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We study the strict type assignment fop that is presented iri_[7]. We define a notion of approx-
imants of Au-terms, show that it generates a semantics, and that fortgpehble term there is an
approximant that has the same type. We show that this leadstaracterisation via assignable types
for all terms that have a head normal form, and to one for ath¢ethat have a normal form, as well
as to one for all terms that are strongly normalisable.

Introduction

The Intersection Type Disciplineg [13] is an extension ofstendard, implicative type assignment known
as Curry’s system [16] for th&-calculus [15| 1R]; the extension made consists of relagiegrequire-
ment that a parameter for a function should have a single Baiging the type constructornext to—.
This simple extension allows for a great leap in complexitgt only can a (filter) model be built for
the A-calculus using intersection types, also strong normtiisgtermination) can be characterised via
assignable types; however, type assignment becomes dabéi

A natural question is whether or intersection type assigniyields a semantics also for other calculi,
like Au [19]. To answer that, in[8,.]/9, 10] a notion of intersectiopayassignment was defined for
Au that is a variant of the union-intersection system definefbjn Inspired by Streicher and Reus’s
domain [23],Apu-terms are separated into terms ateamsthenAyu’s names act as the destination of
streams, the same way variables are the destination of .tefigpe theory is defined following the
domain construction; the main results for that system agadtfinition of a filter model, closure under
conversion, and that the system is an extension of Pari@t'and that, in a restricted system, the terms
that are typeable are exactly the strongly normalising {@jes

One of the main disadvantages of taking the domain-diregpgamtoach to type assignment is that,
naturally, intersection becomes a ‘top level’ type condtry that lives at the same level as arrow, for
example, which induces a contra-variant type inclusioatieh ‘<’ and type assignment rule<) that
greatly hinder proofs and gives an intricate generatiormemThis problem is addressed lin [7] where
a strict version of the system of [10] is defined, in the spirit of thaflg 6] that allows for more easily
constructed proofs. The main restriction with respect &odystem ofi[10] is limiting the type inclusion
relation to a relation that is no longer contra-variant, alidws only for the selection of a component
of an intersection type; this is accompanied by a restnctibthe type language, essentially no longer
allowing intersection on the right of an arrow. The main tesghown in [7] are that the system is
closed under conversion (i.e. under reduction and expaynsemd that all terms typeable in a system
that excludes the type constantare strongly normalisable. To that aim it shows that, in #yistem,
cut-elimination is strongly normalisable, using the taghe of derivation reduction [3] (see alsa [4, 6]).

In this paper, we will elaborate further on the strict systefs in [4,[6], in this paper we will
show that the fact that derivation reduction is stronglynmalisable also here leads to an approximation
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result. For that, we define a notion of approximation Agr, and show that this yields a semantics
(Thm[13). We then show that for every typeable term therstexdn approximant of that term that can
be assigned exactly the same types (Thmh. 17). We then shavhtaapproximation result naturally
gives a characterisation of head normalisation (Thin 18)yelsas a characterisation of normalisation
(Thm[24). We also revisit the proof of characterisation obsty normalisation of terms through the
assignable types (THmR8), which thanks to the approximagsult has a more elegant proof.

Because of the restricted available space, most of the fftdbfs are not presented here. A version
of this paper with the proofs added in an appendix can be f@inghw.doc.ic.ac.uk/~svb/
Research/Papers/ITRS16wapp.pdf.

Note: We will write n for the set{1,...,n} and use a vector notation for the abbreviation of sequences,
so write X, for Xj,...,X,, andX if the number of elements in the sequence is not important.

