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Abstract

There are different notions of computation, the most papbkng monads, applicative functors,
and arrows. In this article we show that these three notiansbe seen as monoids in a monoidal
category. We demonstrate that at this level of abstracti@noan obtain useful results which can be
instantiated to the different notions of computation. Imticalar, we show how free constructions
and Cayley representations for monoids translate intoulisehstructions for monads, applicative
functors, and arrows. Moreover, the uniform presentaticadldhree notions helps in the analysis of
the relation between them.

1 Introduction

When constructing a semantic model of a system or when stingt computer code,
there are several notions of computation that one mightidensMonads|(Moggi, 1989;
[Moggi, 1991) are the most popular notion, but other notisash as arrow$ (Hughes, 2000)

and, more recently, applicative functofs (McBride & Paber2008) have been gaining
widespread acceptance.

Each of these notions of computation has particular chariatts that makes them more
suitable for some tasks than for others. Neverthelesse tisemuch to be gained from
unifying all three different notions under a single conceppframework.

In this article we show how all three of these notions of cotapian can be cast as
a monoid in a monoidal category. Monads are known to be manaid monoidal cate-
gory of endofunctors (Mac Lane, 19771; Barr & Wells, 1985).retuver, strong monads are
monoids in a monoidal category of strong endofunctors.vsrbave been recently shown
to be strong monoids in a monoidal category of profunctorsdmobs et al[ (2009). Ap-
plicative functors, on the other hand, are usually preseasdax monoidal functors with a
compatible strength (McBride & Paterson, 2{J08; Jaske8dRypacek, 201Z; Paterson, 2012).
However, in the category-theory community, it is known tleat monoidal functors are
monoids with respect to the Day convolution, and hence agtdie functors are also
monoids in a monoidal category of endofunctors using the Bayolution as a ten-
sor [Day, 1978).

Therefore, we unify the analysis of three different notiohsomputation, namely mon-
ads, applicative functors, and arrows, by looking at themmasoids in a monoidal cate-
gory. In particular, we make explicit the relation betwepplecative functors and monoids
with respect to the Day convolution, and we simplify the elederisation of arrows. Unlike
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the approach to arrows of Jacobs et[al. (2009), where thebpefirst is added on top of

the monoid structure, we obtain that operation from the natadstructure of the underly-
ing category. Furthermore, we show that at the level of abstm of monoidal categories
one can obtain useful results, such as free constructiah€aypley representations.

Free constructions are often used in programming in ordegfoesent abstract syntax
trees. For instance, free constructions are used to defiepe eimbeddings of domain-
specific languages. Traditionally, one uses a free monaghi@sent abstract syntax trees,
with the bind operation (Kleisli extension) acting as a fasfrsimultaneous substitution.
However, in certain cases, the free applicative functobister fit (Capriotti & Kaposi, 2014).
The free arrow, on the other hand, has been less explored akdiow of no publication
that has an implementation of it.

The Cayley representation theorem states that every gsoigprinorphic to a group of
permutations (Cayley, 1854). Hence, one can work with a@agroup of permutations
instead of working with an abstract group. The represemniatieorem does not really
use the inverse operation of groups so one can generalisefihesentation to monoids,
yielding a Cayley representation theorem for mondids (aan, 200D).

In functional programming, the Cayley theorem appears aptmisation by change of
representation. We identify two known optimisations, ngrdéference lists[(Hughes, 1986),
and the codensity monad transformation (Voigtlander82@{utionet al, 2010) as being
essentially the same, since both are instances of the deDayéey representation of
monoids in a monoidal category. Moreover, we obtain sinti@ansformations for applica-
tive functors and arrows by analysing their Cayley repres@ms.

Given the three notions of computation, one may ask whatisdlation between them.
Lindley et al. (2011) address this question by studying tieagional theories induced by
each calculus. Since the different notions are monoids iroaaidal category, a categor-
ical approach could be to ask about the relation betweendiresponding categories of
monoids. However, another consequence of having a unifed is that we can ask a
deeper question instead and analyse the relation betweedifttrent monoidal categories
that support them. Then, we obtain the relation between thenoids as a corollary.

Concretely, the article makes the following contributions

e \We present a unified view of monads, applicative functord, amows as monoids
in a monoidal category. Although the results are known ireotommunities, the
case of the applicative functors as monoids seems to havedwelooked in the
functional programming community.

e We show how the Cayley representation of monoids unifies tifferdnt known
optimisations, namely difference lists and the codensibtyad transformation. The
similarity between these two optimisations has been ndtlmefore, but now we
make the relation precise and demonstrate that they arenstarices of theame
change of representation.

e We apply the characterisation of applicative functors asaoms to obtain a free
construction and a Cayley representation for applicativeetfors. In this way, we
clarify the construction of free applicative functors apleined by Capriotti and
Kaposi [2014). The Cayley representation for applicativecfors is entirely new.
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e We clarify the view of arrows as monoids by introducing tiresgth in the monoidal
category. In previous approaches, the strength was addibe tmonoids, while in
this article we consider a category with strong profunctonsr approach leads to a
new categorical model of arrows and to the first formulatibfiee arrows.

e We analyse the relation between the monoidal categori¢gibarise to monads,
applicative functors, and arrows, by constructing mondigiactors between them.

The rest of the article is structured as follows. In Secligh e introduce the Cay-
ley representation for ordinary monoids. In Secfibn 2, weoittuce monoidal categories,
monoids, free monoids and the Cayley representation foromsrnn a monoidal category.
In Sectior "8, we instantiate these constructions to a catezfeendofunctors, with com-
position as a tensor and obtain monads, free monads, andatfleyGepresentation for
monads. In Sectiofl 5, we do the same for applicative funcBefore that, we introduce
in Section[# the notions of ends and coends needed to definevaridwith the Day
convolution. In Sectiof]6, we work in a category of Profumstto obtain pre-arrows,
their free constructions, and their Cayley representatitmsectiori 7, we turn to arrows,
analyse the relation between arrows and pre-arrows, argirc@hfree arrows and an arrow
representation. Finally, in sectibh 8, we analyse theialdtetween the different monoidal
categories considered in the previous sections, and cd@aiSectioh .

The article is aimed at functional programmers with knowledf basic category theory
concepts, such as categories, functors, and adjunctianprdVide an introduction to more
advanced concepts, such as monoidal categories and ends.

In frames like the one surrounding this paragraph, we ireludaskell
implementations of several of the categorical conceptt®farticle. The idea is not
to formalise these concepts in Haskell, but rather to show the category theory
informs and guides the implementation.

1.1 Cayley representation for monoids

We start by stating the Cayley representation theorem fdinary monoids, i.e. monoids
in the category of sets and functiofst. A monoid is a triple(M,®,e) of a setM, a
binary operationp : M x M — M which is associative(eé b) @ c=a® (bé&c)), and an
elemente € M which is a left and right identity with respect to the binapeoation (i.e.
ed®a=a=ade) Because of the obvious mondit, -, 1), the elemené and the binary
operation® are often called thanit andmultiplicationof the monoid.

For every seM we may construct theonoid of endomorphisniM — M, o,id), where
o is function composition and is the identity function.

Up to an isomorphisnil is asub-monoicf a monoidM’, &', ¢) if there is an injection
i M < M’ such thai(e) = € andi(a®b) =i(a) @"i(b) for some® ande. This makes
(M, @, e) a monoid and amonoid morphism

Theorem 1.X1Cayley representation foSét) monoid3
Every monoidM, @, e) is a sub-monoid of the monoid of endomorphismsvbn
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Proof We construct an injectiorep : M — (M — M) by currying the binary operation.
rep(m) = Am’.mant.
The functionrep is a monoid morphism:

rep(e) = Am.epnl
=id
rep(a®b)=Am.(a®b)om
=Am.a® (ban)
=(Ama®m)o(An.bdn)
=rep(a) orep(b)

Moreover,rep is an injection, since we have a functiebs : (M — M) — M given by
abs(k) = k(e)

and,abs(rep(m)) = (Am.me&m)e=moe=m.
O

WhenM lifts to a group (i.e. it has a compatible inverse operatitmn the monoid of
endomorphisms oM lifts to the traditional Cayley representation of a grovip

How can we use this theorem in Haskell? Lists are mon@ils+-,[]) so we may
apply Theorerf 1]1. Let us define a type synonym for the monfodthdomorphisms:

type ELista= [a] — [a]

The functiongep andabs are

rep :[a] — Elista
rep XS = (Xs+H)

abs : Elista— [a]
abs xs= xs[]

By the theorem above, we have thdis o rep = id. The typeElist a is no other
than difference lists![ (Hughes, 1986). Concatenation fandard lists is slow, as
it is linear on the first argument. A well known solution is teseua different
representation of lists: the so-called “difference lists”“Hughes’ lists”, in which
lists are represented by endofunctions of lists. In diffieeelists, concatenation is
just function composition, and the empty list is the idgntitnction. Hence we can
perform efficient concatenations on difference lists, ahémwe are done we can get
back standard lists by applying the empty list.

