 04 5 : A ® B — B ® A such that the diagram

o

A9BeC) % (AeB)eC C®(A® B)
ly®o a

a oc®1p
A®(C®B) % (4e0)eB (C®A)®B

commutes and op 404, = lagp and pag = As0a 1.
A monoidal category is strict when ay g o, A4, and py are identities for all objects
A, B, and C of C.

Familiar examples of symmetric monoidal categories are the category Set of sets and
functions, the category Top of topological spaces and continuous maps, the category
Ab of Abelian groups and group homomorphisms. For more examples see [85] and
[28].
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Definition 2.1.2 A symmetric monoidal category C is closed iff, for each object B
in C, the functor — ® B : C — C has a specified right adjoint which we denote by
B — — : C — C. Hence we have an isomorphism C(A ® B,C) = C(A,B —o ()
which is natural for all A and C' in C.

Familiar examples include the category Vec of vector spaces and linear transfor-
mations and Ab, etc., for more examples see [85, 28]. Cartesian closed categories
(CCCs) are important examples of closed categories. CCCs have many applications
in logic, proof theory [78], topos theory [86] and they play a fundamental role in the
semantics of programming languages [103]. Examples of CCCs include the category
Set, the functor category Set®™” of presheaves on C, the category Sh(X) of sheaves
on a topological space X.

The following definition of a compact closed category is due to Kelly and Laplaza
[73].

Definition 2.1.3 A compact closed category is a symmetric monoidal category in
which every object A has a left dual A*, i.e. there exist a unit ng : [ — A® A* and

a counit €4 : A* ®@ A — I such that the following triangles commute.

1
AxTeA MNP i o rea
1a®eq
14

AI=A

14« ®
A*gA*®IA na

AR AR A"
€A®1A*

I® A" = A*
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Example 2.1.4

The category Rel of sets and relations is a compact closed category. The tensor
product is given by the cartesian product of sets and the tensor unit is the one
element set. A* = A for a set A and given R: A — B, R* : B — A is the converse
relation. Unit and counit of adjunction can be viewed as subsets of A x A and in

particular they are the identity relation on A. O

Example 2.1.5

The category FDVec of finite dimensional vector spaces over a field £ and linear
transformations is a compact closed category. Tensor product is given by the algebraic
tensor product of vector spaces and the unit is the field k. V* is the set of linear
functionals on V. Given a linear transformation f : V. — W, f*: W* — V* is
defined by f*(g) = gf for g € W*. Given V with basis {e;}]_, and dual basis {&;}"_,
for V* (i.e. gj(e;) =11if i = j and 0 otherwise), ny : k — V ® V* is given by

n

nv(l) = Zei ® &;.

=1

The counit ey : V* ®@ V — k is given by
ev(0 @ v) =0(v).
]

We will encounter examples of compact closed categories constructed by certain com-

pact closure operator, later in the thesis.

Definition 2.1.6 A *-autonomous category C is a symmetric monoidal category such
that there exists a full and faithful functor (—)* : C” — C with C(A ® B,Ct) —
C(4, (B ® C)*), defined and natural for all objects A, B and C in C.

*_autonomous categories were introduced by Barr in [14]. See also [15, 17]. The

following result is folklore.
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Theorem 2.1.7 A *-autonomous category may be equivalently specified as a sym-
metric monoidal closed category (C,®, 1, —o) with an object L (called the dualising
object) such that the canonical morphism A — (A —ol) —o L is an isomorphism,
for all objects A in C.

Example 2.1.8

The category SL of complete sup semilattices is *-autonomous. The objects are
complete lattices and morphisms are order and sup preserving maps. Given objects
X and Y, the homset SL (X,Y") is itself a complete lattice with pointwise order and
sup. Let 2 be the two element lattice, 0 < 1. Then any f, : X — 2 satisfies

0 ifx <z,
falz) =

1 otherwise.

for some unique element z, in X (namely z, = sup{z|fo(z) = 0}.) Thus there
is a bijection between elements z, in X and elements f, €SL(X,2). Furthermore
if z, < xs then fg < f,. Therefore, SL(X,2) = X, the lattice with the same
elements as X and the order reversed. Hence SL is *-autonomous with autonomous

structure induced by the hom functor and dualising object 2. =

The examples Rel and FDVec we saw above are also *-autonomous. In fact,

Proposition 2.1.9 A category C = (C,®,1,(—)*) is compact closed iff it is *-
autonomous and (B ® C)* = B* @ C* for all objects B and C in C.

An interesting and important example of a *-autonomous category can be obtained
by considering the reflexive objects in topological vector spaces [14]. More specifically,
consider the category TVec whose objects are vector spaces equipped with linear
topologies, and whose morphisms are linear continuous maps. Barr showed that
TVec is a symmetric monoidal closed category, when V' —o W is defined to be the
vector space of linear continuous maps, with pointwise convergence topology. Let V*

denote V' —o k where k is the underlying field. Lefschetz proved that the embedding
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V — V4 is always a bijection, but need not be an isomorphism. Barr proved that
the full subcategory RT'Vec of reflexive objects in TVec is a *-autonomous category.

For more examples of *-autonomous categories see [15, 17, 24]. Later in the thesis
we will see more examples of *-autonomous categories that can be obtained from

compact closed categories using a double glueing construction (see Chapter 10.)

*

We continue by recalling some more facts on *-autonomous and compact closed

categories that will be of use later in the thesis. Our presentation here follows [104].

Theorem 2.1.10 Let C = (C,®,1,(—)"%) be a *-autonomous category. Then there
exists another bifunctor 8 : C x C — C, called the par product, with unit L, which
15 dual to the tensor product in the sense of De Morgan. That is, there exist i.somor-

phisms

(A® Bt = A % B'
or equivalently

(A% By = A' @ B*,
defined and natural for all objects A and B in C.

It follows easily that A ® B = At — B for all A, B in C.

Theorem 2.1.11 Let C be a *-autonomous category. Then C possesses weak dis-

tributivity natural transformations

whipe AR (BB C) — (A®B)® C

whp, AR (BB C) — (A®C)® B
such that a number of coherence diagrams commute.
A discussion on weakly distributive categories can be found in [31].

Theorem 2.1.12 (Cockett and Seely[31]) The notions of symmetric weakly dis-

tributive categories with negation and *-autonomous categories coincide.
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The term “with negation” means the addition of two families of maps
nA:I—>AL78A €A AT — 1
subject to a number of coherence equations.

Proposition 2.1.13 Let C = (C,®,1,(—)*) be a compact closed category. Then,
AR B= A® B for all objects A and B in C and I = 1.

Definition 2.1.14 A monoidal functor from a monoidal category C to a monoidal
category D is a triple (F, ¢, ;) where F' : C — D is a functor, ¢ is a natural
transformation with components p4p: FAQ FB — F(A® B) and ¢r : [ — FI

is a D-morphism such that the diagrams

1
FA® (FB® FC) 2% FA® F(B® C) P~ F(A® (B®O))

« Foa
p®1 ©
(FAQ FB)@ FC —— F(A®B)® FC — F((A® B) ® C))
and
I®FA FA FAel L Fa
er®1 F 1® or Fp
FI@ FA X F(I® A) FA® FI -5 F(A®T)

commute. A monoidal functor is said to be strong when ¢ is a natural isomorphism
and ¢y is an isomorphism, and strict when ¢ and ¢; are identities. This means
essentially that F' preserves the monoidal structure on the nose.

A monoidal functor F': C — D with C and D symmetric monoidal categories is
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symmetric if the following diagram commutes:

FA® FBYAE p(A g B)

OFAFB Foup

FB® FALPA p(Bg A)

A monoidal natural transformation m from (F, ¢, @) to (G,,1r) is a natural
transformation m : FF = G such that the following diagrams commute:

YA,B @r

FA® FB XA p(A g B) I FI
ma ® mpg MAoB my
Yr
GA®GB A2 G4 B) GI

A monoidal pointwise natural transformation is a family of maps my : FA — GA
such that the naturality diagram commutes for morphisms of the form f: 1 — A,
i.e. we have Gfmr =maF f, for f: I — A, A an object of C.

In the sequel and throughout the thesis, monoidal functor will mean strong monoidal

functor, unless explicitly stated otherwise.

Definition 2.1.15 A comonoid in a monoidal category C is a triple (C, e, d) with C
an object of Cand e : C — [ and d : C' — C ® C' morphisms in C such that the

following diagrams commute:

d d
C®C - C -C®C

le®d d® 1c
C®(C®C0) @ (C®C)®C
C
)\71 d pfl
1 1
rec i@ oo %l onr
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U Vi

fed Xoew—=Y® Z TrgY(f)

Figure 2: I/O Interfaces

The comonoid C' is said to be commutative iff C is symmetric monoidal and

C Ced

cCeC
commutes.

For readability and without loss of generality we consider strict monoidal cate-
gories. It is well known that every monoidal category is equivalent to a strict one [85].
This is in fact equivalent to Mac Lane’s coherence theorem for monoidal categories
(see [85], XI.3)
Notation: We introduce the following graphical notation: an arrow Uy ®- - -QU,, AN
Vi®---®V, is represented as a box as in Figure 1. We sometimes emphasize the
[/O (Input/Output) interface of a tensor or a trace using a dotted box as in Figure
2. We omit writing the labels on the lines when it is clear. Identity is represented by
a straight line and symmetry by crossed lines.

Joyal, Street and Verity [67] introduced the notion of abstract trace on a balanced

monoidal category (a monoidal category with braidings and twists.) This trace can be
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interpreted in various contexts where it could be called contraction, feedback, Markov
trace or braid closure. The notion of trace is used to analyse the cyclic structures
encountered in mathematics and physics, most notably in knot theory. Since their
introduction, traced monoidal categories have found applications in different areas in
computer science, for example model theory of cyclic lambda calculi [59] and cate-
gorical frameworks for the semantics of asynchronous communication in networks of
parallel processes [102]. In this thesis we will see another example of the application
of traced monoidal categories to construct categorical models for the analysis of in-
formation flow in proofs of linear logic (Gol). For the purposes of this thesis we will
be interested in traced symmetric monoidal case, that is we take the braiding to be

the symmetry.

Definition 2.1.16 A traced symmetric monoidal category is a symmetric monoidal
category (C, I, ®,0) with a family of functions 775, : C(X @ U,Y @U) — C(X,Y")

pictured in Figure 2, called a trace, subject to the following axioms:

e Natural in X, Tr%y(f)g = Tr§ y(f(9 ® 1)) where f: X @U — Y U,
g: X' — X,

e Natural in Y, ¢T7% y(f) = Tr%y.((g ® 1y)f) where f: X @ U — Y @ U,
g:Y —Y'

e Dinatural in U, Tr{,((1y ® 9) f) = Tr{y(f(1x ® g)) where f : X @ U —»
YU, ¢g:U —U,

e Vanishing (LII), Tr%(f) = f and Trgj((?yv(g) = Tr5 v (Trieuyeu(g)) for
f:X®I —YQ®TIandg: XUV —YRU®V,

e Superposing,
Triy(f) ® 9 = Triswyez(ly ® ouz)(f ® 9)(1x ® owp))
for f: X®@U —Y®Uandg: W — Z,

e Yanking, Tr{;;(ovy) = 1v.



CHAPTER 2. BACKGROUND 17

See Appendix A for a graphical representation of trace axioms.
A monoidal functor F' = (F,p,¢r) : C — D with C and D traced symmetric

monoidal categories is traced if it is symmetric and satisfies

TT?‘E,FB(@B,IU(FJC)QOA,U) = F(TTZ,B(f))

PAU ‘PBU

where A®U 25 B® U and FAQFU — F(A®U) —>F(B®U) — FBQ® FU.

In the case of a strict functor this means that I’ preserves the trace on the nose.
Example 2.1.17

1. The category Rel is traced. Let R : X x U — Y X U be a morphism in Rel.
Then Tr§ y(R) : X — Y is defined by: Tr§ (R)(z,y) = Ju.R(z, u, y, u).

2. The category FDVec is traced. Given a linear transformation f : VU — WQU
where U, V, W are vector spaces with bases {u;}, {v;}, {wg}. Triy(f):V — W is
given by

Traw(f)(vi) = Zafjjwk where f(v; ® u;) Z a; " Wg @ Uy,

This reduces to the usual trace of f : U — U when V and W are one dimensional.
3. Note that both Rel and FDvec are compact closed categories. More generally,
every compact closed category is canonically traced as follows [67]: given f : AQU —

B ® U in a compact closed category C,
TTZ,B(f )=

]_®’I7U f®]-U* ]_®O' ]_U®€U

A AURU" BURU* —— BU"®U B

|

Proposition 2.1.18 The set of axioms for traced symmetric monoidal categories

given above is equivalent to one where superposing is replaced by the following axiom.

g Trg,y(f) = TTI[/]V®X,Z®Y(9 ® f)

for f: XU —Y®Uandg: W — 7 .
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Proof. Let C be a symmetric monoidal category with a trace operator subject to

axioms naturality, dinaturality, vanishing and yanking. Then the following are equiv-

alent:
(1) Triyv(f) @9 =Tr{ewyez((ly ® ouz)(f ® 9)(1x @ owy))
(2) g TT%,Y(f) = TTVUV®X,Z®Y(9 ® f)

for f: X®@U — Y QU and g : W — Z. We will refer to (1) and (2) above as

Superposing axiom.

gTri v (f) = oviz(Triy(f) ® g)owx
= ovz(Tr5swyez((ly © 0u2)(f © 9)(1x @ oww)))ow.x
= Trivexzey((0vz ® 1)1y @ ou,2)(f ® 9)(1x ® owp)(ow,x @ 1))
= Trivexzey(ovz ® 1p)(ly @ ou,2)(ly @ o20)(02y @ 10)(9 ® f)
(oxw @ 1p)(1x @ ouw)(lx @ owr)(ow,x @ 1p))
= TTII/]V@X,Z@Y(Q ® f).

(2) = (1):

TT)(?,Y(f) ®g = ozy(g® TT)U(,Y(f))UX,W
= UZ,Y(TTVUV(@X,Z@Y(Q ® f))oxw
( 9@ f)loxw ® 1y))
= TT%@W,Y@Z((UZ,Y ® 1y)(oy,z ® 1y)(ly @ ou,z)(f ® g)
(1x ® owr)(owx @ ly)(oxw ® 1))
(

= Triswyez(ly ® ouz)(f ® 9)(1x @ owyr))

)
= Trg@W,Y@Z( ozy ® ly (

)
)
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Remark 2.1.19 Following [67] we will mainly use geometric proofs.  Two-
dimensional reasoning is valid on the progressive parts of the diagrams because of
the results of [66] for symmetric monoidal categories. The reasoning in parts in-
volving trace is deduced from the axioms of trace. With these provisos, geometric
reasoning is completely rigorous. Indeed, as remarked in [67], p. 450, “Algebraic
proofs can be constructed from the geometric ones, but algebraic proofs seem only to
obfuscate the intuition.” As an example, we will give algebraic and geometric proofs

for the next proposition.

Proposition 2.1.20 (Generalized Yanking) Let C be a traced symmetric monoidal
category. Let f: X — Y and g: Y — Z be given. Then

9f =Trx z(ovz(f ®g)).

5
6

Proof.
9f = glvf (1)
= gTryy(ovy)f (2)
= Try,((g® Ly)oyy)f (3)
= Try,((9® ly)oyy(f ® 1y)) (4)
(5)
(6)

(
= TT)?Z(Uyyz(ly ® g)(f ® 1Y))
X,z

Equations 1,2,3,4,5, and 6 respectively correspond to the diagrams in Figure 3. For

clarity, we draw 1y as a straight line, omitting the box.

|

In particular one can give an equivalent axiomatisation of traced symmetric

monoidal categories with Yanking replaced by Generalized Yanking.

Proposition 2.1.21 The set of axioms for traced symmetric monoidal categories

given above s equivalent to one where Yanking is replaced by the following axiom.
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Y i

X 1 vi z
L L
Y 1Y Y Z) Y
z
TY 9 z Y ‘

Figure 3: Graphical Proof of Proposition 2.1.20

Generalised yanking:
9f =Trx z(ovz(f ®g))
forf: X —Yandg:Y — 7.

Proof. Let C be a symmetric monoidal category with a trace operator subject to
axioms naturality, dinaturality, vanishing and superposing. Then the following are

equivalent:

(1) Trgy(ovw) = 1y
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(2) gf =Trk z(ovz(f ®9))

for f: X —Yandg:Y — 7.

(1) = (2): Proposition 2.1.20.

(2) = (1): Let X,Y,Z be U and f = g = 1y, then

Tryylovy) =Trplovy(f ®@g) = 1u
O

We now give a normal form theorem for arrows in a traced symmetric monoidal

category.

Theorem 2.1.22 Let C be a traced symmetric monoidal category and T be a set of
arrows in C.Then, any expression E built from arrows in T using the tensor product,
composition, and trace can be represented as Tr(nFT) where F consists of a tensor
product of arrows inT and ™ and T are constructed from symmetry and identity maps

using composition and tensor (i.e., m and T are permutations.)

Proof. By induction on the structure of the expression E:
e Basis step : Let E=f: X — Y in T. Then f = Tr% . (f).
e et £ = E;® Ey with £ : X — Y and E, : X’ — Y, by inductive
hypothesis, £y = Tr% (m Fim) and E, = Tr)(?,’w (mo Fy75). Hence
By ® By =Tr{ y(mFi71) @ Tr, 1 (ma For)
= Trg('@X,’Y@Y, (Tr§ y (m Fi71) ® (mpFy7p))  using Superposing,
= TT)L?Q@X’,Y@Y’ (TT)g@X'@U',Y@Y'@U' (ly ® ovyreu) (M P17 @ maFyTy)

(1x ® ox'euv))) using Superposing,
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e Trg’g)g/,y’@)ﬂ((1Y®UU,Y’®U’)(W1F17—1®7T2F27—2)(1X®UX’®U’,U)) llSiIlg Vanishing II,

= Trglg)(g{’y@)// (WFT)

where 7 = (1y Qopygu ) (M ®m2), F = F1@F,and 7 = (1 ®72)(1xQoxguv)-
o let E=FyFE,: X — Z where By : X — Y and £,:Y — Z.

E=FEFE, = Try,(oyvz(E ® E,)) by Proposition 2.1.20,

Y
Xa
= Tr?z(ay,ZTrg@Y,Y@Z(7rF7')) using previous part,

= Trx (Trigy zov((0v,z ® 1y)(7F7))) using Naturality,

= TrY% (x'Fr) using Vanishing IL.
where 7' = (0y,z @ 1y).
o Let E=Tr§(E) for B, : XU — Y ®U.

E = Tr{,(E)
= TT)LQY(TT)L?@U’YQ?U(WFT)) by inductive hypothesis

= TT%?%U, (mF'1) using Vanishing II.

2.2 Int Construction

The Int construction was introduced by Joyal, Street and Verity in [67]. It is used
to construct a free tortile monoidal category from a given traced balanced monoidal
category. In this thesis we will work with traced symmetric monoidal categories and
hence in this case the main result of [67] reads as follows. Recall from Example 2.1.15
that every compact closed category is canonically traced, given f: AQU — B®U

in a compact closed category C,
TTX,B(f )=

]_®’I7U f®]-U* ]_®O' ]_U®€U

BURU* —— BU"®@U

A AURU" B
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and every monoidal full subcategory of a compact closed category is traced. Moreover,
every traced symmetric monoidal category C arises in this way, that is it is a monoidal
full subcategory of a compact closed category, namely Int C. Informally, Int C is the

“free compact closure” of C. More formally:

Theorem 2.2.1 (Joyal, Street & Verity) ' Suppose C is a traced symmetric
monotidal category and D is a compact closed category. Then there exists a com-
pact closed category Int C such that for all traced monoidal functors F' : C — D,
there exists a symmetric monoidal functor K : Int C — D which is unique up to
monoidal natural isomorphism with the property KN = F, where N : C — Int C is
the full faithful inclusion functor.

We next proceed by recalling the Int construction which is motivated by the
construction of integers Z from natural numbers N and hence the name. Let C be a

traced symmetric monoidal category. The category Int C is defined as follows:

e Objects: Pairs of objects from C, e.g. (A", A~) where AT and A~ are objects
of C.

e Arrows: An arrow f : (AT,A7) — (B",B7) in IntCis f : At @ B~ —
Bt® A~ in C.
® Identity: 1(A+,A*) = 1A+®A*-

e Composition: Given f : (AT, A7) — (B*,B7) and ¢ : (BY,B7) —
(CH,C7), gf : (AT, A7) — (CT,C7) is given by:
9f =Tr8 o crgn ((ler ®op- 4 )(g@1a-)(1p+ @04 ) ([ O 1) (1a+ ®
UC-,B—))
This can be represented graphically as in Figure 4.

e Tensor: (AT, A7)®(B*,B")=(A"®B",B - ® A ) andfor f: (AT,A") —
(B*,B7)and g : (C*,C7) — (D*,D7), f ® g is defined to be the following

I Note that this is the version of the original theorem for the case of symmetric monoidal
categories.
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-+
A B" C
Fla ¢ 9[-
c i B\ A
c A
B B

Figure 4: Composition in IntC

composite: AT®@CteD @B ‘X teAteB oD Y% cteBte
A 9D A BrRC oD @A ' BreDteC @ A-

e Unit: (7,1).

Proposition 2.2.2 Let C be a traced symmetric monoidal category , Int C is a com-
pact closed category. Moreover, N : C — Int C with N(A) = (A,I) and N(f) = f
s a full and faithful embedding.

Proof. (Sketch) This is just a specialisation of the proof that appears in [67] and we
will not repeat it here. However we give the main morphisms of the closed structure.
For any two objects (A", A7) and (B*, B™) in IntC,

O(A+,A-),(B+,B~) =def OA+ B+ @ 04~ B-.
The left dual of (A%, A7), (AT, A7)* = (A~, A"). The unit is given by
Mar,a-y 2 (LT) — (AT, A7) @ (AT, A7)" =gef Lavaa-
and counit is
€ara-y (AT AT @ (AT, A7) — (1) =ges La-ga+
The internal homs are given by

(A",A7) = (B",B")=(B",B7)® (AT, A)*=(B"®A ,A"®@ B").
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2.3 G Construction

In this section we recall Abramsky’s G construction [1]. It was pointed out in [1] that
this construction captures the Geometry of Interaction construction for the multi-
plicative fragment of linear logic and that Girard’s execution formula corresponds to
the composition in the G(C) category. We will use this construction extensively in
the first part of the thesis. We will hence describe this construction and show that it

is equivalent to the Int construction of the previous section.

Definition 2.3.1 (The Geometry of Interaction construction) Given a traced sym-

metric monoidal category C we define a new category G(C), as follows:

e Objects: Pairs of objects from C, e.g. (A", A~) where AT and A~ are objects
of C.

e Arrows: An arrow f : (At A7) — (B",B7)inG(C)is f : At® B~ —
A~ ® B* in C.

e Identity: 1(a+ a-) = O+ .

e Composition: Composition is given by symmetric feedback. Given f
(A+7A7) — (B+7Bi) and g: (B+7B7) — (C+707)7 gf : (A+7A7) —
(C*,C7) is given by:

gf =Tr5. 88"\ Lor(B(f ® 9)a)
where

a=(14+®1p- ®0c-p+)(la+ ® 0¢c- - @ 1p+)

g = (1,4— ® Lo+ ®UB+,B—)(1A— Qop+,c+ @ 13—)(1A— ® 1+ ®UB—,C+)-

This can be represented graphically as in Figure 5. An informal picture dis-
playing ¢f is also given below. This latter picture (Figure 6) represents the

symmetric feedback.
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Figure 5: Composition in G(C)

c c
Figure 6: Symmetric Feedback

e Tensor: (AT, A7)®(B*,B7)=(A"®B",A~®B7) and for f: (AT, A”) —
(B*,B=) and g+ (C*,C-) — (D%, D7),

f®g=(14-Q0p+c-®1p+)(f®9)(1a+ ® 0c+ p- ®1p-).
o Unit: (I, 1).

Remark 2.3.2 We have given a definition for o and 5 above, however, any other
permutations A*®C-®B-®B* — At®@B-®@B+t®C~ and A~ ®@Bt*®@B-®@C+ —»
A" ®CT® B~ ® BT for a and 3 respectively will yield the same result for ¢f due to

coherence.

Proposition 2.3.3 Let C be a traced symmetric monoidal category. Then G(C) de-
fined as in Definition 2.8.1 is a compact closed category. Moreover, N : C — G(C)
with N(A) = (A, I) and N(f) = f is a full and faithful embedding.

Proof. For any two objects (A", A”) and (B*,B7) in G(C), 0(a+,a-),(B+,B) =des
(14- ®0pt+p- @14+)(0p+a- ®0a+ p-)(Ipt ®Oa+ a- @ 1p-)(0a+ g+ ®0p- 4-). This

makes G(C) into a symmetric monoidal category.
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The dual of (AT, A7) is given as (AT, A7)* = (A~, A") where the unit
Na+a-y s (L 1) — (AT, A7) @ (AT, A7) =gep 04 a+
and counit
€ara-y (AT AT @ (AT A7) — (I, 1) =dey 04— 4+

It is easily verified that the unit and counit are natural transformations and the
triangles of Definition 2.1.3 commute. Hence G(C) is a compact closed category.

The internal homs are given as

(A"A7) = (B",B7)=(B",B7)® (AT, A7) =(B"®A",B~ ® A").

Proposition 2.3.4 Let C be a traced symmetric monoidal category, then G(C) 22
IntC

Proof. Define the functor F' : G(C) — IntC as follows: F(AT, A7) = (AT, A7)
and F(f) = oa-p+f for f : (AT, A7) — (B*,B7). F(lia+a)) = F(oata) =
Oa- a+0a+ A~ = larga- = Lpa+ a-y. The proof of F(gf) = F(g)F(f) is given in
Figure 7: both (a) and (b) reduce to (c¢). F is a symmetric monoidal functor with
¢ = largp+t ® 04— p- and ¢; = 1;. Moreover, F' has an inverse G which is the
identity on objects and G(f) = op+ a-f for f: (A*, A7) — (BT, B7) in IntC.

|

Notation: We write A < B(f, g) for A, B objects of a category C and f: A — B
and g : B — A morphisms in C to mean that A is a retract of B i.e., gf = 14.

Lemma 2.3.5
o Let A2 Bt and A~ = B~ in C, then (AT, A7) =2 (B*,B") in G(C).

o IfATABY(f1,q1) and A=<AB™(fs, g2) in C, then (AT, A7)<(B*, B™)(0p+ - (1i®
92), 04+~ (91 ® f2)) in G(C).
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Figure 7: F(gf) = F(9)F(f)
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Proof. First we observe that if f : (A", A”") — (B*,B") = op+a-(fi ® f2) and
g (B+JB_) — (C+7C_) = UC’*,B*(gl ®92)7 Wlth fl : A+ — B+af2 : B_ —
A~,g1: Bt — C* and ¢, : C~ — B~, then composition is given by

9f = 0c+,a-(91f1 ® f292)-
Suppose that f, : A* —s BT and g» : A~ —» B~ Define f : (AT,A7) — (B",B7)
by f=op+a-(fi®g,') and g : (BY,B™) — (A*, A7) by g = oar - (fi ' @ g2).
Then, gf = oara-(1ar ® 1a-) = 0+ a- = L(ay a-y. Similarly fg = 1+ p-) and
hence (AT, A7) = (B*,B").

Now suppose AT < BY(f1,91) and A~ < B~ (f2,g2), define f : (AT A7) —
(B*,B™) by f = opea-(fi ® g2) and define g : (B*,B~) —» (A%, A7) by g =
O A+,B- (91 X f2) Then

9f = oata-(91f1 ® g2f2)
= O'A+,A—(1A+ X 1A*)
= UA+,A_
= laa+an

Hence (A*, A7) < (B*, B)(f, g). .

2.4 Linear Logic and its Categorical Models

Linear logic invented by Girard [44], is a refinement of classical and intuitionistic
logics. Linear logic is a constructive and resource sensitive logic. To see the resource
sensitivity of linear logic we need to discuss Gentzen’s analysis of Hilbert’s proof
theory [50, 103]. Gentzen introduced a fundamental reformulation of the syntax,
called sequent calculus. A sequent is denoted by I' = A, where A and I' are finite

sequences (possibly empty) of formulas, for example,
A17A27"' 7Am I_B17B27"' 7Bn

Gentzen also introduced formal rules for generating sequents, the so-called derivable

sequents. Gentzen broke down the manipulation of logic into two classes of rules
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applied to sequents: structural rules and logical rules. Two of the structural rules

that are important for our discussion here are the contraction and weakening rules:

[MAJAFA I'-AB,B
(contraction) T, AFA '-A,B
A A
(weakening) T, AF A '-A,B
Let’s consider intuitionistic sequents, i.e. those of the form A, Ay,--- A, F

B with one conclusion. We can give a functional interpretation: view the sequent
as a function ¢(z1,z9, -+ ,%y) : B with arguments z; € A; for all i = 1,---  m.
Then, (contraction) can be interpreted as duplicating the arguments of a function,
i.e. setting two input variables equal and (weakening) is interpreted as introducing
dummy variables. Yet another way of looking at these rules (reading from conclusion
upward to hypothesis) is to view (contraction) as duplication and (weakening) as
erasing.

In linear logic one is not allowed to duplicate or erase a formula (resource). Thus,
these rules are removed and as a consequence we get two conjunctions: tensor (®)
and with (&) and two disjunctions: par (%) and plus (@). These are grouped into
multiplicatives (®, B, —o) and additives (B, &). There is also an involutive negation
(—)* which relates these groups by De Morgan duality. The linear implication above
(—o) is a defined multiplicative connective: A —o B =4 At % B. Linear implication
represents real life (causal) implication. That is, from A and A —o B we get B
(modus ponens) and A is no longer there; compare this to implication in mathematics
where from A and A = B we get B and A s still true. To regain the power of
intuitionistic logic, Girard introduced a new connective, the erponential connective,
I. This indicates that weakening and contraction can be applied to !A. In this way
we get back these structural rules in a controlled fashion. From a resource point of
view, a hypothesis !A can be reused arbitrarily. This gives a decomposition of “="

into more basic notions:
A= B=(!A) - B.

Finally, classical and intuitionistic logics can be faithfully translated into linear logic

[44, 105]. For more on linear logic see the excellent review [49].
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2.4.1 The Multiplicative Fragment of Linear Logic

In this thesis we will be interested in the multiplicative fragment of linear logic (MLL)
and the multiplicative and exponential fragment of intuitionistic linear logic (MEILL).

Formulas in MLL are built from propositional atoms, «, 3,..., their linear nega-
tions, at, B+, -+ and the constants (or units) 1 and L by the connectives ® and % .
Finite sequences of formulas are denoted by capital Greek letters A, T',.... A literal
is either an atom or its linear negation. Notice that one can remove the (ezchange)
rule (see below) and instead work with multisets of formulas.

Below we give the sequent calculus presentation for MLL. We will use one sided
sequents, that is sequents are of the form F A, general sequents I' = A can be
mimicked as - ', A. This is a fundamental feature of linear negation: it transports

the formulas from one side of the sequent to the other side.

Identity /Negation
. FILA FANA
—— (identity) T A (cut)
Structure
FT o .
g (exchange : T is a permutation of T')
-
Logic
. .
1@ =
FLA EBA "LAB
FIA® B, A (®) I—F,A?S’B( )

There is a cut elimination procedure which is Church-Rosser and strongly normal-
ising for MLL without units. In particular, any proof of a sequent in MLL without

units can be reduced to a unique cut-free proof of the same sequent [49].



CHAPTER 2. BACKGROUND 32

Girard introduced proof nets [44] as a graphical representation of proofs. Proof
nets are the natural deduction system for linear logic. They provide a parallel syn-
tax in that they have multiple conclusions and they suppress the commuting rules in
sequent calculus. That is, the sequent calculus proofs that are equivalent by com-
muting rules are translated into a single proof net. Proof nets are defined using proof
structures. A proof structure is simply a graph with formula occurrences as vertices.

The edges are built via links of the form

Axiom link Cut link

A AL A At

N

IS

Tensor link Par link

However, not every proof structure is a proof net. The correctness criterion to
pick the correct ones was given by Girard in [44] using the notion of a “trip” on a
proof structure. Girard introduced the notion of dataflow (a particle, information,
etc.) through a proof structure. This view will be explored more fully in this thesis.
Girard’s correctness criterion was simplified by Danos and Regnier using switchings
[34].

A DR-switching for a cut-free proof structure is the assignment of left or right
to each par link. Given a switching S for a cut-free proof structure we define the

associated graph to be the deletion of the par-edges not selected by the switching S.

Theorem 2.4.1 (Danos and Regnier) A cut-free proof structure is a proof net iff

for every DR-switching, the associated DR-graph is acyclic and connected.
We also recall the following important results due to Girard [44].

Theorem 2.4.2 (Girard) If 7 is a proof of = T in the sequent calculus for MLL
then we can naturally associate with it a proof net N(mw) whose multiset of terminal

formulas is precisely T.
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Theorem 2.4.3 (Girard) If 5 is a proof net, then there exists a proof m in the
sequent calculus of MLL such that N(m) = [.

2.4.2 The Multiplicative and Exponential Fragment of ILL

Formulas in MEILL are built from propositional atoms, «, (,..., and the constant
(or unit) 1 by the connectives ®, —o and !. Finite sequences of formulas are denoted
by capital Greek letters A T',.... Notice that one can remove the (exchange) rule
(see below) and instead use multisets of formulas. Below we give a sequent calculus
presentation for MEILL. Note that in the intuitionistic linear logic, linear negation
is not a primitive connective and we deal with sequents of the form I' - A for A a

single formula.

Identity
' ; I'A AAFB
T o (identity) N (cut)
Structure
% (exchange : T is a permutation of I)
-

Logic
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r-A
rira £ F1 (R
IA,BFC -4 AEB
risBrc L9 TArA@D \°®)
A ABFC I A+ B
rAdopro £ rFaop ™
% (of course) % (weakening)
AEB . [IA A B :
TIAE B (dereliction) TIAr R (contraction)

2.4.3 Categorical Models

In this section we will recall and discuss the categorical models of MLL and MEILL.
First let’s consider MLL. Seely [101] has shown that *-autonomous categories are
models of MLL. Tensor and par are interpreted by tensor and par (dual of tensor) in
a *-autonomous category C. Linear negation corresponds to the involution on C and
a multiset I" is interpreted as a par product 8 I'. A sequent F T is interpreted as a
morphism I —% ['. Now let’s look at this in more detail.

