1 AEMIRSARIE

Y%%ﬂ%ﬁé’&%ﬁ!iﬁlﬂﬁ’ﬂ%iﬁiﬂﬁ’\ﬁﬁﬁDﬂiko FARBENETLW ¢ = u
AUKR, XPEBREAT “c M u WM IREAXBEEN" X—@&#, — p
ot = u NEMEX B —MER,

E—REBRRFED, B ¢t Fl u XENREALFEEHIMESRR A, FEL,(,
ETRITICHEB RFE S LB AT LUK TERN. $1F dependent type BISE
£, Coqw Agda FTEIBIFARMEETFERXEFNRBIRS,

7 dependent type 1, KEZ BINEFXASTEMER. HIW, (\z.z)A
A N EWMAE—ZEE, FrL, 1 dependent type 1, KB—MFHNEN X R
t =u, BXJI definitional equality, FIFRRMNRENEHEEM, Definitional
equality BRBRFEAMN—EL57. FEATUBXRELERBHIE,

THE 2~5 TERBARIRMEAR, ELBE T EIRET LUBOBE, 9~
11 WHRABEEAHAZHEANE, PIUATRE—LHEIREAT / RNE LR
i, BERNRENIR, TENREREMT.

2 AFAENFEEFAEXE

BESA dependent type FELZHE T definitional equality X—FMNKR, HtAR
FESIN—MFHNELRE? XZBFHAN, definitional equality BRE RS
BEW. TESHPHEE, EXEAEZERERANEFPIRE. Fl, FINTE
7&¥ definitional equality FA{ERE—fR@iAYRIZ. FRLL, FRNIFBEIE definitional
equality AEMERMAZIES N, iILERES P —MEEEE, NF]
REeREZMHi,



3 mEEMMIE: extensional equality
BTFERLBIZMERN “definitional equality” EIES NEBBIXMRIFEERN, i1
MEERX— MRS AR, FEMTHENX:

FEt: A F'Fu:A
F'Ft=u: A type

T'HFt=u:A (
I'treflt:t=u:A

M (eq-intro) 5 (eq-elim) FEFFMMEIUEL, XBEXHERALR t=u: A
TRARBARFZ BB definitional equality BT —EBIBSHNEHIEETME. A
m, XMIRNEXIEFERK, ERNERTUER definitional equality B SHIF
Mo B8, FHANIRILGERR functional extensionality, BT NEREESE, HENH
HEMENTINEREBEE:

H:(Mlyafax=gx:Blz]),x:ArHz: fx=gux: Blx]

I'kp:t=u:A
I'tt=wu:A

eq-intro) (eq-elim)

H:(Mlyafx=gx:Blz]),x: A+ fz=ga: Blx] (eq-elim)
H:(Ilpafx=ga:Blz))FAe.f x = v.g v : I, 4Bx] )
H:(Ilpafx=gax:Blx|)F f=g:11,.4B[z] 77.
(eq-intro)

H:(Ilpaf x=gx:Blx])Frefl f: f=g: 1, 4B[z]

HFEREFERXLEE + = w: A R definitional equality N—EF 8%, B©HIE
BR/fE p:t=u: A NRBEWERECENITEEXEEZEEM. ALk, HITER]
PIIIAN—%2 HEREREIME— (Uniqueness of Identity Proof, UIP) HY#{
my:

'kp:it=u:A 'kg:t=u:A
Fkp=q:(t=u:A)

WIETE X HRBF LB —RRIRA extensional equalityo RE extensional equal-
ity E’JE)‘HE%%’% ﬁﬁﬁgﬂ‘@@ﬁ, iﬁﬁtgﬁﬂ\*&'ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁo = dependent
type R, definitional equality I— M EREEN R ECRERRAN—I7,
AL RKBHAIE. 7AM, BF LR (eqelim) MM, EH extensional
equality BURBIR G, HITE definitional equality t = u : A AEBLIM “BF
FE—NMREN t=u: ANE", F— P LRBRTEESENETERIER
¥/ AR EERY, 7E extensional equality L E40Itk. RTLAIEEHE, & (eg-elim)
(BHWEA equality reflection) BIIENT, definitional equality B ARAFIER [1]o

4 mBWBIMHE: intensional equality

HTF equality reflection BIFRATHIFEM, extensional equality ¥EIASKIMENIES H
. Equality reflection I—X[a@E, CSIBERNIER p : t =u: A BET:
EHEICHFEE HIXMIER, Bk, AT HIE definitional equality, FKEIEE
MBI HXMEA—XEIEEREN, L, HENMATUSHAERLRIZ



