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Algoritmo di unificazione
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<latexit sha1_base64="a8ZVG2jNKT0jUDkeAIQAu5y0XqQ=">AAACb3icbZDPbhMxEMad5V8J/9Jy4ICELAISXKJdQLQXRAUHOBaJtJXiKJr1ToJV27vYs60iyy/A03CFN+ExeAO8Sw60ZU6fvpnRN/MrG6085fmvQXbl6rXrN7ZuDm/dvnP33mh759DXrZM4lbWu3XEJHrWyOCVFGo8bh2BKjUflyfuuf3SKzqvafqZ1g3MDK6uWSgIlazF6IgzQFwk6fIhCto0IJDyBPHGow9sY3kQScTEa55 O8L35ZFBsxZps6WGwPXoqqlq1BS1KD97Mib2gewJGSGuNQtB6blAIrnCVpwaCfh/6dyJ+2HqjmDTquNO9N/HcjgPF+bco02R3vL/Y683+9WUvLvXlQtmkJreyCSGnsg7x0KnFCXimHRNBdjlxZLsEBETrFQcpktgncuUBPBtzaVekpi2eyNgZsFUSFS/waQ4+3YynKVukqKS5OEwanwK5StqhTKk+YYxwmzMVFqJfF4YtJ8XqSf3o13n+3Ab7FHrLH7Bkr2C7bZx/ZAZsyyb6x7+wH+zn4nT3IHmX872g22OzcZ+cqe/4HR/LA4w==</latexit>

G [ {t ?
= t}

<latexit sha1_base64="K6rV3fGKIbkNmEvmC81MNXqI2oI="></latexit>

G
becomes

<latexit sha1_base64="E9bYHf16sCp75nu+hKGRjDEfV6k="></latexit>

G [ {f(t1, ..., tm)
?
= g(u1, ..., uh)}

<latexit sha1_base64="sDgg7JwyjM05fGThFKZcId4nikY="></latexit>

if f 6= g or m 6= h

conflict

fails

delete

<latexit sha1_base64="zSOPcYaPOW0X0p6krOcRq+gkvKA=">AAACfHicbZDPbtNAEMY35l8J/1I4clkRkIoolg1V4YKo4ADHIpG2UjaKxutJuuru2t0dF6KVn4On4QrPwMsg1iYH2jKnT9/M6Jv5FbVWnrLs1yC5cvXa9RsbN4e3bt+5e2+0ef/AV42TOJGVrtxRAR61sjghRRqPaodgCo2Hxcn7rn94hs6ryn6mVY0zA0urFkoCRWs+yoUBOpagw4dWyKYWYbFF83w7TdNtmpunwhPIE4c6vG 3Dm/araOejcZZmffHLIl+LMVvX/nxz8FKUlWwMWpIavJ/mWU2zAI6U1NgOReOxjimwxGmUFgz6Weh/a/mTxgNVvEbHlea9if9uBDDer0wRJ7tP/MVeZ/6vN21o8XoWlK0bQiu7IFIa+yAvnYrQkJfKIRF0lyNXlktwQIROcZAymk2keC7QkwG3cmV8yuIXWRkDtgyixAWetqFn3bEURaN0GRUXZxGDU2CXMVtUMZVHzG07jJjzi1Avi4MXab6bZp92xnvv1sA32EP2iG2xnL1ie+wj22cTJtk39p39YD8Hv5PHybPk+d/RZLDeecDOVbL7B2SYxNI=</latexit>

G [ {f(t1, ..., tm)
?
= x}

<latexit sha1_base64="325KgO6zYAxbeSOVwLcBa5MF8fE=">AAACfHicbZDPbtNAEMY35l8J/1I4clkRkIoolg1V4YKo4ADHIpG2UjaKxutJuuru2t0dF6KVn4On4QrPwMsg1iYH2jKnT9/M6Jv5FbVWnrLs1yC5cvXa9RsbN4e3bt+5e2+0ef/AV42TOJGVrtxRAR61sjghRRqPaodgCo2Hxcn7rn94hs6ryn6mVY0zA0urFkoCRWs+yoUBOpagw4dWyKYW4avwBPLEoQ5v2/CmXWzRPN9O03 Sb5uapaOejcZZmffHLIl+LMVvX/nxz8FKUlWwMWpIavJ/mWU2zAI6U1NgOReOxjpGwxGmUFgz6Weh/a/mTxgNVvEbHlea9if9uBDDer0wRJ7tP/MVeZ/6vN21o8XoWlK0bQiu7IFIa+yAvnYrQkJfKIRF0lyNXlktwQIROcZAymk2keC7QkwG3cmV8yuIXWRkDtgyixAWetqFn3YEVRaN0GRUXZxGDU2CXMVtUMZVH5m07jJjzi1Avi4MXab6bZp92xnvv1sA32EP2iG2xnL1ie+wj22cTJtk39p39YD8Hv5PHybPk+d/RZLDeecDOVbL7B4QNxNI=</latexit>