1 The Au-calculus

In this section we present Parigot’s pukg-calculus as introduced in [19]. It is an extension of the
untypedA-calculus obtained by addintamesand a name-abstraction operagoand was intended as a
proof calculus for a fragment of classical logic. Derivasigtements have the shape M: A | A, where

A is the main &ctivg conclusion of the statement, andcontains the alternative conclusions, consisting
of pairs of names and types; the left-hand conféxis usual, is a mapping from term variables to types,
and represents the assumptions about free variablkt of

Definition 1 (TERM SYNTAX [19]) Let x,y,z,... range overterm variables and«, ,v,4,... range
overnames Theterms ranged over bW, N, P, Q, ... are defined by the grammar:

M,N == x|Ay.M|MN | pa.[p|M
As usual, we consider andy to be binders; the setg( M) andfn(M) of, respectivelyfree variables

andfree namesn a termM are defined in the usual way. We adopt Barendregt's convewtioterms,
and will assume that free and bound variables and namesftaedt.

Definition 2 (SuBsTITUTION [19]) Substitution takes two forms:

term substitution: M[N/x] (N is substituted for in M)
structural substitution: M[L-y/a] (every ‘subterm’a]N of M is replaced byy|NL)

As usual, both substitutions are capture avoiding, usiegnversion when necessatry.
Definition 3 (REDUCTION [19]) Reduction iny is based on the following rules:

(B): (Ax.M)N — MIN/x] (logical reduction)
: (up-[BIP)Q [](P[Q7/B])Q -
()2 {[(l%ﬁ'[(sﬁ)g : %-{%P[%ﬂ]ﬁf it 6 £ (structural reduction)
- peBluy v M — ua BIM|B/y .
(RN {w.[ﬁ]m.wM o ploMIB/y), sy (TN

We write M — 4, N for the reduction relation that is the compatible closur¢hefe rules, anesg,, for
the equivalence relation generated by it.

LA more common notation for the second rule, for example, dibel(y8.[6]M)N — uB.[0] M[N/B]. This implicitly uses
the fact thaf disappears during reduction, and througbonversion can be picked as name for the newly createdcapiplns
instead ofy. But, in fact, this is not the sanfg(and the named term has changed), as reflected in the fadtsthgie changes
during reduction. Moreover, when making the substitutaplicit as in [11], it becomes clear that this other approach in fact
is a short-cut, which our definition does without.
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Confluence for this notion of reduction has been shown in.[20]
We will need the concept of head-normal form fgr, which is defined as follows:

Definition 4 (HEAD-NORMAL FORMS) The Au head-normal formgwith respect to our notion of re-
duction—g,) are defined through the grammar:

H := xM;---M, (n>0)
| Ax.H
| paBlH  (H#py.[6]H)

2 Strict type assignment

Intersection (and union) type assignment fgr was first defined in_[5]; this was followed by|[8], in
which an intersection type theory is developed departiomfBtreicher and Reus’s domain construction
[23]. Terms can be typed with functional typésand streams by continuation typedhat are of the
shaped; x - - - X6, Xw, so essentially is a sequencedsf This later[[9] was followed by the proof that, as
for the A-calculus, the underlying intersection type systemAXgrallows for the full characterisation of
strongly normalisable terms; in that paper, renaming icoosidered. These papers were later combined
(and revised) into [10]. One of the main disadvantages ah¢pthe domain-directed approach to type
assignment is that, naturally, intersection becomes alé&egl’ type constructor, that lives at the same
level as arrow, for example. This in itself is not negativiecs it gives readable types and easy-to-
understand type assignment rules, but it also induces aecwatiant type inclusion relation<’ and
type assignment rule<) that hinder proofs and give an intricate generation lemrea [§0] for details).

Therefore, in[[¥], a strict restriction of the system lof |[Mds presented, where the occurrence of
intersections is limited to only appear as components oficoation types (so no intersections of con-
tinuation types), and type inclusion is no longer contrdard and only allows for the selection of a
component in an intersection type. It also usgsather thanw to mark the end of a continuation type.
But, more importantly, it removed the inference rgt€), and changed the type assignment rules to
explicitly state when & -step is allowed, as in ruleAx).