Suppose the propositional atoms in the logic are interpreted by the objects in C.

The interpretation function [—] is defined inductively as:

[A® B] = [A] ® [B];
[A,B] =[A=% B] =[4] = [B];

[[l_ Al;"' 7ATL]:| = amorphisml—> [[Al]] BB [[An]]
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We now sketch how the axioms and inference rules are interpreted in a *-
autonomous category C.

L are interpreted as morphisms I/ — X B8 X where

The identity sequents - a, «
X is the interpretation of . These morphisms are obtained by transposition of the
identity on X, i.e. using the bijection C(/ ® X, X) =2 C(I,X —o X).

The (1) rule is expressed by 1; and the (L) rule is expressed via composition with
the inverse of the right unit isomorphism of % .

The (cut) rule is expressed by composition. [[I— F,AH = a morphism I — (%
I') 8 A which is equivalent to a morphism (% ')t — A and a morphism I —
At 3 (8 A) is equivalent to a morphism A — (% A). Composing these two
morphisms gives a morphism (% ')t — (B A), equivalent to I — (B T) B (B
A) =% (T[,A).

The (ezchange) rule is expressed through the symmetry and associativity of the
par and tensor products in C.

The (®) rule is essentially taking the tensor product of the morphisms (%3 T')+ —
A and (8 A)* — B. Finally, the (%) rule does nothing.

Proposition 2.4.4 (Seely, [101]) The above interpretation yields a sound model of
MLL in any *-autonomous category C. That is, the induced interpretation of proofs is
preserved by cut-elimination: if 1 reduces to TI' (by cut-elimination) then [T1] = (]

as morphisms in C.

We will next recall the categorical model for MEILL. This was first introduced by
Seely [101]. However it was later modified by [18] and [19]. We closely follow [30].
A categorical model of MEILL, which we call a linear category, consists of the

following data:

1. A symmetric monoidal closed category (C, I, ®, —o),
2. A symmetric (not necessarily strong) monoidal functor (!, ¢, ¢7) : C — C,
3. Monoidal natural transformations:

(i) der :! = id, where id is the identity functor,



CHAPTER 2. BACKGROUND 36

(ii) 0 :! =1,
(iii) weak :! = Ky where K; is the constant I functor and

(iv) con ! =®!
such that

e (!, der,d) is a comonad.
e for each object A, the maps weak, and con, are maps of coalgebras.
e for each object A, the triple (1A, weak 4, con,) is a commutative comonoid.

e for each object A, the map d,4 is a map of commutative comonoids.

Suppose that the propositional atoms are interpreted by objects of C, the inter-

pretation function [ —] is defined inductively as follows:

[1A] =T ATD)

A sequence T" of formulas is interpreted as ®I' and a sequent I = A is interpreted
as a morphism @' —s A (We use A, B instead of [A] and [ B].) Similarly to MLL,
we interpret axioms and inference rules as generating arrows, as follows:

The identity sequents a F « are interpreted by identity morphisms X — X
where X is the interpretation of a.

The (cut) rule is expressed by composition: given the morphisms f : ' — A
and g: A® (®A) — B we get a morphism QI @ (RA) 4w (®A) -5 B.

The (ezchange) rule is expressed using the symmetry and associativity morphisms

of the tensor product.
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The (R1) rule is just 1; and the (£1) rule is expressed by composition with the
right unit isomorphism.

The (L®) rule does nothing. The (R®) rule is interpreted by taking the tensor
product of the morphisms I' — A and ® A — B.

The (£ —o) rule is expressed using the morphisms f: @' — A and g : (®A) ®
B — C as follows:

() ® (®A) ® (A - B) 1% 4@ (®A) ® (A - B) 23 (9A) @ A® (4 —o
B) 2% (@A) ® (A - B)® A 2% (9A)® B L C

The (R —o) rule is just taking the transpose of the morphism (®I') ® A — B.

The (of course) rule is expressed by using functoriality of ! and § (comultiplication
natural transformation.) We demonstrate this for I' = B, C' the general case follows

trivially. Given f :!BR!C' — A we get a morphism as follows:
IB®ic @ 'f
IBR!IC — IBa!IC — |(!BR!C) — 14

The (weakening) rule is expressed by composition with weaks. Given f : QT —

B we get a morphism

1lweak 4

(®M)®IA "4 (T o T = T -5 B

The (dereliction) rule is expressed by composition with ders. Given f : (®T') ®

A — B we get a morphism
(@I)@!A "% (@rye A -1 B

The (contraction) rule is expressed by composition with cony. Given f :

(T)RIAR!A — B, we get a morphism
(@D)@1A LB (@ elAlA -1 B

Proposition 2.4.5 (Seely [101], Bierman [20]) The above interpretation yields a
sound model of MEILL in any linear category. That is, the induced interpretation of

proofs is preserved by cut-elimination.
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2.4.4 The MIX Rule

An interesting variant of MLL is obtained by adding the MIX rule,

FTT FA

S (MIX).

The MIX rule and its categorical interpretation are discussed in [32]. Our presen-
tation here follows [104].

The MIX rule can be specified in several equivalent forms.

Proposition 2.4.6 (Cockett & Seely [32]) The equivalent forms of the MIX rule
are L-1and AQ BFA%® B.

Fleury and Retoré [38] provided a correctness criterion for proof nets in
MLL+MIX. Simply, the acyclicity condition remains and the connectedness condi-
tion is removed. This fits in nicely with the intuitive idea that an MLL proof net
associated with - I" and an MLL proof net associated with = A can be juxtaposed to
yield an MLL+MIX proof net associated with = I', A.

A categorical model of MLL supports the MIX rule, if there exists a unary MIX

morphism m : 1. — 1 such that the following diagram commutes.

1L® L
1
1@ 11 1=1 ®1

Given morphisms f : X —1 and g : Y — 1, we can construct X ® Y 199 |
® J_iu_, where m :1 ® 1L ——>_1 is the morphism in the diagram above. Further-
more, m induces the binary MIX morphisms zap : A® B — A B B, natural in A
and B as follows:
FAYA FBYB
A+ BY A B

FAt® B A% B
AR BFHA® B

(MIX)
(%), twice




Chapter 3
Partially Additive Categories

In this chapter we recall the definitions of partially additive monoids and categories
enriched over such monoids, partially additive categories. Partially additive categories
were defined and used by Manes and Arbib to provide an algebraic semantics for
programming languages [90]. Our interest in partially additive categories is primarily
due to the fact that they provide a canonical method for fixed-point construction,
which in turn yields canonical constructions for trace and composition in geometry

of interaction categories.

Definition 3.0.7 A partially additive monoid is a pair (M,X), where M is a
nonempty set and ¥ is a partial function which maps countable families in M to
elements of M (we say that {z;},cr is summable if Y, _; z; is defined)' subject to the

following axioms:

1. Partition-Associativity Aziom. If {x;}icr is a countable family and if {I,};¢; is
a (countable) partition of I , then {z;}: is summable if and only if {z;}cs, is

summable for every j € J and Zidj x; is summable for j € J. In that case,
Dieri = ZjeJ(Zz’teIi)

2. Unary Sum Aziom. Any family {z;};c; in which [ is a singleton is summable
and Y ..,z = x; if I = {j}.

!Throughout, “countable” means finite or denumerable. All index sets are countable.

39
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3.

Limit Aziom. If {x;};c; is a countable family and if {x;};cr is summable for

every finite subset F' of I then {z;};cs is summable.

We observe the following facts about partially additive monoids:

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

Axiom 1 implies that every subfamily of a summable family is summable. Sup-
pose {z;};cr is summable and let K C I. Consider the partition I = I; U I,
where Iy = K and I, = I — K, then by the partition-associativity axiom,

Y ick Ti is summable.

Axioms 1 and 2 imply that the empty family is summable. We denote )., x;
by 0, which is an additive identity for summation. In fact, 0 is a countable
additive identity. To see this, first note that I; = () is allowed for any number
of j (finite or denumerably infinite). Now suppose {z;};cr is a summable family
and .J is any countable set disjoint from [ such that x; = 0 for all 7 € J. For
j € I'U.J define

{j} ifjel,
Ij:
0 ifje.

Clearly {I;},erus partitions I and by the partition-associativity axiom

> jerus (Xier, vi) exists and equals 37, x; but 35, p = ; if j € I and is 0
if 7 € J and hence the result.

Axiom 1 implies the obvious equations of commutativity and associativity for
the sum (when defined). More generally, Y.z, is defined for any permutation
¢ of I whenever ) x; exists and ), x,; = >, 2;; just consider the partition

{0(7)}jer

In case X is totally defined, (M, X5) forms an Abelian monoid, where 3, is the
restriction of ¥ to binary families, i.e. Yo : M X M — M.

There are no additive inverses. Indeed, let {x;};c; be a summable family with
Dicr@i = 0and set y = >, oy x; for some i € I. Then, y +2; = 0 and
ri=xi+ W+x)+Y+x)+-- =@ +y)+(z;+y)+---=0. Thus, z; =0
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for all 7 € I. This property has been called the positivity property by Benson
and Manes [91].

We will also need to consider partially additive monoids without requiring the limit
axiom. We call such structures ¥-monoids. Such structures have been considered by
Benson and Manes [91], where they are called positive monoids. Kuros has also
studied such structures in [75]. Clearly, a partially additive monoid is a ¥-monoid.
All the properties mentioned above for partially additive monoids are also true for
Y-monoids. We will further study such structures in the next chapter.

A doubly indexed family f in a partially additive monoid M, f : I x J — M,
is denoted as {fij}icrjes or simply {fi;} if the index sets are clear from the
context. Such a family is summable iff >, (> . ; fij) exists and in that case
>oijfii = 22ier(Xey fi). Tt follows, using Axiom 1, that for a summable family
{fii}, ZieI(ZjeJ fiz) = ZjeJ(Zz‘eI fij)-

Here are some examples of partially additive monoids.

Example 3.0.8

1. M =PInj(X,Y), the set of partial injective functions from X to Y. A family
{fiticr €PInj(X,Y) is said to be summable iff Dom(f;) N Dom(f;) = 0 and
Codom(f;) N Codom(f;) = 0 for all 7 # j. In that case, (>, fi)(z) = f;(z) if

x € Dom(f;) for some j € I and undefined, otherwise.

2. M =Pfn(X,Y), the set of partial functions from X to Y. A family {f;}ic; € M
is summable iff Dom(f;) N Dom(f;) = 0 for all i # j. In that case, (3 , fi)(z) =
fi(z) if € Dom(f;) for some j € I and undefined, otherwise. We denote this
partially additive monoid by (Pfn(X,Y), X%).

3. Let M =Pfn(X,Y) and define a family {f;}ic; to be summable when f;(z) =
fi(z) for all x € Dom(f;) N Dom(f;) and all i, € I. We call such fami-
lies coherently overlapping partial functions. This additive structure is called

the overlap sum and will be denoted by 3°. For a summable family {f;},
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O=" fi)(x) = f;(x) if there exists a j € I such that © € Dom(f;) and un-
defined, otherwise. Notice that in sharp contrast to the previous example the
overlap sum is countably idempotent, i.e. for a family { f;}ie; with f; = f for
alli € I, ), fi = f. However, clearly such a family is not even summable in

the additive structure given in the previous example.

4. M =Rel (X,Y), the set of relations from a set X to a set Y. Any family
{Ri}ier €Rel (X,Y) is summable with Y. R; = U,.; R:.

5. A countably complete poset with ¥ as supremum is a partially additive monoid
in which all families are summable and the sum is countably idempotent, that
is for #; = x for alli € I, Y .., v; = x. A related nonerample is w-complete
posets with summable families defined as countable chains and ¥ as supremum.
For example, let z,y < z with z,y incomparable, then x + (y + 2) is defined but
T + 1y + 2 is not.

6. Let M be an w-complete poset satisfying countable bounded completeness, that
is given a countable subset D of M, if D has an upper bound then it has a least
upper bound. Let the summable families be the bounded families and X be the
supremum. Then, (M, Y) is a partially additive monoid. The additive identity

is of course sup(0).

7. Let M =[0,1] and given {z;};es, define >, x; = min(S, 1) for I finite, where S
is the usual sum in real numbers, and for I infinite let ) . z; be the limit of the

net of finite partial sums. (M, Y) forms a partially additive monoid.

Definition 3.0.9 The category of partially additive monoids, PAMon, has as ob-
jects partially additive monoids (M, ). Its arrows (M, X) N (M',%') are maps from
M to M’ which preserve the sum, in the sense that for all summable families {z;};cs
in M, {f(2;)}ier is summable in M’ and f(},.,; z:) = Y., f(z;). Composition and

identities are inherited from Set.
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Note that ¥-monoids and additive maps also form a category which we will denote
by ¥Mon.

Observe that the categories PAMon and XMon have finite products: given
(My,%1) and (M, %,), their product is (M x My, X) where > . (z;,9) =
(>, @i, >, y;) for all summable families {(z;,y;) }ier in My x Ms. The zero object 0
is ({0},>") in which all families are summable, with sum equal to 0. In particular,
PAMon and ¥Mon are symmetric monoidal categories with product as the tensor.

We can also define finite coproducts in PAMon and XMon as follows: given
(M, %) and (M, X), their coproduct is (M, X) where M = M;—{0}wMy—{0}w{0},
i.e. M is the disjoint union of M; and M, with the 0 elements identified.

A PAMon-category C is a category enriched in PAMon; that is, the homsets are
enriched with an additive structure such that composition distributes over addition
from left and right. More specifically, for all f : W — X h:Y — Z and for all
summable families {g;};cr in C(X,Y"), {gif }ier and {hg;};cr are also summable and

(Ziel gi)f = Ziel gif

h(zz'e[ gi) = Ziel hg;

Note that such categories have non-empty homsets and automatically have zero
morphisms, namely Oxy : X — Y = > ., fi for fi € C(X,Y). Note that this
does not imply the existence of the zero object; however existence of the initial or
terminal object will guarantee the existence of the zero object in the presence of zero
morphisms [90].

Notation: We will use 4+ for the addition operation on the homsets. We use & for

coproduct and @ for biproduct.

Definition 3.0.10 Let C be a PAMon-category with countable coproducts &, ., X;.
We define the following:

(i) A countable family {f;};: Y — X, is quasi summable iff the family {in;f;}; :

Y — P, ; X, is summable.

el
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(ii) Quasi projections p; : @,c; X; — Xj for all j € I are defined as follows:
pjing = lx; if k = j and Ox, x; otherwise. Note that p; exists for all j € I since

C has zero morphisms.

Definition 3.0.11 A partially additive category C is a PAMon-category with count-

able coproducts which satisfies the following axioms:

1. Compatible Sum Aziom: If {f;}; € C(X,Y) is a countable family and there
exists f: X — I.Y such that

X / 1Y
fi Pi
Y

commutes (we say the f; are compatible), then )., f; exists.

2. Untying Axiom: If f+¢g : X — Y exists then so does in; f+inq,g : X — Y +Y.

The dual of a partially additive category (PAC) is a PAMon-category with count-
able products which satisfies the dual of the above axioms.

We will next review the main theorems of PACs, namely (i) the unique decom-
position property, (ii) the existence of the iteration (dagger) operation, and (iii) the

uniqueness of the additive structure.

Proposition 3.0.12 (Manes and Arbib) Given f : X — @,
additive category. There exists a unique family f; + X — Y; with f = Y. in; f;,
namely, fi = pif.

Y; in a partially

Proof. [90], Proposition 15, page 80. O
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Corollary 3.0.13 Giwven f : @;.; X; — D, Vi in a partially additive category,
there exists a unique family {fij}icrjes + X; — Y; with f = Eiez,jejmifijpj’

namely, fi; = pifin;.

Proof. In any PAC, }._, in;p; exists and

Yoicrinipi =1: @, Xi — P, X

To see this, note that by the theorem above 1g, x; can be uniquely written as 1 =
Dier ipil =3 inip;.

Now let f = 1g vifle,x;, = O imp) f(32;inp5) = O inipi f) (32, injp;) =
> i inipifingp; = i fijp;.
For uniqueness, suppose there is another family {gw}rerses such that f =
Y i kgrpr Then fi; = pifing =3 piineguping = gi; for all 4, j.

]

Based on this proposition, every morphism f : @;X; — @;Y; can be repre-
sented by its components. When I and J are finite, we will use the corresponding
matrices to represent morphisms, for example f above with |I| = m and |J| = n is

represented by an m X n matrix.

fll fln

fml fmn

Given f : @ Xy — @D,Y; and g : P,Y; — D, Z;, let h = gf,
then hy, = pihing = pi(gf)ine = pig(deringp;) fine = 32 ;e,(pigingp;) fine =
>jer 9iipifirw = e s 9ij fin-

Therefore, the composition of morphisms in a PAC with finite coproducts in their
domain and codomain corresponds to matrix multiplication of their matricial repre-
sentations.

Remark. Note that although any morphism f : @ ; X; — @, Y; can be represented
by the unique family {f;;}icrjes of its components, the converse is not necessarily
true, that is to say given a family {f;;} there may not be a morphism f: @, X; —

D, Y, satisfying f = Zij in; fijpj. However, in case such an f exists it will be unique.
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Theorem 3.0.14 (Manes and Arbib) Given a map f: X — Y®X in a partially

additive category. The sum

=2 Afy: X —Y
exists, where f1 : X —'Y and fo : X — X are the components of f.

Proof. See [90] Theorem 24, page 83. O

fTis called the iterate of f. We will look at the properties of iteration in more
detail. These properties will provide every PAC with a trace operator which is induced

by the iteration operation.

Theorem 3.0.15 (Manes and Arbib, [90]) The addition operation of a partially
additive category is unique: If C is a partially additive category, then a family {f;}icr
in C(X,Y) is summable iff it is compatible. In that case, the f : X — 1.Y with
pif = fi is unique, and > f; = X Ty % Y, where o is defined by oin; = 1y.

Proposition 3.0.16 Let C be a PAC and {f;}icr : Y — X; be a quasi summable
family. Then there exists a unique f : Y — @,.; X such that the following diagram

commutes:

Proof. Let f = > .;inif; + Y — @, Xi. Then pif = pi(X i inifj) =
> jer pitn;fi = fi.

Suppose h : Y — @, ; X; is another morphism such that p;h = f;. h can be
uniquely written as h = Ziel in;h; for h; - Y — X;. Hence, we have h; = p;h = f;
for all 7 € I, and therefore h = f, which implies the desired result. =
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Theorem 3.0.17 Let C be a category. C is a PAC with all families summable iff C

has countable biproducts.

Proof. Suppose C is a PAC, then it has countable coproducts €, ; X;. We will
show that (€D,.; Xi, {pi}r) is a product. Given an object Y and a family {f;}ic; in
ClY,X;), let f =3, ,inifi: Y — @,; Xi. Note that f exists since all families are
summable, thus {f;} is a quasi summable family. By Proposition 3.0.16, there exists
a unique morphism f = > in;fi : Y — €,.; X; such that p;f = f;. Also, note
that pjin; = d;; for all 7 and j by definition of quasi projections and ), in;p; = 1g, x,
(see the proof of Corollary 3.0.13.) Hence, C has countable biproducts. In particular,
C is a semiadditive category.

Now let C be a category with countable biproducts. C has a zero object and
hence families of zero morphisms. Given a family {f;}; of morphisms in C(X,Y")
with countable I, define > .., fi = VY(GNBie]fi)AX where Ax : X — [.X and
Vy : 1LY — Y are defined by: mAx = 1x and Vyin; = 1y for all + € I and
define ., fi = Oxy. Note that I.X and 1.} denote the biproduct of |I| copies
of X and Y respectively. This makes every homset C(X,Y’) into a commutative
monoid with )., f; as the additive identity. More generally, using the associativity
and symmetry isomorphisms of biproduct, it follows that every homset C(X,Y’) is a
partially additive monoid with all families summable (see [85, 96] for similar proofs
in the case of additive categories.) Also, composition distributes over addition.

As all families are summable, the compatible sum and untying axioms are triv-
ially true. Quasi projections are just the projection morphisms of the biproduct and
miin; = 1 %nd mitn; = 0 for 7 # j and Zie[}lniﬁi = 1®1Xi by definition of biproduct.
Here m; : @,.,X; — X; and in; : X; — @, X;. O
Definition 3.0.18 A functor 7" : C — D between two PACs is said to be additive
if Txy : C(X,Y) — D(TX,TY) is a PAMon morphism for all objects X,Y in
C. That is, for every summable family {f;} in C(X,Y"), {Txy(fi)} is summable in
D(TX,TY) and Txy (>, fi) = >, Txv (fi)-
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3.1 Iteration

By Theorem 3.0.14 we know that a morphism f: X — Y & X in a PAC C induces
a morphism fT: X — Y called the iterate (or dagger) of f. Hence we can define
a family of operations txy : C(X,Y @ X) — C(X,Y") which to each f associates
its iterate fT (we also use the notation {xy(f).) We will show that this operation
induces a trace operator on C. Therefore we continue by studying some interesting

and useful properties of the dagger operation.

Lemma 3.1.1 Let C be a PAC and f : X — Y & X a morphism in C. Also let
fi, fa and f' be as in Theorem 3.0.14. Then, the equation f' = ftfy + fi holds.
Moreover, f1 is a solution of the Elgot equation [ly, (]f = ¢ where ( : X — Y.

Proof. Consider the equation

i+ fi = Cosoif3) 2+ i
= Y ffi+f
= Ziioflf%’ = fT

Ly, f1f = [y, f1(ini fi + inafo)
= [y, flini fi + [1y, filina fo
= fi+fifo=fN

|

We say that t satisfies the fized-point identity, if [1y, f{]f = fT holds for all
fiX —YoX.

Lemma 3.1.2 (Star sum identity) Let C be a PAC and f,g : X — X be mor-
phisms in C. Then, Y (f +g)", if it exists, is given by

S P =D a™MO fa)

gEw mew pEW
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Proof. Observe that > _ (f+¢)" = 1+ f+g+ff+fg+gf+gg+fff+---, thesum
of all products of f’s and g’s. We can view every term as either having no occurrence

of f or being the product of arbitrary copies of g partitioned by occurrences of f. For

example, fffgg = f3g> = ¢°fg°fq¢°fg?, g9 = ¢g* with no occurrence of f and fff =

9°f9°fg°fg°. On the other hand, a typical term of 3 . (3=,.c, 9™) (3, . f97)"
is ¢/(fg")(fg®) -+ (fg*), a product of g’s partitioned by occurrences of f or no

occurrence of f, i.e. with ¢ = 0. O

The identity in Lemma 3.1.2 is called the star sum identity in the theory of Kleene
algebras [21].

Proposition 3.1.3 Let C be a PAC, with txy : C(X,Y & X) — C(X,Y). Then,
T satisfies the following properties:

e Naturality in Y

C(X,Y & X) Tx.¥

C(X,Y)

C(lx, f & 1x) C(lx, f)
CX, V' @ X) 2 ¢(x,v7)
or in other words, for allh: X — Y & X :
fixy (h) =txy ((f ®1x)h) (7)
where f:Y — Y.

e Dinaturality in X
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Tx,y

C(X,Y & X) C(X,Y)
C(lx,ly ® k)
CX,YoU) k:U—X C(k, 1y)
C(k, 1yev)
C(U,Y & U) foy C(U,Y)
or in other words, for allh: X —Y & U
(Txy ((ly @ k)))E = tuy(hk) . (8)
e Double dagger identity
CX,)Y # X @ X) Txvox C(X,Y & X)
C(lx,ly ® Vy) Tx,y
C(X,Y @ X) Ty C(X,Y)

where Vx = [1x,1x]| or in other words, for allh: X — Y ® X & X
txy(Txyax(h) = txy((ly @ Vx)h). (9)

e Bekic Identity
Given f Y — XY dZ and g : 7 — X DY & Z, define h =
Ixaov, Tzxev(@)]f: Y — X @Y. We have

trazx([f.9]) = [Ix. tvx (W][ing ", T2 xav (9)]- (10)
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e Uniformity or functoriality [90, 7, 21]

T
X / YoX X / Y
If h k®h commutes then h k com-
X' Vo X' X' Y’
g g'
mutes 10o.

Proof. We will sometimes use fT instead of 1(f).
1. Naturality in Y: Write hy : X — Y and hy : X — X for the components of h.

Fixy (h) = fFOZ,mh3)

(f bD IX)(in1h1 + Z?’Lghg))T
[inlf, iTLQ 1)(] (in1h1 + inghg))T

(fol)n)’ = (

(
= ([inaf,inalx)inihy + [ing f,inalxinghs)’
= (iny fhy + inghs)T
= 2a(fhi)hy.

Hence the identity follows.

2. Dinaturality in X: Write h = inihy + inghy for unique h; : X — Y and
hg X —U.

(hk)t = ((inihy + inghy)k)!
= (Zn1h1k+ln2h2k)T
= Yno(hik)(hak)".
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(ly @ k)R)'E = ((1y @ k)(inihy + inghs))'k

[inl, Z?’Lgk (inlhl + ZTLth))Tk

]
[iny, ingk]inghy + [ing, ingk]inghy) Tk
inihy + ingkhy)'k

> neol (kha)")k

hy + hy(khy) + hy(kho)(khy) + - -+ )k
= ik + hy(kho)k + hy(khg) (khe)k + - - -
= ik + (hik)(hok) + (hik)(hok)? + - - -

= 2ao(mak)(hak)"

(
(
(
(
(
(

Hence the identity follows.
3. Double dagger identity:
Using the matricial representation of h: X — Y @& X @ X, we have (all indices

range over w):
fxyox(h) =Y, [ Z ] n
and
b (frrax () = Ty ([ %ZZ ]) 3 (b (5 )
On the other hand,

hy

hy
fxy((ly @ Vx)h) = fxy lly 00 ] hy = T(
hy + hs

0 1x 1x hy

>:

Yo hi(he + hg)™.

Finally, - hi(he + hs)" = 32, (32, hhg*) (32, hah3)? by Lemma 3.1.2.
4. Bekic identity:

It is known that Bekic identity follows from the fixed-point, naturality, dinaturality
and double dagger identities [21]. In [21], the Beki¢ identity is called the pairing
identity.
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5. Uniformity:
First note that
(k@ h)f = [inik,inah](ing fi + inaf2)
= anikfi 4+ inohfo
~ gh
= (in1g1 + ingg2)h
= inigih + inggoh

Therefore, by uniqueness of decomposition

kfi = gih hfs = ga2h (11)

kY= k(. f2)
= > .(g1h)f3 using equation (11)

g'h = 3. (q195)h
= qh+gigh+qg5h+- -
= gih+ gihfo + gihfi + gihf3 + -+ - using equation (11) repeatedly,

= Zn(glh)f;
1

Proposition 3.1.4 FEvery partially additive category is a traced symmetric monoidal

category, where given f: X ®@U — Y o U,

Triy = fit + 2 peofi2fofo

and f;; are the components of f.
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Proof. Given f: X @U — Y @ U, let fi =gy fin}?" : X — Y @ U and f =ges
fing(’U :U — Y @& U. By Theorem 3.0.14, f; = > o fi2f2. Also, by Proposition
3.0.12, f; can be written as f; = in; fi1 +insfo;. Define Tr%yy(f) = [1y, g]fl. Then
Ty (f) =1y, Gny fry +inafor) = fi1 + oo o fiafan) far = fir + Do fr12fon for.

We need to verify the axioms of trace:

1. Naturality in X:

Triy(flg = Trk v (f(g ® 1y)) where f : X ®U — Yo Uyg: X' — X. let
h = f(g®1), then hy = hiny = f([in1g,ins])ing = finig = fi1g. Also hy = hiny =
f(linig,ins))iny = finy = fo. Therefore, Tr¥, -(h) = [Ly, b = [ly, filfig =
TT?(,Y(f)g-

2. Naturality in YV :

gTrsy(f) = Triy((9 @ 1p)f) where f : X @ U — Y@ Uyg:Y — Y. Let
h = (¢g@®1)f, then hy = hiny = [inyg,ins|finy = [in1g,ins]fi and hy = hiny =
(g 1) finy = (g 1) fo. Note that hl = ((¢9®1)f2)! = ¢fJ by the naturality property
of dagger. Therefore, Tr%yy,(h) = [1y/,h£]h1 = [1yr,gf;r][inlg,in2]f1 = [g,gf;r]fl =
gltv, i = gTr¥ v (f)-

3. Dinaturality in U:
Triyv((ly ® g)f) = Trgiy(f(lx ®g)) where f: XU — Y@ U and g: U —
U. Let h = (1y @ g)f, then hy = [ing, gino]f1 and hy = (1y @ g)fing = (1y @
9) fo. Therefore, Tr¥1-(h) = [ly, hi]hi = [1y, (1y @ g) fo)![in1, gina) fi = [1y, (1y &
9)f2)glf1 = [1v, (f29)"]f1, by dinaturality property of dagger.

Now let | = f(1®g), then Iy = f[iny,inagling = fing = frand ly = f(1x®Dg)ing =
fliny, inggling = fog. Hence, Tr(l) = [1, (f29)']f1.

4.1. Vanishing I:
Triy(f) = f where f : X ® T — Y @I and I is the zero object. We

use O;y : I — Y to denote the unique map (zero morphism) from I to Y.
Tricy(f) = [y, 0l finy " = [y, 0nvlflx = Iy f = f.
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4.2 Vanishing II:

Triv(f) = Triy (Tr¥euyeu(f)) where f: XU BV — YU V. We will

suppress the subscripts and simply write TrY and Tr" instead. Note that TrY (f) =

[Lyew, (fing “ )1 fing @ and TrV(TrY (f)) = [Ly, (TrY (£ )ing )TV (f)iny .
On the other hand TrU®V (f) = [1y, (finy "®) 1 fin"V®Y. Note that fin, V" :

UdV — Y @Ua®V and hence can be expressed as [F, G] where:

F:U—YoU®V = fing " int"

G:V—-YoUpV = me U@Vm;” finf@U’V

TV (f) = [ly, (finy ")) finU®"
= [ly, [E.G]T]fin "
= [y, [1y, (Myeu, GTE)[indY, G fin"U®" using Beki¢ identity of dagger
= [ly, ((lyew, G'F)Nlyeu, G fing 7"
= [y, (Wyeu, (fing *") 1 finy "V ind ™ yaw, (fing ©V) 1 fing @ ing ™Y
= [y, (Qyor, (Fing *00) 1 fing " in NI (f)ing"
= [y, (yau, (Finy *") 1 fing ®Ving )TV (f)ing ™"
= [y, (TrV(f)iny ONTrY (f)inY
= Tr(Tr"(f))

5. Superposing:

Recall from Proposition 2.1.18 that the superposing axiom is equivalent to the fol-
lowing in the presence of the other axioms: ¢ ® Tr§ . (f) = Triyexzav(9 © f)
where f : XU — Y &®U and g : W — Z. Let h = g & f, then
hy = hin}®Y = g fin?Y = g f1. Also, hl = hind ®NV = (g @ find ®F) =
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(2”2 @ 1U)fln2 (m2 ® 1y) fo.

TTIgV@X,ZGBY(g ®f) = [lzey, (ind”" & 1p)f2)1(g ® f1)
[1zev,in2Y fil(g @ f1) by naturality property of dagger
(17 @ 1y, ing" fil(g ® f1)
= [[in{"",ing™ ], ing™ fl(g @ fr)
[in?” [in3"™ iy fll(g @ f1)
[int"" g, in5™" [1y, f31 1]
[i

m1 ga mz TTX Y(f)]

= 99 TTX,Y(f)
6. Yanking :
TTg,U(UU,U) = 1y. 0y = 0iny and oy = oing.
Therefore,
Triy(o) = [ly, (oin)oin

|

Note that the proof given above does not use the additive structure of the under-

lying category C. In particular, we conclude a more general theorem:

Theorem 3.1.5 Let C be a category with finite coproducts and have a dagger operator
(1) satisfying the fized-point, naturality, dinaturality and double dagger identities (see

Proposition 3.1.3.) Then, C is a traced symmetric monoidal category.
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A trace operator in a traced symmetric monoidal category C is said to be uniform

[59] if for any h : U — U’, f and g, whenever

X®U—f>Y®U

1x®h ly ®h

XU JL.veu

commutes, then Tr{ o (f) = Tr{ (9).
Proposition 3.1.6 The trace operator in a PAC is uniform.

Proof. Let f : XU — YU ,g: XU — YU and h : U — U’
be morphisms in a PAC C such that (1y @ h)f = g(1x ® h). We need to show
that Tr%y(f) = Tr¥y(g). Recall that Tr¥, = [1, fi]fi with fi = fin]" and
fao= fm2 and that the dagger operator in a PAC is uniform, see Proposition 3.1.3.

First observe that (1y @ h) f; = (1y @ h) fin"V = g(1x ® h)in}V = ginV = ¢
and (1y ® h)fo = (1y ® h) fin) "V = g(1x ® h)iny Y = gin)°"" h = g,h. Therefore by
uniformity property of dagger it follows that f2 = g2h

Triy(f) = [y, filf

[

1y, gshlfi

= [y, 92](1Y ® h)fi
[

= TT)(?,Y (9 )
1

We remark that we have not used the additive structure of C in the proof of the

theorem above. Hence, we have a more general result.

Proposition 3.1.7 Let C be a category with finite coproducts and an iteration opera-
tor that satisfies the fixed-point, naturality, dinaturality, double dagger and uniformity

identities. Then, C is a traced monoidal category with a uniform trace.



CHAPTER 3. PARTIALLY ADDITIVE CATEGORIES 58

Note that the uniformity property is not necessarily true in every traced symmetric
monoidal category, for example it does not hold in Rel,. Hence, this gives a criterion
to distinguish between trace operators. The role played by the uniformity property
of trace remains to be seen! See also [102].