G [ {x ?
= f(t1, ..., tm)}
becomes

swap

<latexit sha1_base64="+eqvxyaTFuLh/FSIrMom/+ghfOQ="></latexit>

G [ {x ?
= t}

<latexit sha1_base64="umMzYYDJI/I7gtkG1BO5UwgvPqk="></latexit>

G[x = t] [ {x ?
= t}

<latexit sha1_base64="oz86B9YwvhW4o6wbU4aCvp3h1G0="></latexit>

if x 2 vars(G) \ vars(t)becomes

eliminate

<latexit sha1_base64="kXXN/DViZ4IUmmognv9iGsb7aGM="></latexit>

G [ {f(t1, ..., tm)
?
= f(u1, ..., um)}

<latexit sha1_base64="J7YsMAPhdjY+vPinFnp+YIB0HvQ="></latexit>

G [ {t1
?
= u1, ..., tm

?
= um}

becomes

decompose

<latexit sha1_base64="325KgO6zYAxbeSOVwLcBa5MF8fE=">AAACfHicbZDPbtNAEMY35l8J/1I4clkRkIoolg1V4YKo4ADHIpG2UjaKxutJuuru2t0dF6KVn4On4QrPwMsg1iYH2jKnT9/M6Jv5FbVWnrLs1yC5cvXa9RsbN4e3bt+5e2+0ef/AV42TOJGVrtxRAR61sjghRRqPaodgCo2Hxcn7rn94hs6ryn6mVY0zA0urFkoCRWs+yoUBOpagw4dWyKYW4avwBPLEoQ5v2/CmXWzRPN9O03 Sb5uapaOejcZZmffHLIl+LMVvX/nxz8FKUlWwMWpIavJ/mWU2zAI6U1NgOReOxjpGwxGmUFgz6Weh/a/mTxgNVvEbHlea9if9uBDDer0wRJ7tP/MVeZ/6vN21o8XoWlK0bQiu7IFIa+yAvnYrQkJfKIRF0lyNXlktwQIROcZAymk2keC7QkwG3cmV8yuIXWRkDtgyixAWetqFn3YEVRaN0GRUXZxGDU2CXMVtUMZVH5m07jJjzi1Avi4MXab6bZp92xnvv1sA32EP2iG2xnL1ie+wj22cTJtk39p39YD8Hv5PHybPk+d/RZLDeecDOVbL7B4QNxNI=</latexit>

G [ {x ?
= f(t1, ..., tm)}

<latexit sha1_base64="tcGQLNjb6OZVItVban99obIC9ns="></latexit>

if x 2 vars(f(t1, ..., tm))fails

occur-check
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Sintassi IMP 



SOS rules



SOS Rules



SOS Rules



Semantica denotazione 
di IMP



Sintassi  HOFL

t ::= x | n | t0 op t1 | if t then t0 else t1
| (t0, t1) | fst(t) | snd(t)
| �x. t | t0 t1
| rec x. t

<latexit sha1_base64="5zJ2lziptJpqI6jsnfyfAsIAp/I=">AAADGHicbVLLbtQwFHXCq4TXFJZsLEaMBgmNkqqIqhJSBRuWRWLaSpPRyHFuplYdJ7Jvqo6izAfwCXwFW1ixQ2zZseBfsEOqGTq9i+j4nHOPnWsnpRQGw/C359+4eev2na27wb37Dx4+6m0/PjJFpTmMeSELfZIwA1IoGKNACSelBpYnEo6Ts3dOPz4HbUShPuKihGnO5kpkgjO01Gzb68cJzIWqmdZs0dRayyZAOqD7+2/sN7 igMY1zkcY0UCuIs9Bhhqcmq4uyiSnOopXcKklWi8wpndOu8RRU6w1XHEgDl/1xMGgj6CAYWtNLS77YTM0MNkO8RjAqdcJ6TCztKFJGL0ZLXD/90kY736WtS9DAm6XzBjGotJtJEMx6/XAUtkU3QdSBPunqcNb7E6cFr3JQyCUzZhKFJU5tHgouoQniykDJ+Bmbw8RCxXIw07q9zYY+rwzDgpagqZC0JWG9o2a5MYs8sc72Bq5qjrxOm1SY7U1rocoKQXG3EQoJ7UaGa2GfCdBUaEBk7uRAhaKcaYYIWlDGuSUr+27cPKKrf78JjnZG0e7o1Yfd/sHbbjJb5Cl5RoYkIq/JAXlPDsmYcO+T98X76n3zP/vf/R/+z39W3+t6npD/yv/1Fyo282g=</latexit>