2 Monoidal Categories

The ordinary notion of monoid in the categ@st of sets and functions is too restrictive, so
we are interested in generalising monoids to other categdn order to express a monoid
a category should have a notion of
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1. a pairing operation for expressing the type of the mudtition,
2. and a type for expressing the unit.

In Set (in fact, in any category with finite products), we may defin@rsaary operation
on X as a functionX x X — X, and the unit as a morphism-% X. However, a given
category4 may not have finite products, or we may be interested in othemaidal
structure of%’, so we will be more general and abstract the product by eperation
called atensor and the unit 1 by an objettof ¥’. Categories with a tensoy and unitl
have the necessary structure for supporting an abstraonratmonoid and are known as
monoidal categories

Definition 2.1(Monoidal Category
A monoidal categorys a tuple(%,®,l,a,A,p), consisting of

a categorys’,

a bifunctor®: ¢ x ¢ — %,

an object of ¢,

natural isomorphismaagc :A® (B®C) - (A®B)®C,Aa: Il @ A=A, and
pa:A® | — Asuch thatd, = p; and the following diagrams commute.

A®(B® (C®D)) —= (A®B)® (C®D) —2= (A®B)®C)®D

id@al Td@id

A® ((B®C)®D) (A® (B®C))®D

a

(I ®B) a Azl)®
:Q\\ //Qj

A®B

A® B

A monoidal category is said to Istrict when the natural isomorphisnas A andp are
identities. Note that in a strict monoidal category the diags necessarily commute.

A symmetriomonoidal category, is a monoidal category with an additioaéural iso-
morphismyag : A® B — B ® A subject to some coherence conditions.

The idea of currying a function can be generalised to a maaadtegory with the
following notion of exponential.

Definition 2.2(Exponentia)
Let Abe an object of a monoidal categdf§, ®,1,a,A, p). An exponential-* is the right
adjointto— @ A. That is, the exponential this characterised by an isomorphism

|—]: (X @ AB) =€ (X,BY : [-]

natural inX andB. We call the counit of the adjunctiotvg = [idga] : B* ® A — B the
evaluation morphisnof the exponential. When the exponentialAcexists, we say that
Ais an exponentWhen the exponential exists for every object we say thatrtbeoidal
categoryhas exponentialsr that it is aright-closedmonoidal category.

The next lemmata will be used in the proofs that follow.
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Lemma 2.3

Let A,B,C be objects of a monoidal categof¥’,®,l,a,A,p), such that the exponential
—A exists. For everyf : B® A — C, we have

evo([f]®id)=f

Lemma 2.4

LetA, B,C,D be objects of a monoidal categdfy, ®,1,a,A,p), such that the exponential
—C exists. For every : B® C — D andg: A — B, we have

[fo(g®id)|=[f]og

2.1 Monoidsin Monoidal Categories

With the definition of monoidal category in place we may defenenonoid in such a
category.

Definition 2.5(Monoid)
A monoidin a monoidal category¢’, ®,1,a,A,p) is a tuple(M,m, e) whereM € ¢ and
mande are morphisms if¢’

| —2>M<"_-MaM
such that the following diagrams commute.

mid idwe

Ma@M)oM M ®@ M MOM<~——M®I
| A
M —M

M®(MceM) o M®M o M a

. . f . .
A monoid homomorphisie an arrowM;——=Mj in ¢ such that the diagrams
My
/
| f
X

M ———— M2 @ M;

M1 ® My

fof

commute.

In the same manner that (the words orA) is the free monoid on a sét we can define
the notion of free monoid in terms of monoidal categories.

Definition 2.6(Free Monoid

Let (¢,®,l,a,A,p) be a monoidal category. ThHfeee monoidon an objectX in % is

a monoid(F,me, e ) together with a morphisrms : X — F such that for any monoid
(G,mg,es) and any morphisni : X — G, there exists a uniqgue monoid homomorphism
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free f : F — G that makes the following diagram commute.

The morphisnins is called theénsertion of generatormto the free monoid.

Monoids in a monoidal category’ and monoid homomorphisms form the category
Mon(%). When the left-adjoinf{—)* to the forgetful functot) : Mon(%") — ¢ exists, it
maps an objecX to the free monoid oX. There are several conditions that guarantee the

existence of free monoids (Dubuc, 1974; Kelly, 1980; Ladk,®. Of particular impor-

tance to us is the following:

Proposition 2.7

Let (¢,®,l,a,A,p) be a monoidal category with exponentials#ifhas binary coprod-
ucts, and for eaclA € ¢ the initial algebra for the endofunctbs- A ® — exists, then the
monoidA* exists and its carrier is given yX. | + A® X.

Proof A multiplication on A* has the formm: A* @ A* — A*. By definition[Z.2, it is
equivalent to define a morphisa — A*A, and then useé—| to getm. Exploiting the
universal property of initial algebras, we define such mamhby providing and algebra
| +A® AR — A given bifl [|[Aa |, [Soinro (id @ ev) o ar]] whered : | + A® A* = A*
is the initial algebra structure ova¥.

The monoid structure oA* is then

e=9doinl
m=[([[Aa:], [Soinro(id @ ev) o al])]
where the banana brackéts)) denote the universal morphism from an initial algepra (Btesf al, 1991).

The insertion of generators and the universal morphism filoenfree monoid to the
monoid(G,mg, eg) for f : A— G are:

ins=doinro(id®e)op !
free f = ([eg,mg o (f ®id)])

It is well known that the free monoid over a sAtis the set of lists ofA.
Unsurprisingly, when implementing in Haskell the formufgpoopositiof 2.7 for the
case ofSet monoids, we obtain lists.

data List a= Nil | Cons (a, List @)

1 For givenf : A— C andg: B — C, then|[f,g] is the unique morphism+ B — C such that
[f,g]oinl = f and[f,g]oinr =g.
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Definition 2.8(Sub-monoidl
Given a monoidM, e,m) in ¥, and a monid¢ : M’ — M in &, such that for some (unique)
mapse andn?, we have a commuting diagram

e m

| M M & M

H Ti Ti@i
! ! !

| 7 M - M @M

then(M’,€,n7) is a monoid, called theub-monoicf M induced by the monig andi is
a monoid monomorphism fromd’ to M.

2.2 Cayley Representation of a Monoid
Every exponentin a monoidal category induces a monoid oberdphisms:

Definition 2.9(Monoid of endomorphisms
Let(¥%,®,l,a,A,p) be a monoidal category. Tmeonoid of endomorphisnas any expo-
nentA € ¢ is given by the diagram

| A pA A pAG AR
where

in= [l 0AAoA|

-1 id ,a®ev V,

A= | (AAOA DA Ay (AAeA) T Mg A A A
The Cayley representation theorem tell us that every mofididn,e) in a monoidal
category is a sub-monoid of a monoid of endomorphisms whamévis an exponent.

Theorem 2.1@Cayley

Let(¢,®,1,a,A,p) be a monoidal category, and [, e,m) be a monoid ir¢’. If M is an
exponent theriM, e,m) is a sub-monoid of the monoid of endomorphistg”, cy,im),
as witnessed by the moniep = |m| : M — MM. Moreover,abs o rep = idy Whereabs is
given by

-1 . _
P id ®e
abs= MMM Mg M MM o M o

Proof The morphismep : M ﬂ> MM is a monoid morphism.

Lm] oem

= {lemmdZH}
[mo (em ®id)|

= { monoid}
[Am]

= { definition ofiy }
iM
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cmo ([m) @ [m])
= { definitioncy }
levo (idym ® ev)o a*1J o|m|® [m|
= {lemmdZH}
levo (idym ® ev)o alo ((Im] ® [m]) ®idm) |
= { naturalitya™!}
levo (idym ® ev)o ([m| ® (M| @idv))ea?]
= {lemmd2.3B}
levo(|m] @m)oa™?t|
= {lemmd2.3B}
[mo (idy @ myoa ™t
= { monoid}
[mo (M® idwm)]
= {lemmd2.4}

[m|jom
We haveabs o rep = idy, and henceep is monic.

absorep
= { definition ofabs andrep }

evo (idym © ew) o oy o M)
= { naturality ofp 1}

evo (idym @ ew) o (|m|] @id)opyt
= {tensor}

evo (|m| @idu)o (idv @ em) o py*
= {lemmdZ3}

mo (idv ® ew) op,\]l
= { monoid}

PPyt
= {isomorphism}

idm

O

The Cayley theorem for sets (Theorieni 1.1) is an instancesaftborem for the category
Set. As new monoidal categories are introduced in the followsagtions, more instances
will be presented.

