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Abstract: Unlike the widespread applications of algebraic methods in computer science, coalgebraic methods, as
the dual concepts of algebras, have not been noticed by computer scientists till the mid 1990s. In algebraic methods,
the constructive elements of data types are studied, while in coalgebraic methods, the observable behaviors of
systems are investigated. Coalgebraic methods have distinct advantages in mathematic study of state-based systems
since them enable the depth research on those systems’ properties such as behavior equivalence, nondeterminism
and so on. Coalgebraic methods have also been applied in many research fields, for example, automata theory,
semantics of concurrency, specifications of object-oriented software etc. The recent progress of coalgebraic methods,
including its basic concepts, categorical foundations, logical foundations and its applications, is summarized for
raising the attention of the relative researchers.
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LA (coalgebra) 2 X £ (algebra) [ X 48 (dual) k& 76 VH S HLRE 22 h AR EL 7 725 A “H4) 32 (constructive)” I £
BETF I S A Hm 28 0 (g S, 1 AR E 5 v ) IR A 2% (observable)” (1) M B wE it % A AL, BEFE. ok
RS TR R 4.

0, WARE A SR (17 95) 3% LIST JEillid 45 = R (nil: 1 >LIST) AR P 28 A 17T % (cons:
LISTxA—>LIST)3X P4 A4 A A4 385 T 45, v 45 FH U0 49 )it 2 s SO 3 10 B3 A7 D IE B oA DG 1 Jo o8 I s, A L AX A
JEKF TSR (A)STREAM ] HEAT YAl I S5 AS )WL 52 5 € 1 B 0 3 (head: STREAM—A)FI A1 7 2 1 He Ak
TG % 41 R 3K (tail: STREAM—STREAM), it 33 3 P AN FE AT g A F 35 U9 44 (coinduction) J5L 3 v & LG 95 R 1
B AT A, FEAIE I A et i

TEVH MR AREOTVE DA TR S BRI T2 )7 18 208 SR SUEE T )2 N R SR 5 v
EAERA B SIS 5 M E B 5 57.1988 4E,P. Aczel S5 N RAF LB F VLA H T CCS b RE R E
(process algebra)(f) £ &5 18 Y (final semantic)'L Ik 5, THAURFE TAE# R IILACKOT B0 0FTUIE TR 10 R 4
B AN BERE . 5. AR A ) A1 AR ) D0 Rk A AR B AR A O TR W DO R GE AT A A
AN Ak S B BT IR ANER D I B8 R 4 g Sy R B TR S B, T Sk AT R 5 B AIE.

20 40 90 4EARHILJ. Rutten 25 K SLAREOT W+ FHBHLELS . I KRR FA i SCRIIF R4, 0 0 HE 3 A A
B RH A SR AT T IR AR I, B 58 T2 JE A BB 48 (universal coalgebra theory) ) 3 fifi 561 54— J7 1 HL
Reichel, B. Jacobs % AW 3L AR Ky v HY -F 101 i % G B8 1 i 0L 55 ¥ S e, JF & T LOOP(logic of
object-oriented programming) T-H X} OO B HEAT A 5 5> LB, Jacobs 25 A i 71 1A 44 5 3L VA 44 (3 05 1
SRR ARG BB 5 R AT AT T AR g,

90 AR PG T LAk Bk 1 22 B TH LA N SEA O AT T W, W1 I, Adamek, H. P. Gumm %5 A\ i —
W T B HITEE S AT L Moss, A. Kurz, D. Pattinson 28 A #E— 0197 7 340502 48228 G, Rosu, J.
Rothe 25 N3k 5097 T HACKORE 3244 g 1998 FE LUK, E s EEZ AT T 5 a5t ERUR E b ik 4t
R HJ7 (Coalgebraic Methods in Computer Science, CMCS’98~ CMCS 2002)f4E 4. H #i,3X — 4 W 5% 1F AE
AN e, b ) i i B e A AR 1 A