Sistema di tipi

x : bx

<latexit sha1_base64="zyh46oCIz2aovat+EuUUe4GQLx8=">AAACDHicbVC7TsNAEDzzDOFloEGiOREhUUU2CgJRIWgog0QgUhJF68smOeX80N0agizzCXwFLVR0iJZ/oOBfsEMKSJhqNLOr3RkvUtKQ43xaM7Nz8wuLhaXi8srq2rq9sXltwlgLrIlQhbrugUElA6yRJIX1SCP4nsIbb3Ce+ze3qI0Mgyu6j7DlQy+QXSmAMqltbze7GkSSFpPhSfNOdrAPlAzTtNi2S07ZGYFPE3dMSmyMatv+anZCEfsYkFBgTMN1ImoloEkKhWmxGRuMQAygh42MBuCjaSWjBCnfiw1QyCPUXCo+EvH3RgK+Mfe+l036QH0z6eXif14jpu5xK5FBFBMGIj9EUuHokBFaZtUg70iNRJB/jlwGXIAGItSSgxCZGGdd5X24k+mnyfVB2a2UDy8rpdOzcTMFtsN22T5z2RE7ZResympMsAf2xJ7Zi/VovVpv1vvP6Iw13tlif2B9fAOlVJuI</latexit>

n : int

<latexit sha1_base64="iDZtLMBJ6B5p1rsjJV7fp3Lejq0=">AAACDXicbVC7TsNAEDzzDOZloEI0JyIkqshGQSAqBA1lkMhDSqJofWzgxPls3a2RkGXxCXwFLVR0iJZvoOBfsEMKIEw1mtnV7kyYKGnJ9z+cqemZ2bn5yoK7uLS8suqtrbdsnBqBTRGr2HRCsKikxiZJUthJDEIUKmyHN6el375FY2WsL+guwX4EV1oOpQAqpIG32RsaEFnuZvqoFwFdS8qkpjx3B17Vr/kj8EkSjEmVjdEYeJ+9y1ikEWoSCqztBn5C/QwMSaEwd3upxQTEDVxht6AaIrT9bBQh5zupBYp5goZLxUci/tzIILL2LgqLyfJL+9crxf+8bkrDw34RKUkJtSgPkVQ4OmSFkUU3yC+lQSIoP0cuNRdggAiN5CBEIaZFWWUfwd/0k6S1Vwvqtf3zevX4ZNxMhW2xbbbLAnbAjtkZa7AmE+yePbIn9uw8OC/Oq/P2PTrljHc22C847195F5v8</latexit>

t0 op t1 :

<latexit sha1_base64="anL4IOnPtTbTT3250TfmtTUpA6I="></latexit>

t0 : int t1 : int

t0 op t1 : int

<latexit sha1_base64="oYo0dGk+kSYaUf0OCahqDb/f0MM=">AAACR3icbVC7TsNAEDyHd3gFKGlOREhUkY2CQFQRNJRBkBApjqz1ZQOnnB/crZGQ5Q/jE/gECkQLFR2ixDYpeGSr0cysdmf8WElDtv1kVWZm5+YXFpeqyyura+u1jc2uiRItsCMiFemeDwaVDLFDkhT2Yo0Q+Aqv/PFpoV/doTYyCi/pPsZBANehHEkBlFNe7cIdaRApefaxGwDdSEplSJl7m8CQk+f8YrNqYXR5yZlRGsWZO8Xk1ep2wy6H/wfOBNTZZNpe7dkdRiIJMCShwJi+Y8c0SEGTFAqzqpsYjEGM4Rr7OQwhQDNIy/AZ300MUMRj1FwqXpL4cyOFwJj7wM+d5dt/tYKcpvUTGh0N8khxQhiK4hBJheUhI7TMW0U+lBqJoPgcuQy5AA1EqCUHIXIyyWsu+nD+pv8PuvsNp9k4OG/WWyeTZhbZNtthe8xhh6zFzlibdZhgD+yFvbI369F6tz6sz29rxZrsbLFfU7G+AETws3Y=</latexit>

t : int t0 : ⌧ t1 : ⌧

if t then t0 else t1 : ⌧

<latexit sha1_base64="+XP4iDjshR0NdC7i8ier+AZnChU="></latexit>

if t then t0 else t1 : ⌧

<latexit sha1_base64="qdRckQDGbMJCIvsz7QP0oQVyiRc="></latexit>

(t0, t1) :

<latexit sha1_base64="9Sm7ZOc4Qqcl01pmRbqLcQGNxPA="></latexit>

t0 : ⌧0 t1 : ⌧1
(t0, t1) : ⌧0 ⇤ ⌧1

<latexit sha1_base64="uri2mwdv/lflQoPVQZOHe7ICcNA=">AAACMHicbVDLSgNBEJz1bXxFPXoZDIKKhF1RFPEgevGoYFTIhqV30tEhsw9negRZ8jN+gl/hVU96EPHqV7gbV/BVp5qqanq6wlRJQ6777AwMDg2PjI6NVyYmp6ZnqrNzpyaxWmBDJCrR5yEYVDLGBklSeJ5qhChUeBZ2Dwr/7Bq1kUl8QjcptiK4iGVHCqBcCqq7fkeDyChwd3wCG7j+lYU2p8D7fHu9Sracu2u5slJGVr+coFpz624f/C/xSlJjJY6C6ovfToSNMCahwJim56bUykCTFAp7Fd8aTEF04QKbOY0hQtPK+lf2+JI1QAlPUXOpeF/E7xMZRMbcRGGejIAuzW+vEP/zmpY6261MxqkljEWxiKTC/iIjtMzrQ96WGomg+DlyGXMBGohQSw5C5KLN+yz68H5f/5ecrte9jfrm8UZtb79sZowtsEW2zDy2xfbYITtiDSbYLbtnD+zRuXOenFfn7TM64JQz8+wHnPcPC1Sn7A==</latexit>

snd(t) :

