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ABSTRACT

We investigate a framework for representing and reasoning
about syntactic and semantic aspects of typed languages
with variable binders.

First, we introduce typed binding signatures and develop
a theory of typed abstract syntax with binders. Each sig-
nature is associated to a category of “presentation” mod-
els, where the language of the typed signature is the initial
model.

At the semantic level, types can be given also a computa-
tional meaning in a (possibly different) semantic category.
We observe that in general, semantic aspects of terms and
variables can be reflected in the presentation category by
means of an adjunction. Therefore, the category of presen-
tation models is expressive enough to represent both the
syntactic and the semantic aspects of languages.

We introduce then a metalogical system, inspired by the
internal languages of the presentation category, which can
be used for reasoning on both the syntax and the semantics
of languages. This system is composed by a core equational
logic tailored for reasoning on the syntactic aspects; when
a specific semantics is chosen, the system can be modularly
extended with further “semantic” notions, as needed.

Categories and Subject Descriptors

D.3.1 [Programming Languages]: Formal definitions and
Theory—syntaz, semantics; F.3.2 [Logics and Meanings
of Programs]|: Semantics of programming languages—alge-
braic approaches to semantics, denotational semantics; F.4.3
[Formal Languages|: Mathematical Logic and Formal Lan-
guages—Algebraic language theory
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Introduction

It is well known that, in order to reason about programs
and programming languages, one has to face both the prob-
lem of representing the syntax with the related machinery
(e.g., substitution, a-conversion, etc.) and of modeling the
underlying semantics. Even if at a first sight these abstrac-
tion layers may seem independent from each other, they are
closely related: for instance, once the interpretation of terms
has been fixed, the syntactic substitution usually uniquely
determines a corresponding notion of semantic substitution,
via the so-called “substitution lemma”. Another contact
point is the pervasive notion of (intrinsic) type. Syntac-
tically, types denote languages, usually defined inductively
by grammars, possibly with binders and thus quotiented by
a-equivalences. The inductive structure of typed syntax is
fundamental for recursive definitions and inductive reason-
ing. Semantically, types denote domains, ranged over by
variables and where syntactic expressions are given a mean-
ing. Both syntactic and semantic manipulations (e.g. substi-
tution) have to respect the types, otherwise non-wellformed
terms or meaningless structures would arise.

Therefore, a framework (a metamodel) aiming to provide
mathematical notions and tools for reasoning about pro-
gramming languages should address both the syntactic and
the semantic aspects on a par. The metamodel should en-
lighten the interactions and dependencies between these two
abstraction levels.

The aim of this paper is indeed to define and investigate
such a framework. Our setting is inspired by previous work
by Fiore, Hofmann, Plotkin, Turi, among others [2—4, 7, 8].
Like in these works, we advocate the use of presheaf cate-
gories for a satisfactory representation of the abstract syntaz
of (typed) languages with variables and binding operators.
But moreover, it turns out that the same presheaf categories
can be used to address the semantic aspects as well.

We proceed as follows. First, we give an account of typed
higher-order abstract syntax and semantics, and their in-
terconnection. We introduce the notion of typed binding
signatures and develop a theory of algebraic typed abstract
syntax with variable binders. To the types T of a signature
we associate a category of presentation models

Modr(S) £ (Set")" = Set"*"



where U is a suitable category of typing contexts. The lan-
guage of any typed signature can be defined as the initial
algebra of the corresponding signature functor on Modr(S).

On the other hand, types can be also given a semantics,
i.e. a meaning in any suitable category C, depending on the
particular computational notion we are focus on. Therefore,
another category Modr(C), of semantic models arises. Un-
der a mild condition, this turns out to be connected to the
presentation category via an adjunction, as in [2,3]. Along
this adjunction, semantic aspects of terms and variables can
be reflected at the syntactic level, and syntactic (i.e., struc-
tural) aspects can be recovered at the semantic level. There-
fore any framework for abstract syntax, complete with se-
mantics for the syntax in it, can be reflected in the same,
well-established presheaf category Modr(S).

We illustrate this schema with some examples. When the
semantic category is the presentation category itself (§3.3),
we get a monoidal closed category whose monoids are fully
typed (i.e., heterogeneous) substitutions over higher-order
abstract syntax. In another application (§3.4), the distinc-
tion between “names” and “variables over names” (a com-
mon situation in process algebras, and languages for syntax
manipulation) is formally clarified.

We introduce then a metalogical system, based on the in-
ternal languages of the presentation category, which can be
used for reasoning on both the syntax and the semantics of
languages on a par. The metalogical system is composed
by a core equational logic Hyx tailored for reasoning on the
syntactic aspects. This system makes no assumption on the
“intended meaning” of variables (e.g., they are not seen as
“names” from the beginning, as in [8,19]). Still Hx allows
to represent faithfully the typed languages with binders and
defining programs by structural recursion over typed ab-
stract syntax with binders. The main purpose of Hy is to
act as a basis for further extensions: when types are given
also a semantic interpretation, the core metalanguage can
be enriched with new type and term constructors and new
propositions, in a modular way. We will exemplify this ap-
proach in the case that variables are denoting names: this
semantic interpretation will induce both rules of the Theory
of Contexts and rules close to those of Nominal Logic [8,19].

Synopsis. In §1 we introduce typed binding signatures. In
§2 we develop an algebraic theory of typed abstract syntax,
by means of presheaf categories. In §3 we address the prob-
lem of connecting the semantic and the syntactic aspects of
a language, along an adjunction. Three case studies are pre-
sented, in order to illustrate the generality and applicability
of the framework. In §4 we introduce the metalanguage Hx
(parametric on the signature of the object language) which
allows one to reason about typed languages in higher-order
abstract syntax. Some conclusions are finally drawn in §5.

1. TYPED BINDING SIGNATURES

In this section, we introduce the category of typed bind-
ing signatures, which is a direct extension of both typed
signatures [11, §1.6] and binding signatures [4].

DEFINITION 1. A typed binding signature is a triple ¥ =
(T, U, O) where T is a (countable) set of (basic) types, U C
T is the set of types with variables and O : (U*xT)*xT —
Set assigns to each tuple ((G1,71),...,(Gn,Tn),T) a set of
function symbols.

In the following, we will denote the set of types of a signature
¥ also by |X|.

The set (U* x T)* x T will be denoted by Ar(X), and,
following [17, Chapter 3], its elements will be called arities
(of the signature X), ranged over by «, 3,.... Arities and
function symbols will be written in the usual “arrow” nota-
tion: we will write f: (61 — 71) X -+ X (6 — T») — 7 for
f€0((&1,m),...,(Fn,Tn), 7). Notice that only types in U
may appear in “negative” positions of these arities. When
U = 0 we get back the traditional notion of typed signa-
ture [11]; when T' = U = 1, we get the notion of binding
signature [4].