This system is defined as follows:

Definition 5 (STRICT TYPES[[7]) 1. Letv range over a countable, infinite set of type constants. We
define our strict types by the grammar:

AB = C—v basic types
R,S,T = w|Ain---nA, (n>1) intersection types
C,D == O]SxC continuation types
2. On strict types, the type inclusion relatigh; is the smallest partial order satisfying the rules:
(jenn>1) S<A (Vien __ S<T c<bD
AN nAn < Aj S<Ain-nA, T ) s<w c<0 SxC < TxD

For convenience, we will write; A; for A, n---nA;, wherel = {iy,...,i, }, NnpA; for w, so the
second and third rule combine to
S<A; (Vien)
S<AIn---nAy
andn,A; for A;n...nA,. Notice that for any continuation type there aren > 0 andS; (i € n) such
thatC = Sy x---§,,x.

(n>0)
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Definition 6 (STRICT TYPE ASSIGNMENT[7]) 1. A variable context” is a mapping from term vari-
ables to intersection types, denoted as a finite sstaiements::S, such that thesubjectof the
statementsx) are distinct.

2. We writel’, x:S for the context defined by:
I,x:8 2 Tu{x:8}, if I'isnotdefined on
A T, if :SeT
We write x € I’ if there exists nds such that::S € I'.
3. Name contextd and the notion&:C,A anda ¢ A are defined in a similar way.
4. We definestrict type assignmerior Au-terms through the following natural deduction system:
TFM:A;|A (Yiel)

(AX) : —F,x:SI—x:A\A<S§SA) (n) : T Ml (I=9V|I|>2)
(AbS) - Ix:SEFM:C—v|A (x&T) (1) I'kM:D—v|a:C,A (€ A,C<D)
I'FAx.M:SxC—v|A I'pafa)M:C—v|A
(App) I'FM:SxC—v|A THN:S|A (40) I'tM:D—v|a:C,B:C,A (ﬁ/;ézx&zng,
I'MN:C—vl|A T+ pa[plM:C—v|p:C',4 C <sD)

We writeI' s M : S | A for judgements derivable using these rules, and prefix thits VD :: * if
we want to name the derivation.

5. The relation<s is naturally extended to variable contexts as follows:
r<.r’ 2 vxSer'axTel [T<sS];
A <gA'is defined similarly.

Definition 7 By abuse of notation, we allow the notatiSm T, whereS = n,A; and T = n,, B;, which
stands forA1n---nA,nByn---NB,. Given two contextd; andI,, we define the context; NI, as
follows:
ILini; é {x:SlmSZ | x:51€1 &x:5 € Fz} U
{x:S|x:SeN&x¢gL}U{x:S|x:Scl&x¢I1}
and writeN, I; for I'n---nI,. We will also allow intersection of continuation types a®tthand
notation: leD = §1x--- xS, x2,andC = Ty x---x T,;x2 and assume, that < m; we define

Dnc 4 S1NTyX- X8 NTyXTyp XX Ty X
(we need this notion in the proof of Thin.]18). Th&nn A, is defined the same way &sn I.

In [[7] it is then shown that this notion of type assignmentl@sed under conversion, so can be used
to define a (filter) semantics. That paper also defines a nofiont-elimination, by defining derivation
reduction—per, Where only those redexes in terms are contracted that peel twith a type different
from w; it shows that this notion is strongly normalisable, whibkrt leads to the proof that all terms
typeable in a restriction dfs that eliminates the type constant are strongly normalisable.

The main results shown ihl[7] that are relevant to this papsr a

Theorem 8([7]) 1. fTFsM:S|A, I" <sT, A <sABandS < T, thenI" Hs M : T | A'.

2 The conditionA’ <s A might seem counterintuitive, since one might expect théugien relation to be reversed. To
support intuition, we can see types in name contexts asinegatindx:Ax (2 asa:—A. Notice thatAnBxQ < Ax(;
obviously we have:AnBxQ <;a:AxQ and—-A < -Au-B.
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2. frsM:A|AandM =g, N, then[ s N: A | A.
3. LetD:THM:S|A,andD =5, D' =:T'ksN:S| A, thenM — g, N.
4. fD:THM:S|A, thenSN(D) (D is strongly normalisable).

