MiniOCaml with lazy evaluation

® In this lecture, we explore the impact of making one small
change in the rules for evaluation via substitution:
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Lazy evaluation (cont.)

® Since all expressions being evaluated are closed, they have
the same value regardless of when they are evaluated —
whether before the function call or within the function call.
For this reason, || and |/, almost always produce the same
result. But there are exceptions:
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Lazy evaluation (cont.)

® Another exception. This is the abstract syntax version of
“let rec £f x = f x in (fun x -> 3)(f 0)":

let f = Rec(f, fun x -> f x) in (fun x->3)({(f 0) |
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