Finally, notice that a symbol may be overloaded, that is
it may have several arities.

Ezample 1. The signature of untyped A-calculus is ¥y =
({x}, {*}, Ox), where Ox((x,%), %) = {A}, Ox((*), (x),*) =
{app}.

Let Th> be the smallest set containing a given set of
atomic type symbols and closed under the “O” constructor.
Then, the signature of simply typed A-calculus is X5 =
(T\>,T\>,05>) where, for 0,7 € T>: Ox>((1,0),7D0) =
{X), Oxo ((730), (1), 0) = {app}.

The signature of m-calculus is ¥ = ({n, ¢}, {n}, Ox), where
Ox(1) = {0}, Ox((v),t) = {71}, Ox((1),(v),¢) = {I,+},
O=((m), (n), (¢),1) = {match,output}, Ox((n,t),t) = {v},
Ox((m), (n,¢),0) = {inPUt}'

A morphism u : ¥ — X' of signatures consists of a func-
tion w : |X| — |¥'| between type sets (which is extended
to arities in the obvious way) such that u(U) C U’ and
for each arity o of ¥, a function us : O(a) — O'(u(a)).
Thus, if f: (61 — 71) X - X (Fn — Tn) — 7, then
ua(f) = (u(d1) — w(r1)) x - X (w(dn) — u(tn)) — u(7).
Typed binding signatures and their morphisms form a cat-
egory T Sign.

Terms. Let & = (T,U,O) be a signature, and let Var =
(Varr)rev a U-indexed family of infinite sets of variables
(ranged over by x7). The set S- of terms of type 7 is defined
by the following grammar:

S,2tu= o ifrelU
| op((F1)t1, ., (Tn)tn)
where op : (61 — 71) X - X (Gn — Tn) — 7 and for i =
1,...,n: t; € Sr,. The usual conventions about free/bound

variables and a-conversion apply.

A more precise definition of the terms generated by a
binding signature ¥ is given in a type theoretic form, as
e.g. in [11,18]. Let Var = {v1,v2,...} be an enumeration of
distinct elements, called variable symbols; a typing context
(denoted by TI') is a list v1 : T1,...,Vn : Tn, Where 7; € U.
The term calculus for ¥ is the system for deriving typing
judgments of the usual form

I'bkst:T

where 7 € T, and whose rules are given in Figure 1. The
index 5, will be dropped when clear from the context. The
system consists of the projection rule (1), where necessarely
7 € U, and a specific rule (5) for each constructor op of the
signature. In these latter rules, the contexts of the premises
are extended with new variable symbols, that is, I, ¥ : & is
a shorthand for I', vp41 : 01, ..., Unys : 0y where |I'| = n and
|&] = 1. As usual, terms are taken up-to a-conversion.



(vi:m) el (1) L 041 Tnt1, Unt2 i Taga bt T (3)
Thov:7 L, Ung1 : Tng2, Ung2 : Tng1 b tH{nt1/Vng2, Ungo/Ung1} o T
'kt 7 2) I Vng1 i Tnt1, Unt2 i Tnpr HE T (4)
F7vn+1 T+l Ft:T F,Un+1 I Tn+1 = t{Un+2/’Un+1} T
D00 :01 F t1{v/21}: T,0, : 0% F tp{v1 /%1 }:
Gia b a{t/atin e G EBAT/T T (3 = ) x e X (G ) = 7) (5)

T Fop((Za)tr, .-, (Zn)te) : 7

Figure 1: Term calculus for binding signature ¥ = (T,U, O) (in all rules, |I'| = n)

The remaining three rules are the usual ones for structural
manipulation of contexts. Strictly speaking, these rules are
admissible and thus could be omitted.

Given a signature X, a context I" and a type 7, we denote
the set of (a-equivalence classes of ) terms of type T at T’ by
S;(T)&{t|T+t:7}

2. ALGEBRAIC TYPED HOAS

In this section we give an abstract algebraic presentation
of typed abstract syntax with bindings.

The term calculus of Figure 1 stratify sets of terms ac-
cording to the typing contexts. As pointed out in [4,7], an
adequate universe for reflecting this situation is some functor
category of the form Set®, where the index category C is a
suitable category of contexts. In the case of typed syntax [3],
the category of contexts turns out to be the free cocartesian
category over the category of variable types, whose features
we recall in §2.1. Then, in §2.2 we analyze the category
S where each syntactic sort will be interpreted. Using the
properties and type constructors of S, in §2.3 the language
generated by a typed binding signature is described as the
initial »-algebra, for a suitable Y signature endofunctor on
the category of “presentation models” Modr(S).

2.1 The structure of typed contexts

Let ¥ = (T,U,O) be a signature. Following [3], a con-
text I' = {z1 : 71,...,2n : Tn} can be defined more ab-
stractly as a map I' : n — U in Set, where n is the cardinal
{1,...,n}; in the following, it will be denoted by |I'|. These
maps are the objects of the comma category U £ (in | U)
where in : FC——G&et is the inclusion functor of F, the
full subcategory of Set of finite cardinals. Morphisms of
U are type-preserving renamings, that is p : 't — 'z is a
morphism p : |T'1| — |T'2| in F such that T'y =Tz 0 p.

Context concatenation corresponds to coproduct in U: if
Fl Iny — U and FQ Ny — []7 then Fl —|—F2 = [Fl,rz] :
ni1 +ne — U. In fact, the category U of typed cartesian
contexts over U is the free cocartesian category over U.

Let 7 € T'; by abuse of notation, let us denote by 7 also
the context 7 : 1 — U, object of Y. We have then the
following coproduct in U, for two chosen inclusion maps:

old; 1 fresh. r

T I'+7 T

Notice that all morphisms of U can be generated by closing
under composition three families of maps, which correspond
to the structural rules in Figure 1:

e exchange: s : I'+ 7 + 7= — ' + 7 4+ 71 such that
F+m+mn=C+m+m)os;

e weakening: w:I' — '+ 7 such that I' = (I' + 7) o w;

e contraction: c: I'+7+7 — I'+7such that '+747 =
T+71)oc

2.2 The ambient category S

The category where each syntactic sort will be interpreted
is S £ Set”, whose objects are sets stratified by typed con-
texts. As usual for topoi, they are called types of the cate-
gory, and are ranged over by A, B,C. Notice that they do
not correspond to syntactic types 7 € T. Syntactic types
are interpreted in § by a functor S : T — S; S-(I') is the
set of terms of type 7 in the context I'. Given a variable
substitution p: I' — I, then S-(p) : S;(I') — S-(I") is the
extension by structural recursion of p to terms of type 7; for
this reason, we will denote S-(p)(¢) as t{p}.