3 Monads as Monoids

Consider the (strict) monoidal categdeyd, = ([Set, Set], o,1d) of endofunctors, functor
composition and identity functor. A monoid in this categoonsists of

e An endofunctoM,
e a natural transformatiom: MoM — M,
e and a unite: Ild — M; such that the diagrams
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mM

(MoM)o MoM MoM <" Mold

B A

|dOM:M

Mo(MoM) —— MoM ———M
Mm m

commute.

Hence, a monoid iftnd, is none other than a monad. Hence the following often-heard
slogan:A monad is a monoid in a category of endofunctors

The corresponding implementation in Haskell is the follogviype class:

class Functor m=- Triple mwhere
n ta—ma
joinzm(ma — ma
where we have called the type cla$sple in order to not clash with standard

nomenclature which uses the naienad for the presentation of a monad throud
its Kleisli extension:

=y

class Monad mwhere
return:la—ma
(>>=):ma—(a—mb —mb

The latter has the advantage of not needifgrector instance and of being easier t
use when programming. The two presentations are equivalgeine can be obtaine
from the other by taking) = return, join = (>=id), and(>=f) = joinofmapf.

o> O

3.1 Exponential for Monads

Finding an exponential in this category means finding a funct )™, such that we have
an isomorphism natural i6 andH

Nat(HoF,G) = Nat(H,G") (3.2)
A useful technique for finding exponentials suchGisin a functor category is to turn
to the famous Yoneda lemma.
Theorem 3.1Yoneda
Let ¢ be alocally small category. Then, there is an isomorphism
FX 2= Nat(Homg(X,—),F)

natural in objecX : ¢ and functoi- : ¥ — Set. That s, the seff X is naturally isomorphic
to the set of natural transformations between the furtdtan, (X, —) and the functoF.
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Now, if an exponentiaG™ exists in the strict monoidal categofjfet, Set], o, Id), then
the following must hold:

G" X = Nat(Hom(X,—),G")
=~ Nat(Hom(X,—)oF,G)

where the first isomorphism is by Yoneda, and the second isjbgteor[3.1. Therefore,
whenever the expressidtiat(Hom(X, —) o F,G) makes sense, it can be taken to be the
definitionof the exponentiaG™. Making sense in this case means that the collection of
natural transformations betweétom(X, —) o F andG is a set. The collectiofat(F,G)

of natural transformation between tet endofunctord andG is not always a set, i.e.
[Set, Set] is not locally small. However, a sufficient condition fdet(F,G) to be a set is

for F to be small. Small functor§ (Day & Lack, 2007) are endofuretmSet which are

a left Kan extension along the inclusion from a small sulgatg Therefore, every small
functorF is an exponent ifEnd,, with the exponential—)" given by

G" X = Nat(Hom(X,—) o F,G)

Remark 3.2
The functor(—)F is a right adjoint to the functof— o F) and is known as the right Kan
extension alongr.

The Haskell implementation of the exponential with respedtinctor composition
is the following.

dataExpf gx=Exp (Vy. x—fy)—qgy)
The components of isomorphismB.1 are:

¢ :Functorh= (Vx. h(fXx) -gx) >hy— Expfgy
¢ ty=Exp(Ak—t(fmapky))

o1 (v.hy—Expfgy —h(fx)—gx

¢ ltx=letExpg=txingid

3.2 Free Monads

By restrictingEnd, to finitary functors we obtain the locally small, right-cémbmonoidal
categoryEnd.r (Kelly & Power, 1993). In this category, we may apply propiesi2.4 and
obtain the usual formula for the free monad of an endofurfetor

F*X & X+F(F*X)

The formula above can be readily implemented by the datatype

data Free, f X = Ret X
| Con (f (Frees f X))
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with monad instance:

instance Functor f = Monad (Free, f) where
return X = Ret X
(Retx) >=f=fx
(Conm) ==f = Con (fmap (>==f) m)

There is no need to check that the instance satisfies the meanadsince the
definition is derived from Propositién 2.7.
The insertion of generators and the universal morphism tfanfree monad are:

ins::Functor f = f = Free, f
ins X = Con (fmap Ret X)
free :: (Functor f,Monad m) = (f om-= m) — (Free, f = m)

free f (Ret X) = return x
freef (Cont) =f (fmap (free k) t)

where theo in the type signature dtee is functor composition.

3.3 Cayley Representation of Monads

For an exponerf, we may apply theorefn 2.110 and obtain the monad of endonsmshi
FF, the monad morphismep, and the natural transformatiabs. The monad~F corre-
sponding to the monoid of endomorphisms on a funEtoeceives the name @bdensity

monadonF (Mac Lane, 1971).

The codensity monad is implemented by the following datatyp

typeRepf =Expf f
instance Monad (Rep f) where

return X =Exp (Ah—hXx)
(Expm)>=f =Exp (Ah— m(Ax—let Expt=f xinth))

There is no need to check that the instance satisfies the niemadince the definition
is derived directly from the general definition of the monofeendomorphisms.
The morphisms converting from a monado Rep m and back are the following.

rep:: Monad m=-m x— Rep m x
rep m= Exp (m>=)
abs::Monad m=- Rep m Xx— m x
abs (Rep m) = mreturn

By Theoren 2,10, we know thabsorep = id, and thatabs is a monad morphism.
Hence, we may change the representation of monadic congngatm, and perform
computations orRep m. This change of representation is exactly the optimisatjon
introduced by Voiglandel (2008) and shown correct by Huttbal. (201D).
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Therefore, difference lists and the codensity transfoionatre both instances o
the same change of representation: the Cayley represamntati

4 Endsand Coends

In this section we review the concept of a special type oftlicailled end and its dual
coend These concepts will be used in the development of the nekbss.

A limit for a functor F : ¥ — Z is universal cone td-, where a cone is a natural
transformatiodAp — F from the functor which is constantlp, for aD € 2, into the
functorF.

When working with functors with mixed varianée: €°P x ¢ — 2, rather than consid-
ering its limit, one is usually interested in its end. And déoda functorF : °P x ¢ — &
is a universailvedgeto F, where a wedge is dinatural transformatiolAp — F from the
functor which is constantlip for aD € 2, into the functor.

We make this precise with the following definitions:

Definition 4.1
A dinatural transformationa : F — G between two functor&,G: € x ¢ — 2 is a

family of morphisms of the fornac : F(C,C) — G(C,C), one morphism for eacB € %,
such that for every morphisth: C — C’ the following diagram commutes.

F(C,C)—~ - G(C,C)

F(f,id) G(id,f)
F(C',C) G(C,C)
G(1,id)
F(id,f)

F(C'.C) ——=G(C',C)

An important difference between natural transformatiams dinatural transformations
is that the latter can not be composed in the general case.

Definition 4.2

A wedgefrom an objecV € 2 to a functor- : €°° x ¢ — 2 is a dinatural transformation
from the constant functaky : °P x ¥ — 2 to F. Explicitly, an objectV together with a
family of morphismaxx :V — F (X, X) such that for eacli : C — C’ the following diagram
commutes.

(C.C)

F(

c.C)

c.C)

F
F(
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In the same way a limit is a final cone, we definesmudas a final wedge.

Definition 4.3
Theendof a functorF : ¥°° x ¥ — & is a final wedge foFr. Explicitly, it is an object
V € 2 together with a family of morphisms: : V — F(C,C) such that the diagram

F(C,C)
v F(
F(C.C)

C/7C/

Cc,C)

commutes for eachi : C — C/, and such that for every wedge frovi € 2, given by
a family of morphisms : V! — F(C,C) such that~(id, f) o y = F(f,id) o }{, for every

f : C — C, there exists a uniqgue morphismV* — V such that the following diagram
commutes.

F(C,C)

The objecV is usually denoted by, F (A, A) and referred to as “the end Bf.