We close this section by commenting on the dual of iteration operator on C°
where C is a PAC. By dualising the arguments above about iteration (dagger) we

have the following:
Proposition 3.1.8 Let C be a PAC. Then C has a fized-point operator
Yap:C(Ax B,B) — C(A, B)
satisfying the following properties:
e Fized-point identity
h <14,Yag(h)>=Yap(h)
for h: Ax B — B.
e Naturality in A
Yap(h)f=Yap(h(f x15))
for f: A — Aand h: Ax B — B.

e Dinaturality in B
Yap(kh) =kYac(h(la X k))
fork:C — Bandh: Ax B — C.
e Diagonal property
YaB(Yaxpg(h)) =Yan(h(la x Ap))

forh: Ax Bx B — B. Here Ap =< 1,15 >.



CHAPTER 3. PARTIALLY ADDITIVE CATEGORIES 99

e Bekic

Yanxc(< fr9>)=<Yap(h),Yaxpc(g) <1a,Yan(h) >>

for f:AxBxC— Bandg:AxBxC — C and where
h=f<1laxp, Yaxpc(g) >.

Fixed-points play a central role in domain theory, where traditionally the least-
fixed-point operator for continuous endofunctions on complete partial orders is used
[93]. Recently, there has been considerable interest in developing a more general
axiomatic account of the constructions of domain theory [98]. The axioms above
for a fixed-point operator are the axiomatisation of abstract fixed-point operator
introduced by Plotkin and Simpson [98]. For more on fixed-point and dagger operators
see [22, 21, 89].

Hasegawa in his PhD thesis [58], studies the correspondence between the trace and
fixed-point operators in a cartesian category. The author of this thesis has proven
Theorem 3.1.5 in complete ignorance of Hasegawa’s work. In view of the results in
[58], we can state the following results whose proofs are simply obtained by dualising

the arguments of the respective theorems for fixed-point identities given in [58].

Proposition 3.1.9 Let C be a category with finite coproducts and a trace operator.
Then C has a dagger operator satisfying the fized-point, naturality, dinaturality and
double dagger identities.

Proof. Let f: X — Y & X be given, we define

fJr —def T@((,Y([fa f1)-

As mentioned above the identities stated in the theorem can be obtained by dualising

the arguments for a fixed-point operator. O

Finally in view of the results above we have a nice correspondence between dagger

and trace operators in categories with finite coproducts.
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Proposition 3.1.10 Let C be a category with finite coproducts. There is a bijective

correspondence between the dagger and trace operators whenever either one exists.

Having established the connection between the dagger and trace operators, it
becomes interesting to know the uniqueness of trace operation on a given PAC. In
the categories Pfn and Pfn, (see the next section) there is a unique dagger operation
satisfying the Elgot equation (see [7] for a proof) and hence there is a unique trace

operator on these categories.

3.2 Examples

1. Consider the category Pfn of sets and partial functions. Recall that a partial
function from X to Y is a function from Dom(f) C X to Y. Given f: X — Y and
g:Y — 7 gf : X — 7 is defined by

Dom(gf) = {z € X|x € Dom(f), f(x) € Dom(g)}

(9f)(x) = g(f(x)) for x € Dom(gf).

The additive structure was given in Example 3.0.8, the zero morphism Oxy :
X — Y is the everywhere undefined partial function. Note that Dom(gf) C
Dom(f) and it easily follows that composition distributes over sum. Pfn has count-
able coproducts given by disjoint union.

To verify the compatible sum axiom, let { f;};c; be a compatible family in C(X,Y")
then Dom/(f;) N Dom(f;) = 0 for all i # j. Suppose otherwise, then Dom(p;) N
Dom(p;) will be nonempty, since f; = p;f and f; = p;f. However, Dom(p;) =
{(y,9)|ly € Y} and Dom(p;) = {(y,7)|y € Y} with i # j. Hence {f;}; is summable.

Let f,g : X — Y be summable, then Dom(in, f) N Dom(inyg) C Dom(f) N
Dom(g) = (). Therefore, in; f and inyg are summable. This verify the untying axiom.

A closely related example is the category Pfnp, for a set D where objects are sets
and a morphism from X to Y is a partial function from X x D to Y x D. The additive

structure is the same as in Pfn with disjoint union as the coproduct.
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The reader may be curious as to why we did not use the overlap sum structure
on Pfn or Pfnp. The reason can be seen by recalling the uniqueness of additive
structure in a PAC; Theorem 3.0.15. More specifically, the untying axiom fails for
overlap sum.

2. Consider the category Rel, of sets and binary relations. Given morphisms R :

X —Yand S:Y — Z the composition SR : X — 7 is given by
(r,2) € SRiff Iy € Y.(z,y) € R and (y,2) € S.

1y ={(z,2)|r € X}.

We have already defined the additive structure for the homsets in Example 3.0.8.
Hence, for any X and Y, Rel, (X,Y) is a partially additive monoid with all families
summable and the zero morphism is the empty relation () C X xY’). Note that Rel
has countable coproducts given by the disjoint union. Clearly composition distributes
over sum and compatibility and untying axioms are trivially true since all families
are summable.

A closely related example is the category Relp for a set D. Objects are sets and

a morphism from X to Y is a relation from X x D to Y x D. The additive structure
is as in Rel,.
3. The following example appears in [90] where it is called FwRy/0.) and in [89]
where it is called Pfn,;. We have chosen the latter notation. The objects are sets and
an arrow from X to Y is a partial function from X — Y x M, where (M, o0,¢) is a
monoid. If f(z) is defined and equals (y, a), then a € M is interpreted as the reliability
[90] or the attribute of f [89]. Given f: X — Y and g : Y — Z, Dom(gf) is
the same as in Pfn and if f(x) = (y,a) and ¢(y) = (z,b), then gf(x) = (z,ba).
Ix(z) = (z,e).

The additive structure is the same as in Pfn. Also Pfn,; has countable coproducts
given by disjoint union. The necessary axioms of a PAC follow using similar arguments
as in the case of Pfn.

5. Consider the category SL of complete sup semilattices and order and sup preserving
maps. The additive structure is given by sup operation (see Example 3.0.8(5).)

Note that SL has countable biproducts given by cartesian product of sets with
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pointwise ordering. Hence, by Theorem 3.0.17, SL is a PAC with all families
summable.

6. Consider the category SRel of stochastic relations with measurable spaces (X, Fy)
as objects and stochastic kernels as arrows. An arrow f : (X, Fx) — (Y, Fy) is a
map f: X x Fy —» [0,1] such that f(-, B) : X — [0,1] is a bounded measurable
function for fixed B € Fy and f(x,-) : Fy — [0,1] is a subprobability measure
(i.e., o-additive, set function, f(z,0) =0 and f(z,Y) < 1). The identity morphism
Iy : (X, Fx) — (X, Fx)is 1y : X x Fxy — [0,1] and is defined by

1, ifx € A,

Ix(z, A) = §(z, A) :{ 0, ifzg A

For A fixed, §(z, A) is the characteristic function of A and for x fixed, §(z, A) is the
Dirac distribution. Finally, composition is defined as follows: given f : (X, Fx) —
(Y, Fy) and g : (Y, Fy) — (Z,Fz), 9f : (X, Fx) — (Z, Fz) is given by

of (z,C) = / 9(y,C) f (. dy),

Y

where we are using f(z,-) as the measure for the integration and the function being
integrated is the measurable function ¢(-, ().

This category is based on the work of Giry [52] and Lawvere [80]. In fact SRel
is the Kleisli category of certain functor II over the category Mes of measurable
spaces and measurable functions. The category SRel was defined by Panangaden
[95] with slight modifications on Giry’s work. This category first appeared in [1].
SRel was proven to be a PAC jointly by Panangaden [95] and the author. It was
shown to be a traced symmetric monoidal category directly (without using partially
additive structure) in [1]. We will include the proof of SRel being a PAC for the sake
of completeness, the reader can find more details on SRel and the measure theory
background in [95].

We will sometimes refer to objects in SRel by their underlying sets, so we write
X for (X, Fx).

Proposition 3.2.1 The category SRel has countable coproducts.
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Proof. Given a family {(X;, Fx,)}ier of objects in SRel, the coproduct (X, Fx) is
defined as follows. The set X is the disjoint union of the X;. The o-field on X is
generated by the measurable sets of each component. Thus, a measurable set in Fx
is of the form |#),.; A;, where A; € Fy, for alli € I. The injections in; : X; — X are
ini (2, Her Ar) = 0(2, A;). Given an object (Y, Fy) and a family f; : X; — Y with
j € I, the mediating morphism f : X — Y is defined by f((z,%), B) = fi(x, B). We

check the required commutativity
(i@ B) = [ F(a0). Byiny(o.da, )
S RGN EN))
= /X fi(z', B)d(x,dx"), the integrals over Xy for k # j are 0
- @B,

Suppose g : X — Y is another morphism such that gin; = f; for all j € I.
Then,

f((f[,]),B) = fj(fE,B)
= ginj(x, B)

= [ ot By )
= [ ol B3 )
- /X.gj(x',B)5(x,dx')

J

= gj(x’B)
= 9((z,5),B)

for all x € X and B € Fy. Thus, g = f. =
A family {fi}ier in SRel(X,Y) is summable if

Yo filx,Y) <1forall z € X.
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In that case, (3, fi)(z,B) = Y, fi(x, B) where the latter is the usual sum of real
numbers. Partition-associativity follows from the fact that all numbers are nonneg-
ative and hence we are dealing with absolute convergence. The unary sum axiom is
trivially true. We need to verify the limit axiom.

Let {fi}; be a summable family in SRel(X,Y") and suppose that all finite sub-
families are summable. The sums Y . , f;(z,Y) are bounded by 1 for all z € X.
Now >, fi(z,Y") is the limit of the net of finite partial sums all bounded by 1,
hence Y2, fi(z,Y) is bounded by 1 and "2, fi(z,Y) exists. The distributivity of
composition over sum follows from the monotone convergence theorem [95].

We next define the quasi projections: p; : @;X; — X, is defined by
pi((z, k), A;) = 6(z, Aj) if k = j and 0 otherwise. The zero object is (0, Fy), be-
cause given (X,Fx), f : (0,Fy) — (X, Fx) is the unique empty function and
g: (X, Fx) — (0, Fp) is the unique function such that g(z,0) = 0 for all z € X.
The zero morphism Oxy : (X, Fx) — (Y, Fy) is defined by Oxy(x, B) = 0 for all
r € X and B € Fy.

We need to verify the compatible sum and untying axioms. Let {f;}; be a com-
patible family in SRel(X,Y),

Dierli@Y) = Yepif(2,Y)
= Dict I.Ypi((y,k),Y)f(fv,d(y,k))
_ oy /Y 5(y, V) f(x, dy), integral is over the ith summand
Yicrf (@i (Y))

= f(x,1.Y), o-additivity of the measure f(x,.).

Here 1.Y denotes the coproduct of |I] copies of Y. Now as f(x,.Y) < 1, we conclude
that the family {f;}; is summable.

For the untying axiom, suppose f,g: X — Y are summable,
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(in1 f +ineg) (2, Y WY) = inyf(z,Y WY) +ingg(z,Y WY)

= /inl(y,Y&JY)f(x,dy)+/inQ(y,Y&Jy)g(fady)
v Y

= /5(y,Y)f(rr,dy)+/5(y,Y)g(x,dy)
% %
= f(@,Y)+g(xY)
= (f+9)(z,Y) <1, since f and g are summable.

Therefore, iny f and insg are summable.

Thus we conclude that

Proposition 3.2.2 The category SRel of measurable spaces and stochastic kernels
s a PAC.



Chapter 4
Unique Decomposition Categories

In the previous chapter, we introduced partially additive categories and discussed
several facts about such categories. In this chapter we generalise PACs into categories
that we call unique decomposition categories (UDCs). Homsets in UDCs are also
enriched with a partial infinitary operation X.

Some of the ideas used in the definition of UDCs can be traced back to early works
of Kuros [75]. Unique decomposition categories carry the necessary algebraic structure
to capture the main example of Geometry of Interaction, namely the category of sets
and partial injective functions, which is not a partially additive category (see Example
4.0.15.)

As was pointed out in the previous chapter, ¥-monoids are the same as partially

additive monoids save for the limit axiom. Here is the formal definition.

Definition 4.0.3 A YX-monoid consists of a pair (M, ¥) where M is a nonempty set
and ¥ is a partial operation on the countable families in M (we say that {z;};cs is

summable if > . z; is defined), subject to the following axioms:

el

1. Partition-Associativity Aziom. If {x;}icr is a countable family and if {I;};¢; is
a (countable) partition of I , then {z;}: is summable if and only if {z;}s, is

summable for every j € J and Zielj x; is summable for 57 € J. In that case,

D ier®i = ZjEJ(ZiGI]-xi)

66
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2. Unary Sum Aziom. Any family {z;};c; in which I is a singleton is summable
and )., x; = x; if I = {j}.

Similar axiomatisations can be found in Bourbaki ([29], Chapter 3, Section 5)
where infinite sums for commutative Hausdorff topological groups are defined. Kuros
[75] also gives an axiomatisation of infinite sums partially defined over sets, specifically
homsets of categories. Axiom II in [75] is the same as our first axiom. Higgs [61]
uses similar axioms, however our first axiom corresponds to his second and third
axioms and is stronger. We first encountered such structures in the work of Manes
and Benson [91] where they are called positive monoids.

All the properties that we discussed for partially additive monoids in the previous
chapter are also true for X-monoids.

We have already seen that Y-monoids form a symmetric monoidal category (with
product as the tensor), called YMon.

A YMon-category C is a category enriched in ¥Mon, that is the homsets are
enriched with an additive structure such that composition distributes over addition
from left and right. Note that such categories have non-empty homsets and automat-
ically have zero morphisms, namely Oxy : X — Y =", f; for fi € C(X,Y"). Note
that this does not imply the existence of the zero object; however existence of the
initial or terminal object will guarantee the existence of a zero object in the presence
of zero morphisms.

Clearly, every partially additive monoid is a ¥-monoid. However, the converse is

not true. Here are some examples:

Example 4.0.4

1. Let M be a poset satisfying countable bounded completeness, that is given a
countable subset D of M, if D has an upper bound then it has a least upper
bound. Let the summable families be the bounded families and ¥ be the supre-
mum. Then, (M,Y) is a ¥-monoid. The additive identity is of course sup(0).
Note that the limit axiom is not true in general: for example, consider the fam-

ily 1 < x5 < ---, an unbounded ascending chain. Clearly all finite subfamilies
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are bounded and hence summable, whereas the family itself is not. Therefore,

(M,Y) is not a partially additive monoid.

2. Consider the set R* of all non-negative real numbers and define )., z; to be
the arithmetic sum for [ finite and the limit of the net of finite partial sums
for I infinite. The summable families are absolutely convergent series. This
is another example of a Y-monoid which is not a partially additive monoid,
because the limit axiom fails: just consider the family {z;};c; with I countable

infinite and x; = 1 for all 7 € 1.

Definition 4.0.5 A unique decomposition category (UDC) C is a symmetric monoidal
YMon-category which satisfies the following axiom®:

(A) For all j € I there are morphisms quasi injection: ¢; : X; — ®;X;, and quasi
projection: pj : ®rX; — X, such that

L. prej = lx; if j =k and Ox; x, otherwise.

2. Y iertipi = lox;-
Proposition 4.0.6 (Matricial Representation) Given f : ®,;,X; — ®,Y; in a
UDC with |I| = m and |J| = n, there exists a unique family {fi;}icrjes: X; —Y;
with [ =3 cq jestifijpj, namely, fi; = pifi;.
Proof. f=1g,vifle,x; = O tipi) f(32;4i05) = Qi tipif) D2, 1ips) = D25 tipifLip;
Zij ti fijpj. For uniqueness, suppose there is another family {gii}reres such that

f = Zkl Lk GE1PL- Then, fij = pifbj = Zkl PilkGriPil; = Gij for all 7 € I and ] e J. O

Based on this proposition, every morphism f : ® ;X; — ®;Y; can be represented
by its components. We will use the corresponding matrices to represent morphisms,

for example f above (with |I| =m and |J| = n) is represented by an m x n matrix.
fu o fin

fml fmn

'We use the following notational conventions: I.X for X®/ ®;X; for ®;c;X; and {X;}s for
{X;}ier.- All index sets are finite when we discuss UDCs, unless explicitly stated otherwise.
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Given f : @ Xy — ®,Y; and g : ®;Y; — ®1Z;, let h = gf, then hy, = pihi,, =
pi9f )k = pig(Xjer tipi) fre = 2 je s (Pigips) fue = X251 (9iipi fue) = Djes 9ii fin-

Therefore, the composition of morphisms in a UDC corresponds to matrix multi-
plication of their matricial representations.
Remark. Note that although any morphism f : ®;X; — ®;Y; can be represented
by the unique family {f;;} of its components, the converse is not necessarily true,
that is to say given a family {f;;} with I, J finite there may not be a morphism
[ ®;X; — @Y satisfying f = Zij v fijpj. However, in case such an f exists it

will be unique.

Definition 4.0.7 A functor T': C — D between two UDCs is said to be additive
if Txy : C(X,Y) — D(TX,TY) is a ¥Mon morphism for all objects X,Y in C.
That is, for every summable family {f;}; in C(X,Y") with countable I, {Txy (fi)}r
is summable in D(TX,TY) and Txy (>, fi) = >_; Txv (fi)-

Theorem 4.0.8 Let C be a category with countable biproducts, then C is a UDC

(with biproduct as tensor) in which all families of morphisms are summable.

Proof. Let C be a category with countable biproducts. C has zero object and hence
families of zero morphisms. Given a family {f;}; of morphisms in C(X,Y") with
countable I, define » ., f; = VY(GBie[fi)AX where Ay : X — I.X and Vy :
IY — Y are defined by: m;Ax = 1x and Vyin; = 1y foralli € I and )., fi =
Oxy. Here I.X and I.Y denote biproduct of |I| copies of X and Y respectively.
This makes every homset C(X,Y") into a commutative monoid with ) ., f; as the
additive identity. More generally, using the associativity and symmetry isomorphisms
of biproduct it follows that every homset C(X,Y") is a ¥-monoid with all families
summable. Also, composition distributes over addition.

We need to verify axiom A of Definition 4.0.5. Given any family {X;}; in C, let
v; = in; and p; = m; for all j € I. Here in; and 7; are the biproduct morphisms of
(@1Xi, {m;}1,{in;}1). By definition of biproduct we have min; = 1x; if j = k and

Ox,x, else. We also have m;(}_,, in;m;) = m; for all j € I and therefore ). in;m; =

1®1Xi. =
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Proposition 4.0.9 Let C be a UDC. If all finite families of morphisms in C are

summable then C has finite biproducts.

Proof. Let C be a UDC with all finite families summable. We show that given a
family {X;};, (®:X5,{¢;}1) is a coproduct. Given any object Y and a family {f;};
with f; : X — Y let f = Z].EI fipj, f exists since all finite families are summable.
Also, fu; = (32, fipi)y = >_;(fipjes) = fj for all j € I. Let h: ®;X; — Y be such
that he; = f; for all j € I, there exists a unique family {h,};e; with h; : X; — Y
such that h = Z]. hjpj. f; = hij = hj for all j € I. Thus f = h and there exists a
unique f such that fi; = f; for all j € I.

Similarly, we show that given a family {X;};, (®:X;, {p;}1) is a product. Given
any object Y and a family {f;}; with f; : Y — X let f = Zjel L f;, f exists since
all finite families are summable. Also, p;f = p;(3_;¢;f;) = >_;(pjeif;) = f; for all
je€l. Let h:Y — ®rX; be such that p;h = f; for all j € I, there exists a unique
family {h;}jer with h; : Y — X such that h =3 1;h;. f; = pjh = h;forall j € I.
Thus f = h and there exists a unique f such that p;f = f; for all j € I.

Also pytj = Ly, if j =k and Ox; x, otherwise and Ziel Lipi = lg, x,, since Cis a

UDC. Therefore, (®;X;,{p;}r,{¢;}1) is a biproduct. O
. A B
Lemma 4.0.10 Let C be a UDC and f: X QU — X ® U be given by bl
then Y, ., f", if it exists, is given by , where:
o E=% J(A+> . BD"C)" e =Y, EBD
e G=%,  DCE e H=Y, D+ ZMEW DPCEBD1

Proof. Let f be as in the statement of the lemma, then we can represent f as a
directed graph where the vertices are labelled by X and U and the edges are labelled
by the components of the matricial representation of f, see the figure below.

With this representation, f™ corresponds to the matrix that represents the paths
of length n between the vertices in the graph and ) _ f" is the sum over all paths
of length n for all n € w.
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The components of ) _ ~f" can be obtained by simply following the edges on the
graph in the figure below.

o X — X’ E= ZmGw(A + ZnEw BDnC)m
o X — U, G:ZznglCE
U X, F=Y, EBD

oU—U H=Y, D+, . DCEBD
A D
AP A
B

Figure 8: Graphical Representation of f
(I

Proposition 4.0.11 (Execution/Trace Formula) Let C be a unique decomposi-
tion category such that for every X,Y, and U and f : X @ U — Y ® U, the sum
i+ Y00 fiofS far exists, where fi; are the components of f. Then, C is traced and

TT)LQ,Y(f) = fu+ o fiafsa for-

Before proceeding to the proof of this proposition, let’s look at some examples of
trace computation. Let C be a traced UDC and hence given any f : X®@U — Y ®U,

Tr% v (f) exists. Consider the following examples:
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0
1. Letf:X®U—>Y®Ubegivenby[Z . Then

0
i 0]) g+, 00" =g+ 0h=g+0=g.

TT%,Y(J[) = TT%,Y (

2, Letf:X®U—>Y®Ubegivenby[g . Then

0 h

g 0 .
Trg(,y(f):TTg(,Y( ])=g+2n0h 0=g+0=g.

9

0
3. Letf:X@U—)Y@Ubegivenby[h . Then

0 g

TT)LQ,Y(f):TT)Lé,y< h 0]) =0+>,90"h =0+ glh = gh.

Proof.
1. Naturality in X:

Tr%y(flg = Tr% v (f(g ® 1y)) where f: X QU — Y ®@U,g: X' — X. We

far fa 0 1
Therefore, Tr5,(f(g ® 1v)) = fug + X, fi2(fo2)"(forg) which is the same as
TT)[?,Y(J[)Q-

0
rewrite this in matricial form, so we have f(g® 1) = [ o i ] [ g ] :

2. Naturality in YV :

gTrs sy (f) = Triy (9 ® 1p)f) where f: X QU — Y ®U,g: Y — Y.

0
(g®1U)f= g 1] fu f12].

far fa
Therefore, Tr§y((9 ® 10)f) = gfi1 + 2,(9f12)(fa2)" f2r which is the same as
gTr%,Y(f)'

3. Dinaturality in U:
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Triyv(ly®9)f) = TT%:Y(f(IX@)g)) where f: X QU — Y®U' and g: U — U.
fu fiz fii fizg
gfa gfa for  faag

Therefore, Tr%,y((ly@)g)f) = fu+>, fi2(9f22)"(9f21) = fri+D, (f129) (fo29)" f21 =
TT?{ZY(f(lX ®9g)).

(ly®g)f = [ ] and f(lx ® g) = [

4.1. Vanishing I:
Triy(f) =f where f: X®@T — Y &I

[ Oy

Oxr 11

Trg(,y(f) = TTg(,Y ([ ]) = f+>,0v1}0xs = f.

4.2 Vanishing II:

Tr83Y () = Tr¥ s (Tr%gryer(f) where f: X @U®V — Y @ U@ V. Let f be

L M N
givenby | P A B
Q C D
L M N Y
Then TrVTrV P A B =Trv + D» C
SN 0 o8 R o elyey
Q C D

o [[ EHE.ND'Q M+, NDC
- P+Y., BD"Q A+Y., BD'C
=L+, ND"Q+ M+, ND"C)(3,, (A + 32, BD"C)")(P + 3, BD"Q)

=L+> ND"Q+(M+)>, ND'C)E(P+ ), BD"Q) for E as in Lemma 4.0.10
= [+Y., ND"Q+MEP+MEY., BD"Q+Y., ND"CEP+Y., ND"CEY, BD"Q
— L+ MEP+Y, MEBD"Q + Y, ND"CEP + N(¥, D"+ Y., D"CEBD")Q

=L+ MEP+MFQ+ NGP+ NHQ for E, F,G and H as in Lemma 4.0.10
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e A
N +[ ] G H Q
i B n—P L M N
—L+%,[ M N| cpl||o =T PA B =TRG().
: QO C D

5. Superposing :
g Try(f) =Triyex zoy(9® f) where f: X @U — Y ®U and g: W — Z.

g 0 0
g U
TTgV@X,Z@Y(g(@f) :TTIL/7V®X,Z®Y 0 fu fie = 0 f +Zn [ f fab
11 12
0 fa fe
g 0 g 0 U
[ 0 for ] = ] = :g®TTX,Y(f)'
0 fuu+22, fiafsefn 0 TT%,Y(f)
6. Yanking:

0o 1w\ _,
1y 0 v =

Proposition 4.0.12 The trace operator in a traced UDC' is uniform.

TTg,U(UU,U) = TTg,U (

Proof. Let f: X®U — Y ®U and g: X®U' — Y ® U’ be two morphisms in C.
0 fin fi2 | 911 G12 1o
921 922 0 h

We have (1y®h)f = g(1x®h). Thus,
h fa1 fa2
fuu=gu, fiz=gi2h, hfa =go1, hfsa = gah.

Therefore, we have the following equalities:
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Now

Trgj(y(f) = fu -+, fiafifa

)

= g11 + Y., (g12h) f35 fo1, using the identities above,

= gu + ghfor + grhfoafor + g2 fos for + - -

= gi1 + G12921 + G12922h fo1 + gi2g5, 1 fo1 + - -+, using the identities above,
= g1 + 912021 + G12922021 + 912955921 + -+ - , using the identities above,

= g1+ D ,01295.921

= TT)I?,Y(Q)'

Proposition 4.0.13 Every PAC is a traced UDC with coproduct as tensor.

Proof. Let C be a PAC. Let the tensor product be coproduct and given a family
{X;}; in C choose t; = in; and p; as defined in Definition 3.0.10. Clearly C is a
Y Mon enriched category since every partially additive monoid is already a »-monoid.
To show that C is a UDC we need to verify axiom A of Definition 4.0.5. Observe
that ppin; = 1x, for j = k and 0 else by definition of p, and ), ;inip; = 1g, x;
by Corollary 3.0.13. Therefore, axiom A holds. Moreover, in every PAC the sum
fir+Y, fizfss for exists forany f: X U — Y @ U, where f;; are the components
of f. Hence by Proposition 4.0.11 C is a traced UDC. ]

The condition for the existence of a trace in a UDC can be significantly simplified

in the presence of the limit axiom.

Proposition 4.0.14 Let C be a UDC in which every homset is a partially additive
monoid. If for every X, Y, U and f: X @ U — Y ® U, the sum fio + gfoe exists
for every g : U — Y and the sum fi1 + h exists, where h = > °7  fiafas for, then
C is traced with Tr(f) = fu + ZZO:O fiafonfor. Here fi1, fi2, for and fee are the

components of f.
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Proof. Note that fi5 is summable by the unary sum axiom. Given that fio + g foo
exists for all ¢ : U — Y, we let ¢ = fi2 and hence fio + fiaf2n exists. Next
let g = fio + fiaf2e and hence fio + fiofor + fi2fs, exists. Proceeding in this way
we conclude that the sum Y _, fi2f5, exists for every n and hence, by the limit
axiom Y fiofo, exists. Note that h =Y fiafshfor = (3, fiafos) f21 exists since
composition distributes over sum.

Finally, Trg’y(f) = fu+>,, fizfihfa1 = fi1+h exists by hypothesis and therefore
C is traced by Proposition 4.0.11. ]

As we saw above every PAC is a UDC and hence the PAC examples in the previous
chapter are also UDC examples. Below we give more examples of UDCs that are not
PACs.

Example 4.0.15

1. Consider the category PInj of sets and partial injective functions. Define X ®
Y = X WY, note that this does not give a coproduct, indeed PInj does not
have coproducts. The partially additive structure is given in Example 3.0.8 in
the previous chapter. Define p; : 1),.; Xi — X; by p;(z,j) = z, and p;(x, 1)
undefined for ¢ # j. +; : X; — .., X; is defined by ¢j(z) = (z,75). It
can be easily seen that pr; = 1y, if j = k and Oy, x, otherwise. Note that
Dom(iip;) N Dom(vjp;) = 0 and Codom(iip;) N Codom(ijp;) = O for i # j
and hence the family {v;p;}icr is summable. Also, (3, tipi)((z, 7)) = tj(z) =
(v,5) = 1, x,(x,).

Given f: X WU — Y WU in PInj we show that the sum fi; + > fiafihfa

exists. That is to say, the family of functions appearing in the sum have pairwise

el

disjoint domains and codomains.

(i) Suppose = € Dom( f11) ﬂDom(f12f§2f21) for some j € w, then fi;(x) =y for
some 3 € Y and hence f((x,1)) = (y,1). On the other hand, fisfl,for(x) = 3/
for some 3’ € Y and hence fy(z) = u for some u € U and therefore f((z,1)) =

(u,2), a contradiction.
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Now let = € Dom(fiaflyfor) N Dom(fiafl for) for k < j. Let fo(z) = u and
fh(u) = ', then ' € Dom(f12) N Dom(fi,*). Then fi5(u') = y for some y € Y
and since j —k > 0, foo(u') = u” for some v” € U, hence f((v',2)) = (y,1) and
f((',2)) = (u",2), a contradiction.

(ii) We next show that the maps have disjoint codomains by proving that
the inverse maps have disjoint domains.  Consider first Dom(f;;') and
Dom(f{llf{?jfﬁl) for some j € w and suppose there exist a y € Dom(f;;') N
Dom(fy;' foi f5'), then fi1(z) = y for some z € X and therefore f((z,1)) =
(y,1), also fia(u) = y for some u € U and hence f((u,2)) = (y,1) contradicting
the injectivity of f.

Next consider Dom(f5;' f35 fi5') and Dom(fs5;' fF fi3) for k < j and let there
be a y € Dom(fy'fo5' i) N Dom(fo' f5" fio'), and let w = fo," f15' (y),then
u € Dom(f,,") ﬂDom(fZE(jfk)) and since j —k > 0, u will also be in Dom/(f5,").
Then, fo(z) = u and foo(u') = u for some r € X and v’ € U, which implies
f((,2)) = (u,2) and f((x,1)) = (u,2), contradicting the injectivity of f.
Hence, T'r(f) exists.

2. Consider the category Pfn,, where the objects and morphisms are the same as
in Pfn, but the additive structure is given by the overlap sum (see Example
3.0.8.) As was noted in the previous chapter Pfn,, is not a partially additive
category, because the untying axiom fails. However, Pfn,, is a UDC. The
tensor product is the coproduct (given by disjoint union). Quasi injections are
the injection morphisms and quasi projections are defined as in the case of PInj.
Clearly, Axiom (A) holds. Moreover, Pfn,, is a traced UDC. The existence of
the sum Tr(f) = fui + >, fiofoofor foran f: X WU — Y WU follows from

part (i) of the proof in the previous example.

3. Consider the category IRel of sets and injective relations. Let the tensor be the
disjoint union of sets. Notice that this is not a coproduct in IRel. The additive
structure is defined as follows. A family {R;}; in IRel(X,Y") is summable if
Codom(R;) N Codom(R;) = 0 for all i # j. For a summable family {R;},,



CHAPTER 4. UNIQUE DECOMPOSITION CATEGORIES 78

Zie[ R; = U;R;. This makes every homset into a »-monoid and composi-
tion distributes over sum. For every ¢ € I, ; : X; — [#; X; is the rela-
tion ¢, = {(x, (z,7))|r € X;} and p; : i; X; —> X, is given by the relation
pi = {((z,i),z)|r € X;}. Clearly, pyt; = 0 for j # k and 1, otherwise and
Zie[ tipi = liy, x;- Moreover, IRel is a traced UDC. The existence of the sum
Tr(R) = R+ )., RioR5, Ry foran R : X WU — Y WU follows from part
(ii) of the proof in the case of PInj above.

4. This example will provide the connection to operator algebraic models. Given
a set X let £5(X) be the set of all complex valued functions a on X for which
the (unordered) sum Y _. |a(z)[* is finite. £5(X) is a Hilbert space and its
norm is given by ||a|| = (3,cx la(z)|?)"/? and its inner product is given by

<a,b>=%" a(x)b(z) for a,b € l,(X) [68].

Barr observed that this construction can be made into a functor, ¢y [16].> There
is a contravariant faithful functor /5 :PInj’” — Hilb where Hilb is the cate-
gory which has Hilbert spaces as objects and linear contractions (norm < 1) as
morphisms. For a set X, /5(X) is defined as above and given f : X — Y in
PlInj, (5(f) : 5(Y) — l5(X) is defined by

b(f(x)), if x € Dom(f);
6(F)(0)(z) =

0, otherwise.

Hence, this gives a correspondence between partial injective functions and par-

tial isometries on Hilbert spaces (see also [48, 1].)

PInj(X,Y) Hilb(45(Y), l2(X))
f ba(f)

partial injective function partial isometry
total isometry

total and surjective unitary

X =Y and f is identity on Dom(f) | projection

2Qur presentation here is slightly different from Barr’s original one in [16].
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It can be shown that f5(X X Y) = (X)) ®/l5(Y), where ® is the tensor product
of Hilbert spaces (see [68], page 142 for a proof.) Also (X WY') = lo(X)Bla(Y)
where @ is the direct sum of Hilbert spaces. To see this, let a € l5(X) and b €
l5(Y), define qqp : X WY — C by qup(r,1) = a(x) and ¢q(y, 2) = b(y), clearly
Qap € l2(X WY). The linear transformation U : l(X WY) — (5(X) @ £»(Y)

given by U(q,p) = (a,b) is an isomorphism.

Consider the category Hilby, whose objects are of the form ¢5(X) for a set X
and a morphism u : l5(X) — £5(Y) is of the form /ly(f) for some partial
injective function f : Y — X (recall /5 is contravariant.) Hence, Hilb, is a

subcategory of Hilb.

For /5(X) and /5(Y") in Hilb,, the Hilbert space tensor product f2(X) ® £5(Y)
yields a tensor product in Hilb,. This follows from the isomorphism ¢5(X) ®
05(Y) 2 £5(X x Y) and the fact that X x Y is a tensor product in PInj.