A morphism f : A — B in § is a natural transforma-
tions, that is a family of functions {fr : A(I') — B(I') | T €
U}, satisfying the naturality condition: for all p: T' — T in
U, fr o A(p) = B(p) o fr. Thus, a morphism between lan-
guages (of a given type 7) has to be stratified accordingly
to the context structure and has to respect the structural
operations on contexts.

Notice that the naturality condition rules out some mor-
phisms which one may expect to define on syntactic terms.
For instance, the family of functions fucount (T') : S-(I') —
Nat in Set, counting the free variables of terms (of any given
language), is not natural (consider, e.g., the contraction map
c: T+ 7+7 — T+ 7). Therefore, there is no morphism
focount_ : S — Nat in S counting the free variables of
terms. Still, the morphisms of S are rich enough to contain
interesting maps, such as fully typed simultaneous substitu-
tion (see §3.3) or normalization functions [3].

As mentioned before, sets of terms are indexed also by
types in T. Thus a complete description of the language
generated by a signature is a T-indexed family of functors
in §. These families form functors from T to S, that is
objects of the category of presentation models of T

Modz(S) £ 8T = (Set!)T = Set"*T

where T is viewed as a discrete category. In this paper, we
are interested in simple type theories; more complex theo-
ries, e.g. with subtyping or polymorphism, can be modelled
by adding suitable structure to the category T. When T is
discrete, the structure of Modr(S) is essentially the same of
S, which we recall next, following the pattern of [3,4].

Limits and colimits. Like the degenerate case Set®, the
category S has a rich and interesting structure: it is a com-
plete and cocomplete cartesian category (it is a topos, ac-
tually), where limits and colimits can be computed point-
wise [14]. Thus we have automatically sums, products and
exponentials. We recall that the exponential is defined on



objects as follows:
(A= B)r £S(y(l') x A, B) (6)

where y : U? — S is the Yoneda embedding: y(I') =
U(T, ), and for p: T —T", y(p) = _op.

Typed variables. For each 7 € T, we define the presheaf
of (abstract) variables of type T as

Var, £ y(1) £ U(T,.)

where 7 : 1 — T is the abstract context with one variable
of type 7. More explicitly, Var-(T") is the restriction of the
cardinal |I'| to the elements of type 7:

Var- () = U(r,T) =T (7) Var-(p) = p | T7(7)

There is also the presheaf AllVar € S of all declared vari-
ables, defined by AllVar(T') = |T'|, and AllVar(p) = p. No-
tice that AllVar is not representable.

Typed operations. A non-syntactic construction of types
in S is the following. Let C be a cartesian category, and A :
U — C a functor. Let A™ : U°P — C the slice extension
of A, defined as follows:

ENIVE | NG)

1<i<r|

A*(p) 2 (mp1y- - ,7Tp‘1~|)

Then, for B an object of C, the presheaf of (typed) operations
from A to B is the functor (A, B) : U — Set defined as
follows

(p:T—T)

(A, B)(T') £ C(A"(T), B)

(A, B)(p)(f) & fo(mp,.. (p: T —T"

LTI

Context extension. For each 7 € T, we can define a typed
context extension constructor 6, : S — S, by precomposi-
tion with the operation of context extension at the level of
contexts: §;A 2 Ao (_+ 7). More explicitly:

(8- A)T) = AT +7)  (5-A)(p) = Alp + id)

Therefore, elements of (§-A)(I") can be seen as elements of
A with possibly a “hole” of type 7. Indeed:

PROPOSITION 1. Forallt € T, A€ S: 6:A = Var,=A

PrOOF. (Varr = A)r = S(y(T') x Var;, A) = S(y(I' +
7),A) 2 Aryr = (6-A)r. O

This equivalence is at the core of higher-order abstract syn-
tax representations in type theory-based A-calculi; see e.g. [9],
among others.

The same property can be shown also by observing that
0- is right adjoint of _ x Var:, that is

S(A,6.B) =2 S(A x Vary, B) (7)
Indeed, given f : A — §,; B, we can define g : A X Var, —
B as gr(a,i) = fr(a){p}, where p = [idr,i] : T +7 — T.
On the other hand, given g : A x Var, — B, we define

fr(a) = gri-(a{old-r}, freshrr).

Moreover, 4 is left adjoint of the functor (@Q,,) : S —
S, where Q- : U? — S is Q. (T)(IV) 2 U, TV + 7). In
other words, we have

S(0:A,B) 2 S(A,(Q+,B)) (8)

Indeed, given f : 6;A — B, we can define g : A —
(@, B) as

gr(a) : @-(T) — B
(gr(a))r : U, T’ +7) — Br
(gr(a))r (p) = fr(a{p})

On the other hand, if g : A — (Q~, B) then we can define

f:8.A— Bas fr(a) 2 (gri-(a))r(idri-).
Thus we have proved the following

PROPOSITION 2. — x Var, 46, 4(Q-,—)
COROLLARY 1. §, preserves both limits and colimits.

Moreover, each 0, is a monad over S. The unit up, :
Id — 4, and the multiplication contr; : 53 — 0, arise
from the structural rules of contexts, i.e., from weakening
and contraction of contexts in U:

up, ar = A(w) 1 A(T) — AT +1)
contrrar = Alc) : AT +7+7) — AT +171)

In the same way, the exchange map s : I' + 7 + 2 —

I' + 7 + 71 lifts to a natural transformation
SWapr, 1, * 0ry0ry — 6ry0ry (9)

which exchanges the order of “holes”. Notice that swap,, .o
swap,, ., = Ids.

In the following, for ¥ = 71,..., 7, a list of types, we will
denote by 7 the composition d,, o---0d,,.

Finally, we observe that the following is a coproduct dia-
gram:

old, eshr
Varr ——6- Variz—l (10)

where old; = {old,r | Var-r : Varrr — Var;r + 1} and
freshr = {fresh.r :1 — Var.r + 1}. Notice that

- Var, = Var, ifo#71.

Thus, é. can be seen as a partial differentiation operator.

2.3 Abstract typed syntax with binders as ini-
tial algebras

Using the type constructors and properties of S described
in the previous section, we can now give an algebraic char-
acterization of the language generated by any typed binding
signature ¥ = (7, U, O).

Recall that the set of terms (up-to a-equivalence) of type
7 at T is defined as S, (T') £ {t | T F ¢ : 7}. This definition
can be extended to a presheaf S- : S by adding the obvious
action on morphisms: for p: ' — I and t € S, (T),

S-(0)(t) 2 H{p} = Hapt /o1, Tpn 20} € (T

Each S; is the object part of a functor S : T — S,
the abstract syntaz; since in this paper we consider only T’
discrete, the action on morphisms is trivial. Therefore, the
language of terms generated by ¥ is an object S of Modr(S).
We will see now that S can be characterized as the initial
algebra of a functor associated to the signature, similarly to
the specific case of simply typed A-calculus in [3].