One nice feature of ends is that it leads to a natural impléatien of categorical
concepts in Haskell by replacing the end by a universal dgfiemt-or example, the
natural transformations between two functBrandG can be expressed as an end

/FX—>GX
JX

(where byX — Y we note the exponential &iet) and implemented as follows.

typef > g=VYx.fx—gx

Ends can be seen as a generalised product, but cut down bati@medf dinaturality.
Following this view, a morphism to an end is defined by a diratiamily of morphisms:

(@)Y = JAF(AA)
o Y = F(X,X), dinatural inX

Proposition 4.4
By the universal property of end&p) is the unique morphism such thak o (@) = ¢x.
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Given a dinatural transformatian: Ay — F, and a morphisrh: Z — Y, the family of
morphisms defined bf o h)c = ac o his dinatural inC. Using the universal property of
ends, we obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 4.5
Let g« : Y — F(X,X) be a family of morphisms dinatural i§, and aleth: Z — Y. Then

(poh) =(@)oh.

When defining a family of morphisms, abstracting over theyivay object comes in
handy. We will use\ as a binder for objects variables. For exampdes h)c = ac ohcan
be defined directly ag oh=AC.acoh,

There are dual notions of wedges and ends, namely coweddesands. We briefly
summarise their definitions.

Definition 4.6
A cowedgdrom F is an objecV together with a dinatural transformation: F — Ay.

Definition 4.7

A coendis an initial cowedge. Explicitly, a coend Bfis an objecV together with a family
of morphismsic : F(C,C) — V such thatix o F(f,id) = 1y o F(id, f), which is universal
with respect to this property: for every obj&€tand family of morphismg : F(C,C) — V'
such thatk oF (f,id) = y oF(id, ), then there exists a unique morphi$mV — V' such
thatyx = folx.

A coend can be seen as a generalised coproduct, quotienteddxyuivalence relation.
If o : F(X,X) =Y is a family of morphisms dinatural iX, then the morphism from
j‘AF (AJA) toY given by the universal property of coends is denotefdias
(@] ]AF(AA) =Y
ok - F(X,X) =Y, dinatural inX

In the same way an end can be implemented as a universal figraiaticoend can
be implemented as an existential quantifier, as supporteddzern implementations
of Haskell.

We finish this section by presenting the Yoneda lemma in thguage of ends and
coends. Focusing on functoes®® x ¢ — Set, with " a small category, we can form the
set of dinatural transformations between two such funcibing fact that such dinatural
transformations form a set is justified by the next proponsiti

Proposition 4.8

LetF,G: ¥°P x ¥ — Set, with ¥ a small category. Dinatural transformations frénto
G are in a one-to-one correspondence with global elemenfisfofA, A) — G(A, A). If we
denote the dinatural transformations betwBeendG by Dinat(F, G), we obtain:

Dinat(F,G) = /AF(A,A)—>G(A,A)
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In particular, wher- andG are functors in one covariant variable (i.e. dummy in their
contravariant variablepinat(F, G) reduces td\at(F,G) and we have

Nat(F,G) = //;F(A)—>G(A)

The Yoneda lemma in its end and coend form (Asada & Hasuo;2884a, 2010) is
usually expressed as:

Y
FX = /Homcg(X,Y)—>FY o /FYxHomcg(Y,X)
Y

We can interpret the end form of Yoneda lemma as an isomarphétween types
f xandvy. (x—y) — f y whenevef is aFunctor.
The components of the isomorphism are implemented as

¢ Functorf =fx— (V. (x—y)—=fy)
¢ v=Af > fmapfv

¢t (V. (x—=y)=fy) =fx

¢ tg=gid

Similarly, its coend form (also known as “coYoneda lemma”gkpressed by

1] i Functorf = fx— 3y. (fy,y—x))
Yv = (v,id)
gt > Functorf = (3y. (fy,y = X)) — f x

Y1 (x.9) =fmapgXx

5 Applicativesas Monoids

Similarly to monads, applicative functofs (McBride & Paten, 2008) are a class of func-
tors used to write certain effectful computations. Thesefars come with an operation
that allows evaluation of functions inside the functor. Qamed to monads, applicative
functors are a strictly weaker notion: every monad is aniegfVe functor (see Sec-
tion[8.3), but there are applicative functors which are nonads. The main difference
between monads and applicative functors is that the lattes dot allow effects to depend
on previous values, i.e. they are fixed beforehand.

In Haskell, these functors are represented by the followipg class:

class Functor f = Applicative f where
pure;a—fa
(®) =f @—=b)—fa—fb

Since their introduction, applicative functors have bebaracterised categorically as
strong lax monoidal functor@cBride & Paterson, 2008). We explain the notionstwbng
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functorandlax monoidal functoseparately. In simple words, a lax monoidal functor is a
functor preserving the monoidal structure of the categaneolved.

Definition 5.1
A lax monoidal functor F. 4 — 2 is a functor between the underlying categories of
two monoidal categorie€s’, ®,l, a4, Ay, py) and (2,®,J,09,A4,py) together with a
natural transformation

omp:F(A)@FB)—FA®B)
and a morphism

n:J—=F()

such that the following diagrams commute.

FA® (FB® FC) o——~FA® F(BC) ——F(A® (B C))
! ,.C

@A (BzC)
(47 l l F Ay

BDid PawB).C

(FA¢FB) & FC 22" F(AwB) e FC22S F(AwB) @ C)

FAG I — FAG FI JoFA2 Fl o FA
P@l l(PA.I /\yl \L(H,A

A monoidal functoiis a lax monoidal functor in whickp andn are isomorphisms.

Definition 5.2
An endofunctoF : ¢ — € is strongwhen it comes equipped with a natural transformation

staA /AR FB— F(A®B)
called astrengthsuch that following diagrams commute.

10 F(A) A® (BaFC) 225 A@ F(B®C) —~ F(A® (B®C))

l \ l lm)

FL®A) >F(A) (A®B)@FC F(A®B)®C)

st

All endofunctors on the (cartesian) monoidal categsstycome with a unique strength,
so all functors in[Set,Set] are strong. Now, atrong lax monoidal functois simply a
lax monoidal functor which is also a strong functor and in eththe strength interacts
coherently with the monoidal structure. In our settingSet endofunctors we get this
coherence for free.

The categorical characterisation of applicative functassstrong lax monoidal
functors gives rise to an alternative (but equivalent) enpentation of applicative|
functors:
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class Functor f = Monoidal f where
unit::f ()
(x) sfa—=fb—f(ab)

We saw how monads are monoids in a particular monoidal cate§pplicative functors
can be shown to be monoids too. Interestingly, they are nasnoithe same category as
monadsAn applicative functor is a monoid in a category of endoforetHowever, it is
not the same monoidal category, as this time we must considiierent notion of tensor.
For monads we used composition; for applicative functorsuae a tensor calleBay
convolution(Day, 1970). Given a cartesian closed categérywo functorsF,G: ¢ — ¢,
and an objecB in ¢, the Day convolutiorfF x G)B is a new object ir¢’ defined as:

cD
(F*G)B:/ FC x GD x BC*D)

The coend does not necessarily exist for arbitfatyendofunctors, but it is guaranteed
to exist for small functors (Day & Lack, 2007). Unless othemvstated, in the remainder
of the section we will work witHSet, Set]s the category of smafiet endofunctors.

Applying theorem 1X.7.1 of Mac Lané (19171), it can be showatfh +« G is not only a
mapping between objects, but also a mapping between manphénd that it respects the
functor laws. Furthermore, given natural transformation$ — Gandf :H — |, we can
form a natural transformatioa « 8 : F x H — G % |. This makes the Day convolution a
bifunctor— x — : [Set, Set]s x [Set, Set]s — [Set, Set]s.

The coend in the definition of the Day convolution can be imm@ated by an
existential datatype. In the definition below, done in GADyles the type variables
andd are existentially quantified.

data (f x g) bwhere
Day:fc—gd—((c,d)—b)— (fxg)b
instance (Functor f, Functor g) = Functor (f x g) where
fmap f (Day xy g) = Day xy (f o g)
The Day convolution is a bifunctor with the following mapgiof morphisms:
bimap:: (f > h) = (g>1i) = (fxg=>hx*i)
bimap my m (Day xy f) = Day (my x) (mp y)

The following proposition allows us to write morphisms frahe image of the Day
convolution to another object.

Proposition 5.3
There is a one-to-one correspondence defining morphismg goit of a Day convolution

[€¢,€¢](F «G,H) ; [¢ x€,€)(xo(FxG),Hox) (5.1)
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which is natural irF, G, andH. Here,x : ¥’ x € — % is the functor which takes an object
(A, B) of the product category into a product of objeéts B.