Similarly for ¢5(X) and ¢5(Y") in Hilby, the direct sum f3(X) @ l5(Y") yields a
tensor product in Hilby. This follows from the isomorphism ¢5(X) @ f5(Y")
l5(X WY') and the fact that X WY is a tensor product in PInj. Notice however
that, although f5(X) @ ¢2(Y) is the direct sum (biproduct) of the Hilbert spaces
/5(X) and /5(Y") in Hilb, it is only a tensor product in Hilb,, as otherwise this
would imply that X &Y is the coproduct in PInj, a contradiction.

The additive structure on PInj makes Hilb, into a UDC as follows. We
take @ as the tensor product with unit ¢5(0)). We define a sum for operators
in Hilby(¢2(X), 2(Y)). Given a family {lo(fi)}r €Hilby(lo(X), l2(Y)) with
{f:}r €ePInj(Y, X), we say that {l5(f;)} is summable if {f;} is summable in
PlInj and in that case Y, l>(f;) =ges (2(D_; fi). Clearly, this definition makes (5
an additive functor. Quasi injections and projections are the /5 images of quasi

projections and injections in PInj. Clearly Axiom (A) holds.
Moreover, Hilbs is traced. Given u : lo(X) @ lo(U) — £5(Y) & €5(U),

Tr(u) = 6(Try x(f))
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where u = lo(f) with f: Y WU — X W U.

80



Chapter 5
Geometry of Interaction

Geometry of Interaction is a new kind of semantics of computation free
from the twin drawbacks of reductionism (which leads to static modelisa-
tion) and subjectivism (which leads to syntactical abuses, in other terms,

bureaucracy.)

Jean-Yves Girard

In this chapter we will briefly review Girard’s Geometry of Interaction (Gol) pro-
gramme and the categorical implementation of it given by Abramsky and Jagadeesan
[5]. We will be using the references that we cite and our presentation closely follows
the original texts. We will next discuss Abramsky’s general Gol Construction that we
call Abramsky’s Programme. It is this programme that we will develop in all details

in the next chapter.

5.1 What is Girard’s Gol?

Girard introduced the geometry of interaction programme in late 80’s. The first
proposal for this programme appeared in [46]. This was followed by a series of papers
[47, 45, 48] further investigating different aspects of this programme.

Geometry of interaction is a new kind of semantics. To realise what has been

achieved and how it differs from the extant approaches we need to look at more

81
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traditional forms of semantics.

Denotational semantics tries to find a model for formulas and proofs of logic.
For example, in a categorical model [78], the formulas are denoted by objects and
proofs by morphisms in a model category. However, the soundness of the model
means that the convertibility of proofs with respect to the cut-elimination process is
represented by equations that hold true between morphisms. That is, if IT, IT" are
proofs of a sequent I' = A and if we have a reduction IT > IT', (by cut-elimination),
then their interpretations [—] in any model category denote equal morphisms, i.e.
[i] =[] : [T] — [A]. It is in this sense that denotational semantics is static.
Girard [46] gives a useful analogy with mechanics: the denotational approach to
computation in computer science is analogous to statics in mechanics. The fact that
the denotational semantics is kept constant during a computation can be compared
to the existence of static invariants like mass in classical mechanics. But the core of
mechanics is dynamics, where other invariants of a dynamical nature, like energy play
a prominent role. It is the same with computation: it is the dynamics of computation
that must be modeled in a mathematical form.

The closest to the idea of dynamics is syntaz, which makes all the necessary
distinctions of sense and is finite. The standpoint that Girard takes against contenting
oneself with syntax (subjectivism) is the fact that it contains irrelevant information.
This information is very often of a temporal nature. Thus the idea is to find out what
is hidden behind syntax, without going to denotational semantics and the answer

Girard proposes is
geometry of interaction.

Hence the motivation for this programme is to find out the geometrical meaning
of the Hauptsatz [50], i.e. to find out what is hidden behind the syntactical manipu-
lations it involves. For a fuller and much more elaborate account of the ideas above
see [46, 48].

The first implementation of this programme was given by Girard [47], based on
the C*-algebra of bounded linear operators on the space 2 of square summable se-

quences. More specifically, to each proof-as-program IT of system F [43], (also known
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as polymorphic A-calculus [100]), one associates a pair (u, o) of partial symmetries.
Here u represents the proof and is defined inductively following the rules of sequent
calculus and o represents the cuts of the proof, i.e. dynamics. The dynamics is

introduced as a way of eliminating ¢ using the execution formula:
EX(u,0) = (1 —o®)u(l —ou) (1 - o?).

This formula makes sense (converges) if ou is nilpotent, since ou has unit norm.
Thus, the nilpotency of ou corresponds to strong normalisation.

We will give an example below, but before doing so we need to discuss the in-
terpretation of proofs in more detail. The presentation used is the usual sequent
calculus, however here one needs to keep track of the cuts already made. Therefore a
sequent is of the form - [A], T, where A is the list of the cuts that have been made
during the proof of - I". A proof IT of - [A], T is represented by means of an operator
u in the C*-algebra Moy, ., (B(¢?)), where m, n are the number of formulas in A and
I" respectively. Finally, the matrix o = (oy;) is defined by

09i2i—1 = O2j—12; = 1 fori =1,... ,m and all other entities are 0. Here is an example:

Consider the proof

FA AL F AL A
- [A], AL, A

where we have applied the cut rule to two instances of the axiom F A, A*. The
interpretation of = A, AL is given by the 2 by 2 symmetry matrix (here u; and u,)
and u is the interpretation of the cut rule on these sequents. Note that u represents
the sequent - [A], A+, A and hence it is a 4 by 4 matrix: m = 1 and n = 2. Note also

that the execution formula can be written as
EX(u,0)=(1- 02)(220:0 u(ou)™)(1 — 02).

For this example, we have u(ocu)? = 0, the zero matrix. Finally, cut-elimination
applied to our example yields - A, A+, whose denotation is obtained by removing the

first 2(=2m) rows and columns of the matrix EX (u,0).
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0010
0 0001
Up = Uz = ’
10 1000
0100
0100 0010
100 0 0 001 )
o= U+ uou = , u(ou)* =0
0000 1001
0000 0110
0000
0000
EX(u,0) =
0 001
0010

Girard proved the following soundness theorem for the Gol interpretation of sys-

tem F in the C*-algebraic setting.
Theorem 5.1.1 (Girard [47])

(i) If (u,0) is the interpretation of a proof Il of a sequent - [A],T then ou is

nilpotent.

(ii) If T does not use the symbols “?” or ‘“”, and = is any cut-free proof of = T
with interpretation v, obtained from Il by using the standard Gentzen reduction

steps in any order, then EX (u,0) = v.

The Gol interpretation was extended to untyped A-calculus by Danos in his PhD
thesis [33]. Danos proved that in the class of pure-nets, i.e. nets designed to represent
A-terms, (ou) is nilpotent iff the associated pure-net represents a strongly normalising
term. Danos and Regnier further extended the Gol interpretation to define a path-
semantics for proofs(=programs). The idea is that a proof net is represented by a set
of paths and the execution formula is an tnvariant of reduction. We will discuss this
view in more detail in Chapter 9.

Hence the

nilpotency = strong normalisation
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correspondence was established for system F and A-terms. However, there were some
disconcerting issues left: the nilpotency condition is not adapted to recursive pro-
gramming, neither is it in harmony with non-terminating algorithms. This issue was

addressed by Girard in [45]. Consider the central part of the execution formula,
CP(u,0) = u(l — ou)™

which represents the computation. Girard realised that the most general solution to
the problem of existence of this term without asking for the nilpotency of (ou) is
to demand that it exist as an unbounded operator (in the sense of a closed densely
defined one.) One uses the weak topology on B(¢?) which is the topology of pointwise
convergence, when ¢? is endowed with its own weak topology. Girard proposed the
notion of weak nilpotency, i.e. convergence to 0 with respect to the weak topology on
B(¢?). He proved that C'P(u, o) makes sense as a densely defined unbounded operator
exactly when (ou) is weakly nilpotent and showed that fixed-point operators a la ML
satisfy this property. Malacaria and Regnier were able to prove the weak nilpotency
for the pure A-calculus in [88]. The proof is a corollary of the main result of that
paper stating that no cyclic path in a pure net can be repeated consecutively.

Finally in [48], Girard extended the geometry of interaction to the full case in-
cluding the additives and constants. He also proved a nilpotency theorem for this
semantics and its soundness with respect to a slight modification of familiar sequent
calculus in the case of exponential-free conclusions.

In this thesis we will be interested in the multiplicative and exponential fragments
of linear logic and hence will not further discuss the latter work. We continue our
review by discussing the categorical implementation given for Gol by Abramsky and

Jagadeesan [5].

5.2 A Categorical Implementation

Abramsky and Jagadeesan gave the first categorical realisation for Gol in [5]. Their
formalisation is based on domain theory and arises from the construction of a cate-

gorical model of linear logic. The execution formula is replaced by a least fixed-point
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operator, essentially a generalisation of Kahn’s semantics for feedback in dataflow
networks [69, 70].

The construction in [5] uses subcategories of the category Predom of w-complete
posets and continuous maps, called GZ-categories, to construct a model of linear logic,
that is a *-autonomous category with products.

Next, a type-free GZ-model is used to give an interpretation of geometry of inter-
action. A type-free model consists of an object D in a GZ-category such that it is a
domain equipped with certain retractions. The idea is to use this as a “universal do-
main”, using the retractions to internalise the definitions of the linear proofs, with all
types denoted by D. One thus associates to a proof IT of - [A],T' a Predom morphism
f: D> — D?min - One defines the feedback formula, FB(f,o): D™ — D", by

where 7(i,%) = &, n'(4,7) = @ and Y is the familiar Tarski least fixed-point op-
erator. The permutation o : D*™ —s D?™ defined by o (1, %2, "+, Tom_1, Tom) =
(9,1, , Tom, Tom_1) Tepresents the cuts. The feedback formula can be written as:
FB(f,0) =7(\V, f®), where f*) : D* — D?m+n ig defined inductively by

f(O) -

FED = (o x 1) f <n'f® 1> .

The dynamics of cut-elimination is modeled by the sequence of iterations to the fixed-

point, f©, f1 ... and strong normalisation is represented by a finite convergence

property, f#) = f+1) — View F®),
Finally we have the following theorem:

Theorem 5.2.1 (Abramsky & Jagadeesan [5]) Let IT be a proof of a sequent -

[A],T in second order classical linear logic, with [11] = f. Then,
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1. If there are no occurrences of 8 either explicitly in I or in any of the witnessing
formulas used in the existential quantifier rule to introduce occurrences of 3 in
[-in particular, if neither ® nor 3 occurs in T'-then if II reduces to II' by any
sequence of contractions, with [II'] = g, then FB(f, of) = FB(g,04). In
particular, if II' is any cut-free proof obtained from I1 by cut-elimination, then

FB(f,O'f) =4.

2. f has finite convergence property: (3k € w)[f*) = fE+1],

5.3 General Gol Construction

The ideas and techniques used in [5] and the notion of abstract trace and Int con-
struction, introduced by Joyal, Street and Verity [67], led to a more abstract for-
malisation of Gol data in the notion of Gol Situation introduced by Abramsky in
[2]. Gol Situations give an abstract embodiment of the essential ingredients of Gol
for the multiplicative and exponential fragment. Furthermore, in his Siena lecture
[2] Abramsky introduced a General Gol Construction, that we will call Abramsky’s
programme. This program was sketched in [2] and worked out on the category PInj.
In this thesis (Chapter 6), we develop this program in full detail and generality. The
idea of this program is that a Gol Situation can be used to construct models of
computation, i.e. combinatory algebras which are models of untyped combinatory
logic. This construction first yields a structure called a Linear Combinatory Algebra
(LCA). It is then a short step to a combinatory algebra. This construction can be
made in a more general context, namely one can start with a Weak Linear Category
(WLC), which essentially consists of a symmetric monoidal closed category together
with a symmetric monoidal functor and some additional structure. The beauty of
working with a Gol Situation at the basis of the program, is that the notion of trace
comes to play an important role in the model. It is used to define the binary appli-
cation operator in the LCA. Below we give a schematic description of Abramsky’s

programme.
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Abramsky’s Programme:

| Gol Situation |

g

l
‘ Weak Linear Categories ‘

GO, V)
!
‘Linear Combinatory Algebra

standardisation

!
Combinatory Algebra

quotienting
{



Chapter 6
Linear Combinatory Algebras

Abramsky in his categorical interpretation of Girard’s Geometry of Interaction (Gol)
observed that the Gol programme was constructing a Linear Combinatory Algebra
(LCA) (to be defined in this chapter). In the previous chapter, we outlined this
programme. In this chapter, we develop this programme in full detail and generality.
We start with a weak linear category and show how to construct an LCA. A weak
linear category comes very close to being a model of linear logic, however we relax
some of the conditions and hence we get a weaker structure. We will see that this is
exactly what we need to implement the Gol programme in a categorical setting. This
construction is quite general and indeed captures the CA construction from a given
CCC [77, 9, 78].

We will next consider WLCs that are constructed using a Gol Situation which es-
sentially consists of a traced symmetric monoidal category with some extra structure.
It is precisely here that the connection to Girard’s execution formula is established
and captured by the trace operator in a traced monoidal category. Subsequently, one
can construct a CA, a model of untyped combinatory logic, from the given LCA.
This corresponds to the translation of intuitionistic logic into LL using !A —o B as
the translation of the intuitionistic implication A = B.

This chapter is organised as follows: we first give a short review of combinatory
logic, next we recall the definition of weak linear categories and linear combinatory

algebras. Next, we explain the construction of a linear combinatory algebra from a

89
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weak linear category. In Section 6.3, we focus on weak linear categories that can be

obtained from a Gol Situation.

6.1 Combinatory Algebras

The presentation in this section follows the texts by several authors [13, 77, 62, 56].

Combinatory logic (CL) was invented by Schonfinkel in 1924 and independently
by Curry in 1930. The idea was to provide a non-set-theoretical foundation for
mathematics based on the abstract notion of function and application, the same goal
that motivated Church’s invention of A-calculus in the 30’s. In combinatory logic
there are no bound variables and hence the complications of A-calculus are avoided.
Combinatory terms are built from a binary operation - (application), infinitely many
variables and the constants S, K and I. The terms built solely from constants (no
variables) are called combinators. Originally Shénfinkel used S and K only and T
was defined as I = (S.K).K. The equality relation on combinatory terms is defined

as the least congruence generated by the reductions: (- is associated to the left)

Sexyez = (202)(y-2)
Kzxzy > =z

I.x = =x

The fundamental property of combinatory logic is the so-called combinatory com-
pleteness: given an arbitrary combinatory term with free variables contained in the
set {x1, %2, ,x,}, denoted by M (Z), there exists a constant term (combinator) F
such that:

P& = M().

This says that every “polynomial” M(Z#) can be written in the form F.Z for some
closed term F. In this sense {S, K} forms a basis for combinatory terms. In this
thesis we will use a different basis for combinatory terms that we discuss later.

To make the connection with proof theory we will consider typed combinators.

There is a well-known connection between simply-typed A-calculus and the natural
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deduction formulation of propositional intuitionistic logic called the Curry-Howard

isomorphism [63, 78]. The Curry-Howard isomorphism establishes a correspondence:

proof < A-term
formula < type

normalisation < [-reduction.

Similarly, the Curry-Howard isomorphism establishes a connection between typed
combinatory logic and Hilbert-style (as opposed to natural deduction) formulations
of propositional intuitionistic logic.

A proof in a Hilbert-style formulation of logic is a sequence of formulas each
of which is either an axiom or follows from previous formulas in the sequence by
the application of an inference rule. The formula proved is the last element of the
sequence. Here we will consider the implicational fragment of intuitionistic logic.

There is only one inference rule, namely modus ponens:
a= L0 «
g
and there are two axiom schemes, which are the principal types of the combinators
S and K:
(5): (= (=)= (a=f) = (a=1)),
(K): a= (= «a)

Intuitively, we think of S and K as functions and their types as determining

MP

domain and codomain. For example, K : o = (f = «) is the function such that for
any © € o,y € 3, (K.x)-y = .

Finally we have the following correspondence:

proof < typed CL-term
modus ponens <+ application operation

axioms <> the constants K and S.

With the Curry-Howard isomorphism at hand we can identify the implicational

fragment of several substructural logics, including of course linear logic. We first
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introduce a different basis (the original one used by Curry) and their principal types.

We will write zy for x.y and - is associated to the left.

Ix - identity

Bzxyz > z(yz) composition or cut
Cryz » xzy exchange or commutator
Wzy > xyy  duplication

Kxy > =z discarding

The principal types for these combinators are:

a= «

(B=7) = ((a=p)=(a=1))
B=(a=7)=(a=(8=17))
(a=(a= )= (a=p)

a= (= a)

> = Qw o~

As noted above, the set {I, B, C, W, K'} forms another basis for combinatory logic

terms. Hence, S is expressible in terms of these combinators, indeed
S = B(B(BW)C)(BB).

A close investigation of the types reveals the correspondence with Gentzen’s se-
quent calculus formulation. In particular, notice that W corresponds to the contrac-
tion rule and K corresponds to the weakening rule (see Chapter 2.) Also a remark
concerning resource manipulation is in order. Notice that the combinators B,C and
I use each of their arguments exactly once. K does not use one of its arguments (y
above) and W duplicates one of its arguments (y above). Therefore, it is natural to
expect that the combinators B,C and I are linear combinators (see the discussion in
Chapter 2.)

Indeed, the combinators B, C' and I give a Hilbert-style axiomatisation of the
{—o} fragment of intuitionistic linear logic, the combinators B, C' and K give a
Hilbert-style axiomatisation of the {—o} fragment of intuitionistic Affine logic and

B,C,I1,W give a Hilbert-style axiomatisation of implicational fragment of relevance
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logic. Finally, B,C, K,W give a Hilbert-style axiomatisation of the implicational
fragment of intuitionistic logic [11, 105].

We close this section by discussing the model theory of combinatory logic. Com-
binatory algebras (CA) are models of combinatory logic. A combinatory algebra
(M, -, K,S) consists of a set M together with a binary operation - on M and two
distinguished elements K and S of M such that:

(K-z).y =2 and ((S-z)-y)-z = (z-2)-(y-2)

for all z,y,2z € M. Combinatory algebras are never associative, never commuta-
tive, never finite and never recursive [13, 56]. Nevertheless, they are interesting and
important structures in theoretical computer science. A closely related structure is
a A-algebra: a combinatory algebra which satisfies all provable equations of the A-
calculus. Not all combinatory algebras are A-algebras. Curry showed that by adding
five extra axioms, that we call Curry azioms, to CL the resulting theory is equivalent
to the A-calculus (see [13], Chapter 7 and [56], Chapter 4.) Hence one can get a

A-algebra from a combinatory algebra via quotienting by these axioms.

6.2 Weak Linear Categories

In this section we introduce Weak Linear Categories (WLC) and Linear Combinatory
Algebras (LCA) and construct such algebras from WLCs. We also show how to obtain
(standard) combinatory algebras from linear ones. The latter corresponds to Girard’s
translation of intuitionistic logic into linear logic. We next consider a special class
of WLCs which are obtained from traced symmetric monoidal categories using the G

construction of Abramsky which we discussed in Chapter 2.

Definition 6.2.1 A Weak Linear Category (WLC) (C,!) consists of the following
data:

1. A symmetric monoidal closed category C,

2. A symmetric (not necessarily strong) monoidal functor ! : C — C,
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3. The following monoidal pointwise natural transformations (pointwise naturality

suffices for the construction in Theorem 6.2.5):

a) der :! = Id (dereliction)
b

(c

(d) weak :! = K (weakening, K; is the constant I functor)

(a)
(b) ¢ :! =!! (comultiplication)

) con ! =I®! (contraction)

)

Note that we do not require (!, der,d) form a comonad, nor that (14, weak 4, con,)

form a comonoid (cf. Chapter 2, linear categories.)

Definition 6.2.2 A reflezive object in a WLC (C,!) is an object V' of C with the
following retracts:

1.V oVaV

2.1V aV

3. 1<V
Since cartesian closed categories (CCC) are symmetric monoidal closed categories
(SMCC), all the usual domain theoretic constructions of reflexive objects in CCCs

[78] also yield reflexive objects in the WLC-sense, as follows:

Proposition 6.2.3 Let C be a CCC and V be a reflexive object in C, i.e., VV QV.
Then (C,Id) is a WLC and V is a reflexive object in the WLC-sense.

Proof. Any CCC is an SMCC. Id is a symmetric monoidal functor from C to itself

and the following are monoidal natural transformations:
1. derA = 1A
2. 04 =14

3. conyg =< 14,14 >

W

. weaky = f: A — T; the unique map from A to terminal object T

It can be easily shown that VY <V implies T <1V [9]. Moreover, V —o V =VV qV,
W =1d(V)=V <V and I =7 <V and hence V is a reflexive object in the WLC-

sense. -
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Definition 6.2.4 A Linear Combinatory Algebra (A, -,!) consists of the following
data:

e An applicative structure (A4, .), i.e. a nonempty set .4 and a binary operation -

on A.
e A unary operation ! : A — A
e Distinguished elements B,C, I, K,W, D, ¢, F of A,

satisfying the following identities (we associate - to the left and write xy for x-y,

x-ly = z-(ly), etc. ) for all variables x,y, z ranging over A.
1. Bryz = z(yz) Composition, Cut
2. Czyz = (xz)y Exchange
3. Ixr =x Identity
4. Kx'ly =x Weakening
5. Waly = xlyly Contraction
6. Dx!y = xy Dereliction
7. 0lx = Nz  Comultiplication
8. Flzly =!(zy) Monoidal Functoriality.

The principal types for the combinators above are given as:

(8 —7) — ((a = ) — (@ — 7))
(B~ (@ —7)) = (a (7))
a—o (I —o «)

(!l —o (la =0 B)) —o (lav —0 fB)

lav —ollay

(a =0 B) —o (la —o )

(o —o B8) —o (la —o!3)

MO I xR QW
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The typed linear combinatory logic corresponds to a Hilbert style axiomatisation
of the {!, —} fragment of intuitionistic linear logic [2],[11, 105], in the same way
that typed combinatory logic gives a Hilbert style axiomatisation of the implicational
fragment of intuitionistic logic (see the discussion in Section 6.1.)

Let (C,!) be a WLC and V be a reflexive object in C with retracts V- —o V.V (r, s)
and 'V < V(p, q) where (r,s) and (p, q) are the retraction morphisms. We define the
following operations on the set C(I,V):

e Given f,ge C(I,V), frg=ev(sf ®g)
e Given f € C(I,V), !f =p!fo; where p;: I —!T and ! = (!, ¢, ¢;).

Theorem 6.2.5 Let (C,!) be a WLC and V' be a reflexive object in C with retracts
V—oVaV(rs) and 'V <V (p,q). Then (C(I,V),-,!) with - and ! defined as above

15 a linear combinatory algebra.

Proof. Let C be a SMCC and ! = (!, ¢, ¢;), we first recall some properties of the
evaluation map and transposition that we will be using. Given f: A B — C'in C
we denote its transpose by Ay o(f): A — B —o C. A is natural in A and C, i.e.

Ay c(h(f®@1p)) =Aac(h)f

Aycr(gh) = (1 — g)Aac(h)

forallh: A B—C, f:A — Aandg:C — C".

The evaluation map evap : (A —o B) ® A — B has the universal property:
evap(A(f)®1y) = ffor f: C®A — Band evy p(9®14) =hforg: C — A —o B.
Here h : C ® A — B is such that A(h) = g. evy p is also natural in B and dinatural

in A, i.e. The following diagrams commute:

(AoB oA  p
(]-A_of)®]-A BL)B, f
(Ao B Y®A B’

€VA,B!
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(A-oB)®A YAE | g
(f —O ]-B) ® ].A
(A oB)®A AL A |1,
1A’wB®f
(Ao B)® A’ B
€VA B

The principal types for the combinators, given earlier in this section, will guide
us in defining the combinators.

Recall that we have the following retractions: 'V <V (p,q), V —o V < V(r,s) and
IaV.

We proceed with the definition of the combinators. In each case, we first define the
combinator, next we give the diagrams necessary for the verification of the respective
identity for the combinator being defined
Identity Combinator I:

=g I"™WV ov v

The following diagram commutes for all z : I — V:

€V

(V-oV)@V 1%

Aly) ® 1y ly
I®‘<:V
1;®z|==

I®I=1
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and therefore, I.x = ev(sI @ r) = ev(A(ly) @ z) = x.
Weakening Combinator K:

K=y T8V (Vo) 5V o1 o1) 5V ov L1

where k = 1y ® weaky and weaky !V — I. The following diagrams commute for

all v,y: I — V-

(Vo(V—oV)RVelV oV

A2(k) ® 1y o
IoVZV
1@r==x
ol
(1)
(IV —o V)@IV v v VoV —" .y
Ak)z®1 1 (1loa)®l o
eV =V IMW@:@Y (Vo(Vol)eV 1V oV
1®lypr 1 A (k) @z Ak)x
I®l v .V I®l I Y

(2) (3)

a = r(q —o 1) in diagram (3) above, also diagram (3) uses diagram (1). To see the
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commutativity of diagram (2) above, consider

h = A Y A(k)x)
= A '(A(k(z®1))) naturality of A

= kz®1)

= (1Quweaky)(xz® 1) = (z ® weaky)

Hence

h(1Rlypr) = (z® weaky!yypr)

= (x ® weakpr) naturality of weak

= (z®1)

= .

Given z,y : I — V', we have

weak is a monoidal natural transformation

K.z = ev(sK ® )
= ev((1 —r(qg - 1))A*(k) ® 2)
= ev(

= al(k)x diagram (3)
= r(q¢ — 1)A(k)x.

A(k)z®@ypr)
= ev(1® qp)(A(k)r®lyer)

) gp=1

= I diagram (2)

(
(1 — a)A?*(k) ® x) where a = r(q —o 1)
(

(1 ®@p)(Ak)z®lyer))

dinaturality of ev

99
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Composition Combinator B:

B=us I™ (VoV) o (V-oV) o (Vo) 57V oV -ov)

l—or

VoV-1V
Whereb:(V—oV)®(V—oV)®V1®£(V—oV)®Vi>V
The following diagrams commute for all z,y,z: 1 — V:

(V—oV) = ((V-oV)=(V-oV)el —oV)=(V-oV)o({-oV)

A1 A?(D)
1o (V V) 1@V V)
1® sz
el (1)

ev

(V-oV)o(VoV)a((V—-oV) VoV
A (b)sr®1 A Y (A%(b)sx) = hy
I®(V - V) — . I®(V-oV)

1® sy

I®1 2)
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ev

(V-oV)eV V
hisy®1
' hy = A~ (hysy)
IRV
1® =z
I®I1 (3)

hysy

naturality of A

naturality of A
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(V-oV)eV

(s o1)®1
(V= V)

1®s

(V—oV)oV)® [V —oV)

(1—or(s—or)®l
(V—-oV)—o ((V-oV)

A (b) ® sx

ev

102

—-o V)V

V=V oV

ev

- (V—oV))V oV

A

ev

r(s —or)

(V—-oV)—o(V-oV)
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ev

(V-oV)V %
(sol)®1
(V—oV)—oV)oV V-5V oV 1
1®s
(V—oV) V)@ (V o V) v -V
(1-orel r
(V—oV) = (VoV)8l oV) ————( <V)
A?(b)sz ® sy hysy
I — I
(5)

B.x = ev(sB® 1)
= ev((s —or(s —or)Ab® ) sr=1
) 1

= ev((s o1)®1)(1 —or(s -o7)®1)(A*(b) ® )

= ev(1®s)(1 —or(s—or)®1)(A*b) @) dinaturality of ev
= ev(l —or(s —o7r)®s)(A3b) ® )

= ev(l or(s—or)®1)(1®s)(A*b) @)

(s —o r)ev(1 @ s)(A*(b) ® ) diagram (4)
= 7(s —or)ev(A3(b) ® sx)
(

=r

= (s —or)A%(b)sz diagram (1)
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s —or)A’(b)sz®y) sr=1
D((1 —or) @ 1)(A*(b)sz ® y)
1 —or)®1)(A*(b)sz®y)  diagram (4)
® 5)(A*(b)sz @ y)
(1 ® s)(A*(b)sz ®@y)
= rev(1®s)(A*(b)sr ®y)  diagram (5)

) ®
s)((
( r)
(1-ore
(

= rev(A*(b)sz ® sy)

= rhysy diagram (2)
= rA(b)(sz®1)sy

Beayz = (Be-wey)ez

= ev(s(B-x-y) ® 2)

= ev(A(D)(sz ®1)sy ® z) sr=1

= ev(hsy ® 2)

= hyz  diagram (3)

= b((szr®@1)sy®1)z
I1@ev)((st®1)sy®@1)z
(sz@1)(1;®@sy) @1)(1 ® 2)
(st ®sy®1)(1Q 2)
(

ev(
= ev(l®ev
(
= ev(l®ev)(szx® sy® 2)
(
(
-+ (y-

)
)
= ev(l® ev)
)
= ev(sr®ev(sy® z))

= ev(sr ® y-2) definition of -

2) definition of -

Exchange Combinator C' :
3 C
C =ae T3 (Vo (V0 V) 0 (V = (V= 1))

(1—os)—o(1—or)
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§—or

(VoV)=o(VoV)RV oV -1V
where ¢ = (V= (Vo V)@ VeV =3 (Vo (VoV)aVel ™

(VoV)oV =V
The following diagrams commute for all z,y,z: 1 — V:

€v

(Vo VoV) = V—o(VoV)alV oV -—oV)—V-o(l —oV)

Ae)y®1 1
10V —o (V- V) M@VwWwW
1® (1 —o s)sz
Iy (1)
(V—o(VoV)aV - -V oV
A?(c)(1 —o s)sz® 1 1
rav hy = AH(A%(e)(1 —o s)sxi Vel
I®y
Iol ()
(VoV)eVEZ—V
hy®1 by = A= ()
IV
I®z

1ol (3)



CHAPTER 6. LINEAR COMBINATORY ALGEBRAS 106

€v

(V-oV)V -V

(1 —os)s—o1)®1
(V—o(V-oV)oV)QV 1

1®(1—os)s

(V=0 (V 1)) = V)& (V o (V -0 V) —— " ¥

(1—o(r(l—or))®1 r(1 —or)

€ev

(V—o(VoV)o(Vo(VoV)alV oV -oV)—=V-o(l-—oV)

(4)

ev ev

(V—-oV)@V V (V-oV)V 1%

(1—or)®l r (1—os)®1 s

(Vo(VoV)aV VoV (Vol-oV)aV VoV

(6)
hly = A
A

(A(A(c))
TAA()((1 - s)sz®1))y naturality of A
1 s

h2:

HA(((1 o 8)sz @ 1)y 1)) naturality of A
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C-x

(1
ev((1 (1 ® (1 0 5)s)(A%(c) ® )

—or(l —or)

ev(sC ® x)
ev(((1 —o s)s —o r(1 —o 7))A%(c) ® 2) sr=1
ev(((1 0 s)s o0 1) @1)((1 or(l—or)@1)(A()®
cv(1® (1 —0s)s)(1 or(l—or)@1)(Ac)®a)  diagram (4)
ev((1 —o (1 —o 7)) ® (1 —o 5)s)(A%(c) ® )

( )®

1

r(1 —or)ev(1® (1 —o 8)s)(A*(c) @ x)  diagram (4)
7(1 —o 1)ev(A*(c) ® (1 —o s)sz)
(1 —o

T r)A?(c)(1 —o s)sx diagram (1)

(Cex)-y
= ev(s(C-z) @y)

C’.{L'.y

(s
= ev((1 - 7)A%*(c)(1 —o s)sz ®@y) sr=1
(1 —=r) @ 1)(A*(o)(1 —o s)sz @)
(A%*(c)(1 —o s)sz ®@ y) diagram (5)

= ev
= rev
= rhy diagram (2)

= rA(e)((1 - s)sz®@ 1)y

C.xyz = (Coxey)ez
= ev(s(C.zy) ® 2)
= ev(A(c)((1 o s)sz @ 1)y 2) sr=1
= hyz  diagram (3)
= ¢(((1 os)sz®@1)y®1)z

107
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= ev(ev®1)(1®0)(((1 ©s)sz®@1)y®1)z  definition of ¢
= ev(ev®1)(1R0)(((1 ©s)sz®1)(1;Qy)@1)(1; R 2)
= ev(ev®1)(1®0o)((1 ©s)srRY® 2)
= ev(ev®1)((1 o s)sx®0(y® 2))
= ev(ev®@1)((1 - 8)sTr® 2R y)
= ev(ev((1 —0 8)sT ® 2) @ Y)
= ev(sev(szr®2)®y)  diagram (6)
(

Contraction Combinator W:

W may T8 (1 0 (V0 1) o (V = V) "5 (17— (7 0 1)) —o

(Vo) "EDE Y o (0 V) o (v 1) P o) o v
VoV =V

where w = (V. —o (IV —o V))&IV =87 (V. —o (V —o V)) @ (VelV) =5
IV o V)RV 5V

(IV —o (IV =0 V)) = (IV = V)V —o (IV —0 V) 21V oV

AM(w)®1 1

[®W —o (IV —o V) Yw v

1®(p—o(p—ol)s)sz

I®1 (1)
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ev

IV - V)RV V
Aw)(p —o (p o 1)s)szx®1 1
h
IRV V
1®lyer
I®l1 (2)

h = A_I(A(w)(p —o (p —o 1)s)sx)
= A Y (A(w((p —o (p —0 1)s)sz ® 1)))
= w((p—o(p—ol)s)sz®1)

cony

17 1!
Pr Yr & or
I— — Iel

(3)

naturality of A

109
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(VoV)eV S 7

(p—o(p—ol)s)s—o1)®1
(W —-o(lV-oV)oV)@V 1
1®(p—o(p—o1l)s)s

(W —o(V—-oUV)oV)QV —o(V-oV)—V

(1 or(g—o1)®1 r(qg —o 1)

(V= (lV—=oV)) o (lV-oV))RIV — (IV —o V) — IV oV

(4)

s)s —o r(q —o 1))A*(w) ® x) sr=1

(¢ = 1))A*(w) @ 2)

)(1 -0 7(q - 1))A*(w) ® z)

ev((((p—o (p o 1)s)s 0 1) ®@1)((1 —or(g = 1)) ® 1)(A*(w) @ 2)
®1)(A*(w) ® ) diagram (4)

®
1
—~
®
—
=
$
—
=
$
[a—y
~—
~—
VA
= — =
—~
N
[y
6
<
—
]
$
[S—Y
Nt

)
=
—_
b
<
)
b
=
®
=
—
®
=
b
=
b
=
=
Py
>
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v

= ev(s(W-r) ®ly)
= ev((qg — D)A(w)(p —o (p — 1)s)sz ® plypr) sr=1
= ev(((g = 1) @ 1)(A(w)(p — (p —o 1)s)sz @ plyypr)

(

Il
o

q
= ev(1®q)(A(w)(p — (p — 1)s)sz @ plyyr) dinaturality of ev
v(A(w)(p — (p — 1)s)sz@lypr)  qp=1

= Dlyp;  diagram (2)

= w((p— (p—o1)s)sz@1)lyer

= ev(ev ® 1)(1 ® cony)((p —o (p —o 1)s)sz®ypr)

v(ev @ 1)((p —o (p —o 1)s)sz @ conv (lypr))

Il
o

ev ®1)((p —o (p — 1)s)sz @ (lyRly)conror) naturality of con
)sz @ (('y@ly)conrer))
)s2)@ypr)®lypr  diagram (3)

= ev(ev((p —o (p—o 1)s
= ev(ev((p —o (p—o 1)s
= ev(ev((1 —o (p— 1)s) ® 1)((p — 1)sz @ 1)(18!yer))Rlyer)

p —o 1)sev((p —o 1)sx @ 1)(1Qlyer))Rlypr) naturality of ev
v((p — 1) ® 1) (sz®y¢r))®lysr)

(
sev(1 @ p)(sz®lypr)®lypr)  dinaturality of ev
(

= ev((

— ellp o 1)s

— alp 1)

= ev((p —o 1)sev(sz @ plypr)Rlypr)

= ev((p — 1)s(z-1y)Rlyer) definition of -
v(((p — 1) @ 1)(s(z-ty)@lyer))

= ev(1®p)(s(z-ly)®lypr))  dinaturality of ev

Il
o

(ev
(
(ev
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

= ev(s(z-ly) @ plyer)
= x2.ly.ly definition of .

