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Abstract Traditional methods of co-inductive data types in programming, such as co-algebra and category theory, have
some problems in analyzing semantics behaviors and describing co-inductive rules. Considering the status quo of co-in-
ductive data types researches both at home and abroad, a fibrations method was proposed in this paper. Firstly, some
basic logical structures of co-inductive data types are systematically analyzed over a fibration including reindexed func-
tor,op-reindexed functor and truth functor,and the corresponding relationship between co-inductive data types and their
semantic behaviors on program logic is established by equality functor and quotient functor. Then semantic behaviors of
co-inductive data types are deeply analyzed . Secondly, co-recursive operations are constructed to describe abstractly co-

inductive rules of co-inductive data types with universality by endo-functors in base categories and their equality-preser-

ving lifting in total categories. At last applications of fibrations method are briefly introduced by examples.
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ICIFGIBIE K BT DI S B e, AN
ERFEFTITIBHIBT . EXHERBEHELE (In-
ductive Data Type) B XHEBHEE , LIS AR R B 55 M %5
KR REA, KRR BERFES BRMESESGTEES.
BET SHEABIEERE AR FES SRUERHRN—
NEEHRRSMESAHRANE, fibrations Jy sk I FRK
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NRE,UNHASERXETFSHEFETRES HARER
BEHIE T HERFER EMMRER, UEERE LA K
TREFELTEEE FERSANIEA A TRME LR AEES
R0 PEAE, SRR ABRE R EAE L ER XN
g .

A EETAERMN A fibrations FIEEMRBFES
HITHBABR BT AT R RILILFHHN . 55 2 Y %5l
AFRKF(Cartesian Arrows) 5 %FHHF 4§t (Opcartesian Ar-
rows) . fibration 5 opfibration 4 CHFFY TYERT LB R E A
A EE 3 WHIE X R fibration, B SR B FE TR
PRBIRRERIAIE AT R E A B4 W R T AR
BI T EWMEIE SRR T M3 T RE, i
BERLEERE LA ENIN 5 5 WA Yardt Igiigds
RIBFST SRR TAE  BA B 2SOt A B G EMER TE.

2 fibration 5 opfibration

2.1 fibration 5E®RS|HF

AXBEEEEENR SHEBFEEBICER. &
B LERXR G E M RE S, W8S /% (Small
Category) ! , A BT W R E T /N E8E. iC 06 C A
BEC BIXT R4, Mor C KM C IS STE. THEHIIARRKS.
fibration & X A4,

EX 1 & P.T—>BRFEA/NESE T, B HE—1 &
F,f:C>DEMor B,P(Y)=D, 4T H—&hfu.X—>YE
Mor T, 118 P(w)=f A Vv:Z>YEMor T 5 Yh:
P(Z)—~C&Mor B , B f-h=P(v), FEEH —H w.Z>XE
Mor T Jff wew=v B P(w)=h,WHEEH R FS5YHE
Fav -

S YMERSu. Ru LT f L E L, RY HF
DE. HulWsT RE—NE, M5 wH—
WAL, EX 1 PRFERE « B T $89% 8 (Universal Cone)
B PREE, HARIHE, 24 « BT X 0w BOARSTRIY, T
FHNEERAE RS « B—FH# (Isomorphism) . 7 {#
AR T XAk — R ICEX 1 F 5 Y BRRE w
H Y

EX 20T FP.T>BRE—NETF, MEXMYVYEO0H
TE5VYf.C-P(Y)EMor B ,8HBFELE—4 f5Y BFR5
£ F P &—A" fibration,

BE X 2 A1, fibration [ FR—MHAEKEFRXFF
FEWREF X F— fibration P. T —B ., 5% B N E8E. T H
£fids, WEEE BPH—-IWRC,IXE0H T kE
Mor T %8 P(X)=C 5 P =idc, W} X 5 & BT
BT AR AR C LA 4E (Fiber)[™™, 3598 £ | EHEH.
LEr b AR T REWEE T M—2 FH8% (Full Subcatego-
ry).