I EBECEH eliminator, MTTIEIERAIRERNFE R BERIARXA, Definitional
equality SRR RARBEMNE s THIFN

'kt A ' A= B type
I'+t: B

MRHRNVBEXEZMNVEXENERLE E, Hi&iF—PNERXH eliminator, FARS

£

(conv)

F'kFt: A I'kp: A= B:Set
'k coe(p,t): B
B, RN coe ZFEEZR, BE, AT coe TAHE, ES—HEMR
ERENE, FERANEKHBESR. B, Alt, BRITEEL coe 18IT—%
TTEAN:

(coe)

coe(refl A, t) =t

XEFNGEEE, HK8 A F1 B ERYAE definitional equality BIBY{&E (refl A :
A= B), BT LUER definitional equality B (conv) #LN, BiR[E] t, FAT,
AT IHHERNKARF BN, REKIIEAT definitional equality B (conv)
FRM, definitional equality HNEMIN. BFMNIERXEEREF AR
TERERNLEE R, HMTEREMANFRIBIRED

I'Ht: A 'u:A

'rf:A—B I'kp:t=u:A

subst(f,p): ft=fu:B

FEREN, BRI LN FayT SR
subst(f,refl t) = refl (f t)

EXE, coe M subst ATLUMLAEH—1 eliminatoro X4 eliminator FHFH
SEREERMEME J:

Dz:Ay:Az:x=y:AF C type F'kp:it=u:A Fkr:Cttrefl
' J(zy.z.Ctyu,p,r):Ctup

J(rvy.z.Cit,t,refl t,r) =71

MEZT, I NEREEER, Bk, FHIHRIEC PMRMT 2:t=u: A, B
A J BB T

(C:A—A—8Set)»(z:A)—>(y:A) —(x=y:A)-Czzx—->Cuay



XHEIHZ subst Ml coe WEE: NN C v N subst, B#HIT coeo
MNALESNLEEENEHHAN, FEEETUA J FH:
I'Ht: A 'u:A
'rf:A—B I'kp:t=u:A
'k subst(f,p) = J(z.y.z.(f x = f y: B),t,u,p,refl (f 1))
ft=fu:B

I'tp:t=u:A
I'Finv(p) = J(z.y.2.(y =z : A),t,u,p,refl t)
ru=t:A

IF'kp:t1=t: A I'kqg:to=1t3: A
'k comp(p,q) = J(z.y.2.(t1 =y : A),ta,t3,¢,p)
ity =1t3: A

FrLA, LA J A eliminator BIFERN B, intensional equality, BEBSETRIAFZEA]
FEEALVAEGNMR. LI, R refl HIEWIEEE, BA J BITEM
ML EERY inductive type —#F, IERBH T, Ftk, intensional equality
B EPRH dependent type EBEPERFBIAFRNLE, Coq. Agda FHFALE
#F=Z intensional equalityo

5 intensional equality BYiR)ER

R intensional equality Bix® WAIFERNER, ETIERIX extensional equality
AIURIEN—LEEMR, HP, REENFWERE functional extensionality
UIP EJH, EXp:t=u:AM CEFER— context B, FFLA p TiEMK
Hi—L C AEFRY bound variable, ALt J FIEFRIX functional extensionalityo
UIP EIMTEM J #H. EJARILAIERR intensional equality #1—£ UIP Rk
TR ERAN [1). HItk, RE intensional equality NI 2, XEZHE
—MRREOENLMZINNER, AREE—EEZRIXBESHITRER
&, BEMERANFALE,

BESA intensional equality F7&H functional extensionality 1 UIP, ABAFEA1EE
BUAENERMAENNR? MAXLERIBRSBIF LB RFN—HY, B
HFESHITEMR, Intensional equality A, FRXHIERBREITE LIS XM,
J RBTEBE refl RABEMAZITEMN, FILL, METF intensional equality BJ
AFHPMAERNEXNABRBIFEENITENER. BETEEENEHEE
HizE, IHEBA RN N EMEF.