BAVRI IS T SRR b I I ARHOT 5, 0T T E AR Th A A O VA I VE IR TRl L I AR K
FEFHIX 3 AN 5 T LA SO U5 TG 3% — 800 iR 7 98 D AR EAT 4808 236 1 1 A B LA B e S, 9045 LA L
W7 0 CA B 28 2 715 £ HAR B U7 VA FE FE W R A T TS 3 N A LAREO AR DT T I AR 4
IR SARK T VARV EALRE  H B N B 5 N R 4 4 S0, I R B AR B T VA I R R b T 2 R 1) B ), A L
VA5 AN T B 3 9 X — 038 1) A T 9 R, e RIS L B 9T A MO A (R A BE A T B A DT Ak 11 32
RN T R R P8 SO T [ 6] G PR 2 B 18 R At A A0 1 152 8 6 FEARE O VI DR S O

1 HRHAEX

AT AR NS A KL EWIEHEQ{fA">4, BH f4">4 WEEZENSMERE 454+
A+ +AARIHE DL AT 5 SO &5 58, DRt AR E AR D AR KR R B R & d5e ) e AT S TR AATIR 2 (7 3 7E T
WEIR IR 45 58 H R T FCo>CARBA I % 8 X Z 0 (A, f-FA—>A) fHAAT R AR & 2 7R = U
PAK (L Rl

EX 1. 455E s C A K F:CCF-IAREUR —udl(4, o), i 4 2 C N B ;004A—>FA 2 C RIS, FRA
A L4 # (transition structure). F-35C%(4, ) 2B, A1 F-75 4 (homomorphism)i& C I h:4—B, Hij &
Fheo=B°h ANHESIE F- 3RO F-A S/ T —ANTa %, id 4 Cr.

HMH KR F-HEREA, a2 — N HAENEREMN RS, 4 2 H T E T RNRE, I acd—>FA AR NAEETT
WS R GAT J9, X AT R AT e 5% T R R W B IRPIRE . of B R0 7 i 8 LA BN IR R R R AT 1 — A
AT 2y BEZR G 0T A5 WL 5 11— Tl i) [0, F- 2 5 D) 2 PR 2R 84T 0 IO ST i 48 B W T AR S BE T IRES I &R
EwdETHE 371 8

Bl 168/ B 5 7 ) E e i d 4,5 XA T St:Set—Set H Sty(h:X—Y)=id xh:AxX—AxY.



I BEE it EAAUA S b g R T R R iR 1663

T St - AKX, o X— AxX) X SR SR 0 av] B 1E(value,next): X—>Ax X, H value: X—A4 T\ X
22 acAnext: X—>X R X Fe NN —IR&, UAT AT N — W& AL v ¥ X B B A/ H i (stream) {ag,a,,a5,...,
Ap,...} value: X—>A WAFTRHIEE 1 AN N/ A next: X—X 7 i v IS N/ N —AME.

$FFPATUX, e XA X)FY, B Y Ax Y)Y, B EL h: X—Y J& St -8 2 HAU M VxeX,valuey(h(x))=value(x)F
VxeX,nexty(h(x))=h(nexty(x)).

TERR)F TG 5 18 008 SCIT I, i TR )3 I N 2 — A s I AR AL 4 1 LU JE Rl B 53 7
TRARHE 3 i A\ 1 T A S, A0 DU S I T AR D7 vk ] DU B RN I i N/ IR ) P )
IR IF M2 AT T 203 SUHEIR T 22 2% B. Jacobs A J. Rutten B YFRHE AATT 25 HY T 35X 75 1 B — S8 AR 47 451 1.
H—2PHh,U. Hensel 7F3CHR[341 PEANI I8 T 88/ I 00, IF LU T 70 R 38 )3 271 3t (9 T 30 SO 286 - AR
BTN T 808 5 1k A R

f 2% 45 5 #3 2 5): [ S A, X T Lt;:Set—Set N Lt (h:X—Y)=P(id xh) : P(AxX)—>P(AxY).