Remark 5.4Day convolution as a left Kan extensjon
In view of the last proposition, the Day convolutiénx G is the left Kan extension of
x o (F x G) alongx.

The proposition above shows an equivalence between the typeg) = h and
vab. (f a,gb) — h(a,b).

9:(fxg=>h)—(fagb)—h(ahb)

9 f (xy)=f (Day xyid)

91 Functorh= (Vab. (fa,gb) = h(ab)) = (f xg-=h)

8 1g(Dayxyf) =fmapf (g(xy))

In contrast to the composition tensor, the Day convolutgonat strict. Moreover, the
Day convolution is symmetric, which together with apprageginatural transformatiorns
A andp makeEnd, = ([Set, Set]s,*,Id, a,A, p, y) a symmetric monoidal categofy (Day, 1970).

Here we present the natural transformations of the monoatagoryEnd,. In order
to do that we first implement the identity functor.

data Id a=Id a deriving Functor

A Functorf = = Id x f
A x=Day (Ild ()) xsnd
p::Functorf =f = f xId
p X =Dayx(ld ()) fst
a:(fxg)xh=fx(gxh)
a (Day (Day xyf) zg) = Day x (Dayy 2 ) f2
where f; = A(d,b) — ((Ac—f (c,d)),b)
fZZA(Cv(hvb))%g(h Cab)
yu(fxg) = (g*f)
y (Day xy f) = Day y x (f o swap)
where swap (X,y) = (Y,X)

We leave the definition of the inverses as an exercise.

Remark 5.5Alternative presentations of the Day convoludion
In our setting oSet functors, the Day convolution has different alternatiyeresentations:

A A
(FxG)B = /FAxG(BA) S /F(BA)XGA (5.2)

5.1 Monoidsin End,

A monoid inEnd, amounts to:
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e An endofunctof,
e a natural transformatiom: F x F — F,
e and a unike: Id — F; such that the following diagrams commute.

(FxF)«F m-F F+F FxF < Fuxld

aT lm eﬂ:T\lP
Id  F F
Fx(FxF)—>F+xF—/—F L

From the unite, one can consider the component 1 — F1. This component defines a
mapping which can be used as the unit morphism for a lax mahdiector. Similarly,
using equatiof 511, the morphism: F x F — F is equivalent to a family of morphisms

9(M)ag:FAXFB— F(AxB)

which is natural inA andB. This family of morphisms corresponds to the multiplicativ
transformation in a lax monoidal functor. Putting togetRerd (m) ande, we obtain a
strong lax monoidal functor oBet, that is, an applicative functor.

It remains to be seen if the converse is true: can a monokchdhh be defined from an
applicative functor? Given an applicative functét ¢, n), it easy to see that a multiplica-
tion for the monoid can be given frog using equatiof sl 1 again. What has to be seen it is
if one can recover the whole natural transformagond — F out of only one component
n:1— F1. We do so by using the strengthBf(which exists since it is an endofunctor
on Set): the following composition

A A1 AR FAx) T FA
defines a morphisres : A — FA for eachA.

All told, applicative functors are monoids in the category of endotfors which is
monoidal with respect to the Day convolution

5.2 Exponential for Applicatives

To apply the Cayley representation, first it must be deteeohiifi the categonEnd, is
monoidal closed. To do so, we use the same technique we usectior 311 for finding the
exponential of monads: we apply Yoneda and then the uniMersperty of exponentials.

G" (B) = Nat(Hom(B,—),G")
= Nat(Hom(B,—) xF,G)
Therefore, whenever the last expression makes sense bieaased as the definition of the

exponential object. Since we are working on a category oflldonactors, the expression
always makes sense and the exponential is always guardateridt. Doing some further

algebra, an alternative form f@" can be derived (Day, 19173):
G" (B) = Nat(F,G(B x —))
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Using Haskell, this exponential can be represented as:
dataExpf gb=Exp (Va.f a— g (b,a))

The components of the isomorphism showing it is an expoalsute:
p:(fxg>h) —f=Expgh

¢ mx=Exp (Ay— m(Day xyid))

¢ 1:Functorh= (f % Expgh) = fxg=h

¢~1f (Dayxyh) =fmaph(ty)
where Expt =f X

We therefore conclude th&ind, is a symmetric monoidal closed category.

5.3 Free Applicatives

By Propositiod 2.7, the free monoid, viz. the free appliefiinctor, exists.

The direct application of propositien 2.7 yields the foliag implementation of the
free applicative functor.

data Free, f a= Pure a| Rec ((f x Free, ) a)
Inlining the definition ofx, we obtain the simplified datatype

data Free, f awhere
Pure::a— Free, f a
Rec ::f ¢ — Free, fd — ((c,d) — a) — Free, f a

with the following instances:

instance Functor f = Functor (Free, f) where
fmap g (Purex) = Pure (g X)
fmap g (Recxyf) =Recxy(gof)

instance Functor f = Applicative (Free, f) where
pure = Pure
Pureg ®z=fmapgz
(Recxyf)®z=Recx (pure (,)®y®2) (A(c,(d,a)) —f (c,d) a)

There is no need to check that the instance satisfies thecapydi laws since the
definition is derived from Propositidn 2.7.

The implementation of the insertion of generators and ttieeusal morphism from
the free applicative is:

ins::Functora=-a - Free, a
ins X = Rec x (Pure ()) fst

free :: (Functor a, Applicative b) = (a—= b) — (Free, a-= b)
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freef (Purex) = purex
freef (Recxy @) = pure (curry g) ®f x® free f y

Alternative presentations of the Day convolution produlteraative types for the
free applicative. Using the two alternative expressiomgtie Day convolution given
in equatio 5.2, we obtain two alternative definitions offitee applicative functor:

data Free f awhere

Pure’ ::a— Free/ f a

Rec’ ::f b— Free| f (b—a) — Free, f a
data Free” f awhere

Pure”::a— Free! f a

Rec” ::f (b— a) — Free” f b— Free! f a

Hence, the two alternative presentations of the Day comesiugiven in
equation 5.R give rise to the two notions of free applicativector found by Capriotti

and Kaposil[(2014).

5.4 Cayley Representation for Applicatives

Having found the exponential for applicatives, we may aghgoren{ 2,70 and construct
the corresponding Cayley representation.

The Cayley representation is the exponential of a functer aself.

typeRepf =Expf f
instance Functor f = Functor (Rep f) where
fmap f (Exp h) = Exp (fmap (A (x,y) — (f x,y)) oh)
instance Functor f = Applicative (Rep f) where
pure C = Exp (fmap (c,))
Exp f @ Exp a= Exp (fmap goaof)
where g (x, (f,c)) = (f x,¢)

Again, there is no need to check compliance with applicatwves because the
instance is derived from the general construction of thearbaf endomorphism.

Finally, from theorenh 2.0, we obtain the applicative maspirep and the natural
transformatiorabs, together with the property thabs o rep = id.

rep:: Applicativef =f = Rep f
rep X = Exp (Ay — pure (,) ®X®Y)

abs:: Applicativef = Repf = f
abs (Exp t) = fmap fst (t (pure ()))
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6 Pre-ArrowsasMonoids

Having successfully applied the Cayley representation tmads and applicatives, we
wonder if we can find a representation for a third populararotf computation: arrows.
Arrows (Hughes, 2000) were already studied as monpids B3stal, 2009), resulting in
a monoid in the category of profunctors. We briefly reviewstheesults.

A profunctor from% to Z is a functor?°P x ¢ — Set, sometimes written &8 —+ 2.
In a sense, functors are to functions what profunctors amations. A morphism between
two profunctors is a natural transformation between thedarlying functors.

We indicate that a type constructor: « — x — x is a profunctor by providing an
instance of the following type class.

class Profunctor h where
dimap::(d —d)— (c—>c)—hdc—hd ¢

such that the following laws hold
dimapidid =id
dimap (fog) (hoi) =dimap g hodimapf i

Notice how, as opposed to a bifunctor, the type construstoontravariant on its first
argument.

Definition 6.1
The category of profunctors frof#i to &, denotedProf (¢, Z), has as objects profunctors
from % to 2, and as morphisms natural transformation between funéi®tsc 4 — Set.

From now on, we will focus on profunctofé§ —+ %, where% is a small cartesian
closed subcategory Skt with inclusionJ : ¥ — Set. To avoid notational clutter, we omit
the functord when considering elements @f as elements det.