Bl 1 % Ser HEATIBE, VXE00b) Set, X FHI—IB
R, P) P, P X—>8et, Xt YVz€X,P(x)
HB—A-8E, #R « BB XATH, 3K X BB, YR
FEXH., BNXPYEKX L, POMEHER—AFX ),
(X, Py~(X',P"y, B f. X— X' ARR 18 & IR G o)
WX VzE X, fF: P(x)—=P (f(x), % P(z) 4K
P (f(x) IR REA WA IE R P , 7 Wi8 21i81i8 fi-

bration P; P —Set %2 HBE P HXTR(X,P)MEH X,

B 1 BiE 1 fibration P B 758 Set AL g: XY, 5
(Y, Q€00bj P ,it Id RBART,g 5<Y,QRTFiFiA fi-
bration P i—ARESH gp, = (g1 1dsn) :Qe—>Q.

B2 ScER[1278 % S, fibration 53t fibration, 2
Ji8% B &9 5% R w& (Arrow Category)!') (B ~, & LR K F
dom:B~—~B¥ B~ — W& f: X—~Y B4R B @xtg
X, ¥R dom i B E#IE LI fibration, 86T cod:B~—B %
B "H— %% f: XY BHANBHWRY, ZBAALE
(Pullbacks)™ ™, MFK cod 3 B L Ay3LIR fibration,

B 2 B3R, fibration E>RFEBE B HHiE , & L fi-
bration WA WAFEER, RN, WY LHHEBy PR f.
XY, & f:X—>YEMor B,W £ 5 f ¥F3ti} fibration
cod ) — € RS X f I 6B E B (Pullback
Square)U'J

B3 XER[9IHFXF4 fibration, RILBEB A hrlal,
Sub(B )R B ) F XS I TEBE, B Sub(B) #xt R 5t
413 (Equivalence Classes of Monos) , [ f1: X >>I1€0bj
Sub(B), % Sub(B)H#HA—X%R[gl:Y >J, FEH I~
D[ fI{gl€Mor Sub(B),iEH a:I>1,8: XY, W EH
FXHe o[ f1=[gl°B. F3t#£ fibration S K S.Sub(B)—
B g — gt gl Fs st A H I

i@ OO RERE £ WE SR T ORTFC L,
BYEO0bj To,f* (Y)EOb T, HILBRERSIBRTHE
X

BN 3 ENBE B PHAS f:CoDY RIAEEMN—
AETF S :To>Te, 5 /At fIHMWERSIRT.

f RETEREH I E M PER LR A R, TEESIR T
FR F 2w L WET, M EE AT AR, T
HE5| A fibration ¥ XE#E & opfibration,

2.2 opfibration 5B EES|HKF

EX 4 % P.T—BRZWA/NEEE T, B [ #—4 &
F,f:C>DEMor B ,u: X>YEMor T , T P(X)=C,
Pw=fBEMNYv:X>ZEMor T 5Yh:D—>P(2Z) & Mor
B & he f=P(0), HFHEWE— w:.Y>ZEMor T , {18 w-
u=v A P(w)=h,HREH « £ f 5 X WxHERRXG.

S5EL1HEMLE v BYEEE T PR—AFEEDN, W3t
WAL w M —ETH, E 4 PEXEBEERF BT HH
12 34 (Universal Cocone) R IEAR FRAL4E, AHR ML, 2 L4 o
BITRA Y o u WIFIRET S0, 7 iy 22 3L HE MV HE R S % B
it u B—AFE.

EBX 5 % P.T—>BZ—4%F, R Y XC0b)
TH5Y f:P(X)>DEMor B , BHELE—A f5 X BIXEFR
&, MR P 22— opfibration,

EX 61 EEF P.T—~BEER— fibration, X —
4~ opfibration, MF§ P A bifibration,

BEXAP f5X BXHBERS « K £ 4 OO RN
BERS 7 WEE, W FOO/F D LB XE0b T,
*flx)E0b; To.