Lt,- BN, o X>PAx X)) P EAF IR T RS N a2 R LY 2RESEE .4 25 @)
L P(AXX)E AxX MR X T YUHPIRES xeXx B FPRE v eX HHiH aed L HM M(ax") e ox).

BT I Lt - FLACEX, e X P(AX XYY, B: Y > P(Ax X)), AN HEIAF BRI EL heX—Y & Lt -5 5024 HAC Y VreX,
HVx eX{ax'ye ax)=(a,h(x"))efhx)FVyeYay)efh(x))=Ix' e X(y=h(x"A{ax") € a(x)) EL..

TSR BB HLER IR LA 8 AL 18] 1R 25 S R TS0 oy L o MR 8, T 3 P AN M 2 A, 1E 2 EARE T v A% L.
I, B LS AT 3 B U I AR RN SR £ B L AT B S LN — B4R T B SR R
SU N AN, 2 45 B AIHLIRES K B B SIALER I A% O 2 — .. Rutten {8 HILARECT 1% B Zh ML 18 13
1T T YU BRI, A5G T — L83 (1 45 3,28 W AR B 1A 3 — AU L A o (A 34,

Bl 3CH 1) % R KAL) R R RR:

ClassSpec ACC { /1 RATIR
deposit: ACCxR—ACC; /] AR AT G BLR h SEHUEE.
balance: ACC—R; /1 B 4

}

XRET] LA E B T Ace:Set—Set iy Acc(h:X—Y)=(idg=>h)xidp: X*xR—Y*xR.

YT Ace-HAABUX, o X>XpxR),X FIF K ACC HARSZILIN (K A H R R, o 7m B W A1 7V deposit,
balance): X—X*xR deposit: X—>X" M T deposit:XxR—X, i balance:X—>R.

B F % VE, B X=R, Acc- A HU(R (deposity,balancer)y: R— R RY T W4 F — A SEHR %MK 2 (1 A BFIR 7
(B P 45 %00, X I ] 58 X depositg: RxR—>R A SEFUINE, M balancer:R—>R  SEE 1 HI1H 5 bR 44

ZITEI 5 — 2B B X=R* Acc-FEACHU(R* (depositps,balanceps): R*—R*FxR) W F — > Sz 80 7 51 %
N P R A (B R K P AF B 1 L R ), depositgs:R*XR—R R E X N V{x|,...x,)eR*xeR,
depositps((X1,....%,)X)=(X1,.... XY, 11 balancer:R*—R T] & X KV {(x1,....x,) ER* balancer({X1,....x,))=x1+...4X,.

ST WA Ace- 3 A B (X (deposity,balanceyy: X—X"xR) F1 (Y (deposity,balancey): Y— YExR), N At B iIF ok %
h:X—Y 32 Ace-A Y HAY 2 VxeX,balancey(x)=balancey(h(x))F1VreR,h(deposity(x,r))=deposit,(h(x),r) %Ir..

BT ER A Ace-FLAR KL (R (deposity,balanceg):R—>R*xR)FI(R* (depositpsbalancep):R*—>R**xR), F] & X
BREL h:R*—R MV (x,....x,) € R* h((x1,....x,))=x ...+, WIAHELGUE h & Ace-A5T.

T P R A AR AR O vz A8 A E R SRl I AT o0 59 A9 2 B L AREO T VR S I IR ) 4 %
Fi AR IL A i 202 T H 40 5 38, AN AT B 4 54 R0 36 4 6k i v 5, o HLE T FH TR IR X B 5 X % 2 1A
15 3.B. Jacobs 5 A FHHACE T WA 5T T 100 1) 56 G 4 R 1) B 00 Bt R 1) 1b, ) Java 38 55 19 UM Java R I
KAUEREAT T VRN 81335361