BRIt Z 4b, intensional equality By J T EMU R EFXRE refl BT IL,
Q%U*ET:E open context T, J E@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ‘éﬁ%%ﬂ&ﬁiﬁmﬂ, ﬁ%%ﬁﬁg

P=r=
ﬁg%o



6 %3 extensional equality BYEid

RE extensional equality SSHEEEEARTTHE, HEALUKRIZX intensional
equality ToiAFRIAMIFLZEERN, FrLL, 3 extensional equality fitH—LEk
EHPRE, MMMERBKENTEME— M EEIFEANEE,

323 extensional equality BIERE RHVINEE NuPRL B [2] NuPRL AR, “8]
HEMRANE” ABHAR—PMRBERANNERM, BMERBKREOEE
=, REHeEVINGELALERNERMELERAAXTGE—RD, BAE
LHIRERKRAZRAEN. Ak, NuPRL BEiELIT extensional equality,
HEBAARFIAFLEXH tactic RERBHFXIIER. A, XSHER
KREITRHRIESE. LT,

BIN—PMHEER: extensional equality MU IBHNEREXREREEZERSE
NEVIERR, FBA, BITATAARERAF UEENENER BITRESFRIE
BANE? fNitt—3K, XRAFMARTELHCHEIEAT. & equality reflection BJ
definitional equality, HIA0—AZEY By equality, HARLUBERRFZBHIE,
e, RMNEBSHERE /. FREEXWIEAE, E#HTIHEEN, ATE J
BRA ‘A7, BIBEIR J 18k, FXE, XENERRACEWRHET
[3le HAERLXBWEESRE (EXEMEK untyped B9, BREIFFEIRMR)

F+t: A F'Fu:A [t| =py |ul
I'F join(t,u):t=u:A

EFRXBIEERARET J, B85 intensional equahty FRERINZE, TEHEHE
PMRIEXNEEFARE definitional equality BY, =@ || X—iSBREX J B
ERERR.

5 intensional equality R[E, ERRFPEZEXXBENIEALRELZEITES
X: J RTFEHITE definitional equality BI#E i8R, EABENEEFNIERAR
B refloe FALL, EITAIUBRARFETRMAZFREXBNAE, FIU0 functional
extensionality fl UIP, XERNIBARASHIFLIAANITE MR,

EFRRGFEEW R IR extensional equality WRR W EFZEIFIEAMRI#, B
RiERE, B/&ARE undecidable B, EA extensional equality FIRRMERRT
FERILAME—R:. HETXHEHRIRNVRIZN, XBELLIBEIT,
0, ERRGARELS N FRZOAR :

A:Set,p: A=A AFQ=Xa: A).coe(p,x) x: A= A

(coe TEFIEHINLY, BT J EXH) BIERER p, FJLUE Q Q @EiFEE
wE, A, AR Q O HMERRE, XRRBEFEHFTERETSFTE 1%
KA, 3 Q Q HITREMRSAATRETR. P, FEIZNEIET, J:l_g
FHRATUEHAEN, FAW 1 2 XEFELRERNRER. Fitb, ERRAFE
A decidable FIEEIEZE, MHTE open context FRIMERAE,



7 [ intensional equality AN UIP

TE, ILFHNBETF UIP, Extensional equality 78 /AT LAIIN UIP, M inten-
sional equality MAR1T, XEE A intensional equality PEXRIEAFITES
Mo BIEREIM. MNFLIERAFRER extensional equality RFER] Az 1 UIP,
A, AFIHERAE J WEFKHFMIZRT, XERFZNMURWHEIF T L,
WMRBNTEE UIP, XA EERIFLERZIIMRAVIE:

o IR J B, FREAMTEFIVIERNE
o TRELHRMMIREG J, RMIZE “Re” IRk J

PR, BEERET, HARMEER/HE J 478 “R2” 89, LURIMEEEBER
CEEXMIEANBER THIT ‘“Re” 5EHHE.

HNAE, HFEHRE refl, HWMESFAMIAMNKREIUARE definitional equality
B, kR J BReM. BA, EEAEETACEEZAIEENERT, AE—
MNEXRER refl B? BRE: FFIH, BEEREEAMINKREAXEEE
% (4], RIEX—BE, EMATUE TOTHER:

J(x.y.2.C t,t,p,r) =r

AEEF, M intensional equality PERIRAVITEIMNAELL, FXIER p FBSH
EBZE refl, HBEHMNNHISEEETEEIREAMGEEEER—FREAR
t RAEHN, XFERBRUEPNITERER L, EFWHAFLEREN
decidability [5]e HF—IFXEEARBEITERNX, BTTUEZRERR
ZHAAN UIP:
I'tp:t=u:A 'kFqg:t=u:A
F'kp=gq:(t=u:A)