EX 7 EEW BHWSH f.CDI RAFHEA—
MRF [ Te—To 58" f R f HARIHAERSI&F.

EE1 & P.T—~BR— bifibration, 2 Fi W B A Hr
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B, #% BHEE-NHEFE, BRER sot" g " f
E—F#, MFR P # 2 Beck-Chevalley 44,
EHH 3 W ERERRT " A " BB e REBERTF "5

s* WISEEAT, WA W =Idr, s, =1Idr (" 5ot )l =(" 501" )o
e TE 1 MBI EFEREEERE for=gs,Hs &
S g WRLE, ¢ &g ¥ f MBLE, BERS| BT h R R
B eof o=t eg” JHA Cset Yo (f* " =50 (2" o f* )™ fx
*so(s* ogt Yo fyMil¥se(s” eg® Yo f=("so5" )o(g" o " f) =g,
(g I=(g" "), ser* =g" " fL I ART I 51" —
g* o fR—AFH, ik,

A-‘—t——PB

J
51 pB. |f
8

C D

B R B EE—THE TR

FEH 1 5Lhr ERH bifibration P #4295 BE H — Ny Bl
ERENT 2708 T hEMXA LR EHTFREWH—FHER
T EMBRRTERI SHBERIEFHESENER
e, B 1 #1818 fibration 541 2 3538, fibration ¥
BETE 1 9 Beck-Chevalley & ft,

3 HIAMMIBRBMIEITH

3.1 %% fibration SEXHF

EX 8 & P.T—+BR—" fibration, MY DEOb; B ,
A1, €0bj ToREH To LHARMR,BY f:C>DEMor
B, f* (p)AFET AR, MERSIET £ HFExT
%, FR fibration P H A HEAIIR,

B 1 F1iBiA fibration P A BUAII R BEHEES X F
FIA JLR BB ST 0 B R A R B, B 2 L3R fibration cod
B G Ax R R BALE S B 3 B FXFR fibration S K&
i RSO £ R ATL A GIES e

EX9 % P.T-—>BER—4 fibration, B F Tr:B—>T¥%
Y CEObj B Wit AT EWASTER,FK Tr 2 fibration P
HEEE T,

B 5 PR BS 2 T A&, WA
PO =15,%VC€0bj B , FAEME—HWEH u:.C>15,H
Tr(O=u* (11), ¥V F:C>DEMor B, f* (Tp (D))=
Te(OEERT TP 8 f B I TEHRRE
F1 o JABSELE FBW (Full and Faithfu) " i 20 {8 88 F
Tp £ fibration P f&F 2 4b A5 ERE .

EN 109 ¥ P. T —B J}— fibration, £ {EBEB &
M. 4 A:B>BAHB LB RT HVYCCOb BGh
X% CXC, P A WRLFEIF L fibration Rel(P):Rel(T )—
B ¥} Rel(P)} P =% fibration,

Rel(P)£iB% Rel (TYKIXT R ARXFR (C, D), X 5 — 3
%(C',D) 4 a:C>C ,8: DD, (a,: (C,D)>(C', D) €
Mor Rel(T), B 2 % E fibration Rel(P)HB X E (C, D)
MR ETEBE B PR C, BT I C. DB HT iy
x5 D, BE P(D)Y=A(C), RIE, & 10 BB ER
R C LR TF Rl (P)RTFH Rel(T)ce 5CXCLEFPH
4t T o BB, Bl Rel(T e =T cxco
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P

T———+»B

ini PB. A
1
Rel(T)

Reipp) B

& 2 PR fibration Rel(P)

i 25 B 1 fibration i 11 7 B ¥ & — P F 89 fibration i3
TR Ry 25 (Change of Base)!™ , #I5E X 10 & P @i 74
Btk Rel(P), BFHBFRIFEMM, RIGHABALR
St&U, B P A EMEETF T, W Rel(PYH EHER T
Trawy s B Trapy (O=Tp(CXC), 10 1 #1381 fibration P
it BTG X F fibration Rel(P) , L EAE R FIG4E X Bt
B — N TIERE R XX X>Set , NG — NI (2, 2 B
FRA-TRRE*],