2 HRHAEREEMAR
X LIS I SARE TS T B R R SUAS 2 AR B0 5 S E (e Hopf AR BT 1 AT SEHLRL 2
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KT AESAREOTT VT DA A 98 8 Pk TR &S MR R 48 0 8% T Kb AT 1 JE Rk 98 IX Rl 50 A 5 X
LY S B A S L DR VU RS B JE — R B 00 . B 0, 5 4 Bl B2 5 R B B TR T AR BIOE = —
ML TR () B 2 ) R AT X PR SRR ST A 40 Ry LU JLAN T TR

2.1 HREHMIE

A B b A B A # 38  HE AL S (subalgebra) . F (product)fX 5 7 (quotient) AR %, X 3 Hs, x5} T~ Fe A E 1 4
&, AT E R 7 A E (subcoalgebra) . FEARET A 3 AR (coproduct) LA K 7 AR B i 5 &5 4, 1F 5 e 1145 3
RS A

TWIEXFEELY. Rutten 25 A 493 T 552 ARECER S AT B (1) — 2656 T A Kb 3 11 45 18 1) L fun, 7 LA B0 9%
ST AL A B T HAREO e T — AN 58 &4 1 HLAREC T B VR 15 (R 35 0 [R5 45 55 X Lo 45 1R # 4L T2 G Y
1) — A B TR A BR ESHS T DATE (DR 1D 7 SO M — b 0 i S — A B BR ORI S R B0 B TR Y W 2 iR
PR RS Y D T AT BRSBTS A BRI AR D PR O SRS YW I ) iR R e

AT — FE s v () S AR 75 T 4 iR R G B — MR W E 50 3K 23 A R 0 B W AL B RE R A
e fRIEIL b3 AREE s B AT R 85, H X 5 T E 2R R AL Kurz 45 1R SR Al 9 A1 o 7 2200 2 11
— 2t 0 T4 S ) LA 4 A 5 - A A VS I () A L 5 T DA B — RS b AN R A — 2 ) S
TAEAAEE— S0 b AR B R B u s e SR EEER ARG & AW, 76 Scott 3EWE Fistit
LB E G S I AR P I8 SO A X
22 HRFZEHEEIXR

FEAREOTT B DS 2 — & TR (bisimulation) 6 &, 2 M ELF 20 T RGAT I EM XA B WAL S.
RGAT NEM AL — A ERRIR R RGBS RS NG (1A BEG v LU E AR 7 147
09, BN W22 38 T U W 56, P9 A 2R 0 T [R) A (180 i N 08455 2 77 AR () P A /) 7332 358, 0 % 8 AN e WL ¢ 38 (Bl e
X 40 FR G N RS (A .

T R IX 5 T AT A 2, R T FRAT Se 45 tH AU VE T BTG R I e SR

EX 2. 5E KT F:Set—Set & F-3 A, ) FI(B, B, 7% R RCAXB (A, ) F(B, B2 Al FI(F-) H UK R,
WRAETE R B yR>FR 13 Frly=c°my M Frly=f°mg WAL, X By M & XA V(a,byeR,my({a,b))=a,
my({a,b))=b.

Bl 418 RS AR T 0T € LI R Sty:Set—Set,ReXxY & WA (X (valuex,nextyy:X—>AxX) Fl
(Y{valueynexty):Y—>AxYyZ [A] [F) AL R Y B ALV (x,y) eR,valuex(x)=valuey(y) H(nexty(x),nexty(y)yeR L.
XL X T Y 2 HARLR), 2 HAL ALSE s AL A IR )x e X Al ye Y i, P9 ANV IR A R /40 A A
[F] (valuex(x)=valuey(y)), 11 H X TAEA] J5 SLARZS, AT B % /4 A ALK [ (B8R (nexty(x),nextf(»)) eR), X £ &
MR X B RGEAT SN

Bl 5:[ 2 SR A% T AT T R T Lt Set—>Set,ReXxY J& Lt~ AKX, a: X—>P(AxX) (Y, B Y-
P(AxX)) 2 A LR 2R, 24 HAY 24V (x,y) eR :

(1) Vx'eX(ax")ealx)=Ty' e Y(x'yYeRA(a)") e A»));

Q) Vy'eYa,y')yefy)=Ix e X({x',y'yeRA(ax")) € a(x)).