Given the signature X above, we associate the functor
3 : Modr(S) — Modr(S) defined as follows:

(2(R)): £(r € U?Var:)

+ H H 551‘ Rﬂ;

opEO((F1—71) X X(Fn—7p)—T) 1<i<n

where “(t € UTA)” is a syntactic shorthand for “A” if 7 €
U, “0” otherwise.

We can consider thus the category »-Alg, of Y-algebras,
that is pairs (R, r) where R € Modr(S) and r : FR — R
(the structure). Each object of this category can be used to
interpret the syntactic constructors of the signature: given
a Y-algebra (R, ), an operator op : (61 — 71) X - -+ X (6 —
Tn) — T can be mapped to the corresponding component
of the structure r, mapping the component [[, ..., 5, R-,
back into R;. T

The functor S can be endowed with a structure s of X-
algebra, given by the syntactic constructor themselves. For
each type 7, and context I', we define s-r : (2(5))- (") —
S-(T), as follows:

e if 7 € U, then s, r(z) =z for x € Var (')

o for (t17 CER t") € (ngign 551‘ STi)F = ngign ST'iﬁFJF&i’
let

S(tl, . ,tn) = OP((fligl)tl, ey (fno_"n)tn)

where Z; is the list of variables in the domain of I' + &;
added to |T|.

THEOREM 1. The syntactic model S, associated to a sig-
nature 3, endowed with the structure s above, is the 3-initial
algebra, and thus the initial object of X-Alg.

This result allows to define morphisms out of S by initiality,
i.e., by structural recursion on the syntax of typed terms
with binders, as we will see in §3.

Terms with “holes”. Let ¢ € T be a type, and let us
consider the functor 6, 0 S : T — S. Since

(5:5)- () = 85(S7 (1) = S, (I' + ) ,

the functor 0,5 can be seen as the language generated by
the signature X, but where we admit a “hole” (a metalevel
variable) of type o. More generally, given a list & of types, we
can consider the functor 675 of term contexts with & holes.
We need often to reason by induction on the structure of
term contexts, much like on the structure of plain terms. For
instance, substitution can be defined by structural recursion
over term contexts (see [4,7] for the untyped case). Thus it
is important to give a characterization of these languages as
initial algebras.

Let us consider the functor §z% over Modr(S). Using the
swap isomorphism (9) several times, we have that for any
&' 0305 = 05/0z. By Proposition 2, dz preserves products
and coproducts, thus it distributes on the “op” part of ¥ as
follows:

((62)(R))> = (r € U5 Var:)
+ H H 657:65R‘w

opeO((G1—71) XX (Gp—Tn)—T7) 1<i<n

Now, by the coproduct (10), we have that
0z Var: = Var, +n

where n is the number of occurrences of 7 in &. Writing n
as U(T, ), we have:

((0+2)(R))+ 2(205(R))+ + (1 € UNU(7, 7))
=((E+ (- e UMU(-5)))0sR)-

If we define the endofunctor ¥z on Modr(S) as follows
(22(R))- £ S(R), + (r € UU(T, 7)) ,

we have proved that §zX = ¥305. Therefore, by apply-
ing [7, Theorem 7.1], we can “lift” the (initial) X-algebras
to the Xz-algebras. More formally, we have the following
characterization of languages with holes:

THEOREM 2. For all &, the Xz-initial algebra is §zS.

Notice that by definition of 3z, the structure of ¥ 5-algebras
are essentially the same of Y-algebras, possibly plus constant
injections for the “holes” (for the types with variables). This
means that definitions by structural recursion over term con-
texts have exactly the same pattern of recursions over terms,
but possibly extended with as many base cases as needed for
the “holes” of the correct type.

3. REFLECTING THE SEMANTICS

As we have seen in the previous section, the category
Modr(S) is well suited for the characterization of the syn-
tax generated by typed signatures over types T. One may
wonder whether this category is rich enough for containing
also any given semantics of typed languages. In this section,
we address this question.

In general, one can give types and terms an interpreta-
tion in a category C, different from S. Let us denote by
M : T — C (the intended “meaning”) this interpretation.
For each 7, we can see variables of type Var; as “rang-
ing over” the abstract generals in M,. The choice of the
category C depends on the particular computational notion
we are focusing on; see e.g. [16]. For instance, in order
to interpret typed A-calculus, we can choose any cartesian
closed category, but not necessarily S. Thus, in general,
the preferred semantic model M of types is in the category
Modr(C), while the syntactic model S is in Modr(S). Nev-
ertheless, we often need to reason on semantic objects (i.e.,
in C) using structural properties of terms, such as structural
recursion which corresponds to initiality of S on X-algebras
over S.

In fact, if C is cocomplete, there is an adjunction which
connects the given “semantic” category C to the “preferred
syntactic” category S, as in [2,3]. For our typed binding
signatures, the situation is as follows:

S = Set" (11)

(M,=)



This setting gives insights on the interplay between syn-
tactic and semantic notions. The adjunction allows one to
“transfer” constructions from the first to the second and vice
versa. Therefore, any framework for abstract syntax, com-
plete with semantics for the syntax in it, can be reflected in
the same, well-established presheaf category S.

In this section, we first describe the construction (11),
which is a simple generalization of that in [2]. Then, we will
exemplify its use in some interesting situations: initial se-
mantics for the simply typed A-calculus, typed substitution
in a monoidal category whose monoids generalize Lawvere
algebraic theories and a suitable semantics of names for a
nominal calculus such as the 7-calculus.

3.1 From abstract syntax to semantics, and
back

Let C be a cocomplete category, and M € Modr(C) a func-
tor (the “meaning” of types). The definition of presheaves
of typed operations (§2.2) can be extended to a functor
(M,.)y : C — S, by adding the postcomposition action
on morphisms: for f : A - Bin C, (M,f)r = fo_:
(M, A)r — (M, B)r.

By applying [14, Theorem 1.5.2], we have that there is a
left adjoint _e M : S — C given by

Ae M2 Colim </AW—A>Z/{°”M—*>C>

where [ A is the category of elements of A. Then, apply-

ing [13, Theorem X.7.1], we obtain Ae M = freu Ar-M*(T),
i.e., the left Kan extension of M™ along the Yoneda em-
bedding (Lany (M™)), where - : Set x C — C is the usual
copower. Hence, we have the following:

PropPOSITION 3. If C is a cocomplete category, there is
an adjunction _e M < (M, _), where _¢ M : S — C and
(M,_) :C — S are given as follows

AeM=2 [Ar-M*(T)  (M,B)r 2 c(M*(),B)

Thus, we have a bijection ¢4,5 : C(AeM, B) = S(A, (M, B))
natural in A € § and B € C. Moreover, we can “lift” the
adjunction to the model categories Modr (S) and Modr(C):

THEOREM 3. If C is a cocomplete category, there is an
adjunction

F
MOdT(S) L MOdT(C) (12)
G
where F is given by Fa(t) & A, « M and G is defined by
Gp(r) £ (M, B-).
PROOF. (Sketch) In order to prove this result, we have to

show that there is a bijection ¢/ p : C* (Fa, B) 2 ST (A, Gp).