<latexit sha1_base64="Uyeh8HjBZG60QHapp96WjWIU8gk="></latexit>

t : ⌧0 ⇤ ⌧1
snd(t) : ⌧1

<latexit sha1_base64="PzQ4usFpK4HCcnuDLHvwyv5hsc8=">AAACJHicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aOXxSJUDyWRiuJJ9OKxgtVCU8pkO9XFzSbsToQS+jf8Cf4Kr3ryJh486G8xiRX8epd5vDfDzLwgVtKS6746E5NT0zOzpbny/MLi0nJlZfXcRokR2BKRikw7AItKamyRJIXt2CCEgcKL4Po49y9u0FgZ6TMaxtgN4VLLgRRAmdSruP7AgEjpwCdIeu52UbxROfVDoKtgkFrdH9Vo6+DL6FWqbt0twP8Sb0yqbIxmr/Lm9yORhKhJKLC247kxdVMwJIXCUdlPLMYgruESOxnVEKLtpsVnI76ZWKCIx2i4VLwQ8ftECqG1wzDIOvN77W8vF//zOgkN9rup1HFCqEW+iKTCYpEVRmaRIe9Lg0SQX45cai7AABEayUGITEyyDPM8vN/f/yXnO3WvUd89bVQPj8bJlNg622A15rE9dshOWJO1mGC37J49sEfnznlynp2Xz9YJZzyzxn7Aef8ACCmklw==</latexit>

t : ⌧0 ⇤ ⌧1
fst(t) : ⌧0

<latexit sha1_base64="1PypAEtsKWGdAPaLO53bNLHayqk=">AAACJHicbVC7TsNAEDyHd3gFKGlOREiBIrIRCESFoKEMEkmQ4ihaH2s45fzQ3RoJWf4NPoGvoIWKDlFQwLdgGxe8ptnRzK52d7xYSUO2/WbVJianpmdm5+rzC4tLy42V1Z6JEi2wKyIV6QsPDCoZYpckKbyINULgKex745PC79+gNjIKz+k2xmEAV6H0pQDKpVHDdn0NIqVDlyAZ2dtlcbJ66gZA156f+oayFm1VflYfNZp22y7B/xKnIk1WoTNqvLuXkUgCDEkoMGbg2DENU9AkhcKs7iYGYxBjuMJBTkMI0AzT8rOMbyYGKOIxai4VL0X8PpFCYMxt4OWdxb3mt1eI/3mDhPyDYSrDOCEMRbGIpMJykRFa5pEhv5QaiaC4HLkMuQANRKglByFyMckzLPJwfn//l/R22s5ue+9st3l0XCUzy9bZBmsxh+2zI3bKOqzLBLtjD+yRPVn31rP1Yr1+tdasamaN/YD18QkTY6Se</latexit>

fst(t) :

<latexit sha1_base64="NFbJGfUJBRBB5QZJz7dwTWVHVjY="></latexit>

�x. t :

<latexit sha1_base64="WFXGH9YEbyETUxUK0s9D4ERTB1w="></latexit>

x : ⌧0 t : ⌧1
�x. t : ⌧0 ! ⌧1

<latexit sha1_base64="pEbFN+nopEW3ptk3HA57Z0D5Ch4=">AAACMnicbVDJSgNBFOxxjXGLevTSGARPYUYUxYOIXjxGMImQCeFN50Ubexa7X0tkyN/4CX6FV70oeBCvfoQzWcCtTtVVb+lXQaKkIdd9cSYmp6ZnZgtzxfmFxaXl0spq3cRWC6yJWMX6IgCDSkZYI0kKLxKNEAYKG8H1Se43blEbGUfndJdgK4TLSHalAMqkdunQ72oQae/AJ7Bt17+x0OE0fHn9YuqrbFYHeK/ij2XXp3jst0tlt+IOwP8Sb0TKbIRqu/Tmd2JhQ4xIKDCm6bkJtVLQJIXCftG3BhMQ13CJzYxGEKJppYM7+3zTGqCYJ6i5VHwg4veOFEJj7sIgqwyBrsxvLxf/85qWuvutVEaJJYxEvoikwsEiI7TMAkTekRqJIP85chlxARqIUEsOQmSizRLN8/B+X/+X1Lcr3k5l92ynfHQ8SqbA1tkG22Ie22NH7JRVWY0Jds8e2RN7dh6cV+fd+RiWTjijnjX2A87nF5fDqek=</latexit>

