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1 Introduction
Notes...

This paper compares an alternative, which we will here call tuple types, with the record types as proposed in [2]. The
objective is to demonstrate that tuples types are simpler than record types.

The principal differences are:

» Tuple types do not involve attribute names. Attribute hames continue to be associated with tables as column
names.

» Tuple types exist as parameterized types, much like collection types, without having to be created.

Most other aspects of [2] are unchanged. In particular, it is proposed here that distinct types can be defined from tuple
types, making it possible to refer to such types by name. (It might also be useful to consider a simple alias facility,
which would give such a type a name without creating a distinc type.)

Associate column names with tables.

For variables, consider declaring a variable to be X LIKE TABLE T (or X FOR TUPLES LIKE TABLE T). That
would give the variable X the same column names as table T.