Profunctors can be composed in such a way that give a notiemedr[(Bénabou, 1973).
Given two profunctor§, G : € — ¢, their composition is

V4
(F © G)(A,B) :/ F(AZ) x G(Z,B)

The tensor is implemented in Haskell as follows:

data (®)fgab=Vvz (faz®(gzbh
instance (Profunctor f, Profunctor g) = Profunctor (f ® g) where
dimapm mp (f ® g) = (dimap my id f) ® (dimap id mp g)

The functorHom : 4°P x ¢ — Set is small and it is the unit for the composition:

(F @ Hom)(A,B) = /PF(A, P) x Hom(P,B) = F(A,B)



ZU064-05-FPR

main 19 June 2014 0:23

24 E. Rivas and M. Jaskelioff

where the isomorphism holds by the Yoneda lemma. This caionl is used to define a
natural isomorphismp : F ® Hom = F. Likewise, natural isomorphisnds: Hom ® F = F
anda : (F ® G) ® H = F ® (G® H) can be defined.

We represent morphisms between profunctors as
typef =>g=Vab.fab—gab
The implementation of, p, anda are as follows:

type Hom = (—)

A i Profunctor f = Hom®f = f
A (f®x) =dimap fid x

p ::Profunctor f = f ® Hom = f
p (x®f)=dimapidf x
a:(fegeh=fe(geh)
a((fegeh =fe@eh)

Thus, a monoidal structure can be given {ai°? x ¢, Set], with composition® as its
tensor, andHom as its unit. We denote this monoidal categoryroy.
Which are the monoids in this monoidal category? A monoiBlimamounts to:

e A profunctorA,
e anatural transformatiom: A ® A — A,
e and a unite: Hom — A; such that the diagrams

ADA) ©A moA A®A Ao A< A Hom
(
aw Coa]
Hom @ A A
A (A A) e A®F A —
commute.

Using the isomorphism
</ZA(X,Z) x A(Z,Y)) S AX,Y) /%A(X,Z) “ AZY) = AX,Y)

we get that a natural transformationn A ® A — Ais equivalent to a family of morphisms
Mx vz A(X,Z) x A(Z,Y) — A(X,Y) which is natural inX andY and dinatural irZ.

This presentation makes the connection with arrows evidewbrresponds to the op-
erator (>>>) and e corresponds tarr. Unfortunately, thefirst operation is missing. We
postpone this problem until the next section, and in the nedea of this section focus on
monoids inPro, i.e. arrows without &irst operation, which we cafpre-arrows
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We introduce a class to represent the monoids in this catedfois simply a
restriction of theArrow class, omitting théirst operation.

class Profunctor a = PreArrow a where
arr (b—c)—abc
(>>»):abc—acd—abd

The laws that must hold are
(@asb)y>c=a>>(b>c¢
arrf > a=dimapfida
a>>arrf =dimapidf a
arr (gof)=arrf >>arrg

6.1 Exponential for Pre-Arrows

The exponential ifPro exists (Bénabou, 1973) and a simple calculation using theeda
Lemma shows it to be

BA(X,Y) = Nat(A(Y,—),B(X,—)).

The implementation of exponentialsio follows the definition above:

dataExpabxy=Exp (vd.ayd— b xd)
instance (Profunctor g, Profunctor h) = Profunctor (Exp g h) where
dimap my mp (Exp gh) = Exp (dimap my id o gho dimap my id)
The components of the isomorphism which shows Bxatis an exponential are:
¢ =(feog=>h —(Ff=Expgh)
¢ mf =Exp(Ag—m(f®9))
¢l (f % Expgh) — (feg=h)
¢ 1m(f®g)=egwhere Expe=mf

6.2 Free Pre-Arrows

By Propositiod 2.7, the free monoid, viz. the free pre-armexists.

The direct application of Propositibn 2.7 yields the follogyimplementation of the
free pre-arrow.

data Freey a X ywhere
Hom ::(x—y) — Freeg axy
Comp:axp— Freeg apy— Freeg axy
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with the following instances:
instance Profunctor a = Profunctor (Freeg a) where
dimapf g(Homh) =Hom (gohof)
dimap f g (Comp xy) = Comp (dimap f id x) (dimapid gy)

instance Profunctor a = PreArrow (Freeg a) where

arr f =Hom f
(Homf) >>c =dimapfidc
(Compxy)>>c = Comp x (y>>C)

There is no need to check that the instance satisfies theryme-gaws since the

definition is derived from Propositién 2.7.
The insertion of generators and the universal morphism frenfree pre-arrow are

ins:: Profunctor a= a = Freeg a
ins X = Comp X (arr id)
free :: (Profunctor a, PreArrow b) = (a =% b) — (Freegz 2> b)
freef (Homg) =arrg
(

freef (Compxy) =f x>> freefy

6.3 Cayley Representation of Pre-Arrows

Having found the exponential for pre-arrows, we may appgoten{2.10 and construct
the corresponding Cayley representation.

The Cayley representation is the exponential of a profurwter itself.

type Repa=Expaa

instance Profunctor a = PreArrow (Rep a) where
arr f =Exp (Ay — dimapf idy)
(Expf)>> (Expg) = BExp (Ay = f (9y))

Again, there is no need to check compliance with pre-arromsldecause the
instance is derived from the general construction of theaibaf endomorphism.

Finally, from theorenl 2.70, we obtain the pre-arrow morphisp and the natural
transformatiorabs, together with the property thabs o rep = id.

rep:: PreArrow a=-a-=» Repa
rep X =Exp (Ay — X>>)

abs::PreArrow a=- Repa>a
abs (Expf) =f (arrid)
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7 ArrowsasMonoids

Returning to the problem of arrows as monoids, we need tonalise thefirst operation

in the categorical presentation. Jacobs et[al. (2009) gbigeproblem by adjoining an
ist operator to monoids ifPro: an arrow is a monoidA, m,e) together with a family of
morphismsst: A(X,Y) — A(X,Y x X). We take an alternative path. We work on a category
of strong profunctors (profunctors withfiast-like operator), and then consider monoids in
this new monoidal category.

Definition 7.1
A strengthfor a profuncto : €°P x ¢ — Set is a family of morphisms

stxyz i F(X,Y) = F(XxZ,Y x2)

that is natural inX, Y and dinatural irZ, such that the following diagrams commute.

F(X.Y)
l F(78,id)
st1
FXx1Yx1) —— = F(Xx1Y)
F(id,m)
F(X,Y) v F(XxV,Y x V)

stv xw J/ \Lstw

F(Xx (VxW),Y x (VxW)) F((XxV)xW, (Y xV)xW)

F(a,a 1)

We say that a paifF,st) is a strong profunctor. The diagrams that must commute here
are similar to those for a tensorial strength.

The type class of strong profunctors is a simple extensidirafunctor.
class Profunctor p = StrongProfunctor p where
first:pxy—p (X2 (y,2)
Instances of th&trongProfunctor class are subject to the following laws.
dimapid 1 (first a) = dimap 74 id a
first (first @) = dimap a a~* (first a)
dimap (id x f)id (firsta) = dimapid (id x f) (first @)

The first two laws correspond to the two diagrams above, wittike third one
corresponds to dinaturality difrst in thez variable.

In contrast to strong functors &rt, the strength of a profunctor may not exist, and even
if it exists, it may not be unique.
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As an example of strengths not being unique, consider thaaflg profunctor:

data Double X y = Double ((x,x) — (y,Y))
instance Profunctor Double where
dimap f g (Double h) = Double (lift goholiftf)
where lift:: (a— b) — (a,a) — (b,b)
liftf (a,@) = (f a,f &)

there exist two possible instances satisfying the streagjttms.

instance StrongProfunctor Double where
first (Double f) = Double g

where g ((Xv Z)v (X/a Z/)) - ((yv Z)v (yv Z/))
where (yv)/) =f (Xv X/)

instance StrongProfunctor Double where
first (Double f) = Double g

where g ((Xv Z)v (X/a Zl)) - ((yv Z)v (yv Z))
where (yv)/) =f (Xv X/)

Therefore, the profunctddouble does not have a unique strength.

Given two strong profunctoréF,st™), (G,st®), a strong natural transformatioris a
natural transformatior : F — G that is compatible with the strengths:

F
F(X,Y) t F(XXZ)Y xZ)

G(X.Y) ———5—=G(XxZY x2)

Following the approach to strong monads of Mo@gi (1995), veekwvith the category
[6°P x €, Set],, of strong profunctors.