t1 : ⌧0 ! ⌧1 t0 : ⌧0
t1 t0 : ⌧1

<latexit sha1_base64="RJNRXc7/0+UlX3VGSx/YvwVMq9w=">AAACMHicbVDLSsRAEJz4dn2tevQyuAielkQURTyIXjwquCpsltCZ7dXBycOZHmEJ68f4CX6FVz3pQcSrX2ESg/iqU1FVTXdXmCppyHWfnaHhkdGx8YnJ2tT0zOxcfX7hxCRWC2yJRCX6LASDSsbYIkkKz1KNEIUKT8PL/cI/vUZtZBIfUz/FTgTnsexJAZRLQX3H72kQGQXetk9gA9enpCSef2WhyylwK2NQK1I3X4I3qAX1htt0S/C/xKtIg1U4DOovfjcRNsKYhAJj2p6bUicDTVIoHNR8azAFcQnn2M5pDBGaTlZ+OeAr1gAlPEXNpeKliN8nMoiM6UdhnoyALsxvrxD/89qWeludTMapJYxFsYikwnKREVrm9SHvSo1EUFyOXMZcgAYi1JKDELlo8z6LPrzf3/8lJ2tNb725cbTe2N2rmplgS2yZrTKPbbJddsAOWYsJdsvu2QN7dO6cJ+fVefuMDjnVzCL7Aef9A9gEqQI=</latexit>

t1 t0 :

<latexit sha1_base64="A8paqORD9c9Lz+1p6FW8EjUoJyg="></latexit>

x : ⌧ t : ⌧

rec x. t : ⌧

<latexit sha1_base64="DeMLO13dD4rPiSyru/zAWU0BBVo=">AAACKXicbVDLSgNBEJz1bXxFPXoZDIKnsCuK4kn04lHBPCAbQu+kEwdnH870iLLkS/wEv8Krnryp4MkfcXcNool1Kqq66eoKEiUNue6bMzE5NT0zOzdfWlhcWl4pr67VTWy1wJqIVaybARhUMsIaSVLYTDRCGChsBFcnud+4QW1kHF3QXYLtEPqR7EkBlEmd8p7f0yDS20OfwPrXFrqcCj4opX4IdBn0Uo1i4PPbqv9jdcoVt+oW4OPEG5IKG+KsU/7wu7GwIUYkFBjT8tyE2ilokkLhoORbgwmIK+hjK6MRhGjaafHegG9ZAxTzBDWXihci/t5IITTmLgyyyTyxGfVy8T+vZal30E5llFjCSOSHSCosDhmhZdYb8q7USAR5cuQy4gI0EKGWHITIRJsVmffhjX4/Tuo7VW+3une+Wzk6HjYzxzbYJttmHttnR+yUnbEaE+yePbIn9uw8OC/Oq/P+PTrhDHfW2R84n1+0BqcL</latexit>



166 7 Operational Semantics of HOFL

which we will assume to be the results of calculations (i.e., as ordinary values). For
each type we fix the set of terms in canonical form by taking a subset of terms which
reasonably represent the notion of values for that type.

As shown in the previous section, HOFL has three type constructors: the constant
int, and the binary operators ⇤ for pairs and ! for functions. Terms which represent
the integers provide the obvious canonical forms for the integer type. For pair types
we take any pair of terms as canonical form: note that this choice is arbitrary; for
example we could have taken instead pairs of terms that are themselves in canonical
form. We will explain later the rationale of our choice. Finally, since HOFL is a higher-
order language, functions are values. So it is quite natural to take all abstractions as
canonical forms for the arrow type.

Definition 7.6 (Canonical forms). Let us define a set Ct of canonical forms for each
type t as follows:

n 2 Cint

t0 : t0 t1 : t1 t0, t1 closed

(t0, t1) 2 Ct0⇤t1

lx. t : t0 ! t1 lx. t closed

lx. t 2 Ct0!t1

We now define the rules of the operational semantics; these rules define an evaluation
relation:

t ! c

where t is a well-formed closed term of HOFL and c is its canonical form.
For terms that are already in canonical form according to Definition 7.6 we let

c ! c

For clarity, the above rule offers a concise representation of the otherwise verbose
rules

n ! n

t0 : t0 t1 : t1 t0, t1 closed

(t0, t1) ! (t0, t1)

lx. t : t0 ! t1 lx.t closed

lx. t ! lx. t

Next, we give the rules for arithmetic expressions:

t0 ! n0 t1 ! n1

t0 op t1 ! n0 op n1

t ! 0 t0 ! c0

if t then t0 else t1 ! c0

t ! n n 6= 0 t1 ! c1

if t then t0 else t1 ! c1

For the arithmetic operators the semantics is obviously the simple application
of the corresponding meta-operator as in IMP. Only, here we distinguish between
HOFL syntactic operators and meta-operators by underlying the latter. For instance,
we have 1+2 ! 3, since 1 ! 1, 2 ! 2 and 1+2 = 3.

We recall that for the conditional statement, since we have no boolean values, we
use the convention that if t then t0 else t1 stands for if t = 0 then t0 else t1, so the
premise t ! n 6= 0 means the test is false and t ! 0 means the test is true.

166 7 Operational Semantics of HOFL

which we will assume to be the results of calculations (i.e., as ordinary values). For
each type we fix the set of terms in canonical form by taking a subset of terms which
reasonably represent the notion of values for that type.

As shown in the previous section, HOFL has three type constructors: the constant
int, and the binary operators ⇤ for pairs and ! for functions. Terms which represent
the integers provide the obvious canonical forms for the integer type. For pair types
we take any pair of terms as canonical form: note that this choice is arbitrary; for
example we could have taken instead pairs of terms that are themselves in canonical
form. We will explain later the rationale of our choice. Finally, since HOFL is a higher-
order language, functions are values. So it is quite natural to take all abstractions as
canonical forms for the arrow type.