B LERTERNA UP BFXEBR—BEIFA definitionally proof irrelevant
equalitye X—R KB F LIRESH UIP LA definitional equality, MIEHED
KRR,

A, X—BRFEPFESUABEHAIMA functional extensionality JE?
BTFEANIEAFREREITEEX, MAZFAEXNAETBRRA R RREHN
HEMR, A, & functional extensionality AR IINRIGES ARER
BRI IR MR, EFE— indexed inductive type T : (N — N — N) — Set,
BMEFRA 1381 functional extensionality JEBAY (+) = flip (+): (N = N — N),
T (+) M T (flip (+)) TENEBKARFERE definitional equality, FTLA, HpIA
g—’l\iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂi‘%ﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁi, ERXNMANERIEER J #HITERKATIEIT

8 EFEAEYITHEITA: observational equality

BT IAE J B9t EMN, FHANIME intensional equality FAINT UIP, $AT,
functional extensionality fRATEZERBIFITEMRBBERTMN. P,



MNHZEERERFINER, 4 J BSHNHEITA.

ZRINARSER, J REEFARLR2BERT I HE, B2, ROKNA
EEARANTNEENZEFN, BMELZETEHER J, BRARTLUGITER
AiE, BIa0, BIEEKI1E p: Ax B=A'x B, REEFXAFILFTEEE, &
AR LUET |

coe(p,t) = (coe(pr, mit), coe(ps, mat))

FFITE, HP m M m BE— pair FIRINDE, pr - 4 = 4,
p2: B =D, EMBIFARMNNTENNEHNZES EHITENSFALE
¥ observational equality [6, 7, 8o

AT EFHBEEBEHATE, HNFERIBANFIERFA/NIFIVERDY
A€o BIEN, ATHEBE—1MFX p: A— B=A - B (%R, RIFE
[RE—N A=A M B=DB WA, Eit, BAIFEBENSHEEEMNAI K
BFTUREMIE:

I'Fp:Ig .4, Bifz] = Hgy.a, Ba[xo]
I'F Taep : Ar = Ap

't p: Hml:AlBl[xl] = HI2:A2B2[‘/’C2}
IF myeep : Ipya, Iy, (21 0 Ay = 29 0 Ag) — Bylx1] = Ba[zo]

ARE, E e B, HEITHW 21 A = 20 0 A, EI: EXRETEAR
—¥7T. XA, HEf. FARALLEERNFRLE ¢ = u: A TEE#H
Etﬁ?ﬁﬁgﬁgﬁﬂgﬁ‘ﬁ%*o %E HrltAlBl [!El] = HI21A2B2[.’E2] l:Fl, A1 *I] A2 ;F
—ERRA—HE, FMURINMBIHEEXR N RENEEEEZLR Bi[v1] M Bslz,)
ZEHNEEXR, XESHAMBLROEERRNZELXLEEIA heterogeneous
equality [9], TFRINEBRBZFNZFRNLEENA homogeneous equalityo

FEITEMZE, KA heterogeneous equality HARKEFERX T UTLMEE T,
T REEIEERMEREENIRRIEST . BLEAENFR (BHEEEEEM
BRIZHY closed context FRLIZRYET) FUFRMIB R A XFISE BV KR IAR L 2 AHFR,

# definitionally proof irrelevant equality —#¥, observational equality FIZF I
REWIEAZEITERX, HEBINEEFEXARENREXNBE I KTH. P
LA, UIP BRI LROIIN. B5 definitionally proof irrelevant equality A
[, SR TERBANITEIMN, observational equality A B LAAIN functional
extensionality FRIE, MARFITEMR. TR LE—THHNGF, EINA
T:(N—=N-—N)— Set, #IEBET (+) = flip (+) : (N - N = N), Hlt,
FATATLOERRRE FMER p: T (+) = T (flip (+))o EFE, HENZXAE
EX—FHITE coe(p,t), HF t: T (+) B, RESAMBLFZLEE (IRIE
definitional equality) , E{THINEREEIELIEE T, FTl coe IR T BE
X3t # TP XE—K, RE t AHEH T NMERMELE, 1TEM
REMER T 2o



EF observational equality FIIANZFRBXNREBRIEIFITESR, i
AIAREHNIN functional extensionality, M definitional HRZASHY UIP FZ,
£ observational equality XM TIER, FRESZLFAX—ME, FEAN
SIANRREZNMNEENERDFIENX FIg0, MM THAEEMEZ TP EREF. W
PMREAEFMEN TN AIERATLLHMERER, FF. FX L, observational
equality B FIRIFETF I : FXRVIER S @S Z B AT AN e /R /M
MARE, WFTHEMBHOE. FHFREMBRMEHN