Comultiplication Combinator ¢ :
§ =gy I "W oV =W oV 3V o V5V where 0y

'V — !V is the component of dereliction monoidal natural transformation at V.



CHAPTER 6. LINEAR COMBINATORY ALGEBRAS

(V-oV)®@V vV
o (g o1)®1
1V —oV)elv Ly
‘ IV -oV)®V 1
Aldy)® 1 1
5, 1®q
eV n |
| IV - V)@l e v
legr ‘
(1—-opp @1 plp
I®I (1)

1V —o)elv Ly

(2)

d-lr = ev(sd @ pleyr)
= ev((q — p'p)A(dv) ® plzpr) sr=1

= e

ev(1 ®q)((1 —o plp) ® 1)(A(dv) ® plagr)

= ev((1 —plp) @ 1)(1 @ ¢)(A(0v) ® plaer)

= plpev(1 ® q)(A(dv) ® plrgr)

= plpev(A(Ov)®lzer)  qp=1

= plpdv!zpr diagram (1)

= ppllzdrer diagram (3)

= plpllzlorer diagram (3)

= Nz definition of !z

Dereliction Combinator D:
D —def I (V —0 V) (’V —O V

1)
)swqw

112

(g o1)®1)((1 —plp) @ 1)(A(dy) ® plrpr)

diagram (2)

diagram (2)

1—or

VolV-oV)2VoV-5V
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where d = (V o V)@V "2 (Vv o V) oV L V.
ev ev
(V-oV)o(V—-oV)®(V—-oV)—eIV-oV (IV-oV)V -V
A?(d)®1 1 Ald)sr® 1 1
Ad h=A1(A(d
IQV oV )\ oy 9V (A(d)sz)
1® sx 1®lypr
I®I (1) I®1 (2)
ev
(V-oV)eV |4
d
(s 01)®1 I v
(V—oV)—o V)@V 1 ly Y
d
1®s 2
' ev
(V—oV)—oV)e ([ —oV) v o 1
(1 —o(r(g—o1))®1 r(q —o 1) I—— .7

(V-oV)o(lVoV)aV oV %lV oV

(3)

A (A(d)sz)
= A YAd(sz®1)))
= d(sz®1)

naturality of A
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Dz = ev(sD®x

= ev((l or

= r(qg—o 1ev((s o 1) ® 1)(A*(d) ® z) diagram (3)
= 7(qg —o Dev(l1® s)(A*(d) @ z) diagram (3)

= 7(q —o 1)ev(A?*(d) ® s)

= r(q¢ — 1)A(d)sz diagram (1)

D.xly = (D-x)-ly
= ev(s(D-z) ® plyer)
= ev((q —o 1)A(d)sz ® plypr) sr=1
= ev((g o 1) ® 1)(A(d)sz @ plypr)
= ev(l1®q)(A(d)sz @ plyer) dinaturality of ev
= ev(A(d)sz®lypr)  qp=1
= hlyp;  diagram (2)
= d(sz® 1)lypr

= ev(l®@dery)(sz @ 1)lypr definition of d

(
= ev(sz ®dery)(1®yer)

= ev(sz @ derylypr)

= ev(sr @ yderrpr) diagram (4)
= ev(szt®y) diagram (4)

= Ty definition of -

Functoriality Combinator F:
2 ls—o(g—o —0
F =gy TRV 0 V) 0 (W =olV) 25PNy o (v 0 V) 3

1-—or

Vo(VoV)—=VoV-——=V.
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where f =!(V — V)@V (V0 V) @ V) <51V

((V =0 V) = (IV —olV)@NV —0 V) —Lu 1V oIV

Al 1
IRV —o V) Alf) WV —olV
1R!slzer
Il (1)
IV —lV)elV -1y
A()lslepr @1 1
h = AN YA(f)!slwpr)
eV — " = ATYA(f(tslrgr ® 1))
= f(lslzpr®1)
1Ry p;

ol (2
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ev

(VoV)aV -V
(Isg o1)®1
((V—oV)oV)aV 1 T@l — 1
1®!sq proer  |er
(V- V) o V)RV o V) — 2 .y QU — 2~ (1o 1)
(1-or(g—op)®1 r(¢ —o p) (4)

((V = V) —o (IV =V ))&V —o V) e IV —olV

(3)

F.r = ev(sF ®pleyr)

v((Isq —o 7(q — p))A*(f) @ plagr)  sr=1

= ev((!sqg o 1) @ 1)((1 —o r(g — p)) @ 1)(A*(f) @ plwgr)

= ev(18!sq)((1 o r(g — p)) ® 1)(A*(f) ® plrp;)  diagram (3)
= ev((l o r(qg —op)) ®1)(1®!sq) (A*(f) ® plagr)

= 7(q o plev(A*(f)®!slzpr)  diagram (3)

Il
o

(
= 1(¢ o p)A(f)!slzer  diagram (1)
Faaty = eo(s(Ftz) @ )

= ev((qg —o p)A(f)!slzpr @ plyer) sr=1

= ev((1 op)@1)((g = 1) @ 1)(A(f)!slzpr @ plyepr)

= pev((qg — 1) @ 1)(A(f)!s!lzer @ plypr) naturality of ev
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= pev(1® q)(A(f)!slzer @ plypr) dinaturality of ev
= pev(A(f)!slzor®lyer) =1

= phlypr diagram (2)

= pf(lslzer @ 1)(1lyer)

= plevp(Islzer @ 1)(18ypr) definition of f

= plevp(!(sz)pr @ 1)(1!y¢r) l'is a functor

= plevp(l(sz)®y) (1 ® ¢1)

= plev!(sz @ y)p(vr ® 1) l'is a monoidal functor
= pl(ev(sz ®@Y))e(pr ® ¢r) l'is a functor

= pllev(sz®y))pr  diagram (4)

= (z-y) definition of - and !

|

Definition 6.2.6 A (Standard) Combinatory Algebra consists of a pair (A, -5), where
A is a nonempty set and ., is a binary operation on A, and distinguished elements
By, C,, I, K,, and W, of A satisfying the following identities for all x,y, z variables

ranging over A:
1. Byesegyosz = Tog(yes2)
2. Cyosoglyosz = (Te52)-5y
3. Iyesx =2
4. Kgeszosy =
5. Wiesosy = Te5y+sy

It is more common in the literature to use combinators K, and S, in the defi-
nition of a combinatory algebra where S-sz+5y-s2 = (2-52)-5(y-52). However, as we
discussed in Section 6.1, the set { By, Cs, I, K, Wy} also forms a basis for the terms
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of combinatory logic and S5 can be defined in terms of this basis elements, indeed
Ss = By+s(Bys(By+sWy)5C5)+5( B+ Bs).

Let (A, -, !) be a linear combinatory algebra. We define a binary operation -5 on
A as follows: for a, 8 € A, a-s8 =g a-!8. ' Next consider the following elements of

A.
1. B, =ge; C-(B+(B-B-B)-(D-I))-(C-((B-B)-F).5)
2. C, =go; D-C
3. I, =gep D1
1. K, =g D-K
5. W, =y D-W

Theorem 6.2.7 Let (A,-,!) be a linear combinatory algebra. Then (A, -5) with -
and the elements By, Cy, Iy, K, Wy as defined above is a combinatory algebra.

Proof. We verify the necessary equations:

Cysesx-5y-sz = DClxlylz
= Cuzlylz
= (212)ly
= (+52)sy

I;.sx = (DI)'x
= Iz

= T

Kg-sresy = DK!aly
= Kuzly

= X

!The same observation has been made by Girard (see [44], page 17.)
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Byst-sy-sz = C(B(BBB)(DI))(C((BB)F5)lziy!z
= B(BBB)(DI)z(C((BB)Fd)ly!z
— BBB(DI'z)(C((BB)F)8)iy!z
= BBB(Iz)(C((BB)F)d
— BBBxz(C((BB)F)s
= B(Bz)(C((BB)F)s
= Bz(C((BB)F)dly
= z(C((BB)F)dty!z

ylz
Nylz
)ylz

1z

)
)

Weeszesy = DWialy
= Wazly
= zlyly
= ZegYesy

|

We remark that in the case of CCCs (see Proposition 6.2.3 above) the associated
linear combinatory algebra agrees with the (standard) combinatory algebra structure,

since

Tegl = ;L'.!y = z-y.
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6.3 General Gol Construction

In this section we will study an important class of examples of WLCs which are
constructed using traced symmetric monoidal categories. This will relate the notion
of trace to computation and will yield new models of untyped combinatory logic
incorporating the trace operator into the binary application operator in a combinatory

algebra.

Definition 6.3.1 A Gol Situation is a triple (C,T,U) where:
1. Cis a traced symmetric monoidal category

2. T :C — C is a traced symmetric monoidal functor with the following retrac-
tions:

(a) TT < T (e,e') (Comultiplication)

(b) Id<T (I,I') (Dereliction)

(c) TRT<T (¢,c') (Contraction)

(d) K< T (w,w'") (Weakening). Here K; is the constant I functor.

Note that the retraction morphisms above are monoidal natural transforma-

tions.
3. U is an object of C, called a reflexive object, with retractions:

(a) UU QU (j,k)
(b) IQU
(c) TU < U (u,v)

Given a Gol Situation (C,7,U) with U ® U < U(j, k) and TU < U(u,v), where
(7, k) and (u,v) are the associated retract pairs, consider the homset G(C)(I,V")
where I = (I,I) and V = (U,U). Recall that G is the compact closure construction
we discussed in Chapter 2. Note that by definition (since we are in the strict case)

GgOI,V)=CU,DU).
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Theorem 6.3.2 Let (C,T,U) be a Gol Situation, then (G(C)(I,V),-,!) is an LCA,
where V = (U,0), GOIV) = CUU), f-g = Trily((ly ® 9)(/7), and 1f =
w(T f)v for any f,g € C(U,U).

Proof. Note that G(C) is a compact closed category and hence it is symmetric
monoidal closed, see Proposition 2.3.3. Let T = (T,1,v;), we define the end-
ofunctor ! : G(C) — G(C) as follows: !(AT,A") = (TA*,TA") and given
f: (AT A7) — (B*,B7),

If =4y TAY®@TB™ = T(A*®@B) -5 T(A-®@BY) = TA @ TB".

It follows easily that ! is a symmetric monoidal functor. Next, we define the following

monoidal pointwise natural transformations:

o der(a+ a-y N(AT, A7) — (AT, A7) =gy oarga- (U4 ® 14-) where A <
TA (Ia,1),

® 5(A+,A—) Z!(A+,A_) —)”(A—i_,A_) =def 0'T2A+,TA—(624+ &® €A—) where T2A <
TA (€A7€i4)7

® CON(A+ A-) :!(A+, Af) —)!(AJr, A7)®!(A+, Af) =def OTA+®T A+ TA- (Ci4+ X CA—)
where TAQTA<TA (ca,cy),

o weakatay Y(AT, A7) — (I,I) =4 orra-(wyy ® wy-) where I <
TA (wa,wy).

With the definitions given above, (G(C),!) is a WLC. Also, it follows (see Lemma
2.3.5) that V' = (U,U) is a reflexive object in G(C) and hence by Theorem
6.2.5 (G(C)(I,V),-,!) is an LCA. Given f,g € G(C)(L,V), f-g = ev(sf ® g) =
ev(oveuu(k®J)f ®g) =Trgy((1®g)(kfj)) see Figure 9 below. Also ! f = p!fo; =
(v (u@v)) (T ) (orrpr @y ') = (W @u) (™ T ) (¥r@v) = u(T f)v (see
Figure 10 below.) In the derivation of ! f, we have used the following identities which

are consequences of 1" being a monoidal functor and C a strict category.

Yru(r ®v) =v, (Y7t ® u)@/}l_}] =u
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U U
gy
U U
— i f k [
k y U
U_ o U
u—-’ U
j f k

Figure 9: Derivation of f-g.

Definitions of the combinators follow from those given in the proof of Theorem
6.2.5. However, due to the importance of the class of examples arising from a Gol
Situation we will include the derivation of these definitions in our graphical calculus.
Here we will simply include the diagrams for the combinators. The details leading to
there definitions starting from the formulas given in Theorem 6.2.5 can be found in
Appendix B.

Notation: We introduce as in Figure 1 the following graphical notation: (see Figure
11)

The combinators are defined as follows:

1. I =45 a7y, where
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I M |
T TI
Y i alw
o — RIOT
L n *_‘ Tl
v — YTV -1y
Y Ty y - gt -
LHIGRY v ll—';T(f);llJ14_ 'u —
y |
[
\"
[
[ v | [ | [, ]
LY L Tf L u |

Figure 10: Derivation of !f.

2. B =4ef ayf3, where

(a) a=3j(i®1)(i®j®J])
(b) B=(k@kk)(k®1y)k

(c) v = the permutation 7 in Figure 13.

3. C =4 ayB3, where

(a) a=j(1®)i®lr®jely)
(b) B=(k@1ly @k 1y)(k®k)k

(c) v = the permutation 7 in Figure 14.

4. K =405 a3, where

(a) a=j(j®1)
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— - f — — u — — - \Y ——
U U U
R U —»
J B k
—— —
] U

Il Il I
B Y a

Figure 12: Identity Combinator I

(b) 8= (k&®1)k

(c) v=m(ly® fx ®1y), where fxr = vwywyv and 7 is the permutation given

in Figure 15.

5. W =4ef ayB, where
(a) a=j(lv ®j)(j®Jj® 1)
(b) B=(kk®1y)(1y @ k)k

(€ y=m(luv @gw ®1y @ fw)(1®1®1® o), where gw = (u® u)cpv, fv =

Figure 13: Composition Combinator B
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B Y a

Figure 14: Exchange Combinator C

f .
— Kk K ] e ——

B Y a

Figure 15: Weakening Combinator K

Figure 16: Contraction Combinator W
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k
—* — -
i k ] S

[f] -
Lof

Figure 17: Dereliction Combinator D

I 1 1
B Y

Figure 18: Comultiplication Combinator d
ucy (v ® v), and 7 is the permutation given in Figure 16.
6. D =4er a8, where
(a) a=j(j ®J)
(b) B =(k®k)k

(c)y =7(ly ® gp ® 1y ® fp), where fp = uly, gp = lyv and 7 is the

permutation given in Figure 17

7. 0 =gey a3, where

(a) a=j

(b) B=k

(¢) v = ovu(fs ® gs), where f5 = ueyT(v)v and g; = uT' (u)eyv. See Figure
18.

8. F =g4¢r ay3, where

(a) a=j(j ©1v)
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(b) B=(k®1p)k

(¢) v =7(fr®gr), where fr = uT(j)Yvu(v®UV), gr = (u®u)1/}571UT(k)v and
7 is the permutation given in Figure 19.

Figure 19: Functoriality Combinator F

There exists an alternative proof of correctness for the combinators in this case
(not involving Theorem 6.2.5.) We can use the graphical calculus which involves
the rules given by the axioms of traced symmetric monoidal categories, naturality of
symmetry morphisms and properties of morphisms used in the definition of combina-
tors to show that combinators satisfy their respective equations. In this approach we
consider each combinator as a morphism from U" — U™ where n is determined by
the type of the combinator. We also represent variables in the same way. It is easier
to check the correctness of combinators using such a representation. These are given

in Appendix C.



Chapter 7
Particle-style Semantics

In the previous chapter we studied WLCs that were constructed from traced symmet-
ric monoidal categories using Abramsky’s G construction. In this chapter we focus
on a special class of traced symmetric monoidal categories, namely traced unique
decomposition categories introduced in Chapter 4. Such categories provide us with a
dataflow-like interpretation and formalise the “particle-style” Gol in the terminology
of [1].

7.1 Combinators in UDCs: Dataflow View

As was shown in Chapter 6, linear combinatory algebras can be constructed using
traced monoidal categories. This relates the notion of trace to computation and
yields new models of untyped combinatory logic, namely combinatory algebras. In
this section we show how to define combinators in a unique decomposition category
and to construct a linear combinatory algebra from such a category.

Let C be a traced UDC, T : C — C an additive endofunctor and U a reflexive
object in C such that (C,T,U) forms a Gol Situation. Consider the set C(U,U).
Recall from the previous chapter that we defined the binary operation - and unary
operation ! on C(U, U) as follows: given o, 3 € C(U,U), a-f = Tr;;((1y @ B) (karj))

128
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Figure 20: Binary Operation -

and la = uT(«)v. In matricial form we have:

1 0 kiagr kiag , . C\n .
- = TrgyU ! ].1 ! ].2 = kiag + Z kiaga(Bkacga)™ (BRacry).
koo kocgo

necw

k
where j = [ Ji 7o ] and k = [ . This operation is represented diagrammatically
2

in Figure 20. Note that we have omitted the boxes for ji, j», k1 and ks in order not

to load the figure. Recall that kj = 1ygy and hence k,,j, = 1y if m = n and 0

otherwise. We will next define the combinators.

7.1.1 Sum-over-Paths: Dataflow Interpretation of Combina-

tors

We explain the process of defining combinators. We purposely use both diagrammatic
order (f;g) and algebraic order notation (¢gf). So (from above) j,; ky, = 1y if m = n,
and 0 else.

Combinator I:

I must satisfy the equation I-x = x. We view the right hand side of this equation
as the required specification; the path from environment Env to x is labelled as 1,
similarly the path from z to Env is labelled 1y (see Figure 21(b)). Note that we
think of Env as the object U and the connection from Env to x is thus a morphism
from U to U namely, 1y in this case. On the other hand, we view the left hand side
of the equation I.x = z as the existing structure (circuitry). In this circuit the box
representing the combinator [ is initially empty and our goal is to design the internal
circuitry of I in such a way that we meet the required specification. We proceed as

follows (see Figure 21(a)): (1) According to the required specification there must be a
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path from Env to x, hence we put a path with yet unknown label 1 through the box.
This provides us with the connection from Env to x, namely the path labelled j;; 1; ko
that will take us from Env to x. Now, the specification also requires that the label
of this path be 1y, hence the unknown label, 1, must be chosen is such a way that
J1;1; ko = 1y, therefore 1 = ky; jo (using the equations above) (2) Similarly, according
to the required specification there must be a path from z to Env and hence we put a
path labelled 2 through the box for I, thus we have the path labelled jo; 2; k; from x
to Env. Moreover, according to the specification this path must have 1, as its label,;
i.e., 72;2; k1 = 1y and hence 2 = ky; j;. This completes our design for the box I. We
have two paths inside the box in parallel with labels ky; jo and ko; 7,. We combine this
information in a sum which we call sum-over-paths formula. Hence, I = kq; jo + ko3 J1
or with categorical order of composition I = jyk; + jiko. The procedure of design
can be compactly represented in a tabular form: here the first and second columns
represent the required specification read from the right hand side of the equation.
The third column represents the design inside the box with unknown labels (1 and
2). Finally the last column provides the last piece of information needed, that is the

unknown labels. These can be found by comparing the second and third columns.

Required Specification

Path Label Design | Solution

Env — 2z | 1y Jui;Like | 1=k 50
r— Env | 1y J2; 27k | 2 =ko;

We now verify the correctness of our design for I, namely we would like to verify
I.x = x with I = joky + j1ks. We will use a dataflow (particle) argument for this
verification as follows: Suppose a particle coming from the environment (see Figure
21(a)) arrives at the left hand port of the box I. This would be on the path labeled
ji. Now there are two different paths to choose and only one must be chosen. Since
the label of the path on which the particle arrives is j; and noting that j;;ky = 0
(representing a disconnection) and ji;ky = 1y (representing connectivity with label
1), our particle will choose path 1 (inside the box), labelled ki; jo and hence will
arrive at the right hand port of the box with a label ji; kq; jo = jo. At this point the
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k

1
k:
2 X

(b)

Figure 21: Combinator I

particle is faced with another choice, namely one between paths labelled k; and ko
respectively. However, as the particle has arrived at this point with a label j5 and
since jo; ki = 0 represents lack of connectivity, the path labelled k; will be chosen
taking the particle to the entry of box x. The label of the path from Env to x that the
particle has taken is ji; k1; jo; ko = 1y as we expect from the required specification,
(see Figure 21(b)). Our particle now passes through x and finds itself on the exit port
of z and following the path from there leading to the box for I arrives once again at
the left port of the box for I, faced with two choices. This time it chooses path 2
labelled ks; 71 because jo; k1 = 0 represents a disconnection and jo; ks = 1y7. This way
the particle arrives at the right port of the box with a label j5; k9; j; = 71. This time
the way to go will be via the path labelled k; which will lead the particle to Env with
a label ji; k1 = 1y, also in agreement with the required specification. This completes
our verification process and establishes the correctness of our design.

Combinator K:

K must satisfy the equation K.z-ly = x. Viewing the right hand side of this equation
as the required specification for the design of K and the left hand side of the equation

as the given circuitry with box K to be designed, we obtain the following information.
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']
Lo

(b)

Figure 22: Combinator K

Required Specification

Path Label Design Solution
Env — x| 1y Ji g Lika | 1= kis ke je
r— Env | 1y J2; 25 ki3 k1 | 2 = ko5 Jis

Using reasoning similar to the case of combinator I, we find that K = jyk? + jiks.
We verify the equation of K by following a particle coming from Enwv through the
box; such a particle will necessarily follow the path labelled j;;7; and will choose
path 1, labelled kq; kq; j2, because ji; ke = 0 and j1; k1 = 1y, at this point the particle
arrives at the junction of k; and ky and since jo; ke = 1y and jo; k1 = 0, it will
choose the path labelled by ky leading to x. This results in a path with the label
Ji;g1; k1 kv 9oy ko = 1y yielding the desired specification for the path from Env to
x. Upon exiting the box = the particle arrives on the path labelled by j, and by the
same reasoning chooses path 2 and subsequently ki; k;, exiting to environment, the
resulting label being 7o; ko; 71; 71; k1; k1 = 1y as required by the specification.
Combinator B:

B must satisfy the equation B.z.y.z = x-(y-z). Proceeding as in the previous cases:
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Required Specification

Path Label Design Solution

Env — x| ji g g1 g 1 ke 1= ks ks ki g g2
rT—y ka; ja J2; 25 k1 ko 2 = ko; k23 J15 J25 1

Yy —z ka 925 J15 35 ks ks ko | 3 = Ky ko ko; g2; J1s
zZ—Y J2 J25 s Jus 4y ks ke | 4= ks ky; ks ga; J2s
y— k15 ja J2; J1; 55 ko 5 = ki; k2; k15 J2; J2
r— Env | k J2; 6; k1 ks by 6 = ko; ki3 515 715 01

Hence B = jg]lk:{’ + j1j2j1]{7% + ]%jgk%kl + j1j22]{72]{7% + jgklkgkl + ]flﬁkg

(b)

Figure 23: Combinator B
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A particle coming from Env will follow the path j;;71; 71 and hence will choose

path 1 in the box which will lead it to x with label ji; 715 71; k15 k1 k13 Jis Jos ke = 71

as expected. Similarly a particle leaving x will choose path 2 which will lead to y

with label jo; ko; ko j1; J2; 715 k13 ko = ko; j1 which agrees with the specification. The

verification of the correctness for the remaining paths is exactly similar to these

arguments.
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Combinator C:
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C must satisfy the equation C'.z.y.z = x.z-y. Proceeding as in the previous cases:

Required Specification

Path Label Design Solution

Env— x| ji; )1 Jus g g Like | 1= ks ki ks gis gis Ja
rT—y k1; ko J2; 25 k1 ko 2 = ky; ks ka3 Jas 1
rT—z ko 925 3s ks ks ko | 3 = koj ko; g2 715 1
zZ— J2 J25 J1; g1 4y ko | 4 = ka5 ks ka; g2; 2

y —x J2; )1 J2; 13 55 ko 5 = ki; k2; j2; J1; J2

T — Env | ki k J2; 65 k1 kas kv | 6 = kos ks kg g1

Hence C' = j2j12k§’ + J1j2kok1 ko + jszki + Jgkﬂf% + Jaj1J2kok1 + ji’k%kz

(b)

Figure 24: Combinator C

The verification process is analogues to the case of combinator B.

Combinator W:

W must satisfy the equation W.x.ly = z.ly.ly. Proceeding as in the previous cases:
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Required Specification
Path Label Design Solution
Env —x JisJh g g Lika | 1= ki ke is g g2
x — 1y (first copy) ka; fw J2; 25 k1 ko | 2 = kos ko fw; J2s
x — 1y (second copy) | ki; ko fwa | Jo; 35 k1 ko | 3 = kaj ks ko fwa; Jos i
ly (first copy) — = gws Jo J2; J1; 4 ko | 4 = ki ka; gwi; J2; 2
'y (second copy) — = | gwa; jo; 1 | JoiJi; By ke | B = ks k2; gwo; Jo; s J
r — Env kq; ky J2;:6; ki ki | 6 = kos kas ks jus

The first copy of 1y is the one on the left in Figure 25(b). Hence
W = jojikt + jrjefwiks + jijefwekakiks + j3qwikaky + jajijogwaokaky + jikT ko

Where fy1 = ucy (v@v)i1, fwa = ucy(v@v)iz, gw1 = p1(u@u)cyv, and gy = p2(u®
u)cyv. The verification is done similarly to the previous two cases. However, notice
that we have replaced the 13’s in the specification by fu1;!y; gw1 and fuo; 'y; gwo.
This has been done in order to distinguish between the two copies of !y. However,

we need to justify this encoding. Indeed we have:

gwvilyfwr = pi(u @ u)cpoud (y)vucy(v @ v)n
= p(u@u)T(y)cy(vv)n
= p(u@u)cyep(Ty @ Ty)(v @ v)iy naturality of ¢y
= p(u®u)(Ty®Ty)(vev)u
= ulyv
=

Similarly gwo!y fw2 = y.
Combinator D:
D must satisfy the equation D.x.ly = z.y. We proceed as in the previous cases,
however notice that in defining the specification for combinator D we have replaced
y by fp;ly;gp, where fp = uly and gp = Ilj;v. First, note that y = fp;ly;gp as
elements in C(U, U).
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ap'yfp

(b)

Figure 25: Combinator W

lyvuT (y)vuly

T (y)ly

e naturality of I
Y
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We use this particular coding because the required specification (right hand side

of the equation for D) is given in terms of y, whereas we are only given !y for our

design (see Figure 26(a).) Intuitively, we can think of !y as infinitely many copies of

y and the coding here chooses a single copy out of the infinitely many given copies of

Y.
Required Specification
Path Label Design Solution
Env — x| j1 Jisgis ke | 1 = kis ks g1 90
—— ko fo J2; 2 ks ko | 2 = ko ko foi Jos i
ly —x gp; J2 J2;J13 35 ko | 3 = ki3 ke gp; g2 72
z— Env | k Jos 4 ki ki | 4 = ko k1515 1
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@

(b)

Figure 26: Combinator D

Hence D = jyj1k? + j1jofDks + j2gpkoky + jikiko. where fp = uly, gp = ly;v. The
verification is similar to the previous cases.
Combinator §:
0 must satisfy the equation .1z = !lz. As in the previous case we need to explain
the way we have found the specification used here. We have replaced !z by fs5;!x; gs
because we have to get !z, using !z which is given. Here f5 = ueyT (v)v and g5 =

uT (u)ey;v. Also note that 1z = f5;!2; g5 as morphisms in C(U, U).
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glefs = uT(u)egoul (z)vueyT (v)v

= uT(u)e,T(z)eyT (v)v

= uT(u)eyeyT(T(x))T (v)v naturality of ey
w)T(T(x))T (v)v

= uT(1z)v
= Nz
Required Specification
Path Label Design | Solution
Env — 1z | f5 Ju L ke | 1 =ki; fs; 72
v — Env | gs J2; 25 k1 | 2 = ka3 953 )1
5

R

y

@

s @ %
(b)
Figure 27: Combinator ¢

Hence 6 = jofsk1 + ji1gske where f5 = ueyT(v)v, gs = uT(u)epv. The verification

is similar to the previous cases.
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Combinator F:
F must satisfy the equation F.lz.ly = !(z-y). Notice that we need to evaluate !(x.y)
and express it in terms of !z and !y as these are the given morphisms for our design.

Hence, we proceed as follows:

zvy) = ul(z-y)v

v T is traced

T (kxj)y)v T is monoidal

kxj)v)v

u® T(y)y 'T(E)T ()T () (v ® 1ry)) naturality of T'r

= Tr((u® vuT(y)vu)y"T(k)vuT (z)vuT (j)b(v @ 1))

u @ vlyu)y T (k)vlzuT () (v ® 1))

1y @ v)(1p ® 1) (u @ w) " T(k)vlzuT () (v ® 1))

= Tr((1ly ® ) (v @ u)y~ " T(k)vlzuT (j)(v @ v)) dinaturality of T'r

I
~
3

((
((
((
((
((
= Tr(1®y)(gr'lzfr))

where fr = uT(j)(v ® v), gr = (u ® W' T(k)v and T = (T,4b, i) Also, fpr =

fru, fra = friz, gr = prgr and gry = pagr. (see Figure 28(b).)
Proceeding as in the previous cases:

Required Specification

Path Label Design Solution

Env — 1z | fm Jui g ke | 1= kis ke fr; g2
v — 1y | gr J2; 25 k1 k2 | 2 = ka; gro; J2s 1
ly — o fr2 J2; 01335 ko | 3 = ku; ko fro; Je
v — Env | gm J2; 4 ki k1 | 4 = ko gr1; g1




CHAPTER 7. PARTICLE-STYLE SEMANTICS 140

(b)

Figure 28: Combinator F

Hence F' = jZfFlk% + J1729r2ke + jofrokaki + j129F1k2-

The verification is similar to the previous cases.

Theorem 7.1.1 Let C be a UDC, T an additive endofunctor on C and U an ob-

ject in C such that (C,T,U) is a Gol Situation. Let the distinguished elements
I,B,C,K,W,6,D,F of C(U,U) be as defined above. Then

1. (C(U,U),-,") is an LCA.
2. Combinators respect the dataflow (particle) semantics above.

Proof. The verification procedure given above constitutes a proof. However, we need
to show that the defining terms for combinators (the sums) actually exist. This is
achieved using the correspondence of such sums to morphisms in the model category.
Below, we give a complete proof for this theorem by showing that the definitions given

for combinators in Section 3 of Chapter 6 reduce to the sums that we have derived
above.
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1. Combinator I:

I =jok

(o a1[13] [

= jok1 + 71ko

2. Combinator K:

K=j(o)r(le fx®1)(ko 1)k

) - 0 0 1 ki 0O
. . Ji 2
= 0 0 ko O
[]1 J2 ] [ 0 0 1 ] fr 2
1 0 0 0 1

= j2k% + j1J2frkoki + j%k2

= jok? + jiko.
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Note that fx = uwpwyv and wy : I — TU = Orpy. This follows from the

naturality of Wy and additivity of T: Wy = wU11 = T(OUU)U}U = OTU,TUwU = OI,TU-

Therefore fx = Oyy.

3. Combinator B:

B=jio)([i®i®j)rnkekk) (ke 1)k
. g1 Jo o
—[,71 ]2] 0 0 1 0 0 J1 j2 0 0

]j1j20000
00 0 0 ji s

Tk @ k®k)(k® 1)k



CHAPTER 7. PARTICLE-STYLE SEMANTICS

Jije Jijedi 1da Jedi 73

Jijs 33 Jtde Ji Jied

0

o O = O O O

0

_ o O O O O

0
0
0
0

ki
ks

o O O o = O

o O O o o =

O O O = O O
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(kokok) (ko 1)k

= JoJik} + j1jokok? + jakikoky + jPjakaky + jPkiko + j1jaji k3.

4. Combinator C"

C=j®/)ielejeal)r(kele®k®l

B

Jt

J
ji J2 00 0
00 Ji J2

- |

]12]2 ]1]2 ]2]12 ]2]1]2 ]22

J2

o O = O O O

S O = O

~—

o O O O O

1

(k ® k)k

0 0
0 0

J2

0 0

o = O O O O

o O O o o =

_ o O O

o o O = O O

T(k®10ke 1) (ke k)k

o O O O = O

kR10k1)(kQk)k
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ki 0O

ko O

0O 1 0
= | jodi 73 Jodije i ije Jije 0 0 k

0 0 ko

0O 0 0O

_ o O O O O

ki 0
ky 0O

0 Kk
0 ko

= JoJik? + j3kok? + jojijokoky + JikTke + Jijokekika + jijoks.