Definition 7.6 (Canonical forms). Let us define a set Ct of canonical forms for each
type t as follows:

n 2 Cint

t0 : t0 t1 : t1 t0, t1 closed

(t0, t1) 2 Ct0⇤t1

lx. t : t0 ! t1 lx. t closed

lx. t 2 Ct0!t1

We now define the rules of the operational semantics; these rules define an evaluation
relation:

t ! c

where t is a well-formed closed term of HOFL and c is its canonical form.
For terms that are already in canonical form according to Definition 7.6 we let

c ! c

For clarity, the above rule offers a concise representation of the otherwise verbose
rules

n ! n

t0 : t0 t1 : t1 t0, t1 closed

(t0, t1) ! (t0, t1)

lx. t : t0 ! t1 lx.t closed

lx. t ! lx. t

Next, we give the rules for arithmetic expressions:

t0 ! n0 t1 ! n1

t0 op t1 ! n0 op n1

t ! 0 t0 ! c0

if t then t0 else t1 ! c0

t ! n n 6= 0 t1 ! c1

if t then t0 else t1 ! c1

For the arithmetic operators the semantics is obviously the simple application
of the corresponding meta-operator as in IMP. Only, here we distinguish between
HOFL syntactic operators and meta-operators by underlying the latter. For instance,
we have 1+2 ! 3, since 1 ! 1, 2 ! 2 and 1+2 = 3.

We recall that for the conditional statement, since we have no boolean values, we
use the convention that if t then t0 else t1 stands for if t = 0 then t0 else t1, so the
premise t ! n 6= 0 means the test is false and t ! 0 means the test is true.
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Let us now consider pairing. Obviously, since we consider pairs as canonical
values, we do not have to add further rules for simple pairs. We have instead two
rules for projections:

t ! (t0, t1) t0 ! c0

fst(t) ! c0

t ! (t0, t1) t1 ! c1

snd(t) ! c1

The rules are obviously similar: the canonical form of t is computed, which
must be of the form (t0, t1), because t must have pair type for the projection to be
applicable and fst(t) (and snd(t)) typable. Note however that t0 and t1 need not be
in canonical form. So only the canonical form of the component indicated by the
projection operator is computed, with the other component discarded.

Function abstraction is handled by the axiom for terms already in canonical form,
as in the case of pairing. For function application, we show two rules, according
to two different evaluation strategies, called lazy and eager. In the lazy operational
semantics, we do not evaluate the canonical forms of the parameters when passing
them to the function body. The lazy semantics will be our primary focus in the rest
of this part of the book concerned with HOFL:

t1 ! lx. t 01 t 01[
t0/x] ! c

(t1 t0) ! c
(lazy)

We remark that in the second premise of the rule, we replace each occurrence of x
in t 01 with t0, i.e., we replace each instance of x with a copy of the (non-evaluated)
parameter t0 and not with its canonical form.

For the sake of discussion let us consider the eager alternative to this rule:

t1 ! lx. t 01 t0 ! c0 t 01[
c0/x] ! c

(t1 t0) ! c
(eager)

Unlike the lazy semantics, the eager semantics evaluates the parameters only once
and does so before the substitution. Note that these two types of evaluation are not
equivalent. If the evaluation of the argument does not terminate, and it is not needed,
the lazy rule will guarantee convergence, while the eager rule will diverge. Vice
versa, according to the lazy semantics, if the argument is actually needed it may later
be evaluated several times (every time it is used).

Finally, we have a last rule for recursive terms:

t[rec x. t/x] ! c

rec x. t ! c
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which we will assume to be the results of calculations (i.e., as ordinary values). For
each type we fix the set of terms in canonical form by taking a subset of terms which
reasonably represent the notion of values for that type.

As shown in the previous section, HOFL has three type constructors: the constant
int, and the binary operators ⇤ for pairs and ! for functions. Terms which represent
the integers provide the obvious canonical forms for the integer type. For pair types
we take any pair of terms as canonical form: note that this choice is arbitrary; for
example we could have taken instead pairs of terms that are themselves in canonical
form. We will explain later the rationale of our choice. Finally, since HOFL is a higher-
order language, functions are values. So it is quite natural to take all abstractions as
canonical forms for the arrow type.

Definition 7.6 (Canonical forms). Let us define a set Ct of canonical forms for each
type t as follows:

n 2 Cint

t0 : t0 t1 : t1 t0, t1 closed

(t0, t1) 2 Ct0⇤t1

lx. t : t0 ! t1 lx. t closed

lx. t 2 Ct0!t1

We now define the rules of the operational semantics; these rules define an evaluation
relation:

t ! c

where t is a well-formed closed term of HOFL and c is its canonical form.
For terms that are already in canonical form according to Definition 7.6 we let

c ! c

For clarity, the above rule offers a concise representation of the otherwise verbose
rules

n ! n

t0 : t0 t1 : t1 t0, t1 closed

(t0, t1) ! (t0, t1)

lx. t : t0 ! t1 lx.t closed

lx. t ! lx. t

Next, we give the rules for arithmetic expressions:

t0 ! n0 t1 ! n1

t0 op t1 ! n0 op n1

t ! 0 t0 ! c0

if t then t0 else t1 ! c0

t ! n n 6= 0 t1 ! c1

if t then t0 else t1 ! c1

For the arithmetic operators the semantics is obviously the simple application
of the corresponding meta-operator as in IMP. Only, here we distinguish between
HOFL syntactic operators and meta-operators by underlying the latter. For instance,
we have 1+2 ! 3, since 1 ! 1, 2 ! 2 and 1+2 = 3.