Hence, given A € S*, B € C" and f : Fa — B, ¢/s 5(f)
must be a natural transformation from A to Gg. It follows
that, given 7 € T, ¢4 g(f)- must be a morphism from A,
to (M, B;). To conclude it is sufficient to define ¢/4 5(f)-
as ¢a. B, (fr), where (_e M, (M, _), $) is the adjunction of
Proposition 3. So doing, the required properties of ¢’ (bi-
jectivity and naturality) follow from those of ¢. [

In the following, by abuse of notation, we will write _e M
and (M, _) instead of F' and G, respectively.

Notice that Vare M = M. Indeed, Var, oM = [ T(7)-
M*(T) = M.

3.2 Typed Initial Semantics

Let us consider the signature Yy— of simply typed -
calculus, given in Example 1. This case has been presented
first and studied in depth by Fiore in the semantic analysis
of normalisation by evaluation [3]. Here we consider this
case to show how the application of the general setting (11)
may bring into light new connections between semantic and
syntactic aspects, even for a so well-known language.

The signature endofunctor ¥ : Modr(S) — Modr(S) is

the following:
(S(R)r = Vary + [ Roor x Ro+ [  6- R

ocecT T1,70€T
T=(T1272)
whose initial algebra A is, by Theorem 1, the language of
simply typed A-terms.

For each type 7 € T, let us denote by M, its usual
interpretation in a given Cartesian closed category C (see
e.g. [11]). The image of M in Modr(S) along the adjunction
(12) is (M, M), the clone of typed operations of M, being
the generalization of the similar structure used in universal
algebra.

Using the properties of C, we can give (M, M) a structure
v :X(M,M) — (M, M) of ¥-algebra in S:

Yrr(i: Var-(T)) = m;
fYT,F(f:M*(F)_) aDT7a:M*(F)qM0):

=evo (unfoldo f,a)
Yo (f : M*(T +11) — M-,) = fold o curry(f)

By initality of A there exists a unique ¥-homomorphism
tr : A — (M, M). At stage I', and for type 7, this map
translates, by structural recursion, a A-term t such that ' -
t : 7, in (the representation of) a map tr,(¢) : M*(I') — M.
Hence, tr acts as a (compositional) compiler. It is easy to
see that this corresponds to the usual interpretation of typed
A-calculus.

On the other hand, we can consider also Ae M in Modr(C).
Elements of (A e M), are (equivalence classes of) tuples of
the form (¢,d) : A,(I")-M*(I"). These tuples can be seen as
a program t, equipped with enough data (of the right types)
to be associated to the free variables of ¢, i.e., the inputs.
Moreover, A @ M is a X'-algebra, where ¥’ : Modr(C) —
Modr(C) is defined by the same polynomial of 3: for M :
T —C:

(X'(M))r & My + [[ Mos- x Mo+ [ 67 M-,
oceT 71,79 €T
T=(71D72)

where 87, : C — C is the lifting of §-, on S along _e M.
Recalling that M, = (Vare M), we can prove that >'(_e
M) = (3_)e M, and thus, by [7, Theorem 7.1], the ¥'-initial
algebra is exactly A @ M, because A is the initial 3-algebra.
But also M can be given a ¥/-structure, as above; therefore
there exists a unique X’-homomorphism eval : A @ M —

M. Given a program equipped with data (¢, cf) €N e M,
eval(t, @ evaluates to a value in M-, by structural recursion
over t. Therefore, eval acts as an interpreter.

Notice that tr and eval are images of each other along the

adjunction _e M - (M, ).
3.3 Monoids and typed substitution

In this subsection we give an algebraic theory of typed
substitution, along the lines of [4]. This theory naturally



arises when the abstract generals denoted by the variables
are terms themselves. Therefore, let C = S; we have that

(AOM)TéAToM:Colim(/ATmL{"pE)S) .

The latter can be expressed as the following coequalizer,
where A is an object of U:

0
—

11 (M™(T)(A) o [T @))% (Arem)(A)

T yE(Ar)(T) Tve(A,) (D)
p: T ——T/

where 0 maps each (M*(I'))(A), indexed by (I,7, p), to
the corresponding summand indexed by (I',7 = vp) by
means of 1 : (M*(T"))(A) — (M*(I'))(A), while §" maps
the same (M*(I"))(A) to the summand indexed by (T,7)
by means of (M*(p))(A) : (M*(I"))(A) — (M*(D))(A).
Then, observing that the second coproduct can be written
as [ [ ((A-)(T) x (M*(T"))(A)), we obtain the following:

(Ao M)-)(A) = | [T [ (4@ x JT (Mr)(a)

reu i€l Jn

where ~ is the equivalence relation generated by the co-
equalizer’s property, i.e.,

(a;bp@),...,bp(n)) ~ (a{p};bl,...,bm) s (13)
where p € U(T,TV), ie., p: T — [IV|and T =T" o p.

If T = U, the e turns Modr(S) into a closed monoidal
category (Modr(S), e, Var) whose monoids correspond to
typed (i.e., heterogeneous) substitutions; indeed, the intu-
itive meaning of an object (a;b1,...,b,) € (Ao M), )(T') is
that of a “suspended” substitution “respecting types”: for
some I' such that |I'| = n, itis a € A-(T) and b; € M) (I).

Similarly to [4], we can now define in the internal language
of Modr(S) the simultaneous typed substitution

oc:NeA— A
for the typed A-calculus of §3.2: for (¢;4) € (A e A)-(T'):
orr(t;4) = case t of
vars (i) = u;

app. - (t1,t2) = appr - (050 (t15 1), 07 1 (t2; 0))

/
)

lamry -, (t/) = lamry .z, (0'7'1 L4712 (t [ﬁ7 VaTry (fTeShTQ )D)

end

where var : Var — A, app : A Xx A — A and lam : A —
A form the algebraic structure of A (§3.2).

It is worth noticing that, if we have only one type (i.e., T =
1), then S 2 Set™ and, as pointed out in [4], the monoids in
(S, e, Var) correspond to Lawvere algebraic theories. Thus
we can say that the typed monoids are a generalization of
the latter, and it is interesting future work to determine
what generalisation it is.