3 Approximation semantics for Au

Following the approach of [24], we now define approximation semantider Ay with respect to—g,,.
Essentially, approximants are partially evaluated exgioes in which the locations of incomplete
evaluation i.e. where reductiommaystill take place) are explicitly marked by the elementthus, they
approximatethe result of computations.
Approximation forAu (a variant ofAx where naming ang-binding are separated [17]) has been
studied by others as well [22, [18}eakapproximants fol i are studied in [11].

Definition 9 (APPROXIMATION FORAu) 1. We definely L as an extension ofu by adding the term
constantl.

2. The set of\x’s approximantsA with respect to— g, is defined through the grammar:
A = 1 | xA-+-Ay, (n>0)
| Ax.A (A# 1)
| p[plA (AFuy[]A", A# L)
3. The relationz C Ayﬁ is the smallest preorder that is the compatible extensiah of M.
4. The set opproximantof M, A(M), is defined as
AM) 2 {A€cA|INeAu[M—p N&ALCN]}.
5. Approximation equivalendeetween terms is defined throught ~y N 2 A(M) = A(N).
The relationship between the approximation relation addeton is characterised by:
Lemmal1l0 1. IAC MandM —>;§H N, thenA C N.
2. His a head-normal form if and only if there existsc A such thatA C Hand A # L.
The following definition introduces an operation of join dp_L-terms.
Definition 11 (JOIN, COMPATIBLE TERMS) 1. The partial mappingin, LI : Au 12 — Au L, is defined

by:
luM = MUL = M
x Ux = x
(Ax.M) U (Ax.N) = Ax.(MUN)
(pec.[BIM) U (e [BIN) - = puec[B](MLIN)

(M1 My) U (N1 Ny) (M1UN;) (MaLIN,)3
2. If MUN is defined, therlM and N are calleccompatible

It is easy to show thalt! is associative and commutative; we will usig M; for the termM; U - - - U M,,.
Note thatL can be defined as the empty join, i.eMf= UM;, thenM = L.
The following lemma shows that the join acts as least uppentt@f compatible terms.

3The last alternative in the definition af defines the join on applications in a more general way tharit'Scthat would
state that (MyM,)U(N1N;) T (M;UN;p) (MaUN,), since itis not always sure if a join of two arbitrary termsssi
Since we will use our more general definition only on terms éne compatible, there is no real conflict.



Steffen van Bakel 25

Lemmal2 1. °PC M, andQ C M, thenPUQ is defined, and:
PCPUQ, QCPUQ, and PUQLC M.
2. If Ay, Ay € A(M), thenA; and A, are compatible.

We can also defineM | = U{ A | A € A(M) } (which by the previous lemma is well defined); then
.| corresponds to (ay variant of) Bohm trees [14,12].

As is standard in other settings, interpreting @aterm M through its set of approximantd (M)
gives a semantics.

Theorem 13(APPROXIMATION SEMANTICS FORAu) If M =4, N, thenM ~y N.
Proof: By induction on the definition of=4,, of which we only show the cas® —%, N.

(A(M) C A(N)): If Ac A(M), then there existé such thatM —3, L and A C L. Since—p, is
Church-Rosser, there exisksuch thatL —>§}, R and N —>2§H R, so alsoM —>§}, R. Then by
Lem[I0,A C R, and sinceN — 3, R, we haveA € A(N).

(A(N) CA(M)): If Ac A(N), then there exist& such thatN —3, L and A C L. But then also
M —p, L,s0A € A(M). l

The reverse implication of this result does not hold, simcens without head-normal form (which have
only L as approximant) are not all related by reduction, so appration semantics is not fully abstract.

4 The approximation and head normalisation results fori—

In this section we will show an approximation result, i.e. évery M, I', S, andA such thatl’ s M :
S| A, there exists amt € A(M) such that" s A : S| A. From this, the well-known characterisation of
(head-)normalisation ofu-terms using intersection types follows easily, i.e. alirte having a (head)
normal form are typeable ikrs (with a type withoutw-occurrences). Another result is the well-known
characterisation of strong normalisation of typeableterms, i.e. all terms, typeable ig without using
the rule(n) with I = @, are strongly normalisable.

First we give some auxiliary definitions and results.