We recall that for the conditional statement, since we have no boolean values, we
use the convention that if t then t0 else t1 stands for if t = 0 then t0 else t1, so the
premise t ! n 6= 0 means the test is false and t ! 0 means the test is true.
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<latexit sha1_base64="zTPMq6fitt824wNPmWzOBXUXU6U="></latexit>

JxK⇢ , ⇢(x)

<latexit sha1_base64="Weka+yq52jfwHPjaEFQptECZCjc=">AAACN3icbVC7TsNAEDzzDO8AJc2JCAmayEYgKCNoKEEigBRH0fqyhBPns9lbI6Iof8HPQAs/QUWHaOELcEyQeE01N7Or2ZsoNdqx7z95I6Nj4xOTpanpmdm5+YXy4tKJSzJSWFeJSegsAodGW6yzZoNnKSHEkcHT6HJ/4J9eIzmd2GPuptiMoWP1uVbAudQqV0NjIgJ1iSxvQqIvHtJFIkMmDbZj8Kp4r99stMoVv+oXkH9JMCQVMcRhq/wethOVxWhZGXCuEfgpN3tArJXB/nSYOUzzSOhgI6cWYnTNXvGvvlzLHHAiUySpjSxE/L7Rg9i5bhzlkzHwhfvtDcT/vEbG57vNnrZpxmjVIIi1wSLIKdJ5YSjbmpAZBpej1FYqIGBG0hKUysUsb/BHoOMYqEvtfl5S8LuSv+RksxpsVbePtiq1vWFdJbEiVsW6CMSOqIkDcSjqQolbcS8exKN35z17L97r5+iIN9xZFj/gvX0ASZqtvw==</latexit>



Sintassi del CCS
p, q ::= nil

| x
| µ.p
| p\↵
| p[�]
| p+ q
| p|q
| rec x. p

<latexit sha1_base64="uT0LkpQKsi7jkU4csmomSJEBSko="></latexit>
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Semantica operazionale CCS 
p

µ�! q

p[�]
�(µ)���! q[�]

<latexit sha1_base64="c8TRPe923kw8jnEVi8CxhsxGNLo="></latexit>

Rel)
p

µ�! q µ 62 {↵,↵}
p\↵ µ�! q\↵

<latexit sha1_base64="evOZCK6hL14zN0ukm97vpTEdTJY="></latexit>

Res)

p1
µ�! q1

p1|p2
µ�! q1|p2

<latexit sha1_base64="tSCAWNIeG4pA5jgibywmg60D+7M=">AAACOHicbZDPSsNAEMY3/rf+q3r0slgETyURwR6LevCoYFVoSpis07q4SdbdiVpiXshH8Cm8KgjexKtPYFJ70NY5fXy/GWbmC7WSllz3xZmYnJqemZ2brywsLi2vVFfXzmySGoEtkajEXIRgUckYWyRJ4YU2CFGo8Dy8Pij5+S0aK5P4lPoaOxH0YtmVAqiwguqh3zUgMh143L83sndFYExyl/lRmvObwMsrJXvQwc7/vCR5UK25dXdQfFx4Q1FjwzoOqm/+ZSLSCGMSCqxte66mTgaGpFCYV/zUogZxDT1sFzKGCG0nG3yb863UAiVco+FS8YGJvycyiKztR2HRGQFd2VFWmv+xdkrdRieTsU4JY1EuIqlwsMgKI4sYkV9Kg0RQXo5cxlyAASI0koMQhZkWuVaKPLzR78fF2U7d2603TnZrzf1hMnNsg22ybeaxPdZkR+yYtZhgj+yZvbBX58l5dz6cz5/WCWc4s87+lPP1DR2grfc=</latexit>

p2
µ�! q2

p1|p2
µ�! p1|q2

<latexit sha1_base64="fJa0QTl/AOW1nH90BOWKXN7vr+Q=">AAACOHicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hd0gmGNQDx4jmETIhqV37MTB2YczvWpY80N+gl/hNYLgTbz6Be7GPfiqU1FVTXeXHytpyLYn1szs3PzCYmmpvLyyurZe2djsmCjRAtsiUpE+98GgkiG2SZLC81gjBL7Crn91lPvdG9RGRuEZjWLsBzAM5UAKoEzyKsfuQINIY6/O3Tsth5cEWke3qRskY37t1cflzHPu//dzJ894lapds6fgf4lTkCor0PIqL+5FJJIAQxIKjOk5dkz9FDRJoXBcdhODMYgrGGIvoyEEaPrp9Nsx300MUMRj1FwqPhXx+0QKgTGjwM+SAdCl+e3l4n9eL6FBo5/KME4IQ5EvIqlwusgILbMakV9IjUSQX45chlyABiLUkoMQmZhkvZazPpzf3/8lnXrN2a81TverzcOimRLbZjtsjznsgDXZCWuxNhPsgT2xCXu2Hq1X6816/4rOWMXMFvsB6+MTIRqt+Q==</latexit>