5. Combinator W :

W=jl1®/)ieie)r(lewoll fw)(leleleo)(keke1)(1®k)k

1 0 0
0 J1 J2

=[]

(kk®1)(1®k)k

]jleOUO

0 0 0 0 1

[0 0 1 0
00 0 fuo
= j12 J2J2 j2j12 J2J1J2 j22 1 0 0 0
0 gw2 0 O
| 0 gwan 0 O

= j2j% j2j1j2gW2+j229W1 j12 Jiujefwe  Jijefw

= j2j12k% + J2J1J29wokeky + j§9W1k2k1 + j%k%l@ + J1jafwekakiks + j1j2fw1k§-

6. Combinator D:

D=ji®j)r(1®gp®1® fp)(k® k)k

0

Jw

0
0
0

(k@ko1)(1Qk)k

|

ki
ks

1 0
0 ki
0 ko

143

0 0 71 jo 0|7(1@mmel®fw)(1®l®l®o)
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0 0 1 0 ki 0
o Jji g2 00 00 0 Jp ky 0 ky
- [ Ji o J2 ] .
0 0 J1 )2 1 0 0 0 kl k2
0 gp O 0 ko

= jajik} + j3gpkoky + jikiko + jijafDk3.

7. Combinator §:

6 = jouu(fs ® gs)k

~Laa]] ) o]

= Jafski + J1gsko.

8. Combinator F":

F=jieo)r(fr®gr)(k® 1)k

. 0 0 gm ki 0
_ [ o ] Ji g2 0 kq
Ju )2 0 0 1

0 0 gr2 kQ 0
= jofmiki + jafrokoki + jigriks + j1jograks.

fri fr2 O 0 1

144



Chapter 8
Examples and Computations

In this chapter we consider various examples of Gol Situations formed by traced
UDC s, in particular, we give detailed discussion for the categories PInj, Hilb, and
SRel. We will also investigate the combinators in these categories. In Section 6
we give two examples of computations with combinators using the algebraic (ma-
tricial) machinery that we discussed in Chapter 7. We also discuss Abramsky and
Jagadeesan’s work on Gol [5] and relate it to a Gol Situation, based on the category

of domains. N and C denote the set of natural and complex numbers respectively.

8.1 Plnj

Consider the category PInj of sets and partial injective functions. We have already
seen that PInj is a traced UDC. We will show that (PInj, Nx — N) is a Gol Situation.

Lemma 8.1.1 Let C be a traced UDC and T : C — C be an additive functor. Then,

T 1s traced.

Proof. Let f : X @ U — Y ® U be a morphism in C, then Tr§y.(f) = fii +

145
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ZnEw f12f;2f21' Let T' = (Ta dja 77b1) and g = lb;,}]T(f)’QZ}X,U Then,

_ TYTU  TX,TU
g = M gty

o) yvogtx T ")
o)y tby T () oty T (")

YU ; X,U
Py fu )

Similarly, we have gi» = T'(f12), g21 = T'(f21), and gao = T'(fo2).

T(TT%,Y(f)) = T(fu+ 2 peufizfonfo)
= T(fu) + X neT(f12)T(f22)"T(f21), T is additive
= 11+ D pew 912999921
= TT%)(?,TY(w)ZIUT(f)T/)X,U)'

Therefore, T' is traced. O

Proposition 8.1.2 (PInj,N x — N) is a Gol Situation.

Proof. Recall from Chapter 4 that PInj is traced symmetric monoidal category.
The tensor product is taken to be the disjoint union of sets with () as the unit.
Clearly T = N x —, with T' = (T,,1y), is a symmetric monoidal functor where
Yxy NXxXWUNxY — Nx (XWY) is given by (1,(n,z)) — (n,(1,2)) and
(2, (n,y)) — (n,(2,y)) and it has an inverse defined by: (n,(1,z)) — (1, (n,x)) and
(n,(2,9)) — (2, (n,y)). Also, ¢y : ) — N x () given by 1y is clearly an isomorphism.
We need to show that 7" is additive. Let {f;};c;r be a summable family in PInj (X,Y),
then

(n, f;(z)), if there exists a j € I such that x € Dom(f;);
(In x 32 fi) (n, ) = ’ !

undefined, else.

but this is exactly the definition of (>_,(1n x f;))(n, z) for all (n,xz) € Nx X. There-

fore, Nx — is an additive functor and thus, by Lemma 8.1.1 it is also traced. In other

words, given f : X@U — VWU we have Iy X Tr¥  (f) = Trif 5wy (0 (Inx f)).
We show that N is a reflexive object.
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e NWUNN(j, k) is given as follows: j : NN — N, j(1,n) = 2n,j(2,n) = 2n+1
and k : N — NWN, k(n) = (1,n/2) for n even, and (2, (n — 1)/2) for n odd.
Clearly kj = lywn. Define 51 = jiy, jo = jto, k1 = p1k, ko = pok where p; and ¢;
are as defined in Example 4.0.15.

e () < N using the empty partial function as the retract morphisms.

e N x N < N(u,v) is defined as: u(m,n) =<m,n>= w

+ n (Cantor
surjective pairing) and v as its inverse, v(n) = (ny,n2) with <nj,ny>= n.

Clearly, vu = Iyxn.
We next define the necessary monoidal natural transformations.

o Nx (Nx X)X NxXand Nx X 25 Nx (NxX)

N x (N x X) 25 N x X is defined by, ex(ny, (ng,z)) = (<ny,ny>,2). Given
f X — Y, (1N X f)eX((nla(n%x)) = (<7’L1,7’L2>,f(517)) = eY(lN X (1N X
f)(n1, (ng,z)) for all ny,ny € N and = € X proving the naturality of ex.
e (n,x) = (n1, (ng,x)) where <ni,ny>= n. eyex(ny, (ng,z)) = ey (<ny, ny>

,x) = (nq, (ng, x)) for all ny,ny € Nand z € X.

e X X5 Nx X andNx X 25 X
Ix(z) = (ng,z) for a fixed np € N. Given f : X — Y, (Iy x f)ix(xz) =
(no, f(x)) = ly f(x) for any = € X, proving the naturality of [x.

, T, if n = ny;
Ix(n,z) =
undefined, else.

Ilx(z) =l (ng,z) =z for all x € X.
o (Nx X)#(NxX) 5 NxXand Nx X % (Nx X)w(Nx X).
(1, (n,2)) = (2n,z)
Cx =

(2, (n,x)) — (2n+ 1, x)

Given f: X — Y, (Iny X flex(1,(n,x)) = 2n, f(z)) = cy(In X f W 1y X
f)(1,(n,z)) for all n € N and x € X. Similarly (1y X f)ex(2, (n,x)) = (2n +
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L, f(x)) = ey(In X fW1n X f)(2,(n,x)) for all n € N and x € X, proving the
naturality of cx.
(1,(n/2,z)), if n is even;
(2,((n—1)/2,z), ifnisodd.
Finally, cyex (1, (n,z)) = ¢y (2n,z) = (1, (n,x)) and dyex (2, (n,x)) = x(2n +
1,x) = (2,(n,x)).
o 0 "5 Nx X and Nx X =5 (.
Let wx and w'y both be the empty partial function. Clearly for any f: X —
Y, (Iy X fluwx = w'y1y, proving the naturality of wx. wwyx = 1.
|
Note that the combinators are elements of PInj (N, N). We use n L 1/ to denote
n = n/(mod k). More explicitly we have :
e Recall that I = jok; + ji1ks. Hence, I(n) = n+ 1 for n even and n — 1 for n

odd. Note that I is a total function.

o K = joki + j?ko. Hence, K(n) = n/2+ 1 if n = 0, 2n — 2 if n is odd and
undefined else. Therefore K is a partial function and this partiality intuitively
corresponds to the information erasing feature of K as a combinator: (since
Kxly =x, 1y is “lost”.)

o B=jogiki + jikiks + j3kikoky + jijajiks + 57 2k3k + 15 koky .

;

n/2+1 ifn=0,
o(n—1) ifn=1,
nj2+2 ifn=

IS

2n —4 if n =3,

n—2  ifn=6,

n+2  ifn=d
\

Note that B is a total function.
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o C = jojik} + jikika + jijokokiks + jojijokoky + jjoks + j3kok3.

p

n+1 ifn =0,
n—1 ifn =1,
. 8
) = 1 (n—1)/2 1fnf5,
2n +1 if n =2,
on—1) ifn=3,
n/2+1  ifn=4

Note that C is a total function.

o W = joiik? + jijofwiks + jijafwakekika + j3gwikaki + jojijegwokak: + j2ki ko,
where fu = ucy(v ® v)u, fwe = ucy(v ® v)ig, gw1 = pi(u ® u)cyv, and

gwa = p2(u ® u)cyv. Therefore, the maps fiy;, gw; for i = 1,2 are given by:

fwi(n) =<2nq,ny>,

fwa(n) =<2ny + 1, ny>,

gw1(n) =<nq/2,ny> if ny is even, and undefined else, and
gwa(n) =<(n1 —1)/2,ny> for ny odd and undefined else.

Here n =<nq, ny>.
4

2 + 1 if n = 0,

4(<my/2,mo>) + 3 if n = 2, my even, (n — 2)/4 =<my, my>,
W(n) = 8(<(my —1)/2,mo>)+5 ifn % 2, my odd, (n — 2)/4 =<my, my>,

(n—1)/2 if n =1,

A(<2my +1,me>) +2  ifn=5, (n—5)/8 =<mi,ms>,

4(<2my, mgo>) + 2 if n = 3, (n—3)/4 =<my, my>.

\

Note that W is a total function.

o D = joj1k? + j2kiko + j1j2fpks + j2gpksk, where fp = uly,gp = ljjv. Fix a
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natural number ng, then fp(n) =<ngy,n> and

No, if n1 = no;
gp(n) =
undefined, else.
where n =<ny,no> .
r ‘ 4
n+1 if n =0,
n—1 ifn =1,
D(n) = 4(<ng, (n — 3)/4>) +2 ifn=3,
dmy + 3 ifnéQ, my = ng, (n — 2)/4 =<mq, my>,
undefined otherwise.
\

Note that D is a partial function. Recall that D as a combinator behaves
according to D-x-ly = x-y, that is intuitively it chooses a single copy of y from
the given infinitely many copies of y. We can think of this as erasing all the
other copies and hence the partiality in its definition (as a function on natural

numbers.)
e 0 = jofski + j1gsko where fs = ueyT (v)v, gs = uT (u)ejv. Therefore
fs(<nq, <mq, me>>) =<<ny, my>, my> and

gs(<Kmy, mo>, no>) =<my, <mg, ngy>>.

5(n) 2(<<ny,mi>,my>)+ 1 if neven, n/2 =<ny, <my, my>>,
n) =
2(<my, <mg, ny>>) if n odd, (n —1)/2 =<<my, mo>,ny> .

Note that ¢ is a total function.
o ' = jofmkl + jigrike + jijagroke + jofrokek: where fr = uT(5)v(v ® v),

gr = (U ® UW}*IT(k)U and T' = (vaa,(vbf)' Also, frm = fru, fre = frto,
gr1 = pigr and gps = pagr.



CHAPTER 8. EXAMPLES AND COMPUTATIONS 151

fp1(<n1, 7’LQ>) =<nq, 27’LQ>,
fp2(<n1, n2>) =<nq, 2n2 + 1>,
<Ny, ng /2> if ny is even,

gr1(<ny, np>) =
undefined, else.

<nq, (ng — 1)/2> if Ty 1S Odd,
gr2(<ni, ny>) =

undefined else.
(2(<m1, 2my>) + 1 ifn = 0, n/4 =<my, my>,
o<my, 2my +15) 41 ifn =0, (n—2)/4 =<mi,mo>,
F(n) =1«
4(<my, ma/2>) if n odd, my even, (n —1)/2 =<my, my>
[4(<my, (mg —1)/2>) +2 if n odd, my odd, (n —1)/2 =<my, my>

Note that F' is a total function.

8.2 Pfn

Recall that Pfn is a PAC and hence is a traced UDC. The trace formula for Pfn is
the standard sum form as for PInj. Clearly N x — is an additive and hence a traced
functor. Note that the morphisms used in the previous example are partial injective

functions, hence partial functions. In view of this we have:
Proposition 8.2.1 (Pfn,N x — N) is a Gol Situation.

The combinators are defined as in the case of PInj.

8.3 Rel,

Recall that the category Rel, of sets and binary relations is a PAC and hence a
traced UDC. Trace is given by the standard sum. Also, N x — is an additive and
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hence a traced functor. The morphisms used in the case of PInj are partial injective

functions and hence in particular they are relations. Thus we have:
Proposition 8.3.1 (Rel,,N x — N) is a Gol Situation.

The combinators are the same as in the case of PInj.

8.4 Hilb,

Recall from Chapter 4 that Hilb, is a traced UDC with trace given by the standard
sum formula. The tensor product is the direct sum of Hilbert spaces. However, recall
that this operation is not a biproduct (or coproduct) in the category Hilb,. With
this proviso we keep using the notation & for this tensor product. In view of the
contravariant functor £ we have the following result. Let ¢? denote the space f5(N).

Recall that this is the Hilbert space of square summable sequences.
Proposition 8.4.1 (Hilby, /> @ —, (?) is a Gol Situation.

Proof. Clearly the functor /> ® — : Hilb,— Hilb, is a symmetric monoidal functor.
Also, observe that £ ® fo(X) = (5(N x X) and 1p2 ® lo(f) = lo(1x x f). Moreover,
(> ® — is an additive and hence a traced functor. This follows from the fact that
N x — is an additive symmetric monoidal endofunctor on PInj.

Also, we have that 2@ (? = (,(NWN) <145 (N) (la(k), 02(7)), {0} = (D) < ¢, and
finally /* ® (2 2 l5(N x N) <1 l5(N) (l3(v), l2(u)) for j, k,u,v as in Section 8.1. This
proves that ¢2 is a reflexive object in Hilb,.

As for the monoidal natural transformations:
o PR (2R y(X)) Q2R la(X) (bo(ely), la(ex)) for ex, €’ as in Section 8.1.
o [r(X) AP ®l(X) (bo(ly), lo(lx)) for Ix, I as in Section 8.1.

o (PR03(X))D (12 R(X)) al?®(X) (ba(cy), la(cx)) for ex, dy as in Section
8.1.

o {0} Q2 ® (X)) (by(wy), la(wx)) for wx,w as in Section 8.1
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The naturality of the morphisms above follows from the underlying structure of PInj

and functoriality of /. O

The combinators are simply the /5 images of those given in Section 8.1.

Remark 8.4.2 The Gol Situation (Hilby, /?® —, /?) captures the operator algebraic
setting used by Girard in [47] (see Section I in [47].) However, there is an important
difference between our execution (trace) formula and Girard’s execution formula.

Recall that Girard’s execution formula

EX(u,0) = (1 - 0*) X3 qu(ou)"(1 — 0?)

is a sum that may or may not converge: it converges whenever (ou) is a nilpotent
operator. Also, recall from Chapter 5 that strong normalisation was interpreted by

nilpotency. On the other hand, our trace formula

Tr(f) = fu+> ,fizfssfa

always exists. Therefore, the nilpotency criterion should be replaced by a different
property that will make sense for the latter formula. The author strongly believes in

the conjecture:
strong normalisation = finite sum

The proof of this conjecture and further research into using this criterion to distinguish
the strongly normalising terms of untyped lambda calculus will be undertaken in a

future work.

8.5 SRel

The category SRel of stochastic relations is another example of a PAC and hence it
is a traced UDC. The trace formula is given by the standard sum.

We define T' : SRel—SRel as T'(X,Fx) = (N x X, Fyyx) where Fyyx is
the o-field on X W X W X --- (w copies). For a given f : (X, Fx) — (Y, Fy),
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Tf((n,2),d,c, Bi) = f(x,By). Let U = N* with the Baire metric which induces a
topology on N*° which corresponds to the product topology obtained from N with

discrete topology. The following proposition is due to P. Panangaden and the author.
Proposition 8.5.1 (SRel, T,N*) is a Gol situation.

Proof. We show that 1" as defined above is an additive and hence a traced symmetric
monoidal functor. First, observe that T = (T, v, 1r) is a monoidal functor with
Yxy  (NX X)W (NXY), Frxxpumxy)) — (N X (X WY), Fyexwy)) given by
bxy (1, (n,2)), Wie, (Ai ® By)) = 6(x, Ap) and
Uxy (2, (n,9)), Wie, (Ai © Bi) = 6(y, Bn).
Also, ¥ (1, (1,2)), (e, A)S(,e, Bi)) = 8z, Ay) and iy (s (2,)), (e, A
(Wreo B)) = 3(y. B).
Finally, vy = 1;.
Given a summable family {f;},c; € SRel(X,Y), > ;Tfi((n,z),N x Y) =
Yo filxz,Y) < 1since {f;} is summable, and hence {7 f;} is summable.

Q2 T, ), Wie, Bi) = 22T fil(n, 2), Wie, Bi)
= > ifi(z, By)
= (X fi)(@, By)
= T fi)((n,7), Wi, Bi)
Hence, T is an additive and by Lemma 8.1.1, a traced functor. We next show that

N> is a reflexive object. We will denote the objects in SRel by their first components

only in order not to overload the notation.
o N WN>* N> (5,k)
Consider the maps j : N*° & N*° — N> defined by j((1,7),A) = 6(0.77, A),
7((2,7),A) = (1.7, A) and k : N° — N*° g N* defined by

§(', Ay), if 7= 0.7
k(7, Ay W Ay) = C 8(/!, Ay), if i = 1.7";

0, else.
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Ri((1,7), A W Ay) = / k(7 Ay A)j((1, 7), di)
NOO

- / B(7, Ay W Ay)3(0.7, dif)
Noo
- k(()?’_i, Al ol Ag)

= (7, Ay)
= ]-NOO&JN‘X’ ((]-7 ﬁ)a Al W AQ)
Similarly, k]((Q, ﬁ), Al ol Ag) = 6(7’_5, AQ) = 1NooL+JNoo ((2, ﬁ), Al W Ag)
e () <N as (), Fy) is the zero object.

e NxN*® — N* (u,v)

u is defined by u((i,7),A) = 0(i.i,A) and v : N° — N x N* by
(0.7, ¥, Ai) = 0(7, A;).

Uu((ia ﬁ)a E'JiewAi)

= T ((6,7), Wi, Ai)-
Next we consider the monoidal natural transformations.

e Nx (NxX)<dNxX (ex,e€y)

ex((n, (n2, 7)), Wie, Ai) = 0(x, Acny ny>) and e ((n, ), W, (W; Aij)) = 0(2, Anyny)
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where n =<nq, no>.

evex((ni, (n2, 7)), Lﬂiinj)

o X ANxXX (Ix,ly)
Ix(z, |4, Ai) = d(x, A,,) for

and 0, otherwise.

l,XlX('ra A)

= [ ) e (. (2. ).do )

= [ )., 44)8( d <, >, )
Nx X

= el)(((<n1vn2>v1‘)7wij’4i]‘)

= 8z, Anyns)

= Inxixx) ((n1, (n2, 7)), ¥, A4)

a fixed nyg € Nand Iy ((n,z), A) = 0(z, A), if n = ngy

/N Il(n.2), Al dn, )
_ /NXzfX((n,x'),A)a(x,d(no,x’))
= I((no, ), A)

= §(x, A)

= lx(z,A).

e NXx XWNxXXANx X (cx,dy)
CX((la (TL, 1‘))7 LﬂiEw Az) = 5(xaA2n)a CX((27 (TL,IL')), Lﬂz AZ) = 5(x’A2n+1) and

cx((n,7), (¥;4) ¥ (W), Bi)) = {

6(z, Any2), if n is even;

(S(l‘, B(n,l)/Q), if n is odd.

cxex (1, (n, 2)), (W;4:) @ (;B:))
= Juex O (0, 2), (W; A)) & (W; Bi))ex((1, (n, 7)), d(n', "))
= Jrex (0, 2), (W; Ai) © (); Bi))o(x, d(2n, o))
= & ((2n,2), (W; Ai) ¥ (); Bi)))
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=0(z, Ay,)
= Laex)waixx) (1, (2, @), (4; 4i) W (I, Bi))

Similarly, cycx((2, (n, ), (E'Jz A (Lﬂz By)) = é(z, By)

Therefore, cycx = Tx)smxx)-

e ) <aNX X (wy,wly)

wy is the empty function and w ((n,z),0) = 0. Clearly wywx = 1 x)).

We show that ey is natural in X. Let f: X — Y,
(T'f)ex((n1, (n2,x)), Wie, Bi)
= faux TH((, "), ), Bi)ex ((na, (n2, 7)), d(n', 2"))
=[x L0, 2"),1; Bi)d(z, d(<nq, no>, 2'))
=Tf((<n,ne>, ), 4, B;)

- f(xa B<n1,n2>)

ey (T(T))((ny, (n2; x)), ¥; By)
= Jicquery € (1, (05, 9), W B)T(T f)((n1, (n2, @), d(n, (n5, )
= Jcguevy e (0, (05, 9)), ); Bi) f (z, d(na, (n2, y)))
= fo(ny) 0(y, Bant ny>) f (2, d(ny, (n2,)))
= f(@, By no>)
Therefore, (Tf)ex = ey (T(Tf)) for all f : X —» Y. The naturality of Iy, cy and

wy follow in a similar way. ]

8.6 Some Computations

We consider two examples of computations involving the combinators C' and K.
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Example 8.6.1

ND COMPUTATIONS

158

Suppose we would like to evaluate K.x.ly. We first consider

|k o R T
kKj = k2]|:]2k1+]1k2][]1 JQ]—[kl 0 |

10 0 9 0 '

Kax=Tr ) =Tr )

0 =z kl 0 fL'kl 0

= 0 + 220:0 jlon(xkl) = jlxkl.

Next consider k(K-x)j = [
2

1

K.x.!y = (K.(L').!y =Tr ( 0

Example 8.6.2

We next evaluate C.K.K.

0
kC’j = .2 2 . . .
JikT + J172ke + Jokoky
1 o]
C.K=Tr
K

= j%kal + j1j2k%-

Therefore, k(C-K)j =

0

1 0

(C-K).K =Tr ( -

I

[ Jika + 2k 0

Jika + jok1

o Lo [ ]

0
ly

z 0
0 0

L o]) =

Gkt + jokoky + jijoks
0

0

| JTkT 4 Jigoka + jakoky

] |

0

0

0 0

] |

JikT + jokoki + jijoko

)

0

]) = jiko + Joki = I.
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We close this section by a discussion of Abramsky & Jagadeesan’s construction
in [5]. The construction in [5] uses subcategories of the category Predom of w-
complete posets and continuous maps, called GZ-categories, to construct a model of
linear logic, that is a *-autonomous category with products. Also one defines a functor
Tp :Dom— Dom, by Tp(E) = (D + 1+ (E x E)),. Here Dom is the category
of domains and continuous maps, ((—).,up, i, t) is Moggi’s [94] strong monad of
lifting and 1 = {1} is the terminal object in Dom. For every D, the functor Tp
has an initial algebra (hence a fixed-object) which is denoted by (7D, foldp) where
foldp : (D+ 1+ (TD x TD)), — TD is an isomorphism whose inverse, we call
unfoldp.

Next, a type-free GZ-model is used to give an interpretation of geometry of inter-
action. A type-free model consists of an object D in a GZ-category such that it is a
domain and satisfies some retractions analogues to those in Definition 6.3.1 (3).

This construction does not fit into a traced UDC based model. Notice also, that
although the category Dom is a traced symmetric monoidal category, the trace is not
of the canonical form used in traced UDCs; rather, it is induced by the fixed-point
operator in Dom. However, we can show that (Dom, T, D) forms a Gol Situation,
where D is a type-free GZ-model and T :Dom—Dom is defined by T(A) = T A, that
is it sends a domain A to the fixed-object 7 A of the functor T4. Given f: A — B,
T(f) = foldgo (f + 14 (¢ X ¢)). o unfolds where ¢ is the unique map from
(T A, folda) to (TB,6) (recall that (T A, fold,) is an initial algebra.)

The necessary retractions are given in [5] (see pages 66 and 68.) We just need to
prove TT < T (e, €') (Comultiplication).

Define ey : TT(A) — T(A) = ao[l, L, 1], ounfoldand ¢/, : T(A) — TT(A) =
fold o up o iny; where ((—),up, p,t) is Moggi’s strong monad of lifting and given a
domain A, vy : A| — A is its structure map. It follows easily that e is natural in

A and ejeq = 1.



Chapter 9
Dynamic Algebras

In this chapter we present a categorical model for dynamic algebras and show that
Girard’s operator algebraic model in [47] and the small model introduced by Danos
in [33] can be obtained as instances of this general categorical model.

Dynamic algebras were introduced by Danos in his PhD thesis [33]. These are
algebraic structures which form the basis for a path-semantics of linear logic. The
idea in path-semantics is to associate weights from a dynamic algebra, with every path
on a proof net. Thus one can view a proof net as a set of paths. The computation
of a proof net is represented by the execution formula which takes the form of a sum
over all “good” paths. The idea is that the execution formula is an “invariant” of
computation and hence the “good” paths are those that survive the cut-elimination
process. For exact definitions and details see [36] and [8].

The equational theory of dynamic algebras gives a notion of normal form for paths.
The cut elimination procedure can then be represented by rewriting rules for the paths
that are dictated by the equations of the dynamic algebra. The interesting aspect
of this new view is that each path can be reduced to its normal form independently
of all the other paths: an asynchronous reduction. The reduction procedure also
has the property of being local: the rewrite rules of the algebra only affect the part
of the path that is being reduced. This leads to a local and asynchronous device
that can be implemented [84]. An application of this methodology to S-reduction

is given in [35]. Essentially, then S-reduction is decomposed into parallel, local and

160
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asynchronous microscopic reduction steps. There has been ample amount of work
on this issue by Danos and Regnier, for example see [99, 35, 36] and [88] and the
references therein. Mackie, in his thesis [84] applies these ideas to develop a basis for
efficient, correct implementation of functional programming languages.

We would also like to mention the connections with optimal reduction strategies in
A-calculus. In 1980, Jean-Jacques Lévy [81] introduced a notion of optimal reduction
for the A-calculus. The idea was to use the least number of S-reductions in normalising
a A-term. The algorithm to implement such an optimal reduction came only 10 years
later in the work of Lamping [79] and Kathail [72]. The work of Gonthier, Abadi and
Lévy [53] establishes an interesting connection between optimal reduction and the
Geometry of Interaction by observing the strong relation between Lamping’s sharing
combinators and the notion of path computation in the Gol.

As mentioned earlier the first model of a dynamic algebra, called A* was given by
Girard [47]. ' In fact, Girard’s original implementation of Gol programme was based
on the C*-algebra B(¢?) of bounded linear operators on the Hilbert space (2. He also
defined an abstract C*-algebra, A* using continuous step functions on the Cantor
continuum. More specifically, these are functions from the Cantor space {0, 1}" with
the product topology to a finite set with the discrete topology. However, it is shown
in [47] that one can represent this C*-algebra as a subalgebra of B(¢?), namely those
partial isometries that are induced by partial injective functions, i.e. of the form
l5(f) with a partial injective f in our terminology. This follows from the Gelfand-
Naimark representation theorem [40] which states that any C*-algebra can be realised
as a C*-subalgebra of B(H) for some Hilbert space H. We will consider the original
B(/?)-based model and show that it follows from our categorical model.

The definition of dynamic algebra given below follows [84, 33].

Definition 9.0.3 A Dynamic Algebra, denoted by A*, is a single sorted -algebra
(L,%). We write z and y for the variables, and 0, 1, p, g, r, s,t,d € 3 are the constants
of the theory. There is an associative multiplication operator - : L x L — L, (we

write xy for x-y), which has unit 1 and absorbing element 0. The theory is equipped

'We will use this notation for a dynamic algebra in general.
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with an involution % : L — L and an exponential operator ! : L — L. The following

equations define the properties that we require.

0* =1(0) =0 *=I(1) =
Oz =20 = lr=x1==x
(2)" =l ()" =y

Annihilation There are six constants to consider: p and ¢ are the multiplicative
coefficients, r and s are the contraction coefficients, d is the dereliction coefficient,

and t is the side door coefficient. The following are the annihilation equations:

Pp=qq=1 ¢p=p'q=0
r'r=s*s=1 s'r=r*s=0

d*d =1 tHt =1

Communication The exponential coefficients (r, s, ¢, d) interact with the exponential

operator in the following manner.

Wx)r =rl(z) (x)s = s!(z)
(z)t = t!!(x) (z)d = dx

The terms built out of this theory are called monomials. To write polynomials we
need the notion of a sum of monomials. We denote this formal sum by + and give

the equations for it.

r+y=y+<x r+0=2x
(r+y)z = (xz +yz) z2(x +y) = (20 + 2y)
(x+y) =z +y"* z+y) =lz+ly

Definition 9.0.4 A dynamic situation S is a tuple (C, T, U, (—)*) where

1. Cis a traced UDC,

2. T : C — C is an additive functor,
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3. (—)* : C? — C is an additive functor which is strictly involutive and the

identity on objects,?
4. U is an object of C,

such that the following conditions hold:

e (C,T,U) forms a Gol Situation, with all the retractions of the form (f, f*),
o TU=U,
e T(—)* = (—)*T and 1} = p; for all i € I and finite set I.?

Theorem 9.0.5 A dynamic situation S is a (sound) model of A*.

Proof. We let the carrier of the model be C(U, U). The constants of A* are interpreted
as follows: (see Definition 6.3.1, Chapter 6 for the morphisms used below)

[0] = 0yy where Oy is the zero morphism of the ¥-Monoid C(U,U), [1] = 1y,
[P] = ji, [4] = Jos [r] = ucyrv, [s] = ucyiov, [t] = ueyT(v)v, [d] = uly.
[zy] = [x1]y], [z*] = 1217, ['z] = uT([x])v and the formal sum is interpreted
by the sum on the homset C(U, U).

We next verify the equations. Let u: TU =, U and v denote its inverse. In the
following, to simplify the notation we will use the convention of denoting [x] by =.
0* = 0, additivity of (—)* functor.

1(0) = uT(0)v = 0, additivity of T

1* = 1, functoriality of (—)*.

(1) = uT'(1)v = uwv = 1, functoriality of T and TU = U.

0z = 20 = 0, 0 is the zero morphism.

lx =21 =z, 1 is the identity morphism.

x)* = (uT(z)v)* = v*T(x)*u* = uT(z*)v =!(z*), note that T is a *-functor and
uv = 1y and therefore v* = v and v* = u.

(xy)* = y*x*, (—)* is a contravariant functor.

2A category C with such a functor is known as a *-category [42, 3].
3Such a functor T is called a *-functor [42].
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(x*)* =z, (—)* is an involutive functor.
lely = uT (z)vuT (y)v = uT (zy)v =!(zy), TU = U and T is a functor.

The annihilation equations:

p*'p =771 = kij1 =1, kj = lygu and hence kyj; = 1y and j7 = ky.
q*q = j5j2 = kojo = 1, kj = lygy and hence kojo = 1y and j5 = ks.
q*p = js3j1 = k2j1 = 0, kj = lygu and hence kzj; = 0.

p*q = jij2 = k1J2 = 0, kj = lygy and hence k;jo = 0.

k ok %k

r*r = (ucyrv)*(ucynv) = (Wiepu®)(ucyv) = upicyoucyrv = 1, 1 = py,

/ _ I |
cycr = 1, and hence ¢f; = ¢p;.

ko Kk k

s*s = (ucytav)*(ucytav) = (v iiciu*) (ucyiav) = upscyvucyiov = 1, 15 = po.

s*r = (ucyiov)*(ucyL1v) = upacyvucyiv = 0, note that paey = 0 by definition.

r*s = (ucyiv)*(ucyLav) = upicyvucylav = 0, note that piie = 0 by definition.

d*d = (uly)*(uly) = lyvuly = 1, l;ly = 1 and hence [f; = I;.

t*t = (ueyT(v)v)*(ueyT(v)v) = uT (u)epvueyT(v)v = 1, ejjey = 1 and hence

x .
€U—6U.

The communication equations:

z)r = uT(z)vucylv
= wucy(T(z) ® T'(x))t v, naturality of ¢y
= wucyn T (x)v, using the equation (T(x) @ T'(z))t; = 1T (x)
= (ucyuv)(uT(x)v), vu =1

= rl(x).
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(x)s = uT(x)vucyiav
= wucy(T(z) ® T'(x))tov, naturality of ¢y
= wucyLeT(x)v, using the equation (T'(x) ® T'(x))ie = 12T (x)
= (ucyiov)(uT (z)v), vu =1

= sl(x).

Nx)t = uT(x)vueyT(v)v
= weyT(T(x))T (v)v, naturality of ey
= (uegT (v)v)(uT(w)T(T ()T (v)v), vu =1
= tuT (uT(z)v)v
= tuT(lz)v

= tllz.

(z)d = uT(x)vuly
= uT(x)ly
= wulyx, naturality of [y,

= dx.

T+ y =1y -+ x, sum is commutative.

x 4+ 0 = z, zero morphism is the neutral element of sum.

(x+y)z = (rz+yz) and z(x+y) = (22 + 2y), composition distributes over sum from
left and right.

(z +y)* =2*+y* (—)* is an additive functor.

Nz 4+y) =uTl(x+y)v=(uT(x)v)(uT(y)v) =lzly, T is an additive functor. O

Note that the formal sum in a dynamic algebra gets interpreted by a partial sum.
However, this is enough in all the applications as demonstrated in the case of the
small model in [88, 36].

The model discussed in the following proposition is known as the small model.

See [33, 99] for a discussion of the small model.
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Proposition 9.0.6 (PInj,N x — N, (—)"!) is a dynamic situation.

Proof. We have already seen that PInj is a traced UDC and N x — is an additive
functor. Also in the previous chapter we showed that (PInj,N x — N) is a Gol
Situation. The retraction morphisms u, v used in Nx N<N are actually isomorphisms.