IR AR B SO AN RS XM Y R BRI, FACY S S xe X A pe Y e AT ALY,
HIGREA 53 5 BB J5 SDIRES,IX PN 5 SR AR 2 FARALL 1, 3X 5 JE R AR b AT, R R & — 2

B 6:%F THTI BT & XA BT Ace:Set—Set, TeXxY J& Ace-3HACH(X (deposity,balancey): X—X*xRYFI(Y,
(deposity,balancey):Y—>Y*xR)y Z [A] [f) H 1 Bl 3¢ & 4 H AL 4 V{(x,p) e T,balancey(x)=balancey(y) F (deposity(x),
deposity(y)ye T AL IZMAT & R GEAT 2 &5 O I B B SR Y W82 0P 5 I AT 3K R AU [R], 10 HL DL U BEAFE K
BT T 00 0 A AR AR 2 6 TR T E I A Ace- 35 AR M (R (depositg,balanceg):R—>R*xR) Fl (R*,
(depositgs,balanceps):R*—>R*FxR),7E X F 5 TcRxR* N

T={{x,{x1, %0, X)) o= x4,
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W 75 AT 2 T AL OG AR

H T TS DLAE I R ASEAY R ) /E HERR AR B b T BT 1 22T, Rutten™, AL KurzP* H. P. Gumm45 A0
BT IACEU TG R AT T2 MR (KI8T 50, 2 v — A i T 2 (K0 9F 0 445 R o A AR K 1) 1 T
BRAU I AR PR A SE A LA AT TR G R AR A & AR A AR 22 ) 1 9% AR gt 4T
TIRAWIIL.

A. Kurz 758 18 S0P s IR BTG 2R 10 e e 454 (B0 Lok s 3C 2 i R 8y :R>FR) AT AEAS A
ME— (DR TREER T 2 RIXRE), I LU IR fo K TLARAU IR 38 I AN 18 e 0 45 A0 1) LE AL [ I At 2 L
TASAF I R LA OG 3R 1 e e B R M — I 4 P O T BOR LR O 3R AL Kurz S T LA o 0 2:

(1) 2757 5 R AL 5% AR A7 A Aol e S () i KT 480 445 ) 2 3K ol i X e 45 g T B S 28 4 1) L BEADL G
(K5 BAT R T B X

(2) AT T RELE HY L8 bR 1 FA M R 0 5 ) 1) B K LD G AR 2 15 1] RE 45 L 2 by 1 10 e K EL AR AT
KA TH R IR 12

(3) 2 75 A R LA e 0 5 ) ) T AU G 3R R SCIT T Al 2 2R A K0 oy 1 23 fy e A1 5 A 48 1)
EMEAAKRR?

MH TR SCHRK A HL P, Gumm £ESCHR[3 7] il w13 il BL(2), (L i) RELCT) A 1 i (3) 16 95 4 Y 3 g ]
25 FRATIN A T L (3) B i A B T 0 o LR o 32 A AR A PR AR 8 VA IR AR TRLAL Kurz 7E
A i S e o P 7 — B W v SCREIRAT Ay 25 1 At A &5 ——JE 7] 4% % 3R (cocongruence) FIUL ¢ 45
W FEWEIT T E AT S AR Z 8] (K0 B 5C 2RIXNATFT R GEAT 0 S5 MRS AIE 17— o R i
2.3 BEFKHYMEFEEM

TEARKCEE 0 v 22 %A H VA 40 SRV GhAE B U 90 8 SCR A 9046 (initial ) AQE V5T, B ) 46 A BB AT
RAHAE A ME— 1) [R5 ST, DR G 4 ) 3 — e ARk A ) s X T W04 RA BN AR B HME — R A& 4l — 28
M, mT BLSE X s/ (minimal )G B /MR8 B 7 AREG AT AT UK e SCTE SR /DMREL B ) — 289818 EAT A 4hiE
B, B IE W 6 A 2 U 1 14 0 3% A A R B e LT A R RS 45 B 5 NS T 70 3 AL 1 T .