Definition 7.2
The category¢°® x ¢, Set],,, consists of pairgF,st) as objects, wherE is a profunctor
andst is a strength for it, and strong natural transformations agpimsms.

str

Even when the strength for a functor is not unique, we uswaliie (F,st™). Here the
superscripF in st™ is just syntax to distinguish between various strengthgiffierent
profunctors, but it does not mean tkét is the strength forF.

The monoidal structure dPro can be used for strong profunctors. Given two strong
profunctors(A,st*) and (B,st®), a family of morphismst;“® = [AP.po (st5 x st8)] is
defined. Itis easy to see that such family is indeed a stréngthe profunctoA  B. The
monoidal category of strong profunctors with tensor defitiéslway is denoted bgPro.

A monoid in SPro amounts to the same data that we had in the cagefThis time,
however, the morphisnta ande (being morphisms o$Pro) must be compatible with the
strength as well.
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Arrows can be implemented as strong profunctors which areaprows.
class (StrongProfunctor @, PreArrow a) = Arrow a

Instances ofArrow are empty, but the programmer should check the compayibllit
of the unit and multiplication of the pre-arrow with the stgth:

first (arr f) = arr (f x id)
first (a>> b) = firsta>>> firstb

These two laws, together with the laws for profunctors, gm®ws and strength
constitute the arrows laws proposed by Paterson (2003).

7.1 Exponential for Arrows

Unfortunately, we have not managed to find an exponentiarfaws. Part of the difficulty
in finding one seems to stem from the fact that strengths fafupctors may not exist, and
even if they do, they may not be unique. For example, givenstinang profunctoré and
B, the profunctoB” defined in Sectioh 611, does not seem to have a strength.

However, as shown next, it is possible to co-freely add agtteto a pre-arrow, and use
that to obtain a representation for arrows.

7.2 Adding a Strength to Pre-Arrows

We mitigate the failure to find an exponentialSRro by building on the success Pro.
Concretely, we investigate how to add a strength to profarsdn Pro, and use this to
complete the constructions kro to make them work isPro.

There is an obvious monoidal functor from the monoidal catg@f strong profunctors
SPro into the monoidal category of profunctoPso that forgets the additional structure.
More precisely, the functdy : SPro — Pro forgets the strength.

U(Asth) =A

Interestingly, this functor has a right adjoint. That isgrhis a functoil such that we
have a natural isomorphism.

@: Pro(U(A,st"),B) = SPro((A,st"), TB) (7.1)

The monoidal functoll : Pro — SPro is given byTB = (Tg,st), with its components
defined by

Ta(X,Y) = / B(X x Z,Y x Z)
z
stz = (AV.B(a,a 1) o wyz.y)

The adjunctiorld 4 T tells us thatT completes a profunctors by (co)freely adding a
strength. Pastro and Street, when working on Tambara medBkstro & Street, 2008),
introduced an endofunctor on the category of profunctorisivadds a structure similar to
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what we call a strength. The funct®ris based on that endofunctor and hence we call it
the Tambara functor

The Tambara functor may be implemented as follows.

data Tambara a X y= Tambara (Vz. a (X,2) (y,2))

instance Profunctor a = Profunctor (Tambara a) where
dimap f g (Tambara X) = Tambara (dimap (lift f) (lift g) X)
where lift f (a,b) = (f a,b)
instance Profunctor a = StrongProfunctor (Tambara a) where
first (Tambara X) = Tambara (dimap a a~1 x)
where o ((X7 y),2) = (X’ (y7 Z))
at (% (y,2) = ((X,y)7Z)

The isomorphis 711 is witnessed by morphisms:

= (NZ.Nxxzyxz 05t

(¢07NA5%%B)xy

(¢7l(3)(A,stA),B) Xy B(m !,m)owo Bx.y

The components of the isomorphieml7.1 are implemented iféHlaes follows.

@:: (StrongProfunctor a, Profunctor b) = (a=% b) — (a > Tambara b)
@f a= Tambara (f (first a))

@~ 1::(StrongProfunctor a, Profunctor b) = (a % Tambara b) — (a % b)
@ 1fa=dimapfst 1fsth
where Tambarab=1f a
fst 2 x = (x,())

Since we have an adjunctidh - T, we can form a comonadT : Pro — Pro. The
counit ofUT is the counit of the adjunctios: = ¢~(id : A— A) = A(rp, %, ) o wy, and
its comultiplication isd = U ¢(id : UTA— UTAT = (AZ. (AV.A(a,a 1) o wzxv)).

Proposition 7.3
The categorgPro is equivalent to the (co)Eilenberg-Moore category for theonadJ T.

Proof A coalgebra for this comonad is an objécfrom Pro together with a morphism
o0 : A— UTAsuch that these diagrams commute:

UTA—Z>UT(UTA) A—2 S UTA

UTA UTA—6>UT(UTA)
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The morphisno is a family of morphisms
Oxy S AX,Y) = / AX % Z,Y % Z)
Jz

natural inX andY. By the universal property of ends, the famdy y is equivalent to a
family of morphisms

Oxyz : AXY) = AX x Z,Y x Z)

natural inX andY, and dinatural irZ. Such family has exactly the form of a strength. Using
the laws for coalgebras of a comonad, one can provedthsindeed a strength fok. O

7.3 A Representation of Arrows

Although we have not found the form of exponential objectSkro, an alternative repre-
sentation for monoids can be given with help of the Tambanatfur.

The idea is to take a monoid BPro and forget the strength structure usidg Then,
use the Cayley representation for monoid®in, and finally apply the Tambara functor
to obtain a new strength on this monoid. That is, given a nobiihbl,m,e) in SPro,
its representation i (UMYM). The functorT is monoidal and therefore, as shown by
Theoreni 811, it takes monoids Rro to monoids inSPro.

More concretely, given a mono{dA, st*),m,e) in SPro (i.e. and arrow), we construct a
morphismrep : (A,st") — TA* as

repxy = (AZ.(AD.|mo lyyz o (stg x id)]))

This is a legit morphism i§Pro, i.e. it commutes with the strengths AfandT A, It has
a leftinverseabs : UTAA — U (A st?) defined as

absyy = A(rn1,id) oevo (id x &) o (id, | 1.0 TR o!) 0 wy o cy

and thereforerep is a monomorphism. This proves tia&” is a representation fgA, st?).

The representation is implemented in Haskell as follows.

dataRepaxy=Rep (VZ z a(y,Z) z— a(x,Z) 2)
instance Profunctor a = Profunctor (Rep a) where
dimap f g (Rep X) = Rep (Ay — dimap (lift f) id (x (dimap (lift g) id y)))
where lift f (a,b) = (f a,b)

The representation takes any profunctor into an arrow.

instance Profunctor a = PreArrow (Rep a) where
arr f = Rep (dimap (lift f) id) where lift f (a,b) = (f a,b)
Rep x>> Repy=Rep (AVv—= Xx(yV))
instance Profunctor a=- StrongProfunctor (Rep a) where
first (Rep X) = Rep (Az— dimap a id (x (dimap a~id 2)))
where a ((X7 y),2) = (X’ (y7 Z))
at (X7 (Ya 2) = ((X,y)7Z)
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Since we verified that the strength is compatible with thegrew structure, we
may declare thérrow instance.

instance Profunctor a = Arrow (Rep a)
Any arrowa can be represented Rep a. Moreoverabso rep = id.

rep::Arrow a=axy— Repaxy

rep X = Rep (Az— first X >> 2)

abs::Arrowa= Repaxy—axy

abs (Rep x) = arr fst 1 > x (arr fst)
where fst 1y = (y, ()

7.4 Free Arrows

Having failed to find an exponential BPro, we cannot apply Propositibn 2.7 to obtain the
free monoid inSPro and therefore we fall back to finding it directly. Fortungtete do
not need to search much as the free monoidPanis equipped with an obvious strength
whenever it is built over a strong profunctor, and indeed care verify that the obtained
monoid is the free monoid ifPro.