EX 11 %P, T—>B R 2 Beck-Chevalley %14
# bifibration, BH, H T AP WEMEET. X VCEOH
B, HREH 6. Ids—~A 7 C MVER B 8¢ :.C~CXC Y BN
SHBERSIET 5,7 Eq: B—=Rel(T) A PRER AT, H
ic Eg="¢6°Tp,

EEEF Tr ¥ C BETH To bBIER Tr (O, HEX
10 H Rel(PY R P #r A WHAE, WA P A A LRI,
Rel(P)YMAF LA R. £X 11 PH 0% Tr (O BLSF
R 8(Tp(C)), H* 8(Tp(C)) €E0bj (T cxc=Rel(T)c). %
RETFEqH#Y fEMor BBEHH S, 5P BEN
XRS5, HERE CEAHR M SHUE 2 M R
U1 g 1 893815 fibration P, HAF4E Rel(T )c HHIN S
HERXRRR: XX X8t , FRE T Eq ¥4 C iR Eq(O)
(2,2)=1,% 2=2' s BFM, Eg(X) (x,2")=0,

3.2 RE¥EEXMNEBASHERT

EX 12 #P. T—BR—/1#HE Beck-Chevalley 2% {4
#] bifibration, B, H P HEMERT. ¢ F.B—~B &M
BB b —A A &T, & Eqe F=F* -Eq, W#k F- :Rel(T)
—Rel(T)H F £F Rel (P) — M-SR RTT.

XY Ce0b; B ,EBRT FAEATHR—1 F-I3A%
(C,i;:C>F(O)),CHi &k (Carrier), i 55— F-3LA%
(D,j:D>F(DNWES R i 5 j BHEES f.C>D, A
W ERALE jo f=F(ei, FIABORHASRMBF-HR
BTEsE, il Coalgr . A% B OF sout vF—>FGF) )Y
HE W R — M B9 , 225 SRARR I AR 5 132 P R A 2 1
ME— [ R B T 3L S VR 2 BN ST B SR IR AL
MEETR. fEAAS FREARBEBAENILRARIELRE,F
BT F 98X R3h 5 (Maximal Fixed Point), |+ F #53&
IBGBHRE SRS JF HIE AT (Destructor) s out 2 MR EE
vF R EAT R P i — B TR .

RS ET Eq ¥ F3RE(C, DB Ky —4 F--3t
REE(C) ,Eq(i) : Eq(C)~—>Eq(F(CH=FL (Eg(O)) ., M
Ri , EqF) g4t FL-3tRE Bk, BN R R T Eq RF
LR . e Coalg(Eq) Ry FILARENBE Coalgr B FL-IHAR
BEBE Coalgrl BIRTF, FIHER BT Eq ¥ % % fibration
Rel(P)%:B5 B FHXT R 5SS 27585 Rel (T ) AH
MRS 54T, Bt 8 F Coalg(Eq)it—H 8 v F-34U%L
758% Coalgr B FL-HRBTESE Coalgrt WERR. ow' : Eq
GF)—>FL (Eq(F)) R % fibration Rel(P) £ 8§ Rel(T)



R — g FL-3EREL W ourt B out £ F Coalg (Eg)
YEF T # 8] 2% (Homomorphism) &, Bl Coalg (Eq) (out) =
out: , e FL-IRPMAEEHHRR ot BRE—FHK, X
P — R T R TR AE S A I SR S BB 2SR AT
BB R R SR AL T AR R B F)

BN 13 # fibration P: T —B %X EF Eq E—1 K
PERERE T Q. B Q 1 Eq, BAE&ERH#H F-Q=Q-FL, MK Q
J P BIRTEF.