VA 4 Jsst R ) 4 0 T A RS AR I P 80 o SR 2% 5 ) 2 il 5 i 2 B SR Y 5 1Y) T LA 6 B b,
LI SCRISE A GIE B A 3R AR B 7 v T 3 G5 1 B0V e 3 S5 40k 11 T S FIIR R L T g (0 B R e
(final/terminal) 3 ARH IR P 50T 520 3L AR K B 28 25 S AR KA E A0 ME— 1) [R5 S, 3 A 45 28 &5 LRS00 o K B ARG
FOt R TE S5O0 R T BEIE B 28 45 AR B b P AN T 2 A A, FUBEIE B AR AT I BT R gE — 20 i AL T e
ANRE N 8, 7T 5 N BT B A B, U W ] B A B P PR A JC B A 58, R Y AT FREARL (R R RT 56 T34
V120 J55 B IR N 46 7, 22 W, B. Jacobs F1 J. Rutten (131553,

PR T 3 U 4 J B Y P, 2% o AR BRI A R AR sl ik AR B T R IR A A e ) — AN T L.
Rutten 25 A\ GBI BB 1 A ) o8 1 Sty Rl 3 P eR 1 Ace IXFERI 2 T8 B T (HESE R T Wl T
WA LR IE TS B 6K T AR AT 4 2 LR BB Bk i) 2 P ) B8 T Lt,:Set—Set, 1T Lt (X)=P(AxX),
X ARA RS POOSESA, AT REH P(AxX)S5E 3, BT LA Lambek 5B (1% 5 | BB 2 FEAQH0 T 5 e 45 1 2 1) 4
S, BT Lty AEELGEILREANT 2058 R MAT RS T — il RR A e RS, A4S 2R 1 Lty
Set—Set, & X0 T REL f :X— Y, Lty ( f)=P; (idyx f):Pr(AxX)—>P; (AxY), I 2y (AxX)E R AxX W T A
PR T B BB B2y (idgx ) TE LY P(idgx )8 SCHTRL IR R A TR BRAR BN BR T Lt A7 1 2 85 3008

B3, H.P. Gumm %5 AEW] T #5786 T F:Set—Set JE 45 Ak 1, e 1748 & 45 JARE 022 i HL [ ¢
SEFRAFAE RS e 1AL B F-UR A, @) SV ae A AR A, ) I F AR EB, B Y /L aeB H|BI<x i T H AR
FLSFE ST AE— M b AL Kurz #5758 T & HET 247 5L 7E Wi (bounded category), Uil B T — G4 T (1 ¢
SEILAR M A s H Y,
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3 HERBEBEMTAR

S5REBMLE TR T FCoCH T F-AAREA, o) H 245 1 LI (signature), DA 2005 o BT 45t (1947 9 10
TR A REHE IR R G B VE T A9 4 4 T 56§ Acc:Set— Set, Ace-3EACE(X (deposity,balancey): X— X xR) F i 4
HAZR I R WBTH deposit 1 balance WA EEAE IXIEAJE — A 76 FE 1 BTG, 00 ZTH8 3 1 PR A 4 Jr o 2 11
PR

1997 4, L. Moss $5 578 SCER[25]H W S0 & it ik SLARKOME ot 1) 2 48 4 th AR B SRS B V) G R AL
Kurz 75 3CHR[38] 4 H A I B2 i ok B T AR K 7 v 1 T o 2R i A R 5 4K, 1 2 2438 )
T T 3ARE 2 4  BEA ER SLAH TR] 1) 0G 2R DA K S5 AR Hh 1) Birkhoff AU & B ¥ Birkhoff
JEARH s BT TR A GTAL Kurz 845 T IV BB #5110 3 Fh o 2tigfa2:

(1) L. Moss™ Mt 1 HARHUZ 48 5 i A XA RS9 [F1 57 (1 88 1 F:Set—Set $& 4 — Rl F (1 7015, 45
FH Rl LA E M T8 18 X i A BR T AR R A 1) 5 iR o Tl (R R RE OB N s, SRS 1B R
KR AT, R b HE DL 2 A

(2) M. Répiger™ FI B. Jacobs!> "W 5T T 2 1505 [ 68 1~ L1 7 7 B B 25 8 0 ALATT B 6T T 46 1 B 7 (1 33 DL A
T, 58 X KOG R A ) DA R BRI AN AR 2, LA s 7= A s FLATE S0 R SR T SE s - T80 1) %o B 2 B
FIFCA T WAE Java 25 M IEFYE & Java i 5186 SUIFSE 0V 2 J0pb 7 it =1

3) D. Pattinson!®®4045 A 3 &I 452 HH — ol BE 7 {8 ) S ) i F— B eR 1 HO JRAR K2 45D, Pattinson BF5T T 41
Al A AR AR 4 M BR T3 BB 1,10 AL Kurz T T SLARE0T A8 48 5 A0 116 55 20 4 2 (8] R0 . 5%
ZR P A0 3% P LA Y 5 (£ F% Scott Topology, Accesible Category 25) 47 5t BIF 9% 38 FH T JLARH 18 40 %
LR

FARECRIEZS 18 4 2 TB) IR R AR IE AR 30 45 AN A8 2 TA) B B R A2 AR R v, — SR AREIOR th 45 ok e
SO0 B IS SR A A BRI A TR U S MR T e AR AR 18 P Birkhoff 1)
RS T BB S B 2 A &L Birkhoff fCH#% (varieties) & B — ALK T L. TACHM
[ A5 3t ) 24 HAN 2 e AT DL — S 45 20T e iz B T AR LB e vk o S5 A Ll ) & 5 gk AT
AR HSORA) 1 2 TR PRI 3R, A AR B TR A (9 D7 it T AR A T () i 3 70 v AR B 8 vh A A EE A, 5K
T Birkhoff {Q#7% & FLIK B AR N 2,2 W ICHR[41].

BT Birkhoff A% B AL V2 AR B v 1) 2B M DR D AN 2 2 35 0F 90 % e B A AR B B 8 v (R 36 o
P, R Birkhoff 3L EL % (covarieties) & B (VA M Ui 2 3% Birkhoff JLACK 7 7). Bk 3 Flig 4 B2 A 7% A
B TP RS TE S DU R SEAR S SR A ML 5 T Birkhoff $HACBR% i BRI 2 BEAF 9T 0 ) S — 2 A 2 A T RE
SATAFE — I ILAREL ST R TP BB TE 5 N7 VE,A. Kurz 35 06 T F =B BLSTE S Lr 8500 20035 2
WR 4R

(1) AER F-3LRBA, ) F1 L7 1A AFAETE HE T 58 REF 4cAxLr,

(2) ZE MR R RS AR T R R EEM I F- LA, ) RI(B, B, A TE B AT TR )
HREAUK TR ReAxB AT 13 (x,py e RN Vel rxbr 4 po)FF po.

HF PR &KAMA. Kurz 8 X T — IS0 IRE RSB 53— D i, D. Pattinson % ABIA T AR
BiATE S IR SN SPOAEH T — 8 2 X F i Birkhoff JLACHHE & B, B R = 3 T30, 3L
ILAREAN R AR B 1A 24 HACY & o] i — S A X0 E X B — RS 2 2 = AL i A L.

X FAARE % H. Gumm 25 A F8 3 (0 BEREAT T0F90,9F 51N T 58 % J0AREELY)(S. Awodey 25 A ik
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Table 1 The dual concepts between coalgebra and algebra
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