p1
��! q1 p2

��! q2

p1|p2
⌧�! q1|q2

<latexit sha1_base64="hRuW0tatAaKGLR7Qdqk+aVl0fsc="></latexit>

ParL) Com) ParR)

p[rec x. p/x]
µ�! q

rec x. p
µ�! q

<latexit sha1_base64="llZym87nlxBxMZ5x4ykuoZ/+DFo="></latexit>

Rec)

p1
µ�! q

p1 + p2
µ�! q

<latexit sha1_base64="mV8EbR86+dHTcsUlzVOKKOHtgnc=">AAACMHicbVDLSgNBEJz1GeMr6tHLYBAEIewGQQ8eRC8eIxgNZMPSO3bikNndcabXB0t+xk/wK7zqSQ8iXv0Kd2MOaqxTUdVNd1WolbTkuq/OxOTU9Mxsaa48v7C4tFxZWT2zSWoENkWiEtMKwaKSMTZJksKWNghRqPA87B8V/vk1GiuT+JTuNHYi6MWyKwVQLgWVfb9rQGQ68Lh/a2TvksCY5Cbzo3TArwblwtnWQf1fN6hU3Zo7BB8n3ohU2QiNoPLmXyQijTAmocDatudq6mRgSAqFg7KfWtQg+tDDdk5jiNB2smHKAd9MLVDCNRouFR+K+HMjg8jauyjMJyOgS/vXK8T/vHZK3b1OJmOdEsaiOERS4fCQFUbm9SG/kAaJoPgcuYy5AANEaCQHIXIxzfss5314f9OPk7N6zdup7Z3sVA8OR82U2DrbYFvMY7vsgB2zBmsywe7ZI3tiz86D8+K8Ox/foxPOaGeN/YLz+QWa/aq5</latexit>

p2
µ�! q

p1 + p2
µ�! q

<latexit sha1_base64="3nHTyzNxgeZpgZhFtb0qD8/lhTA=">AAACMHicdVDLSgNBEJz1GeMr6tHLYBAEIeyGgDl4CHrxGME8IBtC79iJQ2YfzvSqYcnP+Al+hVc96UHEq1/hJuagidapqOqmu8qLlDRk26/W3PzC4tJyZiW7ura+sZnb2q6bMNYCayJUoW56YFDJAGskSWEz0gi+p7Dh9U9HfuMGtZFhcEGDCNs+9ALZlQIolTq5Y7erQSRRp8jdOy17VwRah7eJ68dDfj3Mpo5z+J/byeXtgj0GnyXOhOTZBNVO7s29DEXsY0BCgTEtx46onYAmKRQOs25sMALRhx62UhqAj6adjFMO+X5sgEIeoeZS8bGIPzcS8I0Z+F466QNdmWlvJP7ltWLqltuJDKKYMBCjQyQVjg8ZoWVaH/JLqZEIRp8jlwEXoIEIteQgRCrGaZ/ZtA9nOv0sqRcLTqlQPi/lKyeTZjJsl+2xA+awI1ZhZ6zKakywe/bIntiz9WC9WO/Wx/fonDXZ2WG/YH1+AZy/qro=</latexit>

SumL) SumR)

µ.p
µ�! p

<latexit sha1_base64="sinDyGSX9d6pIMlOFlS6cjWHKmc=">AAACF3icbVC7TsNAEDyHVwivACXNiQiJKrJRJFJG0FCCRAJSHKH1sUlOOdunuzUPWf4APoGvoIWKDtFSUvAv2CYFr6lGM7Pa3Qm0kpZc992pzMzOzS9UF2tLyyura/X1jZ6NEyOwK2IVm/MALCoZYZckKTzXBiEMFJ4Fk8PCP7tCY2UcndKtxkEIo0gOpQDKpYt6wx8aEGlWS/0waWru3xg5GhMYE18XUsZ1lqfcpluC/yXelDTYFMcX9Q//MhZJiBEJBdb2PVfTIAVDUijMan5iUYOYwAj7OY0gRDtIy2cyvpNYoJhrNFwqXor4fSKF0NrbMMiTIdDY/vYK8T+vn9CwPUhlpBPCSBSLSCosF1lhZN4S8ktpkAiKy5HLiAswQIRGchAiF5O8tlreh/f7+7+kt9f0Ws32SavROZg2U2VbbJvtMo/tsw47YsesywS7Yw/skT05986z8+K8fkUrznRmk/2A8/YJppugag==</latexit>

Act)



F,G ::= tt
| ↵
|

V
i2I Fi

|
W

i2I Fi

| 3µF
| 2µF

<latexit sha1_base64="qPAYxK6s/Q6c3ElZSoRUjW0L0oM="></latexit>

HML: sintassi