ETELSBHAE, # 11BiA fibration P B R FIH £
A R(TH BN RAMNZBH I B ZRXRANRER
FIBR/NEMEFTRENTE. EWH 3 B TR fibration S
MIETEBE B FRE N — 1~ IE T BE (Regular Category)™, HB
I T (Coequalizers)" ™, | S HRE T Q,QHf Rel (S
L7EBE Rel(T ) B — S M 2RBR S D HILFE T LI,

Y Coalg (Eq) 258, iE Coalg (Q) 2y F--Ic X ¥ 75 w6
Coalgrl B F-ILARETEBS Coalgr WIHEF, i X 13 (EFHE
F Eq 5 Q WtERiYE A Coalg (Q- Coalg (EQM, Xt {E—
FL-ARB (X, j: X—=FL (X)), F Coalg(Q ()H=Q(X)—
F(Q(X)) , Bl Coalg(Q (D =Q(), W Q(j)# j #E&TF Coalg
(QERATHRASE, WA 3 Fim, & g:X>Eq(OF j El
Eq(DBy FH-3ACEEE S, W QGO B i By FIRBUSST A
QX)~CR g LHF-HERBMEE, LM, g r LHFL-
FRMEA. BF Coalg(Eq) WL PERE Coalg (Q) EEST LA
QOO NREH FHRE S U X AREN FL-HARKRER
B E S LR, 0T R EE R R IL R g8 0 59 T AL R
BET R F ARG AR RENE S —BEET
B, B IR F Coalg(EQRTFENZ, W F T Rel (PYR¥F
ZRRRA FLAER— TSR0,

¢ —L—»Fr0

e o

ax) A » gF:(xX) = F(Q(X))
Coalg(Eq) Coalg(Q)

Coalg,

Eq(©) B9 £orc) = FEq)

Coalg, X Fxéft(g)

B3 Coalg(Q Coalg(Eq By tEHEYE R

4 HPAQHIW|AB AL HRN]

HREABERRE OHERATREEXEFEHET
#y fibration, JU) L33 49 0 (4 T AL 1 3B 5 78 AT M 44
B—EK . Ghani % H U T LT BB, %8 H X
grl12)4 & 3. 10,

T 204 i P.T—~B RE— & Beckchevalley &4
] bifibration, B A, B P EEBER FE5E R F. Rel(P):
Rel(T)—>B 3% P I3 % fibration,F.B—~B £EWiss B L1y
—NERFWF ARG F-RREBIK. FEFRL(PHY
-1 THRFERXHEA FL: RI (T) —
Rel(TH#EA—A T HMET oF RILBHHN.,

B 2 kR B FL N AR FILRBE IR g g2
B b A B3k IR 95 ) B B0 (Validity) #l @ 24 T — el
HARYE, BP bifibration P @ X EHEXNEFEHEF4

WA EEE R B IE TN, MR R TR S F35 it
AHHNAERTFET E AT AT I RPRERM.

FHEE fibrations FE: BR85S 9 5 E
EREAEEE RPN . B L EIIEPHEIERE
BB IRTTE, BT ABEE ML A AR R g
I ERFAEIALE L, DT ARERR R
FIeRBmBR ik vF, N 8% B FW B RT F g3
PRI AT B 38 INE unfold : (C~F(C))—>C—F, 3HE
B —A F-34%80(C,i:C~F(C)) , 7E3L8 133 4E unfold BIfE
AT unfold i ¥§i BRET N i BIRES F-3ARH owe B9ME— F-3t
REEBS unfold i : C>vF, IH 4 Fim, WTFAREIMNREGE
M H unfold A7 b ReFLIANEHEHK A — 1~ S H04k (Parameteri-
zed) FFEBIERME, HILE A B RAENER .U RAES
EHRRHEERIFER.

c—unfoldi_, g

i out

F(C) W) F(vF)