Note that (—)~" is identity on objects and f~' is defined by

7 y) = iff f(z) =y

for f : X — Y. Clearly it is involutive. Let {f;}; be a summable family in
PInj (X,Y), note that the f; have pairwise disjoint domain and codomain and hence
f[l will have pairwise disjoint domain and codomain and hence { f{l} is a summable
family in PInj (Y, X). Next, (32, fi)) '(y) = =z iff (3, fi)(z) = y iff there exists
a j € I such that f;j(z) = y iff there exists a j € I such that fj_l(y) = g iff
>, fiH(y) =, for all y € Y and hence (—)~! is an additive functor.

Also, given f: X — Y, (Iy x f)" (n,y) = (0, z) iff (1y x f)(n',2) = (n,y) iff
n=n"and f(z) =y iff n =n' and f(y) = z iff (Iy x f 1) (n,y) = (v, x) for all
n € Nand y € Y. Hence N x — is a *-functor.

Finally, let X <Y (f,g), then f~'(y) = z iff f(x) =y iff g(y) = g(f(z)) = z, for
all y € Y, therefore f~! = g. We have thus proved something stronger than we need,
namely that all retractions are of the form (f, f~1). O

By using Hilb, as the underlying category, the functor /5 and taking the (—)* to

be the adjoint operation we get the following result.
Proposition 9.0.7 (Hilby, (5(N) ® —, (5(N), (—)*) is a dynamic situation.

Proof. We have already seen that Hilb, is a traced UDC and /»(N)® — is an additive
functor. Also in the previous chapter we showed that (Hilby, 5(N)®—, ¢5(N)) is a Gol
Situation. The retraction morphisms u, v used in f5(N) ® l5(N) <1 /5(N) are actually
isomorphisms. Recall that given f : H — K a bounded linear map between Hilbert
spaces H and K, f*: K — H is the unique map defined by:

<f*(x),y>=<z, f(y)>
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forz € K and y € H.
Note that (—)* is identity on objects and strictly involutive. We will show that
given ly(f) : £o(Y) — lo(X), lo(f)* = Lo(f7") for f: X — Y a partial injective

function.

<ly(fMab> = Y L(f7)(a)(y)-by)

yey

= > a(f'()by)

yey

= Y a@) b(f (@)
= > a(@) L))

zeX

= <a,l(f)(b)>

for a € l5(X) and b € £5(Y).

Additivity of (—)* follows from the additivity of ¢, which was established in Chap-
ter 4.

It is a standard result in Hilbert space theory that 1%, = 15 and (f®¢)* = f*®g*
for f: H— Kand g: H — K'and H, K, H', K' Hilbert spaces. Therefore, given
B()  B(X) — £a(V), T((1)) = Ly © £2(7)" = (Lugy ® G(H) = T(E()".
Hence /5(N) ® — is a *-functor.

Finally, let ¢5(X) < €2(Y") (€2(f),l2(g)), then £5(g)la(f) = 1 and hence fg = 1y,
since f is a faithful functor. By the result in the previous example, f~! = ¢, and
therefore £y (f)* = Lr(f~") = lay(g).

Note that the latter result also holds in Hilb, that isif gf =15 for f : H — K
and g : K — H, then f is an isometric embedding and g = f*. See [16] for a
proof. .

This model corresponds to Girard’s original operator algebraic model, A*, for a

dynamic algebra presented in [47].

Proposition 9.0.8 (Rel,,N x — N, (=)7") is a dynamic situation.
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Proof. We have already seen that Rel, is a traced UDC and N x — is an additive
functor. Also in the previous chapter we showed that (Rel,,N x — N) is a Gol
Situation. The retraction morphisms u, v used in NxN<N are actually isomorphisms.

Note that (—)~! is identity on objects and R™! is defined by
(y,z) € RViff (v,9) € R

for R : X — Y. Clearly it is involutive. Let {R;}; be a summable family in
Rel, (X,Y), all families in Rel, are summable hence, {R; '} is a summable family.
Also, (y,z) € (UrR;)  iff (z,y) € UrR; iff there exists j € I such that (z,y) € R; iff
(y,z) € Rj_1 iff (y,x) € UrR;" Hence (—)~! is an additive functor.

Also given R : X — Y, (n,y,n’,z) € (Iy x R)~"iff (n',z,n,y) € 1y x R iff
n=n'"and (z,y) € Riff n = n' and (y,z) € R iff (n,y,n',z) € 1y x R~ for all
n,n' €N, z € X and y € Y. Hence (—) ! is a *-functor.

Note that it is not true in general that given a retraction X <Y (R, S), R = S.
In fact S C R~'. Nevertheless, it will be the case whenever R and S are partial
injective functions. Hence we can use the morphisms as in the case of PInj for the
retractions in the Gol Situation. In fact, we used these morphisms in showing that
(Rel;,N x — N) is a Gol Situation in the previous chapter. Also, note that quasi

injections and projections in Rel, are partial injective functions too.

|

We encounter examples (see below) which have the structure of a dynamic situ-
ation, save for the existence of a contravariant functor (—)*. It turns out that such
examples are also models of a dynamic algebra. However, in these examples we ex-
plicitly define an operation (—)*, a partial operation on the set of morphisms in the
category C which will be used to interpret (—)*. In the rest of this section we define

such structures that we call weak dynamic situations and give two examples.

Definition 9.0.9 A weak dynamic situation S is a tuple (C,T,U) where

1. Cis a traced UDC,

2. T : C — C is an additive functor,
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3. U is an object of C,

such that the following conditions hold:

e (C,T,U) forms a Gol Situation,
e TU=U.
Proposition 9.0.10 A weak dynamic situation S is a model of A*.

Proof. Consider the set S = {Opy, 1v, t1, L2, p1, P2, J1, J2, k1, k2, u, v, eu, ey, Ly, Uy, o, € }-
1 TU — TURTU (1 =1,2), p; : TURTU — TU (i = 1,2) and the rest of the
elements in S are the retraction morphisms of the given Gol Situation. We define an
operation (—)* on the elements of S, as follows: 03 = Oy, 17, = 1y, 1] = p1,05 =
P2y} = 11,05 = 12,51 = ki, 33 = ko, ki = 1, K = oy u® = v,0* = u e}y = ey, (€y)* =
ev, I =1y, (Iy)* = ly, ¢}, = ¢y and (¢f)* = ¢y. Clearly (f*)* = f for every f € S.
The operation (—)® can be extended to terms (finite words) generated on S using the
composition operation, by an inductive definition: (af)®* = f*«a® for any term « and
any f € S. We also define T'(f)* = T(f*) for all f € S and (a+ 3)* = a* + * for all
terms « and [ provided all the sums exist.

The function [—] is defined as in the proof of Proposition 9.0.5, for all the con-
stants and the binary operation -, and !. We define [z*] = [«]°. It follows that
[0*] = 0y, [1*] = 1y, etc. as in the proof of Proposition 9.0.5. Note that [z] is a
morphism in C built from the elements in the set S.

To complete the proof, we need to show that the relevant identities hold.
o [0*] =[0]* =08y = Opr = [0],
o [1¥] =[1]" =15 =1y =[1],

[[(x*)*]] = [z] and [[(xy)*]] = [[y*x*]] follow from the definition of (—)®.

H'(x)*]] = (uT([x])v)* =v*T([z]*)u® = uT([2]")v = H’(m*)ﬂ,

The annihilation equations hold, the proof is the same as in Proposition 9.0.5.

Finally, [ (z +)*] = (Jz +y])* = (Iz1+[y])* = 21"+ [y]" = [=* ]+ [y*].

|
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Proposition 9.0.11 (Pfn, N x — N) is a weak dynamic situation.

Proof. We know that Pfn is a PAC and hence a traced UDC and that 7= N x —
is an additive functor.

We have also seen that (Pfn,N x — N) is a Gol Situation, in Chapter 8. We use
the same retraction morphisms as those in Chapter 8. We also have N x N = N,

Cantor surjective pairing.

Let T : SRel — SRel be as in Section 8.5.
Proposition 9.0.12 (SRel, T, N*°) is a weak dynamic situation.

Proof. We know that SRel is a PAC and hence a traced UDC and that 7" is an
additive functor.

We have also seen that (SRel, T, N*) is a Gol Situation. We use the same retrac-
tion morphisms as in Section 8.5. We need to show that TN>* =2 N>,

Recall that u : N x N* — N* was defined by u((i,7), A) = §(i.7i, A) and
v (0.7, |, Ai) = 6(77, A;). We have already seen in Chapter 8 that vu = Iy

w(idt, 4) = /N (L), Ay (. 7)

_ /NNOO w((l, @), A)S(7, d(i, 7))
= u((i,7), A)

— §(idt, A)

= 1y (2.7, A)

Therefore TN*® = N*°. ]



Chapter 10
Full Completeness

In this chapter we construct a new class of models for the multiplicative fragment of
linear logic. These models are constructed on partially additive categories using the
Int construction of Joyal, Street and Verity and the double glueing construction of
Hyland and Tan. We prove full completeness for these models. We first discuss briefly
the full completeness problem and give a short historical account on the relevant work

in the literature.

10.1 Introduction

Completeness theorems establish connections between syntax and semantics of a logic.
Traditional completeness theorems are with respect to provability, whereas full com-
pleteness is with respect to proofs. This can be best explained in a categorical model
[78]. Let M be a categorical model of the formulas and proofs of a logic £. This
means that M is a category with an appropriate structure such that formulas of £
are interpreted as objects in M and proofs Il in £ of entailments A - B are inter-
preted by morphisms [II] : [A] — [B]. Finally convertibility of proofs in £ with
respect to cut-elimination is soundly modeled by the equations between morphisms
holding in M. Traditional completeness theorems assert that M([A], [B]) # 0 im-
plies A = B is provable in the logic £ (= truth implies provability.) Let’s see this

point in more detail. As is well known, all traditional semantics (Tarski, Kripke,

171
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etc.) fit into the categorical logic framework [87]. Formulas are interpreted in the
subobject lattices in a model category M: we assume that subobject lattices have
sufficient structure to interpret the formulas of the logic £ in the sense of [87]. By the
soundness theorem, provability gets interpreted as “<”, i.e. if A - B is provable is £
then [A]ym < [B]a in the appropriate subobject lattice. Conversely, completeness
says that if for all models M, [A] < [B]u then A - B is provable in £. View-
ing the subobject lattices as trivial (posetal) categories M TAlum < [B]pm means
M([[A],[B]) # 0. Thus, the completeness theorem reads as: if for all models M,
M([A],[B]) # 0, then A+ B is provable in L.

Recall from [78] that the formulas of £ are objects in the free category F on £
and morphisms are equivalence classes of proofs. Also, let’s confine our attention
to a single model M. We say that M is complete for L if the unique free functor
(with respect to interpretation of the generators) [—] : F — M is weakly full.
Recall from [57] that [—] is weakly full if M([A],[B]) # 0, then F(A, B) # 0
(i.e. A B is provable in £.) This version of completeness arose in Liuchli’s study
of Kripke semantics. Note that there is no functorial relation established at this
level. The notion of full completeness establishes such a functorial connection [103,
26]. We say that M is fully complete for L if for all formulas A, B of L, every
morphism f in M([[A], [B]) is the denotation of some proof IT of A - B in L:
f = [II]. This amounts to asking that the unique free functor (with respect to any
interpretation of the generators) [—] : F — M be full. Here F is the free category
generated by the logic £. Thus, full completeness establishes a tight connection
between syntax and semantics compared to completeness. This connection can be
made even stronger by requiring that the functor [—] be faithful too. In other word,
a full faithful completeness theorem asserts that every morphism in M( [A], [[B]])
is the denotation of a unique proof of A - B. It is pointed out in [4], that the
idea is related to representation theorems in category theory [39], to full abstraction
theorems in programming language semantics [92, 97] and to studies of parametric
polymorphism [12, 65].

The term “full completeness” was coined by Abramsky and Jagadeesan in [4]

where they also proved full completeness for a game semantics of Multiplicative Linear
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Logic with the MIX rule (MLL + MIX). This was followed by a series of papers which
established full completeness results for a variety of models with respect to various
versions of MLL [64, 26, 27, 82, 83]. Recently Abramsky and Mellies [6] introduced a
new concurrent form of game semantics for linear logic and proved a full completeness
theorem for Multiplicative-Additive Linear Logic for this semantics. In this thesis
we will be mainly concerned with MLL and hence we will not further discuss this
latter work. However, we will give more detailed discussion of the work on MLL full
completeness theorems.

The idea that dinatural transformations could provide a semantics for proofs of a
logical system was first introduced in [12] in the programme called “functorial poly-
morphism” (see below). In this setting a formula is interpreted by a multivariant
functor: this is because atomic propositions can occur both positively and negatively
(e.g A AL)) A dinatural transformation between multivariant functors provides the
interpretation for proofs. The problem with dinatural transformations is that they
do not compose in general to give a dinatural transformation (more on this below).
Girard, Scedrov and P. Scott [51] showed that a dinatural interpretation in the frame-
work of cartesian closed categories is sound with respect to intuitionistic logic without
the cut rule. Based on these ideas and results R. Blute and P. Scott [26] proved a
full completeness theorem for MLL + MIX using the *-autonomous category RT Vec
of reflexive topological vector spaces. Moreover, as a natural extension of this work
they proved a full completeness theorem for the multiplicative fragment of a variant
of noncommutative linear logic, Yetter’s cyclic linear logic (CyLL) with the MIX rule
[27]. Hamano [54] has also proven a full completeness proof for MLL+MIX in the
*_autonomous category of topological vector spaces. He has been able to eliminate
the use of dinatural transformations and instead use a denotational semantics based
on the notion of “ Z-invariance”. See also [55].

There has also been a considerable body of work on full completeness theorems
for MLL in *-autonomous categories constructed from compact closed or symmetric
monoidal closed categories. Devarajan, Hughes, Plotkin and Pratt [37] prove a full
completeness theorem for MLL without MIX interpreted over binary logical transfor-

mations of Chu spaces over a two-letter alphabet Chu(Set, 2). The Chu construction
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[14], yields a *-autonomous category from a given symmetric monoidal closed cate-
gory.

Another important approach to full completeness theorems was introduced in
Tan’s PhD thesis [104] (summarised in Section 10.4 below.) Hyland and Tan in-
troduced the double glueing construction which given a compact closed category

*_autonomous category GC. The setting is the proofs as dinatural

C constructs a
transformations paradigm. This work is especially important as it has initiated a
systematic approach to the full completeness theorems for such categorical models.
Explicitly, Tan defines a compact closed full completeness and tries to reduce the full
completeness problem for GC to compact closed full completeness for C. The lifting
of compact closed full completeness to GC establishes the desired full completeness
result. Tan studies several examples: Rel,, FDVec, a category of Conway games and
topological vector spaces. She proves full completeness for MLL + MIX in these cat-
egories (with the exception of Rel, where she has the result for MLL without MIX).
However, the passage from compact closed full completeness to full completeness of
GC is not completely algorithmic, that is each case requires a different treatment.

In this chapter, we will construct categorical models for MLL+MIX based on
partially additive categories and prove full completeness theorems for such models.
The semantic setting we will be using is the functorial polymorphism of [12]. We
approach the full completeness problem in the framework provided by Hyland and
Tan that we explained briefly above.

More explicitly, we start with a partially additive category C and use the Int
construction of Joyal, Street and Verity (equivalently the Geometry of Interaction
construction G of Abramsky) that we discussed in Chapter 2 to get a compact closed
category Int C. We next prove compact closed full completeness for this category.
Finally, applying the double glueing construction of Hyland and Tan, we construct
a *-autonomous category G(IntC), which is a model of MLL + MIX. Finally, we
prove full completeness for MLL + MIX in G(IntC) by lifting compact closed full
completeness in Int C. This approach works for all partially additive categories in a
uniform way. Also, we show that we get full completeness in traced unique decompo-

sition categories. In this thesis we will only be concerned with full completeness for
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unit-free formulas.
We continue by discussing the functorial polymorphism setting which we will use

as our semantic setting.

10.2 Functorial Polymorphism

Functorial polymorphism will be the semantic setting we use in our categorical models.
Functorial polymorphism introduced in [12], provides a general categorical framework
for parametric polymorphic lambda calculus. In this setting, types are represented
by multivariant functors and terms by certain multivariant, i.e. dinatural transforma-
tions. This permits handling such fundamental issues as : (i) simultaneous co- and
contravariant (i.e, positive and negative) occurrences of type variables in type expres-
sions, and (ii) uniformity of algorithms intrinsic to polymorphic terms. The theory
was extended to linear logic in [23] and examined further in [51, 83]. Applications of
this framework for proving full completeness theorems for fragments of linear logic
can be found in [26, 27, 55, 37, 6, 104]. The fundamental problem in this framework is
that dinatural transformations do not compose in general [26, 6], however the dinats

corresponding to proofs do compose.

10.2.1 Dinatural Interpretation for MLL

Definition 10.2.1 Let C be a category and F,G : C" x (C?)" — C be mul-
tivariant functors. We write X for the list Xy, Xo,---,X,. A dinatural trans-
formation p : F — G is a family of C-morphisms p = {px : F(X,X) —
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G(X,X)|X alist of objects in C} satisfying (for all f; : X; — Y}):

F(x, x) 2% qrx, x)

F(livi) F(ialﬁ)
F(X,Y) G(Y, X)
F(f,1y) G(ly, f)

F(v,y) 25 a,y)

As was discussed in Chapter 2, a model of MLL consists of a *-autonomous cate-
gory C. Following the methods of functorial polymorphism, we interpret formulas of

MLL as multivariant functors over such a category C, using the operations

(F@G)(A,B) = F(4,B) @ G(4,B)

F(A,B) = (F(B,A))"

on n-ary multivariant functors F,G : C* x (C?)" — C. Here A and B are lists of
objects in C that occur co- and contravariantly respectively.

Next we give the interpretation for formulas of MLL.

Let ¢(aq, -+ ,a,) be an MLL formula built from the literals aq,---,a, and
ai,-++,ar. To each such formula we associate its interpretation [[cp(al, - ,an)ﬂ :

C* x (CP)» — C as follows:

L If o(ay, -+, o) = oy, then [¢](A, B) = A;, the covariant projection functor
onto the ith component of A. We denote this functor by II;.

2. If (ay, -+ ,an) = o, then [¢](A, B) = B;', the linear negation of the con-

travariant projection onto the ith component of B, denoted IT;-.

3. If o = 1 ® o, then [@] = [¢1] ® [¢2]
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4. If ¢ = o7, then [#] = [[gol]]L.
The connective ® is defined by De Morgan duality. For example,

[on B 2] (A1 4, BiBy) =

1L L L
o (024 (82 ]](BlBQ, AlAg))

ot [(BiBs, A1 45) ® [af | (B1 Bs, AIAZ))L
— (II/(B1 By, A1 A3) © TIf (B, By, A1 A3))

= (Are4)"

= A B A

= [a1](A1As, BiB;y) B [aa] (A1 Ay, B Bs)

We say that a functor is definable if it is the interpretation of a formula in the logic
or equivalently it is an interpretation of an object in the free category representing the
logic. A proof IT of F- T is interpreted as a dinatural transformation from the constant
1 functor, Ky, to the multivariant functor [T'] similarly to the interpretation in
Chapter 2.

In accordance with our definition of interpretation as a functor from the free
category (free *-autonomous category in our case) to the model category we note the

following remarks.

Remark 10.2.2 A formula p(aq, -+, @,) in MLL is an object F(X) = F(Xy,---, X,)
in the free *-autonomous category F*({Xy,-- -, X, }) generated on n objects (see Sec-

tion 3 below). F(X) is built from Xy,---, X, and Xi-, -+, X;I using tensor and par

products. A proof IT of - ¢(ay, -+ ,a,) in MLL is a morphism from the unit of

tensor, 1, to the object F(X) in F*({Xy,--+,X,}) (see Section 3 below.)

Remark 10.2.3 As explained above we interpret formulas of MLL as multivariant
functors and the proofs as dinatural transformations. However, multivariant func-

tors and dinatural transformations do not form a category, simply because dinatural

'We sometimes use F(X,X) to denote F(X), in particular when we want to emphasize the
functoriality of F.
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transformations do not in general compose to give dinatural transformations. How-
ever, those dinaturals that are denotations of cut-free proofs in MLL do compose, as
first shown in Girard, Scedrov, Scott [51], see also [23].

[ronically, this is the full completeness theorem that we are trying to prove. More-
over, full completeness also establishes the fact that the definable multivariant func-

*_autonomous category [23]. Therefore,

tors and dinatural transformations form a
nothing in lost by using one sided sequents instead of two sided ones that are used,

for example in [83].

10.3 Coherence and Free Monoidal Categories

Recall that a full completeness theorem asserts that a given morphism in the model
category is the denotation of a proof of the corresponding formula. In other words,
that such a morphism is the denotation of a certain morphism in the free category
representing the logic. We therefore need a description of the morphisms in a specified
free category. This is known as “the coherence problem” [25]. More precisely, the
logical approach to coherence initiated by Lambek in [76] via the equivalence between
the deductions in a deductive system and morphisms in a free category, can be used
to describe morphisms in a free category. For example, a morphism in the free *-
autonomous category (without units), can be interpreted as a proof-net [23]. As proof
nets are graphs satisfying a correctness criterion, they may be used to determine the
existence of morphisms in various free monoidal categories [25]. We will be dealing
with compact closed and *-autonomous categories. Hence, we next discuss the free
compact closed and *-autonomous categories generated on a set of objects. The

presentation in this section follows [104].

10.3.1 The free compact closed category

The description of the free compact closed category on a given category was given
by Kelly and Laplaza [73]. In this section we will look at the free compact closed
category F(A) on a given discrete category: a set of objects A.
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The objects of F(A) are defined as follows:
e All objects in A are objects in F(A),
e [ is an object in F(A),
e If A is an object in F(A), then there is an object A* in F(A),
e If A and B are objects in F(A), then there is an object A ® B in F(A).
In addition to categorical structure, we require associativity morphisms,
aape A®(B®C) — (A®B)®C; ajpe:(A®B)®C — A® (B®(C),
morphisms for the unit 7,
pa: AT — Ay pi' it A— AR,
a symmetry morphism
oap: A® B — B® A,
and unit and counit morphisms
a1l —ARA", €1 A"@A—1,

for all objects A, B and C' in F(A). We also require that given f : A — B and
g:C — D in F(A), there is a morphism f® g : A® C — B ® D. Finally, we
assert all naturality and coherence equations necessary for compact closed structure.

We will need the following definition.

Definition 10.3.1 For any object A in a traced symmetric monoidal category C we

define the dimension of A to be the endomorphism

dim(A) =Tri (1, @14) : T — T
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Tan gives a definition for the dimension of an object in a compact closed cate-
gory. Our definition is more general and includes Tan’s definition: a compact closed
category is a traced symmetric monoidal category. For a compact closed category we

have:

dim(A): T A@ A* 25 A* @ A 4 T

In Rely, dim(() = 0;, the empty relation, and dim(A) = 1; for all A # ). In
FDVec, dim(V) is the dimension of the vector space V. In a partially additive
category, dim(A) = 1; = 0; for all A, since I is the zero object. An object A with
dim(A) = 1; is said to have trivial dimension. So in a PAC all objects have trivial
dimensions. The Kelly-Mac Lane graph [74] of dim(A), for A in a compact closed
category is a “loop” passing through A and A*.

We now describe the morphisms in the free compact closed category F(A). For
this purpose let Fi(A) be the free compact closed category generated on a set of
objects A = {A;,---,A,} with trivial dimension. Now suppose F'(A;,---,A,) and
G(Ay,- -+, A,) are objects in Fi(A) built from Ay, --- A, Af,---, A% | called literals
using ®.

A morphism in F;(A) from F(Aq,---, A,) to G(Aq, -+, A,) is described by pair-

ing the occurrences of literals in the objects (formulas) F' and G as follows:

e Each literal occurrence is paired with precisely one other literal occurrence,

e An occurrence of A; (in F, say) may be paired with either an occurrence of A?

in the same formula (F), or with another occurrence of A; in the other formula

(@),

e An occurrence of A7 may be paired with either an occurrence of A4; in the same

formula, or with another occurrence of A} in the other formula.

Such identifications are just pre or post compositions with unit and counit mor-
phisms. For more details see [104]. Also notice that there are no “loops” in such

morphisms because all the generating objects have trivial dimension.
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Now a morphism F(Ay,---,A,) — G(Ay, -+, A,) in F(A) is a morphisms in
F1(A) tensored with finitely many maps of the form dim(A4;): I — I.

The idea is that to construct a morphism in a free compact closed category, we
first ignore all the loops (by working with objects with trivial dimension) and form

all possible basic morphisms and next we add the loops to them (tensoring with

10.3.2 The free *-autonomous category

*-autonomous category F*(A) on a set of objects A is

The description of the free
formulated in a tensor-par setting.

Given a set of objects A, the objects of F*(A) are defined as follows:
e All objects in A are objects in F*(A),

e 1 is an object in F*(A),

e If Ais an object in F*(A), then there exists an object A in F*(A),

e If A and B are objects in F*(.A), then there exist objects A® B and A ® B in
F*(A).

We also require the associativity, left and right unit and symmetry morphisms, the
two weak distribution natural transformations w” and w® and the negation families n
and € (see Chapter 2). We assert the functoriality of tensor and par, and all naturality
and coherence conditions necessary for a *-autonomous structure.

Let F(X) = F(Xy,---,X,) be a unit-free object built from Xy,---, X, and
X, -+, XL by tensor and par connectives. F(X) corresponds to a formula in MLL
and a proof - F'(X) in MLL has a categorical interpretation in F*(X) as a morphism
1 — F(X) and conversely a morphism 1 — F(X) in F*(X) is the categorical
representation of a proof of - F(X) in MLL. Therefore, MLL proof nets can be
regarded as a graphical description of morphisms in the free *-autonomous category
[23].
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Finally, note that the free *-autonomous category supporting the MIX rule merely
requires the addition of the unary MIX morphism m :1— 1 and the necessary

coherence equations (see Chapter 2.)

10.4 A Double Glueing Construction

The double glueing construction we recall here is due to Tan and Hyland. Given a
compact closed category, this construction produces a *-autonomous category which
makes distinction between tensor and par products. The motivation for this con-
struction lies in the work of Loader [82] on Linear Logical Predicates (LLP). See also
Hasegawa [60] for a more abstract treatment and generalisations of glueing construc-
tion.

The presentation here follows [104].

Let C = (C,®,1,(—)*) be a compact closed category. Let H denote the covariant
hom functor C(I,—) : C — Set and K denote the contravariant functor C(—, I) =
C(I,(—-)*) : C? — Set.

Define a new category, GC the glueing category of C, whose objects are triples
A = (|A], As, A;) where

e |A| is an object of C
e A, C H(|A|) =C(I,A), is a set of points of A,
o A, C K(JA|) = C(A, I) 2 C(I, A*) is a set of copoints of A.

A morphism f : A — B in GC is a morphism f : |A] — |B| in C such that
Hf : A, — B;and Kf : B, — A;. Given f: A — Band g: B — C in GC,
the composite gf : | A] — |C| is induced by the morphism ¢gf in C. The identity
morphism on A is given by the identity morphism on |A| in C.

We will denote the underlying object of A by A, etc. Given objects A and B we

define the tensor product as follows:

e | ARB|=A®B
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o (A B);={0®T|0€A,T€B,
o (A®B), = GC(A, BL).

where given A, A+ = (A%, A, A,). We define A o B=(A®B) and A B B =
(AL @ BL)*,

Proposition 10.4.1 (Tan) For any compact closed category C, GC is a *-

autonomous category with tensor & as above and unit 1 = (I, {id,;}, C(1,I)).

Remark 10.4.2 Note that GC is a nontrivial categorical model of MLL. That is,
the tensor and par products are always distinct. For example, (I,0,0) ® (I,0,0) =
(1,0,C(1, 1)) while (1,0,0) % (I,0,0) = (I,C(I, 1), 0).

Proposition 10.4.3 (Tan) GC supports the MIX rule iff C(1,I) = {1,}.

In a logical setting one can think of an object A, as an object A in C together
with a collection of proofs of A (the collection A;) and a collection of disproofs or

refutations of A (the collection A;.)

Proposition 10.4.4 (Tan) The forgetful functor U : GC — C preserves the *-
autonomous structure of GC. Furthermore, it has a right adjoint R : C — GC,
specified by RA = (A,C(I,A),D) and a left adjoint L : C — GC, specified by
LA = (A,0,C(1, A%)).

10.5 Approaching Full Completeness

Based on our earlier discussion, the full completeness problem for MLL in our set-
ting amounts to the following: Given a *-autonomous category C and a dinatural
transformation p : Ky — [ F'] where 1 is the unit of tensor and [ F] is a definable
multivariant functor, we would like to prove that p is induced by (is a denotation
of) a morphism 1 — F(X,X) in the free *-autonomous category on n objects
{X1, -, X, }. We will be working with unit-free formulas and thus such a morphism

is described by the proof net of the formula F.
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The novelties in Tan’s thesis included the approach to this problem using model
*_autonomous categories which are the glueing of compact closed categories. That is,
GC with C a compact closed category. Now, there is a forgetful functor U : GC —
C as we saw in the previous section. The idea is that a dinatural transformation
p: K1y — F in GC induces a dinatural transformation Up : K — UF in the
underlying compact closed category C and is completely determined by it. Note that
UF simply consists of tensor products. Then, Tan defines full completeness for a
compact closed category, in the same way, that is a dinatural K; — F" must be the
denotation of a morphism I — F(X, X) in the free compact closed category on n
objects (formal definition to be given later.) Now suppose one can prove compact
closed full completeness of C. Then proving full completeness of GC will be just the
lifting of this result to the level of GC. Therefore, the full completeness problem for
a certain class of *-autonomous categories (those that are glueings of compact closed

categories) is reduced to:

1. Proving full completeness for the underlying compact closed category,

2. Lifting the result to the *-autonomous category.
We proceed by reviewing the necessary formal definitions and theorems from [104].

Definition 10.5.1 Let C be a compact closed category. Then C satisfies compact
closed full completeness if every dinatural transformation p : K; — [F] (with
[F] : C" x (C?)» — C), is induced by a morphism I — F(X, X) in the free

compact closed category on n objects Xy,---,X,,.

Here is a useful observation about dinatural transformations in compact closed

categories.

Proposition 10.5.2 (Tan) Let C be a compact closed category, let F : C" X

(CP)" — C be a multivariant functor such that

F(A7A)gAlLI®.'.®Aﬂl®A§1®'.'®A:ma
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(where i, Ai € {1,...,n} for alli) and let o be a collection of morphisms o4 : I —
F(A,A) in C. Define F~(A) = Ay, ® -+ ® Ay, and F*(A) = A, ® -+ ® Ay, 0
that each o4 is canonically equivalent to a morphism &4 : F~(A) — FT(A).

Then, o is a dinatural transformation in C iff 6 is a natural transformation in C.

In view of this observation we can redefine compact closed full completeness as:

A compact closed category C satisfies compact closed full completeness
if every natural transformation [F~] — [F*] (with [F-],1F*] :
C* — C), is induced by a morphism F~(X) — FT(X) in the free

compact closed category on n objects.

Finally we need the essential result that will be used in lifting the full completeness
of C to GC.

Theorem 10.5.3 (Tan) Suppose that we have a multivariant functor F : (GC)" ®
(GC?)" — GC, such that p : Ky — F is a dinatural transformation in GC.
If Ay,..., A, By, ..., B,, objects in GC are such that UA; = UB; for all i, then
Upa=Upg.

This theorem tells us that if p is a dinatural transformation then all morphisms
pa with identical objects UA; are completely determined by the same underlying
arrow in C, independent of the choice of the sets (A;)s and (A4;);. So, the dinatural
transformation p in GC is completely determined by the dinatural transformation
Upin C.

10.6 Full Completeness in Gol Models

We have used traced UDCs to provide a categorical model for the Gol interpretation.
In this section we use PACs to construct models of MLL. Recall that PACs are
traced UDCs, in particular they are traced symmetric monoidal categories. For any
PAC D, IntD is a compact closed category and hence G(IntD) is a *-autonomous
category. In this way we get a class of models for MLL+MIX. We will show that
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these models are fully complete for MLL+MIX. Our models support the MIX rule:
IntD(I,I) =IntD((1,I),(I,I)) =D(I,I)= {1}, then use Proposition 10.4.3.
Hereafter, D denotes a PAC and C denotes IntD.

10.6.1 Compact Closed Full Completeness

Definition 10.6.1 A sequent I' is balanced if each propositional atom « occurs the
same number of times as does its linear negation a=.

The length of a sequent T' is the number of occurrences of literals in T'.

If T' has length p, then we can speak of the position where each literal occurs,
numbered 1 to p. If I' is balanced, and hence p is even, then we can specify the axiom
links of a cut-free proof structure associated with ' by a map ¢ : {1,--- ,p} —

{1,---,p} such that
e (i) # i for all i,  is fized-point-free,

e if a propositional atom a occurs in position 7, then there is an occurrence of o+

in position ¢(7),
o ©%(i) =i for all i,  is an involution.

Thus a cut-free proof structure can be specified as (I', ¢), where I' is a balanced
sequent of length p and ¢ is a fixed-point-free involution on {1, -, p} specifying the

axiom links.

Let F(X,X) be a formula of length p generated by X,...X,, X;... X} using
®. As we saw earlier in this chapter, F(X, X) induces a multivariant functor [ F] :
C" x (C?)" — C, which we will refer to as F. Also let o : K; — F be a dinatural
transformation from constant I functor to F'. We can canonically transform o into a
natural transformation & : F~ — F'* (see Section 4). Suppose that the component
of o at A is given by 04 : I — F(A, A) where F(A,A) = A ® ---® A with
& e {l,---,n} and ¢ € {1,%}, (A} is read as A;). Also let N = {i|¢; = *} and
P = {i|¢; = 1}. The component of 5 at A is of the form 64 : F~(A) — F1(4)
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where
F(A=4,® ®A, F(AH=4, -4,
with \;, pi; € {1,2,---,n}. Therefore |N| = m and |P| = L.

Lemma 10.6.2 Let 5 : F~ — FT be a natural transformation as above. Then each

type variable that occurs in F~ must also occur in F.