3.4 Variables and Names

We apply the framework above to address a common issue
of HOAS techniques, namely: what is a variable, what is a
name, and what is a variable ranging over names? This is
important e.g. for languages for HOAS manipulation like
FreshML [5], and for nominal calculi like the 7-calculus,
which we use here for definiteness.

While variables are syntactic entities, names are semantic
entities; thus we choose C £ Set!, where I is the subcategory
of F with injective morphisms only. Following the pattern
of §3.3, we obtain

(Ao M) )(m) = | TT [ (An)@) x [ (Mr@))(n)

reu ie|T| Jne
where n € 1 and = is the equivalence relation defined as
before (13).

Since the maps of I are injective, it is possible to define
an apartness tensor # on Set® as follows:

(A#B)n = {{a,b) € A x Bn | supp(a) N supp(b) = 0}

where A, B € Set' and supp(a) stands for the support of
a, whose precise definition can be found in [6]. For our
purposes one can think of supp(a) as the set of free names
of a (fn(a)). It follows that, if N = M, (recall from the
examples in §1 that n is the type of names of w-calculus)
is the presheaf representing names in Set!, we have that
(N#B),, stands for the set of pairs (n,b) where n € N,,, =
m, b € By, andn & fn(b). Then, by means of the adjunction
_e M + (M,_), one can transfer this semantical notion to
the “presentation” category S by defining

A#sB = (M, (A e M)#(B e M))

If we choose A £ Var, and B £ S., where the latter is the
presheaf representing processes (remember from the exam-
ples in §1 that ¢ is the type of w-calculus processes), then we
have

Vary#sS, (M, (Var, « M)#(S, ® M))
=(M,N#(S, e M))

For I an object of U, a term t € (Var,#sS.)(I") is a nat-
ural transformation ¢ : M*(I') — N#(S, ¢ M). Thus,
(Var,#sS.)(T") corresponds to the datatype of pairs (z, P) €
Vary, (T') x S, (T") such that the variable x can be interpreted
only on names which do not occur free in the interpretation
of P. In other words, it represents the freshness predicate
“¢” used e.g. in [8]: x ¢ P holds iff (the interpretation of)
z is not a name occurring free in (the interpretation of) P.

4. AMETALANGUAGE FORTYPED HOAS

As we have seen in the previous sections, the category
S is rich enough to provide suitable presentations for both
the abstract syntax and (almost) any semantics of an object
typed language with binders. Therefore, a formal system for
reasoning on objects and morphisms of S would be useful
because it would allow for reasoning on both the syntactic
and semantic aspects of object systems in higher-order ab-
stract syntax, at once. In this section we describe briefly
such a metalanguage.

An important point is that the system should have a mod-
ular structure. This is required by the fact that the same
syntax may be given many semantics: while the properties
and rules for the syntactic part are the same, different se-
mantics induce different properties and rules. Therefore, we
design the system to be composed by a semantic-free core
system, called Hx and presented in §4.1 and §4.2, dealing
with only the purely syntactic aspects of the abstract syntax
of the signature one focus on.



Since variables in Hsy are free from any intended meaning,
‘Hs is strictly weaker than more specific logics, such as e.g.
the Theory of Contexts [8] or the Nominal Logic [19] which
rely on the “variables as names” interpretation. However,
when a specific interpretation is chosen, the core system Hsx
can be extended by reflecting into the metalanguage the
given semantic aspects, as needed. We give an example of
this process in §4.3, where we show that the rules one could
introduce when variable are intended to denote names are
similar to those of a typed Nominal Logic.

4.1 The system #s

Rather than giving a complete formal system, we describe
the term and type constructors (with their rules) that one
can safely add to ones favorite formal system, in a modular
fashion. We require only that the formal system includes
many sorted equational logic (and thus, linear calculi are
ruled out).

Types and terms of the metalanguage are ranged over
by A,B,C and by a,b, f,t, respectively. Contexts of the
metalanguage will be denoted with A, possibly with indexes,
and subject to the usual rules of formation [11,18]. We
assume that the formal system has the following judgments:

A type [A] A is a well-formed type in context A
a: A[A]
ok ¢ [A]

a is a well-formed term of type A in context A

¢ is true when all propositions in ¢ are true,
in context A

and that there is a distinct type Prop (i.e., Prop type [A] is
derivable) whose terms represent propositions: if ¢ : Prop [A]
then ¢ is a well-formed proposition in context A. In this sec-
tion, we are interested in an equational logic, so we assume
that we can derive

Lh:A[A] O,QZA[A]
ay =4 as : Prop [A]

as well as the usual rules of congruence.

For improving readability of rules, we will drop the com-
mon part of the contexts and hypotheses from assumptions
and conclusions, giving the rules a “natural deduction style”
flavour. For instance, the usual elimination rule of sum types

e: A+ B[A] ca(z):C[Az: A co(z):C [A,z: B]
case(e, c1,c2) : C [A]

would be written as

e:A+B ci(z):Clz: Al co(z):C [z B]
case(e,c1,c2) : C

Strictly speaking, we do not require the usual type con-
structors 1, X, +, = to be present; if needed, these may be
provided by the underlying formal system (and interpreted
as usual; see e.g., [11,18]). We focus on the rules specific of
‘Hs, which are presented in Figure 2.

For each 7 € T, there are distinguished types Var, and
S>, and a type constructor A — d;A. Following the “weak
HOAS” paradigm [8], Var; has no constructor, so the only
terms (in normal form) inhabiting Var, are variables of the
metalanguage themselves.

The adjunction (7) means that §, A is essentially a “vari-
able abstraction” type, much like Var, = A. Thus there
are two term constructors corresponding to variable abstrac-
tion and wvariable instantiation (rules 17 and 18, respec-

Formation rules for types

_ 14
Var; typeT ev (14)
_— T 1
5 typeT € (15)

A type
0 A typeT (16)

Formation rules for terms

a:Alz: Varr)

(z:Vars)a : 6 A (a7)
t:0:A z: Var,
tQr : A (18)
x : Var:
_ 1
vars(zx) : s, " €U (19)
tl : 551 STl tn : (San an
op(ti,...,tn): Sr (20)
op €O((G1 = T1) X -+ X (Fn = Tn) = T)
v:idsVar- a1 :A as:d6-A (21)
case(v,ai,az) : A
FeES(p,JA) T€J t:6;5,
(22)
rec(F,t) : Ar
where ES(p, J, A) is defined in Definition 2
Conversion rules
a:Alzx: Var;] v: Vars (23)
((z : Varr)a)@v =4 a{v/z}
a1 A as:d0-A (24)
case((x:Var:)x,a1,a2) =4 a1
z: Varr a1:A a2:0;A (25)
case((y:Vares)z,a1,a2) =a a2Qx
F e ES(ﬁ, J, A) Fop cF t1: 6,381 tn @ 55371

rec(F, (Z:Varz)op(t1QZ, . .., t,QF)) =4, Fop(t},...,t4)
(§: Varg, )rec(F, (Z: Varz) (t; Q%) Q)

where t; £ if B; = 65, 5-, for some 7; € J
t; otherwise
and &: Vary 2 x1:Vary,, . .., xx: Var,,, and
y: Varg, EXTE Vargiﬁl,...,ymi:Vargi)mi where m; = |7;|
(26)
Figure 2: The system Hsx for the signature Y =

(T,U,0)



tively), which behave as expected (rule 23). If the underly-
ing logic contains typed A-calculus (like, e.g., the Calculus
of Constructions [10]), these term constructors can be con-
veniently simulated by abstraction and application, respec-
tively. However, 6. Var; has the peculiar property to be a
coproduct (which is not true for general abstraction types),
and this is reflected by rules 21, 24 and 25.