9 E UIP: FE{CIERE

Intensional equality 28 F7AIERE UIP, X3 F 1% M FAFRIE AT sE-E— ik
=, M, XWELKE intensional equality AJ IAFER—LE UIP AL RS
XEPHREZN—MIFLRREEEEL (Homotopy Type Theory, HoTT) [10]o

EMERBEHROE—FKEN Univalence W AR, EEMEMHEEZNE
E/Y, B0, FIATLFEEMEEERICHIERR A x B = B x Ao Univalence 3§ “#%
EHNAGRRTARAEE, RESHRWMERM—F X—mAAENERR
B, ARTREAGHNERENAX—RERE IR,

BEREXRLCPNESKELIR J RETEMN, REXRELCIENRNE
JLFEBIEITIL intensional equality 5 J 881 ARE, LLEEEMAREFRIKEE,
J FERERKARIEESEREN. REXF J, BERCEEIRH UIP BREIL
M, ZEMI/RIEE! Bool, Bool MIEEHEEMMEMAT:

id not

— —
Bool Bool Bool Bool

~_ ~_

id not

id b =b

not true = false

not false = true

ARXFRFHZEN 5V EI LUEE Univalence & Bool = Bool BYEILIERA pig
M pooro FAM, BEXMNERIERITE coe KBEHARNITH, RAFKNE
EEJA%&—"H Univalence BEINFXNHIT coe KFEIAFERMXMIEBHNEIN
XHZBH. FrlA:

coe(piq, true)
coe(Ppot, true)

MR pia = Pnots BBAFMNIFAEESE true = false! FRLL, ERIECEEILH,
UIP AMYXARRIL, MERFR—H.

id true

not true

RERMCEEILARLHF UIP, BEREBZIF functional extensionality, &3
L, functional extensionality BJ LA Univalence BIZIERH [11]o

8



10 BEITER HoTT: iIFHHEBL

RARMCEEILETHF Univalence X—IFERENRIE, BRICTHIEXHRZMFE
FITEMR, B—EEXEXRELTEFRTEER. Alt, RIEPCEEICH
— I ERBENEB L, —LUEIL S EEIL (Cubical Type Theory) HIFER RS
BT T WK [12, 13, 14], REEEBIEH FERMIZIAFHEE MR ZHER,
HQRZEK Univalence X—RIBN HEIL, URFERXFEELNLEHE intensional
equality Ry J REITEMR. MIIAERERNRTTX—RRE, SERA—#
ZAXE (interval) BIHMRFERAFAEEF,

XERIAHXHEHFARN—IMER I, EBEREME LR : L AW, XEFR
BHRER, XGENEXKENETERERLER: BE2E7T - MKEE i
WIEZEFIE i B L B2 R XIERKEX—FFHIER: KB EHN—1TRRT
HNimm L M R, XEIERPEINE TR, FrUFREEXKEEN—REM
EARRRR— M RGE,

Ba, XiENfAIEBEAREREFAR? ROFNE-TXEAKENEE
i:To FMNARER ¢ RIULED, FRIARRITMAMGER @ BI757A:

o STEANER i, WIEIL i R AESERE—F
o i ZBAF— DL I NSERTREL

BRISENBE— DRI f = Ni....: [ > A, BAX—RBEMEEX—HFER iR
R LM fRo SN, f W NERAEFMENSEAM: S8 XK
AN, f R NHERARMIEEFN, XM refl, HEH @ WITELHF—
P T RSHERERE, SASTRRT BT EFARME—TEANEFL,
FTEd @ RALENFRSBINLEDSE B W0FNL. L, FiuIHE
Bigdh, HNNTUERER A ENEFAEXN T — A BIRE.