The rules of the systerns are generalised tay_L; therefore, if L occurs in a termM and D ::
I'sM: S| A, inthat derivationL has to appear in a position where the r(tg is used withl = ¢, i.e.,
in a sub-term typed withv. Notice thatAx..L, L M;---M,, andux.[B] L are typeable byw only.

First we show thatts is closed forC_.

Lemmal4dI'tsM:S|AandM C Nthen' s N: S| A.

Next we define a notion of type assignment that is similar &b ¢ Def[6, but differs in that it assigns
w only to the termL.

Definition 15 1 -type assignmerdnd | -derivationsare defined alss, with the exception of:
FFMZ':A”A (ViEE)
(Ny): (n=0Vn>2)
I'= UM :ngA; |A

We writeI' = M : S| A if this statement is derivable usingladerivation.

Notice that, by rulen ), I' -, L:w |A, and that this is the only way to assignto a term. Moreover,
in that rule, the term#/; need to be compatible (otherwise their join would not be @efjn
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Lemmal6 1. fD:I' M:S|A, thenD=:T'M:S|A.
2. f D:T'kM:S|A,then there existd!' C M such thatD :: '+ M': S| A.

Notice that, since\l’ need not be the same a4, the second derivation in part [2) is not exactly the
same; however, it has the same structure in terms of appéigdation rules.

Using Thm[8(4) and Lerh. 16, as for the BCD-system (5ee [21d)the system of [2], the relation
between types assignable td a-term and those assignable to its approximants can be fatetlias:

Theorem 17(APPROXIMATION) I'ksM:S|A <= FJA€ AM) [I'sA:S|A].

Proof: (=): If D:T'ksM:S|A,then, by ThniIB(4)SN(D). Let D’ :: TN : S| A be a normal
form of D with respect to—per, then by Thmi.B(3)M —7 N and, by Lem 1 (2), there exists
N'C NsuchthatD’':: TH N’:S|A. So, in particularN’ contains no redexes (no redexes typed
with a type different formwv since D’ is in normal form, and none typed with since onlyL can
be typed withw), soN’ € A, and therefore\’ € A(M).

(<): LetAe A(M) be suchthaf s A: S| A. SinceA € A(M), there existsN such thaM —3, N
andA C N. Then, by Lenl T4 s N : S| A, and, by ThnB(2), alsé s M : S| A. ]

Using this last result, the characterisation of head-nbsaizon becomes easy to show.

Theorem 18(HEAD-NORMALISATION) There existd’, A, andA such thatl' s M : A | A, if and only

if M has a head normal form.

Proof: (onlyif): If TsM:A|A,then, by Thni 17, there exists dne A(M) suchthaf '+ A:A|A.
Then, by Def.D, there exist§ such thatM —>7;H N andA C N. SinceA # w, A # 1, so we
know thatA is eitherxA;--- A, (n >0), Ax.A’, or pa.[B] A’ with A" # u~y.[6]A”. SinceAC N,

N is eitherxM; - - - M,, (n > 0), Ax.P, or u«.[B]P with P # u+.[6]Q. ThenN is in head-normal
from andM has a head-normal form.

(if ): If M has a head-normal form, then there existsuch thatM —, N and either:
(N=xM;i---M,): Takel' = x:wx - - Xxwx Q—v (with n timesw) andA = Q—v.

(N = Ax.P): SinceP is in head-normal form, by induction there aré C, v, andA’ such that
I'<P:C—v|A. If x:SeT’, takel' =T"\x, andA = SxC—v; otherwise takd" = I"’
andA = wxC—v. In either case, by ruléAbs), I' s Ax.P: A| A

(N = pa.[a]P): SinceP is in head-normal form, by induction there aré C, D, v, andA’ such
thatl” s P:D—v |a:C,A’. TakeC’' = CnD, then by Thmi.B(A) alsd’ s P:D—v |a:C’, A,
and sinceC’ <sD, by rule (1) we getl” ks ua.[a]P: C'—v | A.