The encoding of the object language is obtained by adding
a specific constructor of types S, for each constructor in
the signature (rule 20). For types with variables, a suitable
“coercion” is added (rule 19).

Finally, an important feature of the system Hsy is the pos-
sibility of defining terms by mutual, higher-order recursion.
In fact, for Theorem 1 each type S is inductive; but more-
over, for Theorem 2, also each 6,, ...d,,.S- is inductive, for
p = p1...pr types of the signature. Terms of type §7S- rep-
resent syntactic terms of type 7 possibly with holes of type
p1...pk. Therefore, the system Hyx allows for elimination
schemata also for these datatypes of terms with holes:

DEFINITION 2. Let J C T and §= p1,...,px (k> 0) be a
set and a list of signature types, respectively. Let A = {A, |
T € J} be a J-indexed family of well formed types (that is,
“A; type” is derivable for all T € J).

An elimination schema for g, J over A is a set of terms
F={Fo, |ope O((G1 = 11) X -

U{Fvar, | T€JNU}

such that for all T € J:

e forallop € O((G1 — T1) X +++ X (G = Tn) — T):
Fop(z1,...,xn) : Ar [1: B1,..., 25 : By
where B; & Soidr Ymic J
0p%, S+, otherwise;

o and if T €U, then Fiar, (z): Ar [x:;Var.].

We denote by ES(p, J, A) the class of all elimination sche-
mata for p,J over A.

Given an elimination schema F', the rule (22) defines a
term in A, by structural recursion on a given term (possibly
with holes) ¢t € 07S;. In the conversion rule (26), notice
that recursion can cross binders, by creating local variables
for “filling” the holes. If &k = 0, and thus 7= (), we get the
case of elimination schemata over plain terms (with binders,
though). In this simple case, the rules (22) and (26) become
respectively as follows:

FeES®,J,A) t€J t:5;
rec(F,t) : Ar

FGES(@,J,A) FOPGF t1:B1 ... tn:Bn
rec(F,op(tr, - tn)) =, Fopl(ter -+ th)
(7: Vars, )rec(F, t;Qf)

where té £ if B; = 65, S-, for some 7; € J
t; otherwise
Ezxample 2. As an example program in Hs, we provide

the definition by mutual higher-order recursion of the infi-
nite family of typed capture-avoiding substitution functions

X (Fn = Tn) — 7),T € J}U

substy, @ d,A; — A,, parametric in a given term u : A,.
For ¢ : §,A-, the intended meaning of substy, (¢) is t(z){u/z},
where z denotes the “hole” in ¢ to be filled with .

Let J =T and

F2{Fyar, : 6,Var, — A, | T € T}U
{Fappry my : Aryory — Ay — Ary [ 71,72 € THU
{Flamqsy +y 2 011 My — Apyory | 71,72 € T}
where
Fyar. (v) & case(v, u, (z: Var; )var, (x))
Foppry s (t1,t2) = appry my (11, t2)
Fram,, ., (t) £ lamq, -, (t)
It is easy to see that
rec(F,t) : Ar [u: Ayt 0pA7],

and thus we can define the required substitution functions
subst], () £ rec(F,t).

4.2 Properties of 7~

‘Hsy. satisfies all the usual properties of simply typed A-
calculi, if the underlying calculus does. The kind of “nor-
mal” form of terms depends on the kind of reduction of the
underlying calculus; usually, this is some variant of the (-
head normal form, where all redexes are applied. Let us
denote by N(A, A) the set of terms in head normal form of
type A in a context A.

THEOREM 4. Let A be a context, a,b be terms and A, B
be types.

e Ifa:A[Al anda=40b [A], thenb: A [A]

e Ifa: A [A], then there exists b € N(A, A) such that
a=ab[A]

Normal terms of type S; in the metalanguage correspond
faithfully to the terms of type 7 of the language generated
by the signature.

PROPOSITION 4. Let ' =21 :71,...,2Zn : Tn be a context
of the object language, and T € T. There is a bijection
between terms of the object language such that T' & ¢ : T
and terms a in normal form of the metalanguage such that
a:S: [x1: Var,...,zn: Vars,].

In the system Hsx, we can prove that for all 7, 6, Var; is
a coproduct, and for o # 7, §, Var, is equivalent to Vars.
More formally, let us define the following syntactic short-
hands:

fresh, & (z: Var:)z

old-(a) = (x : Vars)a z & fu(a)

PROPOSITION 5. For all 7 # o € T, the following rules
are derivable:
a: Vars Var: type
old-(a) : 6, Vars fresh, : 0- Var:
a1 : A as:d-A
case(freshr,a1,a2) =4 a1
v:Vars a1: A as:d-A
case(old-(v),a1,a2) =4 a2@uv




v: Vary a:0:A
unfold(olds(v),a) =4 aQu
fiAz1: A, xn s A

Orf:0:A [x1:0:- A1, ..., 20 0-44]

where un fold(old, (v), a) = case(olds (v),a@Quv,a) and 6, f =
(z: Vary) f{z1Qx/z1,...,2,Qz/xy}.

Moreover, let us denote

contr,(a) £ (z : Var,)(aQzx)Qx

A

swapr,o(a) = (x : Vare)(y : Var;)(aQy)Qzx
PROPOSITION 6. The following rules are derivable.
a:0-0-A a: s+ A
contr(a) : ;A  swap(a) : - A
a:Alzx: Varr,y: Vars]
contr((x : Var:)(y : Varr)a) =5, 4 (x : Vary)a{z/y}

a:Ax: Vare,y: Var:]

contr((z : Vare)(y : Vary)a) =s.,4 (y: Vars)(z : Vary)a
Also, we can prove the monadic properties of §,:
PROPOSITION 7. The following rules are derivable:

e:0:A f:0;B[z:A]

let(xz<e, f) : 6-B
e:A f:0:Bzx:A]
let(z<=old,(e), f) =s5,8 f{e/z}
e: ;A
let(x<e,old-(x)) =s.B €
e:0;A f:6.Blx:A ¢:6.Cly: B
let(y<let(z<e, f),g) =s,c let(x<e, let(y<=f, g))

where let(z<e, f) £ contr, ((0- f){e/z}).