The free pre-arrow can be equipped with a strength when dkfrer a strong
profunctor.

instance StrongProfunctor a = StrongProfunctor (Freeg, a) where
first (Homf) =Hom (A(X,2) — (f x,2))
first (Comp xy) = Comp (first X) (firsty)

Since the unit and multiplication of the free arrow are cotiipp@ with the strength,
we can declare thArrow instance without guilt.

instance StrongProfunctor a = Arrow (Freeg, a)

The insertion of generators and the universal morphismharsame as the ones from
pre-arrows. The only difference is that now we reqiteongProfunctors instead of
plain Profunctors.

ins:: StrongProfunctor a=- a > Freeg a

ins X = Comp X (arr id)

free :: (StrongProfunctor @, Arrow b) = (a3 b) — (Freeg a=» b)
freef (Homg) =arrg

freef (Compxy) =f x>> freefy

Here, we would really like the typéa =% b) to represent strength preserving
morphisms between strong profunctors. Thereféw, f will preserve the strength
only whenf does.
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Remark 7.4
We now have adjunctions

Pro 1 SPro 1 Mon(SPro).
~— T \_/
T u
However, they do not compose. Free arrows are generateylfire® SPro but the strength
is generated co-freely froro. This provides an explanation for the difficulty in defining
a free arrow over an arbitrary (weak) profunctor.

8 On Functor s Between Monoidal Categories

Monads, applicatives and arrows have been introduced aeigdsim monoidal categories.
Now we ask what is the relation between these monoidal catgdt is well-known that
from a monad it can be derived both an applicative functoraandrrow. In this section we
explain these and other derivations from the point of vievnohoidal categories.

For example, in order to obtain a pre-arrow from a monad, werderested in creating
a monoid inPro, given a monoid irEnd,. Instead of trying to make up a monoid fto
directly, we will define a monoidal functor between the uglag monoidal categories (in
this caseEnd, andPro), and then use the following theorem to obtain a functor keetw
the corresponding monoids.

Theorem 8.1
Let (F,@,n) : ¢ — 2 be a lax monoidal functor. IfM,m,e) is a monoid in%, then
(FM,Fmo ¢,Feon) is a monoid inZ.

The above construction extends to a functor, and thereferean induce functors between
monoids by way of lax monoidal functors between their undeg monoidal categories.

8.1 The Cayley Functor

Applicative functors can be used to create arrows, here @sgnt a monoidal functor that
gives rise to such construction. We consider@agley functorfPastro & Street, 2008)

C: End, — SPro
defined by
C(F)(X,Y) = F(Y¥)
Despite its name, this functor bears no direct relation WithCayley representation.

Proposition 8.2
The Cayley functor is monoidal frond, to Pro.

Not only this functor is monoidal but also, for ea€tF ), we can define a strength. This
extend<C into a monoidal functor fronknd, to SPro.
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The resulting construction is the static arrow ofser), augmented with the origina
applicative [(McBride & Paterson, 2008).

data Cayley f x y= Cayley (f (x—=y))
For every applicative functor, the Cayley functor constsuem arrow.

instance Applicative f = PreArrow (Cayley f) where

arr f = Cayley (puref)

(Cayley x) > (Cayley y) = Cayley (pure (o) ® y® X)
instance Applicative f = StrongProfunctor (Cayley f) where

first (Cayley x) = Cayley (pure (Af — A(b,d) — (f b,d)) ®x)
instance Applicative f = Arrow (Cayley f)

8.2 TheKleidi Functor

The well-known Kleisli category of a monad gives rise to a widal functor from monads
to arrows. We consider the functor

K : End, — SPro

defined by
K(F)(X.Y) = (F(Y))*

The implementation of the Kleisli functor is as follows.

data Kleisli f X y= Kleisli (x — f y)

instance Monad f = PreArrow (Kleisli f) where
arr f = Kleisli (Ax — return (f X))
(Kleisli f) >> (Kleisli g) = Kleisli (Ax — f x>>=0)

instance Monad f = StrongProfunctor (Kleisli f) where
first (Kleisli f) = Kleisli (A (b,d) — f b>=Ac— return (c,d))
instance Monad f = Arrow (Kleisli f)

8.3 Theldentity Functor

The identity endofunctor offet,Set] can be given a monoidal compatibility morphisms
n andg such that it becomes a lax monoidal functor frémd, to End,. Then morphism
is the identity on the identity functor. The morphiggg : F x G — F o G is given by:

(F % G)(A) = FCx GD x AC®) _*, F(Cx (GD x ACD)))
Fst
—— F(G(C x D x AC*P)y)

F(Gev)
— F(GA
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Hence, we obtain a lax monoidal funcidr: End, — End,.

By applying Theoreri 8]1 tal, we obtain the well-known result that every monad
is an applicative functor.

instance Monad f = Applicative f where
pure = return
f@&x="Ff>=(Ag— x>=returnoQ)

8.4 The Reversed Monoid

For every monoidal categofgly, = (¢',®,1,a,A,p), the opposite monoidal catego#y;ee
can be defined, with the monoidal opera&®°PB = B ® A. Given a monoid inéy, a
monoid in%zer can be defined.

Theorem 8.3
If (M,m,e) is a monoid i€y, then(M, m,e) is a monoid inégep.

In the case where the monoidal structure is symmetric, tisema isomorphism between
A®°PB and A ® B. Using this isomorphism, a monoidal structure can be giethée
identity endofunctor ove¥’, giving a monoidal functor frorgs, to Gger.

Theorem 8.4
Let¢y = (¢, ®,l,a,A,p,y) be a symmetric monoidal category, then we have a monoidal
functor(ld,y,id) : €5 — Cxor.

If we apply Theoreni_8]1 to a monoid in %, we obtain a monoid if¢x. From
Theoreni 8B, this monoid can be converted to a monoid:inThis last monoid is what
we call thereversed monoid of M

As already mentioned,nd, is a symmetric monoidal category, and therefore the reverse
monoid construction can be applied to a monoit&iml,. The resulting monoid is known

as thereversed applicativéBird et al, 2013).

The reversed applicative is implemented as:

data Rev f x = Rev (f x) deriving Functor

instance Applicative f = Applicative (Rev f) where
pure = Revopure
Rev f @ Rev X = Rev (pure (flip ($)) ®x®f)

In intuitive terms, the difference betweérandRev f as applicative functors is that

Rev f sequences the order of effects in the opposite order @iedl, 2013).

9 Conclusion

We have seen how monads, applicative functors and arrowbeaast as monoids in a
monoidal category. We exploited this uniformity in ordermtatain free constructions and
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representations for the three notions of computation. We Ipaovided Haskell code for
all of the concepts, showing that the ideas can be readilyemented without difficulty.
The representations for applicative functors and arrowsnaw and they optimise code
in the same cases the codensity transformation and differksts work well: when the
binary operation of the monoid is expensive on its first argotand therefore, we want to
associate a sequence of computations to the right. In asgeove this formally, we could
adopt the framework of Hackett and Huttén (2014).

The constructions presented for monads are well knéown (Mae[19711). Day has
shown the equivalence of lax monoidal functors and monoiills respect to the Day
convolution [Day, 1970). However, in the functional pragraing community, this fact
is not well-known. The construction of free applicativesdisscribed by Capriotti and
Kaposi [2014). While they provide plenty of motivation fbietuse of the free applicative
functor, we give a detailed description of its origin, as wéva at it instantiating a general
description of free monoids to the category of endofunaidnish is monoidal with respect
to the Day convolution.

There are several works analysing the formulation of ar@swsonoids (Jacolet al, 2009;
[Atkey, 2017; Asada, 2010; Asada & Hasuo, 2010). We diffead@tfrom their work in
our treatment of the strength. We believe our approach lemdampler definitions, as
only standard monoidal categories are used. Moreover, &inmition of the free arrow is
possible thanks to this simpler approach.

Jaskelioff and Moggi(2010) use the Cayley representatiomionoids in a monoidal
category in order to lift operations through monoid transfers. However, the only in-
stances considered are monads.

For simplicity, we analysed the above notions of computegtiasSet functors. How-
ever, for size reasons, many constructions were restrictesall functors, which are
extensions of functors from small categories. Alterndyivere could have worked with
accessible functor$ (Adamek & Rosicky, 1994) (which agaiealent to small functors),
or we could have worked directly with functors from smallegairies, as it is done in
relative monads (Altenkirchkt al, 2010). However, by working with small functors the
category theory is less heavy and the implementation in élbiskmore direct.

In functional programming, for each of the three notions ahputation that we con-
sidered, there are variants which add structure. For examqunads can be extended with
MonadPlus, applicative functors witl\lternative, and arrows wittArrowChoice, to name
just a few. It would be interesting to analyse the relatiotwleen the different extensions
from the point of view of monoidal categories with extra sture.

Unifying different concepts under one common frameworkisathy goal as it deepens
our understanding and it allows us to relate, compare, @amdlxzte ideas. It has long been
recognised that category theory is an ideal tool for thi& & 80) and this
article provides a bit more evidence of it.
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