FIAXKERE X EXERHIEESHRELE, FlN, “SHEEENITHAE
% AIUREA:

pril— Aps: T — BFAG:D).(p1 iy ps i)
Functional extensionality 18] LIFAX B3 MAMIE X H

hiA— (I B)FAi:DAa: A)hzi

g%ﬁjuﬁﬁiﬁiﬁe I — A BERAENN, XM MERNNAMERITEER
o

A, NEFA—THXEDSENERNHITIHER? XENHTEMRUS ob-
servational equality IFBAEMA: RIBEXARHENSAHITETITE. RFAd,
observational equality NITEENEFANHS, ML EREICHIERAZET
KWEEXIER B S REMH. HII0, EXE A x B £ coercion BJRARILLIT
8]

coe((A(i: I).A x B),t) = (coe((Ni.A), m1t), coe((Ni. B), mat))

9



A, 80 coe((A(i: I)A(G : 1)....),...) B9, FEXBEH LB coercion RZiZU0fA
TEIE? X—R, TEBRIBERENENEHERNITEANT, AT HRRX—
A, BEFIN—NBA comp (composition) BIFTIEE, X—IRIERLLENIE
—#HMXE T - A, TBREBEESHN “THEK 1" - A, XIERILHERE
BFHER. s, MIZFERILHIMAN Univalence AIBRFFES I ANZIIMNY
mE, BFRECUAE. ERERE, LR HITITE,

Bai, L AREILER LM, —FIUE Cartesian Cubical Type Theory [14], ©
BRAEHM comp FiR(E. F—MILE De Morgan Cubical Type Theory [13],
THHRIERNEE, B4 interval NI ETEEEHILEN (de Morgan algebra) o
ItEh, 7E Arend [15) BEHRELMT — 8B HoTT with an interval FISFER R
%t [16) ERAHATBTILAERIE, BRAEFEHTXERMEZER, H2HF
Univalence, Arend NEBAZL T AR CEERIFS, BEEBFNITEY
B (2L HoTT E4f).

11 {#FAKia, {BEF UIP: XTT

M AFEESH ‘XiE)” A TFESENIEE S @ 835 functional extension-
ality TEPNRYIE 2 M BRARRE B B HIIERR, AT, SeREMIIL HEBICERZ UTP. XHF
Univalence, HAIIEMTFZELRE, B4, BREMNBXEX—MRERE
EX, B51tERSF UIP IB2:AEX—BRSEIMNERRARRE XTT (17, 18]

XTT HFAESA LRI ERAXE 1 RKiEE, KB A FNEALBEME 1 - 4
BIBRI#, Ik, functional extensionality FRMERTE XTT HEIL. AT ZHF
UIP, XTT 5|N\T—%%7 boundary seperation BIREN: 4EMRE/FX
pg: I —A, IR pL=qLBpR=¢qR, B4 p=qo XiRBBEEFR N IHRME
FEINERNEEEEFN, IER UIP EX(E TFHRA,

XTT B coercion BIITEH observational equality /3275 KB ILHERE, &
RIBEBNLEZ D TR, FAM, F observational equality A[F, XTT H
B coercion BItHEZIRIEEXMEA——1 1 — A BIK L, mMIEHFANTH
MmSRFITH. FTLL, XTT AEXNIEAREITEA XN, A TAIEER
LRBEEG W coercion, MRIAFESIN— comp ##1E. A&, HF boundary
separation/UIP BTE7E, X—iR{ELLI 5 KELCHBIX R AR AS (B &,

XTT AEE—PMEINIE R ERIF. F observational equality —#, XTT
FEEBARANEXIRER/NIFARNES. KBABERT, X—RAILUEE
B A XEIRIRIETER. AT, B— 15 RBMHMSELE, RUOKNE
p:A— B=A - B, REBIEEFER/I— A=A WIERA, £
observational equality HA] BUBII MM NFTHI AR/ AEMERRAX—FK, H
£ XTT #, BFEAMIEREHTEEX, MAEEFRATHN. ALk, XTT
SINT — PR BHAITIRALEAIMNE typecase, HREAISELE AT LLES
typecase(T){ll,.4Blz] = A| = ...} Bl #AM, typecase fEIFEHEAILL
MEBRBEHAITRALRS 2 EITIE, XEEMTEENER, KFEFESK
2 parametricity. 1TRHZFENMRERL. Frll, XWATEEM XTT H— MRS

10



12 BE

functional ex-

KRR/ FNHKE tensionals UIP HEMER | KEKE
ensionality

intensional equality 7 I 4F BJHIE

i ional li .
Xn}zlslona equality + 5 5 2 I
extensional equality =) =] o g;&];"ﬁﬂﬁf
extensional equality + ST
definitionally proof ir- .
relevant equality x & 5 FIHE
observational equality | B =) o BJHIE
EfeREE ] AL | & BJHIE
AR =l RBYIL | §F BIHIE
Arend/HoTT with an <o =
terval =] RREIL | & AIFE
XTT B ;) 4 AJFIE
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