Proof. Suppose A; occurs k > 0 times in F~(A) and does not occur in F*(A). That
is, there exist iy,1%9,... ,7; for some & < m such that \;; = A\, = ... =\, = for
some i € {1,---,n}. By instantiating & at [---TA;I---Tand [---1B;I---I, we get

that the following diagram must commute for all f : A; — B;.

k
—— oA
fo--®f 1
Bi® - @B —2 .
———
k

Hence, 64 =dp(f® - ® f). Here 6p(f ® -+ ® f) = Tr®Bi M, (®;A denotes the
tensor product of k copies of A), where M is given below and A; = (4;, 4;) and
B; = (B;F,B;).

Af Af By By
f21 f22 A-

0 0 0 0
fa fa2 AT
orafu o oukfu o o0 Giifie | Bp
opifin o Oprfu Okrfiz o Okafie | B;

Let f be the morphism with all components zero, i.e. f;; =0 for ¢,7 = 1,2. Then

we conclude that 64 = 0 where 0 is the zero matrix. Now, since 64 = p(f®---® f)



CHAPTER 10. FULL COMPLETENESS 188

for all f : A; — B;, we conclude that fy; = 0, contradicting the fact that & is a
natural transformation. The case of k occurrences of A; in F*(A) and zero occurrence

in F~(A) is completely symmetric. O

Lemma 10.6.3 Let 6 : F~ — FT be a natural transformation as above. Then each

type variable that occurs in F~ must also occur in F with the same multiplicity.

Proof. Suppose A; occurs k times in F~(A) and 0 < s < k times in F*(A). That
is, there exist i1,72,...,%; for some k& < m such that \;, = X\, = ... = \;, = @
Also suppose that there exist ji, jo,...,js such that p; = p;, = ... = pj, =14. By
instantiatingg at I ---TA;T---Tand I---IB;I---1I we get that the following diagram

must commute for all f: A, — B;.

k s
oA
Az® ®Az — Az® ®Az
f@-®f f@ --af
BZ@...@BZ — Bi®' ®BZ
ﬁ,_/ oB —_——

Here (f®-++® f)o4 = Tr®4 M and 65(f @+ ® f) = Tr®B: M’ with matrices
M and M' given below. Note that ¢4 and 65 have the same components as ¢ is a

natural transformation.
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M:
Alﬂ‘ AZ'_" BZ_— BZ_— AZ_— AZ_—
fuuoir o fuoik fiz fubiesr o0 fuGiess | Bj
0 0
JuGs1 -+ fu0sk  fi2 fi10sks1 o0 fi10skes | Bif
Ost1,0 " Ostlk Ostik+1  *°°  Osilk+s A7
0
Os+k,i " Ostkk Ostkhtl  *°°  Osthkts A7
fo1051 o fo10sk [ J210sk+1 o [oO0spts | Af
0 0
fo1010 0 far0up fo2 fa101ptr 0 fal0ipes | Ay
M':
A:r A:r B; B; B; B;
ouifu o ok Oigsr ot Olkts  Oukfiz 0 Oifie B}
5'3,1f11 e 6s,kf11 5-3,14:—1—1 e 5-5,Ic+s 5-5,Icf12 e &s,1f12 BZ+
fo1 fo2 Ay
0 N 0 0 0 I 0 :

fa1 fa2 A-
Osrinfin o Ospipfit Ostipt1 " Ostighds Ostikfiz - Ospinfiz | Bj
Ostkifit o Osqhrfit Ostkpt1 *** Ostkhts Osthkfiz -+ Ossxafio | Bi

Let f be the morphism with all components zero, then from the equation TrM =
TrM' above with

0 0 O 0 B, 0
M= | By 0 Bg M=|0 0 0
0 0 O 0 B, 0
! ~ . OSS
we get By = 0 and B, = 0 and hence 74 is of the form where
Ok Cl
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01,1

C

Os5-1,1

Os,1

Note that 4; = (A, A

01,2

O0s5-1,2

05,2

01,k

Os—1,k

Os.k

and C4 =

Os+1,k+1

Os42,k+1

O s+k,k+1

Os54+1,k+2

Os4+2,k+2

Os+k,k+2

190

Os+1,k+s

5-s+2,k+s

Os+k,k+s

-)and B; = (B, B;) for A, A., B and B; objects in

D. Now let Af = A and B’ = B; and f be the twist, that is fi; = fa = 0 and

fi2 = fa1 = 1. We get the following equations from T'r(M) = Tr(M’).

Ost1,k+10s,1 +* "+ Osq1 k45011 =

Os1h+10sk—1 T "+ Ogi1 k501 k—1

Osi1 k4105, T + Ogi1 k501 k =

5's+k,k:+15's,1 +e 4+ 5's+k,k:+55-1,1 =

Osikk+10sk +*° + Osik k+s01k =

0

— O

0

We can express these equations in a matricial form which we will call a (k, s)-

system:
[ Ost1,k+1
Nows !, = Os42,k+1
i Ostk k+1
= antidiag(1, - -

Os4+1,k+2

Os4+2,k+2

Os+k,k+2

71)

5-s+1,k+s

5-s+2,k+s

Os+k,k+s

Os,1

Os—1,1

01,1

05,2

O0s—1,2

01,2

Os.k

Os—1,k

01,k

In other words RZNC]N' =1forj=k—i+1andO0else, fori=1,---,k We use RY

and C'JN to denote the ¢th row and the jth column of N respectively.

This gives us k x k equations each having s summands. Solutions to such equations

if they exist are 0 or 1 because the instantiation of  at I ---1I yields matrices with
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entries in D(/, 1) = {1,} = {0;}. Instantiation at other objects will distinguish
between 0’s and 1’s. We will prove by induction that this system of equations is
inconsistent. First, consider a (2, 1)-system, that is k = 2 and s = 1. Then we will

have the following set of equations:

02,301,1 = 0
033012 =0
02,3012 = 1

03,301,1 = 1

Clearly this set of equations is inconsistent since from the third and the fourth
equations, we conclude that 693 = 012 = 01,1 = 033 = 1 contradicting the first and
the second equations. We refer to these equations as the Base System and we say
that the tuple (1,1, 12, 02,3, 033) satisfies the Base System.

Consider a (k, 1)-system with k& > 1. These systems form the basis step of the

induction. The equations are given by:

[ Ost1,k+1 ]
TN T 5 Gey oo Gap | = antidiag(1,1, -+ 1)
| Osthht1 |
Therefore, we get o1 44105k = 1,05424410sk1 = 1,0541k410s6-1 = 0 and

Osi2k+10s, = 0 and hence (Gsk—1, 05k, Tst1 k41, Ostok+1) Satisfies the base system
and hence the (k, 1)-system is inconsistent for all £ > 1.
Now consider a general (k, s)-system with £ > s and s > 1. There are k equations

with RHS equal to 1. Consider the equation RN CY' = 1, more explicitly

Osi1k+10sk T Os1k+205— 1k + -+ + Osi1 htsO1h = 1

we will prove that none of the s summands in this equation can be 1 and hence they

are all zero but then we get 0 +0+ -+ 0 = 0 = 1 a contradiction and hence
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the (k, s)-system will be inconsistent. Suppose &1 k4+:0s—t+1,6 = 1 for an arbitrary

t € {1,---,s}, we show that &si;k+10s5_1416—j41 = 0 for all j = 2,--- k. Let

~ ~ _ . . . N NI _

GstjhttOs—t+14—j+1 = 1 for some j € {2,---,k}, then using equations R; Cr_ji1 =
NN _ ~ ~ _ ~ ~ _

0 and R; Ci; = 0 we have 0441 p+40s—t41k—j+1 = 0 and Ogyjp4105—4414 = 0 and

therefore the tuple (Gs_s1 k—j+1, Os—t+1,ks Tsi1ktt, Ostjktt) Satisfies the base system.
Removing RY and O} from matrix N and R} and C}' from matrix N’ we get two
new matrices Ly g and L, ,, where k' = k—1 and s’ = s — 1. Note that RFC}" =1
for j = k" —i+1 and 0 else, fori = 1,---, k', because RﬁIC’J]-V' =1forj=Fk—i
and 0 else, for i =1,--+ |k — 1, thus L and L' form a (k — 1, s — 1)-system which by
induction hypothesis is inconsistent and hence we conclude that 6,41 4105 t41% = 0.
As t was chosen arbitrarily we conclude that all the summands in the equation RYC}Y '

are zero. The case of 0 < k < s is completely symmetric. ]

Proposition 10.6.4 Let F(X,X) be an MLL formula of length p generated by
X1, Xy, X7 X" using ®. Let [F] : C* x (CP)" — C be the induced mul-
tivariant functor on C. If o : K; — [ F] is a dinatural transformation, then F is

balanced.

Proof. In Lemma 10.6.2 above we have proven that every propositional atom occur-
ring on one side also occurs on the other side. Also in Lemma 10.6.3 we have shown
that the multiplicity of occurrences of any propositional atom must be the same on
both sides. Hence it follows that F' is balanced.

|

Theorem 10.6.5 6 : F~ — F' is a permutation on the tensor factors, i.e. G4 :

F~(A) — F*(A) is of the form [ B
B,

] where B, and B4 are permutation

matrices and B4 = B'i and the permutation § € Sy, induced by B satisfies j1; = A5
fori=1,--- m. Here (—)" denotes matriz transposition obtained by reflection across

antidiagonal elements.

Proof. Let 6 : F~ — F* be a natural transformation in C, that is the following

diagram commutes:
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Hence, we have Trdm®@ ®4 (M) = (f,, @ -+ ® fu. )04 =

0A
A/\1®"'®A>\m__'Am®"'®Aum

OB
BA1®"'®BAm:’Bu1®"'®B

Sy ® - ® fa,

fu1®"'®fum

TrPm® @B (M) where M and M’ are given below.

193

&E(ful K- fum) =

M:
+ + - ... p- — -
A/\l A m Bum Bm Aum Aul
p1 o~ p1 o~ p1 p1 o~ p1 o~ +
Ji1 011 11 91,m 12 i1 0Lme1 fi101,2m Bm
: : 0 00
Hm ~ Hm ~ Hm Km =~ Hm ~ +
[ om i 0mm  fio S Omamt1 Ji1" Om,2m BMm
Om+1,1 Om+1,m Om+1,m+1 Om+1,2m ;m
0
O2m,1 O2m,m Oo2m,m+1 02m,2m ;1
Hm ~ Hm ~ HUm Hm ~ HUm ~ —
Jor" Omp Jo" Omm  [fa3 Jo1" Ommt1 for" Omom A,
0 .0
B B 1 B~ i = -
fa101a 21 01,m 5 Ja1 Olma1 f2101,2m Aul
M’
+ + - - -
A)\l A m Bum BILI A1
~ A1 ~ A ~ ~ ~ A ~ A1 +
SRV O1mfii" O1,m+1 01,2m O1mfis" o1,1f12 B,
~ A ~ A ~ ~ ~ A ~ A +
Om,1 11 Omm 11" Om,m+1 Om,2m Omm 15" Om,1 12 B,
Am -
21 Am
0 0 0 0
/\1 /\1 -
21 22 o
~ A1 ~ Am = ~ ~ A ~ A1 -
Om+1,1f11 Omt1,mf11" Omatmtt Omt12m  Omti,mfis" Om+1,1f15 Aom
~ A ~ A ~ ~ ~ A ~ A -
02m,1 f11 U2m,mf11m UZm,m+1 UZm,2m UZm,m f12m 02m,1 f12

A1
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By instantiating at fi = fii = 0 for k,1 = 1,2 for all i = 1,---,m and using

' <. B, 0
Tr(M) = Tr(M'), we conclude that &4 is of the form:
- 0 B,
AT AL AT

01,1 O1p2 Gim | AL

B, = 021 022 Gom | AL,

5'm,1 5-m,2 5-m,m A;rm

A;m A;m—l A;l

] where

Om+1,m+1 Om+1,m+2

B4: Om+2,m+1 Om+2,m+2

O2m,m+1

02m,m+2

Om+1,2m A;m

Om+2,2m A;m—l

02m,2m A;1

Next, let Af = A5 and Bf = B; and f* be the twist, i.e. fiy = fo% =0 and
ffg = fé\f =1foralli=1,---,m. Similarly for A,,, B,, and f* fori=1,--- ,m.

We get the following system of equations:

System I:
O1,m 01,1 Om+1,m+1 Om+1,2m
&Z,m 5.2,1 5.m+2,m+1 &m+2,2m
NN' =
Om,m Om,1 Oo2m,m+1 O2m,2m
. ’ . . .
that is, we have RYC}" =1 for j =m —i+ 1 and 0 else, for i = 1,--- ,m.

System II:

= antidiag(1,1,- - -

1)
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Om+1,m+1 " Om+41,2m Om,1 0 Omym
5'm+2 m+1 """ 5'm+2 2m a-m—l 1 " a-m—l m L.

PP =| 7 7 o 7 = antidiag(1,1,---,1)
O2m,m+1 o O2m2m O1,1 o O1m

that_istC’f':1f0rj:m—_i+_1and0else, fori=1,--,m.

The rest of the proof consists of several steps:

Step 1: We show that B, = B'i, that is, 0, ; = Oom41-—j2m+1- for ¢, 7 =m+1,m +
2,--+,2m. Note that (—)" denotes the matrix transposition which is obtained by
reflection across the antidiagonal entries.

o case I: 5;; = 1,5mi1—joms1-i = 0. Note that RY CF' =0forall k=1,---,m,
k #2m —j+1. 6;; = 1 implies that o9y, j116 = 0 for £ # 2m — i + 1, however
Oom—j+12m—i+1 = 0 is given. Therefore, Rﬁ’m =0and RY, ;,, = Rﬁm = 0 giving
RévmfjJrle

e case 2: &i,j = 0, 5-2m+1—j,2m+1—i = 1. Note that Révm—i—l—lcli\ﬂ =0forallk = ]_, cee, MM,

" » =0, a contradiction.
k §£ 1 — m. &2m—j+1,2m—i+1 =1 1mphes 5-i,k = 0 for all &£ §£ j, but 5'2"]' =0 is given,
hence RY, =0, and R, = RY =0 giving RY, C} . | =0, a contradiction.

Hence B, = Bﬁ.

Step 2: There are no all-zero rows or columns in B; or By.

The ith row of Bj is equal to RY in reverse order, hence it cannot be all zero
since RYCY' .1 = 1. Also the jth column of By is equal to CI" in reverse order and
hence it cannot be all zero since Rleij’f =1.

The statement is trivially true for B, as B4 = Bﬁ.

Step 3: In B, and By every row and column has exactly one 1. Suppose any two

elements on the ith row of By are 1; 6;; = 6, = 1 for k # j with ¢, 5,k € {1,--- ,m}.
The ith row of B; = R, | and hence CL_, | = 0. For example, suppose &;; =

O1,m = 1, then using system II we see that all the elements on the last column of P
are zero by just using the fact that 611 = 1. Also 09,2, = 0 because 0y, = 1. Note
that CP_, = CB*, | =0, a contradiction.

Also let any two elements on the jth column of B; be both 1; 6;; = 63; = 1

for i # k with 4,5,k € {1,---,m}. The jth column of By = C}_;, and hence
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RN .., =0,and as R} ., = RN .., we get a contradiction.

As B, = B!, the statement follows for B,.

Therefore, B; and B, are permutation matrices. Let § € S, be the permutation
induced by By, that is §(i) = j iff 5;; = 1. Then we have &;; : A} — A} =1 and
Oomi—jomi1-i + Ay, —> Ay =1 and thus Ay, = Ay, = (A;;_,A;j) = (A5, A) =
Ay foralli=1,--- m.

|

We can view the natural transformation 64 : F~(A4) — F*(A) as matching Ay,

to Ay, forall i =1,---,m. Hence we have:

Corollary 10.6.6 (Full Completeness in C) FEvery natural transformation &
F~ — F* in C is induced by a unique morphism F~(X) — F*(X) in the free

compact closed category on n objects Xy, -+, X, with trivial dimension.

Note that all objects in C have trivial dimension, i.e. dim(A) = 1; for all objects
Ain C, since C(I,1) = D(I,I) = {17}. Therefore, the restriction on dimension can

be removed: it is tensoring with finitely many 1; maps, which have no effect. Thus

Corollary 10.6.7 (Full Completeness in C) Every natural transformation &
F~ — F* in C is induced by a morphism F~(X) — F*(X) in the free com-

pact closed category on n objects Xq,---,X,.
Note that this is a weaker result than Corollary 10.6.6, because we lose uniqueness.

Theorem 10.6.8 Suppose that o is a dinatural transformation in C from Ky to the

multivariant functor F. Then there exists a fized-point-free involution ¢ on {1,--- ,p}
such that £,y = &, Cos) 7 Gi-

Proof. The permutation § associated with the natural transformation & identifies
occurrences of A, in F~(A) with occurrences of A, in F7(A). We will use § to
define the permutation ¢ on {1,---,p} which will be associated with the dinatural

transformation o. By a previous theorem we know that F' is balanced. Write N =
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{ir,i9,+ yim} and P = {j1,--+ ,jm} where N = {i|(; = x} and P = {i|¢; = 1},
that is N and P contain the indices of the negative and positive occurrences of
propositional atoms respectively. Note that N and P have the same cardinality
because F'is balanced. Also assume that &, = A\, and §;, = p for k =1,--- ,m.
Recall that 6 € Sp, the permutation induced by &, matches Ay, to A, , thus
&isgy = &, and similarly, §j5_1(k) =¢§,, forallk=1,---,m.

Define ¢(ix) = js-1(k) and @(jix) = ig) for all k = 1,--- ,m. Then
0 (ix) = PUs-1(w) = ik 9°(k) = Plisr) = i

for all k, hence ¢ is an involution. Also, ¢ maps N to P and vice versa, and so
Cnp(z) §£ CZ Finally, &P(lk) = gjéfl(k) = glk— and &P(jk) = gi&(k) = gjk- for all £ = ]_, e, M.
(I

In view of this theorem we see that o determines a unique set of axiom links
and hence a unique MLL proof structure for the formula F'. In the next section we
will show that this proof structure is indeed a proof net. That is, we need to check
the Danos-Regnier correctness criterion. However, as C(I,I) = D(/,I) = {1,}, GC

satisfies the MIX rule and hence we need only check the acyclicity condition.

10.6.2 Full Completeness in GC

Given a dinatural transformation p : £y — F in GC, we have the specification
of a unique proof structure because we have the formula F' and the axiom links are
given by the fixed-point free involution ¢ induced by the dinatural transformation
Up in the underlying compact closed category C = Int(D). We show that this proof
structure is indeed a proof net. For this purpose we only need to prove acyclicity as

our category G'C satisfies the MIX rule.

Lemma 10.6.9 Let (X, X) = Fi(X, X)®Fy(X, X) be an object in the free compact
closed category on n objects Xy, -- -, X,, with trivial dimension and T : I — F (X, X)
be a morphism. Suppose also that the induced fized-point free involution ¢ does not

make a matching between formulas in Fy and those in Fy, then I' = 'y ® ['s where
I': I — (X, X)and Ty : T — F(X, X).
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Proof. T induces a fixed-point-free involution ¢ on F(X, X)) which consists of a pair
(1, p2) of fixed-point-free involutions on F; (X, X) and Fy(X, X) respectively and
hence there are unique morphisms I'y : I — Fi(X, X) and Iy : I — F,(X, X)
which correspond to ¢; and s respectively. Therefore, 'y ® I'y is a morphism in
the free category corresponding to ¢, however such a morphism is unique and hence

F:F1®F2. [

Theorem 10.6.10 (Acyclicity) Suppose that p is a dinatural transformation in
GC from the constant functor Ky to F. Consider the unique proof structure as-

sociated with p. Then for any DR-switching, the associated DR-graph is acyclic.

Proof. Suppose that for a certain DR-switching, the associated DR~graph contains a
cycle. Express the shortest cycle as lower connected pairs (aq,b1),- -, (@, b,) where
©(b;) = a;yq for all i € Z,. Recall that a lower connected pair in a proof structure is
a pair of formulas that are connected with paths not traversing any axiom links [82,
83]. Using the weak distributivity natural transformations, binary MIX morphisms
and associativity and commutativity natural transformations for par and tensor we
transform the given dinatural transformation p into p: Ky — F such that the cycle

is preserved, where p4: 1 — F(A, A) and
FAA) =TAB (A @A) B - B (AL @ Al
The procedure is as follows (see also [104] and [4]):

e If a fragment of F' has the form A® (B %8 C), and A and B are lower connected,
then the switching must have assigned [left to the par-link in question. In this

case, we compose p with a natural transformation built from w5,

e If A and C are lower connected, then the switching must have assigned right to

the par-link. In this case, we compose with a natural transformation built from
R
WaBC>

e We apply binary MIX, commutativity and associativity, whenever necessary to

separate out each lower connected pair.
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Consider the test object A = (A, {04-a+}, {0a+4-}) where A = (AT, A7) # (I,1)
and At = A=, Hence A = A. Put A; = Afori=1,---,n. In what follows there
is no need to put (_ superscripts as 4 = A*, however we have included these for
clarity.

Notice that U(p4) = f1 ® fo,

fi:l —T4 and fo: I — (A @ A1) @ ... @ (A% @ A%r)

because the part in F (A, A) consisting of par product of tensored pairs is closed
under the axiom link matchings induced by any dinatural transformation. Therefore,
we have that f, must lift to a morphism in GC from 1 to (A% ® A%1) % ... B
(ACM ® ACbT)_
Hence fy € ((A%1 @ A%) B --- B (ASr @ A%r)),.

((A§a1 ® ACh) 2 3 (ACM ® AC’”“))S =

((Acal ® Aqbl)L ® ® (Acar ®ACbT)L)t =

GC((A%1 @ A )L ® -+~ @ (ASr-1 @ A%r-1) L (ASer @ A%r))

Now consider ((A% @ A% ) @@ (A1 @ A1), = {0, ® - -®0, | 0; €
(A @ Ai) .

Notice that (A% @ A%)L = (A% @ A% ), = GC(A, A) and hence 1, € (A% ®
A%:)L and therefore 14 @ --- @14 € (A% @ A%t @ -+ @ (ASr-1 @ Ar-1)4),

r—1 times

On the other hand, (A% ® A% ), = {0}.

Now by definition, fo 0 o € (A%r @ A% ) = {0} for all @ € ((A%1 @ A% )+ ®
oo @ (ASr-1 @ A%-1)L) and hence f, = 0 which yields a contradiction because such
a morphism cannot induce any axiom links.

Thus assuming the existence of a cycle in the proof structure and hence p we have
obtained a contradiction and hence a dinatural transformation like p cannot exist and

therefore the proof structure contains no cycles.

|

Theorem 10.6.11 (Full completeness in GC) Every dinatural transformation in
GC from the constant functor Ky to the multivariant functor F is the denotation

of a unique cut-free proof in MLL of the formula F, and is therefore induced by a
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unique morphism 1 — F(X,X) in the free *-autonomous category on n objects
X11X27 e JXn-

The techniques that we have used in the proof of the last theorem are general
enough to cover the case where D is a traced UDC. Observe that D(Z, I) = {1,} in any
UDC D. Note that by coherence axioms we have p; = Ar and hence [17,0;7] = [0, 1/]

and thus Oy = 1;. This also implies that I is a zero object. Thus we have:

Theorem 10.6.12 Let D be a traced UDC. Then, every dinatural transformation in
GInt(D) from the constant functor ICy to the multivariant functor F is the denotation
of a unique cut-free proof in MLL of the formula F, and is therefore induced by a

unique morphism 1 — F(X,X) in the free *-autonomous category on n objects
X17X27 e 7Xn'

Hence, in particular, we have full completeness for MLL+MIX in the *-

autonomous categories constructed from PInj and Hilb,.

We conclude this chapter by stating a negative result for the class of categories GC
with C = Int(D) and D a PAC. Suppose we choose to use the traditional categorical
semantics framework [78]. That is, formulas of MLL are objects in GC and proofs

are morphisms. Then we show that GC fails to be fully complete for MLL.

Theorem 10.6.13 Let D be a PAC and C = Int(D), interpret the formulas of MLL
as objects in GC and the proofs as morphisms. Then, GC is not fully complete for
MLL.

Proof. Let A = (A, A, A;) be an object in GC with A = (AT, A7) and AT = A™.
Also, let A, = A; = {14+}. Note that A ® A" is not an MLL provable formula. We
show that there exists amap f:1 — A® AL Let f: ] — A® A" be 14404+
Recall that 1; = {1;} and therefore fa = f € (A ® A*); for all @ € 1,. Recall that
(A® At); = GC(A, A) and hence (A® A1), # 0. To conclude the proof, we need to
show that 3f = 1; for all 8 € (A® A*Y);, but f : I — I'in C and C(I,1) = {1},
therefore 3f = 1; and thus 3f € 1, for all 8 € (A ® A');. O



Chapter 11
Conclusions and Further Work

In this thesis we studied Girard’s Gol programme & la Abramsky and showed how
to construct models of computation (combinatory algebras) based on a Gol Situa-
tion. We also showed that the construction can be generalised to obtain combinatory
algebras from a weak linear category.

The combinatory algebras we obtain in this way are highly intensional and further
research is required in the direction of extensional reflections of these models by
considering the type structure (of modest sets or partial equivalence relations) they
induce. This line of research is important for theoretical computer science in that
it provides models of fine-structural features of computation and optimal reduction
strategies for A-calculus.

In particular, we studied the dataflow computational aspects of Abramsky’s pro-
gramme. We showed that UDCs are a suitable categorical framework for such a
computational analysis. Furthermore, such categories were used to construct cate-
gorical models of dynamic algebras. This way we have the means of analysing the
dynamics of information flow in proof nets in a categorical setting. We also showed
that Danos’ small model and Girard’s operator algebraic models are instances of
dynamic situations.

The geometry of interaction provides a suitable semantic basis for explaining and

improving Lamping’s optimal graph-reduction implementation of the A-calculus. The

201
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connections have been explained in [53]. The investigation of connections and rela-
tions between optimal reduction strategies and geometry of interaction offers ideas for
efficient and correct implementations. An exciting research direction is the application
of the ideas in this thesis to the analysis of optimal reduction strategies. In particular
recent work of Asperti and Mairson [10] offers interesting examples amenable to the
token pushing analysis developed in this thesis. We intend to examine this further in
future research work.

An important issue is to relate the nilpotency criterion in Girard’s formulation
to properties of sums that we obtain in our UDC-based models. We expect to get a
characterisation for strongly normalising terms of untyped lambda calculus.

We intend to further study the models of linear logic and implementations of
Gol based on categories that appear in functional analysis, for example categories
of Banach spaces such as Ban; of real Banach spaces and linear maps with norm
less than or equal to 1 and Ban,, of real Banach spaces and linear bounded maps.
This would help to provide a functional analytic analysis of combinators in particular
and S-reduction in general and to deepen our understanding of cut elimination/proof
normalisation processes by making use of techniques and structures in the theory of
operator algebras. In particular the ideas used in the construction of Hilb, can be
generalised using the theory of fields of Hilbert spaces.

More interestingly, we encounter a partial trace operator [3] for Hilb. The ex-
istence conditions for trace when related to the properties of A-terms is expected to
shed new light on the mathematical analysis of S-reduction.

Another one of the models that I study in my thesis, namely SRel, establishes
a connection with probabilistic networks. The study of feedback in probabilistic
networks has many potential applications in queueing and network theory. Also such
models provide a continuous semantics for programming in contrast to many extant
discrete models.

Another important direction is iteration theories, more specifically we have used
partially additive categories as the main categorical models. We also showed that
PACs possess an iteration operation which is used to define a trace operator. There

are therefore several connections to iteration theories that can yield new applications
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for iteration theories on the one hand and on the other hand the extensive and well
developed literature on iteration theories can enrich our understanding of geometry
of interaction, Kleene *-algebras, etc.

Finally, we showed how to construct models of MLL, i.e. *-autonomous categories
based on PACs. We made use of the Int and double glueing constructions to get such
models. We also proved that such models are fully complete for MLL+MIX.

A major problem is to extend full completeness to different fragments of linear
logic (e.g. additives, exponentials.) Game-theoretical models have recently become a
major tool in this area. We intend to unify these models with the ones studied in this
thesis. Current results by several research groups around the world appear amenable
to an abstract and axiomatic approach which is yet to be developed. First steps
towards such an approach were taken by Hyland, Abramsky and their colleagues
and students. Recently Abramsky and Mellies announced a novel game-theoretic
full completeness result for the multiplicative and additive fragment of linear logic.

Current work aims to give new non-game-theoretic fully complete models.



Appendix A

Diagrams for Trace Axioms

Figure 31: Dinaturality in U

204
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; u
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Figure 33: Vanishing II

Figure 35: Yanking



Appendix B

Derivation of Gol Combinators

We give a brief summary of our graphical notation in Figure 36. In this figure:
(i) identity morphism, 1y
(ii) symmetry morphism, oxy
(iii) tensor product, fRg: X @ X' — YV @Y’
(iv) trace, Tr§y(f): X —Y

(v) composition, gf : (X, X7) — (Z+,Z7), where f: (X7, X7) — (Y,Y")
and g: (YT, Y7) — (Z1,Z7)

(vi) transposition, A(f) : (X*,X7) — (Y, Y7) —o (Z7,Z7), where f :
(Xt X)eYhY ) —(Z%,2)

(v) evaluation, ev: (Y, V™) o (Z+,Z7))@ (Y1, Y™) — (Z,Z7)

206
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v

z z
Y v
+
Y Y
z +
z

(vi)
Figure 36: Summary of the graphical notation
In the figures for the combinators, an arrow between two figures means that the
figure on the left is reduced to the one on the right using the rules of the graphical

calculus. The captions for all diagrams are given below.
e Combinator I, rA(1y)
e Combinator B

(i) b=-ev(l ®ev)
(i) A*(D)
(iii) 7(1 —o 7)(s —o (s —o 1r))A3(b)
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e Combinator C'

@) (ev®1)(1®o0)
(ii) ¢ = ev(ev ®1)(1 ® 0)
(iii) A*(c)

)

(iv) r(s —o r)((1 —o 5) —o (1 —o 7))A3(c)

e Combinator K

(i) k£ =1y @ weaky

(i) A(k)
(iif) (1 —o (¢ — 1))A*(k), fx = vwpwyv
(iv) r(1 —or)(1 —o (¢ — 1))A*(k)

e Combinator W

(i) w=ev(ev®1)(1® cony)
(ii) A*(w)
(iii) ((p — (p — 1)) = 1)(1 —o (¢ —o 1))A*(w),

fw =ucy(v @v), gw = (u @ u)cyv

(iv) (1 —os) = r)((p = (p 1)) = 1)(1 —o (¢ — 1))A*(w)
(v) r(s = 1)((1 = s) = r)((p — (p — 1)) o 1)(1 —o (g —o 1))A*(w)

e Combinator D
(i) d=-ev(l ® dery)
(if) A*(d)
(iii) 7(1 —o 7)(s —o (¢ —o 1))A%(d), fp = uly, gp = ljv

e Combinator &

(i) (1 —o!p)A(dv)

208
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(i) (¢ — p)(1 —olp)A(

(iii)

r(q —o p)(1 —o!p)A(dv)

e Combinator F

(i
(ii

(iii

)
)
)
(iv)

(v)

“(f)
(
(

f=levy
A

ls —o (g —o p))A%(f)
q — 1)(!s —o (¢ —o p))A*(f),

5\/), fs= UeUT(U)U, g5 = UT(U)elUU

fr=uT(j)¢uu (v ©v), gr = (u® u)y T (k)
r(1 —or)(g — 1)(Is —o (¢ — p))A*(f)

-

U U U U
e

(4

Figure 37: Combinator

K [T——11

209
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U u—-
U Uu—r
U U
U
U U
U
U U
U
U U
U
U U
U
— v
U
(i)
U U v U U U U U
U U U U U U U U
U U u_ . u Uu_ .~ u U U
U U u_ .U Uu__ . u U u

(ii)
Figure 38: Combinator B
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(iii)
Figure 39: Combinator B
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U U

U U

U U

U U

U U

U U

U U

U

U U

i U U

@)
Figure 40: Combinator C'
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U U
u u
u U
- v U
u U
U U
(i)
u U u U U U U u U u
u u U U U U U u U U
U U u U U U U u U U
U U U T

U U u U U U U
U U>>\< U><U U>< U&U U U U
U U U U U U U U U U

(iii)
Figure 41: Combinator C'
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(iv)
Figure 42: Combinator C'
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(iii)
Figure 43: Combinator K
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(iv)
Figure 44: Combinator K
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TU TU

TU TU

TU TU

(if)
Figure 45: Combinator W
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(iii)
Figure 46: Combinator W
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(iv)
Figure 47: Combinator W
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v)
Figure 48: Combinator W
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(i)

U U U
TU U TU
U U U
U U >< TU U

(i)
Figure 49: Combinator D
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(iii)
Figure 50: Combinator D
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TU TTU U TI'U>Q
TU Tv;eU TU
TU eU ;Tu><TU
0]
TU Tv;eU TU
f
d
TU — €yiTu U——s viTvig iU U
* X
Ug.v;e’U :Tuu U
U TU | %
LCR AU
u_ Jv u
u_ Iy U

(i)
Figure 51: Combinator ¢
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o

(iii)
Figure 52: Combinator ¢

TU? o TU®

TU TU
]
TU TU

0]

TU U2 _TU 24»@ TUZ—-TU? TU

TU>\<< TU TU TU TU TU
v ><

TU? TU><TU ><:[ TU TU TU?

(i)
Figure 53: Combinator F
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(iv)
Figure 54: Combinator F
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V)
Figure 55: Combinator F'



Appendix C

Reduction to Normal Forms

Recall the equations for the combinators:

I.x =uz.

B.x.y.z = x+(y-2).
Cexeyez = xo24y.
Wez-ly = x-1y-1y.
D-xly = z-y.
0dx = Nx.

Fuzly = 1(z-y).

. reduces to

Figure 56: Identity Combinator I
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ey

Figure 57: Composition Combinator B

z

s lan

Figure 58: Exchange Combinator C

i .

reduces to

Figure 59: Weakening Combinator K

S Ly
X

ﬂ reducesto F X !yj i

Figure 60: Contraction Combinator W
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t Xﬂ

Figure 61: Dereliction Combinator D

923

reducesto

reducesto

Figure 62: Comultiplication Combinator §

]

Figure 63: Functoriality Combinator F

reducesto

T(xy)
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