Soundness. Hs is an internal language of S: each type of
‘Hs is interpreted as an object of S; in particular, the type
Prop is interpreted as the usual subobject classifier 2 of S
(which is a topos). The semantics of a: A [z1: A1,...,Tn :
Ay] is a natural transformation [a] : A1 X -+ X A, — A,
and ® - a1 =4 a2 [A] means that [a1], [az] : [A] — A are
the same morphism, if all propositions in ® are satisfied.

Therefore, in order to prove the soundness of the system,
we have to check that each rule can be interpreted in S.
This is easily verified by inspection, once we have fixed the
interpretation of types and term constructors. All these con-
structors are interpreted as expected; e.g.,

[6.4] = 6. 14]
[CF (z: Vars)t: 6:A) = ¢([T,z : Varr Ft: A])

where ¢ is the isomorphism of adjunction (7). In particular,
recursion operators are interpreted as the unique maps given
by initiality of S in X-Alg. Thus we have:

PROPOSITION 8. If F t1 =4 to [A], then [t1 : A [A]] =
[t : A [A]] in S.

Finally, notice that Hx admits all properties and princi-
ples which hold in the standard interpretation of an intu-
itionistic higher-order logic in the topos S. In particular,
the principle of Unique Choice is not ruled out a priori: it
is consistent with Hs. Things can change, however, if we
extend Hsx with rules derived from semantic interpretation,
as we see next.

4.3 Extending 7~ with semantic properties

We have seen in §3 that there is an adjunction connecting
any given category C cocomplete to S. Along this adjunc-
tion, we can build new types in S, from those in C. This
allows us for introducing new type constructors and propo-
sitions in the metalanguage, in a modular way. For instance,
in the case of C = Set' (§3.4), we can add new rules for the
tensor type “#” and the “freshness” proposition, such as
the following;:

A type
Var,#A type
z: Var, a:A
z ¢ a: Prop
t: Var,#A
D+ 7T1(t) ¢ 7l'2(t)
and the following structural rules for ¢
{®,ViFy¢t,QF; [I',Z; : 3i]}tict..n
Oz op(ts,...,ta) [T]

op:(G1—=T1) XX (Fn = Tn) =T

where V; 2 {z;; ¢ y | 7 < |%i|,y € dom(T)} U {zs; & zar |
j # k < |&|}. For instance, for the A-calculus we have the
rule (among others):

b {x¢z|zedom()} Fy¢tQx I,z : Var,]
O Fy ¢ lam(t) [T

which is similar to the rules used in the Theory of Contexts
[8]. The ¢ predicate can be used also to introduce the (multi-

sorted) | | quantifier of Nominal Logic [19], together with

the corresponding formation, introduction and elimination
rules:

¢ : 5-Prop
| Ld> : Prop
D, V, bk ¢Qx I,z : Var,]
o+l ¢
¢ :Prop [l ®+ll¢[] & V., ¢Qzt o [[,z: Var,
1 1]

where, again, V, = {z ¢ y | y € dom(T')}.

The interpretation (and the soundness) of these “semantic”-
based rules is given by using the properties of types reflected
from C into S. In general, this may require to define pecu-
liar notions of truth and validity, by interpreting Prop on a
non-standard subobject classifier, as in [1,7]. In such a case,
not all properties valid in the standard interpretation may
be valid anymore. In particular, the principles of Choice and
Unique Choice may become invalid, as it is known from [1,7].
Also for this reason we have preferred to keep the core sys-
tem Hsx as simple as possible, open also to these possibilities.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented a framework for rep-
resenting and reasoning on the syntax and the semantics
of languages with types and binders. Following the ap-
proach of [2,4], we have developed an algebraic theory of
typed abstract syntax in a suitable “presentation category”
Modr(S), which is ultimately a presheaf category. We have
pointed out that, by means of a general construction, the



same category can be used to interpret not only the syntax
but also any given semantics of the type theory, under a
mild condition. For instance, we have shown in §3.4, how
the semantic notion of “name” is related to its syntactic
counterpart of “variable ranging over names”.

The internal structure of Modr(S) becomes therefore very
interesting and useful. Hence, we have presented a metalogi-
cal system Hs, a particular internal logic of Modr(S), which
can be used to reason on both the syntactic and the seman-
tic aspects of the languages. The system Hsx is composed
by a core equational logic for reasoning on general aspects
of abstract syntax; when a specific semantic interpretation
is chosen, the system can be further extended with type and
term constructors deriving from the semantics, thus stream-
lining the approach followed in [1,7].

This general framework can be useful from a foundational
point of view since it allows to illuminate differencies and
relationships between the syntactic and the semantic layers
of programming languages.

Related work. The algebraic treatment of typed binding
signatures of §2 is a direct consequence of the work in [2,4]
on untyped binding signatures and in [3] for the specific
case of simply typed A-calculus. Metalogical systems for
reasoning on datatypes with variables and binders, following
many different approaches, have been presented in [8, 15,
19, 20], among others. In our opinion, the development we
carried out in this paper tries to close the gap between [2,4]
(which are oriented towards an algebraic point of view) and
[1,7] (which, on the other hand, are inspired by a logical
perspective). Indeed, as we have seen in §3.4 we can also
reflect at the presentation level a notion of predicate (the
freshness predicate ¢ used at the metalanguage level in [1,
7]), still retaining all the properties derived from the initial
algebra semantics in [2,4].

Future work. The development presented in this paper can
be generalized further, in order to cope with more complex
languages and semantics. For instance, in order to represent
faithfully e.g. the typed m-calculus or object-based calculi,
we need to take into account the notion of subtyping. This
can be easily accomodated by taking T as a partial order or a
preorder (T, <), viewed as a category. Other important typ-
ing notions are polymorphism, equational theories of types,
and dependent types. For instance, using polymorphic types
a la ML, together with Cpo' as semantic category, we can
give a formal setting for languages like FreshML [5].

A still open problem is the formal modularization of the
“reflections” of the semantic notions in the presentation cat-
egory, and in the metalogical system. This task should re-
quire first a modularization of the semantics itself, such as
in Moggi’s approach based on computational monads [16].
Thus, one could reflect the “monad logic” onto S.

On a more practical side, the notions of Y-initial algebra
and the initial algebra semantics should be useful for the
implementation of Logical Frameworks featuring recursion,
possibly higher-order, over typed languages with binders,
along the lines of the metalogical system Hsx.
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