B4 FRRpasst

EqeF(O)=FL -Eq(C) ,Eqe FGWF)=F"' - EqWWF) , it %
RET Eq RIEAX R, EqWF) N &4 FL-HAHH
ik, 12 vFL =EqOWF) ,X=Eq(C) €0bj Rel (T ), i,
PL F RS FL o0 T EAE £7E8E Rel(T) EHiRI
ISARBARARNE AT RS FEAE unfold: (X—FL (XD)—
X—>FL & 5 B, # i X YC € 0bj B, X € 0bj
Rel (T )¢, 7 fibrations % MERILEZR A B BT HEEE
A EHEER LAIHFHAN

Coindyp : (X—F+ (X))—>X—>Eq(F)

£ j: X>FL O£ F-#R%C,i:.C>F(O)) Ly FL-
FERH M Coindiy X §: X—=Eq(WF) & unfold i b #y FL-3f
REFE.

X unfold j VF*

FX) Yoy T OF)

B 5 FL-Iufassy

B4 SFEAFTRES AN DFA WREZA K HE
s B &L PR ot BBV, S RERBATR
#,F:KX3~K REHEBELK. it 1 AENER e IEF.
NV 2zEK,a€ 3% F(x,a)=1, 0l DFA {&#1;F(z,a) €K,
W) DFA BB FH =4 —1FRE. X DFA v 5 —RE
z' ,JBUXF fibration Rel(P)&il§ Rel(T )# DFA £ —¥: i
R€O0bj Rel(T), 1 H # 3 ( Bisimulation) , WA % R i —A
LM,

R(z,x") iff ((F(z,e)=F(x',e)) NF(x,a) € KAF(Z,
a)EKAR(F(z,a),F(z'5a)))

Bar. SHE— F-3R%(C,;:C>FC),#it F XF Rel

(PRH—MRFEXRTA FL LB FL-3RBX, g: X—F+

(X)), X=Eg(C) , BEBFRZH(FRel(P)) (XD =(Rel(P)-FL)

(X). 445 FIVRBMAR G e L DFARESH K EK—

ANSEBIFERAE unfold j , $0ATDFA RASFEB I HE 5 T &R 45
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FL3eRE AR EEERT R Bl — 308 1534k, #38 DFA &
BEBXATH., &g T £ Coindy. X g B unfold j L1
FL3tR¥REA, BB 278 Rel(T)c F8—#ER,.RE
0bj Rel(T )c, YVCE 04 B, 5B #i# DFA 1T 018 X £
{R(X,X)| X=Eq(O)},
HEMEESNELHROELNE. B 4 M fibra-
tions MM i — SRR T 1545 B i ER MR N E,
FIINFEIRF fibration Rel(P)1& LRI ELRE 8 7 #R DFA
BT ENFBAHN Coindu. » JFLIHPFIEL A DFA
KIEXTASEFEEEEAT —MREER T B2
TERB R EIE S (0 HaskelD) #, Coindy. H BB B B
BEPOR.HESHEBRERTER.

5 MXHR

FIPAMBARRB D IR R BRSBTS T
WETHESIALXBMBERHR S, ERFESTHITEXTHS
W ERHBRFEEA MRS . EREHEIELEIT R
B AGBERT 5 HABIRL R BB B R EEE L
BAIBERME S5IE O ERE T Ml 740 . X
RHEOLE , Hagino B F W A Dialgebras 5 R MBI T
B SR MBEXR BB AERDD, LR B IR R A BT
B THEM, BESSRURLE EFET IR EEN
REFE{FESE AR,

RERE NI ES S —H RS T IR NEEE RS
BIA . 4n Nogueira B Fi XA 4L (Bialgebra) A ¥ 5L T H
NEIPBIER B R R R HESSHBE RN A" ;3
BRCL4J#— R AR S 2 BRI S5 LR 50E 2%
RAVR AR, Fit THELUNERNESHBIT R
7 ; Poll ZLF-FRAMA X Hagino # TIEHAT TR, B
ARG HARB B ETR T RN 5 EIELREM
FRRIFMEERXFRD; Greiner F#FH WL T4 FHE|AF
BFIES WHR S, R FETPRILERARERRBITT
BABESS, U EHRBRE—EBRELMBET LiRE
B, TEET, 2EFEIA GRS B B9 B 5 T » Gimenez X 3£ 1944
BEARNAR AR BIER T A Coqg RERA#T T
K, Vene 3 BB F1E S Haskell #y3LIR G SRR
AT T B,