(N = pa.[B]P, witha # B): SinceP is in head-normal form, by induction there &eC’, D such
that I’ s P: D—v | a:C,B:C’,A andC’ <sD. TakeC” = C’'nD, then by ThmB (1) also
I"sP:D—v|a:C,B:C", A, and sinceC” <D we getl” b ua.[g]P:C'—v | B:C”,A’ by
().

Notice that in all cased, s N : A | A, for someA, and by ThmlB@2)[ s M: A | A. ]

5 Type assignment for (strong) normalisation
In this section we show the characterisation of both nogatibn and strong normalisation, for which

we first define a notion of derivability obtained frdraby restricting the use of the type assignment rule
(n) to at least two sub-derivations, thereby eliminating thesgility to assignw to a term.
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Definition 19 (SN TYPE ASSIGNMENT) 1. We define thev-free types by the grammar:

AB = C—v
R,S,T == Ain---nA, (n>1)
C,D == 0]S8xC

2. SN type assignmeri$ defined using the natural deduction system of Def. 6, Hotvalg only
w-free types, so restricting rulg) to:

THM:A;|A (Vien)
TFM:nyA;| A

n>2)

We writeI' sy M : S | A if this judgement is derivable using this system.

Notice that the only real change in the system compared i®thatw is no longer an intersection type,
so in rule(n), the empty intersectiow is exclude

The following properties hold:
Lemma20 1. IBE< T, thenS=n;A;, T= nyB;, and for every € | there exists € I such thatA; = B;.

2. T,x:Sksyx:T| A, ifand only ifS <g T.

3. I'tsyM:S|A={x:Tel |xefv(M)} FsyM:S|{x:CcA|acfn(M)}.

4. ThyM:S|A&T' DT &AN DA=T"HyM: S| A

5. DuTltsyM:S|A= DuT'tsM:S|A.

As for ks, we can show that<s) is an admissible rule ihsy.

Lemma?2l I syM:S|A,andl”, T, andA’ are all w-free and satisfyf”’ <sI', A’ <sA,andS < T,
thenl" sy M : T | A

Proof: Much the same as the proof for THh. 8(1)[in [7]. Ol

The following lemma shows a (limited) subject expansionitder Iy it states that if a contraction
of aredex is typeable, then so is the redex, provided thaipgkeandN is typeable in its own right; since
N might not appear in the contractum, we need to assume thatately. Notice that we demand that
N is typeable in the same contexts as the redex itself; thiggutp would not hold once we consider
contextual closure (in particular, when the reduction $adace under an abstraction); it might be that
free names or variables IN get bound in the context.

Lemma22 Il ksy M[N-y/a]:T|v:C,AandI sy N: B| A, then there exist§ such thatl” sy M :
T|a:SxC,A andT ksyN: S| A.

Proof: By nested induction; the outermost is on the structure adgypnd the innermost on the structure
of terms. We only show:

(M =x): Thenx|[N-vy/a] = x. TakeS = B, then by Len 20, als® Fsy x: C'—v | a:SxC, A.
All other cases follow by induction. [l

4With the aim of the characterisation of strong normaliggtibwould have sufficed to only restrict rue); we restrict the
set of types as well in order to be able to characterise nisatan as well.
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To prepare the characterisation of terms by their assigrigipes, we first prove that a termAn_L-
normal form is typeable without, if and only if it does not contain_. This forms the basis for the
result that all normalisable terms are typeable withouNotice that the first result is stated fay.

Lemma23 1. I A:A|A,andTl’, A, andA are w-free, thenA is L-free.
2. If Ais L-free, then there aré’, A, andA, such thatl’ Fsy A: A | A.

Now, as also shown in[1], it is possible to characterise ratisable terms.

Theorem 24(CHARACTERISATION OFNORMALISATION) There existsv-freeI’, A, and A such that
I'tsM:A|A,ifand only if M has a normal form.

Proof: (=): If ks M:A|A, by Thm[IT there existd € A(M) such thatl s A: A | A. Sincerl’,
A, andA arew-free, by Lem2B(1), thigl is L-free. By Def[® there existy such thatM — 5, N
andA C N. SinceA contains nalL, A = N, soN is a normal form, s@/ has a normal form.