BEETF fibrations F 3 AP S WM E F I IT N BE L
MR ZEBERS AN ANEREBIES FE. 10 Her-
mida 5 Jacobs JE8 T 78 B 2 B A9 R S5 3L AR B A L 1R Ay AL )
RATFEMS] ; Ghani Z2H 05 AR ERE b, RB LT
KRR TFHRER . BERRTLET B —BEX LR FEA,
B IFHEIERRMNE U E R 2R S m{ifFEEl
& M R MR P A (A1, Qi AT R 5 2L IR A A9 43 A 5 1R
&, RASEMABER R R MBIR P IAHRNE L5 3
B, B Z RN BCE AR AT N .

IR BIE R RL N IRBER R R E R R A
% (Local Cartesian Closed Category) ™ P ~7 25 R, i
BN BIE AR SRR HAE AT AR R BRI T R —
LB, RER T S HEFARERKN, EIE T RS EH]E
PR T HAEE SRR, AL fibrations
FEERERN RN BFES PHIEABERE BT

+ 192 -

R, R F P BAE LR RE AT AR RN E R R T R
S . MERANLTEH PR, FAiF. EHEEHR, I
IFABHELRR SRR IE ATAN X R AR ETH—
N EBEA, TR FHERTFEA . BAGT SHRE
BRI M BAR IR IE AT A SR AHN .,

¥ fibrations TR FRFEF HIRPHBRE S
HREEGRAPBIERBAR FEENSCET LMD R
H5HEEFPEERBE T EEIE, FRAHF 5 ERR G4
bration & opfibration % B U BG4 S WA VLG &, 118 fi-
brations FIEFEBRFET HPMABBERBPHHRT BT R
KL, EFENRE B AN TELRPRAT
PRI FHRTR . B, N fibrations HEEXMBRIFES S EH
PEBEABNAR TR ET L LR, TTRENERF
BESHNEMAEN R, &4 fibrations FEEEBH M RIES .
FERBHEE S GTETRRFHERRE A BFEE A
PIYE AR h SRR BE R M VEBETE R B T S
RERL R EHTTH RIS .

Xt FRARERFESTRIT RN fibrations ik, KR
EHSE. REY BEE G ERBEO NSRBI R T ®
HRFET RHE RE BT R AR FI T A B e, 3F
At HE BT BF I AR AR T AR R A . B BRI
BERNERRE ., Bbr L ME fibrations FEHREREER
£, ik fibrations 773 LA FHHE LR A 458 H AR 58 SCHR
XD, RERH M BFET REEREXRARE HA
PR SCHREE 2D, 24 AT B8 P9 3 R R LM 2 8 5 iX — 7 iR 7
HEVA PN ARAREFHTERENBE, FEAL
TS BE 5 5| A B N Fo b2 3 %t fibrations J7 ¥k B < M
.

ZRIE  E3IHEHHIER A (Indexed Coinductive Da-
ta Types) B—MiE SOTR BB IR AT N IR AL, T4k
BRFESPERIERWBIESH, B4R R5I3EHE
EARE P ILRGHLNBMBTFE MR, FT—5B5 BRI
REREETERRSINEZWRSIZEARIERY, A H
JiB& (Slice Category) b [i7 F fibrations 77 e B K & 71 3L 1744
BB A ENE LAT A FIRIT AN ; Fat, w15 3R A3
PR R HILAMNH MR E R R R HEATRE . T&E
53 S Iu M R, 3 B FEBR S B R R G MR B
BEAS TR S IFABIE LRI fibrations FTIRER N
HE S 5ITHE.
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