(«<): If Nis the normal form ofM, then it is aL-free approximate normal form. By LemJ23|(2) there
arel’, A, andA such thatl’ sy N : S| A. By Lem[20(5) alsd" s N : S| A, and by Thm B(2),
I'sM:S|A,andl’, S, andA arew-free. ]

In [[7] it is shown that it is possible to characterise the detliderms that are strongly normalisable
with respect to— g, using Thm.B(4), and the proof for the property that all teimnormal form can
be typed intsy, a property that follows here from Lem.|]23 (see the proof efghevious result). Other
than that, the proof is identical.

The following lemma shows thaty, is closed under the expansion of redexes (notice that thit res
is not stated for arbitrary reduction steps, but only fomtethat are proper redexes).

Lemma25 1. i FsyM[N/x]:A|Aandl sy N:B| A, thenl Fsy (Ax.M)N:A|A.
2. 1f T Fen . [7]P[Q-7/BlQ: A| AandT sy Q: B| A, thenT Fey (1B.[B]P)Q: A | A.
3. If T ke 7. [0]P[Q-/B] 1 A| A (With B # 8) and T Fsy Q: B| A, thenl Fsy (4B.[6]P)Q: A | A.
4. If I bsypa.([6]P)[B/y] : A| A, thenI sy pa.[Blpy.[6]P: A A.

Thm [28 below shows that the set of strongly normalisabl@sas exactly the set of terms typeable
in the intersection system without using the type constarithe proof goes by induction on the leftmost
outermost reduction path. First we introduce the notiorefifost, outer-most reduction.

Definition 26 An occurrence of a redelRR in a termM is called theleftmost, outermost redex o
(lor (M)), if:

1. There is no redeR’ in M such thaR’ = C[R] with C[—] # [—] (outer-mos;
2. There is no redeR’ in M such thatM = Cy [C; [R'] C2[R]] (leftmoss).
We write M —or N is used to indicate tha¥l reduces ta\ by contractingor (M).

The following lemma formulates a subject expansion resultf, with respect to left-most outer-
most reduction.

Lemma 27 Assum® — o N, andI sy N : C—uv | A; if lor (M) = PQ also assume thaf sy Q :
B | Ag. Then there exists’, A’,C’ such thatl’ sy M : C'—v | A'.

We can now show that all strongly normalisable terms aretxdmse typeable ifiy.
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Theorem 28 3I', A, A [T sy M: A| A] <= M is strongly normalisable with respect to 4.

Proof: (=): f DuTksyM:A|A, thenby Lemi.20(%), als® :: ' M: A | A. Then, by Thni]B(3),
D is strongly normalisable with respecttepegr. SinceD contains nav, all redexes inVI corre-
spond to redexes i, a property that is preserved by derivation reduction (gsdoot introduce
w). So alsoM is strongly normalisable with respecttog,,.

(<): By induction on the maximum of the lengths of reduction seaqes for a strongly normalisable
term M to its normal form (denoted b§M).

a. If#M = 0, thenM is in normal form, and by Lerh. P3(2), there existA and A such that
I'bshnM:A|A.

b. If #M >1, so M contains a redex, then I8 —o; N by contracting the redeRQ. Then
#N < #M, and#Q < #M (sinceQ is a proper sub-term of a redex M), so by induction,
for somel’, I'', A, A, A, andB, we havel FsyM: A | A andI’ ksyQ:B| A, Then, by
Lem[27, there exisl;, A1, C such that’; Fsy M : C | Aq. If the redex isua.[B]py.[6]P, then
#uo.[Blpy.[6)P > #uw.([0]P)[B/ ], so the result follows by induction. U

Conclusions

We have studied a strict version of the intersection typeesysfor Ap of [10]. Using the fact that
derivation reduction (a kind of cut-elimination) is strdyygormalisable, we have shown an approxima-
tion theorem, and from that given a characterisation of headhalisation. We have also shown that
the system without the type constantcharacterises the strongly normalisable terms and thatamwe c
characterise normalisation as well.
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